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Mi>̂ J-IAEIgaj. (Pakistan); Permit me to ex-press, on behalf of my delegation, 
our pleasure at seeing" a distinguished representative of Australia preside over the 
deliberations of Lhe Committee on.Disaras ent. \Iq are sur that, xrnder your, able 
g-uidance, the important \rork \ihicb i s on our schedule this month v l l l be successfully 
accomplished. 

Today, I would l i k e to express Pakistan's views regarding' the formulation of the 
ag-enda and programme of work of the Committee, and also to say a few words on the 
question of the hig-hest priority i n the f i e l d of disarmament — the need for nuclear 
disarmament. 

Pakistan i s of the view that the Committee on Disarmament i s , as the 
Pinal Document of the special session stated, "the sing-le multilateral •disarmament 
negotiating" forum". As such, the negotiating mandate of this Committee covers a l l 
matters which can be negotiated i n the multilateral context, including a l l the 
recommendations for specific action i n various areas contained i n the Programme of 
Action of the tenth special session of the General Assembly. Ue therefore believe, 
that, i n adopting i t s agenda, the Committee must clearly establish this xáde range 
of i t s responsibilities. At the same time we are not unaware of the need to ensure 
that, i n our agenda and programme of work, sufficient precision i s introduced so as 
to enable the Committee to conduct concrete negotiations at each stage of i t s work. 
These two goals can be reconciled by adopting an agenda which would, on the one hand, 
outline the main areas of the responsibilities of the Committee on Disarmament, and 
on the other, mention mider ea,ch one of these main areas those specific subjects to 
which priority has been accorded by the United Nations General Assembly or by 
Member States, 

Those amongst us who participated in the special session w i l l recall that, 
immediately prior to i t s formal adoption, the programme of action of the special 
session was divided into various parts under a number of headings, Pakistan i/ould 
suggest that the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, in order to underline i t s 
broad mandate, should enumerate these areas of responsibility of this body. I may 
mention that among these areas were; nuclear disarmament, non-use of nuclear weapons, 
nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear-weapon-free zones, zones of peace, other weapons 
of mass destruction, conventional weapons, reduction of military budgets, confidence-
building measures, disarmament and development, disarmament and international 
security, and, f i n a l l y , general and complete disarmament. In the programme of the 
special session, and more particularly at the thirty-third session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, this Committee has been entrusted \iith certain more 
specific responsibilities for negotiations during the current year. These 
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responsibilities, as I said i n my previous interventions, include f i r s t l y the 
elaboration of a comprehensive test ban treaty, the negotiation of an international 
convention to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons, and the conclusion of a convention for the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. These tasks should be reflected under the relevant areas of the Committee's 
responsibility that I have mentioned, and some other subjects may be added, in 
response to the specific proposals put forxrard by llember States during the current 
session of the Committee. 

One such area for priority consideration by the Committee i s that of nuclear 
disarmament. The Pinal Document of the special session, i n more than one paragraph, 
has reaffirmed that the goal of halting and reversing the nuclear arms race has the 
highest priority. This i s not surprising since the very f i r s t resolution of the 
United Hâtions was for the prohibition of nuclear armaments. It would have been 
relatively easy then to dismantle such fev; nuclear weapons that had been produced, 
and to devise effective measures to prevent their further production and development. 
Proposals and counter-proposals for this purpose were put for\/ard at the time by 
the Soviet Union and the United States, but, \mhappily, they were not seriously 
pursued. Instead, i n the prevailing atmosphere of mistrust and incipient, conflict, 
attempts were intensified by one of the Powers to retain i t s strategic advantage and 
by the other not to be l e f t behind. 

How the two Powers ha.ve attained approximate parity in nuclear arms and, as 
everybod.y Icnows, they have the capability not only to annihilate each other but to 
destroy a l l c i v i l i z a t i o n . The world continues to l i v e under the cloud of this 
balance of terror. But strategic balance w i l l not be a durable means for ensuring 
the world's security. Hot only i s i t inherently unstable, but i t s maintenance 
necessitates the consumption of an ever-increasing proportion of the world's material 
and human resources. 

It i s therefore natural that v;e should welcome the i n i t i a t i v e taken by one of 
the major nuclear-weapon Powers to i n i t i a t e the discussions of nuclear disarmament 
within this Committee. The task, as we a l l laiow, i s complex and involves, f i r s t l y , 
mea.sures to halt and reverse the arms race, secondly, the prohibition of the use of 
nuclear vreapons and, thirdly, prevention of the spread of these vieapons. 

As regards the question of halting and reversing the nuclear arms race, the 
international community has placed primary emphasis on the acliievement of a 
comprehensive test ban treaty. Palcistan continues to hope that this treaty w i l l be 
concluded during the current year, and effectively prevent the further testing of 
nuclear weapons, especially by those Powers which have reached an advanced stage of 
sophistication in the development of nuclear weapons. 



(ill'. Ilai-ker, Palcistan) 

The pa,per siibnittea Ъу the Soviet u^ioa ana other socialist countries i n 
docuaent CD/4 addresses i t s e l f to various aspects of the question of halting- and 
reversing" the nuclear arras race.. The Palcistan deleg-ation would like to -i/elcome this 
paper warmly. 1/e are particularly interested in the aclcnowledg-ement in the proposal 
that the nuclear arsenals of the various Powers are not equal, and that the disparit;,'-
in these arsenals v/ould. require different kinds of contributions from each of the 
nuclear-weapon Pov/ers at different stag^es of the negotiations for nuclear disarmament. 
Secondly, we also vielcome the practical suggestion implied in the pamper that, i n view 
of the disparity i n nuclear arsenals, the i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations for mxclear 
disarmament need not be prevented by the absence of one of the nuclear-vieapon Powers 
from these negotiations, I-iy delegation agrees v/ith the statement made by 
Ambassador Issraelyan when introducing document CD/4 that such negotiations for 
nuclear disarmament within the Committee л<гх11 not constitute an obstacle to 
negotiations being held outside this forum, such as the bilateral USSR-United States 
negotiations on strategic armaments| but that the negotiations in this Committee 
could very well complement and f a c i l i t a t e the talks being held elsewhere and 
vice versa. 

At the same tim.e, i t i s important to ensure that the discussions of nuclear 
disarmament within this Committee or elsewhere do not become a cover for the further 
controlled expansion of the arms race, x^akistan welcomes recent indications from 
both the Soviet Union and the United States that a SALT-II accord i s i n the offing. 
We sincerely hope this i s so. At the same time, we v.'ould be remiss i f we did not 
express the hope that the SiiLT-III agreement w i l l be reached with g-reater dispatch 
and that i t w i l l include significant quantitative rediictions in' strategic armaments 
as well as ca l l a liait to their qualitative development. 

Пу delegation expresses the hope that concrete stops w i l l soon be taken to 
red.uce the balance of weaponry presently deployed i n certain parts of the world, 
particularly in Europe. 1/e look forv/ard to the reactions of other parties to the 
important i n i t i a t i v e of the French Government for a European security conference 
which could consider reductions i n the iiranense arsenals presently deployed on this 
continent. 

Once- confidence i s created that nuclear disarmament w i l l not compromise the 
security of any of the five Powers concerned, i t i s more than l i k e l y that negotiations 
could be initiated on the various aspects of disarmament indi canted i n paragra-ph 50 

of the ¡Final Document of the special session. 
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One of the essential means for creating.such confidence, both among nuclear-
weapon Powers and попг-nuclear-v/eapon States, i s to secure agreem.ent for.the 
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. The Pinal Document has called for 
consultations leading to an international agreement for the avoidance of the use 
of nuclear vfeapons and the prevention of nuclear vrar. We hope that i n the near 
future circumstances w i l l make i t possible for this Committee to advance to this 
subject. My delegation also considers as relevant the,idea that each of the 

..nuclear-iireapon Powers undertakes in a binding form not to be the f i r s t to use 
nuclear weapons. A proposal for this purpose lias been made.by the socialist 
coimtries i n the context of Europe. V/e hope this concept can be applied to a l l 
nuclear-weapon Powers i n a l l regions of the world. 

E o M e v e r , the f i r s t step .which can and .jhould be taken in this f i e l d i s the 
elaboration of a convention to assure the non-nuclear-vreapon States against the use 
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. I have dealt at length with this subject i n 
my previous intervention i n this Committee and I shall not repeat myself. At the 
same time i t i s relevant to underline that unless the non-nuclear-weapon States are 
assured, i n a binding and credible fashion, that their security w i l l not be 
threatened by nuclear v/eapons, the goal of non-proliferation and therefore of 
nuclear disarmament w i l l continue to elude the world community. We hope that 
sufficient time w i l l be. allocated i n the programme of work for the current year 
to enable a consideration of the draft conventions on this subject submitted by 
Pakistan and the .3oviet Union during the last session of thr; General Assembly. 
We shall, i n the near future, request formal circulation of our document i n this 
Committee. 

The goal of nuclear disarmament, as I have said, must include ways and means 
of preventing the spread of nuclear weapons to States other than the five nuclear-
weapon Powers. The danger of nuclear proliferation haunts various parts of the 
world. If States such as Israel and South Africa acquire a nuclear^weapon 
capability, i t would produce significant consequences not only for peace and 
security i n these regions but would threaten international peace as a г Л о 1 е . It 
would certainly erode the efforts of the international community to build a viable 
structure of non-proliferation. 
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The danger of nuclear proliferation, unfortunately also exists i n the region 
of south Asia. The countries of the region, and the world community, are only 
too v;ell aware of the fact that a nuclear explosion has taken place i n this region. 
The statements made by the Indian Government, regarding the "peaceful" nature of 
this explosion, would carry more conviction i f India v/as prepared to respond more 
positively to the many in i t i a t i v e s that have since been talcen for the establishment 
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. îlor i s our concern allayed by the fact that ' 
significant and sensitive parts of the Indian nuclear programme remain outside any 
int ernat ional safeguard s. 

As far as Pakistan i s concerned, our nuclear programme i s entirely peaceful, 
and i s operated under international safeguards. If India i s genuinely concerned 
about the danger of proliferation, as we i n Pakistan are, i t could accept at least 
some of the i n i t i a t i v e s that we have suggested mutually to assure each other on 
this question. 

Pakistan vrould suggest that India should accept the proposal, endorsed by the 
United Nations, to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone i n south Asia, involving 
the renunciation of the acquisition of nuclear weapons as well as the international 
inspection of a l l nuclear f a c i l i t i e s that exist i n a l l the countries of south Asia. 
Secondly, Pakistan would be prepared to accept the application of f u l l scope 
safeguards to a l l i t s nuclear f a c i l i t i e s on a reciprocal basis, i f India also 
indicates i t s acceptance. Thirdly, i f India vrere to accede to the Nuclear 
Non-Proliforation Treaty, Pakistan w i l l be only too happy to follow India's lead 
in the matter. 

The Committee on Disarmament must play i t s part i n promoting ways and means 
of excluding nuclear weapons from- those areas where they do not exist at present. 
Othertiise the so-called nuclear balance v;ill continue to be threatened from new 
quarters. This i s one of the many reasons vrhy Pakistan attaches so much importance 
to the subject of nuclear disarmament. 
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№ . DOMOKOS (H-ungary); I vjould like to take this opportxmity to extend 
to you ray congratulations on the assxmiption of your office rnd express my conviction 
that the work of our Committee w i l l he as successful imder your chairmanship as i t 
was in February. This assumes a special significance, since during this month we 
have to consider matters of substance that are before the Committee on Disarmament. 

In my present statement I would like to deal with certain aspects of a single 
subject, namely, пис1еэ.г disarmament, and particularly with working paper CD/4 

submitted jc¿ntly by seven socialist States, and then to touch upon the progress 
report of the Ad Hoc Group of scientific experts. 

The attention of the multilateral deliberative and negotiating disarmament 
forums has so far been concentrated mainly on preventing the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons and on limiting and completely banning nuclear explosions. This 
was justified in the past and w i l l be justified in the future as ггеИ. 

In our days when the most urgent task i s to halt the nuclear arms race, we can 
not forget that making the Non-Proliferation. Treaty -universal i n the real sense of 
the word has become a substantia,! precondition for avoiding the danger of a nuclear 
war. The efforts to strengthen the non-proliferation régime and to prevent the 
emergence of new nuclear-weapon States, as well as the close co-operation among 
States parties to the HPT, have contributed a great deal to the result that there has 
been no case of the use of nuclear weapons during the last 34 years. 

However, the danger of proliferation s t i l l exists, and States with nuclear 
ambitions may emerge from time to time. Growing scie n t i f i c and technical knowledge 
and the increasing economic capability of countries make i t possible in principle 
for more States to decide to go nticlear. A l l this can increase the real danger. 
That i s why we attach special significance to the second review conference of the 
HPT, which offers another possibility of strengthening the non-proliferation régime. 
V/e also hope that the preparations for the conference г̂ 111 have the result that 
further States, including the so called "near-nuclear States", w i l l accede to the 
Treaty. 

There can be no doubt that the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty 
would offer another possibility of halting and elimina.ting the nuclear arms race. 
It i s not by chance therefore that the successful completion of the t r i l a t e r a l talks 
i s also being repeatedly urged in this Committee. Accomplishing the complex tasks 
of nuclear diaarmament i s a time-consuming exercise. Apart from the СТБ treaty, 
which i s a v i t a l element in halting the qualitative and quantitative nuclear arms 
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race, I cannot omit stating that there is an urgent need for-such,-laeaeures, which 
are able not only to stop, but also to reverse the arms rac^, and which can 
ultimately lead to nuçlea.r disarma;nent. 'Je should start without delay the 
preparations of negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament. However, one may ask 
i f i t i s worth wasting owe time and energy on the preparation of such negotiations 
when we have not even reached a CTBÎ. 

M e earnestly hope that obstacles standing in the way of reaching a CTB treaty 
w i l l soon~be abolished. It therefore seems appropriate and justified to start right 
away laying the basis for further negotiations on nuclear disarmament by preparing 
a proper framework through preliminary consultations on i t . After creating the 
preconditions 5 the Committee may start negotiations on i t s substance without losing 
time. That i s why the proposal of the socialist Ste^tes contained in working paper 
CD/4 i s timely and logical. 

Working paper CD/4 submitted by seven socialist member States i s a practical 
reflection of the priority tasks in the f i e l d of disarmament enumerated in the 
Pinal Document of the tenth special session and reiterated in a concentrated form 
by the General Assembly at i t s thirty-third session. It i s a comprehensive proposal 
to start consultations and negotiations on a multilateral basis on ending the 
production of a l l types of nuclea,r weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles 
up to their complete destruction. 

The proposal touches upon generally-recognized priorities and contains concrete 
ideas. It embraces in complexity the major subjects in the f i e l d of nuclear 
disarmament which, in our judgement, should take a central place in the future work 
of the Committee. 

At the same time f l e x i b i l i t y i s one of the main merits of the proposal. It 
avoids pressing rigid ideas and considerations as to the ways and methods of 
con'-'ucting preliminary consulta,tions and at a. later stage negotiations on the subject. 
It i s to be discussed and formulated by the Committee i t s e l f , together v/ith such 
aspects as the degree of participation of individual nuclear-weapon States in 
particulair measures; with due account of the quantitative and qualitative arsenals 
in the possession of the States concerned. 

In our view, the Committee on Disarmament i s the most suitable forum, since 
four of the five nuclear-weapon Staijes эхе represented in i t together with a 
considerable number of non-nuclear-weapon States having the possibili-ty- -to contribute 
to progress towards nuclear disarmament.- However, the participation of China w i l l 
be indispensable to ensure a substantial advance. 
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The proposai i s by no means meant as a substitute for other on-going bilateral 
and multilateral negotiations, but represents a new additional i n i t i a t i v e for 
disarmament efforts where wider participation i s desirable and useful. 

As one of the sponsors of that working paper, I was satisfied to hear the 
positive remarks made by several delegations, the latest being that of the 
distinguished representative of Sweden, on our joint i n i t i a t i v e . % delegation 
would be glad to hear comments and suggestions from other delegations of the CD, 
representing nuclear-wea.pon States, and non-nuclear-weapon countries. That could 
help in working out the most suitable forms and framework of consultations aimed at 
preparing and starting negotiations on substantive issues of nuclear disarmament 
within the shortest possible time. 

Шпу questions may be asked about the details and alternatives raised by the 
working paper. I would not like to go into them, since they have been cl a r i f i e d in 
an esdiaustive manner by my distinguished colleague Ambassador Issraelj-^ui in his 
statements on б February and at the present meeting, ¥e are confident that the sponsors 
of the working paper w i l l be ready to answer further questions which may arise and to 
conduct informal consultations in any required foxm. 

At the same time i t i s the position of my delegation that questions of nuclear 
disarmament, by virtue of the importance of their implementation, should take their 
due place in the work of the Committee in accordance with the proposals contained 
in working paper CD/4. This should be given proper attention when the Committee draws 
up the programme cf i t s work even for the present part of i t s annual session, and to 
reseirve sufficient time for appropriate consultations, preferafe-Jy in A p r i l . 

As i s known to a l l the delegates to the Committee on Disarmament, the Ad Hoc 
Group of Scientific Experts to consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect 
and to Identify Seismic events has made considerable progress in the work entrusted 
to i t by the relevant decisions of the CCD and CD. 

The Ad Hoc Group continued work at i t s seventh session on the elaboration of the 
principal sc i e n t i f i c and teclinical guidelines for setting up and running the 
international seismic data.exchange system so that this global net^iork of data 
exchange could be established and put into operation after the entry into force of 
the treaty banning nuclear explosions in a l l environments. 

As we can see from the progress report submitted by the Ad Hoc Group to the 
Committee, there has been considerable progress in working out the contents of the 
chapters of the f i n a l report. Judging by the preparations mentioned in paragraphs 6 

and 7 of the progress report, we can rightly hope that a l l the work of the 
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Ad- Hoc Group w i l l Ъе completed in good time. My delegation supports the idea that 
the Committee should approve the suggestion made by the Group in paragraph 7 of the 
progress report concerning the date and duration of i t s next and — we hope — fi n a l 
session J with a Y x e v to ,<d-ving the experts sufficient time to prepare their drafts, 

I would like to take this opportunity to explain the position of my delegation 
concerning some ideas expressed in the Group and in the Committee by certain 
delegations to the effect that the experimental exercise of the seismic data 
exchange system might be held concurrently with or before the entry into force of 
the СТБ treaty. 

My delegation, like many others, i s of the opinion that the seismic data 
exchange system as a means of verification i s subordinated to the future СТБ treaty, 
that i t i s to contribute to verification of the implementation of the treaty, and can 
by no means be considered a precondition to the conclusion of the treaty. 

We a l l are aware of the fact that the seismic data exchange system consists of 
highly complicated machinery v/hich w i l l comprise not only particular seismic stations 
but specially-equipped international data centres and a sophisticated communication 
network. Tlierefore i t can be used for an experimental exercise in i t s f i n a l , global 
form, when a l l i t s elements are functioning simultaneously in a complex way, 
othervfise i t may easily show a false picture. This global network can be set up 
and tested only after the entry into force of the treaty. 

Testing a system not properly constituted and consisting of differently 
equipped national seismic stations may produce deficient and disputable data. A 
possible defective f i n a l product of the experimental exercise may discourage certain 
States. or„give a pretext to others to keep away from the treaty, and that would by 
no means serve the cause of the nuclear disa^rmament. 

It i s well-founded reasoning also, that u n t i l the conclusion and entry into 
force of the СТБТ we would not know which coiontries parties to the treaty would 
participate in the f i n a l system and how the network has to be completed. 

These are the ideas and considerations I wanted to express in connexion with 
the questions of nuclear disarmament and the progress report of the Ad Hoc Group. 
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Mr. ISSMELYAN (union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from 
Russian); A fev; days ago the Committee on Disarmament adopted i t s rules of 
procedure. Members of the Committee noted with great satisfaction the positive 
results of prolonged, intensive consultations, which had taken almost a month's 
work. Consultations are at present proceeding on the preparation of the 
Committee's agenda and programme of vrork. In the course of these consultations, 
as also during the discussion on the rules of procedure, a constructive s p i r i t and 
willingness to co-operate are being displayed. A l l this cannot but give rise to 
a certain satisfaction with the Committee's activity. 

But matters can be vievred from a different angle as well. Indeed, more than 
six weeks of work and almost one-half of the duration of the present session have 
already gone by, and yet the Committee has not, s t r i c t l y speaking, even embarked 
upon i t s principal t a s k — that of conducting negotiations on questions of the 
limitation of the arms race and of disarmament. This fact gives rise not merely 
to dissatisfaction but to serious concern. 

In i t s statement on 24 January this year, at the opening of the Committee's 
session, the Soviet delegation emphasized that questions of procedure and 
organization of the Committee's vrark should not be overestimated and should not 
take too much time 5 they should be solved as soon as possible, we stressed, so 
that the Committee might successfully start the consideration of questions of 
substance. The Soviet delegation i s again insistently advocating that the 
Committee should, without losing any time, begin negotiations here and now on the 
substance of disarmament problems. The questions whose examination w a s 
recommended by the General Assembly to a l l States and, i n particular, to 
States members of the Committee are well knovm, and we consider that the f i n a l 
settlement of organizational matters should not have the effect of further delaying 
consideration of these problems. 

We believe that circumstances for their effective consideration are on the 
whole favourable. Indeed, the Soviet-United States negotiations on SALT-II, which 
are to set a specific limit to the further stockpiling of the most destructive and 
expensive types of weapons, are nearing completion. In the xrords of 
Mr, L.I, Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Chairman of the Presidium of the 
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, the entry into force of a SALT agreement "will mean that 
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the process of-curbing the arms race, a process embarked upon at-the i n i t i a t i v e 
of the USSR, i s continuing". This agreement vrill probably also help to revive 
other negotiations now being conducted in the sphere of the limitatio-n of the 
arms race such as those on the complete prohibition of nuclear v/eapon tests. 

It i s widely recognized that the most urgent question i n present conditions 
i s that" of starting negotiations relating to nuclear disarmament. As 
L.I. Brezhnev stressed i n his -pre-election s'peech on 2 March this year, "vre 
consider this to be an exce-ptionally important matter and are prepared to start 
such negotiations". 

Today the Soviet delegation vrould like to revert to working paper CD/4, 

submitted to the Committee on 1 February by the delegations of Bulgaria, 
Czechoslovalcia, the German Democratic'Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, concerning negotiations on ending the 
•production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles 
u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. 

We are doing so, f i r s t , because delegations have manifested interest i n our 
•proposal. Specific questions have been asked about i t s substance. Me have been 
requested to supply further details on a number of points contained i n our 
proposal and, i f possible, to develop them in more concrete terms. 

Secondly (and this, of course, i s the most important point), we are convinced 
that the -problem of nuclear disarmament i s the priority issue for tlie Committee, 
which i s under a duty to revert to i t agf',in and again. 

On behalf of the sponsors of vrorking paper CD/4, the Soviet delegation would 
like to express thanks to the delegations of Cuba, E-tliiopia, India^t, Sweden and 
others viho have welcomed the proposal submitted with regard to starting negotiations 
on nuclear disarmament. V7e agree váth those delegations which described i t as 
a step tov/ards the implementation of the relevant recommendations adopted by the 
General Assembly both at i t s s'pecial session devoted to disarmament and at i t s 
thirty-third session. 

Other delegations have promised to study working paper CD/4 xáth care and 
to express their viev/s on i t at a later stage. We shall 'await their statements 
with interest and v i i l l , of course, answer the questions they may put i n futuire. 
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The motives of the sponsors of working paper CD/4 were explained i n sufficient 
detail i n their statements before the Committee. Allow me to answer the questions 
that vrere put to us i n connexion with the proposals contained i n thi-s document, 
¥e have answered certain questions of a more•specific nature i n the course of our 
contacts M±th individual delegations. Others are of more general interest. 
It i s with these that v;e should li k e , with your permission, to deal now. 

The time-frame of the proposed programme. It has been pointed out to us that 
working paper CD/4 says nothing about the "agreed time-franes" for the reduction of 
stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their complete 
elimination, mentioned i n paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the special session. 
The viexf has been expressed that this might be an oversight on the part of the 
paper's sponsors and could be rectified. 

Document CD/4 indeed says nothing about time-frames for the implementation of 
the programme a.s a whole or of i t s various stages. This was done deliberately. 
In putting fonrard a proposal on starting negotiations on complete nuclear 
disarmament (and this i s precisely the purpose of the vrorking paper), \re tried to 
display the greatest possible f l e x i b i l i t y and to refrain from fixing, let alone 
impositíg,'"-speciTic dates or time-limits. To take a r e a l i s t i c view,^.the .conduct, .of-
appropriate negotiations and the implementation of a programme of nuclear 
disarmament i s by no means an easy matter, as i t entails prolonged efforts and 
concordance of positions. That i s why we l e f t the question of time-limits open, 
on the principle that i t should be subject to agreement bet\;een the participants 
i n the negotiations. In our paper i t i s stated that the cessation of the 
production, the reduction and the destruction of nuclear weapons "should be carried 
out by stages on a mutually acceptable and agreed basis", vjhich, of course, also 
applies to possible time-frames. Furthermore, paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document 
refers to "agreed" time-frames. The only time-limit wliich we consider 
appropriate to propose at 'this stage concerns the beginning of consultatians. and . 
of negotiations on the substance of the problem. ¥e consider that the consultations 
could be started already i n the course of the Committee's spring session and the 
negotiations before the end of 1979. 

Degree of participation by individual nuclear-weapon States i n the proposed 
measures. I would remind the Committee that i t i s emphasized i n document CD/4 

that the degree of participation of those States i n measures at each stage should be 
determined "talcing into account the quantitative and qualitative importance of the 
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existing arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned". 
The same condition i s mentioned in paragraph 49 of the Final Document of the 
special session. We consider i t to be important. Indeed, the meaning of this 
provision can be reduced to the principle that, as levels of nuclear strength are 
gradually reduced, the existing military balance should remain undisturbed. In 
other vrords,.no prejudice should be caused to the safety of any State, That is 
v/hy i t i s viise to talce into account the arsenals of both nuclear-weapon States and 
of the other States concerned. 

V/hat would the degree.of participation of individual nuclear-weapon States be 
i n practice? Obviously i t could vary according to the volume of weapons being 
reduced, taking into account the condition mentioned above. The volume of 
measures at a l l stages, commencing г̂ rith the f i r s t , for nuclear-v/eapon States 
should be specified i n the course of the forthcoming negotiations. This w i l l 
certainly be one of the principal objectives of the negotiations. In any case, 
the need to guarantee the non-impairment of the existing balance i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear strength i s inescapable. 

The question of the relationship betv/een the proposed negotiations and the 
Soviet-United States negotiations on strategic arms limitation. These negotiations 
are unquestionably closely related i n content, although there also exist substantial 
differences b e t w e e n them. The SALT negotiations are concerned with strategic 
means of delivery of nuclear xreapons. The proposed negotiations are broader i n 
nature, covering the entire range of nuclear weapons, including the cessation of 
their production, the reduction and the destruction both of the vjeapons 
themselves and of the means of their delivery. It goes without saying that the 
preparation and conduct of these latter negotiations must not prejudice current 
and future SALT negotiations; they could take place i n parallel. 

Participation of a l l (or not a l l ) nuclear-weapon.States in the negotiations 
and i n the preparatory consultations. V/e confirm quite definitely that a l l 
States without exception vfhich possess nuclear weapons must participate from the 
very outset i n the proposed negotiations, \rhose object i s the complete elimination 
of nuclear vieapons. These negotiations \ / i l l be .so fundamental in nature and 
so broad i n scope, and have such r-adical consequences that the non-participation of 
even one nuclear-weapon State would seriously undermine them by destroying the 
linlc with the actual situation i n the world, would tend to maintain distrust and, 
i n the f i n a l analysis, would affect their results. 

file:///rhose
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Furthermore, i t should Ъе remembered that our proposal presupposes the 
participation i n the negotiations of a certain number of non-nuclear-vreapon States. 
Such States are widely represented i n the Committee on Disarmament, vihich seems 
to us to be the most appropriate forum for conducting the negotiations. These 
States Jiave a direct interest i n the nuclear question and have, as we Imov/, specific 
proposals of their own. The participation of these countries malees the presence of 
a l l nuclear-weapon Powers at the negotiating table a l l the more imperative. 

The preparatory consultations are another matter. In suggesting that they 
should be conducted within the framework of the Committee on Disarmament, we were 
aviare that Cliina i s not as yet represented i n this body and that there are no 
signs of i t s coming here in the near future. The latest events in south-east Asia 
have merely confirmed tlii s . Nevertheless, i n order not to delay the preparation 
of the negotiations, vie agree to begin i t v/ithout China. The preparatory viork 
v/ould include, above a l l , determination of the range of questions of substance to 
be considered i n the negotiations, i.e. their agenda or programme, and also various 
organizational matters relating to the conduct of the negotiations (time-limits, 
procedure, etc.). 

Here vre come to the question of hov; to approach the preparation of the 
negotio-tions. Some delegations \rere interested i n our vievrs on that point. In 
our opinion, i t would be necessary, for a start, to hold a discussion i n the 
Committee on the document proposed by the group of socialist countries. It would 
be logical i f the Committee's agenda and programme of work took this into account, 
A broad exchange of views would malee i t possible to bring to light the possibility 
of vrorking out agreed proposals concerning the start of negotia,tions. 

It would, of course, be interesting for us to hear the views of other members 
of the Committee regarding methods of conducting the preparation of the 
negotiations. lie do not wish to impose our ideas i n this matter? our position 
i s open. . 

¥e have heard i t argued that- the question of holding negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i s allegedly not yet ripe, that the situation i s at -present unsuitable 
for negotiations of that kind. It is said that some of the nuclear-weapon Powers 
have reservations, doubts and even objections i n this respect. № a t can be the 
answer to this? ¥e have already stated more than once that vre entertain no 
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illusions concerning the possibility of a quick solution being found to the whole 
set of nuclear diriarmament problems, but consider that the start of negotiations 
on this matter should not be delayed any further. V/e foresee that these 
negotiations w i l l be d i f f i c u l t and prolonged. Dut allow me to ask; v;hat 
negotiations i n the sphere of disarmament have not given rise to d i f f i c u l t i e s , and 
which of them vrere completed i n a few days or weeks? On the contrary, i t is 
known that, many bilateral negotiations-- and multilateral ones, t o o — i n the sphere 
of disarmament f a i l to yield the desired results for a long time. 

The conduct of negotiations on disarmament questions i s i t s e l f a positive 
phenomenon i n international p o l i t i c s . Only those vrtio rattle the sabre, who seek 
the further aggravation of the international situation, the arms race, the 
unleashing of wars—only they reject attempts to strive, i n the course of 
p o l i t i c a l negotiations, for a -mutually acceptable solution that would be i n the 
interests of manlcind. That i s v;hy arguments about the alleged non-existence of 
suitable conditions for the'conduct of negotiations on nuclear disarmament are 
absolutely vdthout foundation. 

In conclusion I should like to dvrell b r i e f l y on certain doubts v/hich sometimes 
make themselves felt,;.:_even.if tjiey.are not expressed by our interlocutors. I shall 
not vraste your time i n refuting assertions about the "insincerity" or "lack of 
seriousness" of document CD/A. 

Apprehensions are sometimes expressed to the effect that consideration of the 
•proposal submitted by the socialist countries might allegedly deflect the Committee's 
attention from such urgent problems as the banning of nuclear v/eapon tests or 
the prohibition of chemical v/eapons. V/e can say straight out that such 
apprehensions are without foundation. Ve are not i n the least inclined to minimize 
the urgency of, for example, the conclusion of an agreement on the complete 
-prohibition of nuclear v/eapon tests. The solution to this problem ripened and, to 
a great extent, was evolved i n the course of the negotiations familiar to us, and 
every effort should be made to complete i t s solution. Lut can the broader problem 
of the cessation of the production and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons 
be removed from the Committee's agenda? Can discussion of tliis v i t a l problem be 
postponed indefinitely? . Viorking paper CD/4 submitted by the group of socialist 
countries calls, precisely, for the starting of negotiations on tMs matter. 
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Mr. i\I)EMJI (Nigeria) : lír. Chairman, please allow me f i r s t of a l l to 
convey to you the congratiilations of my delegation on your assumption of duty 
as the presiding officer of the Committee, ¥e look forward to a f r u i t f u l 
month under your guidance. 

Please allow me also, since I was unavoidably absent from Geneva practically 
for a l l the month of February to convey, through you, my great appreciation of the 
work done under the Chairmanship of your predecessor, tho distinguished 
representative of Argentina. 

'The progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events 
which i s noxv before the Committee calls for no more than a procedural decision 
on the timing of the next session of the Group. I shall express the view of my 
delegation on that question shortly. 

In the meantime, however, please permit me to put i n i t s proper context the 
work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts. V/hen the Group was set up almost three 
years ago, i t was i n realization of the v i t a l importance which the technical 
aspects of the issue of verification woiild have i n stimulating agreement on 
and i n the operation of a СТБТ. Tlie Ad Hoc Group has i n i t s previous reports 
and, i n particular, the report contained i n document CCD/558, c l a r i f i e d many 
aspects of the technicalities of an international data exchange network involving 
several stations located around the world. Ну delegation i s grateful for and 
i s appreciative of the valuable contribution which the Group of Experts has 
thereby made to the solution of one of the problems which ostensibly are quoted 
as holding up the conclusion of a CÍBí. Such a network of seisiaological stations 
which w i l l permit a truly international participation i n the verification 
procedure of a CTBT w i l l , we hope, be appropriately located i n a l l hemispheres, 
¥e can already foresee the necessity for the experts to give attention i n their 
recommendations to ways and means of diffusing technical knowledge for effective 
participation by areas where, by their own earlier observation i n document CCD/558, 

there exists a gap which has to be f i l l e d for an efficient network. 
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The relationship between the work of the scientific experts and negotiations 
on a CTBT was aptly summarized Ъу the spokesman for the throj negotiating Powers 
when he informed the CCD last year that there was agreement among them that the 
guidelines for setting up and running the international seismic exchange should 
he l a i d do\m in an annex to the treaty and that the detailed organizational 
and procedural arrangements for Lmplemcnting the international exchange should 
be worked out after the entry into force of the treaty, drawing of course on the 
recommendation of the Ad Hoc Group. Thus, the pra,ctical application of the data 
exchange network, thxovigh experimental exercises, was not immediately seen and 
cannot be seen now as providing a reason for holding up the conclusion of a CTBT, 
very useful though these exercises w i l l be. Indeed, the whole issue of 
verification of vihich the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts i s only a part, 
albeit an important part, has been — i n the view of my delegation — considered 
to the point v/here we think i t should no longer provide ал excuse for fixrther delay 
i n the submission of the draft of the tripartite' negotiators, A combination of 
the various means available — national, international and on-site, when 
determined to be necessa^ry foi- double a„ssurance — should have provided an 
adequately verifiable guarantee of compliance. Vihat i s laclcing, we believe, i s 
a w i l l to conclude these negotiations. Teclinical eolutionc can be devised only 
for technical problens; a p o l i t i c a l decision i s necessary for a p o l i t i c a l issue. 

The question then arises where do WG go from here? Will this part of the 
session of the CD end once again without i t s starting work on a CTBT? Here I 
share completely the viev7s expressed by my distinguished colleague from 
the Soviet Union when he says that, important as the work which the CD has done 
over the last six weeks has been, we cajmot escape the fact that we really have 
not got do\m to substance. It would be a pity i f tho Coirníiittee were to wind up 
at least this part of i t s annual session without really getting down to substance. 

The ansT/er to that question i n my delegation's view no longer rests exclusively 
with the tripartite negotiators on a CTBT. The CD i s now master of i t s agenda5 
i t has within i t s ranlcs a fourth' nuclear-weapon Power to whom the contents of a 
CTBT are of great and intimate concern. In other words, i f i t was believed that 
the old CCD could be presented with a tripax-tite draft to which i t would then 
apply mere cosmetics as i t s sole contribution to tho elaboration of the treaty, 
the CD — even with i t s present physical composition, not to mention, i t s 
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potential composition going Ъу the name plates — cannot he expected to be 
satisfied with such a role. I-ly o\m delegation w i l l certainlj'- be greatly interested 
inter a l i a i n the duration of a CTBT, the reviexf procedure, the question of 
peaceful nuclear explosions, to mention only a fev;. Prom what we have gathered 
secondhand, I dare say our viev/s on these issues are not necessarily the sane 
as those of a l l or some of the tripartite negotiators. Will i t therefore not be 
in the interest of participation by a l l i t s members on the basis of f u l l equality, 
and here I an quoting rule 3 of the riiles of procedure, i f we ware i n this Committee 
to begin to exchange views f i r s t hand on the proposed text? 

I hardly need reiterate the importance which my delegation, as party to the 
Non-Proliferation Trea.ty, attaches to the com.plete cessation of nuclear-weapon 
testing as a beginning of the assumption by the nuclear-weapon States of their 
obligation by which they undertook to pursue negotiations i n good faith on 
effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date 
and to nuclear disarmaiaent. We have said i t often i n the past, and i t bears 
repetition, that Nigeria as party to the KPT finds i t increasingly d i f f i c u l t 
to press other non-nuclear-weapon States to become parties when, despite the pleas 
of the international community, as expressed i n the Pinal Docuiaent of the . 
Special - Session, the nuclear-weapon-States proceed at a speedier rate to conduct 
tests. We believe i n non-proliferation, but we do not believe i n the divine right 
of some to remain nuclear-weapon States, Tlie statistics on nuclear explosions 
conducted i n 1978 v/hich, with her characteristic clarity, were given by Mrs. Thorsson, 
the distinguished leader of the Swedish delegation, i n her statement on 6 March, 
were to say the least most shocking. Will the Committee continue to be satisfied 
with optimistic statements on an almost completed draft when a l l the facts point 
to a certain understanding — or so i t seems to us — to delay a CTBT while 
waiting for another "agreement" xdiich, because of i t s own long delay, i s being 
increasingly seen by some observers as capable of being n u l l i f i e d by technical 
advance. Can'we wait i m t i l that'treaty i s presented to the international community 
with fanfare before we expect to receive a draft CTBT? This i s , I think, a 
dilemma to which we should most seriously address ourselves, and i t i s not one 
which, judging by the statement we have just had from the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union — i t i s not one which i s of concern only to • 
the non-nuclear-weapon States. I noticed with considerable interest his concern 
that something positive should - emerge, in this respect,- during the course of the 
work of the Committee. 
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I shall conclu.de by reverting to the approval sought by the Ad Hoc 
Group of Experts on the dates for i t s next meeting. Several views have been 
expressed by members of the Committee on the timing of the second part of the 
annual sessions of the Committee. Even while rule 7 throws the issue open, 
the Secretariat should not, as I understood i t did i n this case, propose to the 
Expert Group dates which nay pre-empt the Comnittee's decision on i t s ovm working 
period. My delegation believes that the Ad Hoc Group should neet and submit i t s 
report at a tine when i t can be reasonably expected that the CD w i l l be able to 
consider the report with a l l the seriousness i t deserves. Perhaps late June 
to early July should be a more r e a l i s t i c date i n this connexion. 

The СНАШ'Ш'Т; I thank the distinguished representative of Nigeria for 
his statement and for his Icind remarks addressed to my predecessor and myself. 

I vrould point out that we s t i l l have an hoirr at our disposal and I vrould 
wish to use this time to make a proposal for your consideration, lie have, this 
morning, had a пглпЬег of important and authorative statements and I thinlc that 
they have a l l , i n one vray or another, touched on the next stage of our work which 
i s the drafting of the agenda and programme of v7ork — a stage which I indicated 
at our previous meeting that I nyself v/as very anxious to see us move on to. 
One distinguished delegate reminded us this morning that we do not have eternity 
at our disposal. 

If the Committee would nalco no objection, I would now propose that we recess 
to hold an informal meeting i n some five ninutes' tine. I would then wish to put 
some v i e w s before you i n relation to the drafting of the agenda and the programme 
of work. 

Is there any objection? 
It was so decided. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 2 . 0 0 p.m. and resumed at 1 2 . 5 5 P.Q. 

Tlie СНАШШТ; I vrould simply like to announce that we shall meet again 
on Tuesday morning to hear statements and to conduct other business but, with 
the concurrence of the Comnittee, I shall convene an infernal meeting at 
3 p.m. on Monday, 12 March 1 9 7 9 . 

The meeting rose at 1 p.n. 
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Шг. VOUTOV (Bulgaria) (translated from Russian); F i r s t of a l l I should l i k e 
to convey ny best -./ishes to you as Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament for the 
month of March and express the hope that, under your guidance, we s h a l l i n the near 
future be able to complete our work of drawing up the Committee's agenda and 
programme of work f o r 1979 and then proceed to take up substantative disarmament 
questions requiring immediate attention. 

In my statement today I should l i k e to deal with two matters, namely, to make a 
few preliminary comments on questions connected v/ith the agenda and to present to the 
Committee some of our views on the i n i t i a t i v e taken by seven s o c i a l i s t countries on 
matters r e l a t i n g to the negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear 
weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely 
destroyed. 

As regards the Committee's agenda, we consider that the experience acquired 
during the course of the consultations on and the adoption of the Committee's rules of 
procedure should be used as f u l l y as possible. We hope that a l l delegations w i l l 
shovy maximum realism and adopt a constructive approach to the task of reaching 
agreement on the Committee's agenda and programme of work. Indeed, p r i o r i t y 
questions have been reduced to one denominator by the consensus reached on the 
programme of action set out i n the F i n a l Document of the special session. 

We f e e l that one pf the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered i n the co-urse of present 
consultations i s due to the f a i l u r e to adopt the proposals submitted by the s o c i a l i s t 
and certain other countries duxing the consideration of the Committee's rules of 
procedure on the general agenda, on the one hfjid,and the annual agenda, on the other, 
i n which could be included problems that are ripe f o r consideration and on which 
sp e c i f i c negotiations could be conducted. A number of delegations are now seeking 
to include i n the agenda a l l questions of primary importance i n the f i e l d of 
disaa^nament despite the f a c t that the Committee would c l e a r l y be unable to consider 
a l l of them. 

The Bulgarian delegation considers that the draft agenda submitted by the group 
of s o c i a l i s t countries was drawn up i n the l i g h t of genuine p r i o r i t y questions and 
taking into account the positions of other members of the Committee with a view to 
reaching agreement as rapidly as possible on the agenda and programme of work for the 
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present session. Our delegation therefor^--proposes that the Committee should use 
t h i s draft as a' hacds for the consideration and adoption of the f i n a l agenda for the 
1979 session of the Committee on Disarmament. 

We once again c a l l upon members of the Coimnittee to complete work as quickly as 
possible on the preparation of the agenda and programme of work for the current 
session, not overlooking the fact that we have already been working f o r more than 
s i x weeks. • Although we have already achieved an i n i t i a l r e s u l t , namely, the 
adoption of the rules of procedure, we have not as yet touched upon a single one of 
the major disarmament problems before the Committee. 

Permit me now to turn to the second point I wish to discuss i n my statement, 
namely, the question of ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and 
gradually reducing the i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed (СРД). 
The delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria i s a sponsor of this new major 
i n i t i a t i v e by the Soviet Union and has high hopes that a new phase i s beginning i n 
the search f o r a ra d i c a l solution to the problem of nuclear weapons. We are 
convinced that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e w i l l be received favourably by the Committee. I t i s 
noteworthy that so f a r not one delegation has expressed i t s e l f against the idea of 
s t a r t i n g negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 

Our deleg3,tion notes with p a r t i c u l a r s a t i s f a c t i o n the positive response of the 
delegations of Cuba, Ethiopia, India, Pakistan and Sweden to the proposal of the 
s o c i a l i s t co\mtries. We are awaiting with great interest the statements of other 
delegations i n the Committee which promised to study docmienl GD/4 and express the i r 
views on i t at -a l a t e r date. 

We believe that they w i l l appreciate the s t r i c t l y balanced nature r f the proposal 
of the s o c i a l i s t countries and the r e a l i s t i c elements i t contains, which does not 
disturb hy even a f r a c t i o n the e x i s t i n g relationship of forces so that, during i t s 
implementation, nobody would be the loser. The crux of the problem i s to reduce 
the l e v e l of nuclear strength vrhich has become too dangerous and, at the same time, to 
maintain the balance i n this f i e l d unchanged. 
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1 should once again l i k e to draw attention to the constructive nat-ure and the 
f l e x i b i l i t y of our proposal. P a r t i c u l a r l y t e l l i n g i n this respect was the statement 
made Ъу Ambassador Issraelyan, the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, 
i n reply to a series of questions concerning the application and p r a c t i c a l 
implementation of the proposals made by the s o c i a l i s t countries on nuclear 
disarmament. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y true of the time-frame of the proposed programme 
and also of the degree of p a r t i c i p a t i o n by i n d i v i d u a l nuclear-weapon States i n the 
consultations, negotiations or i n the application of the measures proposed. 

For these reasons our delegation i s counting on the adoption of a positive 
attitude by a l l countries members of the Committee to the negotiations on ending the 
production of a l l types of nuclear weapons. There i s no doubt that the nuclear arms 
race i s fraught with the p r i n c i p a l danger of war. As we a l l Icnow, i n the past 
10 years alone, stockpiles of nuclear weapons i n the world have trebled, to say 
nothing of the improvement and increase i n the number of delivery vehicles for 
strategic nuclear weapons. 

The s t o c k p i l i n g of nuclear means of destruction i n i t s e l f increases the danger 
of t h e i r p r o l i f e r a t i o n and deployment i n new areas, and multiplies the r i s k of t h e i r 
u t i l i z a t i o n . But the danger does not stop there. The point i s that, as the 
s t o c k p i l i n g process continues, new and even more dangerous weapons, which are 
increasingly d i f f i c u l t to l i m i t , are developed. The ra d i c a l approach to these 
problems proposed i n the i n i t i a t i v e of the s o c i a l i s t countries w i l l also place a 
serious obstacle i n the way of the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons. A 
large number of delegations i n our Committee have expressed concern regarding this 
aspect of the nuclear arms race. 

¥e should l i k e to believe that, side by side with the conclusion of a SALT-II 
agreement, the United States Government w i l l also make i t s contribution to the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear disarmament. The world remembers 
President Carter's statement concerning the willingness of the United States to 
reduce i t s nuclear c a p a b i l i t y "by 10 , 20, even 50 per cent". In view of the fact 
that, according to some calculations, the United States of America possess more than 
22,000 strategic and t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons, i t s attitude to the proposed 
negotiations acquires special significance. 
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My delegation would also luce to express the hope that Prance and the 
United Kingdom w i l l adopt a positive attitude to the question of ending the production 
of nuclear weapons and reducing t h e i r stockpiles. The solution of a problem as 
important as that f f the complete cessation of the production of nuclear ггеаропз and 
the reduction of th e i r stockpiles ref[uires the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-
weapon Powers. So f a r as i s known, that was the position of Prance, which at the 
beginning of the 1970s supported the idea of negotiations between the f i v e nuclear-
weapon Powers. 

As regards China, we a l l remember the resounding declarations made by i t s 
representatives at the special session that i t allegedly stands f o r "the complete 
pr o h i b i t i o n and genuine destruction of nuclear weapons". But unfortunately these 
are s t i l l nothing but words — a faót which i s a l l too convincingly demonstrated by 
China's empty place i n our Committee. China's arm.ed aggression against s o c i a l i s t 
Viet Nam has increased s t i l l further the concern ^ f the international community 
regarding China's r e a l position on questions of peace, international co-operation and 
disarmament. 

Nevertheless, the Soviet delegation's willingness not to i n s i s t on China's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the f i r s t stage of- the consultations on the preparation of the future 
negotiations i s a fixcther confirmation of the s i n c e r i t y and businesslike approach of 
the s o c i a l i s t co-untries to the search f o r solutions to this important problem, of our 
times. However, the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l the nuclear-weapon Powers without 
exception i n the actual negotiations on nuclear disarmament i s a sine qua non. 

In conclusion, I should l i k e to emphasize that we are counting on the 
co-operation of a l l delegations on the Comjnittee i n the elaboration of the most 
appropriate forms of consultations aimed at creating a basis f o r the future 
negotiations on the basic problems of nuclear disarmament. Our delegation f u l l y 
supports the idea that these consultations should be conducted within the Committee 
i t s e l f , and considers that nuclear disarmament should be reflected as a top p r i o r i t y 
item i n the Committee's agenda and programme of work for 1979. 



CD/PV.IB 
• 9 

Mr. DI BERNARDO (Italy)s Mr. Chairman, I would f i r s t l i k e to t e l l you 
how happy my delegation i s to see you as Chairman of t h i s Committee. I am sure 
that under your wise and ahle guidance the Committee w i l l t h i s month make the 
progress that a l l of us expect. 

The Committee on Disarmament has before i t for consideration and approval 
the progress report submitted by the Ad Hoc Group of s c i e n t i f i c experts on 
seismic events at the conclusion of i t s seventh session. 

As everybody r e a l i z e s , the Ad Hoc Group has been entrusted with a task which 
i s closely related to the problem of the conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear 
test ban treaty. 

In t h i s connexion I should l i k e , at t h i s juncture, to associate myself 
with previous speakers in r e i t e r a t i n g the urgency of a universal and complete 
nuclear test Ьэл and i n expressing the apprehension of my delegation at the 
continuing delay in the achievement of such an essential goal. 

For many years the question of the complete prohibition of nuclear testing 
in a l l environments has been one of the p r i o r i t y key issues on the agenda of 
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, 

The Fi n a l Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, which was adopted by consensus, in paragraph 51 stressed 
that: "the negotiations no\i in progress on 'a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s , and a protocol covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, which 
would be an integral part of the t r e a t y / should be conclr'''ed urgently and the 
res u l t submitted for f u l l consideration by the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body 
with a view to the submission of a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the 
e a r l i e s t possible date". 

Our Committee was again urged by resolution ЗЗ/бО, adopted by the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d session: "To talce up immediately the 
agreed text r e s u l t i n g from the negotiations [among the three nuclear-weapon 
States] with a view to the submission as soon as possible of a draft [test-ban] 
treaty, vrhich w i l l attract the vridest possible adherence, to a resumed 
t h i r t y - t h i r d session of the General Assembly", 

Against t h i s background of recommendations — which r e f l e c t the increasing 
concern of "the international community on t h i s issue — we cannot but share 
the feelings' of impatience of a number of other delegations with the current, 
pace of negotiations. 
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Щ- Government had sincerely welcomed the resumption of the t r i l a t e r a l 

t a l k s between the USSR, the United Kingdom and the United States, acknowledging 
that the nuclear-weapon States have a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y in t h i s matter. 
In fact we were confident that the continuation of discussions among the 
countries most directljr concerned vjould make a positive contribution to the 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n of outstanding d i f f i c u l t i e s vrithin a reasonable time. 

Af t e r an in t e r v a l of several months since the la s t progress report 
submitted to the CCD by the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom 
on behalf of the USSR and the united States as well, we hovrever feel that i t 
might be desirable to be provided with more detailed and up-to-date information 
on recent developments in the t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s ; this in order to make a 
r e a l i s t i c assessment of the progress made and of issues s t i l l needing 
exploration, also i n view of the further course of action bo be taken at the 
mu l t i l a t e r a l l e v e l , in pursuance of the United Nations General Assembly 
resolutions. 

There i s wide recognition, I submit , that the prospects for a breakthrough 
in t h i s c r u c i a l area depend, to a large extent, upon the success of the t r i p a r t i t e 
discussions. This i s , hovrever, a problem of v i t a l concern to every nation, 
and we share the opinion that, ponding the completion of t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , 
the Committee should not be prevented from giving appropriate consideration 
to t h i s item, thus offering to old and new member States the opportunity to 
express t h e i r views and to contribute to the achievement of the common goal. 
In the view of my delegation, p a r a l l e l to the work of the three nuclear-v/eapon 
States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , a complementary a c t i v i t y on 
sp e c i f i c aspects of the problem could be usefully pursued xfithin the Committee, 
in a f r u i t f u l s p i r i t of co-operation. 

We therefore sincerely hope that the delegations concerned w i l l respond 
affi r m a t i v e l y to the appeal already тэЛе by several members of the Committee 
and provide us very soon with a substantive report, revealing the progress 
of t h e i r e f f o r t s . 

VJe are a l l keenly aware that one of the pr i n c i p a l obstacles to the 
achievement of a CTBT i s v e r i f i c a t i o n . In th i s respect i t has already been 
demonstrated, during the extensive discussions vrhich have taken place in the 
CCD, that effective monitoring of a CTBT could not be confined to so-called 
national means but should be based on a combination of national v e r i f i c a t i o n 
methods and i n t e ^ a t i o n a l machinery and procedures. 
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I t i s the view of many delegations — including my own — that adequate 

v e r i f i c a t i o n of a C'TBT must embrace provisions for on-site inspection, to be 
carried out when a detected seismic event cannot s a t i s f a c t o r i l y be i d e n t i f i e d 
by other means. 

At the same time, the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts established in 
1976 has cl e a r l y outlined the contribution that seismological methods and 
c a p a b i l i t i e s of detection, location and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of earthquakes and 
explosions can make to the global monitoring of a CTBT, The Group has done 
good work i n elucidating the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of seismology and has made concrete 
proposals, ad.vocating the establishment of a global network of seismological 
stations and of an international data coll e c t i o n and evaluation centre. 

The I t a l i a n delegation has noted with appreciation the offer by Svreden 
to e s t a b l i s h and to finance a temporary data centre, which could make i t 
possible to plan an experimental exercise of a system of international co-operation 
in the exchange of data collected on seismic events, for the ризгрозе of 
v e r i f y i n g a CTBT. 

¥e fe e l that a decision on the carrying out of such exercise should not 
be delayed. The operative performance of the seismic i d e n t i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s 
should in fact be tested i n practice before the entry to force of the treaty, 
thus permitting such a system of international v e r i f i c a t i o n to become 
immediately operative and to respond f u l l y to i t s purposes as soon as the 
treaty takes e f f e c t . 

Everybody r e a l i z e s that there are problems of technical, l e g a l , m i l i t a r y 
and p o l i t i c a l requirements v/hich cannot be e a s i l y solved and which need timely 
and accurate preparation, not only from the theoretical standpoint. 

Bearing t h i s i n mind, my delegation would l i k e to urge the 
Group of Experts to expedite i t s work under i t s present terms of reference, 
in order to submit to the Committee as soon as possible a f i n a l report which 
would enable us to adopt appropriate decisions on further steps leading to 
the establishment of an effective v e r i f i c a t i o n system for a CTBT. 
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his sta,tement and f o r his kind remarks addressed peú3apnf2?Ly to the Chair. Would 
any other delegation l i k e to take the f l o o r at t h i c mee^j-ng? As that does not 
seem to be the case, I would propose to close the meeting but, before doing so, 
I would l i k e to draw your attention to a draft decision which I wish to submit 
to you f o r consideration, a/nd which has been distribated to delegations. 

I t i s a matter of which I think the Committee i s auare, on which I have 
been consulting delegations a,nd i t i s related to the m.achineiy through which \fe 
would undertake the next stage of our work, that i s , the drafting of the agenda 
and programme of work. I hope everybody has had a chance to read the draft 
decision. I t has a small note on the time-table proposed to the effect that 
\ie should hold the f i r s t meeting of t h i s ad hoc working group, which would be open 
to the participa-tion of a l l member States, at the end of today's plenaiy meeting. 
Are there any comments on t h i s draft decision? 

I'lr. MARKER (Pakistan) s I believe the distinguished delegate of Egypt 
suggested yesterday that we might use the expression "to a.ssist the Chairman" 
rather than "exchange views" on questions. v/e f e e l that t h i s i s perhaps a more 
precise d e f i n i t i o n of our v o x k and may help us to go ahead with the job which 
you ha-ve set before us. Hay I therefore suggest that we use the words "to assist 
the Chairman on the qu.estions r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the provisional 
agenda." 

Mr.' HERDER (German Democratic Republic): I understand the point which 
was тэЛе yesterday by the distinguished representative of Egypt and supported 
today by my colleaugue from Pakistan, but the question i s whether the Committee 
has to a s s i s t the Chairman. Would i t not denigrate the role of the Committee 
i f i t were to assist the Chairman? The Chairman has to work under the guidance 
of the Committee and not to a.ssist the Committee i n producing documents or 
other material; so perhaps we could f i n d another formula which also takes 
accoxint of the point which was made by the distinguished representatives of 
Egypt and Pakistan, saying, f o r example, "to prepare guidelines f o r the 
drawing up of the agenda and the programme of work". I thinlc this would be 
a better approach. 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I agree with my distinguished 
colleague of the Geiraan Democratic Republic. I think that his recommendation 
to prepare guidelines i s however a l i t t l e r e s t r i c t i v e i n view of chapter VIII 
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of the rules of procedure, which refers to the agenda and programme of work, giving 
t h i s r e s p o n s i h i l i t y to the Chairman. Wow we a l l recognize that t h i s yea,r i s not 
an ordinaiy year f o r the Committee on Disairaajnent, and one can hardly expect the 
Chairman, during a recess, to have prepared a series of dra,ft a.gendas based on the 
rules of procedure which had not yet been adopted. So, recognizing the fact that 
t h i s i s a different year, i t would occur to me that we could handle t h i s problem 
by saying: "to exchange views on questions r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the 
provisional agenda and programme of work of the Committee- f o r the purpose of 
a s s i s t i n g the Chairman i n cariying out his functions i n accordance with chapter VIII 
of the rules of procedtire". There i s no doubt that the Chairman has indicated 
that he would l i k e to hea,r what we have i n mind, and the purpose of our exchanging 
vievjs i s to give him some ideas, so that his work as referred to i n chapter VIII 
w i l l r e f l e c t as closely as possible the consensus. 

Mr. ADEHIJI (Nigeria): I think that I share the concern of the 
distinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic on the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of setting up an ad hoc working group to assist the Chairman on the problem of 
the agenda. Perhaps not so much because I thinlc t h i s might denigrate:the 
Committee but because i t might, when linlced s p e c i f i c a l l y with the agenda, be i n 
c o n f l i c t with chapter V I I I of the rules of procedux-e, where rule 29 says that the 
provisional agenda and the programme of work s h a l l be drawn ггр by the Chairman of 
the Committee with the assistance of the Secretary. In other words, the physical 
assistance i s to be provided by the Secretary of the Committee and not by an 
ad hoc working group. I also believe that to set up в,п ad hoc working group merely 
to exchange views does not suffice as a task f o r the ad hoc working groxip. The 
suggestion of the distinguished representative of the United States may of course 
provide the p o s s i b i l i t y of exchanging views with the prospect of doing something 
else. On the other hand, perhaps we might also consider setting up an ad hoc 
working group to consider questions r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the provisional 
agenda. That i s to "say, the setting up of a working group which would then have 
the task of consid.ering questions r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the provisional 
agenda, without i t necessarily impinging on the prerogative of the Chairman, 
whose prerogative i t i s to provide the basic text. In considering the questions 
r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the agenda, suggestions would be made which wo-uld 
guide the Chairman or a^ssist him, without the ad hoc working gToup actually 
assuming the task i t s e l f . 
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I-tr. SüJIÍA (Poland) s In vievj of the intervention of my predecessor, the 
distinguished representative of Nigeria, I would l i k e to l i n i t myself to supporting 
his suggestion. 

Mr. БОМОКОЗ (Hungary); In my v±e\<¡ the simple "exchange of views" on 
th i s question does not j u s t i f y the creation of an ad hoc working grotip. A forum 
f o r the exchange of views could probably be offered by the u n o f f i c i a l plenaiy 
meetings of the Committee. Therefore, I would l i k e to propose a very simple 
cha^nge i n your paper, Mr. Chairman, which might help to ha,imonize different 
views, and which, I thinlc, leaves the mandate of Chairman intact while j u s t i f y i n g 
the creation of a,n ad hoc working group. I would l i k e to propose the deletion 
of some words i n the fourth l i n e of your proposai, Ihr. Chairman, that i s , the 
words "exchange views on questions reletting to" and t h e i r replacement by the 
following: " f a c i l i t a t e , i n 1979" . Tbe text would thus геэЛ "to f a c i l i t a t e , 
i n 1919} the preparation of the provisional agenda and programme of work of the 
Committee". 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): The United States suggested 
some changes i n language, but upon hearing those of our distinguished Nigerian 
c o l l e a g u e — a n d t h i s comes to me with a great deal of personal pain — _ I am 
prepared to admit that his suggestion i s better than mine. I therefore withdraw 
the Urdted States proposal, and support the one тгЛе b^r our distinguished 
colleague, Arabassacor A d e n i j i . 

lir. MARKER (Pakistan)s The or i g i n a l idea of our delegation was to 
bring more precision into the task ahead of us, a,nd I thinlc the suggestion made 
by the distinguished Ambassador of Nigeria does that adiiirably, so we would also 
support his views. 

Ш. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) (translated from Spanish) t I f e e l 
somewhat responsible f o r t h i s exchange of views, because at yesterdajrig informal 
meeting i t was my delega,tion that brought up t h i s point, which was subsequently 
very appropriately commented on by the delegation of Egypt. ¥e have now-
embarked on an exchange of ideas and drafting proposals which would have been 
more appropriate at an informal meeting than a formal meeting. This, however, 
probably offers obvioiis a,nd tangible proof that the Committee on Disarmament 
i s adopting a new approach, a.nd that many of these things have been said so that 
they could be included i n the records. In order to make my delegation's position 
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clear, I should l i k e to say that, when I fflade this suggestion yesterday, I was very 
much aware of the provisions of rule 29 under which the Chairman, with the 
assistance of the Secretary, i s assigned p a r t i c u l a r r e s p o n s i h i l i t y f o r the preparation 
of the provisional agenda, which must then be submitted to the Committee f o r 
consideration and adoption. The rules of procedure do not say how the Chairman 
i s to proceed, leaving him some lat i t u d e i n the matter, which i s l o g i c a l , since the 
Chairman changes from month to month. There w i l l be chairmen who, on t h e i r own 
i n i t i a t i v e , w i l l want to submit a draft provisional agenda. There w i l l be others 
who w i l l want to hold informal consultations between various delegations. There 
w i l l also be chairmen who might -want to set up a working group so that they can 
have the benefit of delegations' opinions on the contents of the agenda. This 
means that there i s no formal l i m i t a t i o n on the manner i n which the Chairm.an i s 
to proceed i n preparing the provisional agenda with the Secretary's assistance which, 
of course, he w i l l always have. Accordingly, Mr. Chairman, i t seems to me that 
the proposal you submitted to the Committee was perfectly i n order, since i t 
r e f l e c t s your c r i t e r i o n f o r proceeding with preparation of the agenda. The only 
suggestion I made at that time was that the words "exchange of views" should be 
replaced, because I considered that i n setting up a working group, we should give 
i t a s l i g h t l y more responsible and formal task than that of simply exchanging 
points of view. Having said t h i s , I f e e l that the formula suggested by the 
distinguished representative of Nigeria a l l a y s the concern f e l t by my delegation 
when i t made i t s suggestion at the informal meeting yesterday. 

The СНАШ'ШГ; I thanlc the distinguished representative of Argentina. I 
may say his analysis, based on vast experience, strikes me as veiy relevant. I 
think that I would be right i n saying that there i s no real difference between any 
of us on t h i s point and, i n putting forv;ard the language we did, I r e a l l y had i n 
mind the whole process of preparation that would go on u n t i l such time as I was 
able to lay before the Committee, i n formal plenary session, a provisional agenda 
and programme of work. I t does, however, seem to me as i f t h i s conception has not 
adequately been formulated by the Chair, as can perhaps be seen from the veiy useful 
suggestion made by our distinguished colleague from Hungary. I wonder i f the 
easiest way out has not been provided by the suggestion of the distinguished 
representative of Nigeria, which I understood to be the deletion of the phrase 
"exchange of views on" and replacing i t by the words "to consider questions, e t c " . 
Am I right i n this? 
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Me. ДОМОКО& (Hungary). After checking the exact text of the proposal made 
by my distinguished colleague and fri e n d , Ambassador Ad e n i j i , I w i l l also support 
i t with great pleasure. 

Mr. ENE (Romania); I certainly do not have any d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting 
the change which was proposed by the distinguished representative of Nigeria and 
supported by others. I agree that t h i s i s what we have to do i n th i s working group. 
My problem i s that, at t h i s p a r t i c u l a r moment, we are establishing a kind of 
precedent for the future as to the manner i n which the agenda i s to be prepared at 
the beginning of each annual session. My basic concern i s that we should always 
keep very s t r i c t l y i n mind rule 29 of the rules of procedure, which allocates to 
the Chairman the task of drawing up the provisional agenda with the assistance of 
the Secretary. Now, of course, the distinguished representative of Argentina 
was very r i g h t i n pointing out that i t w i l l be for each Chairman to suggest to the 
Committee a way of a s s i s t i n g him i n . t h i s task. Whatever formula we are to 
establish should not depart from rule 29. 

Therefore my suggestion would be that the f i r s t sentence i n the decision that 
we are to make should contain some reference to the fact that rule 29 i s to be 
taken into account i n the preparation of the agenda. While accepting the idea 
that the working group should conceive the preparation of the provisional agenda 
and the programme of work for the Committee, which i s now i n the text, I would 
then suggest adding the words " i n accordance with rule 29 " . 

Mr. CASTILLO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); I agree vdth v/hat 
has been said by the representative of the United States to the effect that, at 
t h i s stage, the Committee cannot be too demanding and exacting concerning the 
application of the rules of procedure. Paragraph 27 states that the Committee 
s h a l l adopt i t s agenda| paragraph 29 states that the agenda s h a l l be drawn up by 
the Chairman with the assistance of the Secretary. I t cannot be denied that, i n 
this i n i t i a l stage, the Committee has a special interest i n the preparation of the 
agenda because i t i s the f i r s t agenda to be examined by the Commi'ttee. This i s 
proved by the existence o.f three draft agendas which have been sp e c i a l l y circulated, 
despite the fact tha.t nowhere do the rules of procedure speak of members of the 
Committee having to submit draft agendas. This fact, as I said, i s the clearest 
proof of special interest i n the matter. Now, I i n fact consider that, as some 
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(Mr. C a s t i l l o , Venezuela) 

delegations have already said, the task of the working group at t h i s stage cannot 
he simply to exchange views; rather, i t s task must be the s l i g h t l y more important 
one of co-operating i n some way during the preparation of this f i r s t agenda. 
I therefore f e e l that, of the proposals that have been made, the one submitted 
by the representative of Nigeria could serve as a basis for a formula for 
preparing the decision. I should now l i k e to refer more p a r t i c u l a r l y to г-íhat was 
said by the representative of Romania, and i t occurs to me that, somewhat on the 
l i n e s of the decision adopted on the establishment of the working group which 
prepared the draft rules of procedure, a sentence of the following nature could be 
added to the draft decision that has been subm.itted.° "For this purpose, the 
Ad Hoc Working Group s h a l l take into account, i n addition to the provisions of 
rule 29 of the rules of procedure, the various drafts circulated informally as well 
as the opinions of various..delegations"... This i s more.or less the language of 
the decision establishing the Working Group on the rules of procedure, and i t might 
be appropriate to include wording of t h i s kind i n t h i s decision as w e l l . 

Mr. BEHSMIL (Algeria) (translated from French) s I wonder whether I am 
not going to complicate matters somewhat. 

I believe that the problem w i l l be solved i f vre adopt the proposal made by 
the representative of Nigeria and say "The•Committee decides to establish an 
ad hoc vrorking group, open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of any member State of the Committee, 
to consider questions r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the Committee's provisional 
agenda and programme of work" and i f , at the end, we add "so as to enable the 
Chairman to draw up the draft agenda i n accordance with rule 29 of the 
rules of procedure". 

Perhaps i f t h i s phrase were added at the end, the objections of the 
representative of Romania would be met. 

•Mr. ENE (Romania); I f u l l y agree with the proposal just made by the 
distinguished representative of Algeria. 

The СНАТШШТ; We nov; have several suggestions before' the Committee. 
I must apologise f o r the inadequacies of my draft which has prompted the 
plenary meeting to turn i t s e l f into a drafting group. I t i s perhaps a salutary 
experience for any Chairman. 
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(The Chairman) 

I think I did discern a s l i g h t d i f f i c u l t y with one point made by the 
distinguished representative of Venezuela, i n the sense that he wanted to refer to 
drafts that were before the Committee. These drafts are r e a l l y very i n f o m a l 
and vrhether one should actually r e f e r to them i n the -decision setting up the 
Committee i s a matter for consideration. I wonder whether the l a t e s t suggestion 
that we have just heard from the distinguished representative of Alger i a would not 
provide s a t i s f a c t i o n to the Committee? We have already accepted the amendment 
made by the distinguished representative of Nigeria and we now have an addition 
to the text following the words "agenda and programme of work of the Committee," 
vihich would read " i n order to enable the Chairman to set up, or draw up, the draft 
agenda i n conformity with rule 29 of the rules of procedure." 

Mr. GMCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish) s I would agree, 
since I have no d i f f i c u l t y with the formula proposed by the distinguished 
representative of Algeria. As you very r i g h t l y said, I think that we should try 
to simplify t h i s matter. As I understand i t , everyone agrees with the idea 
suggested by the distinguished, representative of Nigeria to the effect that the 
words "to exchange views on" should be replaced by the words "to consider". Thus, 
only one point remains to be se t t l e d , namely, the concern expressed by the 
distinguished representative of Romania. What the distinguished representative of 
Alg e r i a said — and, I repeat, I have no d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting i t — may meet 
th i s points when I asked for the f l o o r I Was considering another formula with 
the same objective, but I thinl-c that we must a l l accept what the distinguished 
representati\'-e of Algeria has proposed and pass to other matters. I f anyone 
has any d i f f i c u l t y , vrhat I had i n mind was that we should say "the Committee", 
i n the second l i n e , "without prejudice to the provisions of rule 29 of i t s 
rules of procedure, decides to establish, etc.". But, I repeat, I have no 
d i f f i c u l t y with the other formula proposed to the same end by the distinguished 
representative of Algeria. 

The CHilIRt̂ ÑTs Are there any further observations? I wonder whether i n 
the l i g h t of the f l e x i b i l i t y which our Mexican colleague has shóvm, we could perhaps 
agree, having adopted the Nigerian amendment, to accept the Algerian amendment 
as w e l l . I f there i s no objection to this we w i l l , of course, need to have the 
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(The Chairman) 

text redrafted, but for our own purposes at the moment I s h a l l perhaps read i t 
out to you. The text would now read; 

"In the l i g l i t of informal consultations among i t s members, the Committee 
decides to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group, open to the pa r t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l member States of the Committee, to consider questions r e l a t i n g to 
the preparation of the provisional agenda and programme of work of the 
Committee, i n order to enable the Chairman to draw up the agenda i n 
conformity with rule 29 of the rules of procedure. 

"The Ad Hoc Working Group s h a l l hold i t s f i r s t meeting at the end of 
today's plenary meeting". 

Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (jirgentina) (translated from Spanish) ; I think i t 
would be more appropriate i n the f i r s t part, which reads "to consider questions 
r e l a t i n g to the preparation of the agenda", to delete the word ''provisional" and 
include i t i n the second part of the text proposed by Algeria, " i n order to enable 
the Chairman to draft the provisional agenda", because rule 29 speaks of the 
preparation of the "provisional" agenda by the Chairman. In short, delete the 
word "provisional'' from the f i r s t paragraph referred to and include i t i n the 
second part. 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I note that i n rule 29 the 
reference i s not only to the provisional agenda but also to the programme of work, 
and I wondered whether the elimination of the programme of work was conscious or 
was not. I do not have strong feelings on th i s matter one wajr or the other, 
but rule 29 does apply tc both and vre have a l l recognized that while, 
t h e o r e t i c a l l y , they should be completely sequential, i n fact they w i l l not be. 
I am therefore wondering whether perhaps we could ins e r t "prograriime of work," 
along the l i n e s of the suggestion made by our distinguished and experienced 
colleague from Argentina. 
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The СНА1Ш1;'УИ; I thank the distinguished representative of the 
United States. I think his suggestion i s indeed an improvement and would be i n 
l i n e with the thiiiking of the Chair. I apologise for not having picked up the 
point e a r l i e r . 

Could I talce i t then that this decision i s acceptable to the whole Committee? 
That seems to be the case. 

I t was so decided. 
I would now simply wish to state that the next plenary meeting of the Committee 

w i l l be held on Thursday, 15 March, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m. 
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Tlie СШЛШ'ЬШ; Before I'give tht, floor to the-disTxn^Ta'srh'&a: • 
representative of Bel^iuia, I wish tc extend, on behalf of the Chair and also of 
a l l )aeinbers of tho Conmittee, a very warn wclcone to the distinguished 
representative of tho United Kingclou', A-ibassadcr David Simmerhayos, who joins 
fcho Cor.mittee tcua,y for the f i r s l t ine. I need not emphasize the importance I 
personally attach to his presoncc iñ t h i s Cominittee i n view of his wcll-knovm 
personal and professional qualities,'which I valued elsowhero when we served 
together i n another diplomatic post when we were both a l i t t l e younger. 
iJîibassadcr S'ommerhayes has been associated with disarmarient questions f o r some 
time, and I aiii sure that he ш11 provide this Comnittoe with tho outstanding advice 
and support that characterized the work of his predecessors i n the negotiating body. 
;j3ione those predecessors, he w i l l ; perhaps allow me to include I t . Ncol J'larshall. 

Ife. WOTERDilEÎ lB (Belgiuin) (translated from French); I t ji v e s no" particular 
pleasure to t,alce the f l o o r today because you are i n the Chair and because Australia 
and Bolgiuni aro now members of the Committco. That creates special t i e s between 
our delegations, both of which would also l i k e to sec our work progress and to make 
constructive contributions to that end. 

However, I should l i k e to emphasize the fact that, although Bolfiium i s a new 
member of the Coi-ltteo on Disanriament, i t i s not a newcomc : to a f i e l d i n which 
i t has talcen several i n i t i a t i v e s i n the past, i l l o w me to nention the important 
r o l e played by several №nisters for Foreign Jiffaárs of Bclr;ium, and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
Mr. Van Zeeland, Mr. Spaak and Mr. Harmed. I would a,lso l i k e to mention Belgiur¡i's 
important contribution to the élaboration of thé so-called crnfidence-building 
measures within the fraiaework of the Hclsinlci A:p:eenonts. F i n a l l y , my country'-, 
along with others, i s involved i n the exercise concerning a nutua,l and balanced 
reduction of forces, vrhich we hope w i l l mark a si'cnificant step forv/ard at the 
e a r l i e s t possible moment. 

Only very recently, i n a statement he made i n Brussels, Mr. Henri Simonet, 
Minister for Fovei.jn ; ^ f a i r s of Belgium, appealed to the w i l l and imagination of 
a l l those p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n these negotiations so that the work might bréale freo 
from the letharsy into which i t seems to have sui'jk at tines. 
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(j>b?. Notordaomo, Belgium) 

As-we are to discuss our agenda and prograiiime of work, I should l i k e to 
express my country's views on some questions which we w i l l no douht take up as 
a matter of p r i o r i t y . I woiiLd add tha.t my delegation hopes that we w i l l he 
able tc conclude our consultations on the drafting of the agenda as soon as 
possible and begin t a c k l i n g the heart of the matter. These consultations must 
not becom.e bogged dovm i n semantic perfectionism; the s p i r i t of the goal at 
which ve arc aiming and the w i l l tc reach that goal are norc important than any 
excessive rofinenent of the texts. I feel that an approach that tokes due a-ccount 
of the two major concerns Ai-oiced during cur consultations, najncly, the dosire 
to define c l e a r l y the long-term general competence of our Coixiittee but also the 
concern to determino exactly what we can reasonably tackle i n the short term, 
should enable us to arrive at a solution acceptable to a,l l , 

Щ' delegation i s particula.rly interested i n the rapid conclusi::^ of an 
agreement on the complete p r o l i i b i t i o n of nucleax tests. The t r i l a t e r a l 
declarations made i n t h i s connexion i n the past, the l a s t one being i n 1978, 

suggested that i t would be possible to reach a.greement i n the near future. We 
therefore await with impatience the submission of the t r i l a - t e r a l draft to the 
Committee for consideration, and we would l i k e even at t h i s early stage to express 
•the hope that the treaty on the com.plete prohibition of nuclear tests w i l l be 
of long duration. I t s duration w i l l la^rgely determino i t s c r e d i b i l i t y . 

My delegation i s also awaiting with interest the outcome of the current 
negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States on the question of 
chemical weapons. In our opinion, i t should bo possible for t h i s question, which 
i s of direct interest to so many countries and i n respect of which a large number 
of delegations have proposed i n i t i a t i v e s , to be submitted to the Gomjnittee for 
consideration as rapidly as possible. The b i l a t e r a l talks on chemical weapons 
could benefit from an exchange of views taking place simuLtanoously i n the 
Coramitteo. This exchange cf'views would not replace the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s , but i t 
might throw l i g h t on the views and concerns of delegations a.s a. whole that also 
deserve to be talcen duly into account by the Powers negotiating b i l a t e r a l l y . 
Moreover, nothing should stop the Committee considering the views of the two Powers 
i n return. Щг deloga^tion would l i k e to contribute to the rapid conclusion of 
negotiations which should not remain exclusively b i l a t e r a l . I t understands and 
shares the desire of a number of delegations that want those parts of the treaty 
that have already been f i n a l i z e d or are being f i n a l i z e d to bo considered by 
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our Coinraittee. any casu, i t feels th^ t i t wcull Ъо lii-gLly aesirablo for the 
two Powers concerned to inform the Gonmdttee of the progr-ess nade i n t h e i r 
b i l a t e r a l talks i n order to i d e n t i f y points of afircement and pin down those 
aroas i n which d i f f i c u l t i e s remain. These nQ~otiaticns concern a l l countries 
and re::ions of the world, and a l l countries a,ro also interested i n being informed 
cf vaatters that have a direct bearinf: on their security. 

For a l l those reasons, ny country i s also p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the soninars of 
oxperts concerned xvith t h i s question now boing held i n the Fodoral Republic of 
Germany and the UnJ-tod Kingdom. 

The importance of organizing seminars i n the f i e l d of chomicel weapons and, 
mcroo'vor, of tho work of the Ad Hoc Group cf S c i e n t i f i c Exports to consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Botect and to Identify Seismic Events goes 
beyond t h e i r imr-iodiata objective. They should also enable us tc envisage a more 
subtle and p r a c t i c a l approach to tho d i f f i c u l t question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . ¥e 
know that t h i s question i s a pa,rticularly d i f f i c u l t hurdle to cross on the way 
to f i n a l i z i n g the treaties at present being nogotiated. Hovrcvor, there i s no 
way of dispensing with a v a l i d syster^ of verifica.tion and_ control under which 
the parties can be assured that the coimitments ontered into ore being f i x l f i l l e d . 
To deny t h i s obvious fact i s to run the r i s k of seeing the disarmament agrecnonts 
turning into inst.''anents of d i s t r u s t rath.,r thaai confidonce аж1 giving r i s o to 
the d.anger of dLestabi l iza.tion diametrically opposed to tho desired results. 

This halving been said, my delegation believes that the problen of the 
paJainount need for a, credible systen of v e r i f i c a t i o n could bo rosclvod more 
ea s i l y i f the technical and p o l i t i c a d aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n wore considered i n 
terns of complementarity. Different delegations have proposed various approaches 
tc t h i s thorny question. I t seems to us the,t these approaches should be regarded 
no longer as nutually exclusive but as complementary. I t mif^it therefore be 
possible, at different stages and i n a sequence to be defined, for v e r i f i c a t i o n 
to bo based both on objective methods, that i s to say, for cxaiaple, s c i e n t i f i c 
and seismic v e r i f i c a t i o n nechanis-ns, and ether methods which would include i n 
p a r t i c u l a r the p o s s i b i l i t y of on-the-spot v e r i f i c a t i o n , s t i l l v i t a l to confidence, 
ejid possibly v e r i f i c a t i o n by challongo, as roconnendod by tho Swedish delegation. 

With regard to tho complete prohibition cf nuclear tests , ny delegation 
thinks i t extremely inportajit that the experimental exercise onvisagcT by the 

"̂"'̂  Group of S c i e n t i f i c Exports to consider International Co-oporative Measures 
to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events should begin reasonably seen, without 
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waiting for the completion of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations between the Soviet Union, 
the United Kingdom and the United States.' Belgium, for i t s part, i s prepared, 
even now, to contribute f u l l y to the organization of such an oxercise. 

My country'-s authorities have-on many occasions declaxoc themselves i n 
favour of tho rapid ccnclusion of an aiore'omont on -jenoral and conrjlotc disarmament 
under-effective • internationa.l control-for both nuclear and conventional. weapons. 
I'/e are pleased to see that the question c i conventionaJ. wco.pons was selected by 
the General Assembly at i t s special session as one of the p r i o r i t y questions that 
should be dealt with at the saiae tine as tha„t of nucleax weapons. 

¥e a.re also pleased tc see the extent to which the regional aspect of 
security problems, "be,?^nningmth disarmament, came into it-s own- during the work 
of the General Assembly's special session. In t i i i s connexion, my country proposed 
a systematic study of a l l aspects of regional disarmament. The competent 
governmental experts w i l l be meeting for the f i r s t time from 4 to 8 June t h i s 
year. The advantñ,ge of regional measures l i e s mainly i n the f l e x i b i l i t y with 
which they can be implemented and adapted to l o c a l conditions. The study should 
therefore make i t possible to consider a l l possible measures. 

In other words, the purpose of th i s study should be the establishiaent of 
a l i s t of rules and pri n c i p l e s for use by States which constitute what i s 
generally referred to as a s t r a t e g i c a l l y homogenoous geog-rapliical whole and which 
wo-uld l i k e to reduce t h e i r expenditure i n m i l i t a r y eq-uipnent while maintaining a 
balance among the States comprising a sin:,ie region at as lew a l e v e l of 
armaments as possible. 

Ify.delegation would also l i k e to take t h i s occasion to sa.y once again that 
recognition of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s for the implementation of princ i p l e s and 
suggestions emerging from the regional study 'must come from i n i t i a t i v e s by the 
States i n the region. And by that we mean a l l the States concerned? i t i s for 
these States, acting c o l l e c t i v e l y , to be the sole judge not only of the choice of 
possible measures to be selected from among these recoimnended but also of the 
d e f i n i t i o n of p r a c t i c a l methods for the i r implementation. I t shotad therefore be 
clear that, i n our opinion, no individual State and no international or other body 
can replace the States concerned with regard to the selection or implementation of 
the measures adopted by those States at the regional l e v e l . 
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(Шг. Hoterdaenie, Belgj-um) 

These are just a few ideas that ny delegation would l i k e to put forward 
at t h i s stage i n our consultations. ¥e w i l l , of course, have more sp e c i f i c 
proposals to make once our exchange of vievrs i s based on a more concrete 
programme of work, which we would l i k e to f i n a l i z e as soon as possible. 

In that connexion, the r e l a t i v e l y errpeditious drafting of the rules of 
praceduro would seen tc us to be a good omen. I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, 
tha,t under your guidance these consultations w i l l move forwa.rd and that we w i l l 
f i n a l l y be able to embark upon the actual process of negotiation which i s 
precisely the reason for this Coniaittee's existence. 

Mr. ORTIZ Ш ROZAS (/irgentina) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, 
at the sixteenth meeting of the Coiiinittee on Disaraanent, held under youi-
chairmanship on б March, Ambassador Herder, the distinguished representa^tive of 
the German Democratic Republic i n r e f e r r i n g to docuiiient CD/S containing the 
rules of procedure stated, among other things, and I quote; "The impression 
i s , therefore, that the Comnittoo has discussed and indeed adopted annex I as 
well but, as i s known, the Committee did not have enough time to deal v/ith 
annex I and that question has remained open. Accordingly, I and my delegation 
interpret the si t u a t i o n as meaning that after delegations Ьал̂ е an opportunity to 
study t h i s docuraent, at l e a s t consultations should be held and the Coni^iittee 
shoTild revert to t h i s matter i n order to adopt a.n appropriate decision i n 
connexion with annex I a.s w e l l " . 

As t h i s point has been raised i n a formal meeting, n„- delegation would l i k e 
to refer b r i e f l y tc the background to this question, especially as I had the 
p r i v i l e g e of occupyinf: the Chair during the month of February vrhen the rules of 
procedure vrero negotiated and adopted. 

To begin with, allow me to point out that my d-olegation has no objection 
whatever to the suggestion nade by our distinguished colleague from the 
German Democratic Republic that consultations should bo held on the matter so 
that the Conmittee can revert tc i t i n due course, i f i t so vrishes. But, as 
I have said, for ny ovm part I wo-uld l i k e to recapitulate tho course of events 
for the record. 
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The delegations present hero w i l l perhaps гепепЪсг f i a t when the 
Viorking Group sot up t- prepare the draft rules of procedure not for tho f i r s t 
time to Legin consideration of tho natter, i t had before i t f i v e sets ̂ f 
draft rulos. I t odso had a l i s t of topics which had been'drawn up by the 
Chaiman. The f i r s t place on that l i s t was occupied by the t-pic of functions 
and n.enborship, as section I. The V/'-rking Group be "an i t s consideration cf the 
draft rules of procedure i n tha.t c r i e r . 

Perhaps because the topic was sc Liportant or because i t was i t s f i r s t 
exchange of ideas, the Vfcrking Group nade no pro.:ress at a l l on tho question of 
functions and ncnbcrship at i t s f i r s t attempt, and decided to shelve i t and to 
take up the other topics instea^d. 

I t nay also bo renenbcred that the observations nade during that f i r s t 
exchange of ideas were concorned exclusively with tho functions of the Cornnittoe. 

The topic was taJcen up again at a, second reaclng, when the Chair was asked 
to prepare a written draft to serve as a basis for discussion, as i n the case of tho 
other sections, and a text was accorJ.ingly proposed by the Chair. 

•"/ihen the text was submitted t j the raonbors of tho Group, i t vras f i r s t 
explained, as i n the case of the other sections, how i t s nain provisions had been 
arrived at. I said that the main provisions r e l a t i n g to functions were embodied 
i n a l l the sets of draft rules subnitted, axid explained that there had been only 
two c r i t e r i a with regard tc i.:cnbership; one, that of tho Western countries, which 
consistod i n a l i s t i n d i c a t i n g the fi v e nuclcar-weapon States f i r s t and then tho 
35 remaining members of the Committee. I also pointed out that the Group of 21 

mentioned tho nonbership of the Coni-iittce, and nado a reference i n brackets to 
annex I i n which tho l i s t was to be found. 

In subrdtting :iy draft, I thought i t desirable to anend tho draft of the 
Group of 21, which referred to annex I i n the second sentence where i t was stated 
that the menbership of the Connittee would be reviewed a„t regular i n t e r v a l s . I t 
seemed preferable to refer to annex I i n connexion with tho sp e c i f i c mention of 
the nembership of the Coniaittee and not the review of i t s nerîbcrship. 

In explaining t h i s , I pointed out that a conplete l i s t of the neubers of 
the Cornittoe woulc be given i n annex I . There wcro no observations or comments 
at the time and, as was only natural, the attention of the Vforking Group rei.iained 
focused on the basic question of the Committee's functions. 
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After the second reading of t h i s section on functions (the others had already 
been given a second reading), the Working Group was s t i l l i n somewhat of an impasse, 
hut the comments made dealt e n t i r e l y with the question o f futictions and not of 
membership, A small drafting group m e t , and af t e r inevitably arduous negotiation, 
agreement \T&S rea,ched o n a text which has been embodied i n the rules of procedure, 
and consists of the introduction and section I, as i t no\j appears i n the rules of 
procedure, divided i n t o rules 1, 2 and 3. 

\rhen the text agreed upon by the small drafting group таз referred back to 
the Working Group, I a,gain stated c l e a r l y i/hat t h e text would consist of а,гЛ 
repeated, i n connexion with t h e question o f membership, that a complete l i s t of the 
members of the Committee would be given i n annex I. No comments vrere made on tha^t 
occasion either. 

Consequently, a f t e r the text was approved at i t s t h i r d reading i n the \/orking 
Group and then i n a plenary meeting of the Committee, I took the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of 
arranging f o r the Secretariat to include the l i s t of members which now forms part of 
the text. May I venture to tax the patience of the members of the Committee and. 
explain why I took that step. 

In the f i r s t place, I did so because no one had raised any objections on the 
tv70 occasions v/hen I had explained that the complete l i s t of the members of the 
Committee vrould be included. Secondly, there i s the question of why i t should be a 
complete l i s t and not, as i n the case of the draft submitted by the group of 
Western European countries, the names of ±1:з f i v e nuclear-vreapon States follov/ed by 
those of the 35 States. 

The explanation of t h i s i s very simple and relates to rule 9 of the rules of 
procedure víhere i t states that the chairmanship s h a l l rotate among a l l members of 
the Committee following the English alphabetical l i s t of membership. I f there i s 
no l i s t i n vrhich a l l the members are named one by one, how v.rould i t be l e g a l l y 
possible'to determine the English alphabetical oid.er of rotation for the members. 

If vre had follov/ed the Western c r i t e r i o n , the results vrould have been rather 
surprising as i t vrould have been necessary to put, f o r instance, Algeria, Argentina, 
A u s t r a l i a , Belgivan, B r a z i l , Bulgaria, Burma, Canada, follovred by a series of dots 
and the explanatory notes "space reserved f o r a nuclear-vreapon State", follovred by 
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, etc. After reaching Ethiopia, there vrould again be a series 
of dots and the vrords; "space reserved f o r nuclear-vreapon State", and so on, u n t i l 
the f i v e nuclear-vreapon States had spaces reserved f o r them i n the l i s t . 

file:///rhen
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Ггэ,пк1у, i t seened rather absurd +o s^dopt that procedure so. i n cocordance '.rith 
the view I expressed to the Group on the need for a complete l i s t , as specified i n 
rule 9> I instructed tho uccrctarict tc in?lud such a l i s t , is no objections had 
been raised e a r l i e r i n the \/or]:ing Groups. 

I have gon-̂  into t h i s question at some length, but I f e l t I would be f a i l i n g i n 
my duty as о former Chaiman i f I did not givo the members of the Comnittee t h i s 
explanation. I am alv-ays i-eady tc l i s t e n to a l l points of viei-, and I rea,lise that 
some delegations, such as tho distinguished delegation of the German i)emocratic 
Piepublic, may hsive misgivings or doubts i n t h i s connexion \,'hich led that delegation 
to raise the matter as i t did. Per my part, 1 was aœcious to place on record, 
possibly i n too much d e t a i l , a clear explanation of why the l i s t \;as included i n 
the rules of procedure. 

Having said t h i s , i t seems to me that, as Ambassador Herder said, i t might be 
advisable to hold the consultations he himself proposed. 

Mr. ISSRAETSM (Union of S-viot S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
Russian)-;.-jdrst of a , l l , 1 should l i k e to drair the attention of the interpreters to 
the f a c t , confirmod by someone i n the Committee, that certain passages i n the 
statement made by the Soviet delegation on 28 February were allegedly not interpreted 
into Spanish. 

In t h i s connexion, I should l i k e to remind the Committee once again of the 
statement made by the Soviet delegation i n Russian at the f i f t e e n t h o f f i c i a l meeting 
of the Committee on 28 February, when the Chairman was /imbassador Ortiz de Rozas, 
the distinguished representative of Argentina. 

Immediately a f t e r the adoption of the rules of procedure, the Soviet delegation 
s t a t e d — and I quote— "As for the rules of procedure which have been adopted, a l l 
that the Committee s t i l l ha,s to discuss i s one minor ou.estion concerning annex I. 
l/e express the hope that the Committee w i l l quickly sticcoed i n adopting a decision 
on t h i s matter as we l l " . 

neither from the Chairman, nor from the delegations present at.that meeting, 
did we hear any comments on t h i s question, which did not surprise us. As i s Icnoxm, 
we did not manage to examine the text of the annex. Thus ме noted i n our statement 
that the ̂ .nnex to the rules of procedure l i s t i n g the countries тет.Ьегз of the 
Committee had not been examined i n February. I do not intend no\; to engage i n 
polemics on the subject of annex I, but merely to point out, once again, that t h i s 
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l i s t J as such, v;as not examined during the consultations. The. Soviet délégation did 
not see i t . Through the Chairman, I would l i k e to put the following question tc a l l 
members of the Com.::ittee. Did any delegation have t h i s l i s t i n the form of an. annex 
to the rLi les of procedure, now under consideration? I do not mean as an annex to 
the draft of the 21 States, but as an annex to the draft ru.les of procedure we 
considered. I should be very happy to hear i/hich delegation had th i s l i s t at his 
disposal. I can state with complete assurance that the f i r s t time the Soviet 
delegation saw annex I i n i t s present form \i&s not u n t i l a f t e r the rules of procedure 
had been circulated. But the rules of procedure are dated 1 March 1979. In,other 
words, i t i s physically impossible that vie could have seen such a l i s t , before that 
date, p a r t i c u l a r l y i f account i s taken of the time necessa.ry to circulate the 
document, which i n point of fact we received m.uch l a t e r . Consequently, i t i s 
e n t i r e l y natural that the delegation of the German Democratic Republic should have 
raised the question of annex I on б March. Annex I to the rules of procedure was not 
examined and was not approved. Our reqtiest was and remains a modest one. Since 
there was not enough time before, we ask that the annex should- be-"examine'd i n March. 
¥e maintain that request. Уе must not waste time i n f u t i l e discussion concerning 
some absent or present member of the Committee, when he w i l l appear, or when i t w i l l 
be h i s turn to be Chairman. Let us put t h i s question on one side. 

The fact remains, we did not see t h i s annex. At least, the Soviet delegation 
entered an o f f i c i a l reservation, which no one challenged. ¥e i n s i s t on o f f i c i a l 
approval of the annex and propose that the "ihairqian should held consultations, a f t e r 
which a general understanding might be reached at the next meeting. There i s a 
p o s s i b i l i t y that t h i s annex may be o f f i c i a l l y approved, thereby s e t t l i n g the matter. 

I should l i k e to thernlc you, Mr. Chairman, and to request mem.bers of the 
Committee to take account of the Soviet delegation's views, as w e l l as those of other 
delegations which did not see the l i s t and only became acquainted with i t i n March, 
thereby having no p o s s i b i l i t y of expressing t h e i r views on i t . 

Mr. IIËEDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, I vrould l i k e to 
thank, through you, the distinguished representative of Argentina, my colleague. 
Ambassador Ortiz de Rozas, f o r the explanation he gave vrith regard to the annex. I 
vrould, also l i k e to stress once again that the statement he has just made i s further 
proof of h i s constructive approach and. of the objective manner, i n vfhich he usually 
acts, and i n v/hich he conducted the vrork of the Committee vrhen the draft rules of 
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procedure v/ere p a r t l y adopted on the l a s t day of his chairmanship. I thinlc that we 
should not continue a dooote or diecussio:. on t h i s natter, hut shOT\ld follow his 
suggestion and our o\m to continue consultc^tions, I am convinced that ve vrauld be 
able, i n a very short time^ to reach a, common miderstanding on t h i s question. 

The СМШМАП; I thanlc the distinguished representative of the German 
Democratic Republic. I nay say that I take note of the three statements that have 
been made here, and that the Chair certainly intends to consult delegations 
informa,lly on the questions to which they ha,ve referred. Hoxrever, i t v/ould be 
rather helpful to the Chair, which w i l l be under some pressure over the next fevi 
days, i f a l i t t l e informal consultation could go on betvjeen delegations themselves 
on the time when he would be able to meet them. I f there are no further comments 
on t h i s matter, I would l i k e to inform, you that I s h a l l shortly close the meeting, 
af t e r I have given the f l o o r to Ambassador Summerhaycs. Before doing so, I vrould 
l i k e to sa.y that, follov/ing the plenary meeting, I vrould l i k e to convene an infoimal 
meeting to consult you about something. I hope that there i s no objection to my 
-proce.ediug ±n that viay. The next meeting of t h i s plenary body v / i l l be on Tuesday 
morning at the customary time of 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. and nov\r, before closing the meeting, I 
give the f l o o r to Ambassador Summerhayes. 

Mr. ВТДШННАУЕЗ (United Xingdom); Mr. Chaiiman, before you close the 
meeting as you have proposed, I just v/anted to take the opportimity to say a word 
of thanks for your very kind vrolcome to me as a member of t h i s Committee. It i s a 
special pleasure to be vrelccmed by an old colleague vrhose friendship I greatly 
valued i n the past. As you have reminded the Committee, I am not a. complete 
newcomer to the vrorld of disarmament. It i s already clear to me that much has 
changed i n the f i v e years during vrhich I have been ax-ray, but i t i s also rather 
sobering to see some of the subjects now proposed for the Committee's agenda, and 
r e a l i s e that a number of rather intractable problems are s t i l l before us. I take 
t h i s opportimity, Mr. Chairman, to pledge my personal e f f o r t s (and those of my 
Government) to make progress i n solving them.. 

As Lord Gornovjy Roberts, the B r i t i s h Minister of State, said at the opening 
session of t h i s Committee i n January, my Government dedicates i t s e l f to pirrsuing 
the Committee's tasks \i±th determination and i n a s p i r i t of co-operation. 

The meeting rose at 1 1 . 5 5 a.m. 
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Иг. RUSEIC (CzGchoslovalí:ia)_s F i r s t of a l l , alloir me to extend to you, on 
behalf of the Czechoslovak delegation, my congratulations on your assumption of 
the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament for t h i s month. 

The discussions i n the Committee on Disavrmament so f a r show c l e a r l y that 
member States are determined to-approach the solution of important tasks of the 
Committee i n a constructive s p i r i t . At the beginning of t h i s month, the Committee 
adopted i t s rules of procedure, and my delegation expects that negotiations on the 
agenda and programme of work of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l also be conducted 
i n the same s p i r i t , i n order to enable us i n a very short time to proceed to our 
main task, namely, negotiations on important problems contained i n the agenda. 

Spealîing of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmaj^ent, my delegation i s 
convinced that the problem of halting and reversing the nuclear arms race and 
achieving nuclear disarmament must be regarded as having top p r i o r i t y . The fact 
that the nuclear arms race poses the greatest danger for humanity i s today generally 
recognized, and was also miderlined by special session of the united Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament i n i t s F i n a l Document. 

Allow me to refer to the speech of 3ohusla.v Chnoupek, the Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the Czechoslovalî S o c i a l i s t Republic at that sessions "The 
nuclear weapons are the most destructive force of the present war arsenals which may 
e a s i l y turn our world into a smouldering f i e l d . This task i s a l l the more urgent 
as the stockpiles of these weapons i n the world have more than trebled i n the past 
ten years alone. This i s vfhy we are con-inced of the urgency of the demand that 
a l l nuclear countries should pledge to halt further production of a l l kinds of 
nuclear weapons and to go over to a gradual reduction of the stockpiles u n t i l t h e i r 
complete l i q u i d a t i o n " , Ue are therefore convinced that from the beginning our 
Committee should focus i t s f u l l attention on m.atters of substance which, without 
any doubt, means concentrating on the pi-oblem of the prohibition of these weapons 
of mass destruction. I certainly do not exaggerate i n expressing the view that 
the world community a,waits from the Committee on Disarmament concrete decisions and 
actions \7hich would lead to effective measures i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 

This significance which the Czechoslovali S o c i a l i s t Republic has consistently 
attached to achieving progress towards lessening the menace of nuclear war and 
towards effective nuclear disarmament led my delegation, together with the 
delegations of other s o c i a l i s t States, to sponsor document CD/4, concerning 
negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear \reapons and gradually 

file:///7hich
file:///reapons
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reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. The cessation 
of further stockpiling of nuclear arms and the gradual l i q u i d a t i o n of a l l stocks of 
these weapons would f i r s t of a l l s i g n i f i c a n t l y improve international atmosphere and 
reduce the danger of nuclear disaster, to say nothing about the positive influence 
of t h i s step i n strengthening peace and seciirity i n the world. 

At the same time, i t would help to open the way to considerable progress i n 
the whole broad f i e l d of disarmament. 

The co-sponsors of document CD/4 are f u l l y aware of the fact that the 
negotiations proposed i n that document w i l l not be easy or simple, but they are 
convinced that these negotiations cannot be delayed because they are of such 
importance for the whole problem of r e a l and concrete disarmament. The Czechoslovak 
delegation i s therefore f u l l y convinced that the proposals contained i n 
document CD/4 should become a p r i o r i t y item i n the negotiations of the 
Committee on Disarmament even at i t s present session, because they represent an 
important departure from the concept of mere arms control tovrards genuine 
dicamament. l/e are also convinced that the present Committee on Disarmament 
i s quite a suitable forum for negotiating the proposals contained i n document CD/ 4 , 

since four of the f i v e nuclear-weapon States are represented i n i t together with 
a considerable number of non-nuclear-weapon States. However, as has been already 
stressed, the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of China w i l l be indispensable to ensure a substantial 
advance. V/e viotild l i k e " also to'stress that the proposals i n CD/4 are not meant 
as a substitute f o r other b i l a t e r a l or m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, but represent 
a new additional i n i t i a t i v e for disarmament efforts where wider p a r t i c i p a t i o n i s 
desirable. 

As one of the sponsors of document CD/4, the delega,tion of the Czechoslovalc 
S o c i a l i s t Republic was glad to hear the positive remarks made by several delegations 
about the proposals contained i n document CD/4, and i s prepared to hoar the comments 
and suggestions of other delegations of the CD on t h i s most important subject. 

In conclusion, allow me to j o i n other colleagues i n expressing positive 
evaluation of the vrork of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events, xíhich 
recently presented to the Committee on Disarmament the progress report on i t s 
seventh session. The Ad Hoc Group has been making a positive contribution to the 
ef f o r t s to establish a generally-acceptable monitoring system, with the help of most 
recent s c i e n t i f i c methods. Thus, the work of the Ad Hoc Group of seismological 
experts concerns the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a test ban and i s therefore of great importance 
for the vihole CTB problem. 
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The delegation of the Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Republic therefore gives f u l l 
attention to the a c t i v i t i e s of the mentioned Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 
Czechoslovalc experts have participated actively i n i t s work since the beginning, 
and are-prepared to continue t h i s co-operation i n the further process of preparing 
the second report, -I'/hich should be presented to our Committee before the end of 
i t s session t h i s simamer. Czechoslovalcia i s also ready to contribute to the 
application of seismologica.l methods for the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a СТБ and, as already 
annomced, i s i n favour of active p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the special global netuork of 
seismic stations. 

The СШДШШТ; I thanlc the distinguished representative of Czechoslovalcia 
for his statement, and fo r h i s kind \7ords addressed to me personally. 

Before adjo-urning the meeting I have a very pleasant duty to perform, and that 
i s to extend, on behalf of you a l l , a irelcome to the new reijresentative of Zaire, 
Ambassador Kamanda V/a Kamanda. 

Ambassador liamanda comes to us as one learned i n the law and as one who has 
held high and i n f l u e n t i a l positions i n the Organization of African Unity and i n 
his o\m national administration. I am sure he w i l l malee his огт forceful and 
d i s t i n c t i v e contribution to our ггогк. 

Ilr. 1ШШ-ША ¥A ШШША (Zaire) (translated from French); I should lilce 
to express my very sincere thanlcs to you. Иг. Chairman, for your kind г-rords and for 
the manner i n which you introduced me. I would a,lso take t n i s opportunitj'- to say 
how g r a t i f i e d we are to see you presiding over the vrork of t h i s Committee; vre are 
convinced that згоиг experience x ; i l l do much to contribute to the success of our vrork. 
As you can imagine, my country, l i k e many others, attaches very gi-eat importance to 
t h i s Committee's vrork. Me consider that the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the maintenance of 
international peace and security must be borne by a l l States I'lemoers of the 
United Hâtions, and ve s h a l l do our utmost to make our contribution — modest 
c e r t a i n l y , but i n our view necessary — to ensure the successful conclusion of the 
vrork of t h i s Committee, 

file:///7ords
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The СНАТЫШ'Т; before adjourning t h i s plenary meeting, I would l i k e to 
ask delegations to kindly s i g n i f y t h e i r intention to spealî at plenary meetings as 
much i n advance as possible, PO that tho Chair might bo able to submit 
recommendations for our тюгк talking into account, whenever feasible, other 
disa-rmaxient-related meetings going on at present i n Geneva, 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee i r i l l be held on 
Thursday, 22 March 1579 at 10,30 a,m. 

I intend to convene a meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group to consider 
questions relating to the prepara,tion of the agenda and programme of work of 
the Committee i n f i v e minutes' time. 

The meeting rose at 11.45 a,m. 
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The СНАтаШТ; I have no spealcers on my l i s t for today, Vfould any 
delegation l i k e to take the floor? As this i s not the case, I v/ould l i k e to 
inform the Coimnittee that the next plenary meeting w i l l he held on Tuesday, 
27 March 1979, at 10,30 a,m. 

The meeting rose at 10.50 a,m. 
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Пг. CGISO (Japan): Today, I should l i k e to express the vie\J3 of my 
delegation on ho\' to deal idth the question of banning chemical weapons, wlaich 
folloxis the question of a СТБ i n the order of p r i o r i t y . 

I believe that the CCD has a c t i v e l y contributed to solving the problems of a 
C\/B by carrying out i t s function as a negotiating body. That the CCD took great 
pains over t h i s task i s shoxn by the fact that three draft treaties (CCD/56I, 

CCD/420, and CCD/512) were proposed respectively by the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t 
States, Japan and the United Kingdom, and that almost 100 v/orking papers, 
including a proposal (CCD/400) expressing the common vie\' of the non-aligned States 
on t h i s matter, have been submitted to the CCD since 1970. 

Yet on the other liand we have to admit that the CCD was unable to conduct 
negotiations because i t was expecting the r e a l i z a t i o n of j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e s by the 
USSR and the United States for "banning most dangerous supertoxic chemical methods 
of warfare", as the tvjo States declared at summit teJks i n July 1974» 

I am convinced that the expectations of the international community that the 
ne\ily organized CD v d l l solve the question of a CUB at an early opporttinity have 
increased more and more. 

Paragraphs 45 and 75 of the F i n a l Document of the special session devoted to 
disarmament, which i,'as adopted by consensus, state that the question of a С\Ш i s 
one of the highest p r i o r i t y a f t e r nuclear disarmament, and urge that i t should be 
solved as soon as possible i n the forum of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, namely at 
the CD. Further, operative paragraph 5 cf General Assembly resolution /4/RES/55/59A, 

which was also adopted by consensus at the t h i r t y - t m r d session, requests "the 
Committee on Disarmament, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , to xmdertalce, at the 
beginning of i t s 1979 session, negotiations" on t h i s question. These documents 
show the ardent hopes of the entire international commimity for i t s early solution. 

I t i s encouraging that member States repeat how important CV/B i s and urge the 
prompt solution of the problem. But i t i s much more important that the CD should 
start concrete negotiations instead of merely exchanging general vievis. Me must 
p a r t i c u l a r l y bear i n mind the urgency of the matter xhen formulating the agenda 
and programme of work of the Committee for the current session. Only by so doing, 
\âll the CD discharge i t s real fimotion as a negotiating body. VJe should avoid any 
delay i n our negotiations, other\JÍse c r i t i c i s m or d i s t r u s t of the CD may be 
incirrred among non-member States. 
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(Mr. Offiso, Japan) 

As I stated at the outset of ray speech, nearly 100 \iorId.ng papers• and three 
draft treaties have been submitted to the CCD. A careful study of the contents 
of these documents shovjs that they are concerned mainly láth outstanding problems 
of the scope of the ban as well as of v e r i f i c a t i o n , and that they contain many 
expert opinions \;hich suggest possible technical solutions of these problems. 
Therefore I hold the viev,- that the CD, \.'ith the assistance of the experts concerned, 
should start i t s substantive work and use these documents to find a solution to the 
outstanding questions of a СУБ. 

In t h i s connexion, my delegation shares the vievis put forviard i n the uorlcing 
papers submitted by the Netherlands and I t a l y to the CD at this session. 

For instance, worlcing paper CD/6 submitted by the Netherlands proposes that 
the CD should start negotiations on drafting a convention at the current session 
while the USSR-United States negotiations are s t i l l i n progress and, f i r s t of a l l , 
should re-examine \;orking paper CCD/4OO so as to produce a ne\; one. 

In addition, working paper CD/5 submitted by I t a l y proposes that, during the 
current session, the CD should start drafting a position paper and, further, 
establish an ad hoc worlcLng group to undertake an in-depth consideration of 
unsolved problems and then to prepare a draft international convention. 

I f the majority of member States of the CD, including the parties responsible 
for the j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e s , supports these proposals, my delegation i s ready to 
support them too. 

Ho\)ever, with a view to s t a r t i n g concrete negotiations i n accordance with the 
procedures set out i n the proposals by I t a l y and the Netherlands, i t i s most 
desirable, as my delegation stated on 24 March 1977 and on 24 A p r i l 1978, that the 
results of the USSR-United States negotiations, ho\jever p a r t i a l they may be, 
should be presented to the CD as soon as possible. 

In t h i s connexion, i t \¡as a very encouraging sign v'hen the distinguished 
delegate of the USSR at the 17th plenary meeting on 8 March stressed that the CD 
should begin negotiations here and now on the substance of disarmament problems 
instead of spending time on deliberating procedural matters. I t \.'ould greatly 
contribute to expediting substantial negotiations i f the USSR and the United States 
decided to submit the concrete agreements as acMeved so far i n th e i r b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations to the CD during the current session, or i f this i s not possible, at 
least as detailed a progress report as possible of the negotiations. 
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( l l r . Ogiso, Japan) 

Therefore, I \iould l i k e to propose that, i n connexion with the рго/ргэлие of \югк 
for the current session, the Coamittee should decide to reruest the USSR and the 
United States to ияке such progress reporto to the JD before the end of this part of 
the annual session, so that the CD v / i l l Ъе i n a position to embark upon a more 
substantial consideration of the question of a CV/B i n the second part of the session-

F i n a l l y , i t -'as most timely programmed that the Governments of both the 
Federal Republic of Germany and the United ICingdom invited the experts concerned from 
various States to t h e i r chemical factories to inspect v.'orkshops on v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I should l i k e to sta.te that my Government highly appreciates the i n i t i a t i v e s 
of both Governments, because a better understanding of on-the-spot inspection i . ' i l l 
expedite the conclusion of a GV/B treaty. 

Mr. S I BËRK;-KUO ( I t a l y ) (translated from French); My delegation has just 
submitted to the Coamittee on Disarmament a '.'orking paper under the symbol CD/9 

wliich deals v.'ith the question of further measures to be ta,ken to prevent the danger 
of an arms race i n space, i n keeping мИЪ. the s p i r i t of the Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s 
Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, 
including the Moon and other C e l e s t i a l Bodies. 

This i'orld-ng paper consists of an explanatory memorandum and a draft additional 
protocol to that Treaty. I t i s for the moment available only i n i t s English 
version. V/e hope that the Secretariat láll, ho'Jever, v.dtMn a fe\; days be able to 
arrange for i t s translation into the other \;orking langua,ges. 

As you Icnovj, further measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space are 
expressly envisaged i n paragraph 8 0 of the P i n a l Document adopted by consensus at 
the tenth special session of the General Assembly of the United blations devoted to 
disarmament. 

Our Committee, as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disaormament negotiating forum, v d l l 
at an appropriate stage i n i t s uork be called upon to consider this matter, i n order 
to undertake the negotiations called for i n the F i n a l Document. 

It i s not my intention at t l i i s stage to comment on and i l l u s t r a t e i n d e t a i l the 
contents of the vjorking paper and i t s annex. My delegation \Jould not wish to hold 
up the vjork i n v.'hich the Committee i s currently engaged \i i t h a viev; to dravdng up 
i t s agenda and programme of v;ork. However, I reserve the ri g h t to revert to the 
matter l a t e r i n the session. 

The СНАШШТ; The next meeting of the Committee vxll be held on Thursday, 
29 March 1979? a,t IC .30 a.m. The meeting stands axljoumed. 

The meeting rose a,t 11.10 a.m. 

file:///iith
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I'lr. HAEE-Y JAY (Canada): For a number of years Canada has held 
steadfastly to the view that i n any consideration of arms control and 
disarmament issues, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the main international negotiating forum, 
high p r i o r i t y should be given to the matter of chemical weapons. Consonant 
with the importance i t attaches to moving away from tho danger that t h i s mass 
destruction ireapon might some day be employed, Canada has p u b l i c l y renounced 
the f i r s t use of chemical weapons and has completed destruction of the stocks 
of mustard gas accumulated during the Second V/orld Max. Tvro years ago, when 
vre informed the CCD about these p o l i c i e s on 29 Ilarch 1977, also suggested 
that i t would be useful for those countries which had not yet done so to put 
on record t h e i r national p o l i c i e s with respect to chemical weapons. Me renevr 
th i s suggestion today. \/e continue to hope that i t w i l l a ttract a favourable 
response from a l l members o f the Committee and not the least from those newer 
members whose p a r t i c i p a t i o n i s so much to be welcomed. 

The F i n a l Document of the special session devoted to disarmament stated 
that "the complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and 
st o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical vreapons and t h e i r destruction represent one of the 
most urgent measures of disarmament. Consequently, conclusion of a convention 
to t h i s end, on which negotiations have been going on for several years, i s one 
of the most urgent tasks of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations". Nor did this exhaust the 
concern of the General Assembly. In i t s resolution A/KES/33/59Á, the Assembly 
s p e c i f i c a l l y requested our Committee to undertakej at the beginning of this 1979 

session, negotiations with a view to elaborating an agreement on the prohibition 
and destruction of a l l chemical weapons. The p r i o r i t y that does and should, 
attach to t h i s urgent matter i s , therefore, beyond dispute. 

My delegation shares with many others a sense of disappointment that 
eff e c t i v e consideration of chemical weapons i n the main international 
negotiating for™ remains s t a l l e d . Ue have a right to look to the United States 
and the USSR with increasing impatience for t h e i r assistance i n opening the way 
to the assumption by t h i s Committee of i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s with respect to 
chemical weapons. That i s why t h e i r b i l a t e r a l discussions are important and 
desirable. Tliat i s also vhy we are expecting them to make the necessary e f f o r t 
to resolve the outstanding issues s t i l l d ividing them i n those discussions. 
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(Иг. Harry Jay, Canada) 

A great deal of detailed work i n this Committee v / i l l have to be devoted 
to a l l important aspects of an agreement- including the cr u c i a l question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , before the desired broad i .asures of support i n the international 
community can be assured. Уе thinlc i t i s long past the time for t h i s Committee 
to address that task i n order: (a) to improve our common understanding of 
d. i f f i c u l t i e s and potential solutions ? (b) to do v.diat v/e can to help the 
Pov/ers engaged i n bila.teral negotiations to resolve t h e i r remaining differences 
vrith the least possible further delay; a,nd (c) to hasten and f a c i l i t a t e the 
process of multinational negotiation of a comprehensive convention. 

Tvro recent papers, CD/5 and CD/6, tabled respectively by the delegations 
of I t a l y and the Netherlands, are constructive contributions to the consideration 
of chemical weapons= ¥e thank those delegations f o r , and support t h e i r 
i n i t i a t i v e s . We endorse thei r determination to see the Committee give p r i o r i t y 
to getting into t h i s very important substantive area as quickly as possible. 

We have long believed that there v̂ as much that an ad hoc group on chemical 
vfeapons could u s e f u l l y accomplish, whether or not the b i l a t e r a l negotiating 
Powers had reached f u l l agreement. CD/5 and CD/6 confirm us i n our conviction 
that the Committee ought not to put o f f setting up such an ad hoc group. 
Certainly vre would vrish to see i t at v/ork no l a t e r than during the summer 
session t h i s year, so that at the very least some suitable section on chemical 
v/eapons could be included i n the Committee's f i r s t annual report to the 
General Assembly. 

As vre see i t , the i n i t i a l mandate of an ad hoc group vrould be to determine 
vrhere vre are i n respect of chemical v/eapons issues at this juncture 5 v/here v̂ e 
think v-re should seek to go', and v/hat i s the best means of marshalling our 
effo r t s i n that d i r e c t i o n . A useful f i r s t focus of attention i n the ad hoc 
group vrould be a revievr on the areas of common ground tlnat have emerged so far 
i n the b i l a t e r a l discussions. The group could then turn i t s attention to such 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s as may exi s t f o r a s s i s t i n g the negotiating Povrers to resolve 
their remaining differences. 
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That process would not he productive without the co-operation of the two 
Powers engaged i n the b i l a t e r a l discussions. We have always thought that a sense 
of shared interest was the characteristic that has distinguished the main 
international negotiating forum from other related bodies, and has enabled 
the e f f o r t s of the p r i n c i p a l nuclear Powers and of the rest of the members 
to be harnessed together i n a mutually helpful partnership. \ie believe the 
USSE and the United States should take an early opportunity to inform us, much 
more thoroughly than i n the recent past, about the areas of common ground they 
have found between them and, so far as possible, about the d i f f i c u l t i e s they may 
be encountering. I t would be presгдшptuous to attempt to t e l l our American and 
Soviet friends i n what form to provide the purposeful b r i e f i n g ve seek. Hoxrever, 
i t vjould be especially helpful to us i f they could bring us up to date by means 
of one or more j o i n t l y tabled working papers. In one they might wish to discuss 
the problems i n defining which chemical weapons agents need to be covered by an 
international agreement. In other papers the two Powers might prepare the way 
for a useful discussion on the r e l a t i v e advantages of various approaches, on 
the scope of a convention, etc. 

The compendium prepared by the Secretariat i n 1977 could be useful i n 
helping the ad hoc group to s i f t through proposals that have already been put 
forxiard. This would a s s i s t i n the task of finding common m u l t i l a t e r a l ground. 
The ad hoc group could then move on to seek sp e c i f i c views on questions that 
may l i e on the periphery of the defined common ground i d e n t i f i e d i n the b i l a t e r a l 
discussions. 

A l l members v r i l l have a part to play i n the detailed, arduous and often 
highly technical work that cannot be avoided i f we are to make progress. The 
qua l i t y of our commitment to the necessary tasks v r i l l be decisive i n determining 
hovr v/ell t his Committee discharges i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n the p r i o r i t y area of 
chemical vreapons. 

Tlie many problems associated vrith appropriate v e r i f i c a t i o n , f o r example, v r i l l 
require from a l l of us a l l that we are able to contribute i n terms of industry, 
imagination and technical competence. Hot only procedural modalities, but also 
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the effectiveness of a variety of technical devices w i l l need to he assessed 
vrith care and o b j e c t i v i t y . Me might f i n d that the study of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
problems v r i l l help to i d e n t i f y technical requirements and to suggest hovr 
technological resources could be developed to meet them. 

The recent vTOrkshop i n the Federal Republic of Germany and the subsequent 
v i s i t to the United liingdom have helped us to see more c l e a r l y many of the 
p r a c t i c a l problems and p o s s i b i l i t i e s vrith regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n . We г.ге 
grateful to the cuuthorities and industries i n those two countries f o r having 
given a Canadian expert, for one,- an opportunity to participate. \ie v r i l l 
continue to talce advantage of a l l opportunities to improve our insight , 
experience and capacities i n a l l that concerns chemical vreapons, since vre are 
ready and anxious, novr, to set to vrork i n an ad hoc group or i n any other 
constructive way to hasten international agreement. 

It i s a matter of record that Canada i s strongly i n favour of an 
international treaty on chemical vreapons that v r i l l be comprehensive. I t 
should cover research and development, production, stockpiling and destruction 
of weapons and f a c i l i t i e s , so as to give effect to an eventual t o t a l ban on 
a l l l e t h a l chemical agents and munitions. I t v r i l l have to incorporate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures that v r i l l s a t i s f y the parties to the convention that 
t h e i r security interests vrere not being put i n jeopardy by t h e i r agreement to 
renounce the rig h t to possess, acquire or use chemical vreapons. As we understand 
i t , i t vrould seem that the best hope of early progress víould be to go i n the 
d i r e c t i o n of an agreement based on the concept of "excluded a c t i v i t i e s " 
rather than of "excluded agents". Although comprehensive i n a l l respects, the 
treaty should provide for i t s ovm gradual implementation by successive stages, 
each subject to appropriate control. In t h i s vray confidence would be enhanced 
and vride acceptance of the comprehensive obligations of the agreement vrould be 
encouraged. The f i r s t stage vrould be to ban production, the second stage 
would, see to the destruction of production f a c i l i t i e s and stockpiles. As I 
say, each stage vrould be linlced with c a r e f u l l y designed and acceptable 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , techniques. 
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The long and arduous vrork vre are urging the Corainittee to take up as soon as 
possible vrould have as i t s essential objective development of an effective global 
instrument, viidely acceptable to the international community as a vrhole. At the 
same time, vie should not overlook that regional agreements might well prove to 
be useful supplements to the main convention. By taking into account regional 
differences and s p e c i f i c sectional concerns not e a s i l y catered f o r i n a global 
treaty, these supplementary instruments could increase the prospect that the 
international community can be brought i n one vjay or another, to accepting the 
obligations of a ban on chemical vroapons. Presumably any such regional agreement 
that might emerge vrould derive i t s impetus from víithin the region concerned 
and should include the major m i l i t a r y Povrers of the area. Other States would 
be asked to undertake to respect the regional arrangement. F i n a l l y , under the 
regional arrangement, as under the global treaty i t s e l f , i t w i l l be necessary 
to ensure that no m i l i t a r y advantage could accrue to any State as a result of 
the agreement. 

There are so many aspects to the concerns evoked for us by chemical weapons, 
that i t i s impossible today to do more than underscore the importance and the 
urgency this subject has f o r Canada. In conclusion, therefore, l e t me repeat that 
my delegation i s convinced that the Committee should not delay coming to grips 
vrith this p r i o r i t y area. \/e would have no plausible excuse i n the CD i f , at 
the end of our year's vrork, vre vrere not i n a position to report to the 
General Assembly that vre had, at l e a s t , made a good start i n discharging our 
clear r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s with regard to chemical vreapons. To that end we believe 
an ad hoc group v^rith an appropriate mandate should be at work no l a t e r than 
during our summer session. We would support i t s creation at the e a r l i e s t 
opportunity. 
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Иг. ЕЫВ (Romama) (translated from French); At the stage now reached Ъу 
our Committee i n i t s work, namely, tho establishment of i t s agenda and programme of 
work, I -irould l i k e to refer i n my statemeno today to one of the proposals before us 
concerning the start of negotiations on ending the prod.uction of a l l types of nuclear 
weapons and reducing the i r stoclqpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. 

Thanlcs to the constructive e f f o r t s of a l l member States i n the пем s p i r i t of 
the special session of the United Nations on disarmament, and to the devotion, the 
remarkable contribution and the perseverance of those whom we have had the honour to 
see preside over our work — I refer to you, Mr. Chairman, and to your distinguished 
predecessor — the Committee wa.s able to bring i t s f i r s t orgajxizational task — the 
adoption of i t s rules of procedure — to a successful conclusion. 

The Committee then took up the question of preparing i t s agenda. V/e hope that 
t l i i s stage, which has already lasted for a month, w i l l not be prolonged unnecessarily, 
and that the preparation of the agenda and programme of ггогк w i l l not become an end 
i n i t s e l f . The Committee w i l l then be free to turn, with a l l due energy, to the 
substantive tasks for which i t was set up, namely, the negotiation of genuine measures 
of disarmament to halt and reverse the arms race and, above a l l , the nuclear arms 
race. 

The Romanian delegation, for i t s part, v r i l l do a l l i t can i n th i s respect. 
The Romanian delegation has had many opportunities i n the course of our working 

discussions to eiq)lain i t s position on the nature and scope of the agenda and 
programme of vrork ox the Committee. We с nsider that both the agenda and the 
programme of vrork should direct the Committee tovrards concrete action and concentrate 
the e f f o r t s of a l l on the achievement of results i n the l i g h t of the present p r i o r i t i e s 
for disarmament set out i n the Fin a l Document of the special session and the 
resolutions of the General Assembly. 

We attach special importance to a l l contributions aimed at guiding the vrork of 
our Committee toirards the substantive questions posed by the arms race and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r the nuclear ar-ms race. I t i s i n th i s context that vre should l i k e to 
refer to the proposal made i n worlcLng paper CD/4 of 1 February 1979, submitted by 
the USSR and a nimiber of other s o c i a l i s t States, concerning negotiations on ending 
the production of a l l types of nuclear vreapons and gradually reducing their 
stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. 
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Together u i t h the sponsoring States and the other States vrhich have given i t 
t h e i r support, Romania considers that this proposal to open negotiations to that end 
can open up new and long-awaited p o s s i b i l i t i e s for disarmament negotiations i n the 
high p r i o r i t y area of ending the nuclear arms race and achieving nuclear disarmament. 
The F i n a l Document of the special session emphasized that! 

"Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of 
c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race i n , 
a l l i t s aspects i n order to avert the danger of vrar involving nuclear weapons. 
The ultimate goal i n t i l l s context i s the complete elimination of nuclear 
weapons" (para. 4?)• 
The Committee has, of course, other important topics before i t r e l a t i n g to 

nuclear disarmajtnent, namely, the cessation of a l l nuclear-weapon testing. The 
reconsideration of t h i s question i n the Committee w i l l no doubt have a positive 
effect. We also have i n mind security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States. 
Ho\rever, Romania has always considered that p a r t i a l measures of that kind are t r u l y 
meaningful only i f associated with other measures of nuclear disarmament within the 
ov e r - a l l perspective of ending the production of nuclear weapons, banning their use 
and, f i n a l l y , eliminating nuclear weapons from m i l i t a r y arsenals. 

In our opinion, the proposal i n question offers t h i s very perspective and 
completes the context i n which the Committee w i l l be considering the p3?oblems of 
nuclear disarmament as a whole. 

At t h i s juncture, v/hen the Committee has to talce a decioion on i t s agenda, the 
Romanian delegation wishes to express i t s support for the incl u s i o n of the proposal 
made i n document CD/4 i n the agenda of the Committee for 1979 as well as i n i t s 
programme of work, and associates i t s e l f with the proposal as a sponsor. 

In the opinion of my delegation, the Committee on Disarmament, xihich counts 
among i t s members both nuclear-vreapon and non-nuclear-weapon States, i s the most 
appropriate setting i n v/hich to conduct the proposed negotiations. 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s visualized by certain delegations do not constitute, i n our 
viev^r, a s u f f i c i e n t l y strong reason f o r us to cast doubt on the very idea of 
embarking upon such an urgent and important task as that of ending the nuclear arms 
race. Romania, for i t s part, has always considered that a l l international problems, 
however d i f f i c u l t , can and must be settled through discussion and negotiation, and 
i s convinced that i n the nuclear era there i s no other alternative. 
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A number of problems vhich M i l l have to be taken into account i n the organization 
and conduct of the negotiations sire referred to i n dociiment CD/4. Others have 
been dravm to our attention i n the statements mado. Yet others may emerge upon 
subsequent examination. Romania i s concerned, for instance, that, i n the framework 
of the negotiations, and concurrently with measures aimed at ending the production 
of nuclear arms and gradually reducing th e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been 
completely destroyed, steps should be taJcen to achieve the goal of a d e f i n i t i v e ban 
on the use of nuclear arms and the renunciation by Gtates of the use of force or the 
threat to use force i n their r e l a t i o n s . 

We aro confident that the d i f f i c u l t i o s inherent i n such an enterprise, on irhich 
the future and indeed the survival of mankind deiaend, can be surmounted provided 
that the negotiations are properly organized and conducted i n a constructive s p i r i t , 
and perseverance i s shovm i n devising solutions that talce into account existing 
problems and the interests of a l l States and peoples who, for the l a s t few decades, 
have repeatedly called f o r nuclear disarmament as a p r i o r i t y objective. 

At the present stage, what i s needed i s a demonstration of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
to negotiate. Consequently we v/ish to state that the Romanian delegation vjould 
f i n d i t very d i f f i c u l t to understand any opposition or even reservations of p r i n c i p l e 
to the exploration of ways and means that could lead to negotiations on ending the 
nuclear arms race and moving towards nuclear disarmament. 

We would l i k e to see consultations i n i t i a t e d on the organization of the proposed 
negotiations during t h i s very part 01 the Committee's session. The programme of 
work could provide for a limited number of o f f i c i a l meetings to be devoted to an 
exchange of views on the subject, after which consultations could take place on a 
n o n - o f f i c i a l basis i n the Committee on Disarmament at the same time as other 
a c t i v i t i e s but vñthout i n t e r f e r i n g with them; on the contrary they would help to 
create a climate of work that would be propitious for the a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee 
as a whole. The consultations should culminate, we believe, i n the preparation of 
a "plan of negotiation" that vrould be acceptable to a l l S bates and covers (a) the 
framevrork of the negotiations and p a r t i c i p a t i o n ; (b) the guiding pr i n c i p l e s f o r the 
negotiations; and (c) the scope of the problems to be negotiated. 
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The Romanian delegation w i l l no douht have an opportunity to revert to these 
questions i n greater d e t a i l . V/e nevertheless thought i t useful to refer to them 
at t h i s preliminary stage i n the b e l i e f that acceptance by uhe Committee of the 
proposal to engage i n negotiations on the subject of ending the nuclear arms race 
vrould constitute a substantive contribution that vrould give an impetus to 
negotiations i n the p r i o r i t y area of nuclear disaxnament and open up no\; horizons 
for our vrork. 

Г-Ьг. FISHER (United States of ilmerica) t At the outset I vrould l i k e to 
i d e n t i f y the United States delegation vrith the expressions of appreciation given by 
my distinguished colleague from Canada to you for your t i r e l e s s and, i n effect, 
effective work as Chairman. V/e vrould also l i k e to vrelcome our tvro nevr colleagues, 
the Ambassador from the United Kingdom, Ambassador Summerhayes, vrhon I look forv/ard 
to vrorking vrith and also our novr Ambassador from Zaire, Ambassador ICamanda V/a Kamanda, 
and request that his colleague extends to him our vrarmest regards. 

The purpose of my intervention this morning i s to state the vievra of the 
United States on the proposal made by a. group of delegations and e n t i t l e d 
"Negotia,tions on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear vreapons and gradually 
red.ucing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed,"— that i s , the 
proposal vrhich has been given the designation GD/4. On 13 March, the distinguished 
representative of Bulgaria, i n addressing himself to this proposal, noted that no 
delegation had spoken against i t . I would l i k e to remind the Committee that so f a r 
only one State po.Lsessing nuclear vreapons has spoken i n faveur of i t . The 
United States cannot accept this proposal and I v r i l l give the reasons why. 

Let me f i r s t say that CD/4 does have some s u p e r f i c i a l attractions. Every 
Government represented i n this room i s on record as favouring elimination of nuclear 
vreapons. The President of the United States, as noted by our Bulgarian colleague, 
i s among those favouring a massive reduction of nuclear vreapons. United Hâtions 
General Assembly resolution А/ЕЕЗ/33/91С includes a verbatim quotation of this 
statement by President Carter; 

"The United States i s v r i l l i n g to go as f a r as possible, consistent vrith 
our security interests, i n l i m i t i n g and reducing our nuclear vreapons. On a 
reciprocal basis vre are v r i l l i n g novr to reduce them by 10 per cent, 20 per cent 
or even 50 per cent. Then v r i l l vrork for further reductions vrith a vievr to 
a vrorld t r u l y free of nuclear vreapons." 
It i s not, then, the objective of CD/4 vrith vrhich v/e disagree, but the method 

by which i t seeks to eliminate nuclear v/eapons. Is i t r e a l i s t i c to expect that a 
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blueprint can now be agreed upon and a negotiating forum established for the 
eradication of a l l nuclear weapons from the face of the earth, when we have not yet 
agreed hov; to get r i d of the delivery vehicles whose destruction can be most e a s i l y 
v e r i f i e d ? In effect, this proposal starts at the end instead of the beginning. 
I'fliether we l i k e i t or not, the prevention of a nuclear holocaust has depended on the 
confidence of the States possessing nuclear weapons tha,t the i r own and the i r a l l i e s ' 
security would not be threatened i n such a way as to compel them to resort to these 
t e r r i b l e weapons i n t h e i r defence. A rough equilibrium now exists and has formed 
the basis for the negotiation of l i m i t a t i o n s on strategic arms between the two major 
nuclear-weapon Powers i n the form of the SALT I I agreement, which we now fervently 
hope i s about to emerge. 

The experience of the SALT I I negotiations demonstrates v i v i d l y the d i f f i c u l t y 
and the delicacy of the process of devising arms control agr-eements that w i l l 
preserve the equilibrium i n nuclear power while bringing the build-up i n nuclear 
armaments under control. IVhat i s true for strategic nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n i s 
equally true for efforts to l i m i t any other types of nuclear armaments. For nuclear-
arsenals cannot be separated from the integrated defence posture of the nuolear-
v/eapon States and those who depend on them for the i r security. Any changes i n the 
structure of one element of that posture w i l l have an impact on the entire defence 
structure. And this impact must be talcen into account when judging whether a 
p a r t i c u l a r measure of nuclear disarmament w i l l contribute to a more stable structure 
for peace or w i l l , i n f a c t , have a d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t . The necessity to preserve 
the security of a l l nations when devising disarmament measures has been s p e c i f i r a l l y 
recognized by the international disarmament community. In this regard, l e t me 
quote from the F i n a l Document of the tenth special session. Paragraph 29 states: 

"The adoption of disarmament measures should talce place i n such an 
equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the right of each State to security 
and. to ensure that no individual State or group of States may obtain advantages 
over others at any stage. At each stage the objective should be undiminished 
security at the lowest possible l e v e l of armaments and m i l i t a r y forces." 
Another element of disarmament agreements v/hich has been universally recognized 

i s the need to proceed i n caxeful stages tov;ard the ultimate goal of general and 
complete disarmament. 

A t h i r d i s that d-isarmament measures must be accompanied by effective 
v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements. 

The proposal put forward i n CD/4 i s deficient i n each of these respects. 
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I t addresses the problem of nuclear disarmament u i t h no evident consideration 
given to what effect the elimination of t h i s class of weapons alone would have on 
the security of States. General and complete disarmament would require elimination 
of a l l kinds of weapons— nuclear, other vjeapons of mass destruction and conventional. 
Elimination of one class alone, as C D / 4 envisages, cannot talce place without 
compensating reductions i n other classes; othen/ise, i t v ; i l l give considerable 
advantage to States that possess large arsenals of other classes of weapons, and 
thereby seriously jeopardize the security of those States that do not. 

C I D / 4 , although i t sj)eaics of ca.rrying out the reduction and destruction of 
nuclear weapons i n agxeed stages, talces no account of the stages that have already 
been recognized— SALT I I , SALT I I I , GIB and subsequent appropriate measures. 
Indeed, i t seems to envisage the develojpment of a timetable for complete nuclear 
disarmament w-ithout reference to the consequences of e a r l i e r steps. The need for a 
review of the implementation of measures i n preceding stages before moving to 
subsequent stages was c l e a r l y set f o r t h i n the j o i n t statement of agreed principles 
for disarmament negotiations made by the United States and the USSE i n the 
General Assembly on 20 September I 9 6 I . Eere I will quote^the relevant -portions of 
that statements 

"The disarmament progranmie should be implemented i n an agreed sequence, 
by stages u n t i l i t i s completed, with each measure and stage carried out 
within specified time-limits. Transition to a subsequent stage i n the process 
of disarmament should talce place upon a review of the implementation of 
measures included i n the preceding otage and upon a decision that a l l such 
measures have been implemented and v e r i f i e d and that any additional 
v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements required for measures i n the next stage are, when 
appropriate, ready to operate. 

" A l l measures of general and complete disarmament should be balanced so 
that at no stage of the implementation of the treaty could any State or 
group of States gain m i l i t a r y advantage and that security i s ensured equally 
for a l l . " 
The United States finds that statement as v a l i d today as i t xfas then. The 

sponsors of CD/4 evidently do not. 
F i n a l l y , there i s l i t t l e evidence that the sponsors of CD/4 have given much 

thought to the v e r i f l a b i l i t y of th e i r proposal. The cessation of production 
and the elimination of even the smallest nuclear x-reapons implies a pervasive 
v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism vrhich vroixld f a r surpass anything contemplated so f a r i n 
arms control agreements. Experience thus f a r does not lead us to believe that 
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the xTOrld community would be ready to accept the kind of v e r i f i c a t i o n rë'gime that 
f u l l nuclear disarmament v/ould e n t a i l unless the ground had been caref u l l y 
prepared by the i.aplementation of a series of agreements f o r staged reductions with 
appropriate v e r i f i c a t i o n re'gimes applied at each stage. 

There i s yet another major flaw i n the proposal i n CD/4. The sponsors have 
contradicted themselves i n regard to the necessity f o r Chinese pa r t i c i p a t i o n i n 
the proposed negotiations on the cessation of production and elimination of nuclear 
weapons. On the one hand, the sponsors state that nuclear disarmament cannot 
talce place without the co-op€ra.tion of a l l the nuclear-weapon States. On the 
other, they say that we should now make plans for negotiations on such disarmament 
without the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of China. Even i f the other nuclear-v/eapon States 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n this body were able to agree on some conceptual fra.raevrork for 
i n i t i a t i n g nev; nuclear disarmament negotiations, they v.'ould hardly embark on such a 
r a d i c a l restructuring of the international security system — and the Soviet 
proposal involves just that — i f one nuclear-v/eapon State v/e re not p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
i n the plan. I t i s clear that, to safeguard the security of a l l States the f u l l 
implementation of such a .plan v/ould require p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon 
States. It i s equally clear that drawing up a scenario to begin negotiations 
designed to produce such a r a d i c a l restructuring without the participation, of a 
nuclear-weapon State i s not the appropriate way to bring that State into the 
negotiations. 

The process of reducing reliance on nuclear weapons i s a long, d i f f i c u l t and 
serious task, A staged process has begun v/ith SALT I I , tc be followed soon, v/e 
hope, by a comprehensive test ban treaty, SALT I I I and then by other appropriate 
measures that w i l l ensure a. stable and v e r i f l a b i a nuclear arms control re'gim.e at 
a l l stages. Such a programme v/as delinea,ted i n paragraphs 50? 51 and 52 of the 
P i n a l Document of the tenth special session devoted to disarmament. Wliy, then, 
should vre turn away from t h i s serious approach to h a l t i n g and then reversing the 
build-up of nuclear weapons which was included i n the consensus document adopted 
by the tenth special session, i n fa.vour of a proposal whose concept i s too diffuse 
to be workable. 

In short, the United States finds CD/4 an u n r e a l i s t i c proposal having as i t s 
objective something other than actual progress i n disarmament. Inclusion of 
t h i s item i n the Committee's agenda vrould turn this negotiating body into a forum 
for p o l i t i c a l polemics. Would such a development be consistent with the serious 
task t h i s Committee i s to perform? Clearly i t v/ould not, and the United States 
w i l l oppose any steps leading i n that direction. 
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The СНАШШТ; I intend to convene, immediately after the plenary 
meeting, the Working Group established to consider questions r e l a t i n g to the 
provisional agenda and programme of work of the Committee, i n order to submit a 
b r i e f report on the consultations being held by the Chair. Since those 
consultations are s t i l l proceeding, I would l i k e to suggest to the Committee that 
the next plenary meeting should be held on Tuesday, 3 A p r i l , at 10.30 a.m., on 
the understanding that I would convene ?o plenary meeting tcmorrovi afternoon, at a 
time to be confirmed, just i n case that I might be i n a position to submit the f i n a l 
report of the Working Group which i s considering questions r e l a t i n g to the 
provisional agenda and prograjfime .of work of the Committee. I f this i s not the 
case, then the Committee would meet next Tuesday, as I proposed previously. 

Does any delegation wish to speak? 

Mr, BEKG (Belgium) (translated from French); Allow me to say f i r s t of 
a.11 that my delega,tion associates i t s e l f with those that have already taken the 
f l o o r i n this forum not only to congra.tulate you but also to thank you for the 
way i n which you discharged your functions as Chairman during your teira of o f f i c e . 

You unhesitatingly assumed your share of the work displa,ying both patience 
and courtesy. Your e f f o r t s were and continue to be praisev/orthy, and my 
delegation i s happy to take this opportunity to pay tribute to you f o r your work. 

Time moves on, and i t w i l l fall to my country to succeed you next Sunday. 
It need hardly be said that my delegation, l i k e those which have preceded us, 
w i l l spare no e f f o r t to direct our work e f f e c t i v e l y , i n the l i g h t of the example 
you and others ha.ve set for us. 

In r e f e r r i n g to the impending Belgie.n chairraa»nship I should inform the 
members of our Committee that Ambassador Paul Noterdaeme, the Permanent 
Representative of Belgium at Geneva, w i l l unfortunately be una.hle to participate 
i n our work between 1 ajid 7 A p r i l . A number of delegations present are aware 
that Ambassador ITotordaeme vra.s s p e c i f i c a l l y i n v i t e d t c a,ct s.s Chaiman of the 
Western Caucus i n the Economic Commission for Europe, which has been meeting for 
the l3.st week and v r i l l go on meeting for another seven days. 

In view of his functions, and the personaJ involvement of the Chairman of 
the Caucus i n the negotiations, he w i l l be unable to detach himself. 
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In the circumstances, the head of the Belgian delegation.during-the f i r s t 
week of A p r i l w i l l be Ambassador Raoul Shcumaker, Director-General f o r Policy at 
the Ministry for Foreign A f f a i r s at Brussels, who w i l l therefore act as Ghairraan 
of our Committee, the opening of which he attended with Mr. Simonet, our 
Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , 

Ambassador Noterdaeme w i l l , of course, reassume the leadership of the 
Belgian delegation when his chairmanship of the Western Caucus has ended. 

The Committee secretariat has been o f f i c i e J l y n o t i f i e d of t l i i s . 

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m. 
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The CHAIKM/J"; I declare open the twenty-fourth plenary meeting of the 
Cotnmittee on Disarmament. 

As you were informed at the l a s t meeting of tho Coamittee, I am assuming the 
Chair today for the f i r s t week of A p r i l u n t i l Ambassador Noterdaeme i s i n a position 
to take i t himself. As you know, Ambassador Noterdaeme i s Chairman of the 
Western Caucus of the Economic Commission for Europe, which i s now meeting i n Geneva. 

My country attaches special importance to the work of t h i s Committee. I am 
therefore p a r t i c u l a r l y happy that circumstances should have given me an opportunity 
to come to Geneva i n order to take part i n your deliberations. Allow me, f i r s t of 
a l l , to express the gratitude and appreciation of the Committee to Ambassador Thomson, 
the representative of Australia, who had presided over the Committee's work as 
Chairman during the month of №,rch with i n t e l l i g e n c e , wisdom and a reraa.rkable sense 
of diplomacy, thereby enabling the Comnittee to make considerable progress i n the 
adoption of i t s agenda and programme of work. 

I see that there i s one speaker on ny l i s t f o r the neeting toda.y. 
Ambassador Gharekhan, the distinguished representative of India. I give him the f l o o r . 

I'far. СШДВКНЛ? (India) s 14г. Chaiman, my delegation i s very ha,ppy to take 
the f l o o r under your chaárm.anship for the month of A p r i l , and we v/ish to congratulate 
you and your delegation on the assumption of chairmanship for t h i s month. Belgium i s 
one of the so-called nev/comers to t h i s interna.tionaJ forum for disarmament 
negotiations and Belgium's interest i n t h i s f i e l d i s too well known to be mentioned 
here. We a,re very confident tha,t Belgium w i l l make a very s i g n i f i c a n t contribution 
to the work of t h i s Comnittee. I would aJso l i k e to taJœ th i s opportunity to offer 
our heaxtiest congratulations to Ambassador Thomson for his chotrraanship of t h i s 
Committee during the month of March. His task was not an ea.sy one, but he gave a l l 
his best to the a.rduous and d i f f i c a i l t assignment that he had during the month of 
Ma^rch. My delegation wishes to thank him for a.11 his e f f o r t s rjid for his i n f i n i t e 
xvdsdon i n conducting our deliberations both formal and infornaJ, l a s t month. I would 
also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to extend a warn welcome to the tvro nevfcomers to 
our Committee, Ambassador Sunmerhr.yes of the United Kingdon and 
Ambassador Kamanda wa Katiandc of Zaire. We look forward to maintatning the t r a d i t i o n 
of co-operation which we have alwa.ys ha.d with the delegations of the United Kingdon 
and Zaire. 

Diiring my statement on S February I expressed the views of my delegation on the 
items to be included i n tho agenda of tho current session. Wiilc doing so I also 
outlined the p o s i t i o n of ny delegation on вогле of the important substantive natters 
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with which the Connittee would have to de?,l during 1979. We have always held the 
viow that nuclear ^isarraanent should have the foreaost p r i o r i t y i n disarmanent 
negotiations. On 8 February I also presented tho preliminary views of my delegation 
on the proposal of the s o c i a l i s t States contaaned i n docum.ent CD/4. On behalf of my 
delegation I vrould l i k e to express ny appreciation to the distinguished Ambassador 
of the Soviet Union for the explanations provided by him i n his statement of 8 March. 
I vralcone i n pa r t i c u l a r the explanation given by Ambassador Issraelyan that the 
proposed negotiations would cover not only strategic means of delivery of nuclear 
v/eapons but also the entire rajige of nuclear v/eapons, and thus would be broader i n 
scope than the current SALT negotiations. My delegation believes that the proposals 
contained i n C D / 4 should be considered by tho Connittee a.nd v/ould bo prepared to study 
the natter further and consult v/ith othor delegations v/ith a viev/ to determining the 
best possible procedure for proceeding i n the natter. 

In ny statement on 8 February I omphasizcd the urgency to i n i t i a t e negotiations 
on the question of chemical v/oa.pons. My delegation sha.rcs with a number of members 
of t h i s Committee a sense of disappointnont thrt tho Connittee has not yet taken up 
effective considera^tion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical v/ea-pons. I t 
i s inperative that v/c concentrate our eff o r t s during the current year, even during 
the f i r s t part of the current ojinual session, on tho question of the prohibition of 
chenical v/ea.pons. îiy delogo.tion supports the viev/, expressed by the delegations of 
the Uotherla,nds, I t a l y , Са.п?Да, Japan, France, Sv/edon and others, tha.t tho Committee 
should innodia^tely ^tart dealing v/ith tho ruestion of chenica'! v/oapons. We support 
the idea of tho estvablishment of an аД hoc v/orkin^g group v/ith an p.ppropriate nandate 
to go into the proposals and working pampers before the Connittee, and to i d e n t i f y 
tho s,reas of connon ground thp.t ho.ve emerged so f a r . The ad hoc group could be set 
up nov/ or ea,rly during the second part of the annun,l session. Tho v/orlc of the 
ad hoc group VTOUM i n no v/ay prejudice tho bila.toral negotiations tha.t are under v/ay 
botv-zeon tho United States and the USSR on this issue, but vrould be complementary i n 
finding v-fa-ys and noans of overcoming t h e i r e x i s t i n g differences. My delegation 
agrees v/ith the suggestion nade by the Canadian delegation that the United Sta^tes and 
the USSR should inform the Connittee a.t .-̂n early dato about the aereas of common 
ground, perhaps by means of one or more j o i n t l y or SGpara.tely tabled v/orking papers. 

I vTOuld l i k e to malee a. fev/ observations v/ith reference to the rena.rks of the 
distinguished Anbassndor of Pakistan on 8 March 1979 regarding the establishment of 
a nuclear-v/eapon-froe zone i n south Asia. My delegation has consistently naintained 
that the creation of a nuclear-v/eapon-froe zone cannot be properly rega.rded as a 
disarnanent no a sure. I. treaty whereby the States of a particulair region undertake 
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not to manufacturo or acquire nuclear weapons does not 1оаД to any disnantling- of 
nuclear weapons or th e i r delivery systems unless, of course, the zone i s set up i n a. 
region which already ha.s nuclear weapons. Consequently, a nuclear-Xieapon-freo zone 
treaty should he nore appropriately described as a. non-arna.t:ient or a non-proliferation 
measure. My delegation has serious doubts vdiethor the subject of nuclear-weapon-free 
zone should be discussed a,t a l l i n this Committee, I t has already been studied i n 
great d e t a i l by an expert group of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament i n 
1975? and the report of tho expert group vras taken note of by the General Assembly 
tho same year. As regards the esta.blishment of such zones i n di f f e r e n t parts of tho 
world, the position of tho General Assembly of the United Nations has always been 
that such proposals should be i n i t i a t e d by tho States of the appropriato regions 
concerned, taking into account t h e i r special features and geographical extent. 
P a r t i c i p a t i o n by the States of the regions i n such zones i s to be volunta^ry and on 
the basis of a^rrangenents freely arrived at and negotiated a;nong themselves. This 
i s the right and only procedure to follow. I t i s not for this Committee or the 
United Nations to impose such negotiations on any State or States. While my delegation 
believes tha,t the ostablishnont of a nucloa^r-weapon-free zone does not guarantee 
l a s t i n g security and immunity from nuclear attack or threat of such attack f o r the 
States concerned, we would not wish to go against the desire of the States of a 
well-dofinod region, provided a l l the States concerned a-gr-eod on i t s esta,blishment. 
I f such agreement i s la.cking, then a.ny attempt to bi-ing i n outside agencies, be i t 
the United Nations General Assembly or a.ny other body, would only be counter-productive. 
Indeed, persistent e f f o r t s to raáse tho natter i n the United Nations or elsewhere i n 
tho ahscnce of a p r i o r common a^greencnt a-nong a l l States of the region concerned must 
give r i s e to doubts Oubout the motivation behind such e f f o r t s . As fa.r a.s the proposal 
for the establishment of a. nucleaj-wea-pon-froe zone i n the so-caJled region of south 
Asia, i s concorned, the position of ny delegation, x/hich i s one of t o t a l unacceptability, 
has been re^seatedly stated i n the General Assenbljr and does not need to be repeated 
here. As far as India„ i s concorned, xíe have consistently and stea.dfa.stly stood for 
the pol i c y of not producing or axquiring nuclear xíoa/pons. The Prime Minister of 
India reaffirmed our po l i c y at tho spécial session of the United Nations devoted to 
disarna.ment, xdicn he said "Vfc are the only country xdiich has pledged not to manufacture 
or axquiro nuclea.r weapons even i f the rest of the xjorld did so. We solonnly 
reiterate that pledge before t h i s august Assembly." This has been the consistent 
policy of the Govornnent of India ever since xie embarked upon our programme for the 
u t i l i z a t i o n of nuclean- energy exclusively for peaceful purposes. Wo strongly believe 
i n the non-proliferation of nucloa.r xreapons. Hoxjovor, non-proliferation, as stated 
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i n paragraph 65 cf the Pin a l Docunent, involves ohlig-ations and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s on 
the part of both the nuclear-woapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States, the forner 
undortoJcing- to stop the nuclca.r o.rns race a,nd to achieve dis8,,rnanent by urgxsnt 
application of the neasuros outlined i n the F i n a l Docunent, and a l l States undertaking 
to prevent the spread of nuclear v/eapons. ¥e xiould strongly support a l l 
non-prolifera,tion nea,sures based on this approach. So fa r , non-proliferation nea,sures 
ha,ve attenpted to tackle only tho problen of horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n . We would l i k e 
to sec the nuclear-vreapon States vihich are cea-selessly caxrying on v e r t i c a l 
p r o l i f о rati o n put pji end, ел innediate end, to th e i r nuclear e.rns ra,ce and begin to 
reduce t h e i r nucloa.r arsenals. 

As roga.rds the poacoful uses of nuclca.r energy, ny delegation f u l l y subscribes 
to the princ i p l e s nentionod i n paragraph 68 of tho Fi n a l Docuncnt, na,aoly, that 
non-proliferation noasures should not jeopardize tho f u l l exercise of the inalienable 
rights of a l l States to apply and develop the i r progra.nnes for the peaceful uses of 
nuclear energy for ocononic a.nd so c i a l developnont i n confornity v/ith t h e i r 
p r i o r i t i e s , interests ajid needs. On the qiiestion of safeguards also, tho F i n a l 
Docunent has stated quite c l e a r l y that "international co-operation i n th i s f i e l d 
should be undor agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through tho 
International Atonic Energy Agency on a. non-discrininatory basis i n order to prevent 
e f f o c t i v e l y the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear vreapons". We would not accept a. systen of 
safeguards v/hich i s not applicable oqua.lly, on a non-discrininatory basis, to the 
nucloax a.ctivitics '^f both the nuclea,r-v/ea/P'^n and non-nuclear~wea.pon States. Tho 
position of India on a l l these questions cf safeguards, a.ccossion to HPT, etc., i s 
br.sod on principle and i s not dependent on the attitude of some other country. 

Tho СНАШУЬ'И; Docs any delegation wish to tako the floor? I f not, tho 
next plena.ry nooting of the Connitteo v / i l l bo held on Thursday, 5 A p r i l , at 10.30 a.n. 

I novf propose to convene the Ad Hoc Working Group osta.blished to consider 
questions r e l a t i n g to the provisional agenda, and progranne of work of the Connitteo 
innediately atter t h i s neeting, that i s , i n five ninutes. 

I decla.re the neoting ' closed. 

The noeting rose at 11.13 a..n. 
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The GHillRIl'JÎ (translated from French) ; I declare open the 
twenty-fifth plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The representatives of the following countries are on the l i s t of speakers 
for today; Czechoslovakia and tho Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. 

I note that we have among us today the distinguished representative of 
Czechoslovakia, His Excellency M l o s Vejvoda, Deputy Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s . 

Mr. Vejvoda i s well knoxm to us a l l . He was the representative of h i s 
country to a number of disarmament conferences, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, He i s also a member of the 
Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies which assist s the Secretary-General of the 
united Nations i n disarmament matters. His experience with the questions that the 
Coimnittee i s at present examining w i l l malee an important contribution to our 
deliberations. 

I now give the f l o o r to the Deputy Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of 
Czechoslovakia. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia); Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of my 
statement I vrould l i k e to greet yovi and a l l members of the reorganized 
Committee on Disarmament and to thank you for the opportunity offered to speak 
before t h i s important forum Vs^hich, as v/as confirmed by the United Nations 
General Assembly, bears the main international r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the elaboration 
of concrete and effective measures aimed at the cessation of the feverish arm race 
and at the urgently needed progress i n disarmament. In the past we have many 
times emphasized that Czechoslovakia attaches permanent significance to the vrork of 
the Committee on Disarmament and that i t has a continuous interest i n the increase 
of i t s effectiveness. Perrait me to confirm t h i s position of ours once more. 
Two years have already passed since my l a s t statement i n t h i s forum. I t i s 
necessary to say that changes have occurred i n the Committee during t h i s period. 
This year the Committee has met i n new conditions and embarked upon a nev; stage of 
i t s vrork. A stage vihich i s marked by po s i t i v e resolutions and recorimendations 
of the special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament which now should be gradually but as speedily as possible implemented. 
A stage which i s also marked by a number of new aspects, approaches and proposals 
confirming the constructive determination of most of the international coummiity 
to achieve success i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 
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Unfortunately, i t i s also a stage níáxKed Ъу the continuation of a feverish 
amanents race and growing ef f o r t s to frustrate positive developments i n the 
world. Л stage i n which — i n spite of the determination of nations to l i v e i n 
peace — we have Ъееп witnessing even nevr irresponsible m i l i t a r y adventures l i k e 
the invasion of China against the peaceloving Vietnamese people that has been 
condemned by the whole world. 

I t i s therefore not an exaggeration to say that the entire world expects 
t h i s Comi'-iittee, i n the very near future, to produce re a l measures for the cessation 
of the armaments dï-ive, for the reduction of stockpiles of wea,pons — and f i r s t of 
a l l weapons of mass destruction — and, generally, for the creation of conditions 
for approaching the goal of general and complete disarmament that has so far 
remained remote. 

As we have already said, we highly appreciate the fact that the delegation 
of Prance has also taken i t s place a,t the negotiation table of the Gormnittee. 
¥e believe that this step represents a s i g n i f i c a n t contribution to the increase of 
the international authority of the Committee and to the successful solution of 
the tasks confronting i t . However, especially i n the f i e l d of nuclear 
disarmament, the p a r t i c i p a l i o n of a l l f i v e States possessing nuclear weapons i n 
deliberations and i n the measures to be adopted i s a sine qua non of Sciccess. 
Therefore, the only one rem.aining nuclear-weapon Power vrhich, guided b;̂  i t s 
erroneous p o l i c y , s t i l l stands aside from the matter-of-fact deliberations and 
l i m i t s i t s e l f to statements v^ich do not say anything and do not bind ajiything, 
should express i t s ovm r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the preservation of peace, and also 
change i t s negative position on questions of disarmai-ient and participate i n the 
common endeavour. 

The present согягзе of the deliberations of the Committee, i t s r i c h and 
general discussion vrhich has brought out a number of s i g n i f i c a n t ideas, and the 
fact that the Coirumittee has successfully mana.ged to solve the basic organizational 
questions o f i t s vrork i n a new composition prove tha.t i t s memfDers a r e f u l l y avrare 
o f t i l l s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . The complicated discussion which l e d t o the elaboration 
o f nevr rules o f procedxD?e can serve as evidence of a serious approach and the deep 
int e r e s t of a l l delegations i n a generally-acceptable r e s u l t . I t i s also an 
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example of goodwill and constructiveness characterizing the f i r s t weeks of the 
délibérations. I would l i k e to express the conviction that this constructive and 
working s p i r i t w i l l also pre v a i l i n the future period just as i t prevailed i n the 
past. The rules of procedure adopted represent a good instrument to that effect. 

¥e thinlc that today i t i s important that the Committee should focus i t s main 
attention to the suhjoct-matter on the agenda, i n order to confirm i n practice 
the effectiveness of the changes that have been carried out. ¥e a l l know that 
time here does not work for us but against the objectives set i n the Declaration 
and i n the Progra'-ine of Action unanimously adopted a.t the special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The planned increase i n 
the armaments of some countries i s continuing according to information we receive 
every day and threatens the foundations of world peace and international détente 
that have been l a i d down. This i s why i t i s so urgently necessary to f i n d , 
through our j o i n t endeavours, 'speedy and effective means for the termination of 
th i s senseless, harmful and extremely dangerous waste of human and na.terial resources. 

Permit me to explain b r i e f l y the position of my Government on several major 
questions which, I sincerely hope, w i l l be on the agenda of the Coíaaittee. 

As has been confirmed by the conclusions of the special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament and by the discussion held 
during the t h i r t y - t h i r d regular session, the task that has undisputable p r i o r i t y 
not only i n the work of th i s CoimirLttee, but i n a l l international endeavours and 
deliberations devoted to disarmament as г. whole, i s that of slowing down and 
h a l t i n g the build-up of armaments i n the f i e l d of nuclear weapons — nuclear 
disarmament. The well-кпото proposals of the s o c i a l i s t countries, covering 
p r a c t i c a l l y a l l questions r e l a t i n g to th i s range of problems, continue to be topical 
and are on the agenda of th i s Coim-iittee as w e l l . I would l i k e to point out 
several aspects which, i n our opinion, are decisive i f we are to accomplish the 
task of achieving tangible progress i n this f i e l d . 

We a l l knov/ very well -what i s the present extent of nuclear arsenals. 
Czechoslovakia has therefore joined other s o c i a l i s t countries i n sponsoring the 
proposal submitted i n t h i s Cormaittee on steps to be taken i n deliberations on the 
termination of the production of a l l kinds of nuclear wea.,pons and on the gradual 
reduction of thei r stockpiles up to their conplete l i q u i d a t i o n . I t was a matter 
of pleasure for us to see the positive response with which the proposal was 



CD/PV.25 
8 

(l-ir. Ve.ivoda, Czechoslovakia) 

received Ъу some delegations i n the Committee. I t i s a simple and, assming 
good p o l i t i c a l w i l l i n p a r t i c u l a r on the part of a l l nuclear-xireapon States, also 
a f u l l y r e a l i s t i c proposal showing a suitable road towards an effective solution 
of this complicated and urgent question. On the basis of tho common objective of 
h a l t i n g production and Ixquidating stocks of nuclear weapons, i t c a l l s upon a l l 
the States concerned to f i n d methods for i t s concrete implementation and at the 
same time provides concrete ways for i t s r e a l i z a t i o n . Most of these ways are 
known to us and, for the most part, enjoy general support. Tiie value of t h i s 
proposal f u l l y corresponds to the fact that i t i s the f i r s t o f f i c i a l proposal i n 
the reorganized Coim-iittee on Disarmament, and I hope that i t w i l l pi"oducc positive 
r e s u l t s . Czechoslovalcia, though not a nuclear-weapon State, i s prepared, as one 
of i t s sponsors, to consider vrith attention and with every seriousness a l l further 
proposals, suggestions and comments i n this connexion. 

Tlie highly responsible, constructive and compromise approach of the Soviet Union 
has f a c i l i t a t e d progress i n the preparation of a treaty on the general and complete 
pro h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon tests. T r i p a r t i t e negotiations betvfeon the USSR, 
the United States and the United Kingdom on the preparation of the j o i n t draft of 
the text of the treaty are, as we f i r m l y believe, i n an advanced stage. We 
sincerely hope, as do a l l raembers of the Corjrd.ttee, that this draft w i l l be 
submitted for consideration to the Commttee at the e a r l i e s t possible time. 
Therefore, we c a l l upon a l l the nuclear-weapon States without exception to follow 
the constructive ottitude of the Soviet Urdon and thus contribute, i n a concrete 
manner, to a si t u a t i o n i n which this treaty i s not only worked out and submitted, 
but that i t becomes, i n an agreed and shortest possible period, universal as w e l l . 

As has been emphasized on many occasions, measures i n the f i e l d , of nuclear 
disarraaiaent must be accompanied by p o l i t i c a l as well as by international l e g a l 
measures for strengthening the security of States. The Soviet Union, i n 
co-operation with other countries, including the Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic, 
responding to the relevant appeal cf the special session of the United Nations 
General J-ssembly, therefore submitted to the General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - t h i r d session э. s i g n i f i c a n t proposal for the strengthening of guarantees of 
non-nuclear-weapon States and for the non-deployment of nucloa^r weapons on tlie 
t e r r i t o r y of States where they are not stationed so f a r . Tho support which v/as 
given to these proposals proves that they correspond to the broad endeavour for the 
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lessening and elimination of the r i s k of a nuclear c o n f l i c t . We firmly believe 
that the Conr.iittec on Disarmament w i l l use a l l i t s weight i n bringing about the 
necessary conditions foj? the elaboration of this treaty i n v/hich a l l nuclear-weapon 
Powers would provide jointly-agreed guarantees of security to a l l non-nuclear-weapon 
States on a non-discrimnatory basis. Me also hope that the Corxiittee v i i l l use a l l 
i t s influence to bring about the implementation of the resolution of the 
United nations General Assembly prohibiting deplo^Tient of nuclear v/ca.pons i n new 
t e r r i t o r i o s . 

In the recent period v.'e have often seen how quickly nev/ types of v/oapons are 
developed and put into production. V/e consider as p a r t i c u l a r l y dangerous the 
development of the new generation of nuclear v/eapons — tne so-called neuitron 
weapons. There can be no doubt that introduction of those v/ea.pons w i l l 
substantially increase the danger of a nuclear c o n f l i c t . One of the main tasks of 
the Corxiittee i n the nearest future should be a matter-of-fact consideration of tho 
j o i n t proposal of the s o c i a l i s t countries of lyiarch 197S and preparation of the 
concrete text of a treaty on the prohibition of neutron v/capons. 

The development of nuclear neutron weapons i s a clear example of v/here the 
world i s being l ed by the reluctance and lack of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l of those v/ho aro 
refusing to agree to the prohibition of tho development and production of novr typos 
of v/eapons of mass destruction and of now systems cf these weapons. There i s no 
room for any further delay. I>xi opinion has been expressed i n various forui.is — and 
we f u l l y agree with t h i s opinion — tha-t a fta?ther increase i n the m i l i t a r y potential, 
both q u a l i t a t i v e l y and quantitatively, leads to the point beyond v/hich i t v r i l l bo 
objectively too d i f f i c u l t to agree upon generally-acceptable measures for i t s 
l i n r l t a t i o n , reduction and elimination, including control measures. But the 
i n i t i a t i v e of the s o c i a l i s t countries proves that vre a„ro not scep t i c a l . 

We are of the opinion that the question of the complete prohibition and 
l i q u i d a t i o n of stockpiles of a l l t j j i e s of chemical weapons has already been 
s u f f i c i e n t l y and broadly discussed. VJo have been dealing with t h i s question f o r a, 
пиглЬег of yeaxs now v/ith the assistance of s c i e n t i f i c experts. There exists a vrhole 
range of proposals, including constructive and comprehensive proposals subnitted by 
the s o c i a l i s t countries. I would l i k e to express tho conviction that, after the 
submission of tho nevr j o i n t proposal i n the treaty prepared by the delegations of 
tho USSR and the United States, the Conmittee v / i l l be able, on the basis of i t s past 
experience, to consider this proposal i n a constructive manner and to eiqpress 
general agreement v/ith i t . 
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ЛЬ the l a s t neeting of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative Committee of the 
Warsaw Treaty the s o c i a l i s t States declared, ai:iong other things, that they "are 
prepared to hold negotiations on a l l aspects of the problen of the ternination of 
the feverish arnanents ra,ce, including those on which no negotiationo are so far 
being held, both on the European and. world-v/ide scale, i n r e l a t i o n to i n d i v i d u a l 
regions or to the whole pla,net. There docs not exist any type of arnaxiont which the 
s o c i a l i s t countries represented at the meeting would not be propa.red to l i m i t or 
reduce on the basis of s t r i c t observance of the p r i n c i p l e of undiminished security 
of any side." 

The s o c i a l i s t countries do not relax i n the i r i n i t i a t i v e . After reservations 
had been nade regarding their proposal of 1976 — c a l l i n g upon the signatory States 
of the F i n a l Act of the Helsinlci Conference to undertalce not to be the f i r s t to use 
nuclear vreapons against each other — because i t was claimed that this would 
allegedly increase the pr o b a b i l i t y of the use of conventional weapons, the 
Soviet Union, as i t i s well known to the members of tlrls Connittee, recently car.ie 
out with another i n i t i a t i v e , which the Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic f u l l y supports, 
and which talces into consideration these concorns. The proposed connitnent not 
to be the f i r s t to use either nuclear or conventional weapons would, i n faxt, 
amount to tho conclusion of a.n all-European nor,-aggrcssion pact. 1/e f i r n l y believe 
that t i l l s proposal w i l l not only provide an inpulse to the search for now reasons 
hov/ to refuse i t , but üiiat i t v / i l l bring concrete positive r e s u l t s . 

The s o c i a l i s t countries, including the CzechoslovaJc S o c i a l i s t Republic, w i l l 
never give up e f f o r t s to strengthen peace and safeguard the equaJ security of a l l , 
based on the systematic reduction of arnanents, accumulated m l i t a r y arsenals and 
on the achievement of general and complete disarmament vmder s t r i c t and effective 
international control. This i s a.n ob.jective xi/hich fron day to day gains nore and 
more supporters, and therefore i t s achievement .is and should be possible. The 
Committee on Disarmaiaent v / i l l undoubtedly be pracoeding along a complicated and 
demanding road. The atmosphère here assures ne that a l l monbers of the Conmittee, 
and above a l l the four nuclear-weapon Powers v/ho participate i n i t s v/ork, v / i l l do 
t h e i r best to a t t a i n this objective. I v/ish you nuch success i n your endeavour. 
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E T , ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
Russian); Permit me, líe. Chairman, to take advantage of t h i s opportunity to 
express to you my best wishes. Although Belgiumi i s a new member of the Committee 
on Disarmament, i t s role i n disarmament questions i s well knoxm. ¥e hope that 
under your chairmanship the Committee w i l l make considerable progress i n the 
solution of the questions before i t . Alloxj me to wish you every success i n your 
work as Chairman. 

At the same time I should l i k e to express a few words of thanks to 
Ambassador Thomson, the representative of A u s t r a l i a , under whose guidance we 
worked during the past month. ¥e note with s a t i s f a c t i o n his considerable efforts 
and the valuable contribution he made to the work of the Committee. 

The Soviet delegation vrould also l i k e to associate i t s e l f v/ith the welcome 
addressed to Ambassador Summerhayes of the United Kingdom vrho i s new among us and 
to Kamanda V/a Kamanda, the distinguished Ambassador of Zaire. I should s i m i l a r l y 
l i k e to v/elcome our good friend №los Vejvoda, the Deputy Minister for Foreign 
A f f a i r s of Czechoslovakia, whose statement we have just heard v/ith great interest. 

Today the Soviet delegation intends to dwell once again on the proposal of 
the s o c i a l i s t States concerning negotiations on ending the production of a l l types 
of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been 
completely destroyed (document CD/4 of 1 February 1979)» There i s no need to 
repeat that t h i s i s a problem of the highest p r i o r i t y i n the contemporary world. 
¥e are therefore s a t i s f i e d that i t has talcen the place which b e f i t s i t on the 
Committee's agenda and hope that i t w i l l also be suitably reflected i n the 
Committee's programme of work. 

Even at t h i s point there i s every reason to affirm that document CD/4 

submitted by the Soviet delegation j o i n t l y with the d.elegations of other s o c i a l i s t 
States has met with considerable interest i n the ComjTiittee. 

A number of delegations have v/elcomed our proposal, r i g h t l y pointing out 
that i t represents the p r a c t i c a l implementation of decisions of both the 
special session devoted to disarmament and the t h i r t y - t h i r d regulajr session of 
the General Assembly. 

¥c thanlc the delegations of Cuba, Romania, Ethiopia, India, Sv/eden, Pakistan 
and other countries for supporting ovx proposals. 

Unfortunately,, however, not a l l delegations have adopted a positive attitude 
to document CD / 4 . At one of the Committee's previous meetings on 29 March, the 
delegation of the United States made a statement whose meaning bo i l s down to a 
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complete denial of the necessity for negotiations on nuclear disarmament. It also 
contains -a series of judgements concerning document CD/4 with which"we cannot i n 
any way agree. Allow me therefore to discuss t h i s statement'in somexíhat greater 
d e t a i l . 

Although the United States representative recognized i n his statement that the 
s o c i a l i s t countries' proposal has "some s u p e r f i c i a l attractions", he also asserted 
that i t f a i l s to take into accoimt a пглпЪег of important factors, and i n par t i c u l a r , 
the question of the security interests of the participants i n the negotiations. In 
the United States delegation's viow, document CD/4 "addresses the problem of nuclear 
disarmament with no evident consideration given to v;hat effect the elimination of 
thi s class of weapons alone [nuclear weapons] x-rould have'on the security of States". 

In his statement, Ambassador Pisher emphasized that to give (as a result of 
nuclear disarmament) "considerable advantage to States that possess large arsenals 
of other classes of vreapons" i s absolutely inadmissible. V/e can f u l l y agree vrith 
t h i s statement, ¥e regard the prin c i p l e of non-impairment of the sec-ority interests 
of the parties as one of the fundamentals of negotiations on arms reduction and 
disarmament and, of course, questions of nuclear disarmament, IVhat has document CD/4 

to say on th i s subject? Allovr me to refer f i r s t of a l l to i t s preamble, v-rhich states 
that "Agreement on t h i s important problen can be reached only provided there i s 
s t r i c t observance of the pr i n c i p l e of the i n v i o l a b i l i t y of the security of States", 

Furthermore, the s o c i a l i s t countries emphasize i n t h e i r document that s "The 
elaboration and implementation of measures i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmanent 
should be buttressed by tho p a r a l l e l strengthening of p o l i t i c 1 and international 
leg a l guarantees of the security of States", In what manner, by v/hat concrete 
measures, to what extent? A l l these questions, of cours'e, can be solved only i n 
the course of the negotiations themselves, taking into account the interests of 
both nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-woapon States. 

Lastly, i n the "Stages' of negotiations" section of docoment CD /4 , i t i s pointed 
out that "Tho degree of pa r t i c i p a t i o n of indiv i d u a l nuclear States i n measures at 
each stage should be determined taking into account the quantitative and qualitative 
importance of the ex i s t i n g arsenals of the nuclear-vreapon States and of other States 
concerned". I would emphasize the word "arsenals" i n t h i s connexion. The point 
at issue i s not only nuclear arsenals but t o t a l m i l i t a r y arsenals, including 
conventional weapons, vrhose importance — as v-ras r i g h t l y noted by the United States 
representative i n his statement — i s indeed of considerable significance i n 
guaranteeing security. 
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Thus our proposals are based ent i r e l y on the need to take into account the 
e x i s t i n g balance of forces i n tho world today and on the principle of non-impairraont 
of the security of the partios. 

Another elem nt which, i n the United jtates delegation' view, i s allegedly 
i n s u f f i c i e n t l y reflected i n the proposal of the s o c i a l i s t countries i s "the need 
to proceed i n careful stages towards the ultimate goal". This assertion, too, i s 
inapplicable to document CD/4. Indeed, t h i s docijment states? "Tho cessation of the 
prociuction, the reduction a,nd destruction of nuclear weapons should be carried out 
by stages on a mutually acceptable and agreed basis. The content of measures at 
each stage may be decided by agreement among the participants i n the negotiations". 
Thereby i t i s emphasized that every measure and every stage must be carried out 
within established time-limits and that the t r a n s i t i o n to the next stage must 
follow the implementation of the measures provided for i n the previous stage. 

The United States delegation's t h i r d point concerning questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s also, i n our view, unfounded. Ambassador Fishor stated that "there i s l i t t l e 
evidence that the sponsors of CD/4 have given much thought to the v e r i f l a b i l i t y 
of t h e i r proposal". The sponsors of the document had no intention of proposing any 
s p e c i f i c v e r i f i c a t i o n systems at tho present stage, but simply indicated that 
"agreement should also be reached on the necessary v e r i f i c a t i o n measures". I should 
l i k e to state once again that ending the production of nuclear weapons and completely 
destroying them vill unquestionably c a l l for an effective v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 
Questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n are an extremely important element of any agreement i n the 
sphere of disarmament. Experience of negotiations on disarmament i n recent years 
shows that obstacles connected v/ith tho v e r i f i c a t i o n of the fulfilment of 
obligations which previously appeared to bo insurmountaublo can bo overcome, given 
the goodwill of the participants i n negotiations. Sufficient ex-oerionce has been 
accumulated i n t h i s respect — and here I cannot r e f r a i n from mentioning the Soviet-
United States negotiations on various disarmament questions — and there can be no 
doubt that i t v ; i l l be developed further. 

Thus the United States rer^resentative's assertion that the s o c i a l i s t countries 
are allegedly moving av/ay from the agreed pri n c i p l e s of I96I does not, therefore — 
as I believe I have been able to demonstrate — correspond to r e a l i t y . 

The United States representative f-urther asserted that document CD/4 "takes no 
account of the stages that have already been recognized", i n part i c u l a r , the Soviet-
United States SALT negotiations, the negobiations on the cessation of nuclear weapon 
tests, and ûo fo r t h . Yet i n the "Other negotiations" section of the docmiient i t i s 
stated i n black and white that "The preparation and conduct of the negotiations on 
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ending the production of nuclear weapons and destroying them should not be to the 
detriment of the current b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on various aspects 
of the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclea,r e.rm_8jnonts, including strategic armaments". 

Л few words с л yet another so-called "flaw" which tho United States 
representative detected i n the proposal of tho socio.list countries, and I am r e f e r r i n g 
to China's participation i n the proposed negotiations. 

Ambassa,dor Pisher said that tho sponsors of dociam.ent CD// "contradicted 
themselves i n regard to tho necessity for Chinóse participa,tion i n the proposed 
negotiations". Allegedly, "they say thet we should noxr make plans for negotiations 
on disarmament without the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of China". 

Wo should l i k e to explain our position once more i n connexion with t h i s 
a llegation. We consider that there cannot bo nuclear disarma,ment without the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-vreapon Powers, including, of coiurse, China. A l l the 
nuclear-vreapon Powers i/ithout exception must participate i n the future negotiations, 
othorviise such negotiations lose t h e i r meaning. It i s desirable, and I emphasize 
the vrord desirable, that a l l tho nuclear-vreapon States as vrell as a certain number 
of non-nuclear-vreapon States should participate i n the preparatory consultations 
as vrell. But, i n view of the fact that China i s not yet represented i n the Committee 
on Disarmament, we see no grounds for postponing the consultations solely for t h i s 
reason. In order to create more favourable conditions for tho solution of 
organizational problems, vre have зЬож a certain ajaount of f l e x i b i l i t y and have 
stated, as i s laioxm, that although the Cormiitteo on Disarnanont i s , i n our view, the 
most suitable forum for the preparation and cond.uct of negotiations, vre are prepared 
to examine alternative methods vihich night ensuj?c the partic^nation i n the 
preparatory consultations as vrell of a l l the nuclear-vreapon Powers, including 
China, from the very outset. W a,re oreparcd to examine this point. Thus 
docujnent CD/4 did not envisage — as v/as a,ffirnod by th^ United States representative 
i n his statement — "making plans for negotiations v/ithout the participation of 
China". 

imd, l a s t l y , tho idea which the United States representative developed 
throughout his statement, to the effect that the s o c i a l i s t coimtries' proposal 
i s " u n r e a l i s t i c " . V/hat can bo said concerning t h i s point? The proposal of the 
s o c i a l i s t countries corresponds s t r i c t l y to the provisions of the Pinal Document 
of the special session devoted to disarmament and to resolution 32/7I П of the 
United Nations General Assembly. Is i t the United States delegation's viev/ that 
those documents, too, can bo c a l l e d "-onrealistic"? 
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(Иг. Issraelyan, USSR) 
The sponsors of document CD/4 proceeded from the premise that the time has 

come to translate the appeals of the United Nations, into the lang.uage ,of p r a c t i c a l 
solutions, f a i l i n g v/hich these appeals v r i l l remain empty vrcrds. 

In t h i s connexion I should l i k e to draxr attention once again to the declaration 
made hy the President of the United States of imeriea vrhich i s included i n 
resolution 33/91 C. In i t , the President of the United States said, i n p a r t i c u l a r ; 
"On a reciprocal hasis гге are v r i l l i n g пом to reduce them [he vras referring to 
nuclear v.roapons] hy 10 per cent, 20 per cent or even 50 per cent". I should-like 
to dravr attention to the word "nou". The question arises f o r us at least; hovr 
else can the goal of vrhich President Carter spoke be attained i f negotiations are 
not started? 

In our opinion, the United States representative's statement demonstrates the 
need for active discussion of the question-of nuclear disarmament, as only a broad 
exchange of vievrs can resolve the doubts and questions vrhich arose, say, f o r the 
United States delegation, and c l a r i f y the position of States and, f i r s t and foremost, 
that of the nuclear-weapon States, i n respect of nuclear disarmament. 

V/e c a l l for a businesslike discussion of the proposal f o r the ending of the 
production of nuclear vreapons and t h e i r complete destruction, and we count upon the 
active and vrell-intentioned co-operation of a l l delegations i n the Committee on 
Disarmament, vrithout exception, i n t h i s matter. 

V/e s h a l l continue to l i s t e n vrith interest to any observations and any comments 
l i k e l y to bring us closer to the goal vrhicli has been proclaimed i n the P i n a l 
Document of the special session of the General Assembly tha^. vre unanimously welcomed. 

The CHAIMAN (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union for his statement. 

I also vrish to thank him for the very kind words he addressed to my country 
and also f o r the good vrishes he extended to Belgium i n ass-uming the chairmanship 
and our place i n t h i s Committee. V/e are simply trying to make a modest contribution 
to the work of the Committee. 

Does any delegation vrish to take the floor? 
If not, I novr propose to convene the Ad hoc V/orking Group established to 

consider questions r e l a t i n g to the provisional agenda and programme of work of the 
Committee immediately a f t e r t h i s meeting. 

I suggest that the plenary meeting should be suspended and that i t should be 
resumed a f t e r the meeting of the V/orking Group. 

I f there i s no objection, I therefore declare the plenary meeting suspended. 
The meeting vras suspended at 11.45 a.m. and resumed at 12.10 p.m. 
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The СНАШ'ШТ (translated from French); I declare open the plenary meeting 
of the Committee. 

I would inform you that the following decisions have been recommended by the 
Working Group for adoption by the Committee. 

1. The closure of the f i r s t part of the Committee's annual session v / i l l be 
scheduled for 2? A p r i l 1979. 

2. I t i s decided to cancel the plenary meeting of the Committee that v;as to 
be held on 12 A p r i l 1979-

I f there i s no objection I declare these decisions adopted. 
It vras so decided. 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French); As you a l l knov/ I am leaving 
Geneva t h i s v/eek-end. /unbassador Noterdaeme v / i l l assvme the chairmanship as from 
next v/eek. 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportvmity to thank you f o r your valuable 
co-operation during my very b r i e f stay i n Geneva. It v/as of pa r t i c u l a r interest to 
me as I v/as able to see former colleagues again and to follov/ your deliberations on 
a question as important as that of disarmament. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee v r i l l be held on Tuesday, 10 A p r i l , at 
10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 12.13 p.m. 
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PRESEUT AT THE TABLE 

Al g e r i a ; 

Argentina. : 

Aus t r a l i a ! 

Belgium; 

B r a z i l : 

Bulgaria; 

Burma ; 

Ganad a ; 

Cuba; 

Gzechoslovakia! 

Egypt ; 

Ethiopia; 
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i i r . A. BENSIÍAIL 

]>îr. A.N, MOLTENI 
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Fix. G. VAN DUYSE 
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Mr. P. VOUTOV 
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Mr. J.T. ЗЛ'ШШ 
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Mr. M. R&ZEIC 
Mr. V. TYLNER 
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Mr. T. TËPuREPE 

Mr. P. DE LA GORGE 
Mr. BENOIT D'ABOVILIE 



CD/PV.26 

Germen Démocratie Fiepublic; 

Germany, Federal Bepublic of s 

Hungary ! 

India; 

Indonesia; 

Iran ; 

I t a l y ; 

Jo.pan ; 

К е д у а ; 

lîexico; 

I-Iongolia; 

Morocco ; 

Netherland s : 

Mr. G. PERDER 
Ib?. S. Ш Ы 
Ilr. И. GPJiCZYIiSIŒ 

i l r . G. PFEIFFER 

Mr. M. DOIIQKOS 
Mr. C. GYÔEFFY 

Mr. C.R. а ш с л ш т 
liT. a.T. DEVARE 
Mr. 3. SViBHARlfAL 

Mr. C. ANli/iR 31HI 
Mr. I. DAIMIK 

Mr. M. FARTASH 
Ibr. D. CHILATY 

Mr. H. DI BERNARDO 
Mr. M. MORENO 
Yix. C. PaiTESCHI 

l l r . M. OGIbO 
Mr. T. NONOYAMA 
Mr. R. ISHII 

Ibr. G.N. 1ГОЖи 

Mr. A. GARCIA ROBLES 

X-'hr. D. ERDSIIBILCG 
№ . L. ERDE№CHHLTJUN 

Ib.-. M. PJjniALI 
Mr. M. CmiAIBI 

Ibr. R.H. FEIN 
№ . A.J. MEERBÜRG 
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Иг. О. Ж Е Ж Л 
Иг. К. AHf̂ IED 
Иг. Т. ОШЮКО 

Mr. H. КШШ 

Poland s 

Romania! 

S r i Lanlca. s 

Sweden : 

Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics ; 

Mr. B. SUJKA 
Mr. B. RUSSIN 

Mr. C. EHE 
Mr. V. TUDOR 

Mr. T. ПСХЕЗСЛШ 

Miss M.L. М С А М Т Ш Ш 

Mr. C. LIDG/iED 

Mr. L. HORBERG 
Mr. S. SlROI-ffiiiCK 

Mr. V.L. ISSRACLYAF 
Mr. Y.K. NAZARKIN 
Mr. A.I. TIOUREffiiOV 
Mr. Yu.V. KOSTEMICO 
Mr. M.G. ANTIUKHIN 

United Kingdom; Mr. D.M. SDMMDRKIÏES 
Fur. P.M.V. FRANCIS 
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United States of America 

Venezuela s 

Yugoslavia; 

Zaïre ; 

1-îr. A . S . FISH:E 
I lr . G . FLOlffllffilJE 

H r . A . AE/lLOVSICY 

L r . И. DAAGY 

l i r . i : . L . SAHCKES 

bis. B . KILLIAiî 

l i r s. 2. /iPuËITSBDEGEÎl 

lîr. G , GHOGIÏCK 

I i r . A . K . lAYLBAKi iAT 

l i r . D . DJOiaC 

l i r . ICMiÂlffiA \/A KAiiAîffiA 

l i r . H. JTaLGHGAHDUSU 
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The CI-UvIRI''iA.bT (translated' from Frenohy ; I'ly dea.r collea.gues, 'before vxe 

proceed with our a.genda, I should l i k e ' to say a few words i n my persona.l capo.city. 

You knoxf that la.rt xraek I \ras deta.ine'd b;_- other duties hero i n Geneva., a.nd I wish 

to t e l l you tha.t I a.m most happy t'o be a.raong you once a.ga.in a.nd intend to do 

everything xrithin my modest mea.ns to help ndva.nce the work of our Committee as 

much a,s possible , Tha.t boing sa.id, the l i s t of spea.kers for toda.y includes the 

representa.tives of Ilongolio, Bra.z i l and I.iigeria. 

I now give the f l o o r to .âmbassa.dor Erdembileg, the dist inguished 

representa.tive of ilongolio-. 

Hr. EEDEI-ffilLEG (Hongolia.) (tra.nsla.tcd from Russia.n) ; The Lrongolia,n 

delega.tion congra.tiila.tes you, Ыг. Cha.irman, on a.ssuning the o f f ice of Cha.irman 

of our Committee for the month of A p r i l , a.nd expresses the hope tha.t under your 

cha.irmanship the Committee w i l l , diiring the time remaining f o r the f i r s t pa.rt of 

the work of the current session, a.ccomplish useful work i n exa.mining the s p e c i f i c 

issues before i t . Me a.lso x.dsh to express our thanlcs to your predecessor, 

Amba.ssa.dor Thomson of A-o.stralia, who exerted ma.ximum ef forts i n connexion with 

the a,doption of an a.greed a.genda, f o r t h i s yea.r's session of the Committee, 

In my sta.tement toda.y I should lilce once more to re fer to the question of 

negotia,tions on ending tho production of a . l l types of nuclea.r wea.pons a.nd 

gra.dua.llj'- reducing t h e i r s tockpi les u n t i l they ha.ve been completely destroyed. 

As i s knov.'n, t h i s question x.ra.s submitted f o r i n c l u s i o n i n the Committee's 

a„genda. on the i n i . , i a t i v e of the socia . l is t countries, includ^-ng Mongolia., a.nd i s 

conta,ined i n document CD/4 of 1 Pebrua.ry 1979. 

In my previou.s sta.tement I had the opportunity b r i e f l y to describe the 

motives by which Hongolia wa.s guided i n submitting tha.t document j o i n t l y irith 

other s o c i a l i s t countries. 

I t i s genera.lly recognized tha,t, i n the context of disa.rma.ment problems a.s 

a whole, primary im.porta.nce i s attached to the cessa.tion of the nuclea.r a.rms race 

a.nd to nuclear disarma.ment. And t h i s i s per fec t ly n a t u r a l . The nuclear wea.pon 

as a. wea.pon of mass destruction which, from the time of i t s f i r s t appea.ra.nce, has 

been considera.bly developed from both a. qualita.tive a.nd c;ua,ntita.tive sta,ndpoint, 

toda.y represents the greatest threa.t to ma.nlcind, since i t has the ca.pacity to 

destroy a. l l l i f e on ea.rth ma.ny times over. 

http://disa.rma.ment
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(¡ir. Erdembileg, Hongolia) 

The eflor-ts of peoples directed touardñ the cchieveaenl of rea.l aeasures i n 
the disarmament sphere a.rc meeting \:ith cppoeition from those who are creating 
s i g n i f i c a n t obctacles on the path of the cessation of the nnolear arms race and 
nuclea.r disarmamxnt. Hegotiations on this question are s t i l l not fullj'- laider \ray. 
The deferment of th i s issue seriouel.y affects the interests of r l l peoples. 

Precisely because thoy are (j-aiaed bj- the noble objectives cf strengthening-
universal veace, tho s o c i a l i s t C'-iintries ho.vo ccLie for\.rard x l t h a new in i t i a . t i v e 
to begin negotiati :)п,=: on enciing tho production of n-acler,.r l'eapcns and on their 
complete destraction. Me аз-е f u l l y алгаге that t h i s recess w i l l not take place 
a l l at once and cannot ha.ve a r i g i d tine-frame, and that i t nuet take placo i n 
stages, with consideration being given at particulai- st3.;;̂ es of the negotia.tions 
to various a.spects connected with qualita.tive and c-aantitative limita.tions u n t i l 
a l l types of nuclear i/oapcns, as well as the means of t h e i r delivery, ha.ve been 
completely destroyed. 

The sponsors of docujnent СЪ/л take f u l l account of this important clement. 
In the special section e n t i t l e d "Stages of negotiations" i t i s clea.rly and 
e x p l i c i t l y stated that the cessation of the production, the reduction and the 
destruction of nuclear weapons should be carried out by sta.ges on a. n-atually 
acceptable and agreed basis. Tho extent to which such reduction x.dll be carried 
out should be decided by a.greement among the pa.rticipants i n the negotiations. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries have always been and s t i l l ore i n favour of agreed 
and mutually-a.cceptable measures i n the disa.mament sphere. They have never 
sought and do not seek u n i l a t e r a l advanta.ges. After a l l , almost a l l the 
treaties and a.greements which hr.ve been concluded so f o r i n the f i e l d of 
disa.rma.mont, as well as tho constructive proposals submitted i n the past vrhich 
novr form the subject of b i l a t e r a l and multila.tera.l negotia.tions, are on the vrhole 
in i t i a , t i v e s of the countries of the s o c i a l i s t comm.unity. 

Me have a.lvra.ys proceeded from the view that the p r i n c i p l e of non-in.pa.irment 
of the security of a l l the pa.rtieo should be tho funâ_a.m.enta.l pr i n c i p l e of 
negotia.tions at o.ll sta.ges. Only the oti-ict observa.ncc of this p r i n c i p l e , 
reinforced by p o l i t i c o . l v r i l l , can contribute to a. hasinesslike examina.tion cf the 
problem and to guara.nteeing the success of negotia.tions i n so complex and a.rduous 
a.n a.rea. of disarmament a.s that of nuclear dioarraa.ment. 

http://disa.rma.mont
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(lîr. ErdemMleg, Mongolia) 

In t h i s connexion I should l i k e , d i r e c t l y and franJcly, to ext)ress our 
disagreement u i t h the argument of tho representative of the United States who, 
speaking i n the ^jramittee recently, said that the proposal presented i n 
docuBient CD//̂  addresses the prohlemi of nuclea.r disarmament \rith no consideration 
given to xrhat effect the elimination of t h i s class of weapons alone would have 
on the security of States. 

As one of the sponsors of docujnont CD/^, the Mongolian delegation would 
l i k e to emphasize that this docunent i n no \'sy preclucies other b i l a t e r a l a.nd 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on various aspects of the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear 
arma.ments, including strategic arma,ments, and also does not impede the 
achievement of b i l a t e r a l or m u l t i l a t e r a l agreements on the l i m i t a t i o n or • 
destruction of a.ny nuclear arma.mentc on a mutually agreed basis. ITor does our 
document preclude conducting negotiations on va.rious other tyjoes of wea.pons. 

Due attention i s also given i n document СЪ/4 to the necessa.ry verifica.tion 
measures, which should be agreed at a s p e c i f i c stage of the negotiations. 

Another important element contained i n document CD/4 i s that of the 
indispensable participa.tion i n the negotiations of a.ll nu.clea.r-\;ea.pon Sta.tes 
without exception. 

In admitting tho p o s s i b i l i t y of embarking upon an exchange of views on the 
matter under consideration i n t h i s Committee without the participa.tion of China, 
the sponsoi-s of document CD/4 do not i n the least depa.rt from t h e i r firm position 
and do not contradict themselves, as certain persons i n t h i Committee would l i k e 
to suggest. Ue are saying quite unambiguously that the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
nuclear-weapon States, including China, i n negotiations on nuclear disarraa.ment 
i s essentia.l from the oatset. 

As we understand i t , an exchange of vlei^s on the question contained i n 
document CD/4 has, i n ef f e c t , alrea.d-у begun i n the Committee on Disarma.ment, 
from vrhich China, i s s t i l l a.bsent although a vrorking place on the Committee ha,s 
been set a.side f o r i t s representatives from the very beginning of the Committee's 
current session. 

file:///rith
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The Mongolian delegation i s i n favour of continuing, i n an effective ma,nner, 
prepa.ratory consultations so a.s to f a . c i l i t a t e the sta.rt of pra.ctical negotia,tions 
on t h i s urgent issue. 

At the sa.me time we are, however, obliged to voice our concern i n connexion 
with the new actions being undertaken by the opponents of disarma.ment. China.'s 
r-uling c i r c l e s , who recently provoked a.n aggressive war a.ga.inst t h e i r southern 
neighbour, s o c i a l i s t Viet ITcm, have recently committed an unfriendly act aga.inst 
t h e i r northern neighbour, the Soviet Union, by i ; n i l a t e r a l l y deciding to denounce 
the Treaty of friendship, a.llia.nce a.nd mutual assista,nce between the People's 
Republic of China and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. 

The attitude of the Government of the Mongolian People's Republic to t h i s 
decision by Peking i s quite c l e a r l y sta.ted i n the decla.ration of the I'linistry of 
Foreign A f f a i r s of Mongolia dated 5 A p r i l 1979- The Mongolian People's Republic, 
a.s an Asia.n s o c i a l i s t Sta.te a.nd immediate neighbour of China, the chauvinistic 
p o l i c y of whose Government i n respect of our country i s well knovm to world 
public opinion, considers that cessa.tion of the v a l i d i t y of the Soviet-Chinese 
Treaty on the i n i t i a . t i v e of the Chinese side runs counter to the interests of 
strengthening pea.ce a.nd security i n Asia, and the Far Ea.st. China's present 
lea.dership bea.rs the f u l l vreight of the consequences of t h i s a.ct a,nd ha.s f u l l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r i t before i t s ovm people. 

In our vievi, the negative attitude of some, not so much to p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n 
the viork of the Committee on Disa.rmament as, i n general, tc problems of disarma.ment 
a.nd the a,ttempts by others to block efforts i n the Committee a.imed at a.chiieving 
genera.l agreement to begin negotia,tions on ending the production of miclea,r 
vreapons a.nd completely destroying them ca.nnot i n any vray promote progress i n 
the ca.use of disa.rmament. 

The sponsors of document CD/4, duly taking into acco-'ont differences i n the 
l e v e l of the a.rsenal3 of some nuclea.r-v/eapon Povrers, provide f o r a. different 
degree of participa.tion of nuclea.r-vreapon States i n mea.sures a.t ea,ch sta.ge, 
v/hich w i l l be determined ta,king into a.ccount the quantita.tive a.nd qua,lita.tive 
importance of the e x i s t i n g a.rsenals of the nuclea.r-wea.pon Sta.tes and of other 
Sta.tes concerned. I t i s , of course, most important to ma.ke sure tha.t the 
e x i s t i n g ba,la,nce i n the f i e l d of nuclea.r strength should rema.in undisturbed a.t 
a l l sta.ges, v/ith the l e v e l s of nuclear strength being consta.ntly reduced. 

http://nuclea.r-wea.pon
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(l - i r . Erdembileg, Mongolia) 

In conclusion, I should lilce to observe once more that the Committee on 
Disarmament i s the most suitable forum for conducting such negotiations. It has both 
tho competence and s u f f i c i e n t experience i n this v i t a l l y important sphere. 

Such are some of the Mongolian delegation's considerations i n connexion with the 
examination i n the Committee of the document submitted j o i n t l y by the group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries, 

Ve f u l l y associate ourselves with the statement by .limbassador Issraelyan of the 
Soviet Union i n whxch he appealed to the Committee to give businesslike consideration 
to the proposal f o r negotiations on ending the production 'of a l l types of nuclear 
weapons and gra.dua,]ly reducing the i r stockpiles u n t i l they ha,ve been completely 
destroyed. 

The CHAIRMt'd'T (translated from Erench); I thank the distinguished representative 
of Mongolia f o r his kind remarks. 

I now give the f l o o r to Mr. Celso de Ouro Prête, the distinguished 
representative of B r a z i l , 

Mr. CELSO DE OURO PRETO (Braz i l ) (translated from French)s I wish f i r s t of a l l , 
Mr- Chairman, to congratulate you on your chairmanship, Vfe are a l l aware of 
Belgium's interest i n disarmament issues and we are sure that, during your term of 
o f f i c e , our Committee vlll again be able to malee a,ppreciable progress i n carrying out 
i t s prograjmne of work, I should also l i l c e , through you, to address a fe\; vrords to 
the Amba-ssador of A u s t r a l i a . His dedication to the task entrusted to him and the 
s k i l l and diplomacy he displayed i n the course cf the delicate negotiations which 
took place during his term of offi c e aroused our profound admiration. 

The group of non-aligned and neutral countries knovm as the Croup of 21 has 
alvj-iys f e l t that the Committee on Disarmament should give high p r i o r i t y to the 
question of chemical vreapons. Three draft conventions on this subject have already 
been submitted to the old CCD. B i l a t e r a l negotiations between the United States and 
the Soviet Union have been held on this question since 1976, The United Nations 
General Assembly has repeatedly emphasized the importance of the problem of chemical 
weapons. The F i n a l Document of the tenth special session and resolutions 33/59 and 
33/71? to c i t e only the most recent ones, are 'very clear.' We note, hox/ever, that 
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(l-ír, Celso de Puro Pre to, B r a z i l ) 

m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the question, of chemical weapons have not yet begun. 
That is why I have the honour to introduce, on behalf of the Group of 2 1 , a proposal 
to establish an â , hoc working group, open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l member 
States of the Committee, with a view to elaborating a draft convention on the 
pr o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and 
t h e i r destruction. The Group of 21 believes that negotiations x/ithin the Committee 
on Disarmament may proceed in p a r a l l e l with the b i l a t e r a l contacts which have 
already taken place on the chemical weapons issue. The most recent resolutions 
adopted by the General Assembly affirm that the Committee need not avrait the 
conclusion of these b i l a t e r a l contacts before i t embarks upon negotiations i t s e l f . 
The ad hoc group proposed would have as basic texts for i t s work the draft treaties 
and working papers already pi-esented both to the CCD and the Committee. A text 
containing the proposal of the Group of 21 has been distributed. The Group of 21 

i s propared to hold consultations with other delegations i n order to set up as soon 
as possible, the ad hoc working group whose establishment would demonstrate i n a 
concrete manner the Committee's desire to embark upon the disarmament negotiations 
which the international community expects from i t . 

The CHAIRM/iN (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of B r a z i l for his kind remarks addressed to the Chair. 

I now wish to give the f l o o r to xlmbassador Ade n i j i , the distinguished 
representative of Nigeria. 

Иг. JUDENIJI (Nigeria)S Before I share the immediate thoughts of my delegation 
on the important proposal contained in. document CD/4, allow me f i r s t of a l l to 
express our congratulations to you and to your country, since this is'the f i r s t time 
I am speaking under your chairmanship. ¥e are conscious of the important 
contribution which Belgium can m.ake to our negotiations, and we remain confident 
that the Committee on Disarmament will шаке s i g n i f i c a n t progress under your 
leadership. 

My delegation recognizes the proposal i n the working paper CD/4 as a positive 
proposal. There i s universal consensus on the importance and urgent necessity for 
nuclear d.isarmament. Paragraph 45 of "the programme of action of the P i n a l Document 
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of the tenth special session c l e a r l y a l l o t e d the highest p r i o r i t y to nuclear 
disarmament. That paragraph, taken together with the paragraphs that immediately 
follow i t , underline the views of the г/orld community with regard to the urgency of 
nuclear disarmament. This was not a new-found vioi; inspired hy the solemnity of the 
f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. 

¥e can a l l , including those of us who г/еге not members of the United Hâtions at 
the time, r e c a l l that the unanimous f i r s t resolution of the United na,tions 
General Assembly was that atomic, namely, nuclear, weapons should be eliminated from 
national arsenals ; and more important at this juncture, the reasons which motivated 
that unanimous f i r s t resolution are s t i l l v a l i d and even more urgent today. Thus for 
t h i r t y - f o u r years international opinion has remained consistent in i t s demand for 
urgent action on nuclear disarmament. V/e also believe that tho possession of 
nuclear arsenals, whatever else i t might have done to those who possess them, has 
continuously engendered a sense of insecurity, not only i n the nuclear-weapon Poxvers 
themselves, as direct potential targets of nuclear attack, but i n mankind as a 
v/hole about i t s very existence. 

V/lien looked at i n tho proper context, the proposal i n document CD/4 can provide 
a timely basis for s t a r t i n g negotiations. The proposal has not ignored the need to 
maintain credible security of a l l States during the stage-by-stage process'of 
cessation of production and gradual elimination of nuclear weapons. Furthermore, the 
proposal should not, i n the eyes of my delegation, preclude proper consideration, i n 
the course of detailed negotiation, of related disarmament measures or agreements 
which may be found necessary for the imiplem.cntation cf any stage of the proposed 
nuclear disarmament. In fact this may bo done either i n this Committee or in. 
another forum., b i l a t e r a l l y or m u l t i l a t e r a l l y . 

I should l i k e to stress that we f u l l y accept as v i t a l and essential the need to 
preserve the security of a l l nations at a l l stages. Given the recognition of the 
rather extreme urgency of nuclear disarmament, for the salœ of the survival of 
mankind, and given the importance of the p o l i t i c a , l w i l l to negotiate, the issue of 
the undiminished security of nations becomes a very important point in the 
negotiations that w i l l follow. In this context, we un.derstand the preoccupation 
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of those delegations who stressed the importance of paragraph 29 of the F i n a l 
Document of the tenth special session. Indeed i t i s essential, i f the means are not 
to defeat the end, that disarmament measures should not confer advantage on any 
State or group of States. Precarious as the balance of terror i s , an imbalance of 
terror may whet the appetite f o r world domination. 

Negotiations on nuclear disarmament should have as thei r goal the t o t a l and 
complete elimination of nuclear weapons such that undiminished security f o r a l l 
countries — nuclear-weapon as well as non-nuclear-weapon — i s dissociated from this 
t e r r i b l e weapon. The stages of such negotiations have been indicated i n the F i n a l 
Document of the special session as follov/ss 

Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-
weapon systems; 

Cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and th e i r 
means of delivery, and the production of fissionable material for weapons 
purposes I 

Л comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames for progressive 
and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and thei r means of 
delivery, leading to th e i r ultimate and complete elimination at the e a r l i e s t 
possible time. 
My delegation would hope that commencement of negotiations on this important 

problem w i l l therefore not be unduly delayed by protracted discussions of what to 
negotiate. It i s the view of my delegation that the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the issues 
made i n the special session can foim a useful beginning. We s h a l l soon, i n addition, 
begin the elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament which, i n the 
view of Nigeria should be so comprehensive as to provide negotiators i n whatever 
forum viifch a basis for th e i r negotiations, with the added advantage of the i n t e r -
relatédness of the entire process. In other words, the universal interest i n nuclear 
disarmament should f i n d expression i n the comprehensive programme as i t has to some 
extent i n the P i n a l Document of tho special session, while the s p e c i f i c interests 
and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the nuclear-weapon States w i l l assert i t s e l f i n the 
negotiations. 
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If mclesir weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of 

c i v i l i z a t i o n , then i t i s obvious that r e a l i s t i c negotiations for effective measures 
should involve a l l nuclear-vreapon States. ¥e believe that everything possible should 
be done, and a l l opportunities given, to encourage and ease the v/ay f o r China to 
participate i n the negotiations. • One such v;ay i s to have the basis for the 
negotiations set out i n a document that i s approved by a l l | another i s the pertinent 
acknowledgement, contained i n document CD/4, that the levels of arsenals of 
in d i v i d u a l nuclear-vreapon Poxrers are not the samo and that the degree of 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of individual nuclear-weapon States in each stage should be determined 
accordingly. This i s a r e a l i s t i c recogniticn of the special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the 
Superpowers for nuclear disarmament. 

This Committee should not, and cannot afford to ignore an important working 
paper on nuclear disarmament negotiations sim,ply because there are other dimensions 
to the problem. There w i l l alv/ays be dimensions i n negotations, ¥e have received 
the progress report of the ¥orking Group of seismological experts concerning areas 
of co-operation i n detecting and i d e n t i f y i n g seismic events. The report i s an 
important contribution i n s e t t l i n g a technical aspect of a CTBT. S i m i l a r l y , 
whenever i t i s considered e s s e n t i a l , the Committee could, and probably x/ould, take 
steps to c l a r i f y issues regarding nuclear weapons disarmament, either through 
experts or by special p a r a l l e l negotiations. The Committee should, at the 
appropriate stage i n i t s vrork, take up the proposal i n CD/4 given i t s pertinence 
to the mandate of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The С Н А Ш У Ш (translated from French): Thanlc you, ilmbassador A d e n i j i , for 
the kind words you addressed to me. I also v/ich to thank most p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
three l a s t speakers for the v/ords of appreciation addressed to my predecessor, 
Ambassador Thomson. I personally associate myself f u l l y with vrhat they said. 
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xs xnere any oxner delegation that wishes to take the floor? I f not, I should 
l i k e to draw the attention of distinguished delegates to a document which i s before 
us — document СБ/8, and s p e c i f i c a l l y tho draft annex I to the rules of procedure 
proposed by the group of s o c i a l i s t countries. 

Does any delegation xiish to comment on t h i s document? 
Have a l l delegations had s u f f i c i e n t time to acquaint themselves with the 

document? 
I f so, I would propose that the Committee should nov; adopt t h i s draft annex I 

to the rules of procedure proposed by the group of s o c i a l i s t countries. I believe 
that the Committee can adopt t h i s draft of annex I. '* 

It v/as so decided. 

The CHAIRMAlf (translated from French); I noví propose to convene, i n a fevi 
minutes, the Ad Hoc Working Group established to consider questions r e l a t i n g to the 
preparation of the provisional agenda and programme of vrork of the Committee; i t 
would meet immediately a f t e r t h i s meeting. 

I f you agree, I suggest that the plenary meeting should be suspended and that 
i t should гезглпе af t e r the meeting of the Working Group. 

I accordingly declare t h i s plenary meeting suspended. 
The meeting va,s suspended at 11.30 a.m̂  and i-couacd at 5.ДО p.m. 

The СНАШ'4'AW (translated from French); I novr propose to resume the 
tvrenty-sixth plenary meeting of the Committee. 

I vjish to inform the Committee that several draft decisions have been 
recommended by the Working Group v/ith a viev/ to t h e i r adoption by the Committee. 

In accordance vrith rule 29 of the rules of procedure, I submit to the Committee 
document GD/L.2/Eev.l on the provisional agenda and programme of vrork of the 
Committee. 

In t h i s connexion, I should also l i k e to read to you the text of the following 
arrangement. I am reading i t i n English because t h i s arrangement has so f a r been 
drafted enly i n English. 
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I quote г 
"In submitting the provisional agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, i t 

i s the understanding of a l l members of the Committee that heading UÍ, dealing 
inter a l i a with 'collateral measures', includes the follov/ing questions, to be 
considered by the Committee at appropriate stages of i t s гтогкг 

1. Further prohibition of military or any other hostile use of 
environmental modification techniques5 

2. Further measxires in the f i e l d of disarmament to prevent an arms race 
on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the sub-soil thereof; 

3. Further measures t* prevent an arms race i n outer space." 
Does any delegation v i s h to take the floor? 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to begin by extending to you my delegation's warm congratulations on your 
assrimption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament. Ve feel sure that, 
under your wise guidance, we shall be able to bring our work to a successful 
concluision at this f i n a l stage of the f i r s t part of the f i r s t session of the 
Committee. 

I should also like to express our appreciation to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Thomson, the distinguished representative of Australia, for the viay i n 
Vihich he presided over our vrork. V/e owe i t to his moderation, patience, perseverance, 
s k i l l and impartiality — i n short, to his unusual vrisdom — that our deliberations 
vrere f r u i t f u l . 

V/ith regard to the provisional agenda of the Committee, v/hich i s reproduced in 
document CD/L.2/Rev.l, my delegation considers that the t i t l e of section IX of v/hat 
we are accustomed to c a l l "the decalogue" i s unnecessarily long. V/e v/ould have 
preferred more concise v/ording more in line v/ith the t i t l e s of the other nine 
sections. V/e are making this comment quite incidentally, since the main reason why 
my delegation asked for the floor i s to state that i t interprets the words 
"acceptable to a l l parties concerned" as applying equally to the "effective 
verification methods" and the "appropriate disarmament measures" v/hich are referred 
to. Our approval of the t i t l e of section IX,— whose v/ording, as v/e have said, 
leaves much to be desired i n our opinion — should therefore be understood as being 
contingent on this inte3ípretation, v/hich is the only one we consider to be compatible 
v/ith the provisions of paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
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The CHAiraiAIT (translated from French); Thank you, Mr. Mhassador. I very 
much appreciate the kind words you addr'essed to me. 

Mr. DE LA GORCfi (France) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, I vrould 
l i k e to convey to you again, t h i s time i n a public meeting, my delegation's 
congratulations and good wishes to you peisonally and f o r the accomplishment of the 
important task vrhich f a l l s to you during the month of your chairmanship. I am 
p a r t i c u l a r l y happy to see i n the Chair the representative of a country vrhich, as I 
have said, i s especially close to mine and vrith vrhich we maintain t r u l y f r a t e r n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . May I also take t h i s opportunity, Mr. Chairman, to extend m j 
congratulations and good vrishes to our nevr colleagues, the distinguished 
representatives of the United Kingdom and Zaire. 

The adoption of our agenda has entailed extensive discussions and consultations. 
Making a start i s always d i f f i c u l t , and i t v̂ ras no doubt inevitable that our nevr 
Committee should take time to chart i t s ovm course rather than to follovr that of the 
bodies vrhich preceded i t . I t has done so responsibly i n an atmosphere of 
co-operation and coujrtesy, and the interest i t has shovm i n the concerns of each 
member augurs vrell f o r the future of our work. May I refer i n t h i s respect to the 
part played i n these r e s u l t s by Ambassador Thomson, as o-ur Chairman during the month 
of March. His vrisdom, patience and talents as a co n c i l i a t o r have earned him the 
gratitude of us a l l , and, I vrould l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to pay him today the 
tribute he so amply deserves. 

The French delegation has done i t s utmost to contribute to the general ef f o r t to 
fi n d the necessary consensus. In t h i s s p i r i t , i t has refrained from expressing 
objections to or reservations on the inclusion i n the agenda of the question of a 
treaty on a nuclear test ban. I must make i t clear, hovrever, that t h i s does not 
mean that there has been any change i n the well-lmovm po s i t i o n of my Government on 
t h i s matter and the negotiations concerning i t . But i t s p o s i t i o n does not, of 
course, affect the determination of the French delegation to co-operate as f u l l y as 
possible i n the vrork of the Committee i n order to fvrcther the noble task of 
disarmament. 

The СНАШШГ (translated from French); I should l i k e to thank you, 
Mr. Ambassador, for the cordial vrords you addressed to me, and I must add that I 
also appreciate the tribute you paid to my predecessor, Ambassad.or Thomson. 
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After those two statements, which w i l l of course he included i n the records of t h i s 
session, 'I vrould l i k e to kiiow i f there-are otiter--Bpe3keTsrv7Ím̂ mJsh -fco^take itJie: f-loor. 

I f not, I s h a l l now formally i n v i t e oui- Co;aiiiittee to adopt document CD/L.2/Rev.l. 
I t i s so-i decided. 

The CHAIBMAH' (translated from French); I would now l i k e to put before you 
other draft decisions prepared by the Working Group. 

The f i r s t i s that the opening date for the second part of the Committee's 
annual session should be 12 June 1979• 

Are there any observations or comments on t h i s proposal? 

Nr. FLOVfliiRREjIi (United States of America); In our informal sessions the 
question of the date of the Preparatory Committee meeting for the B i o l o g i c a l Weapons 
Review Conference i-ias raised. There seems to be some doubt as to what the date w i l l 
be, at least i n the minds of the Secretariat, but there i s no doubt i n the minds of 
those who participated i n the meeting at the General Assembly l a s t autumn, or i n 
fact i n the minds of the depositories who are Just about to issue the i n v i t a t i o n f o r 
that meeting to begin on 12 Jime. There i s a p r a c t i c a l aspect of t h i s opening date 
f o r the BW Review Conference which I thinlc i s analogous to that facing us next 
Tuesday i n regard to the Preparatory Committee f o r the WT. It seems to me that the 
opening of tvro important meetings on the same date vrould put some delegations under 
s t r a i n . I thinlc that there are important statements that are usually made at the 
beginnirig of meetings of t h i s nature, and i t seems to me that i t might be c a r e f u l l y 
considered whether one or the other might not be changed, perha-ps by a day or tvo| 
f o r example, the opening session of the Committee on Disarmament could be on the 
follov/ing Thursday, v/hich i s the 14 June, oi- possibly there could be some slippage 
i n the date of the opening of the BW Preparatory Committee. In any case I thinlc 
t h i s matter i s something that vro should look into and certainly f o r the convenience 
of some delegations, and I think i t might be important that v/e should not take a firm 
decision at t h i s time. We have no objection from the united States point of vievi to 
the opening date that has been suggested. We have the a b i l i t y to cover both these 
meetings at the same time, but I think that, as a matter of p r i n c i p l e , i t i s not a 
good idea, and I think I vrould prefer that we should not cast i n concrete the 
decision on the date, but that we agree -provisionally novr, subject to a review of 
the s i t u a t i o n by the Secretariat and to any other developments that may occur i n 
the next few days or before the end of t h i s p a r t i c u l a r session. 
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The СНАШШ1 (translated from French); May I sMgpest to you that we should 
simply take note of t h i s suggestion v/ithout going any further, that i s to say, v/e 
would not take a formal decision hut revert to the question i n the l i g h t of the 
information v/hich the Secretariat v / i l l no douht give us. It v/ould he useful, i n my 
viev/, i f v/e were to take up t h i s question again betv/een nov/ and the end of A p r i l . I 
v/ould just l i k e us to take note of the suggestion and to keep open the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
re-examininjcr the matter before the end of the month v/hen v/e s h a l l be considering the 
question of coincidence or non-coincidence. May I simply ask distinguished delegates 
to note that the date of 12 June v/as suggested duxing the meeting of the \/orking 
Group, but that the svoggestion w i l l be reconsidered l a t e r . 

In the circumstances, I v/ould nov/ l i k e to turn to the second draft decision 
suggested by our Working Group, namely, tlmt tho plenary meeting of the Committee 
scheduled f o r 17 A p r i l should be cancelled and that a plenary meeting of the 
Committee víill be held on Wednesday, 25 A p r i l , i n addition to those scheduled f o r 
Tuesday, 2A A p r i l , and Thursday, 26 A p r i l . (Now, therefore, v/e-are envisaging the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of including another plenary meeting on Wednesday, 25 A p r i l 1979, betv/een 
the plenary meetings of Tuesday, 24 A p r i l , and Thursday, 26 A p r i l ) . 

Is the Committee prepared to adopt t h i s draft decision? 
I f so, I s h a l l take i t that the draft decision i s adopted by the Committee. 
It v/as so decided. 

The CEAIRMAN (tran.slat_ed_ f rpm, French) ; I would also remind the Committee 
that document CD/I 1 , submitted by the Group of 21, on the question of chemical 
vjeapons, has been circulated and submitted to the Committee during the present 
session by the distinguished representative of B r a z i l . 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of B r a z i l . 

Mr. CELSO BE 0Ш0 PRFTO (Braz i l ) (translated from French) ; A draft 
decision v/as distributed a fev/ mimites ago to the members of the Committee,. This 
draft decision i s sponsored by the Group of 21, and concerns t h e i r .proposal f o r the 
establishment of an ad hoc committee on chemical v/eapons. The draft decision has 
been distr i b u t e d u n o f f i c i a l l y , and the Group of 21 hopes that i t w i l l be used as a 
basis f o r future negotiations on the establishment of such a committee. 
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The СНАШ-LIM (translated from French); I woulà. nov; l i k e to inform you 
that our V/orking Group has begun to consider the progrümme of vrork of our 
Committee betvíeen nov; and the end of the month. V/ith your consent, I propose to 
convene another meeting of the V/orking Group tomorrov; to continue i t s 
consideration of t h i s matter. 1/e could meet tomorrov; at 5 p.m. I f the V/orking 
Group drav;s up s p e c i f i c proposals and reaches firm conclusions on the programme 
of vrork, I reserve the right to c a l l a.nother plenary meeting after the meeting of 
the V/orking Group to present the V/orking Group's proposals v;ith a viev; to their 
adoption. 

Mr. THOMSON (Australia): îlr. Chairman, I have been deeply touched by 
the kind coimnents made about my chairmanship l a s t month, but I am sure that no one 
u i l l understand better than you, v;ith your vast experience, v;hy I thinlc those 
comments are much too generous, A Chairman i s no more than the instrument of the 
Committee he serves. I f a.ny praise i s due at this moment I thinlc i t i s ov;ed to 
the members of this Committee, to t h e i r good sense, c o r d i a l i t y , inventiveness and 
sustained v ; i l l to reach a consensus, even though doing so alv;ays required us to 
forego some thing of our ov;n national positions. 1/e sav; that v ; i l l to consensus 
ac t i v e l y at vrork this morning i n the drafting group. I thought that sight v/as a 
very hopeful one, looking to our future v;ork, 

Mr. Chairman, I hope you v ; i l l permit me nov; — a i t h i s penultimate 
moment almost as i t i s the end of the beginning, ijhen all of us, I thinlc, 
are f e e l i n g a t i n y glovT of s a t i s f a c t i o n — to e::press my ^gra-titude to 
those distinguished gentlemen over whose work I had the honour to preside during 
the month of March. I v;ould add to that an expression of deep personal obligation 
to the Secretariat v;hich helped to guide me through a time not vvholly lacking i n 
perplexity. 

The CHAIKt-'IAN (translated from French): Thanlc you, Mr. Ambassador. 
I t i s б p.m., and I thinlc v;e can nov; conclude our v;ork for today. There i s 

no plenary meeting scheduled for tomorrow, although there i s a p o s s i b i l i t y that 
v;e s h a l l have one — and I very much hope v;e do — to complete our deliberations 
on the programme of v;ork. The next meeting v ; i l l be Thursda^jr, 19 A p r i l , at 
10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 6.O3 n.m. 
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The СН&Ш-ШТ (translated from French); I declare open the twenty-seventh 
plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

You a l l knovj- that we have yet to complete our programme of work. I vrould пом 
l i k e to submit to our Committee the draft decision prepared by the Working Group. 

I vrould ask you to refer to document CD/L.2/Rev.l. The Working Group 
proposes that t h i s document should be completed by replacing the dots i n the section 
e n t i t l e d "Programme of Work" by the follov/ing; 

"19-20 and possibly 25 A p r i l s Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament. 

"24-27 A p r i l ; Chemical xroapons." 
The section concerning the programme of work vrould conclude as follovrs; 
"In adopting i t s agenda and programm.e of vrork, the Committee has kept i n 
mind the provisions of rules 30 and 3I of i t s Rules of Procedure." 
Before this proposal i s formally adopted, I would l i k e to remind you that i t 

v/as the understanding of a l l the members of the Working Group and a l l the members 
of the Committee as v:ell that, under the tvro topics referred to i n 
document CD/L.2/Rev.l, as supplemented, delegations may talie up any proposal v/hich 
has already been made or v/hich ma.y be made in future on these topics. 

Mr. ISSRâELYAM (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
Russian); As f a r as I can remember, Mr. Chairman, you did not use the v/ord 
"possibly" i n r e f e r r i n g to the date of 23 A p r i l during the discussion of the 
Committee's programme of work r e l a t i n g to the item on the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. Nov/ — as I understand from the interpretation — 
i t seems that you said 19-20 and possibly 23 A p r i l . The v/ord "possibly" vas not 
used at the meetings of the Working Group either. This word i s probably unnecessary, 
because the Committee might not hold a meeting on 20 A p r i l or on 27 A p r i l . For 
this reason, the delegation of the USSR proposes the deletion of the v/ord 
"possibly" i n the text of the Committee's programm.e of work v/e are adopting. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I think I did say "possibly" i n 
the Working Group, but I agree with ilmbassador Issraelyan that perhaps this v/ord 
i s not indispensable. I f the Committee agrees, I v / i l l delete i t from the text. 
The dates v/e v/ould adopt for the f i r s t topic v/ould therefore be I9 to 23 A p r i l . 

Are you i n agreement v/ith t h i s proposal? 
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I t concerns the following two consecutive periodsÎ 
"19-25 A p r i l : Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 

nuclear disarmaiaent. 
"24-27 A p r i l : Chemical weapons." 
I f there are no further cormnents, I would formally submit this wording to 

you f o r adoption. 
I t was so decided. 

The СаИШШТ (translated from French); With your permission, I s h a l l 
comment on a point raised at our l a s t plenary m.eoting. 

Ue envisaged the p o s s i b i l i t y of opening the second part of this session on 
12 June, but did not take a f i n a l decision as we were not very clear about the date 
on which the Preparatory Conmittee f o r the Review Conference of the Parties to the 
B i o l o g i c a l Weapons Convention i s scheduled to meet. The Secretariat has just 
informed me that, f o r technical reasons, the dates fixed o r i g i n a l l y were not 
adopted. The new date nov suggested f o r the beginning of that meeting w i l l be 
9 Ju.ly. Consequently, i t w i l l not clash with our date of 12 June 1979. 

In view of t h i s , does the Committee \.?ish to take a decision on the opening 
date f o r the second part of i t s annual session? 

Mr. BE' LA GQRCB (France) (translated from French)s I have listened with 
great interest to these points r e l a t i n g to our time-table, but i t seems to me that 
we are very largely- absolved from the need to examine them, f i r s t because, as you 
have just said, the p r a c t i c a l aspect of the problem does not exist or no longer 
ex i s t s , and, above a l l , for a p o l i t i c a l reason which i n my view i s of paramount 
importance. 

We are the main body foi- m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmament. I am rather 
disturbed when questions of scheduling are brought up i n which, or because of which, 
i t i s alv/ays a matter of amending the order of our \rork i n the l i g h t of other 
meetings. This does not seem to me to be quite compatible either vrith the importance 
of the task entrusted to us or, I vrould almost say, vrith the standing of t h i s 
Committee. I am glad that the problem vrhich undoubtedly existed f o r certain 
delegations has been solved, and I vrould add that vre have every respect f o r the 
concerned expressed i n connexion vrith the a v a i l a b i l i t y of experts or s p e c i a l i s t s 
vrho are to attend t h i s or that meeting. Hoviever, I must make i t q^uite clear that the 
task entrusted to us by our Governments i n accordance vrith the F i n a l Docment of the 
special session of the General Assembly should lead us to regard our vrork as being 

file:///rork
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of fundamental importance, and we should not, i n my opinion, y i e l d i n certain 
circumstances to the requirements of such and such a meeting connected with 
disarmament. P r a c t i c a l requirem.ents must, of course, be talcen into account, and 
effo r t s made to f i n d the most suitable solutions, but my delegation would find i t 
d i f f i c u l t , regardless of the circumstances, to agree that the time-table of the 
work of the Conmiittee on Disarmament should be determined a p r i o r i in re l a t i o n to 
the dates of other meetings and on the assumption that, in a sense, such other 
meetings have p r i o r i t y . 

The С М Ш Ш 1 (translated from French); Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 
Is the Committee пот; prepared to tolce a decision on the date f o r the resumption 

of i t s work i n the second part of i t s session? 
May I talce i t that we are prepared to decide to resume our work i n the second 

part of the session on 12 June 1979? 

I hear no objections. 
I t was so decided. 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French); I t merely remains f o r me to 
thank you and, with your permission, to close the meeting. 

The g.eeting rose at 5.15 p.m 
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The CHAIEMM (translated from French); I have the honour to declare 
open the tx/enty-eighth plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Distinguished delegates and dear colleagues, before we make a start on our 
agenda, I would l i k e to say a few words on behalf of a l l the delegates gathered 
here and also on my own behalf to the distinguished delegate of Sweden. I am sure 
that Ambassador Lidgard w i l l agree to act as spokesman for a l l of us i n conveying 
to Minister Thorsson our most sincere condolences on her recent bereavement, which 
has prevented her from being with us today. ¥e regret her absence and vrould l i k e 
to express to her our deepest sympathy. 

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden); I v/ould l i k e to express, to you, l l r . Chairman my 
deep appreciation f o r your v/arm vrords and I s h a l l certainly convey them to 
Mrs. Thorsson. 

The СНАШШШ (translated from French) ; I would now l i k e to i n v i t e you 
to take up our agenda. May I remind you, f i r s t of a l l , that vre s h a l l be 
considering today the second item on the Committee's agenda, v;hich reads; "Cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and miclear disarmament". 

May I also remind you that i t was agreed among a l l the members of the Committee 
that delegations may speak on any proposals v/hich have been made or v / i l l be made 
on t h i s topic. 

It was also agreed that, i n adopting the programme of vrork of the Committee, 
we v/ould bear i n mind the provisions of rules 30 and 31 of the rules of procedure. 

I would now l i k e to open the l i s t of speakers by giving the f l o o r to the 
distinguished representative of Mexico. 

Ambassador Garcia Robles, you have the f l o o r . 

Mr. GARCIA ROELES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); № . Chairman, both 
my delegation and I associate ourselves with the profound regret and sympathy you 
have expressed to Mrs. Thorsson on her bereavement. 

In the statement I made on 24 January, that i s , the day on v/hich the 
Committee on Disarmament began i t s v/ork, I said hox/ important v/e thought i t that 
t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body should possess rules of procedure and an agenda 
i n keeping x/ith the momentous task entrusted to i t . 
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Accordingly, as th i s i s the f i r s t occasion on v/hich my delegation i s taking 
the f l o o r since the successful completion of the lengthy deliberations and 
negotiations — conducted i n informal meetings that are not reported i n our 
records — which led to the preparation of the two documents I have just mentioned, 
we thought i t f i t t i n g to begin t h i s statement by malcing some comments on them. 

With regard to the rules of procedure, my delegation v/as pleased to see that 
the introduction mentions expressly that they were adopted "taking into account 
the relevant provisions of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament". Our sat i s f a c t i o n i s i n no way lessened 
by the fact that some delegations considered i t necessary that the document refers 
also to "the agreement reached following appropriate consultations among the 
Member States during that Session", since v/e have alv/ays maintained that the 
membership and functions of a negotiating body l i k e t h i s one must be s a t i s f a c t o i y , 
as the United Nations General Assembly emphasized as early as I 9 6 I i n 
resolution 1660 (XVl), to both nuclear-v/eapon States and the rest of the v/orld. 

Another provision vv'hich we consider v/ortliy of special mention concerns the 
rotation of the Chairmanship among a l l the members of the Committee, Although 
t h i s has been i n effect for less than three months, i t has been demonstrably 
b e n e f i c i a l i n contributing to the r e a l i z a t i o n of the provisions l a i d down i n the rules, 
v/hich specify i n rule 3 that " A l l Member States of the Committee sh a l l take part 
i n i t s work i n conditions of f t i l l equality as independent States", 

V/e believe that i f rules 21 and 23 are correctly interpreted, they may 
prevent the Committee on Disaimament from becoming paralysed vihenever the 
nuclear-weapon Powers f a i l to submit to i t a preliminary draft treaty or convention 
on v/hich they have succeeded i n reaching an agreement. In fa c t , i n accordance 
v/ith the f i r s t of the tv/o rules mentioned, " I f the Committee i s vmable to take a 
decision on the substance of an item under negotiation, i t v / i l l consider the 
subsequent examination of that item", v/hile, under the terms of rule 23, the 
Committee may not only establish subsidiary bodies open to a l l i t s Member States 
but may also make exceptions to t h i s general rule and set up ad hoc sub-committees 
or v/orking groups v/ith a limited membership. This v/ould enable the nuclear Powers, 
vihenever i t i s deemed essential, to conduct preliminary negotiations among themselves, 
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as has been happening for more than two years i n the t r i p a r t i t e talks on a nuclear 
test ban. The form of the negotiations would be the same, but there would 
nevertheless be a difference which to our mind i s fundamental — the nuclear Powers 
would be acting as a siibsidiary body of the Committee on Disarmament, which would 
be e n t i t l e d , among other things, to establish appropriate procedures to keep i t s e l f 
duly informed of the progress of the negotiations. 

In t h i s connexion, I would l i k e to reiterate that, as we have said repeatedly 
i n the most diverse forums, we are convinced that i t should not be an essential 
requirement for the nuclear Powers to transmit to the a i u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body 
an absolutely complete text of a preliminary draft treaty or convention which they 
have been negotiating among themselves. The proper application of the rules to 
which I have alluded could solve t h i s probleffi i n a г/ау that would be universally 
acceptable. 

As regards the section of the rules e n t i t l e d "Agenda and programme of vrork", 
the main point to be emphasized i s the admirable f l e x i b i l i t y introduced by the 
provisions of rules 51 and 50, viithout prejudice to the necessary precise 
delinùtation of the subject. Under the f i r s t of these rules Member States may, 
v/hile the worlc of the Committee i s i n progress, request the inclusion of an urgent 
•item i n the agenda. Under the second rul e , although the subject of statements made 
i n plenary meetings w i l l normally correspond to the topic then under discussion 
i n accordance with the agreed programme of v/ork, any Member State v / i l l be 
entitled to present " i t s viev/s on any subject v/hich i t may consider to merit 
attention", as my delegation i s doing at t h i s very moment, and to raise any subject 
relevant to the v/ork of the Committee at a plenaiy meeting i f i t has not been 
s p e c i f i c a l l y included i n the programme of work. 

Rules 32 to 36 succeed, i n our opinion, i n establishing a procedural system 
that w i l l guarantee the exercise of the rights conferred on States not members of 
the Committee by the special session of the General Assembly on disamament i n 
paragraph 120 of i t s F i n a l Document, v/ith respect to t h e i r possible p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
i n the negotiating body. 

• The public nature of plenary meetings, v/hich i s dealt with i n rule 20; the 
provision that verbatim records and other o f f i c i a l documents of the Committee 
v / i l l be made available to the public, as stated i n rule 40, and the contribution 
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which non-govemmenta.l organizations can make under rule 42 v.dll -undoubtedly result 
i n a b e n e f i c i a l symbiosis from v/hich both world public opinion and what the 
General Assembly has called the "single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating forum" 
w i l l derive mutual p r o f i t . 

The f i n a l rule 47, entitled "iimendments", i s a useful reminder of the need to 
be constantly av/are that, i f lavis and constitutions are not immutable, regulations 
are even less so, and that v/henever. necessary, they should be adjusted to the demands 
of a constantly evolving si-fcua-tion. 

With regard to the Committee's agenda and programme of vrork, the drafting 
of which took up most of our time i n Ilarch and early A p r i l , my delegation i s pleased 
to note, f i r s t , that the relevant document opens with the blunt statement that "the 
Committee on Disarmament, as the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum, s h a l l promote the 
attainment of general and complete disarmament under effective international control". 
Accordingly, Vie hope that the Committee w i l l endeavoior to revive the a c t i v i t i e s 
directed to t h i s noble aim v/hich, since the f i r s t few years of the 1960s, has 
been invoked for r h e t o r i c a l p-urposes only. 

A second motive for s a t i s f a c t i o n i s the emphasis given i n the introductory 
paragraphs to the fact that the Committee, i n dealing with the cessation of the 
arms race and disarmament, v / i l l do so "taking into account, i n t e r a l i a , the relevant 
provisions of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament". 

We are p a r t i c u l a r l y glad to note, furthermore, that, once the i n i t i a l doubts 
which might have caused a negative reaction v/ere dispelled, the Committee agreed to 
the suggestion, v/hieh the delegation of Mexico ventured to put forv-zard from the 
beginning, that i t v/as desirable to define the competence of the Committee i n very 
general terms so as to avoid ui-mecessary discussion, on the l i n e s of those eventually 
adopted, vrhich constitute a v i r t u a l l y exhaustive decalogue encompassing a l l the 
p r i n c i p l e s , objectives, measures and procedures contemplated i n the P i n a l Doc-ument 
of the special Assembly session. 

On the other hand,' our attitude i s d i f f e r e n t v/ith regard to the agenda 
adopted f o r 1979. We v/ould have liked the agenda,unlike the ten previous section 
t i t l e s , to include very concrete and s p e c i f i c topics^ for our primary objective 
must be to avoid a r e p e t i t i o n of v/hat happened i n the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament. Every ef f o r t v / i l l have to be made to achieve v/hat has so often been 
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called i n our informal meeting's "an action-oriented agenda". Atlhough we 
participated i n the consensus which led to the adoption of the agenda for the 
current year, we s t i l l hope that i n the ¿ ears to come the ^iinual agenda and 
programmes of work corresponding to the two parts of each session may conform to 
the system I have just outlined, 

I come now to the second part of my statement i n which, i n r e l a t i o n to the 
f i r s t topic i n our programme of xrork, namely, the "Cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament", I would l i k e to make some general comments of 
a preliminary nature on a s p e c i f i c question: the proposal submitted to the 
Committee by seven s o c i a l i s t countries i n working paper CD/4 of 1 February 1979» 

which was o f f i c i a l l y presented to us, on behalf of a l l the co-sponsors, on 
б February by the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, 
Imbassador Issraelyan, As I found his introduction more e x p l i c i t and detailed 
than the proposal i t s e l f , our comments \ ; i l l mainly refer to his explanatory 
statement. 

I also wish to add, by ггау of introduction, that Mexico takes very seriously 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l instruments to which i t gives i t s approval i n international 
bodies, even i f they are simply resolutions and not what are кпогт as solemn 
instruments such as t r e a t i e s , conventions or protocols. That i s why, for the 
purpose of the correct understudying of our position on the matter I am going to 
discuss, i t ought to be appreciated that ue not only approved but took an active 
part i n the prepa-ration of such texts as the introduction to resolution S-10/2 of 
the special General Assembly sossion on disarmament,- paragra^phs 11 and 18, forming 
part of the Declaration, and paragraphs 4-7 and 4З — which form pg-rt of the 
Programme of Action — i n the F i n a l Document of that special session. 

In the resolution which I have cited , the most representative organ of the 
international community vigorously expressed i t s alarm at "the threat to the very 
survival of maiikind posed by the existence of nuclear weapons and the continuing 
arms race". 

The paragraphs of the Declaration to which I have just alluded state that 
"mankind today i s confronted i/i t h an unprecedented threat of s e l f - e x t i n c t i o n a r i s i n g 
from the massive and competitive acc-umulation of the most destructive weapons ever 
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produced" and that "existing arsenals of 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 earth", and add: 

"Removing the threat of a vrorld war — a nuclear м&т — i s the most acute 
and urgent task of the present day. Mankind i s confronted with a choice; 
\is must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation". 
In the Programme of Action, the Assembly was equally or more e x p l i c i t when i t 

proclaimed ; 
"Fuclear vreapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival 

of c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race 
i n a l l i t s aspects i n order to avert the danger of vrar involving nuclear 
vreapons. The ultimate goal i n t h i s context i s the complete elimination of 
nuclear vreapons. 

"In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, a l l the 
nuclear-weapon States, i n p a r t i c u l a r those among them which possess the 
most important nuclear arsenals, bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . " 
Furthermore, vre well r e c a l l the eloquent statements delivered by the Heads of 

State of the tvro main nuclear-vreapon Pov;ers, v/hose significance i s attested by 
the fact that the General Assembly considered i t advisable to reproduce them i n 
f u l l i n two successive resolutions, 32/87 G of 12 December 1977 and ЗЗ/91 С of 
16 December 1978. 

The address referred to at the beginning of these tvro resolutions of the 
Assembly, includes the folloviing solemn pronouncement made by the President of 
the United States of America, on 4 October 1977. 

"The United States i s v?i l l i n g to go as f a r as possible, consistent v/ith 
our security interests, i n l i m i t i n g and reducing our nuclear v/eapons. On a 
reciprocal basis v/e are v / i l l i n g now to reduce them by 10 per cent, 20 per cent 
or even 50 per cent. Then we v / i l l v/ork for further reductions v/ith a viev? to 
a v/orld t r u l y free of nuclear v/eapons." 
The other address reproduced i n the resolutions I have mentioned i s that • 

delivered on 2 November 1977 by the President of the Supreme Soviet of the Union 
of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, v/hich v-zas i n the follov/ing terms; 
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"Today we are proposing a r a d i c a l step; that agreement he reached on 
a simultaneous halt i n the production of nuclear weapons by a l l States. This 
would apply to a l l such weapons — i/hother atomic, hydrogen or neutron bombs 
or m i s s i l e s . At the same time, the nuclear Powers could undertake to start 
the gradual reduction of e x i s t i n g stockpiles of such v/eapons and move towards 
t h e i r complete, t o t a l destruction." 
In the l i g h t of these statements, i t w i l l be appreciated, I hope, that we 

consider that the proposals submitted i n working paper CD/4 should receive i n our 
Committee serious and dispassionate study v/hich should make i t possible to arrive at 
constructive conclusions and should help us to i d e n t i f y the positive elements they 
undoubtedly contain and, i n addition, to point out the shortcomings from v/hich 
they also suffer. 

Simply as an i l l u s t r a t i o n and v/ithout i n any way claiming to exliaust the 
subject, I s h a l l confine myself to drav/ing attention, as an example of the former — 
that i s , positive factors — to the follov/ing f i v e aspects; 

(1) ¥e f u l l y endorse the viev/ of the sponsors of v/orking paper CD/4 
that the Comjnittee on Disarmament i s the most suitable forum for conducting 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament. On the one hand, the Committee i s 
open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear Pov/ers; four of them are already 
taking part i n i t s v/ork and i t i s to be hoped that the f i f t h , China, v / i l l 
soon occupy the seat s p e c i f i c a l l y reserved for i t by name. On the other 
hand, i t has a substantial p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 35 members v/hich may be 
considered to be adequately representative of a l l the non-nuclear-weapon 
States. In addition, as I have said before — but I thinlc i t does no 
harm to say so again — the General Assembly of the United Nations i t s e l f 
has solemnly declared the Committee to be "the" m u l t i l a t e r a l forum for 
negotiations on disarmament. I t seems obvious, therefore, that i t v/ould 
be d i f f i c u l t to find a more suitable organ than t h i s one to deal with a 
matter v/hich, as has been emphasized i n many international documents, i s of 
" v i t a l " importance for a l l peoples. 
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(2) Another aspect on which we hold the ваше view as the States 
sponsoring- the working document of which I am speaking i s that the nuclear-
weapon States cannot a l l be placed on the same footing or treated i n the same 
way. As t h e i r spokesman stated very aptly."the'levels of the arsenals of the 
in d i v i d u a l nuclear Povrers are not the same, however, and i t v/ould be wrong to 
turn a bli n d eye to t h i s " , 

(3) We are likev/ise f u l l y i n agreement with the statement made i n t h i s 
forum by the spokesman to v/hom I have just referred concerning the need "both 
at the negotiations and i n the implementation of concrete measxrres, s t r i c t l y 
to respect the p r i n c i p l e of the i n v i o l a b i l i t y of the security of States", 

(4) V/e believe, s i m i l a r l y , that the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament v/hich are taking place i n t h i s Committee shouid not preclude the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of conducting b i l a t e r a l negotiations provided, v/e v/ould add, that 
the Committee i s kept duly informed of the progress and results of such 
negotiations, 

(5) We f i n d the approach which, v/e understand, i s advocated by the 
s o c i a l i s t States to be very judicious, namely the avoidance of any undue haste 
i n conformity v/ith the v/ise Latin saying f e s t i n a lente or "make haste slov/ly", 
which w i l l mean, as t h e i r spokesman explained,, that "by v/ay of preparation, 
consultations should be conducted vrithin the framevrork of our Committee to 
deteimine the set of questions to be considered and decided, and to reach 
agreement on organizational aspects of the conduct of the negotiations". 
In the l i g h t of the various comments v/hich have been heard i n t h i s forum on 

the s o c i a l i s t proposals, i t v/ould appear that the tvro main c r i t i c i s m s to vrhich 
they have given r i s e are the follovring; 

(1) They do not take s u f f i c i e n t account of the provision i n paragraph 29 

of the Pi n a l Document that the adoption of disarmament measures should take 
place i n such a manner as to ensure that "no individual State or group of 
States may obtain advantages over others at any stage"5 and 

(2) The proposals do not recognize the primary role which ought to be 
played by the measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n and control, and do not concern 
themselves v/ith the prac t i e a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r t h e i r application. 
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I do not thinlc that t h i s i s the right time f o r t r y i n g to determine whether or 
not these are v a l i d c r i t i c i s m s . We vrould venture to suggest that f o r that purpose, 
when the second part of our current ses£j.on opens next Juno, we might talce as our 
point of departure the provisions of paragraphs 49 and 50 of the P i n a l Document 
which, i t w i l l be recalled, are drafted i n these terms! 

"The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out i n such a way, 
and requires measures to ensure, that the security of a l l States i s guaranteed 
at progressively lov;er levels of nuclear armaments, talcing into account the 
r e l a t i v e q u a l i t a t i v e and quantitative importance of the e x i s t i n g arsenals of 
thé nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned, 

"The achievement of nuclear disarmament w i l l require urgent negotiation 
of agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
satisfactory to the States concerned fors 

(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-
weapon systems; 

(b) Cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and t h e i r 
means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for weapons 
purposes ; 

(_ç) A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, vfhenever 
feasible, f o r progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of 
nuclear v/eapons and t h e i r means of delivery, leading to t h e i r ultimate and 
complete elimination at the e a r l i e s t possible time. 
Consideration can be given i n the course of the negotiations to mutual and 
agreed l i m i t a t i o n or prohibition, v/ithout prejudice to the security of any 
State, of any types of nuclear armaments," 
The provisions i n the paragraphs v/hich I have just quoted and v/hich, as we 

a l l know, v/ere adopted by consensus, might provide us v/ith a sound basis f o r 
constructive consultations and negotiations. The proposals by the s o c i a l i s t States 
might be compared v/ith those paragraphs i n order to determine i n v/hich respects they 
are i n f u l l agreement v/ith them and i n which respects and to v/hat extent they d i f f e r 
from them. 

We believe that t h i s may be a suitable procedure i f , as we venture to hope, 
i t i s genuinely desired that the Committee on Disarmament should f u l f i l i t s duty 
concerning what has been said and repeated over and over again, that the disarmament 
which should have top p r i o r i t y i s nuclear .disarmament, 
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There шау be many other possible approaches f o r considering' the proposals i n 
working- paper CD/4J and the same might be said about the General Assembly's 
recommendations i n i t s resolution 33/91 H aiming at the prohibition of the production 
of f i s s i o n a b l e material f o r weapons purposes, but what my delegation would f i n d 
unthinkable i s that an attempt might be made merely to shelve them, especially i f i t 
i s remembered that i n the coming twelve months we s h a l l have to begin working out 
a comprehensive disarmament programme designed, as stated i n paragraph 10 of the 
decalogue already adopted "to achieve general and complete disarmament under 
effective international control", i n which nuclear disarmament w i l l imquestionably 
figure prominently. 

Surely, i t cannot have been i n vain that the special General Assembly devoted 
to disamaament unanimously adopted statements as categorical and f o r c e f u l as that 
i n paragraph 42 of the Pinal Document i n which Member States "declare that they 
w i l l respect the objectives and p r i n c i p l e s stated above" and that they w i l l "make 
e-tery e f f o r t . f a i t h f u l l y to carry out the Programme of Action", and that appearing 
at the end of paragraph 1? of the same document, which reads as followsÎ 

"The pressing need now i s to translate into p r a c t i c a l terms the provisions 
of t h i s F i n a l Document and to proceed along the road of binding and effective 
international agreements i n the f i e l d of disarmament." 
My delegation refuses to believe that, having proclaimed such truths 

u r b i et o r b i , we might be reluctant to deal vrith nuclear weapons, whose mere existence 
threatens, as the Assembly said "the very survival of mankind" and the accumulation 
of which — to quote again from the F i n a l Document — "today constitutes much more 
of a threat than a protection for the future" of mankind. 

Mr. THOMSOM (Australia): I would also l i k e to thanlc you, I-îr. Chairman, 
for conveying to the Swedish delegation the profound condolences of my delegation, 
among other m.embers of the Committee, to Mrs. Thorsson i n her time of sorrow. 

In resolution А/33/91Н> the United Nations General Assembly i n 1978 requested 
the Committee on Disarmament "to consider urgently the question of an adequately 
v e r i f i e d cessation and prohibition of the production of fissionable material foar 
nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices". 

The Australian delegation believes that the Committee on Disarmament could not 
claim to have r e a l l y begun consideration of "cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament" unless i t also drew attention to the need for an adequately 
v e r i f i e d international convention on "the cessation of the production of fissionable 
material f o r weapons purposes" as a necessary and inevitable preliminary step. 
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In his statement at the Special Session on Disarmament on 5 June 1978, the 
Australian Prime Minister pointed to the need for an international agreement to ha.lt 
the production of fi s s i o n a b l e material f o r nuclear weapons and suggested that t h i s 
agreement should be the subject of early discussion among nuclear weapon States 
and included i n the Progranme of Action of the F i n a l Document, I t v/as included. 
Paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document states; 

"The achievement of miclear disarmament w i l l require -urgent negotiation 
of agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
satisfactory to the States concerned f o r : 

(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear 
weapon systems! 

(b) Cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and t h e i r 
means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material f o r weapons 
purposes ; 

(c) A comprehensive, phased programme vxith agreed time frames, whenever 
feas i b l e , f o r progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons 
and t h e i r means of delivery, leading to t h e i r ultimate and complete elimination 
at the e a r l i e s t possible time." 

More recently, t h i s same point was taken up i n t h i s Committee by the Australian 
Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , Lb?, Peacock, i n his opening statement on 
27 January 1979, 

",,. As part of the effort to enhance further the r e s t r a i n t s on both the 
v e r t i a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons, the Committee could 
p r o f i t a b l y turn i t s attention to the proposal f o r an agreement hal t i n g the 
production of fi s s i o n a b l e material f o r nuclear weapons purposes. Such an 
agreement would be a further b a r r i e r to the spread of nuclear weapons to 
additional countries by preventing the development of untested nuclear weapons. 
I t would also place a l i m i t on the quantity of fissionable material available 
to the nuclear-weapon States f o r v/eapons production and thus be an effective 
measure tov/ards scaling dovm the nuclear arms race. 

Aus t r a l i a does not underestimate the d i f f i c u l t i e s of implementing and 
v e r i f y i n g an international agreement of t h i s kind. We aclmovrledge that i t 
vrould involve the development of an adequate system of full-scope safeguards 
accepted by both nuclear-v/eapon States and non-nuclear v/eapon States," 

http://ha.lt
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The Australian delegation does not believe that the Committee on Disarmament 
can undertake any serious consideration of item 2 of the 1979 agenda — "cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament" — without examining the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of an international convention h a l t i n g the production of fissionable 
material f o r nuclear weapons purposes. The Australian delegation considers that 
"the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament" can only talce place 
as the result of a step~by-step process of negotiation. I t i s quite u n r e a l i s t i c 
to consider the f i n a l goal of the Committee's work — cessation of the nuclear-arms 
race and disarmament — without f i r s t considering the means by v;hich t h i s goal i s 
to be'achieved. Such a step-by-step process would include a number of very 
important elements: 

a continuing pattern of b i l a t e r a l l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of nuclear arsenals 
by the super Pov/ers under the umbrella of SALT 
a Comprehensive Test-Ban Treaty ' 
the strengthening of the Nuclear Îîon-Proliferation Treaty, and 
as an i n t r i n s i c aspect of controls on both horizontal and v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n , 
an international treaty on the prohibition of the production of fissionable 
materials f o r nuclear weapons purposes. 
The Australian delegation i s under no i l l u s i o n s concerning the s e n s i t i v i t y and 

complexity of an international convention to halt the production of fissionable 
material f o r nuclear-v/eapons purposes. Such a convention vrould c l e a r l y involve 
the development of a comprehensive system of full-scope safeguards to be administered 
by the IAEA, and the application of such a safeguards regime to a l l peaceful nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s i n both non-nuclear v/eapon States and nuclear-v/eapon States. I t v/ould 
also e n t a i l the conversion to peaceful purposes or closing dov/n of a l l m i l i t a r y 
enrichment and reprocessing plants i n nuclear-v/eapon States, together v/ith adequate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n procedures v/ould be an i n t e g r a l part of such an international 
convention. The leader of the United Kingdom delegation at the opening meeting of 
t h i s Committee, Lord Goronv/y-Roberts, drev/ the Committee's attention to t h i s aspect 
v/hen he pointed out that an agreement pr o h i b i t i n g the production of fi s s i o n a b l e 
materials f o r v/eapons purposes v/ould require stringent inspection to ensure that 
States v/ere not producing or d i v e r t i n g such materials f o r nuclear v/eapons. In t h i s 
context, the Australian delegation p a r t i c u l a r l y v/elcomes the intention of Canada, 
announced by Mr. G.A.H. Pearson during the inaugural meetings of the Committee on 
Disarmament, to explore va.rious aspects and methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n , and v/e look 
forward to seeing the papers r e l a t i n g to these issues v/hich Canada hopes to table 
here at an appropriate stage. 
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My d-elegation i s not recommonding that, i n t h e context of item 2 of the 
1979 agenda, the Committee on Disarmaraent should imraedia,tely begin negotiating an 
international convention to prohibit t h e production of fissionable m.aterial f o r 
nucleaa>-x/eapons purposes. V/e concede that, before the conclusion of a 
Comprehensive Test-Ban agreement and further progress i n the SALT process, such 
an attempt Tfould be premature. V.het u e do recommend i s that, i f the Committee i s 
to give adequate consideration to agenda item 2, i t must examine the measures 
through which the cessation of t h e nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament are 
to be achieved. A convention prohibiting the production of fissionable materials 
f o r v/oapons purposes would be a s i g n i f i c a n t p r a c t i c a l measure tovrards t h i s end. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, may I take t h i s opportunity 01 my f i r s t 
intervention i n a plenary meeting of the Committee since relinquishing the Chair, 
to express my warmest congratulations to you i n assuming what I laiow personally 
to be the onerous r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the Chair, \/e a l l recognize Belgium's 
si g n i f i c a n t contributions i n the f i e l d of disarmament ajid arms control, and 
I believe that i t i s f i t t i n g that a Belgian representative should have presided over 
the Committee i n the adoption of i t s f i r s t agenda and programme of work. 

The СНАШ'ЬШ (translated from French); I thanlc the distinguished 
representative of A u s t r a l i a f o r his statement. 

I would also l i k e to say to /imbassador Thomson that I appreciate h i s kind words 
about my country and myself. 

Mr. de l a GORCE (France) (translated from French); F i r s t of a l l I should 
lilce to associate myself v/ith the preceding speakers v/ho have expressed t h e i r 
sympathy and condolences to Mrs. Thorsson on the bereavement she has suffered. 

Today our Coimnittee i s turning to i t s programme of work; t h i s i s an 
important occasion, since i t gives us an opportunity to assess v/hat has been 
accomplished so f a r and to thinlc about v/hat \;e can contribute i n the fev/ days l e f t 
before the closure of t h i s f i r s t part of our annual session. 

V/e have spent almost three months on the drafting of our rules of procedure 
and the adoption of our agenda and programme of v/ork. These discussions seemed 
long and v/e vrere often tempted to thinlc that i t v r o u l d have been preferable to begin 
to deal vrith substantive questions sooner. • However, the weeks vre have devoted to 
t h i s preparatory phase have not been wasted. The serious tone of our discussions, 
t h e i r detailed nature and sometimes even the d i f f i o u l t i e s encountered have shovm 
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the desire of a l l participants to create on a firm hasis the conditions and framevrark 
f o r our future work, taking f u l l account of the Committee's essential assignment as a 
negotiating body. 

For p r a c t i c a l reasons, vrhich are bound up vrith the constraints of the timetable, 
vre have chosen ±\<ro agenda items f o r our programme of vrork — chemical vfeapons, the 
cessation of the nuclear-aarms race and nuclear disarmament — vrith no i l l u s i o n s as 
to our l i m i t a t i o n s . 

F i r s t of a l l , time and circumstances allovr us to deal vfith these two questions 
i n only a p a r t i a l , preliminary and, as i t virere, exploratory fashion. Moreover, 
these questions are not the same i n terms of the contribution that our Committee 
can malee. 

Chemical vreapons have been the subject of many studies and of very elaborate 
proposals, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the body that preceded t h i s one. Specific proposals 
have been submitted at t h i s session of the Committee. In short, t h i s question i s 
one that i s ripe f o r discussion, and the General Assembly has asked the Committee 
to take i t up at i t s f i r s t session. 

The question i s then — as everyone here re a l i z e s — vrhether such a negotiation, 
which i s regarded as desirable and a matter of p r i o r i t y from the point of vievr of 
t h i s Committee's function, should be postponed any further and, as i t vrere, l e f t 
i n cold storage pending the outcome of the joi n t i n i t i a t i v e announced i n 1974 by 
tvro of the Member States, 

We are not, of course, doubting the firm desire to make progress and the 
extreme seriousness vrith vrhich these tvro f r i e n d l y countries have continued t h e i r 
e f f o r t s to f u l f i l t h e i r self-imposed task. 

However, the two negotiating parties should also r e a l i z e that t h i s b i l a t e r a l 
undertaking cannot i n d e f i n i t e l y pre-empt a l l m u l t i l a t e r a l discussions on the 
question and thus suspend the Committee's competence i n the matter. 

This i s vrhy the French delegation has received vrith interest the various 
contributions submitted at t h i s session by several members of t h i s Committee vrith 
the object of organizing the discussions and guiding them to concrete negotiations. 

In t h i s context, i t also vrelcomed the recent i n i t i a t i v e s talcen by the 
United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany vrith a view to organizing 
seminars on certain a.spects of the v e r i f i c a t i o n problems linked víith such 
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negotiations. These exercises were themselves most in s t r u c t i v e and w i l l therefore 
he useful f o r future discussions on the substance of a convention. The exchange 
of views i n t h i s Committee next week on the conclusions that can be dxax-m from these 
v i s i t s should, therefore, be regarded as a preface to the more searching discussions 
on the negotiation of a convention on chemical weapons that are to take place when 
we resume our work i n Jime. 

The nuclear issue i s quite d i f f e r e n t , and the s p e c i f i c proposal submitted to 
us by the delegations of several s o c i a l i s t coiuiti-ies i t s e l f r e f l e c t s tlxLs difference, 
i n that i t i s concerned not with the substance of the problem but with the 
modalities of negotiation, with "negotiation about a negotiation". The question 
i s under vrhat conditions the negotiation might s t a r t , and vihether these conditions 
are f u l f i l l e d . 

This brings us to a b r i e f review of the features that novr characterize tho 
nuclear problem. 

Viy country's views on the subject vrere stated by the President of the 
French Republic, i n his address to the General Assembly at i t s special session, and 
by our Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s vrhen he addressed t h i s Committee. \/hat I am 
about to say r e f l e c t s l a r g e l y t h e i r statements. 

The f i r s t of these features, and one that i s f u l l y recognized by the sponsors 
of document CD/4, i s the vastness and complexity of the problem. 

The problem has been vrith us f o r a t h i r d of a century. CKfing to the 
sto c k p i l i n g of vreapons and t h e i r grovring sophistication, and to the d i v e r s i t y of 
strategic situations, the problem has become a good deal more d i f f i c u l t . The 
consequence i s that approaches d i f f e r , as vre savr once again during the discussions 
at the special session. The actual terms of the F i n a l Document are testimony of 
the complexity and d i v e r s i t y of the factors to be-taken into account. 

At the same time, i t i s common knovrledge that i n the vast area that stretches 
over most of the northern hemisphere the nuclear vreapon has become an i n t e g r a l part 
of the o v e r - a l l m i l i t a r y balance. The g'enerous but u n r e a l i s t i c attempt to ensure 
security through the a b o l i t i o n of the nuclear vreapon alone, regardless of the 
broader p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y context, xrould compromise t h i s balance and so 
jeopardize security. 



C a ) / P V , 2 8 
21 

(Mr. de l a Gorce, France) 

That being" so, the size and constant technical improvement of the arsenals 
at the disposal of the two p r i n c i p a l nuclear Powers are at the heart of the problem. 
And because they have recognized t h i s fundamental r e a l i t y and the dang-ers i t 
implies, these two Powers, by dint of eff o r t s which ve have acknowledg"ed, have 
developed t h e i r o\m approach. ïly country welcomed t h i s , v.diile r e a l i z i n g that 
the r e s u l t s i n terms of effective reductions of nuclear arriaments w i l l 
materialize only i n stages and af t e r long and complex negotiations. 

Against such a background, what might be Prance's possible contribution? 
Our ansvrer i s unequivocal. I f , as a result of substantial reductions i n those 
arsenals, the disproportion between the nuclear forces of these Powers and the 
force that we intend to maintain to guarantee security and ensure the c r e d i b i l i t y 
of our deterrent should change r a d i c a l l y , we might consider drawing the appropriate 
conclusions. 

¥e Icnow that, as things stand at present, nuclear víeapons cannot be isolated 
from the general process of disarmament, wMch must take accoixnt of a l l m i l i t a r y 
resources, the d i v e r s i t y of regional situations and the right of a l l to security. 

Last year, when the General Assembly considered the recommendations adopted 
at the special session, i t drev; a most relevant conclusion by recommending that 
the agenda of the Disarmament Commission should include, i n addition to the 
p r i o r i t y consideration of the constituent parts of a global disarmament programme, 
the consideration of various aspects of the arms race, and i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear 
disarmament. 

Under these circumstances, i s i t desirable f o r our Committee, víhose r e a l 
raison d'être i s negotiation, to carry on a discussion that v r i l l normally taJce 
place i n the Disarmament Commission, whose deliberative function has been affirmed 
by the Assembly? I t i s i n the l i g h t of that discussion i n the Commission that 
i t might appear advisable f o r t h i s Committee to talce up, at the appropriate time 
and under the appropriate circumstances, the one or other aspect of the problem 
Vie are discussing. 
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time I am taking the f l o o r -under your chairmanship, I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to^ 
express my s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you occupy t h i s high off i c e at a crucial stage 
of our Committee's work and to vrish you every success i n your task. I should also 
l i k e to take t h i s occasion to express once more to your predecessor. 
Ambassador Thomson of A u s t r a l i a , ray appreciation of the patience and perseverance 
which he displayed throughout the laborious and intensive negotiations that led to 
the adoption of the Disarmament Committee's agenda. 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, also to express to the Yugoslav delegation the deep 
grief and sympathy vre f e e l vrith regard to the tragic events that have just taken 
place i n Yugoslavia. 

I vrould also l i k e to ask the Swedish delegation to transmit our sincere 
condolences to Mrs. Thorsson on her recent bereavement. 

The Disarmament Committee v r i l l have devoted p r a c t i c a l l y the entire f i r s t 
part of i t s annual session to the examination and adoption of i t s rules of procedure 
and i t s agenda. This betokens the importance vrhich a l l Member States attach to 
the elaboration of a set of rules to govern the Committee's work and to the 
adoption of a general framework f o r i t s a c t i v i t i e s and of an agenda l i s t i n g the 
matters selected f o r consideration during t h i s year. I t i s also a token of the 
general interest shown i n our Committee's work by a l l i t s member States after the 
democratization of a l l organs dealing vrith disarmament since the holding of the 
tenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly demoted to disarmament. 

The Disarmament Committee has decided t o devote the fevr days remaining at i t s 
disposal before the end of the f i r s t part of i t s session t o the consideration of 
two important issues, namely; chemical weapons and nuclear disarmament. 

We are pleased that the Committee has chosen the question of the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament as a topic f o r r e f l e c t i o n . 
The p r i o r i t y nature of t h i s issue was duly recognized i n the F i n a l Document of the 
tenth special session and we f e e l bound to express our gratitude to the delegations 
of the States of Eastern Europe f o r having taken the i n i t i a t i v e of submitting f o r 
our Committee's consideration a document concerning negotiations on ending the 
production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles 
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m i t i l they have been completely destroyed. Owing to the constant enlargement 
and sophistication of nuclear arsenals t h i s problem i s becoming more and more urgent, 
fo r , as the United Nations General Assembly emphasized i n the F i n a l Document of i t s 
special session, on disarmament, e x i s t i n g arsenals of 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 earth. I t i s therefore more than ever 
necessary to avert forever the r i s k of a war involving the use of nuclear weapons, 
to halt the nuclear arms race and to proceed to the implementation of concrete 
measures of nuclear disarmament. The goal of ending the production of a l l types of 
nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been 
completely destroyed w i l l , of course, be d i f f i c u l t to achieve a l l at once. This 
i s why appropriate measures, such as the cessation of the qua l i t a t i v e improvement 
of nuclear weapons, cessation of the production of fissionable materials f o r m i l i t a r y 
purposes and gradual reduction of the accumulated stockpiles of nuclear xieapons and 
delivery vehicles, should be implemented by stages. I t goes without saying that a l l 
these measures w i l l necessitate the elaboration of mutually acceptable v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures. The i n i t i a t i v e of a group of s o c i a l i s t States therefore deserves special 
attention on the part of members of our Committee, v;hich should show i t s e l f to be 
capable of f u l l y playing i t s role as a m u l t i l a t e r a l organ f o r negotiating 
disarmament measures. 

Among the other items on the agenda for t h i s year there i s one matter to which 
my Government attaches special importance. 

I refer to th^ preparation of an international convention on guarantees to be 
given to non-nuclear States. In t h i s connexion we wish to reaffirm that non-
nuclear-weapon States, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the non-aligned countries which deliberately 
hold themselves aloof from the m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s foimed round the p r i n c i p a l nuclear 
Powers, are e n t i t l e d , since they have of t h e i r o\m accord forsworn the acquisition 
of nuclear weapons, to formulate demands with regard to the establishment of an 
adequate system of security guarantees. 

At i t s special session the United Nations General Assembly recognized that 
nuclear-weapon States should take measures to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
against the use or the threat of use of nuclear weapons. Moreover, while noting 
the u n i l a t e r a l declarations made by certain nuclear Pov/ers at that special session. 
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the General Assembly urgently requested them to make "effective arrangements, as 
appropriate, to assure non-nuclear-v/eapon States ....". Algeria has alvrays 
maintained that such assurances should be given i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l context and 
should have l e g a l force. Furthermore, at i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d regular session the 
General Assembly adopted two resolutions submitted by the USSR and Pakistan, 
respectively. Although different i n certain respects, both resolutions have the 
same objective, that of ensuring on an international scale that guarantees which 
are effective and have l e g a l force are given to non-nuclear-weapon States. Under 
the terms of those two resolutions, our Committee i s requested to consider the 
draft conventions submitted by Pakistan and the USSR and to report to the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - f o u r t h session. My delegation i s grateful to the 
delegation of Pakistan f o r submitting document CD/10, which constitutes a sound 
basis f o r commencing discussions on th i s issue, and w i l l comment upon the document 
v/hen i t i s considered by the Committee during the second part of the session. 

According to the programme of work we have adopted, we s h a l l have to deal with 
the question of chemical weapons — universally recognized as a p r i o r i t y issue, f o r 
i n the F i n a l Document adopted by the tenth special session the General Assembly 
i t s e l f affirmed that "The complete and effective prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction represent 
one of the most urgent measures of disarmanent. Consequently, the conclusion of a 
convention to t h i s end, on which negotiations have been going on f o r several years, 
i s one of the most urgent tasks of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations". The General Assembly's 
concern v/as not exhausted by t h i s affirmation, since i n i t s resolution 33/59 A, 
adopted by consensus at the t h i r t y - t h i r d session, i t expressly requested the 
Committee on Disarmament to undertake, at the beginning of i t s 1979 session, 
negotiations with a vievr to elaborating an agreement on the prohibition and destruction 
of a l l chemical v/eapons. Hence the p r i o r i t y status of t h i s issue cannot be 
challenged, 

My delegation shares the disappointment of many other delegations at the 
absence of progress i n the consideration of the question of chemical v/eapons v/ithin 
the p r i n c i p a l international negotiating forum. Yet, since 1972, there has been no 
shortage of i n i t i a t i v e s , f o r three draft conventions on chemical weapons have been 
presented i n the CCD by the s o c i a l i s t countries, Japan, and the United Kingdom. 
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In addition, i n 1974 the United States and the Soviet Union announced t h e i r 
intention to present to the CCD a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e on the subject, and since 1976 

these two States have held b i l a t e r a l talks f o r t h i s purpose. Lastly, a substantial 
amount of work was accomplished i n the CCD with regard to the chemical weapons 
question, and a group of non-aligned and neutral countries members ,of the CCD 
stated t h e i r position i n that respect i n working paper •CCD/4OO. 

The Group of 21 recently took a further step i n the desired direction by 
submitting to the Disarmament Committee document C D / I I of 9 A p r i l 1979• The object 
of t h i s i n i t i a t i v e i s to set in motion the process of negotiations on the prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on t h e i r 
destruction by the establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group, open to the par t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l States members of the Committee, with a -̂ îew to elaborating a draft convention 
on that question. In discharging i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y the Ad Hoc Working Group would 
have as a basic text f o r i t s work the proposals and working papers on a convention 
on chemical weapons presented to the Committee and i t s predecessor. As regards 
the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s between the United States and the Soviet Union, the Ad Hoc 
Working Group sho\fLd be kept f u l l y infomed. of th e i r progress and a report indicating 
areas i n vrhich agreement has been reached as well as issues vjhich are s t i l l outstanding 
should be submitted to the Committee as soon as possible. In my delegation's viev/, 
negotiations i n the Committee do not have to be preceded by the conclusion of the 
b i l a t e r a l t a l k s ; i t considers, on the contrary, that they may proceed p a r a l l e l 
vrith the negotiations betvíeen the United States and the Soviet Union. The p r i n c i p a l 
task of the Ad Hoc Working Group víhose establishment vre are proposing w i l l be to 
i d e n t i f y areas of agreement and possible nevr elements of importance f o r the 
formulation of the scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical vreapons convention. We 
hope, therefore, that the Committee v r i l l give a l l due attention to the proposal 
submitted by the Group of 21 and that i t w i l l entrust to the Ad Hoc Working Group 
the task of elaborating a draft convention on chemical vreapons, thus demonstrating 
the importance to be attached to the General Assembly's recommendations. 
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The slovmess which has characterized the progress of our work to date has 
perhaps been necessary. Efforts to achieve disarmament have load to be resumed i n a 
new, more democratic, more representative setting and "in the fresh s p i r i t infused by 
the tenth special, session. Now that the general structure of - our a c t i v i t i e s has 
been defined with a l l necessary care vre should, with equal care, .get dovm. to the 
re a l хтогк of negotiating disarmament measures. The s p i r i t of dialogue and 
understanding vrhich vre have vritnessed i n our Committee so f a r leads us to believe 
that the task entrusted to us i s not an impossible one and that vre s h a l l succeed i n 
f u l f i l l i n g the international community's expectations. 

The СНА1ШШ\Г (translated from French) ; I thank the distinguished 
representative of Algeria for his statement, and f o r his appreciative vrords about 
ncrself and my predecessor, Ambassador Thomson. 

î't. MARKER (Palcistan) Î Mr. Chairman, my delegation vrould also lilce to thanlc 
you for associating i t vrith the condolences vrhich you have so eloquently expressed 
to Ifrs. Thorsson on her sad bereavement. 

Permit me to associate my delegation vrith the several other delegations vrhich 
have already expressed t h e i r congratulations to you on your assumption of the 
Chairmanship of the Committee, The substantial progxess that vre have achieved under 
your guidance i s both a tribute to your s k i l l and an assurance of success i n the 
remaining sessions of t h i s Committee. At the same time, I should l i k e to place on 
record the deep admiration f e l t by ray delegation for the s k i l l and patience vrith 
vrhich your distinguished predecessor, Ambassador Thomson of A u s t r a l i a , brought to a 
successful conclusion the complicated and important task to vrhich the Committee 
addressed i t s e l f l a s t month. Perhaps distinguished members of the Committee are not 
aware of the fact that during Ambassador Thomson's tenure, Palcistan and Au s t r a l i a 
vrere locked i n bloody battles on the cricket f i e l d s of Melbourne and Perth, and I 
can pay no greater tribute to Ambassador Thomson's i m p a r t i a l i t y and equanimity as 
Chairman than to report that he vras neither rough vrith my delegation vrhen Palcistan 
won the f i r s t match nor indulgent vrhen vre l o s t the second. 

The Pakistan delegation i s most gxa t i f i o d that the Committee on Disarmament 
has f i n a l l y concluded i t s consideration of organizational matters and has today 
i n i t i a t e d substantive examination of the item on the "Cessation of the nuclear 
arms raoe and nuclear disarmament". Wy purpose today i s not to spealc d i r e c t l y to 
thi s item since I have had a previous opportunity i n the Committee to express my 
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country's views on the question of nuclear disarmament and on the proposal presented 
by the s o c i a l i s t countries i n document CD/4. Today, the Pakistan delegation would 
l i k e to introduce the paper i t has submit ed on the question of security assurances 
to non-nuclear countries against the nuclear threat, contained i n docuraent CD/10, and 
to malie some observations on items related to the subject. 

The question of security assurances to non-nuclear-vreapon States has been on the 
disarmament agenda f o r more than a decade. Despite t h i s , and despite the numerous 
proposals submitted by the non-nuclear-ire apon States, i n various forums, no 
effective and concrete solution has been evolved so f a r to provide credible 
assurances f o r the non-nuclea3>-vreapon States against exposure to the use or threat of 
use of nuclear vreapons. 

But there have been encouraging developments. Resolution 51/I89-C of the 
General Assembly, which v;as reaffirmed a year l a t e r at the thirty-second session of 
the General Assembly, has by oven/helming majorities, endorsed a s p e c i f i c formula f o r 
the kind of security assurances to be provided by the nuclear Povrers to the 
non-nuclear-weapon States. Furthermore, at the tenth special session, the u n i l a t e r a l 
declarations of some of the nuclear Powers vrere c l e a r l y serious attempts to respond 
to the pre-oocupations of the non-nuclear States. But, with one exception, these 
declarations vrere not considered as s u f f i c i e n t l y credible by the non-nuclear-vreapon 
States. Therofoxe, In paragraph 59 of the F i n a l Document of the Special Session, the 
nuclear Povrers vrere c a l l e d on to conclude — and I repeat, to conclude — effective 
arrangements, as appropriate, to assure non-nuclear v/eapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear vreapons. 

Pakistan believes that such "effective arrangements" to assure non-nuclear-
vreapon States can best be provided i n an international instrument with binding legal 
effect. The question of security assurances i s not b i l a t e r a l i n i t s scope and 
e f f e c t ; i t has global implications impinging on the security of a l l States. Secondly, 
to be at a l l credible, such assurances must be extended i n l e g a l l y binding form. Any 
other modality v/ould f a l l short of the test of c r e d i b i l i t y . U n i l a t e r a l declarations, 
however positive they may sound, are statements of governmental policy, and, as I 
have said before, p o l i c i e s , l i k e Governments, are apt to change. Such u n i l a t e r a l 
declarations are even less satisfactory v/hen they are hedged by various reservations 
arid l i m i t a t i o n s . 

We are g r a t i f i e d that this point of viev/ i s endorsed by the Soviet Union, vfliich 
already took a concrete i n i t i a t i v e f o r the adoption of an international convention 
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on the subject of security guarantees at the l a s t session of the General Assembly, 
Tlie two resolutions on t h i s subject adopted by the Genere.! Assembly, 
resolution 33/72 A and resolution 33/72 while confirming the decision of the 
special session, have called upon th i s Committee to consider the draft conventions 
circulated by Palcistan and the Soviet Union i n the General Assembly together v/ith 
other proposals and suggestions designed to achieve the same objective of providing 
non-nuclear-vreapon States v/ith effective assurances against the use or threat of use 
of nuclear weapons. 

The paper circulated as document CD/IO r e f l e c t s Palcistan's current thinlcing 
on the subject of security assurances to non-nuclear-x/eapon States, The draft 
convention annexed to this docuraent i s i d e n t i c a l to the one circulated by Palcistan 
at the l a s t General Assembly. The main features of i t s preamble and seven a r t i c l e s 
ares f i r s t J i t starts from the premise that the best assurances of security against 
the nuclear threat i s the t o t a l prohibition of the use of nuclear vreapons and the 
achievement of nuclear disarmament; secondly, that the extension of le g a l and 
international assurances to non-nuclear-vreapon States i s an obligation on the 
nuclear Pov/ers a r i s i n g from t h e i r claim, at least for the time being, to r e t a i n 
nuclear v/eapons, and t h i r d l y , that the existence of the opposing global all i a n c e 
systems under v/hich the option to use nuclear v/eapons against non-nuclear-v/eapon 
States i s kept open, must not form an insuperable obstacle to the extension of 
security assurances to those non-nuclear States v/hich are not parties to these 
a l l i a n c e s . The Palcistan delegation believes that this draft Convention not only 
r e f l e c t s the aspirations of the non-nuclear-v/eapon States to enhance t h e i r security 
against the nuclear menace but also deals i n a balanced and r e a l i s t i c manner v/ith the 
problem of re c o n c i l i n g the existence of nuclear armaments and the need to malee a 
f i r s t move tov/ards the prohibition of the i r use. I t , therefore, provides a sound 
basis on v/hich to begin negotiations on the question of security assurances to 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 

The Palcistan delegation i s very much encouraged by the vmanimous inclusion on 
the agenda of the Committee for I979 of the item e n t i t l e d "Effective international 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of 
nuclear v/eapons". The very formulation of the item upholds the viev/, v/hich i s shared 
by. the vast majoxity of the nembersliip-of t i i i c Committee ..and of the Степвга1 .Assembly, 
that a binding internationaJ instrument shou.ld be nego.iir.bed on t h i s 
subject. My delegation i s , therefore, prepared to consider a l l ideas and proposals 
on the subject, and to enter into negotiations v/itli other delegations, especially 
the delegation of the Soviet Union, i n the Cominittee on Disarmanent. 
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¥e believe that the consideration of t h i s subject i n our Committee should begin on 
t h e basis of t h e agreement:reached-. at the tenth .special..session..of the :Generalr4êsembly, 
i. 6 , - in^panagraph ¿9.-"OÍ".:th€ Pinal Иосишаль.,. as..su;pplouented_.^'y the t\ro 
resolutions of the t h i r t y - t h i r d General Assembly session. Therefore, our 
deliberations and subsequent negotiations could u s e f u l l y focus on tvo points? f i r s t l y , 
the scope and nature of the guarantee to be provided to the non-nuclear-x/eapon States, 
and secondly, the precise "effective" and "international" form i n which i t could be 
extended, lly delegation v/ould suggest that the Committee should begin i t s 
consideration of these jDo ints i n a general debate for a v/eek or txro , v;hen i t 
reconvenes i n June. Thereafter, an ad hoc v/orking group, or some other informal 
mechanism could be set up to begin consideration of s p e c i f i c approaches and concrete 
texts proposed on this subject. 

I should now l i k e to malee a few observations on the related subject of nuclear 
non-proliferation. Ify delegation has f o l lov/ed v/ith the greatest interest the 
statement made by the distinguished Ambassador of India before t h i s Committee on 
3 A p r i l 1979. At the outset, I v/ish to emphasize that my delegation's reply to 
Ambassador Garekhan's remarks are not i n any v/ay intended to be polemical but, on 
the contrary, i s a response and a continuation of v/hat i s already beginning to 
constitute a sober and serious dialogue, v/orthy of the dignity of t h i s Committee and 
the important purpose for v/hich i t v/as constituted. I t i s , therefore, the hope of 
my delegation that the debate v / i l l continue to be guided by these objectives and 
that i t v - r i l l attract the interest and p a r t i c i p a t i o n of other delegations. 

There are many points i n the statement made by Ambassador Garekhan v/hich I 
can endorse. Palcistan'agrees that non-proliferation of nuclear weapons involves 
both the reversal of the nuclear-arras race and preventing the spread of nuclear 
v/eapons. But v/e would desist from drav/ing the rather d r a s t i c , i f not purposeless, 
conclusion that unless nuclear disarmament i s instantaneously and universally 
achieved, nothing can or should be done to check the spread of nuclear weapons. 
Indeed, further pursuits of such a l i n e of argument could render infmctuous 
almost a l l the v/ork of our Committee. Secondly, Pakistan also endorses, and v / i l l 
continue to uphold staunchly, the pri n c i p l e s contained i n the P i n a l Bocument for 
the exercise o f the inalienable rig h t o f a l l countries f r e e l y to develop and acquire 
nuclear technology for peaceful purposes. As i s perhaps knovm to the distinguished 
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members оГ tho Committee, Palcistan was the f i r s t to propose the adoption of these 
princ i p l e s at the thirty-second session of the General Assembly. Thirdly, \jo also 
.subscribe to the concept, contained i n t h : Pinal Document, '.hat international 
safeguards on peaceful nuclear a c t i v i t i e s should be applied tlorough the lAEil on 
a non-discriminatory basis. The primary danger of p r o l i f e r a t i o n today arises from 
the selective a.pplication or non-application of safegaards. 

% delegation has noted with g r a t i f i c a t i o n that the statement of 
Ambassador Garekhan contained a r e i t e r a t i o n of pledge of the distinguished 
Prime Minister of India not to manufacture nuclear weapons. I'-]y Government has 
already expressed appreciation of t h i s statement, but u.nilateral declarations, no 
matter how solemnly they may be made, cannot form a credible basis for a 
non-proliferation p o l i c y , either at the international or at the regional l e v e l . Such 
commitments must be undertaken i n a l e g a l l y binding and v e r i f i a b l e form. Palcistan 
jLs prepared to give such commitments simultaneously v/ith India. For this pujppose, 
Palcistan has suggested that India and Palcistan accept international or b i l a t e r a l 
inspection of th e i r nuclear f a c i l i t i e s on a reciprocal basis ; or that both 
simultaneously accept the application of full-scope safeguards to a l l th e i r nuclear 
a c t i v i t i e s , or that both j o i n t l y r a t i f y the Nucleox Ifon-Proliferation Treaty. We 
would be most happy i f India v/ould respond p o s i t i v e l y to any of these i n i t i a t i v e s 
and suggestions. 

My delegation makes no apology for once again bringing to the notice of t h i s 
Committee i n general and of the distinguished Indian delegation i n pa r t i c u l a r the 
request that i t should seriously consider the proposal f o r the establisloraent of a 
nuclear-v/eapon-free zone i n South Asia, The creation of nuclear-v/eapon-free zones, 
we f e e l , provides the best means of assuring against nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n at the 
present time. This regional concept possesses none of tho discriminatory features 
of international non-proliferation efforts and treats each partieijjating State 
equally and without d i s t i n c t i o n . 

I am av/are that Ambassador Garekhan, i n his statement, expressed doubts 
on vihether the establishment of nuclear-v/eapon-free zones was a disarmament measure, 
since i t does not involve the actual dismantling of any nuclear v/eapons. I v/ould 
submit, v/ith respect, that v/hile the value of the argument i s doubtful even i n 
semantic terms, i t possesses for our Committee implications of serious consequence, 
for i t attempts to remove from the purviev/ of our consideration one of the most 
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effective instruments and methods of nuclear disarmament. Furthermore, as ue 
understand i t , the SALT II accord may also not entail any actual dismantling of 
nuclear vreapons; yet surely, no one doubts the importance of this accord for the 
objective of disarmament. Nor can we exclude the consideration of nucleax-vreapon-free 
zones in this Committee merely because they have been the subject of a prior study 
by the previous negotiating body. Chemical v/eapons too have been the subject of 
numerous studies. No-one can seriously argue thereby that chemical vreapons should 
not be considered in this Committee. 

It i s obvious tliat for the effective as vrell as jviridical creation of nuclear-
vreapon-free zones, the voluntary consent and participation of a l l the significant 
regional States is necessary. But in our viev/, the absence of prior unanimity 
among a l l the States in a region does not jpreclude the international community from 
examining and encouraging the objective of a nuclear-vreapon-free zone. Indeed, i t 
is incumbent upon us to talce note of the re a l i t y of the dangers of proliferation as 
they exist today, especially in such regions as Africa, the Middle East and 
South Asia, Should the African cotmtries give up their endeavour to keep their 
continent free of nuclear v/eapons merely because South Africa entertains nuclear 
ambitions? Or should the intransigence of Israel constitute a veto on the search 
for a nuclear-v/eapon-free zone in the Middle East? 

In South Asia, the danger is perhaps even more acute, especially as the region 
has already v/itnessed and f e l t the impact of a nuclear explosion, I v/ould submit, 
therefore, that i t is not the "persistent efforts" made for the creation of the 
nuolear-v/eapon-free zone in South Asia v/hich should give rise to doubts, but i t is 
rather the persistent opposition to the universally endorsed imperative of preventing 
the spread of nuclear armaments, that constitute matters of so much concern, 

bfy delegation was surprised to note the remark of Ambassador Garekhan that i t 
is not for this Com/iiittee or for the United Nations to impose negotiations for a 
nuclear-v/eapon-free zone. I may mention in passing that in the case of the African 
and Middle East nuclear-v/eapon-free zones, a role has beon envisaged for the 
Security Council. But in the case of South Asia, there i s , in our viev/, no question 
of imposition, because a nuclear-weapon-free zone vrill f i t precisely into the 
unilaterally declared intentions of a l l the States in the region. As you are 
aware, the leaders of a l l the States in the region have unequivocally declared 
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t h e i r intention not to produce nuclear г/eapons. The nuclear-v/eapon-free zone i n 
South Asia vrould accordingly provide a regional and binding instrument to give 
c o l l e c t i v e expression to these p o l i c i e s . 

Therefore, i t remains our hope that the Government of India v r i l l reconsider i t s 
position on the proposal f o r the creation of a. nuclear-vreapon-free zone i n 
South Asia. At the very l e a s t , ue hope that India v r i l l respond p o s i t i v e l y to the 
proposal recently mad_e by the President of Palcistan to the Prime Minister of India 
that the countries of South Asia adopt a j o i n t declaration, having international 
status and a binding character, vrhich xrould renounce the manufacture of nuclear 
vreapons. 

The goal of nuclear non-proliferation can be achieved through a global response, 
promoted within the United Nations on the basis of u n i v e r s a l i t y , non-discrimination 
and the sovereign equality of States. To approach the problem on a subjective or 
selective basis and to apply different standards to different States, to submit to 
expediency rather than p r i n c i p l e , x r i l l promote regional imbalances, imperil peace 
and security i n many regions of the vrorld and thereby subvert the goal of 
non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament. In t h i s context my delegation takes an 
extremely serious view of the discriminatory practice of some major Povrers i n t h e i r 
treatment of various non-nuclear weapon States. I t seems incomprehensible to us 
that a country which has exploded a nuclear device, possesses a clear c a p a b i l i t y to 
manufacture nuclear weapons, and has rejected the application of international 
safeguards to i t s nuclear f u e l cycle f a c i l i t i e s , including plutonium reprocessing 
and uranium enrich .ent plants, continues t j receive nuclear and other form of 
assistance; vrhilst on the other hand, a country vrhich has subjected i t s nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s to international inspection, and has expressed i t s vrillingness to extend 
concrete mutual pledges f o r non-proliferation, i s to be denied even economic 
development assistance. I t i s heartening to note some reassuring signs that public 
opinion i s not unappreciative of t h i s v i t a l aspect and the imperative of adopting a 
non-discriminatory approach to deal vrith the issue of non-proliferation i n 
South Asia. Palcistan, f o r i t s part, has offered many alternative ways and means 
of ensuring against the spread of nuclear weapons i n South Asia and vre vrould be 
happy to receive a positive response to these i n i t i a t i v e s . 

The CIIAIRI'IAN (translated from French); I thanlc the distinguished 
representative of Palcistan f o r Ms statement and fo r his kind vrords about me and 
my predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 
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Mr. FISHEB (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I would f i r s t l i k e 
to express the thanks of the delegation of the United States to you f o r conveying, 
on behalf of a l l of u&, your expressions of condolence to îlme Thorsson i n her recent 
sad bereavement. We, of course, vant to do t h i s i n our o\m right as i / e l l , as \те 

a l l f e e l the burden of i t . 
Today marks the very f i r s t day that t h i s Committee w i l l o f f i c i a l l y devote to 

the subject of the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. This 
i s not a new concern for the nations of the world. Indeed, our distinguished 
colleague from Nigeria reminded us on 10 A p r i l that the f i r s t resolution of the 
United Nations General Assembly, a i-esolution which was adopted by consensus, urged 
the elimination of a,tomic v;eapons from national arsenals. This objective has been 
restated and reaffirmed by leaders of a l l States i n many fora, and the United States, 
fo r i t s part, i s \ ; e l l aware of the special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y carried by the major 
nuclear-v/eapon States foi' nuclear disarmament. The experience of the l a s t decade, 
hov/ever, demonstrates that reaching agreement on ultimate objectives i s a f a r simpler 
task than negotiating the accoi-ds x/hich i n fact v / i l l bring us closer to those 
objectives. 

Too often our statements of ultimate objectives, v/ith v/hich we a l l agree, have 
been interpreted as predictions that these objectives can be obtained i n the immediate 
fixture. \'Ihen t h i s f a i l s to happen, v/e a l l share a sense of disappointment. For some, 
t h i s disappointment i s perhaps tinged v/ith suspicion about tho motives of the 
negotiating parties. 

It i s i n t h i s context that the United States delegation v/ould refer to the process 
v/hich, i t i s hoped, v / i l l soon lead to the second agreement generally referred to aa 
SALT I I , a comprehensive agreement on l i m i t i n g strategic offensive nuclear arms. 

SALT I I has pi-ovided an excellent example of the inherent d i f f i c u l t i e s i n nuclear-
arms control end how by patient, painstaking vrork, these d i f f i c u l t i e s can be overcome. 
In the United States and elsev/here, i t has been attacked by some because of the l i m i t s 
i t v / i l l impose. SALT I I has been c r i t i c i z e d by others because the l i m i t s and 
constraints i t v / i l l impose are deemed i n s u f f i c i e n t , not \/orth the effort i t has taken 
to achieve v/hat has been accomplished thus f a r . S t i l l others have b e l i t t l e d the 
agreement, asserting that technological a.dvances have rendered i t s provisions 
iri-elevant. One might comment that an agreement v/ith such a variety of distinguished 
c r i t i c s cannot be a l l bad. I i/ish to speak to each of these c r i t i c i s m s , and i n the 
process of doing t h i s , to provide some insights into United States perceptions and 
objectives regarding nuclear-arms control. 
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The SALT negotiations symholise the recognition Ъу the United States and 
the Soviet Union that unrestrained nuclear-arms competion carries with i t the danger 
of increased r i s k cf nuclear holocaust. I" recognizes also rhe technological 
revolution created Ъу nuclear weapons. In the pre-nuclear era, the m i l i t a r y forces 
of a. country — whether regarded as offensive or defensive — served not only to 
deter attack, hut i f deterrence f a i l e d , to defend the homeland. Today; i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to envisage the results of an exchange of nuclear weapons. V/e knovr that 
i t \iOuld Ъе an unprecedented catastrophe f o r mankind, and many have asked the 
ciuestion? "V/ould the survivors envy the dead?" Deterrence of nuclear viar has thus 
become tlie foremost national secui-ity objective of the United States. 

To make our deterrent credible, and to ensure that others do not derive 
p o l i t i c a l advantages from perceived, d i s p a r i t i e s i n m i l i t a r y forces, the United States 
has established essential equivalence i n strategic forces as a second objective. 
V/e speak of essential equiva,lence because we realize that the strategic forces of 
our country and of the Soviet Union w i l l never be absolutely i d e n t i c a l . Each has 
developed i t s own forces i n a different geographic, p o l i t i c a l , l i i s t o r i c a l and 
technological environment. Each side has advantages i n certain ai-eas v/hich are 
offset by advantages of the other side i n different areas. Thus, v;hen examined 
using only one type of s t a t i c c r i t e r i a , the disparity betv/een the tv/o forces may 
appear markedly different v/hen one looks at the entire picture. ííevertheless, the 
concerns of those V/1TO v/orry anout possible imbalances betv/een the tv/o forces are 
r e a l and a.re an undeniable factor i n the problem of achieving a SALT agreement. 

I should now l i k e to speak to the c r i t i c i s m s of those v/ho think the l i m i t s 
contained i n SALT I I are inadequate. Many have reminded us of the remarks made by 
President Carter on 7 October 1977s at tho United Nationss "The United States 
i s v r i l l i n g to go as f a r a,s possible, consistent v/ith our security interests, i n 
l i m i t i n g and reducing nuclear v/eapons. On a reciprocal basis v/e are v / i l l i n g nov/ 
to reduce them by 10 per cent, by 20 per cent, even by 50 per cent. Then v/e v.dll 
work for further reductions to a v/orld t r u l y free of nuclear v/eapons." I should l i k e 
to r e c a l l that the United. States expiressed i t s v/illingness i n March 1977 to accept 
reductions greater than those vre expect to be incorporated i n SALT I I , 

S p e c i f i c a l l y v/e proposed, among other things, at that time that s 
— the autliorized number of strategic delivery vehicles (heavy bombers, 

ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers) drop from 2,400 dovm to 1,800-2,000; 
— the authorized MIRV launchers be reduced from 1,320 to 1 ,100-1 ,200; 
— the authorized number of I4IRV launcliers of ICBMs, not l i m i t e d i n the 

Vladivostok understandings, be r e s t r i c t e d to no more than 550; 
— modifications to existing ICBMs be prohibited and the introduction of nev/ 

ones be banned. 

file:///iOuld
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Шюп we compare these s p e c i f i c United States proposals to the proposed 
Vladivostok l i m i t s and to the emerging SALT I I accord-, we f i n d that progress was 
not as great as we had u'ished, hut that i t iras nevertheless r e a l . V/as t h i s degree 
of progress worth the ef f o r t ? I think the answer i s c l e a r l y yes, and vhen we 
think of SALT as a process т/hich w i l l not end with SALT I I , the answer must he yes. 

F i n a l l y , I viish to speak to the concerns of those who fear that technological 
advances \ / i l l render meaningless the quantitative l i m i t s imposed under SALT I I . 
I wovild begin by noting that the danger to .an arms control regime posed by 
technological advance can be severe. Those of us who remember the naval l i m i t a t i o n s 
of the 1920s also remember that the a i r c r a f t c a r r i e r dealt more e f f e c t i v e l y with 
the c a p i t a l ship than any arms control agreement could have done. On the ground 
and i n the a i r , the internal combustion engine combined with vdreless communications, 
accomplished a revolution i n m i l i t a r y strategy and t a c t i c s i n only two decades. 
The United States i s aware of the dangers posed by technological advances. 
Last year, f o r example, we had proposed that SALT I I prohibit modifications to 
e x i s t i n g ICBMs and bar the introductions of new ones. While t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
aspect of the United States position did not prove negotiable i n i t s entirety, 
the SALT I I agreement x i i l l , i n fact contain very si g n i f i c a n t qualitative 
r e s t r a i n t s . It w i l l establish r e s t r i c t i o n s on the degree to v/hich the tvro parties 
v r i l l be permitted to exploit technological advances to load additional vrarheads 
on a given type of m i s s i l e , vrhether ICBM or SLBH. Further, i t v r i l l allow each 
side to develop only one nevr type of ICBM. Each of these constraints i s s i g n i f i c a n t 
i n i t s e l f . Together, they constitute an important contribution to strategic 
s t a b i l i t y and to slowing the qualitative arms race. Moreover, the united States 
hopes these qualitative r e s t r a i n t s v r i l l act to strengthen the significance of 
the quantitative l i m i t s i n SALT. 

My remarks today have been l i m i t e d and, I t i u s t , reasonably b r i e f . I have 
offered no nevr svreeping proposals. I have spoken to only a fev/ aspects of the SALT 
negotiations. I have l e f t f o r a future date observations regarding other essential 
steps toward nuclear disarmament such as a comprehensive test ban, and SALT I I I . 
And i f I have disappointed some, I trust I have misled none. The process of 
nuclear disarmament i s and v r i l l remain d i f f i c u l t . I t i s perhaps a l l too easy to 
underestimate these d i f f i c u l t i e s . Therefore, I vrovild conclude my remarks today 
vrith one request addressed to each representative here. 

Before making any judgments as to how to proceed toward nuclear disarmament, 
before becoming committed to svreeping schemes vrhich a r t i c u l a t e desix>able objectives 
vrithout addressing the hard, p r a c t i c a l problems that must be faced, I ask you to 
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r e f l e c t on the considerations I have just outlined. At the same time I would ask 
you to recognize that a process i s at work, and that, as imperfect as i t may he, 
the process leading to SALT I I and to further agreements can '-asult i n achievem^ents 
of major importance and, even more s i g n i f i c a n t l y , can lay the foundation f o r p r a c t i c a l 
and ra t i o n a l progress toward the goal a l l of us share — complete nuclear 
di sarmament. 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French) % Before giving the f l o o r to the 
next speaker, I would l i k e to mention that I s t i l l have f i v e speakers on my l i s t , 
and i t w i l l obviously not be possible to hear them a l l before 1 p.m. 

May I suggest therefore that we hear the next spealcer, Ambassador Fein, and 
then break off and resume t h i s afternoon. 

Mr. РЕШ (Netherlands) J Mr. Chairman, v/e are grateful to you f o r having 
conveyed, through Ambassador Lidgard, our condolences to Mrs. Thorsson, with v/hich 
v/e are most sincerely associated. S i r , since t h i s i s the f i r s t time that I talce 
the f l o o r i n a formai meeting of our Committee t h i s month, may I therefore express 
to you, Ambassador Noterdaeme, my greatest personal and o f f i c i a l s a t i s f a c t i o n 
at seeing you, a most v/orthy representative of your country, v/ith v/hich my ovm 
i s closely related i n so many respects, occupying the presidency of t h i s Committee, 
You have our v/armest v/ishes f o r success i n the d i f f i c u l t task that the presidency 
e n t a i l s . Ue also have a debt of gratitude to Arnbassador Thomson of A u s t r a l i a f o r 
his tremendous and soccessful e f f o r t s as your predecessor, I also take pleasure i n 
welcoming i n our midst the nev/ repi-esentative of the United Kingdom, 
Ambassador Summerhayes, and the representative of Zaire, Ambassador Kamanda v/a Kamanda. 

Today I v/ish to make a. fev/, preliminary, remarks concerning nuclear disarmament 
on v/hich subject v/e have agreed to concentrate during t h i s period of our session. 

Of course, these i-emarks are not preliminary i n the sense that my Government 
ha.s not already made Icnov/n i t s views concerning nuclear disarmament on previous 
occasions. My remarks are preliminary i n the sense of our Committee now starting 
to deal v/ith t h i s subject -under agenda item 2. 

I intend to discuss very b r i e f l y vrorking document CD/4S presented by a 
number of members of t h i s Committee, but I also intend to make some additional 
comments. It i s evident that not a l l aspects of t h i s highly complicated matter 
can be â-ealt v/ith i n d e t a i l because of the regrettably short time available to 
prepare t h i s part of the session of the Comiaittee on Disarmament. 
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F i r s t of a l l , my delegation does not consider that i t i s heyond the scope of 
t h i s Committee to deal with matters related to halting the nuclear-arms race and 
to work f o r nuclear disarmament. Indeed, the Conference of tne Committee on 
Disarmament developed several t r e a t i e s dealing with different aspects of the nuclear 
arms race and we hope to conclude i n the near future a treaty banning a l l nuclear-
v/eapons t e s t s . However, as I said i n my f i r s t statement t h i s year (CD/PV,6), we 
must c a r e f u l l y select vihich questions can better be discussed b i l a t e r a l l y , which 
regionally and v;hich i n a vrorld;-wide forum. In the nuclear f i e l d , important matters 
are discussed elsev/here, e.g. i n SALT. ' I t vrould seem i l l advised to disturb such 
processes v/ith p a r a l l e l and overlapping tal k s i n t h i s Committee. V/e must carefully 
select our topics. One of these has been, of course, the comprehensive test bah, 
although also i n t h i s case we are v/aiting — rather impatiently I might add — f o r 
the conclusion of the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s . 

I also v/ould l i k e to remark that nuclear disarmament matters cannot be separated 
from other disamament discussions. Indeed, security considerations of -different 
regions have to be roccgnized i n that respect. I noted that the distinguished 
delegate of the Soviet Union on 5 A p r i l stressed that t o t a l m i l i t a r y arsenals, 
including conventional v/eapons, have to be taken into account. • 

It i s i n p a r t i c u l a r on the question of selection that my delegation i s somewhat 
puzzled by the proposal contained i n CD/4 and the explanation given to i t by i t s 
sponsors. The proposal seems rather broad and imprecise, v/hich raises questions 
as to i t s usefulner.3. Document CD/4 mentions the cessation of the production of 
a l l nuclear vroapons and t h e i r destruction v/ithout indicating i n v/hat stages t h i s 
should happen, v/ho would participate i n the different stages, how t h i s pi-ocess 
can be reconciled with SALT and other forums and, l a s t but not least, how a l l t h i s 
could be v e r i f i e d . 

Hov/, i t seems possible that the co-sponsors of document CD/4 have an open mind 
as to how to solve these problems and only v/ant to stimulate discussions i n t h i s 
Committee on how to tackle the nuclear disarmament problem. In that s p i r i t , my 
delegation i s v / i l l i n g to make a modest contribution. 
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In p a r t i c u l a r v i i t h respect to the important v e r i f i c a t i o n question i t i s 
perhaps г-íorthwhile, even at t h i s early stage, to consider the implications of 
veri f y i n g a halt i n the production of nuclear warheads and the destruction of 
stockpiles of nuclear weapons. A full-scope safeguards system i s i n any case 
necessary to ensure that no nuclear materials are diverted from peaceful uses. But 
that would not he enough. The matter i s , of course, of such importance that one 
would have to make absolutely certain that no niiclear v/eapons are produced any 
more and that e x i s t i n g nuclear weapons are destroyed. This would mean, i n t e r a l i a , 
that one vrould need to know v/here a l l nuclear-v/eapons production f a c i l i t i e s are and 
that these are dismantled or i n any case have stopped production. I t v/ould also 
mean that p o s s i b i l i t i e s have to be created to trace a l l stockpiles of nuclear 
weapons, and t h i s v/ould requir-e a rather intrusive kind of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
Considering our discussions u n t i l nov/ on the v e r i f i c a t i o n question, I do not 
entertain great hopes that a l l countries involved vrould accept such kind of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

A more i n d i r e c t , but i n the end probably e f f e c t i v e , v/ay of halting the production 
of nuclear v/eapons v/ould be the cessation of the production of fissionable materials 
f o r weapons purposes. This proposal was made a long time ago and has alvíays been 
supported by my Government. Canada has recently pursued t h i s idea again. The great 
advantage of the proposal i s that an inter n a t i o n a l l y accepted system to v e r i f y the 
measure i s already i n existence: the nuclear safeguards system of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. Indeed, application of t h i s system to the v/hole peaceful 
nuclear f u e l cycle of the nuclear-vreapon States and transfer of a l l m i l i t a r y 
enrichment and reprocessing plants to the peaceful cycle vrould make i t possible to 
v e r i f y the hal t i n g of the production of fissionable materials f o r vreapons purposes, 
at least i n theory. 

There are a number of p r a c t i c a l problems, such as the question of m i l i t a r y 
propulsion reactors, but these problems are, i f the p o l i t i c a l w i l l e x i s t s , probably 
solvable. An important advantage of the proposal i s that a l l countries, 
nuclear-v/eapons States and non-nuclear-v/eapons States, would accept the same 
type of v e r i f i c a t i o n , removing a discriminatory feature of present safeguards 
application. 
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Unfortunately, document CD/4 does not give any hint of hovi to tackle the 
basic v e r i f i c a t i o n problem. The main sponsor has not given any p r a c t i c a l 
indication that i t i s w i l l i n g to accept i.uelear safegua.rds on i t s peaceful 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , safeguards which are applied a l l over the world. Perhaps 
I may mention that i n the f i r s t ЖРТ Heview Conference some hope was raised that 
the Soviet Union was changing i t s m.inds i t accepted i n the final-document of that 
Conference the following sentence; "The Conference emphasises the necessity 
fo r the States party to the Treaty that have not yet done so .to conclude as soon 
as possible safegur.rds agreements with the IAEA." You may note that no d i s t i n c t i o n 
i s made betvreen nuclear-x/eapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States i n t h i s 
sentence. Since that time, however, our expectations i n t h i s f i e l d have not been 
f u l f i l l e d , although i n the meantime three other nuclear-weapon States have 
accepted IAEA safeguards. 

Novr, i f one i s not even w i l l i n g to consider the application of vrell defined 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures on peaceful nuclear a c t i v i t i e s , how can vre undertake 
negotiations on disarmament measures vrhich require even more intrusive 
v e r i f i c a t i o n ? I vrould very much hope vre can f i n d a solution, but vre would 
need some more information from the sponsors of CD/4 to create the necessary 
confidence that success i n the end can be achieved. 

I v / i l l not say much about the question of r)articipation of a l l nuclear-
weapon States i n possible discussions on nuclear disarmaments that i s f o r them 
to decide. It v/ould seem strange, hov/ever, to prepare negotiations betv/een a l l 
nuclear-weapon States vrithout the pa r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l . 

Vie vrere happy to note that document CD/4 c l e a r l y lecognizes that the 
nuclear-we apon States would particij30,te i n diverse v/ays i n the different stages 
of the" nuclear disarmament process.Indeed, p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-v/eapon 
States i n discussions on nuclear• disarmament — cer t a i n l y a vrorthvrhile goal — 
must not imply that the tvro main Povrers have less r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r effective 
measures i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 
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The СНА1ШШТ (translated froa French); I thanlc the distinguished 
representative of the Netherlands f o r his statement, and I would lilce to assure 
him that I greatly appreciate the cordial words he had to say about me and about 
Belgium. I would 3.dd that I a,lso appreciate the tribute he paid to my 
predecessor, ambassador Thomson. 

Inthe interests of our work i t seems to me that we should suspend our debate 
at t h i s point. I would suggest that we resume t h i s afternoon, at whatever time 
you think convenient. 

Would you be ready to resume the worlc t h i s afternoon at 5 or 3«30 p.m. i f 
t h i s suggestion meets with your approval? 

I am of coirrse at the disposal of the members of the Comjnittee. 

Ilr. В1В0^ШР (Sweden); Mr. Chairman, since we have just been informed 
that there w i l l be consultations i n our? group a.t 3 o'clock, would i t be possible 
to hold the meeting at 3*45? 

The CHAiraiAI'l (translated from French) s Could we recommence t h i s 
afternoon at 3«45 p.m.? 

Mr. Simard suggests 4 p.m. That being so, I would l i k e to suggest that, to 
give delegations wishing to hold consultations s u f f i c i e n t time to do so, we 
should resume our work at û p.m. 

I f there are no comments, I s h a l l suspend the meeting no\7. I t w i l l resume 
this aXternoon at 4 p.m., as agreed. 

I declare the plenary meeting suspended. 
The meeting was susDended at 1 p.m. and resumed at A p.m. 

The CHAIIS'IAN (translated from French); I now i n v i t e the distinguished 
delegates to resume the vrork of oui- tvronty-eighth plenary meeting. 

Mr. SÏÏJKA (Poland); At the outset of my statement I should l i k e to 
associate myself v/ith the words of condolences v/hich you yourself, I'lr. Chairman, 
pjid other spealcers have expressed to the leader of the delegation of Sv/eden. 

I t gives me great pleasure to take the f l o o r under the chairmanship of a 
distinguished representative of Belgium — a country v/ith \/hich Poland has 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y enjoyed f r u i t f u l co-operation, especially i n the f i e l d of European 
security and disarmament. I would also lilce to talce t h i s opportunity to express 
to огяг chairman for the month of March, Ambassador Thom.son of Austr a l i a , the 
appreciation of my delegation f o r the v/isdom, s k i l l and courtesy v/ith v/hich he 
approached the d i f f i c u l t assignments of his o f f i c e l a s t month. 
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May I also take t h i s occasion to extend a vjarm welcome to Ambassador Sxmimerhayes 
of the United liingdom and Ambassador Kamanda Va Kamanda of Zaire. I look forward 
to f r u i t f u l co-operation xjith both of them i n the pursuit of our common objectives. 

In my br-ief intervention today I shoxild l i k e to address some problems 
r e l a t i v e to item 2 of the Committee's agenda for 1 9 7 9 '— the question of cessation 
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. In f a c t , as one of the 
co-sponsors of document CD/^Í, I have already had the occasion to comment on 
various aspects of nuclear disarmament a-nd on sp e c i f i c issues raised i n the 
proposal of the s o c i a l i s t cotmtries. 

However, I believe that i n the l i g h t of the broad interest i n and the 
considerable support of many delegations f o r the ideas advanced i n that document, 
further conmients would be quite i n order. Such comments would appear to us 
fixLly j u s t i f i e d also i n view of opinions which were on the more sceptical side. 

The international comm.unity has long recognized the pre-eminence of measures 
of nuclear disarmament by according highest p r i o r i t y to e f f o r t s i n that regard. 
The most a.uthori Lative statements i n that respect have been formifLatedjOf course, 
at the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disaimament. As i t 
w i l l be recalled, paragraph 20 of the Pinal Doc-um.ent states i n part: 

"... effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of 
nuclear \шт have the highest p r i o r i t y . To this end, i t i s imperative 
to remove the threat of nuclear weapons, to halt and reverse the 
nuclear-arms race u n t i l the t o t a l elimination of nuclear weapons and 
t h e i r delivery systems has been achieved, and to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of nuclear -weapons". 
In the considered view of the Polish delegation, the i n i t i a t i v e concerning 

negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and 
gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed 
f u l l y responds to the recommendations of the United Nations General Assembly made at 
tho special session and the t h i r t y - t h i r d régulai- ooc-cion. Pailui-e to examine that 
proposal woiild be e n t i r e l y unwarranted. The Committee on Disarmament would 
be unable to explain or to j u s t i f y at the United Nations and to public opinion 
at largo i t s inaction on a proposal of that scope. Consequently, we m.ust not 
accept arguments that there i s no need to examine the proposal of the s o c i a l i s t 
countries, that i t can be dismissed, i n f a c t , a.s a concept with only " s u p e r f i e i a l 
attractions". 
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Indeed, i n the opinion of the co-sponsors of CD/AJ the Committee i s duty 
hound to make an honest and constructive ef f o r t to explore a l l aspects of that 
proposal. That means, f i r s t of эЛ,- going heyond s u p e r f i c i a l or hasty judgements. 
Unless we do just that, we w i l l not Ъе ahle to cay whether the proposed course 
of action i s or i s not r e a l i s t i c . At this moment the empty chair on the other 
side of t h i s negotiating table reminds me of the saying that "even the longest 
march must commence with the f i r s t step". 

'The f i r s t step — as we see i t — would be to start a process of consultations 
between the co-sponsors on one hand and individual interested States or groups 
of States, members of the Committee, on the other. In his int e r e s t i n g statement 
e a r l i e r t h i s morning, the distinguished representative of the Netherlands, 
Ambassador Fein, formulated precisely t h i s sort of question which can and should 
c l a r i f y the course of consultations we have i n mind. Obviously, one would be 
hard put to provide c l a r i f i c a t i o n s a.nd answers without f i r s t knowing what doubts 
our partners might have, and what questions they m.ay want to ask. Therefore, 
we suggest, l e t us think what terms of reference should we adopt f o r our 
consultations a.nd how we could most e f f e c t i v e l y pursue them. We might usefully 
apply our minds, f o r instance, to consider whaut shoiiLd be the form and scope 
of such future negotiations, who and at what stages, apart from the nuclear-weapon 
Povrers, should be involved i n them i n the f i r s t place. Obviously, there are 
important States whose conventional m i l i t a i y potential w i l l need to be taken 
into account i n such negotiations i f the isrinciples of undiminished security 
and of balance of power are to be respected. 

The argument that the absence of the representatives of the People's Republic 
of China from t h i s Committee somehow detracts from the p r a c t i c a l value of the 
mea,sures proposed i n document GD /4 does not quite hold. Por one thing, the 
special session has recognized the right of China, to participate i n the work of 
the Committee. This right ha.s been acknowledged by that country which, as 
a matter of f a c t , reserved-its seat at the conference table. " The nameplate 
on the table and the fact that the People's Republic of China has requested 
to be l i s t e d among members of the Committee would indicate that i t s representatives 
are not f a r a.wa.y, that they can be easily contacted and that the position of 
that cou.ntrj'- ca.n be easily established on any matter, including the problem 
of nuclear disarmament. 



CD/PV.28 
43 

(Mr. Sujka, Poland) 

During the current session of the Committee, which regrettahly focused i t s 
attention primarily on m^atters of procedu.re, there were many delegations, including 
those of Algeria, Mexico a.nô Sweden, which placed considerable emphasis on 
effective measures of nuclear dis?.,rmament. Sharing f u l l y t h e i r concern about 
the course of the nuclear-a.rms ra,ce and abovit the prospects of nuclear disarmament, 
the sociadist coimtries Ьал-е submitted a d_ociKnent which seeks to translate those 
pre-occupa,tions and concerns into p r a c t i c a l and irorkable proposals. The P o l i s h 
delegation i s confident that t h e simmer session of the Committee w i l l provide 
a better climate and more opportijnity t o turn the debate which we have just 
i n i t i a t e d into concrete and constructive consultations on how to promote the 
objectives of document CD/4. I t i s the view of my delegation that the extent 
to which we s h a l l succeed i n t h i s ta„sk w i l l be a measure of the efficacy of 
our Committee. 

The СНАШ'ШГ (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of Poland f o r h i s statement, I would also l i k e to thanlc him 
f o r h is kind remarks about me and my country, and also about my predecessor, 
Ambassador Thomson. 

Mr. Е Ш (Romania) (translated from French); I would l i k e to associate 
myself, f i r s t of a l l , with the deep sympathy and condolences which you, 
Jyir. Chairman, and other speakers expressed e a r l i e r today to Mrs. Thorsson, the 
distinguished representative of Sweden, and which we a l l share on t h i s da,y of 
mourning. 

Mr. Chairman, before beginning my statement, a-llow me to say that the 
Romanian delegation i s p a r t i c u l a r l y ha^ppy to be p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the vrork of 
t h i s Committee under your chetrmanship, a.s an eminent diplomat and the 
distinguished representative of a f r i e n d l y country. 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express to Amba^ssador Thomson 
of A u s t r a l i a our profound a-ppreciation of the manner i n -idiich he guided, the 
preparation of our Committee's a.genda up to i t s f i n a l conclusion, an operation 
Vihich V i l l i greatly f a c i l i t a t e our i-iovk i n the years to come. We thank him 
very s p e c i a l l y f o r the dmocratic c p i r i t i n which h s conducted the proceedings. 
On t h i s basis, the Committee can no\; start to consider the substantive problems 
i t has to solve. 
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In my statement tods,y I should l i k e to offer some preliminary thoughts 
on the item of o'lr agenda e n t i t l e d "Ceser-tion of the nucle-r-arms race and 
nucleax disarmament". 

The i n c l u s i o n of t h i s item i n the agenda of the present session constitutes, 
i n the opinion of the Romanian delegation, encouraging guidance for our 
Committee's a c t i v i t i e s . We l i k e to think that the acceptance of t h i s item 
r e f l e c t s the Committee's decision to tackle firmly the c r u c i a l area of disarmament, 
namely nuclear disarmament. 

Romania has always and methodically supported the banning of nuclear 
weapons, the h a l t i n g of t h e i r production and t h e i r eventual destruction as a 
fundamental requirement of internationel l i f e and has always held that negotiations 
on disarmament shotild accord top p r i o r i t y to nuclear disarmament. 

The urgency of such measures was highlighted by the recent special session 
of the United Nations devoted to disarmament. The Pinal Document states that 
"nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to manlcind and to the survival of 
c i v i l i z a t i o n " (para. 47) and that " i n the task of achieving the goals of nuclesx 
disarmament, a l l the nuclear-weapon States, i n po.rticular those among them vjhich 
possess the most important nuclear a,rsenals, bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " (рагз,.4в). 

Accordingly, the Ronania.n delegation, together u i t h many other delegations, 
welcomed the proposal submitted by the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries 
i n document CD/4 concerning the ste.rt of negotiations on ending the production 
of a l l types of nuclear \ieapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles t m t i l 
they have been completely destroyed, and associated i t s e l f with that proposal. 

We consider, that the prompt commencement of such nogotisl'ions would provide 
evidence of the sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y with which the Committee intends to 
carry out i t s mandate and would, a.t the same time, t e s t i f y to the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l of a l l Member States to respect and to transform into r e a l i t y the 
moral and p o l i t i c a l commitments they have assumed through the Pinal Document of 
the special session. In paragraph 42 Member States declare "that they w i l l 
respect the objectives and p r i n c i p l e s (of the P i n a l Document) and make every 
ef f o r t f a i t h f u l l y to cariy out the Programme of Action". 

The further point to be stressed i s that nuclear disarmament represents 
a legal obligation f o r States Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, which 
have pledged themselves to continue i n good f a i t h negotiations on effective 
measures i"elating to ending the nuclear a,rEiaments race at an early date and to 
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nuclear dicarmamont, The second Conference to examine the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, scheduled f o r I98O, preparo.tions for 
•uhich have already started i n another room i n this very huilding, w i l l deal 
i n d e t a i l with this aspect of the problem.. 

Ve do not, of course, f o i l to appreciate, nor do we i n a.ny way simplify, 
the complexity of achieving t h i s objecuive. At the same time, however, we 
thinlc that the e x i s t i n g s i t u r t i o n i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament i s 
wholly unjustifiatble. Since the tim.e when the United Nations took i t s f i r s t 
decision, to which the distinguished representative of Nigeria referred a few 
days a.go resolution No, 1 ( l ) of 24 January- 19<6, envisaging the elimination 
of atomic wea^pons from State arsenals—^ there ha»ve been at least 100 other 
resolutions making eveiy sort of a.ppeal f o r ending the nuclear armaments raxe, 
but so f a r there has been no genuine negotiation on nuclear disarmament. As 
ve have already empha.sized, although we are f u l l y awa.re of t h e i r importance, 
neither the ending of nuclear experiments, nor the safety guarantees f o r 
non-nuclear-weapon States, nor other me?-sures which are being negotiated i n 
other forums, including the SALT Agreements to which Romania attaches special 
s i g n i f i c a n c e — constitute measures of nuclear disarmament. 

Por a l l these rea^sons we consider that our Coirmittee i s faxed with a, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y important duty. I f i t wishes to discharge that duty, i t cannot 
l i m i t i t s e l f to formal discussions but should pass, vdthout further delay, to 
s p e c i f i c o-ction. 

In our view, such action aimed at ending the production of nuclear weapons 
and t h e i r complete destruction should proceed by stages, graduating from the 
simple to the complex eaid taking into conoideration, at each stage, the viewpoints 
of a l l Partios, withouit prejudicing the security of any State, Apprehensions 
as to the complexity of the subject should not lead us to iimnobility. To 
affirm willingness to negotiate i n the f i e l d of disarmaiiient and taking action 
i n that d i r e c t i o n i n no \>e.j atfect the m i l i t a i y ec;uilibriimi, Quite the 
contrary, that approach would tend to enhance mutual p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a i y 
t r u s t , 

The Romanian delegation endorses the proposal that, at this f i r s t stage, 
the Comm.ittee should organize a broad exchange of views anà consultations on 
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vjays and meo,ns of st a r t i n g the negotiations. For this purpose, ve thinlc 
that at least four stages would have to be envisaged; 

F i r s t , dra\j up an inventory of the problems and concerns which might arise 
f o r the va,rious States concerning the commencement of concrete oxtion aimed 
at ending and reversing the nuclear-arms race. This inventory might be the 
outcome of the informal discussions to be organized, i n the course of which 
each State w i l l have the opportunity to present i t s points of view, provided 
that i t i s motivated by the sincere desire to i d e n t i f y what i t considers as 
real obstacles i n the way of such negotiations. 

Secondly, i t woiild be necessary to arrange the problems thus i d e n t i f i e d 
i n a systematic sequence, so that they may be dealt with i n a l o g i c a l , gradual 
order. This operation might be carried out bj means of a constructive effort 
to translate the conclusions r e s u l t i n g from the free exchange of views into 
an action plan. Some of these problems might be found to touch on related 
f i e l d s that might even f a c i l i t a t e the negotiation process. Such proposals 
might be entrusted, f o r implementation, to the United Nations or other 
international forums, V/e are bhinlcing, i n t h i s connexion, of pre-occupations 
such as that referred to by my own delegation, namely, that pari passu with 
negotiations on the ending of nuclear weapon production action should be 
talcen with a view to the d e f i n i t i v e banning of the use of nuclear weapons 
and the renunciation by a l l States of the use or threat of force. There 
are s t i l l other measures achievement of which could be f a c i l i t a t e d by an 
approach i n a, broader international framework. 

Thirdly, i t w i l l be necessary to establish the modalities and the framework 
for the negotiations, 

La^stly, i n the following stage, a prograjmne of negotiation should be 
drawn up. 

A l l these ideas are of a preliminary nature. The Romanian delegation 
w i l l be ready to consider any other method of work conducive to the 
mobilization of constructive e f f o r t s within our Conmiitteo. I t i s nevertheless 
obvious that a l l we might achieve i n the few days l e f t of t h i s part of the 
session w i l l be, at most, the beginning of a.n exchange of views. V/e consider, 
therefore, that our discussions and consultations should be continued formally 
or informally i n the Comnittee during the second part of the session. 



The СНАШаН (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of Romania for his statement, and for the kin''' words he said about 
m.e as well as the tribute he paid to rrj prjdoco^.3o_"5 ^.abusscuor Thomson. 

Mrs. BORODOl/SICf (Cuba) (trajTe]¿_te;I ̂  ,Mr. Chairman, you have 
already expressed our condolences to Mrs. Thorsson on behalf of the Committee. On 
behalf of my delegation I would l i k e to ask the distinguished Ambassador to Sweden 
to convey our sympathy to her. 

On behalf of my delegation, 1 wich you. Ih-. Chairman, well i n the responsible 
task of presiding over the 'jork of the Committee during the month of A p r i l . Your 
country, l i k e mine, i s a new member of this disarmament negotiating body, which 
means that i t s work i s for us a matter of learning and gaining experience. We are 
sure that the f r u i t s of i t s labour v / i l l benefit us i n our future work. V/e should 
l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our thanlcs to Ambassador Thomson, the 
distinguished representative of A u s t r a l i a , which i s also one of the "nevj countries" 
on the Committee; thanks to his dedication during the month of Mcirch, we now have an 
agenda v;hich w i l l enable us to accomplish the complicated and delicate task facing us. 

We v/ish to request our s i s t e r delegation, the delegation of Yugoslavia, to 
transmit to i t s people and Government our country's sympathy on the t r a g i c natural 
disasters which have caused irreparable losses of human l i f e and material damage i n 
Yugoslavia. Events such as these oblige us to r e f l e c t on the v/ork we should carry out 
here. The intern-.tional comm,unity expect.- us to achieve mec3ures which w i l l 
prevent events v/hich — unlike the others — can and should be controlled by man, 
namely disarmainent measures. 

Our v/ork programme for this f i r s t session includes tv/o important items, namely 
questions connected v/ith nuclear disarman-ient and cliemical v/eapons. In his statement 
on 6 February 1979? Dr. Pelegrin Torras, our Vice-Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s , set 
fo r t h Cuba's opinion on the f i r s t item, supporting the proposal of the s o c i a l i s t 
countries i n document CD/A and stressing the importance of that document for the 
Committee's considération. 

Because these v/orking meetings v / i l l be devoted to the nuclear issue, my 
delegation vi/ishes to emphasize the urgency and p r i o r i t y nature of t h i s matter i n 
negotiations on disarmament. In the F i n a l Bocv^nent of the special session devoted 
to disarmament i t i s c l e a r l y stated that top p r i o r i t y i n the negotiations on 
disarmament must be given tc nuclear disarmament. 
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In that document, paragraphs 47 , 4-8, 49 and 50 indicate the guidelines to he 
followed on the question of nuclear disarniament; these guidelines should hot he 
interpreted to suit a p a r t i c u l a r convenience hut should he taken to r e f l e c t the 
universal interest. 

In t his connexion, the proposal i n document СЮ/4 may provide an appropriate hasis 
for the Committee to deal with the nuclear problem. We do not believe- that this 
question w i l l convert this body into a forum of p o l i t i c a l polemics, as has been 
suggested; i n any case, i t i s d i f f i c u l t and impracticable•to draw the l i n e of 
demarcation between the f i e l d of negotiations and the p o l i t i c a l debates at times, 
the two merge and are one and the same thing. We consider — as other delegations 
have stated that the proposal i n question contains s p e c i f i c points f o r i n i t i a t i n g 
substantive disarmament negotiations on t h i s matter. On analysing document GD/4 i n 
greater d e t a i l , my delegation considers that the fundamental point, that i s to so.y, 
the item on the nuclear problem, i s quite eзфlicitг "Ifegotiations on ending the 
production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles 
u n t i l they have been completely destroyed". 

V/e agree with the statements made bj'- Comrade Issraelyan, the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union, that not a l l nuclear disarma.ment questions can be 
solved rapidly but that the main thing i s to make a s t a r t . I f we drop the subject, 
i f we do not begin because i t i s d i f f i c u l t , complicated, etc., then no results w i l l 
ever be achieved. V/e repeat; what matters i s to make a start and sujcely there i s 
no more auspicious v;ay — novj that this Committee, under agenda item 2 "Cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", has adopted the Programme of V/ork for 
the f i r s t part of t h i s year's session — than to begin by looking at a precise and 
s p e c i f i c document. 

This document refers to various stages of questions connected with the central 
item, a l l of which were mentioned i n one waiy or another i n the course of negotiations 
on the Committee's agenda, such as the crualitative improvement of nuclear v/eapons, 
cessation of the production of fissionable materials for m i l i t a r y purposes,:etc. 
The document i s , therefore, i n keeping with interests expressed here by various 
delegations i n s p e c i f i c points connected v;ith the nuclear issue.-
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The document also has the advantage of not being a restricted proposal, since 
i n r e f e r r i n g to the stages of the negotiations i t takes into account so important a 
problem as the security of a l l States. The very wording of the paragraph 
determines which should be the appropriate measures at each stage of the 
negotiations and, above a l l , i t emphasizes the quantitative and qualitative 
importance of e x i s t i n g arsenals of nuclear States and the degree of p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 
those States. 

As to the need for the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear States i n the process of 
nuclear disarmament, t h i s i s obvious, but vje cannot wait i n d e f i n i t e l y , that i s to 
say, u n t i l China sees f i t to goin i n t h i s process. I t s negative p o l i c y of not 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the disarmament negotiations cannot stop a l l those countries which 
respond p o s i t i v e l y to the demands of the international community that we should v/ork 
tov/ards general and complete disarmament. 

My delegation i s prepared to collaborate on t h i s question as on others that v / i l l 
be dealt with by the Committee, because i t considers that they are a l l important and 
central to our present great concern, namely to halt the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the 
arms race. In connexion v/ith this s p e c i f i c question my delegation does not forget 
that paragraph 18 of the F i n a l Docviment of the special session devoted to 
disarmament emphasizes•that the most urgent objective of disarmament i s to remove 
the threat of nuclear war. 

The CHAII:!'IAN (translated from French) : I thank the distinguished 
representative of Cuba for her statement. May I say how much I appreciated the 
cordial words she had to say about me, and the tribute she paid to my predecessor. 
Ambassador Thomson. 

Ш. ISSRABLYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation has already had the opportunity to congratulate 
Belgivim on the assumption by i t s i-epresentative of the post of Chairman of the 
Committee throughout t h i s month. I reiterate these v/ords of welcome to you 
personally. S i r , Mr. Ambassador. We have also had occasion to thank 
Ambassador Thomson for his s k i l f u l chairmanship i n March. F i r s t of a l l , allow me to 
express my deep sympathy to the peoples of Yugoslavia i n connexion v/ith the tragic 
event, the earthquake i n t h e i r country. VJe would l i k e to thanlc you, S i r , f o r 
expressing on behalf of a l l of us our condolences to l^Irs. Thorsson i n connexion with 
her tragic family loss. 
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Mr. Chairman, today, the Gomnitteo on Disarmament has taken up the item 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms face and nuclear disarmament", i n accordance vrith the 
programme of v o x k i t has adopted. ' In thia connexion, the Soviet delegation intends 
once again to refer to the proposal submitted by the group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
concerning negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear vreapons and 
gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed 
(document 00/4 of 1 Februarj^ 1979). 

F i r s t of a l l , we are pleased that the members of the Committee considered i t 
necessary to include t h i s question i n the programme of ггогк for the current part of 
the Committee's session and to take i t as the f i r s t substantive item f o r discussion 
t h i s year. In our view, this approach i s f u l l y j u s t i f i e d . The problem of the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament i s indeed of the highest 
p r i o r i t y ; on this point, a l l members of the Committee are b a s i c a l l y agreed. I t i s 
no accident that nuclear questions have been given f i r s t place on the agenda of the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

V/e have already had occasion to express s a t i s f a c t i o n at the fact that many 
delegations, and i n p a r t i c u l a r those of India, Ethiopia, Sweden, Pakistan, Romania, 
Nigeria and others, have made a positive assessment of document CD/4. Today we have 
heard very interesting statements by the delegations of Mexico, A l g e r i a , Cuba, 
the Netherlands and several others. VJe vrelcome the fact that the number of sponsors 
of document C D / 4 has increased. 

P a r t i c u l a r attention should be drawn to'the fact that a number of delegations 
have not only noted the importance of document C D / 4 and of the problem of nuclear 
disarmament i n general i n the context of the Committee's agenda, but have also 
put for\-jard constructive ideas. Other delegations have so f a r confined themselves 
to r a i s i n g questions. One or two delegations, including delegations that have 
spoken today, have raised objections and expressed doubts regarding a number of the • 
provisions i n the s o c i a l i s t countries' proposals. The Soviet delegation and 
the other sponsors of document G D / 4 have had an opportunity to comment on 
i n d i v i d u a l statements by members of the Committee and.to answer certain questions. 

Today I would l i k e to refer b r i e f l y to the l a t e s t statements made i n the 
Committee. 
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In his statement on 29 March l a s t , Amhassador Ene, the representative of 
Romania, proposed that informal consultations be held v/ithin the framework of th i s 
Committee v/ith a view to organizing negotiations on questions of nuclear disarmament. 
The purpose of these consultations vrould be to prepare a special "plan of negotiation". 
This, as he said, "would help to create a climate of work that would be propitious for 
the a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee as a whole". In my opinion, these ideas are correct. 
With regard to hi s proposal to the effect that, concurrently with measures aimed 
at ending the production of nuclear weapons and destroying them, steps should be 
taken to achieve the goal of a d e f i n i t i v e ban on the use of nuclear weapons and the 
renunciation of the use of force, we agree viith t h i s as w e l l . This approach to the 
question i s f u l l y i n l i n e with paragraph 54 of the F i n a l Document of the special 
session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, v/hich states 
that s i g n i f i c a n t progress i n nuclear disarmament would be f a c i l i t a t e d by p a r a l l e l 
p o l i t i c a l or international l e g a l measures to strengthen the security of States. 

We listened with interest to the ana-lysis of certain provisions of 
document CD/4 which was made by Ambassador Adeniji,the representative of Nigeria, 
i n h i s statement on 10 A p r i l , and we are pleased that t h i s analysis corresponds vi?ith 
the ideas that the "sponsors of the document were trying to incorporate i n i t . V/e 
hope that many delegations agree with the Nigerian Ambassador that document CD/4 

represents "a timely basis for s t a r t i n g negotiations". 
V/e intend to study c a r e f u l l y Ambassador Adeniji's proposal that the relevant 

provisions of the F i n a l Document of the special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly concerning the stages for negotiations on nuclear disarmament should 
be used as a starting point i n the proposed negotiations f o r the purpose of determining 
the range of questions to be discussed. V/e would l i k e to hear more de t a i l s on th i s 
proposal . 

In his statement today, Ambassador Robles, the representative of Mexico, gave a 
positive assessment of the s o c i a l i s t countries' i n i t i a t i v e and made a number of 
comments and proposals r e l a t i n g to this i n i t i a t i v e . He suggested, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
that the Committee on Disarmament, i n i t s future discussions on this question, should 
compare docvment CD/4 with the corresponding provisions of the F i n a l Document of the 
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I 
would l i k e to emphasize once again that, i n drafting t h e i r document, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries were guided by the provisions of the F i n a l Document. Of course, v/e are 
ready to consider constructively both these and other proposals of the Mexican 
delegation. 
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Doubts have been expressed today concerning the p o s s i b i l i t y and necessity of 
negotiations on nu-'lear disarmament. The Soviet delegation reserves the right to 
revert to these statements i n due course. But there i s one comment that we would 
l i k e to ans\;er straight away. Everyone kno\/s t h a t nuclear disarmament i s a.n 
extremely complex issue. I t i s precisely foi- this reason t h a t a majority i s i n 
favour of beginning negotiations without d e l a y . However, there i s another argument 
to the effect that since the p r o b l e m i s c o m p l e x , t h e r e i s no i^oint i n tackling i t . 
With this point of view, of c o u r s e , wo c :mnot a g r e e at a l l . 

Ue hope that other delegations tho.t have net y e t e x p r e s s e d their views on the 
s o c i a l i s t countries' proposal v / i l l make a positive contribution to the discussion on 
the proposal to st a r t negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 

In general, speaking of the results of the discussion this spring, we can say that 
i t has been useful. PracticcLl discussions on document ÜD/A began even before the 
adoption of the agenda. Nov/, a f t e r the adoption of the agenda, the discussion w i l l 
c l e a r l y develop further. As v/e see i t , our task i s to ensure that, i n the course of 
the present discussions, the ground i s prepared for a more p r a c t i c a l consideration of 
document CD/4 t h i s sximmer. I have i n mind a discussion on the question of the 
p r a c t i c a l Organization of the negotiations, and of the manner i n which consultations 
are to be conducted within the frame\/ork of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Soviet delegation w i l l carefully study a l l ideas expressed here t h i s spring. 
I t v / i l l proceed from the a s s u i B p t i o n that during the summer part of the Cormittee's 
session serious discussion of dorment CD/A w i l l continue and useful ideas w i l l be put 
forv/ard, both on the organizational forms of the preparations for the talks and on 
the substance of the issues raised i n the document. 

The problem of nuclear disarmament i s complex, and i t v / i l l not be easy to solve 
i t . We r e a l i z e that much time i ; i l l be needed. However, we express the hope that 
discussions on document CD/4 w i l l load to concrete r e s u l t s , i . e . to the beginning, 
without delay, of consultations i n preiDaration for the negotiations on ending the 
production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing th e i r stoclqjiles 
u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. 

The CHâlRIMN (translated from French); I thanlc the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union for his statement, and for the tribute he paid to 
my predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 

I note that the distinguished delegate of Yugoslavia wishes to take the f l o o r . 
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l i r . DJOKIC (Yugoslavia); On behalf of my delegation, may I he permitted, 
to express our most profound thanlcs and gratitude to the distinguished representatives 
of A l g e r i a , Cuba and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, as vrell as to the other 
members of the Committee for t h e i r vrarm authentic condolences addressed to my 
delegation i n connexion vrith the great human and material losses that my country has 
suffered during the l a s t feu days following an extremely devastating earthquake. 
I would l i k e to assure a l l distinguished representatives i n the Committee, that my 
delegation appreciates very much the expressions of the i r sympathy and s o l i d a r i t y i n 
t h i s sad time that my countiy i s facing now. 

The СНАШШТ (translated from French); Distinguished delegates, I think 
that we have now come to the end of the l i s t of spealcers for the debate at today's 
plenary meeting. Are there any other delegations that wish to take the floor? 

I f not, may I ask you to turn your attention to the question of hovr v̂ e are to 
arrange the continuation of these discussions. 

In t h i s respect, I vrould mention that, v/hen vre drev/ up our agenda and programme 
of v/ork, i t v/as agreed to set aside several days for consideration of the f i r s t item 
on the programme of work, namely, nuclear disarmeiment. We allowed f o r the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of holding informal meetings, es i s c l e a r l y the wish of the Committee. 
I would novr l i k e to ask the members of the Committee i f t h i s i s t h e i r intention and i f 
we should envisage the p o s s i b i l i t y of arranging informal meetings i n the next feu 
days — i n p r a c t i c a l terms, tomorrow and Monday — to continue the discussion v̂ e began 
i n plenary. 

May I have the views of the Committee on t h i s question? 
As I hear nothing, I v/ould l i k e to make the follovring suggestion, as i t i s 

d i f f i c u l t to ask delegates to decide here and now v/hether v/e are going to hold 
informal meetings or not. 

Could we not, with your consent, adopt the following method, namely, to leave i t 
to the delegations of the Committee, and possibly those which assume certain 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s within groups, to decide through informal consultations among them 
whether we should hold one or more informal meetings. VJhen a consensus has emerged 
among the members of the Committee, I am e n t i r e l y at your disposal f o r the organization 
of informal meetings. Those meetings would naturally have to be approved by a l l the 
members of the Committee. 

Are you i n agreement with t h i s procedure? 
I am of course at your disposal to make the necessary arrangements with regard to 

the convening of these meetings. 
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(The Chairman) 

In the absence of objections to m.y suggestion, I take i t that I may recommend 
i t to you. I f i t should appear l a t e r that delegates, a f t e r holding consultations, 
unanimously wish to convene informal meetings, I am at the disposal of the Committee, 

In the circumstances, i t merely remains for me to remind you that the next 
plenary meeting of the Committee \ / i l l be on Tuesday, 24 A p r i l , at 10.30 a.m., when 
we s h a l l begin consideration of the fourth item on the year's agenda e n t i t l e d 
"Chemical lieapons". 

May I also remind уогг that the arrangements mentioned, this morning at the 
beginning of our discussion on the second agenda item a.lso apply to our deliberations 
next i/eek. 

In addition, I would l i k e to draw your attention to the paper submitted by the 
distinguished representative of Pakistan, document CD/10 entitled? "Conclusion of an 
international convention to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat 
of use of nuclear weapons". This document has been circulated to a l l members of the 
Committee. 

The secretariat has asked me to inform you that documents CD/O "Rules of 
procedure of the Committee on Disarmament" and CD/12 "Agenda and programme of work 
of the Committee on Disarmament" have now been circulated i n the o f f i c i a l working 
languages used at present hy the Committee. 

I f no other delegations wish to take the f l o o r , I have the honour to declare 
t h i s plenary meeting closed. 

The meeting rose at 5 .30 p.m. 
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The СНАТРШН (translated from French): I have the honour to declare 
open the penultimate plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. As we 
agreed l a s t week, we s h a l l consider today the fourth topic of the Committee's 
agenda J 'Chemical Weapons''. 

I vrould l i k e to remind you that i t wa,s the understanding of a l l the members 
of the Committee tha.t delega-tions may speaJc on any proposal which has already 
been made or may be made in the future on t h i s topic. I t was also understood 
that i n adopting the Comisittee's programme of work we should keep i n mind the 
provisions of rules 30 and 31 of the rules of procedure, 

I would now l i k e to open the l i s t of speakers for today by giving the 
fl o o r to the distinguished representative of Venezuela,, Ambassador Taylhardat. 

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): Since we only 
have e. few days l e f t before concluding t h i s f i r s t part of t h i s year's session, 
i t i s not perhaps the right time to congratulate you on your chairmanship of the 
Committee cn Disarmament for the month of A p r i l . 

I should l i k e , however ̂  to express my delegñ.tion' s appreciation of the 
i n t e l l i g e n t 3 patient and sensible way i n which you ha.ve directed our discussions. 
I should l i k e to add a personal note and assure you that i t has been an honour 
for me to work under tho distinguished dir e c t i o n of an eminent diplomat from a 
country for which I have a deep affection and admiration. 

Since ray duties make me a resident of Belgium, l i v i n g together with the 
people of your great though small country^ I have beon able d i r e c t l y to appreciate 
the constant concern of the Belgian people and authorities for international 
problems. This concern i s not only manifest i n the eff o r t s to promote a united 
Europe 5 i t also embraces a l l questions affecting the international community, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y those r e l a t i n g to the important natters coming within the competence 
of t h i s Committee on Disarmaraent,, of which your country and my own have recently 
become members. 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity of expressing our admiration 
and appreciation of your predecessor, Ambassador Thomson of Australia^ for the 
s k i l f u l way i n which he guided our work l a s t month and for the excellent 
statesmanship he displayed i n the delicate negotiations he had to conduct during 
his chairmanship. 
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The question of the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of chemical weapons and t h e i r destructior has been the subj-^ct of spec i f i c 
consideration i r the various ün.ltcd îîatli-.nc bodies which have been dealing with 
disarmament since 1971, when the work r e l a t i n g to the Convention on Bacteriological 
(Biological) v/eapons was concluded. 

During the period vrtiich has elapsed since then_ the question may be said to 
have been s u f f i c i e n t l y debated, both vrithin the Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament (CCD), i n vrhich p r a c t i c a l l y a l l the p o l i t i c a l and teclmical aspects 
of the question have been discussed^ and i n the General Assembly i t s e l f , where the 
question has been given special attention and has been the subject of numerous 
resolutions. 

I f we should t r y to sum up the present status of the consideration of the 
question of chemical vreapons, we might say that the subject has been p r a c t i c a l l y 
exhausted at the l e v e l of the deliberative bodies. 

The thorough debates held i n the p o l i t i c a l p,nd technical bodies have served 
CO c l a r i f y almost a l l the fundamental aspects of the question and prepared the 
ground for beginning to envisage actual agreements. Fvidence of t h i s i s the very 
fact that there are now three draft conventions^ each of which r e f l e c t s serious 
efforts by t h e i r several sponsors to concentrate attention on the task of giving 
tangible shape i n a codified text^ to the substantive provisions that have gained 
general acceptance. 

In addition,^ aegotiations are now pr̂ .ceeàing betvreen the United States and 
the Soviet Union vrith a view to working out a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e . 

The General Assembly has made numerous appeals for the conclusion of the 
necessary agreements leading to the drafting of a convention on chemical weapons. 
Both at i t s regular sessions and at the opecial session devoted to disarmament^ 
the Assembly has assigned top p r i o r i t y to the siibject, regarding i t as one of the 
most virgent measirres of disarmament. 

A l l these facts demonstrate that the question of chemical weapons has attained 
a,n appropriate degree of development and i s s u f f i c i e n t l y ripe to becom-e the subject 
of specific negotiations aimed at the drafting of an international instrument of a 
binding nature. 
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Five years have elapsed since the United States and the Soviet Union announced 
i n CCD that they had agreed to i n i t i a t e b i l a t e r a l negotiations with the object of 
preparing a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e . Since that time, although the work on chemical 
weapons has continued to make progress within the ambit of the United Nations» 
i t has been awaiting the outcome of those negotiations, 

Venezuela nr.turally attaches imquestionable importance to these negotiant ions. 
Yet, l i k e many other States members of t h i s Committee vdiich have expressed a similar 
opinion, i t also considers that the achievement of tho controlled and t o t a l 
elimination of chemical weapons cannot remain i n d e f i n i t e l y contingent on the future 
r e s u l t s which the two Powers achieve i n t h e i r negotiations. Moreover, although 
the General Assembly has recognized the usefulness and advantages of t h i s process 
of b i l a t e r a l negotiation,, rather than considering i t as a condition or prerequisite 
for an agreement a the Assembly regards i t as an element which w i l l contribute to the 
achievement of o. solution within the Committee on Disarm.anent. 

My delegation hopes that the two negotiating Powers w i l l very shortly report 
to the Committee on the status of t h e i r negotiations. 

In the conviction that the time and circumstances are favoura-Ые for i n i t i a t i n g 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation process which should shortly culminate i n the 
preparation of a preliminary draft convention on the prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and on t h e i r destruction^ 
Venezuela^ as a member country of the Group of 21. i s one of the sponsors of the 
working paper circulated as document CD/11, the purpose of which i s precisely to 
start the Committee on Disarmament on the course i t ought to follow as a negotiating 
body and to guide i t along the path that i s bound to lead to the formulation of the 
draft convention which we a l l desire. 

With regard to the convention, or rather the component elements of ол instrument 
on t h i s subject5 the countries which formerly participated i n the CCD have had 
occasion f u l l y to express t h e i r opinions and to state t h e i r positions on the p o l i t i c a l 
and technical problems a r i s i n g i n connexion with tho prohibition of chemical weapons, 

Venezuela, which has recently joined .this negotiating body^ would l i k e to talce 
t h i s opportunity to state i t s views on.some of the basic questions a r i s i n g i n 
r e l a t i o n to the proposed convention on chemical weapons^ even at the r i s k of 
repeating ideas expressed before. 
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F i r s t J Kiy delegation endorses the views on four aspects of a treaty banning 
chemical weapons x/hich were submitted i n 1973 by a group of 10 neutral and 
non-aligned countries members of CCD. These views are set out i n document CCD/UOO 
end t h e i r essential substance remains f u l l y v a l i d . 

More s p e c i f i c a l l y , inasmuch as the use of chemical weapons was prohibited by 
the Geneva Protocol of 1? June 1925 - my delegation considers that the object of a 
convention on chemical weapons should be to prohibit a l l the a c t i v i t i e s , other than 
the actual use of such weapons., ranging from the development of new agents or new 
weapons to the production of new stocks of these weapons to be added to existing 
stocks^ and including the prohibition of the stockpiling of such weapons, and 
should also provide for the destruction of existing arsenals and i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
engaging i n n,ny of the prohibited a c t i v i t i e s . 

In t h i s connexion 5 my delegation further considers that the convention ought 
in no way to weaken, l i m i t or affect the obligations prescribed i n the 1925 Protocol. 

So f a r as the scope of the convention i s concerned^ my delegation considers 
that i t should provide for a general and universal prohibition of a l l methods of 
chemical warfare., covering not only the weapons themselves but also the substances 
or agents used for producing them and the munitions, means of delivery or other 
methods employed i n using, carrying or launching the weapons. The p r o h i b i t i o n , 
as I have said^ should cover a l l tho a c t i v i t i e s — other than the use — that might 
enable States to acquire a chemical m i l i t a r y capacity. 

My delegation does not ̂  however., excj-ude the p o s s i b i l i t y that i n addition 
to the prohibition of the a c t i v i t i e s already mentioned, a ban may also be imposed 
cn other related or similar a c t i v i t i e s which are intended to f a c i l i t a t e or make 
possible the use of chemical weapons. My delegation accordingly considers i t very 
important that the ad hoc working group proposed by the Group of 21 should^ as 
indicated i n document CD/11, be able to evaluate possible new elements of importance 
which should come within the scope of the convention. 

Venezuels does not rule out the p o s s i b i l i t y that the application or 
implementation of t h i s comprehensive prohibition may take place i n a. gradual 
manner, by successive stages or phases, provided that they are seen as parts of 
an i n d i v i s i b l e process and observe a previously agreed schedule. 
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¥ith regard to the chenúcal substances or agents vhich should be covered by 
the prohibition, иу delegation considers that the convention cannot be limited.to 
a single c r i t e r i o n of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n or delimitation, for that might lead to the 
inclusi o n of some chemical agents of warfare and the exclusion of others. The 
convention should use a combination of the different applicable c r i t e r i a , such 
as purpose, quantity, intention, toxic properties, chemical structure and any 
other appropriate c r i t e r i o n , so that the prohibition may cover the whole existing 
or foreseeable range of materials capable of being used as chemical weapons or i n 
the manufacture of such weapons. 

The question of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s undoubtedly the most complex and delicate 
one which arises i n connexion with the prohibition of chemical weapons. In this 
respect, ray delegation considers that the convention should make use of a 
combination of the various possible alternatives. Hational control methods 
alone are not s u f f i c i e n t , since they do not o f f e r adequate guarantees of 
compliance with the prohibitions or against the breach of these prohibitions. 
As indicated i n document CD/^00 which I have cited, the purpose of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s to give every party the assurance that the prohibition 
i s being complied with, and th i s could be achieved only through a .combination of 
national and international measures, which would complement and supplement each 
other. My delegation agrees with the statement i n that document that at least 
the following elements should be included i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n system: the 
self-control of States, national methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n , and international 
measures to supervise and monitor compliance with the contractual obligations. 

V/ithin the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n , the most d i f f i c u l t question has been 
that r e l a t i n g to on-site inspections. Venezuela i s not unaware of the 
importance of th i s kind of inspection and would l i k e a system of on-site inspection 
to be devised at the e a r l i e s t opportunity which, i n addition to being adequately 
e f f e c t i v e , does not impair the sovereign r i g h t s of the parties or lead to undue 
or unnecessary interference i n the internal a f f a i r s of the countries. lly 
delegation considers nevertheless that the work on the designing of an on-site 
control system should not delay or impede the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the 
other aspects of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Perhaps 
the same convention might refer to the d e s i r a b i l i t y , a d v i s a b i l i t y , necessity or 
obligation of establishing such a system and entrust to the international control 
body to be established the taslc of designing an on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n system whose 
purpose would be to ensure observance of the prohibitions l a i d down and avert 
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violations of the convention,.subject always to due respect f o r the legitimate 
economic interests of States and adequate safeguards for progress i n s c i e n t i f i c 
research. This machineiy might form the subject of an additional protocol to the 
convention. 

My delegation also shares the view expressed i n document CD/4OO that the 
convention should include recognition of the p r i n c i p l e that a substantial portion 
of the savings and resources derived from the measures provided f o r i n the convention 
should be devoted to promoting economic and soc i a l well-being, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
developing countries. 

The significance of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons would 
be, i n Venezuela's opinion, that the a b o l i t i o n of these means of warfare by the 
countries which possess them would represent the f i r s t genuine and effective 
disarmament measure to be adopted ever since the United Nations began to deal with 
t h i s f i e l d . I t would be the f i r s t " s a c r i f i c e " , as i t were, that the m i l i t a r y Pov/ers 
would make i n ridding themselves of one of the most loathsome and barbaric means of 
warfare ever devised — of weapons whichy together with nuclear weapons, are classed 
among those Icnown as weapons of mass destruction. And for the f i r s t time, the 
m i l i t a r y Powers would be relinquishing a weapon which they possess i n alarming 
quantities i n t h e i r arsenals. In addition, the convention would, as the 
General Assembly of the United Hâtions has stated, constitute an important 
contribution to e f f o r t s to h a l t the arms race and to achieve the goal of general 
and complete disarmament. 

In the opinion of my delegation, the negotiations r e l a t i n g to a convention on 
chemical weapons are also very s i g n i f i c a n t i n that they represent an oi^portunitj^ f o r 
the major m i l i t a r y Powers to demonstrate t h e i r poIitica.l w i l l and to prove that they 
are indeed prepared, i n good f a i t h , to take an important step along the road 
towards disarmament. 

My delegation considers i t very s i g n i f i c a n t that, i n addition to the three 
draft conventions submitted e a r l i e r by Japan, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union 
i n CCD, the Netherlands and I t a l y should each have submitted f o r consideration by 
the Committee on Disarmament documents containing interesting proposals which 
represent important contributions intended to ensure that substantive work on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons w i l l begin as soon as possible. 

To these i n i t i a t i v e s has been added that of the Group of 21, whose fiindaraental 
virtue i s that i t places the problem i n the context of what constitutes the actual 
competence of the Committee on Disarmament as a s t r i c t l y negotiating, not a 
deliberative, body. 
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In t h i s document machinery i s proposed to enable the Committee, without having 
to await the results of the b i l a t e r a l talks, to begin imiiiediately the process of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations which the General Assembly has requested i t to undertalce 
on a p r i o r i t y basis. These negotiations, as stated i n the document, may be held 
p a r a l l e l with those being conducted by the United States and the Soviet Union since, 
i n our opinion, there i s no reason why either of the tvo negotiating processes 
should exclude or interfere with the other; the two processes are i n fact 
complementary. As stated by the Group of 21 i n i t s document, the negotiations i n 
the Coimnittee cannot hamper or hinder the b i l a t e r a l talks. On the contrary, they 
w i l l be of assistance to each other. 

The proposed machinery i s very straightfor\/ard; the idea i s simply to establish 
an ad hoc working group i;hich, taking into account the existing draft conventions and 
a l l the proposals and working papers submitted i n the past or to be submitted i n the 
future, w i l l promptly begin the task of i d e n t i f y i n g the questions on which agreement 
exists and incorporate i n a preliminary draft convention a l l the elements to be 
included i n the convention intended to proclaim the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

'This i s the only possible approach to t h i s question i n view of the degree of 
maturity v;hich i t has attained, and the only way of f u l f i l l i n g the mandate of the 
General Assembly which, i n resolution 35/59 A, requested the Committee on 
Disarmament, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , to undertake, at the beginning of i t s 
1979 session, negotiations with a view to elaborating an agreement on e f f e c t i v e 
measures for the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and stockpiling of 
chemical weapons and for t h e i r destruction. 

My delegation tru.sts that t h i s approach w i l l be endorsed by a l l the other 
members of the Committee and that action w i l l be talcen, before the end of t h i s f i r s t 
part of the session, to establish the ad hoc working group proposed by tho 
Group of 21. 

I thanlc you. S i r , and the delegations of the members of the Committee f o r 
l i s t e n i n g to my statement so attentively. 

The CHAIRMAH (translated from French): I thank the distinguished 
representative of Venezuela for his statement. Allow me to say, S i r , that I was 
p a r t i c u l a r l y appreciative of your kind xjords about me and of the praise vrhich you 
gave to Belgium and the Belgian people, a country which you know so well and to 
which I know you are deeply attached. 

I would l i k e also, spealcing as Chairman, to express my p a r t i c u l a r appreciation 
of the tribute you paid to my predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 
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I i r . SÏÏJILA. (Poland); líy delegation has been looking forxrard to this 
opportunity 01 spcalxing on the question оГ cheuical dicarmanc-nt. ActuE,llj^,. \re 
would have preferred to tal:e the f l o o r on this important subject ranch e a r l i e r " . 
had the Connittee•s preoccupation with matters 01 procedure talcen less of i t s 
precious tine. 

Since I had the priv i l e g e of adojressing tho quection of the cessation of the 
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmanent i.dien I spoke lo.st week on agenda item 2 , 
I w i l l now try to bo very b r i e f i n ny com!лэnts on agenda i t e a 4, that i s chenical 
disarmanent. I would l i k e to stress i n nassing that this i s one issue i n whose 
solution my country hao talcen an active interest over the past years, snaring no 
e f f o r t both i n the Conference of the Commit tec on Disarnaraent and i n the 
united nations General Assembly sessions to promote tho early attainment of that 
goal. 

Tho Committee on Disarmament placed tho question of "chenical weapons" on i t s 
agenda for 1979 only a few days ago. Hov/evcr, the problen of the t o t a l eliminatior 
01 chemical weapons i s anything but new. I t has, i n f a c t , a long history. 
Within a m u l t i l a t e r a l context i t has been under active consideration for \rell over 
a decade. Por most of that time i t was r i g h t l y considered to constitute one of 
the most pressing issues of disarmament negotiations. 

The years ox deliberations and negotiations on chemical disarmament, both here 
and i n the United llations, often with the benefit of expert advice, have helped to 
i d e n t i f y most, i f not a l l , of the important problems vdiich need to Ъе dealt vjith 
and resolved to the s a t i s f a c t i o n of a l l parties i f these vreapons are tc be 
e f f e c t i v e l y banned. In the process, positions of States have been formulated i n 
over 100 working papers. Besides, s p e c i f i c approaches to outlai/ing chemical 
v/eapons hâ ve been proposed i n three formally tabled draft conventions on chemical 
weapons, tho f i r s t of thon submitted by the s o c i a l i s t countries, among them 
Poland. Thanlcs to the Secretariat, the positions of States have been compiled i n 
the very useful informal paper of ilarch 1976. 

As v/e knov/ only too v/ell, there v/as and i s good reason for the importance 
which the coamunity of nations attaches to early and meaningful progress i n the 
f i e l d of chemical disarmament. For one thing, there i s the ever-present tlrreoot 
to international peace and security from the increasingly sophisticated arsonaJs of 
chemical v/eapons. I t i s no secret that a teclmological breaktlrrovigh i s possible 
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i n that f i e l d at any noment, thus leading to furtlier tlxreats to man and to Iiis 
environment. For another thing, chemical xieapons are indiscriminate x/eapons of 
mass annihilation xdiich, i f ever used, x/ould talce a devastating t o l l i n the f i r s t 
place of the innocent and t o t a l l y unprepoxed c i v i l i a n popiilations. 

It i s , therefore, by no rneans an overstatement to say that the prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r 
destruction brook no further delay. 

The s o c i a l i s t States, Poland included, have for years persevered botli at the 
United Hâtions and i n the Committee on Disarmament, even though i t was then knox-ni 
as the Conference of the Committee on Disarmajiaent, to bring closer an agxcement i n 
that respect. Public opinion i n my country shared i n the general g r a t i f i c a t i o n 
at the opening and the pursuit of the b i l a t e r a l Soviet-American efforts xrith a 
viexi to proscribing that class of weapons. At the time we were, and \re s t i l l are, 
convinced that the stated objective of these b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s — a j o i n t 
i n i t i a t i v e on the prohibition of chemical vreapons for i t s subsequent presentation 
to and f i n a l i z a t i o n vrithin a m u l t i l a t e r a l framevrork™ x/as a c r i t i c a l l y important 
and r e a l i s t i c approach to an effective ban on chemical vreapons. 

Me believed then, as vre do noxr, that i n the long run an agreement i n that 
respect vrould have to gain universal acceptance and support i n order to endure 
as a meaningful meas'are of disarmament. Indeed, the chemical xroapons convention 
vrhich xre are a l l seeking must, i n our considered vioxr, become a universally 
respected instrument, i f only because t h i s category of vreapons of mass annihilation, 
unlike nuclear vreapons, can he found i n the arsenals of dozens of States and can 
be acquired by s t i l l more. 

Me x/elcomed vrith considerable g r a t i f i c a t i o n the announcement of the tvro 
negotiating parties l a s t year to tlie effect that there emerged a considerable 
measure of agreement betxreen them on a number of issues, x-rhile several other 
questions of importance s t i l l remained to be resolved. At the same time, vre 
had no doubt i n our minds that p a r a l l e l m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s , and that means 
effo r t s vrithin this body, should continue xrith a vievr to f a c i l i t a t i n g and 
accelerating the attainment of that goal. 



ŒD/pV.2f: 
l b 

(iJr. Gujka, Poland) 

The Ъэ.з1с correctness of our vio\r i n that respect has been established and 
confirmed by the relevairfc provisions of the Pinal Document of the special session 
of the United Ua-tions General Assembly devoted tc disarmament. I t has. also been 
confirmed i n operative paragraphs 2 and 3 of General Jiosenbly resoPation 3 5 / 5 9 

w h i c h — a s i t i s well knovm—the Polish delegation helped to draft \;ith the 
co-operation of many other delegations j^articipating i n the vrork of tho 
F i r s t Coimnitteo during tho Assembly's l a s t session. 

As we sec i t , the central issue at present i c to f i n d the most appropriate 
course of action which would judiciously reconcile the exigencies of the 
continued b i l a t e r a l negotiationo botvroen the USoPi and the United States of America 
on the one hand, and the concerns of the members of the Coümittee on Disarmament, 
on the other. These concerns b o i l down, of course, to naicing a constructive 
contribution to tho early attainment of our comaon goal — a convention on the., 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons 
and on the i r destruction. 

' The overriding consideration which,.! believe, we a l l share i s to tal:e such 
an approach v,diich, without i n any way hampering the delicate b i l a t e r a l negotiations, 
would, at the same time, e f f e c t i v e l y f a c i l i t a t e the negotiating process and 
expedite the conclusion of a wid.ely acceptable Internationa!^ instrument. In t h i s 
connexion I want to observe tha/t we have studied wi tli great interest the valuable 
working papers contained i n documents CD/5, CD/6 and GD/11. We f u l l y share their 
desire and. determination to revive the Committee's work i n the f i e l d of chemical 
disarmament which would not interfere with or hamper the b i l a t e r a l negotiations but, 
on the contrary, which vrould promote thei r objectives.. 

Tov/ard.s that end., the Polish delegation for i t s part deems i t a,dvisa,ble to 
suggest that the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiatring endeavours i n the Committee, on Disarmament 
should proceed primarily on the ba^sis of the tîu-ee formally ta.bled. draft . 
agreements, vrorking documents and such substantive proposals as may bo offered i n 
the future, 

Talcing into account the various proposals vrith respect to further discussions 
on the question of the prohibition of chemical vreapons vrithin tho framevrork of 
the Committee on Disarmament and i n vievr of the existence of certain differences on 
the substance, reflected — as they are — i n the tlxree draft conventions and other 
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documents tabled i n this Committee, the Polish delegation considers i t desirable 
to suggest the establishment of an infernal contact group. Its mandate would 
c a l l on the members of the group to define further the methods and forms of the 
Committee's work with a view to reaching an early agreement on matters related to 
a convention on chemical weapons. To that end, such a group would hold 
consultations with the authors of the existing documents as well as with the 
representatives of the States partici-joating i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Tlie group would then be expected to submit i t s suggestions for th e i r 
consideration as early as possible at the second part of the current session of 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

Needless to say, my delegation i s prepared to participate i n the work of such 
an informal contact group. 

Ш. PPEIFFER (Pederal Republic of Germany) s Ilr. Chairman, since i t i s 
my f i r s t intervention t h i s month, I should l i k e to congratulate you on tho 
assumption of the chairmanship. I t i s a p a r t i c u l a r pleasure f o r us to see the 
distinguished representative of Belgium i n the Chair, representing a country whose 
relations vibh my country are p a r t i c u l a r l y f r i e n d l y . At the same time, I vrould 
l i k e to express to Ambassador Thomson, chairman of l a s t month, our gratitude and 
appreciation for his endeavours and patience, vihich enabled the Cotmiittee to 
conclude successfully the d i f f i c u l t task i n elaborating the agenda. I talce the 
opportunity to e::tend our vrarm vrolcome to Ambassador Suamer::ayes of the 
United Kingdom and to Ambassador Kamanda wa Kamanda of Zaire, ¥e are looking 
forviard to a good and f r u i t f u l co-operation vrith them i n t h i s üommittee, 

Ilr. Chairman, i t iras with deep regret that we heard of the great loss that 
I'irs, Thorsson has suffered. You have already expressed the condolences of a l l 
delegations, and on behalf of my delegation may I bo allov/ed to o f f e r , again, our 
sincerest sympathy, \ie vrould also l i k e to extend to the distinguished delegate 
of Yugoslavia, our deep sympathy for the tragic losses his country has suffered 
during the earthqualces that occurred l a s t week. 

l i r . Chairman, you said, at the beginning of our meeting this morning, tliat 
the remaining days of t h i s Committee's plenary meetings w i l l be devoted to 
chemical vreapons, I s h a l l novr concentrate on t h i s point of our Programme of ¥orI 
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V/e a l l share the concern about the dangers onanating from chemical \/eapons, 
and \re a l l consider a convention on a v e r i f i a b l e , effective and comprehensive ban 
on chemical weapons to be a matter of urgency, not least because these weapons 
represent one of the moot insidious means of destruction i n existence. 

Tlie Federal Republic of Germany i s a contracting party to the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925 concerning tho prohibition of the use i n t;ar of bacteriological and 
chemical vroapons. The general consensus i s , however, that the Geneva Protocol 
merely x)revents tho f i r s t vso of chemical vreapons. I f they are used despite the 
agreements, r e t a l i a t i o n vrith the e-pxio vroapons camiot be oxcluO.od. 

ilie Pederal Republic of Germany thereforo considers the conclusion of a 
convention concerning an effective and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons a 
matter of urgent p r i o r i t y . I t appreciates tho ef f o r t s being made by the 
United States of America and the Soviet Union i n b i l a t e r a l talks for a j o i n t 
i n i t i a t i v e i n this context. 

A convention pr o h i b i t i n g the development, manufacture and stockpiling of 
chemical vreapons and providing for the destruction of e x i s t i n g stocks requires 
above a l l a v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangement coipxiensurate vrith the m i l i t a r y significance of 
chemical weapons. V e r i f i c a t i o n i s the basis f o r confidence i n complying v/ith such 
a pro h i b i t i o n . 

The Federal Republic of Germany has committed i t s e l f under the Brussels übreaty 
as revised on 23 October 1954, not to manufacture certain types of ireapons, 
including chemical vreapons, and to allo\r a special treaty agency to v e r i f y that 
t h i s commitment i s being complied vrith. Checks at chemical plants i n our country 
are being carried out every year i n the form of on-site inspections to v e r i f y that 
those plants are not manufacturing substances vrhich are c l a s s i f i e d as chemical 
vreapons. 

The companies concerned are selected and advised i n vrriting at sb: v/eoks 
notice Ъу the V/estern European Union's Armaments Control Agency. Tlie experience 
of over txrenty years shovrs that i t i s i n fact possible to v e r i f y adequately the 
observance of a chemical vreapons production ban, and that thic. v e r i f i c a t i o n 
procedure i s technically practicable xrithout certain proô.uction techniques of 
other company-specific teclmologies having to be disclosed. 

In past years several countries have submitted vrorking papers i n which they 
have stated th e i r position on a,spects 01 verifica,tion. Tlie need for v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s generally accepted i n p r i n c i p l e , but views d i f f e r above a l l as to vrhether i t 
should be implemented by national or international i n s t i t u t i o n s . Iforeover, 
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different teclinical means have been proposed i n the efforts to find suitable 
methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Valuable s c i e n t i f i c contributionr have been made on the 
basis, i n p a r t i c u l a r , of e f f i c i e n t modern instrumental analysis. 

These efforts continue to be hampered by the fact that no agreement has yet 
been reached on the question of defining the agents vhich \rould be subject to 
prohi b i t i o n . Certainly, the cliaracter and scope of suitable v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
also depend on the nature and the number of the prohibited agents. Obviously, tho 
technical implications of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures become simpler i f the number of 
agents, tho non-manufacture of vihicli has to bo controlled, i s reduced. 

In i t s Uorlcing Paper of 22 July 1975 (CCD/458) the Federal Republic of Germany, 
therefore, drafted a d e f i n i t i o n of chemical i/arfare agents to the effect that a 
prohibition would cover only agents v/hich, 3.ccording to their character, are to be 
deemed m i l i t a r i l y relevant warfare agents. The Fodieral Republic of Germany, 
together with a number of other countries, considers that such an objective 
d e f i n i t i o n would greatly f a c i l i t a t e on-site inspections. 

On-site inspections as a means of v e r i f i c a t i o n have been objected to on tho 
ground that they imply the danger of i n t e l l e c t u a l property r i g l i t s being infringed 
vrhich concern know-hovr regarding chemical processes to be kept secret, Tlie 
Federal Republic of Germany attaches great imisortance to the protection of 
i n t e l l e c t u a l property as a fimdamental p r i n c i p l e of lavr and has therefore studied 
i n depth the question vrhether v e r i f i c a t i o n of the non-production of chemical xreapon 
agents i s possible vrithout v i o l a t i n g such r i g h t s . 

Since t h i s involves matters vrhich p r i n c i p a l l y concern the ovmers of 
i n t e l l e c t u a l property r i g h t s , i t launched an opinion survey among representative 
companies i n the chemical industry, the detailed results of which v r i l l be made knovm 
in due course. But even i n the early stage of the survey i t became apparent that, 
provided they are properly implemented, control measures can ce r t a i n l y be carried 
out i n production establishments so as to v e r i f y to a degree of certainty not 
attainable by other means the non-production of vrarfare agents vrithout the 
disclosure of production secrets. 

In our opinion, effective v e r i f i c a t i o n of the compliance vrith a chemical 
vreapons ban can only be accomplished by the application of international control 
measures. The representatives of the Federal Republic of Germany at the 
united Nations and the Geneva Committee on Disarmament have repeatedly emphasized 
this conviction. International measures can, of cotirse, be supplemented by 
national ones. 
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As a r e s u i t of our discussions vrith national and international experts, vre are 
convinced that regular on-site inspections arranged by an international control 
agency should form an indispensable component of international control measures 
designed to ensure the- contractually agreed, non-production of chemical vreapons. 

Other international control measures, such a.s near-site inspections (emission 
analyses), s a t e l l i t e raonitoring, s t a t i s t i c a l checks of production figures and of the 
consumption of ravr materials end basic chemicals do not suffice by themselves to 
replace on-site inspections. Off-site inspections (remote environmental monitoring) 
and opto-electronic seals for shut-dovni factories are also inadequate by themselves 
to replace on-site inspections. 

1'i/hile f u l l y acknowledging the need to protect pi-oduction secrets, the 
Federal Republic of Germany feels that v e r i f i c a t i o n of the non-production of 
chemical vrarfare agents can be accomplished, by vray of on-site inspections vrithout 
the disclosure of production procedures and data which need to be protected. 

This type of v e r i f i c a t i o n proced.ure i s based on technological features geared 
to s p e c i f i c properties of the vrarfare agents; chemical agents d i f f e r , on accomit 
of the i r t o x i c i t y , vrhich i s several orders of magnitude higher, from compounds 
used for peaceful purposes. 

Consequently, safety measures are required f o r the manufacture of vrarfare 
agents, vrhich are reflected i n the design of the production plants. The absence 
of such safety measures can e a s i l y be detected diuring a tour of the plant and thus 
provide proof the.о highly toxic compoundr are not being manufactured. Production 
secrets vrhich require protection do not have to be disclosed by this type of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure. 

There i s , however, a small numbei" of chemical compounds vrhich, though only of 
low acute t o x i c i t y , require extensive safety devices. Tliis applies to substances 
vrhere permanent exposure to only a very small concentration may cause chronic harm 
to the operating personnel. 

In order to be able to operate e f f i c i e n t l y , plants producing these substances 
require structural measures vrhich adapt them to both the tox i c o l o g i c a l and 
chemical characteristics of the manufactured product as vrell as the loroduction 
method used. Highly specialized plants of t h i s type cannot, or can only vrith 
considerable efforts i n terms of time and expense, be converted so as to manufacture 



CI)/PV.29 
19 

(iJr. P i e i f f e r , Federal Republic of Germany) 

other substances or substance ranges. Here, too, it.xíill generally be possible f o r 
the manufacturer to provide convincing proof that the plant i s unsuitable for the. 
production of warfare agents. 

In view of the large number of agents manufactured and processes used, not 
a l l aspects of the question of non-intrusive on-site inspections can be resolved 
by theoretical discussion. The examination of concrete examples by groups of 
experts i s a more convincing means. The Federal Republic of Germany, therefore, 
invited a l l United Nations Member States to send experts to v i s i t factories 
producing- organic phosphorus compounds i n order to demonstrate the non-intrusive 
control of such super toxic agents. The main objective of these tours of 
production plants was to show tliat i t i s possible to v e r i f y , even during a wallî-
about, whether such an establisliment has the f a c i l i t i e s for manufacturing 
super-toxic agents or not. 

In response to t h i s i n v i t a t i o n to send experts to v i s i t chemical f a c t o r i e s , 
representatives of 25 nations took part i n a Workshop i n my country from 
12 to 14 March 1979. In each case the experts toured a plant of three large 
chemical enterprises. The production f a c i l i t i e s belonged to the three German 
Companies BAYER AG, HOECHST AG, and BASF AG. During the i r v i s i t s the experts also 
had an opportunity to discuss v e r i f i c a t i o n p o s s i b i l i t i e s vrith leading representatives 
of the industry. 

We r e a l i z e that i t vras not possible during the f i r s t Workshop of t h i s kind to 
discuss a l l aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n of the non-production of chemical vreapons i n 
c i v i l i a n production plants. Nor vrould we suggest that these v i s i t s to factories 
could be'regarded as a model for future on-site inspections. Nevertheless, vre 
believe that this exercise j u s t i f i e s the hope that a system of on-site inspections 
can be found vrhich v r i l l meet the security requirements of those implementing the 
controls vrithout v i o l a t i n g the legitimate interests of a plant subject to control. 

We thinlî i t p a r t i c u l a r l y useful that the Workshop i n the Federal Republic of 
Germany vras immediately followed by a meeting of experts i n the United Kingdom 
v/ith s i m i l a r demonstrations. The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany 
hopes that these and other demonstrations vrhich may be held i n the future v r i l l 
have a positive effect vrhich v r i l l make i t easier f o r other countries to reappraise 
t h e i r position on the question of an adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of a production ban. 
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The CH/iIĤ ÍiH (jr_ansla_ted from- French) ; I thank the distinguished 
representative of the Fed.eral Republic of Germany for his statement and I would 
l i k e to express to him also my special appreciation f o r the kind-words he said 
about me and about ray countiy. 

I also appreciated the tribute that he paid to my predecessor i n the Chair, 
Ambassador Thomson. 

14r. SIM-ISRHAYES (united Kingdom); As this i s the f i r s t occasion on . 
which I have spoken i n a plenaiy meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, I should 
l i k e , at the outset, to thank those distinguished delegates and colleagues who 
have so kindly welcomed me here to Geneva. I look forxiard to continuing to play 
a f u l l and active role i n the v/ork of the Committee. In my turn, may I now extend 
a warm welcome to the distinguished representativo oí Zaire, Ambassador 
Kamanda wa Kamanda. 

I should l i k e to say a few v/ords t h i s morning about the v i s i t of chemical 
weapons experts to B r i t a i n , v/hich took place betvíeen 14 and l 6 March.. 

By v/ay of introduction, I should, point out that the United Kingdom has no 
chemical weapons and has long been committed to achieving a convention on the 
pr o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical v/eapons, 
and on t h e i r destruction. In August 1976 we put forward i n the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament a draft convention on chemical v/eapons (CCD /512) which 
contributed much to subsequent discussion of this question. 

It i s because v/e attach high p r i o r i t y to the achievement cf a chemical weapons 
convention that we strongly support the efforts v/hich are being made by the 
United States and the Soviet Union to reach agreement on a joint i n i t i a t i v e to 
present to the Committee on Disarmament i n this f i e l d . We wish them speedy success 
and we look forward to negotiations being undertaken i n this Committee. 

In the.meantime v/e have been considering i n the United Kingdom v/ays i n which 
confidence-building measures might contribute to progress on a chemical weapons 
convention, and i n p a r t i c u l a r to a better understanding of the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . The main task of a v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure i s to provide adequate 
confidence that production of chemical weapons has ceased, that e x i s t i n g stocks 
have been destroyed and that new production does not take place clandestinely. 
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I t was with t h i s i n mind that my Government invited chemical weapons experts 
from Member States of the Committee on Di armament and other interested States to 
v i s i t B r i t a i n i n March tnis year, raneteen governments sent representatives, four 
of г/hom were from States not members of this Committee. The v i s i t o r s came from a 
wide geographical and p o l i t i c a l spread of countries. The v i s i t was designed to 
complement the v e r i f i c a t i o n workshop i n the Federal Republic of Germany which 
preceded i t and of which our distinguished colleague, iunbassador P f e i f f e r , has just 
given an in t e r e s t i n g account. 

On the f i r s t day of the v i s i t to B r i t a i n the v i s i t i n g party went to the s i t e 
of a former Ministry of Defence p i l o t plant f o r producing nerve agent at Жапсекике 
in Cornwall on the South-West coast of England. The purpose of t h e i r v i s i t was 
to examine the use of on-site inspection to v e r i f y the demolition of plants that 
have previously produced chemical weapons and to learn at f i r s t hand about some 
of the problems l i k e l y to be encountered i n dismantling such a plant. The party 
f i r s t heard an account of the small-scale production of Sarin nerve agent at 
Nancekuke between 1951 and 1955 and a description of the decontamination and 
demolition of the nerve agent production f a c i l i t i e s . The physical dismantling of 
the plant began i n 1976 and i s novr tvro-thirds complete. delegation i s c i r c u l a t i n g 
a paper, CD/15, giving some background to the v i s i t , which includes a detailed 
desqription of the technical requirements for the vrork of dismantling a plant used 
i n the production of a highly toxic substance. The party then toured the s i t e to see 
f o r themselves vrh: с was going on„ 

This tour was followed by a demonstration of United Kingdom chemical defence 
equipment now available or i n production including protective clothing, prophylaxis 
and detection equipment. 

The f i n a l session at Жапсекике took the form of a discussion about on-site 
inspection f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of any future chemical vreapons ban. A Foreign Office 
research paper on the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n was distributed to participants. 
Since this paper was not a formal document i t would be inappropriate to present i t 
as a Committee paper. But i f there are delegations who have not seen the paper 
and would l i k e to do so, we should be glad to make copies available informally. 

The second day of the v i s i t to B r i t a i n was taken up by a v i s i t to the factory 
of a c i v i l chcnicril coraprny, Messrs Albright and Wilson Ltd., at Oldbury near 
Birmingham, i n t l - - i n d u s t r i a l area of central England. The party irere given a f u l l 
description of the vrorks and then s p l i t into groups vrhich betvreen them v i s i t e d the 
whole factory, seeing different aspects of the handling of phosphorus and phosphoric 
chemicals. Further d e t a i l s of the v i s i t to t h i s plant are given i n the vrorking 
paper СВ /15. 
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No attempt has been made to derive any formal conclusions from the two-day 
v i s i t , hut at the end of the second day a round-table discussion was held and I should 
l i k e to mention some of the points which emerged. I t seem.ed Lo be the general viev/ 
that i n i t i a t i v e s of t h i s type could malee a major contribution to the understanding of 
the problems involved i n v e r i f y i n g a chemical v/eapons ban. Such v i s i t s may also be 
seen as a valuable confidence-building measure i n themselves. The v i s i t to the 
United Kingdom v/as considered complementary to that to the Federal Puepublic of Germany 
since i t had a somev/hat different accent and i t included a former nerve agent plant 
as well as a, c i v i l chemical factory. 

The s p e c i f i c ideas to emerge from the discussion ajnong participants include the 
following; 

( i ) More such v i s i t s , i d e a l l y involving both diplomats and technicaJ experts, 
could produce a valuable interchange of idea-s and serve t o introduce 
non-speciaJist o f f i c i a l s to t h e r e a l i t i e s of the subject. Som-O delegations 
volunteered that informal discussions during the v i s i t had caused them to 
reconsider some of t h e i r ov/n assumptions, 

( i i ) Specific t r a i n i n g a,bout chemical v/eapons should be given to those involved 
i n negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament outside the confines of such 
v i s i t s . The p o s s i b i l i t y was mentioned of Committee representatives ava i l i n g 
themselves of United Nations disarmament fellowships for t h i s purpose, 

( i i i ) A nvmiber of v i s i t o r s commented that the v i s i t to the United Kingdom had shown 
that inspe'^tion of c i v i l chemical factories could take place v/ithout any r i s k 
to commercial security, 

( i v ) The presentation of B r i t i s h chemical defence equipment v/as thought to be 
the f i r s t of i t s kino, and raised a good deal of interest, 

(v) Thought should be given to other forms of confidence-building measures i n 
the chemical v/eapons f i e l d . 

That i s a l l I wish to say nov/ by way of impressions of the v i s i t of chemical 
weapon experts, as seen by m.y Government which organized i t . I hope i n the f i r s t 
place that these comjTiients may have been of interest to distinguished delegates, 
not a l l of whom v/ere represented on the v i s i t . I hope also that other delegations, 
whether they were represented on the tour or not, w i l l f e e l able to comment on the 
v i s i t and i t s implications. My delegation looks forward to further discussion on 
the subject. 
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Fir. P l ЕЕШТАКРО (Italy)? Ilr. Chairman, on the occasion of my talcing- the 
f l o o r i n this formal meeting-, I should f i r s t of a l l lilce to associate myself with 
other delegations who have clrerdy congratulated you on your assumption of the 
chairmenship of this Committee. The presence i n the Chair of a diplomat with your 
experience, your d i s t i n c t i o n and your s k i l l i s to a l l of us, highly g r a t i f y i n g , as 
i s our consideration of tho important role your country has always assumed i n the 
disarmament f i e l d . At the same time I also \;ish to pay tribute to your distinguished 
predecessor. Ambassador Thomson of Australia, for the s i g n i f i c a n t contribution he 
made, during l a s t month, to the success of our deliberations on the question of the 
agenda. We sincerely admire Ambassador Thomson's dedication and confidence i n 
dealing with t h i s sensitive issue. 

F i n a l l y , I would lilce to extend my personal warm welcome to 
Ambassador Summerhayes from the United Kingdom and Ambassador Kamanda. wa Kamanda 
of Zaire. I wish each of them success i n t h e i r new mission, and I look forx/ard to 
working with them i n the same s p i r i t and with the same co-operation, as t h e i r 
predecessors. 

The renewed Committee on Disarmament i s speedily reaching the conclusion of 
the f i r s t part of i t s annual session. 

Unfortunately, we are not able to record and to show si g n i f i c a n t achievements 
or ma^jor advances i n our e f f o r t s to negotiate effective disarmament mca.sures. 
Most of our time has been i n fact dedicated to the drafting and to the adoption of 
the rules of procedure and of the agenda. 

Nevertheless, our meetings have not been f r u i t l e s s . The exercise i n which we 
have been engaged i n tho past weeks ha.s proved not to be a mere procedural 
formality. The intensive and constructivo consultations and discussions vrhich 
have talcen place on procedural arrangements and on the agenda., far from being empty 
rhe t o r i c , have made a useful and substantive contribution i n c l a r i f y i n g positions 
and approaches to a number of important issues and have succeeded i n establishing 
a. balanced framevrork for our future vrork. The Committee has nov before i t a 
clear-cut a^genda, vrhich ovitlines the d i f f e r e n t items that could be considered or 
could be the subject of negotiations at appropriate stages of the disarmament 
process. 

The agenda on vrhich agreement has been reached a few days ago does not talce 
into account, of course, a l l the vrishes and the proposals put forx/ard by members 
of the Committee. Yet, i t realizes a f a i r compromise between d i f f e r i n g options 
and points of views, giving the Committee the needed f l e x i b i l i t y i n dealing vrith 
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the n-uraerous and coraplex issues which f a l l within i t s mandate. Moreover i t should 
he recalled that the rules of procedure formally recognize the right of any Member 
State to raise at a plenary meeting any subject relevant to the xrark o f the 
Committee and to have a f u l l opportunity o f presenting i t s vie\rs on any subject 
which i t ma,y consider to merit attention. 

In this connexion, I should l i k e t o note t h a t , besides droAxing up i t s agenda 
and rules of procedure, the Committee has listened during this f i r s t period of 
session to important statements — including statements by countries having for 
the f i r s t time joined our forum — giving evidence o f a new, genuine, commitment 
to the achievement o f our endeavours. 

Furthermore, tho Committee has received for consideration a, number of working 
papers, dealing both xrith tho substance and the procedure of our xiork, which 
deserve careful study and exa.mination. 

The axtivo p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our preliminary work of so many del3gations and 
the business-like atmosphere which prevailed encoura^ge us to hope for positive 
developments i n carrying forxrard successful negotiations on p r i o r i t y issues i n the 
near future. 

Toda,y's meeting being mainly dexroted to the consideration of the problem of 
the prohibition of chemical xreapons, I xrould l i l c e , i n the f i r s t place, to refer to 
th i s matter. 

The strong interest o f the I t a l i a n Goxrernraent i n chemical disarmament i s well 
knox-m and has been repeatedly voiced here -nd i n the General Assembly of the 
United Nations. I do not need therefore to reiterate i n d e t a i l оггг position and 
our approach. 

I should l i k e , hoxrever, t o address some s p e c i f i c aspects o f the problem vrhich, 
i n our vievr, are of part i c u l a r significance i n order to make meaningful pi-ogress. 

F i r s t of a l l , the object o f negotiations. Resolution 33/5Э A, adopted by the 
General Assembly of the United Hâtions at i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d session, 

"Requests the Committee on Disarmament, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , to 
undertalce, at the beginning o f i t s 1979 session, negotiations vrith a view to 
elabora-.ting an agreement on effective measures for the prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling' of a l l chemical vreapons and for t h e i r 
destruction, talcing into account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future 
i n i t i a t i v e s " . 
In t h i s l i g h t , our task i s , c l e a r l y , t o pursue — xrith the greatest sense of 

urgency — 0, comprehensive ban, covering the vrhole range of chemical vrarfare agents 
and providing for the t o t a l elimination of e x i s t i n g stockpiles of chemical x/eapons. 
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Another key issue — which i s сошоп to a l l disarmament agreements, because of 
i t s close relevance to v i t a l national security interests — i s v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s not simply a technical one. I t i s a problen 
presenting an evident p o l i t i c a l dimension and demanding a thorough understanding. 

In t h i s connexion, I would l i k e to emph?,size that, i f i n our "decalogue" 
v e r i f i c a t i o n methods are l i s t e d under the same heañing x/ith confidence-building 
measures emd c o l l a t e r a l measures, the concept of v e r i f i c a t i o n goes fax beyond the 
notions of confidence, or confidence-building. They are i n fact d i f f e r e n t concepts 
and i t i s important to keep them separate. 

Admittedlj'-, v e r i f i c a t i o n can also have a confidence-building e f f e c t , i n so far 
as i t gives States Parties to a treaty confidence i n the general intentions and i n 
the good f a i t h of other Parties i n the fulfilment of mutual obligations. This i s 
not, however, the more important and fundamental function of v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the 
arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament f i e l d . The essentia,! purpose of a v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system i s to deter and to detect v i o l a t i o n s , by establishing an adequate framework 
of technical, j u r i d i c a l and p o l i t i c a l safegua,rds xiithin which a treaty can operate, 
giving to the Parties r e l i a b l e assurances that the treaty i s f u l l y and correctly 
implemented by a l l the Parties. 

Under these circumstances, i t i s self-evident that there i s a close 
in t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p between the scope of each ag-reemcnt and the type of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

In envisa^ging a v e r i f i c a t i o n system for a convention banning a l l chemical 
weapons and prescribing the i r removal fro . the m i l i t a r y ars'"nals, the following 
requirements should be mets 

(a) To ensure that prohibitod ag-ents are not being manufactured neither i n 
previous production f a n i l i t i e s , nor i n new fact o r i e s ; 

(b) To provide proof that prohibited agents are not being obtained from 
outside sources; 

(c) To ascertain that e x i s t i n g stocks of prohibited agents are eliminated; 
(d) To detect and observe suspicious a c t i v i t i e s . 
Bearing i n mind such requirements, i t i s the view of the I t a l i a n delegation 

that a certain degree of int e r n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n i s indispensable to any effective 
v e r i f i c a t i o n pattern of a chemical weapons ban. V/e should, i n other words, adopt 
a mixed solution based on the combination of national v e r i f i c a t i o n means with 
international control procedures, including some forms of physical access to the 
t e r r i t o r y of the State being v e r i f i e d , when the circumstances require i t . 
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The I t a l i a n delegation i s v e i l tware of the objections of a grotrp of members 
of our Committee to systems of v e r i f i c a t i o n of an "intrusive" nature. The 
argument has been often advanced that such forms of control would e n t a i l an 
encroachment on a State's a f f a i r s and would be p r e j u d i c i a l to the protection of 
national i n d u s t r i a l and commercial secrets. 

We a.re, however, persuaded that such concerns might bo overcome through a 
careful assessment and a better knoxrlodge of the implications of different tjjpes 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n s , i n a s p i r i t of mutual co-operation and goodwill. 

In t h i s l i g h t , ray Government has highly appreciated the i n i t i a t i v e taken by 
tho Federal Eepuiblic of Germany and the United ICingdom i n organizing two workshops 
with a view to providing evidence that "on-site" inspections for the purpose of 
ver i f y i n g the non-production of chemical weapons can bo ca,rried out without the 
disclosure of production, data and technologies vrhich need to be protected, 
I t a l i a n experts have been happi?- to participate i n t h i s s i g n i f i c a n t exercise, the 
results of vrhich deserve to bo considered vrith the greatest attention by a l l the 
members of the Committee, including those vrho, for various reasons, were not able 
to respond affirmatively to the i n v i t a t i o n . 

This morning we have listened vrith sincere interest to the statements of the 
distinguished representatives of tho United ICingdom and of the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 

I t i s our hope that the valuable vrork begun, i n t h e i r tvro countries can be 
further expanded a-id that experts from oth;r countries v.rould oe prepared i n the 
nea.r future to talce part i n similar" technical investigations, v.dth a vievr to 
developing a common understanding of the various a.spects of tho problem of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of a. chemical vrea-pons ban. 

I vrould lilce novr to turn b r i e f l y to the question of procedures and methods of 
conducting negotiations that our Committee i s requested to undertalce, at a. 
multilaterad l e v e l , on the prohibition of chemical vroapons. 

My delegation has expressed i t s viexrs on th i s subject since 6 February i n a 
vrorking paper which c a l l s for the ostablishment, not l a t e r than the beginning of 
our next period of session, of an ad hoc vrorking group, open to the pa r t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l members and, upon i n v i t a t i o n , of other interested States for an. in-depth 
consideration of the unresolved issvies standing i n the vra,y of an agreement. 

Thoughtful suggestions on the samo subject have been developed at the same 
time by the Netherlands delegation. Both the Dutch and the I t a l i a n contributions 
have been favourably greeted and p o s i t i v e l y commented by a number of delegations 
i n recent meetings. 
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The Group of 21 , for i t s part, i n a document o f f i c i a l l y introduced on 
9 A p r i l 1979? concurred i n the opinion that there i s a need to establish эл ad hoc 
working group, with a view to elaborating a draft convention on the prohibition of 
the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r 
destruction. 

Against t h i s background, i t seems to my delegation that the time i s coming 
for seeking a. more effective approach to t h i s c r u c i a l problem, and for establishing 
ЭЛ ad hoc v/orking group, operating on a more informal basis and v/ith needed 
expertise, to deal v/ith this problem. 

I nov/ should l i k e to address another subject, on v/hich the I t a l i a n delegation 
recently submitted to our Committee a v/orking paper: that i s the problem of the 
complete cessation of the arms race i n outer space. 

As you v / i l l remember, i n submitting to the Committee on 26 b'larch docuraent C D / 9 , 
I refrained from i l l u s t r a t i n g i t i n d e t a i l , i n order not to delay our deliberations 
on the ag-enda,. Hov/, before the conclusion of t h i s period of session, I should l i k e 
to talce the opportunity to b r i e f l y i l l u s t r a t e i t to the members of the Committee. 

Paragraph 80 of the "Programme of Action" contained i n the F i n a l Document of 
the tenth special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to 
disarmament states: 

"In order to prevent an arms race i n outer space, further measures should 
be taken and appropriate internationaJ negotiations held, i n accordance with 
the s p i r i t of the Treaty on Principl'-s Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n 
the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l 
Bodies". 
The I t a l i a n delegation v/as p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t i f i e d to contribute to the 

elaboration of such a paragraph, v/hich reflected a proposal set forth i n a v/orking 
paper e n t i t l e d "Suggestions f o r a disarmament programme" presented by I t a l y to tlie 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD/540) and to the Preparatory Committee 
for the Special Session (A/AC.I87/97). 

In the opinion of my Government, although recent rapid developments i n 
m i l i t a r y space technologies have increased the perception of the danger of an 
extension of the arms race to outer space, t h i s problem has not been given 
s u f f i c i e n t consideration i n the context of international debates on arms control 
and disarmament. 
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In t h i s connexion, i t raay be recalled that a r t i c l e Г/ of the "Treaty on 
Pr i n c i p l e s Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Exploration and Use of Outer 
Space, including tho Iloon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies", proxádes that; 

"States Parties to the Treaty undertake not to place i n orbit around the 
Earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of 
mass destruction, i n s t a l l sucli xreapons on c e l e s t i a l bodies, or station 
weanons i n outer spa.ce i n any other inanner. 

The Hoon and other c e l e s t i a l bodies s h a l l be used by a l l Gtates Parties 
to the Treaty exclusively f o r peaneful purposes. The esta^blishnient of 
m i l i t a r y bases, i n s t a l l a t i o n s and f o r t i f i c a t i o n s , the testing of any tjrpe of 
weapons and the conduct of m i l i t a r y manoeuvres on c e l e s t i a l bodies s h a l l be 
forbidden. The use of m i l i t a r y personnel.for s c i e n t i f i c research or for any 
other peaneful purposes shaJl not bo prohibited. The v.se of any equipment or 
f a c i l i t y necessary for peaneful exploration of the Moon and other celestiaJ 
bodies s h a l l also not be prohibited". 
I t should bo acknow-ledged that the Outer Space Treaty has, f o r more than a, 

decade, made a. s i g n i f i c a n t contribution to the l i m i t a t i o n of militany competition 
i n outer space. 

After twelve years i t might however seem appropriate to give new thought to 
the various aspects of spane a c t i v i t i e s , i n the l i g h t of ongoing developments i n 
science and technology. 

Notwithstanding the great degree of secrecy covering space programmes of 
Рол-rers engaged i n such a c t i v i t i e s , there i s a. general a,wareness that advancements 
i n space technology are of such a nature that timely action should be envisaged to 
prevent the p o s s i b i l i t y of any development p r e j u d i c i a l to the use of outer space 
for exclusively peaneful purposes. 

lie assume that nobody has d i f f i c u l t i e s i n recognising the d e s i r a b i l i t y of 
enhancing peaceful co-operation i n spane and a.voiding that the space might be 
transformed into a new arena f o r m.ilita,ry h o s t i l i t i e s . S a t e l l i t e s pla.y nowadays 
an essential role i n different areas, including communications, meteorology,'-, 
navigation, cartography end other c i v i l i a n applications. A l l such peaceful uses 
of space e,re of v i t a l importance and should, be preserved and protected i n the 
interest of a l l manlcind. 



СЮ/Р/.2П 

29 

(îlr. Di Bernardo, I t a l y ) 

There are s i m i l a r l y other usos which, olthough of a m i l i t a r y nature i n a 
l i t e r a l sense, should continue to he rccc-nizod not cnlj as l i c i t , hut also as 
desirable. I refer to the use of reconnaissance and observation s a t o l l i t o s , which 
have с p a r t i c u l a r l y important rolo to play — among others — i n v e r i f y i n g 
compliance with disarraamont and arms l i m i t a t i o n agreements. 

1/e arc, however, a l l ai/are of tho potential ad-vont of other categories of 
s a t e l l i t e s and devicos xmoso function seems to be mainly hostile and may have a 
tremendous impact on security and s t a b i l i t y . The reported possible development of 
devices, such as interceptor-destructor s a t e l l i t e s or h u n t e r - k i l l e r s a t e l l i t e s 
designed to damage or destroy other s a t e l l i t e s i n spa.ce represents an alarming 
threat to \7hich we should give careful thought, i n order to prevent the emergence 
of a new dimension i n tho axms raxe. 

Bearing this i n mind, we believe that mea.sures concerning the control of 
a c t i v i t i e s i n space should be revie\;ed from time to time i n r e l a t i o n to nev 

developments i n technologies which night have adverse effects on the disarmament 
process. In t h i s connexion the d e s i r a b i l i t y might be considered to extend the 
present international ag^reed prohibition of the stationing of weapons of mass 
destruction i n o r b i t , on c e l o s t i a J bodies or elsexrhere i n spaxe, to include a l l 
weapons or any other device designed f o r hostile uses, by means of an additional 
protocol to the Outer Space Treaty of I966. 

For t h i s purpose my delegation has circulated, as an annex to the working 
paper submitted on 26 Iferch, a draft additional protocol which sets forth a number 
of possible provisions intended to supplement the rulos of the Outer Space Treaty. 

My delegation i s well avaxe that the issue I am re f e r r i n g to i s not on the 
ag-enda of the current session, г/hich i s а1гоэДу heavilj'- burdened with other 
p r i o r i t y tasks. 

I should taire t h i s opportunity, hoxrever, to note that the problem of the 
cessation of the arms race i n outer space c l e a r l y l i e s within the attributions of 
our Committee, under heo.ding (IX) of the document adopted at our 26th plenary 
meeting on 10 A p r i l . As stated by the Chairman on that occasion, i t i s i n fact our 
understanding that " c o l l a t e r a l measures" include "further measures to prevent an 
arms race i n outer spa.ce". 

Given the complexity of the problem, my delegation — i n submitting to the 
attention of our Conmittee irorking paper CD/9 — looks forxmrd to hearing from 
other delegations comments and suggestions that could pave tho vey to the beginning 
of effective negotiations on further measures to l i m i t the arms race i n outer space 
at an appropriate time. 

file:///7hich
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The СНАШ'ШГ (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of I t a l y f o r his statement. 

I vrould l i k e to t e l l you, S i r , hov; sincerely I value your f r i e n d l y and 
appreciative vrords concerning myself. As Chairman, I also keenly appreciated the 
tribute that you paid to my predecessor, Ambassador Thomson. 

Mr. LIDGABD (Sv/eden): I should f i r s t l i k e to say that Mrs. Thorsson very 
much deplores that she cannot participate i n our meeting today as she had planned. 
She has also asked me to convey to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the other members of 
the Committee her sincere thanks f o r the kind expressions of sympathy v/hich v/ere 
made at our l a s t meeting on 20 A p r i l because of the decease of her husband. 

Since t h i s i s the f i r s t time I am taking the f l o o r t h i s month i n the o f f i c i a l 
part of our proceedings, at least f o r a substantive statement, I v/ish to express our 
appreciation to see you, Mr. Chairman, leading us i n our negotiations. I should l i k e 
to congratulate you on v/hat you have already achieved i n the form of very f a i r and 
s k i l f u l chairmanship so f a r and I v/ish you continued success during the fev/ remaining 
days of the present part of our session. Let me add that v/e are glad that your 
country i s nov/ i n a po s i t i o n to contribute a c t i v e l y and d i r e c t l y to our e f f o r t s i n 
t h i s Committee, lie a l l knov/ that your Government has devoted a good deal of thought 
to the regional aspects of disarmeiment and v/e look forv/ard to hearing more from you 
on t h i s , as v/e regard i t , very important issue. 

I should likev/ise pay my respect to your predecessor. Ambassador Thomson, for 
the never flagging patience and steadfast pursuit he shov/ed i n dealing v/ith the 
d i f f i c u l t task of negotiating an a,genda f o r our Committee. May the wisdom we 
acquired from the long discussions on that subject be of benefit so that our future 
annual agenda debates can be so much shorter! 

I am further pleased to v/elcome i n t h i s Committee our nev/ colleagues from 
Zaire, Dr. Kamanda ¥a Kamanda, and from the United Kingdom, Ambassador Summerhayesi 
v/e look forv/ard to a f r u i t f u l and pleasant co-operation v/ith them. 

Me have decided to devote t h i s v/eek to the question of a convention on 
chemical v/eapons. My delegation considers t h i s to be one of the most important 
items on our agenda. I am today going to deal v/ith i t i n the l i g h t of some facts 
and recent developments v/hich must be taken into account v/hen considering t h i s 
serious matter. 
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The f i r s t development i s an ominous one. There i s increasing concern that a 
substantial chemical vrarfare capability has been b u i l t up i n some countries, which 
may lead to a dangerous action-reaction pattern, especially i n Europe. The use of 
chemical weapons was prohibited by the Geneva Protocol of 17 dime I 9 2 5 . Warfare 
techniques and planning have, hovevex, undergone revolutionary developments i n the 
past f i v e d.ecades. Present-day doctrines, forces and weapons involve a much more 
rapid process i n foreseeable situations of m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t . It can be argued 
that the deployment of chemical v/oapons i s incompatible with the s p i r i t of the 
Geneva Protocol, as deployment en t a i l s i n fact far greater r i s k s that theee weapons 
actu-ally w i l l be used i n situations of c r i s i s or v/ar. 

This concern i s p a r t i c u l a r l y v/ell-founded i n viev/ of such fast c r i s i s processes 
as I just referred to. Thus, as has long been agreed, i t i s not enough to outlav/ 
the uso of these v/eapons. Also t h e i r development, production and stockpiling must 
be prohibited. 

Secondly, the United States and the Soviet Union have been conducting b i l a t e r a l 
t a l k s since I976 v/ith a view to producing a joint i n i t i a t i v e on chemical vreapons to 
tho Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. The i n i t i a t i v e has s t i l l f a i l e d to 
materialize, vfhich i s deeply regrettable, i n fact a cause for great concern. 

Thirdly, the question of chemical vreapons concerns a l l countries, not only 
because these weapons may be used against them i n the event of v/ar but also because 
a large number of countries are i n a position to manufacture them. 

Fourthly, the Committee on Disarmament has been urged by the t h i r t y - t h i r d 
session of the General Assembly to start real negotiations on a convention on 
chemical v/eapons v/i fchout s,uaiting the outcome of the b i l a t e r a l talks on the subject 
between the United States and the USSIi. 

The Sv/edish Government strongly feels tha,t v/e have nov/ come to the point v/here 
we should start such negotiations i n a concrete way here i n t h i s Committee. We 
cannot see that negotiations i n the Committee must have a hampering effect on the 
ongoing b i l a t e r a l negotiations. On the contrary, impetus may be given to both by 
t h e i r p a r a l l e l e f f o r t s . There must of course be a .linlc betv/een them to secure the 
most effective conduct of the negotiations. The tv/o leading m i l i t a r y Powers may 
argue that i t v / i l l be more d i f f i c u l t f o r them to achieve r e s u l t s by negotiating on 
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t h i s matter i n an international forum l i k e the Committee 'on Disarmament. We cannot, 
hovrever, as a matter of p r i n c i p l e , accept t h i s argument. I f i t were to Ъе accepted, 
i t would imply .that i t should Ъе l e f t to the d i s c r e t i o n of the two super-Powers to 
decide i f and v/hen matters of legitimate universal concern should Ъе submitted to 
relevant international fora. In the v/orld of today t h i s i s unacceptable. Besides, 
i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r case the terms of reference f o r the ad hoc v/orking group and the 
procedures proposed by the Group of 21 have been s p e c i f i c a l l y designed to f a c i l i t a t e 
p a r a l l e l negotiations i n the Committee and betv/een the tv/o leading m i l i t a r y Pov/ers. 
For t h i s purpose, the tvro States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations should 
inform the ad hoc v-zorking group on the state of negotiations and indicate the areas 
i n V i h i c h agreement has been reached as v/ell as issues v/hich are s t i l l outstanding. 
The ad hoc v/orking group could then i n i t i a l l y concentrate i t s v/ork on areas v/here 
agreement has been i d e n t i f i e d . It should, hov/ever, also i n an open v/ay consider 
possible nev/ elements of importance f o r t h i s convention, basing i t s e l f both on 
proposals and suggestions v/hich have been presented to the Committee and i t s 
predecessors i n the past and such as may be submitted to i t during the course of i t s 
v/ork by members as v/ell as non-members of the Committee. 

The time has thus come to make a new s t a r t , bearing i n mind the steps taken 
previously i n t h i s matter, such as the draft convention of 1972 submitted by nine 
s o c i a l i s t countries, and the Japanese and B r i t i s h draft conventions of 1974 and 197^ 

respectively. A group of non-aligned and neutral countries, members of the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, have stated t h e i r position i n a v/orking 
paper (CCD/400). Also a l l other v/orking papers and statements on chemical v/eapons 
made i n the CCD, as v/ell as material from informal meetings with experts should be 
taken into account. One example of the l a t t e r materials i s the "Compilation of 
materials on chemical vreapons from CCD v/orking papers and statements 1 9 7 2 - 7 6 " dated 
11 March 1 9 7 7 , v/hich seems p a r t i c u l a r l y apt to f a c i l i t a t e our future v/ork. Due 
consideration should also be given to experience gained through such special 
arrangements as the recent v i s i t s to chemical plants i n the Federal Republic 
of Gemany and the United Kingdom. I v/ish to take t h i s opportunity to express our 
appreciation f o r these i n v i t a t i o n s . The v i s i t s seem to have been most valuable both 
from the p o l i t i c a l and technical points of viev/-. The experience gained at these and 
possible future v i s i t s needs to be shared and discussed further. VJe assume that 
records of these v i s i t s v / i l l be kept by our Secretariat. 
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As f a r as the structure of the coming negotiations i s concerned I wish to make 
the follovring suggestions. 

As I said a few minutes ago, one -of the f i r s t negotiating tasks should he to 
i d e n t i f y areas of agreement on the possible scope of the convention, including i t s 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Regrettably, areas of agreement do not seem to bo as m.any as one might have 
expected a f t e r so many years of discussion. Hovrever, i t i s important to be amre of 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s involved. I t vrould be premature indeed to exclude that a^reas of 
agreement may emerge vrhere progress has not been far-reaching enough or only gradual 
i n the past years of discussion. 

1 may point to one important area of agreement, namely tho chemical vrarfare 
agents vrhich should be covered by a ban. It seems that most participants i n the 
discussions are i n agreement that v i r t u a l l y a l l such agents should be prohibited. 

Items c l e a r l y agreed upon inclvide the recognition of dual and single purpose 
chemical vrarfare agents, and the methods of coping v/ith them i n a convention. The 
elaboration of such methods includes the formulation of a purpose c r i t e r i o n , i n some 
cases combined vrith a quantity c r i t e r i o n and the application of t o x i c i t y l i m i t s for 
different kinds of substances. As regards the fevr possible exemptions from a general 
p r o h i b i t i o n , i t seems to be more or less generally agreed that tear gases' should be 
partljr exempted from a ban. I t must be recognized, hovrever, that the means through 
vrhich t h i s should be done i s s t i l l f a r from agreed upon. I have noted vrith interest 
the suggestions by the Canadian delegation that such exemptions might preferably be 
i d e n t i f i e d by s p e c i f i c a l l y allovring certain a c t i v i t i e s (CD/PV .23) . In t h i s context, 
I vrish, hovrever, to r e c a l l that launching attacks vrith incapacitating agents and 
i r r i t a n t s i n war i s by most countries considered to be prohibited by the 
Geneva Protocol of I 9 2 5 . 

Nevr elements of possible importance for the scope of a treaty have also been 
discussed. Svreden, l i k e some other countries, has i n the past fevr years presented 
ideas i n t h i s f i e l d . One of the many problems i s that chemical v/arfare agents can 
be acquired f a i r l y quickly. Hovrever, adequate organization, planning and t r a i n i n g , 
vrhich are equally iîidispensable for a m i l i t a r i l y important offensive chemical 
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v/arfare capability, take much longer. Were these a c t i v i t i e s to be prohibited, the 
time lag from v i o l a t i n g the convention to an actual attack with chemical•weapons 
vrould increase considerably. Also i n the long-term perspective t h i s v i l l i diminish 
the r i s k s connected v/ith possibly hidden stockpiles and thus diminish the need for 
intrusive v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. These facts must also be taken into account i f a 
convention i s to be made credible. We have so f a r had very l i t t l e discussion on the 
implications of these f a c t s . Such discussion should start novr. 

Further, i t i s important to be aware of the fact that the destruction of 
stockpiles of chemical vreapons i s a time-consuming procedure, probably taking many 
years. Conseqtiently, a chemical v^rarfare capability can be retained by a country 
having large stockpiles f o r a considerable period a f t e r destruction has started. 
Circumstances l i k e t h i s must as vrell be considered vrhen negotiating a convention. 

Another important matter i s the possible development of nevr chemical agents, 
V i h i c h may also lead to nevr forms of chemical vrarfare. This means that. the s c i e n t i f i c 
and technical developments i n the chemical f i e l d must be kept under review i n order 
to i d e n t i f y possible nevr applications f o r m i l i t a r y purposes based upon new s c i e n t i f i c 
discoveries. We have already been studying the problem of methods f o r such 
surveillance (CCD/569). V/ork i n t h i s f i e l d should be continued on a broader basis, 
V i h i c h i n c i d e n t a l l y seems to have been recognized also i n the I t a l i a n vrorking 
paper CD/5. 

The problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s t i l l f a r from solved, even i f some steps appear 
to have been taken tovrards a common vmderstanding i n the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s betvieen the 
United States and the Soviet Union. Thus agreement seems to have been reached between 
them that v e r i f i c a t i o n a c t i v i t i e s should be performed by both national and 
international means. Hovrever, as vras e x p l i c i t l y stated i n the jo i n t USA-USSR 
communiqué a year ago (CCD/PV.788), the s p e c i f i c methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n , especially 
of the destruction of production f a c i l i t i e s and stoclфiles, have not been agreed upon. 

Past viork i n the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament has provided a sound 
technical basis f o r negotiations on v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. I t should also be noted 
that not only have ingenious measures for different tjipes of onr-:site v e r i f i c a t i o n 
been vrorked out, e.g. chemical a n a l y t i c a l methods, t o x i c i t y tests, s a t e l l i t e 
monitored seals, etc., but serious attempts have also been made to find complementary 
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non-intrusive methods, l i k e the phosphorus-accounting system and remote-sensing 
systems, including the use of s a t e l l i t e s . P a r t i c u l a r attention has also been paid 
to the•problem of applying v e r i f i c a t i o n m.ethods without revealing legitimate 
production secrets of the chemical industry. 

The readiness of chemical industries i n tho Pederal Republic of Germany and 
the United Kingdom, to permit v i s i t s of the kind recently arranged soems to indicate 
that i n d u s t r i a l secrets need not be revealed by such inspections. As the necessary 
p o l i t i c a l steps have not been taken, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to evaluate or advocate any 
p a r t i c u l a r method. Furthermore, i t may not be possible to v e r i f y , for instance, 
hidden production f a c i l i t i e s or stockpiles. 

Uith respect to mechanisms for complaint procedures a consultative committee 
should be established. In the opinion of the Swedish Government t h i s i s p a r t i c u l a r l y 
important. Prom our side \?e have deplored the lack i n tho Convention on B i o l o g i c a l 
Veapons of p r a c t i c a l l y useful mechanisms for such complaint procedures. This problem 
must be solved i n connexion vrith a. chemical vrea,pono convention. 

I just referred to the tremendous problems related to the verifica-tion of hidden 
production f a c i l i t i e s and stockpiles and to the fact that chemical irarfare agents can 
be produced r e l a t i v e l y quickly, \rhsreas i t often takes many years to destroy the 
stoclq)iles. Also i n vie\r of these facts i t i s necessarj'- that a convention should 
allovr f o r protective measures against chemical weapons. 

It has long been agreed that mutual trust i s of fundamental importance f o r 
reaching disarmament agreements. However, confidence-building measures vrere f i r s t 
considered e x p l i c i t l y v\ith regard to chemical vreapons i n tho summer of 197^ vrhen the 
United Kingdom presented i t s draft on a chemica.1 xreapons convention. It vras then 
suggested that States, as soon as they signed the convention, should give information 
regarding t h e i r possession of chemical vreapons as a confidence-building measure, thus 
before the convention vras actually r a t i f i e d a.nd had come into force. This suggestion 
provoked some c r i t i c i s m at the time, mainly because i t va.s considered improper to 
request States to give information with respect to t h e i r chemical vrarfa.re capacity 
before the convention vras i n force. Confidence-building measures should, hoxrever, 
be discussed i n a broad context. It i s es s e n t i a l , given the spe c i f i c characteristics 
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of the chemical weapons f i e l d , that confidence between States should be further 
strengthened already i n the negotiation phase of a chemical vroapons convention. This 
might be achieved by exchanging information on different subjects to be covered by 
the convention. Such an exchange must be voluntary, and need not necessarily be 
d i r e c t l y linlœd to the provisions of the convention. However, i t must have a 
p r a c t i c a l bearing on i t s substance and intent. 

It i s also conceivable, of course, that a convention w i l l prescribe that such 
information should be provided, although such a provision would not be binding u n t i l 
the convention was i n force. 

Other examples of confidence-building measures that would f a c i l i t a t e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n could be information on stockpiles of chemical x/eapons and f a c i l i t i e s 
for t h e i r destruction and the time required f o r t h i s , technical v i s i t s to such 
destruction f a c i l i t i e s , p o s s i b i l i t i e s of attending m i l i t a r y manoeuvres i n order to 
peimit the observation of elements of interest vith regard to chemical warfare 
p o t e n t i a l , demonstration of chemical protection, and offers of co-operation i n t h i s 
area, I am sure that also other confidence-building measures could be discussed, 
and I would therefore suggest that s u f f i c i e n t time be devoted to ident i f y i n g such 
measures. 

No further delay i n starting m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a chemical vreapons 
convention should be accepted i n the Committee on Disarmament. I have mentioned some 
reasons why such negotiations are more urgent today than ever. They may be long and 
d i f f i c u l t , as the issues involved are extremely complex, but i t should be possible to 
achieve r e s u l t s as long as the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l i s there. In accordance v/ith the 
proposal by the Group of 21 (CD/11) an ad hoc v/orking group should be established 
with the task of systematically reviev/ing the substances and a c t i v i t i e s to be 
covered by a chemical v/eapons convention, ide n t i f y i n g areas of agreement and 
disagreement and v/orking on proposals f o r resolving the l a t t e r . This vreuld pave the 
v/ay f o r agreement on a convention so much discussed and so long av/aited. I t i s 
undeniable that the question of a chemical v/eapons convention concerns a l l countries, 
and that many coimtries possess the expert knov/ledge to bring i t into being. The 
a b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament to deal v/ith t h i s matter i n a serious and 
constructive vfay v / i l l be somev/hat of a test case of v/hat can be expected of t h i s 
body i n the years to come. 
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The СМ1ЖАЖ (translated Prom French); I thanlc the distinguished 
r^^presentative of Sweden for his kind words about me and f o r the tribute he 
paid to my predecessor, Ambassador Thomson. 

Ilr. IdUI-IIU (Kenya); The Kenya delegation wishes to congratulate you, 
Mr. Chairman, and your delegation on the assumption of the chairmanship f o r 
the month of A p r i l . Under yovcc chairmanship t h i s Committee was able to adopt 
i t s programme of work f o r the annual session, Ue are equally hopeful that 
imder your able leadership the Committee w i l l malee si g n i f i c a n t progress i n the 
remaining days of the f i r s t part of the annual session, I would also l i k e to 
take t h i s opportmity to convey, through you Mr, Chairman, my delegation's 
warmest congratulations to Ambassador Thomson of A u s t r a l i a x/hose s k i l l and 
a b i l i t y were c l e a r l y demonstrated during his chairmanship f o r the month of 
"f'-îarch. 

I w i l l now malee b r i e f remarks on the subject of chemical weapons. Ify 
remarks w i l l be very b r i e f as P do not believe that v/e should u t i l i z e the 
remaining days malcing statements but instead we should concentrate our efforts 
cn concrete issues, on the question of chemical wea.pons. 

I'Zhen the Committee adopted i t s \rork programme i t decided that the week 
of 2â to 27 A p r i l should be devoted to the consideration of the item dealing 
with chemical weapons. This was i n accordance with the General Assembly's 
rrioulution 3 3 / 5 9 i n which the Committee on Disarmament i s renuested, as a 
matter of high p r i o r i t y , to undertake, at the beginning of i t s 1979 session, 
negotiations with a viev to elaborating an agreement on effective measures for 
the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical 
weapons and for t h e i r destruction. Also i n the same resolution, the Assembly 
urged the Soviet Union and the United States to submit t h e i r joint i n i t i a t i v e 
to the Committee i n order to assist i t i n achieving early agreement on the 
question of chemical x-reapons. 
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This resolution, together v/ith several others that the General Assembly 
has adopted since 1 9 7 1 » c l e a r l y r e f l e c t s the desire of the international 
community to achieve an agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The 
fact that the Committee decided to devote t h i s week to the consideration of 
the item i s a clear indication of the high p r i o r i t y that the Coinmittee attaches 
to the question of chemical weapons, 

I'-fy delegation i s well av/are of the substantial amount of v/ork that has 
been done on the subject of chemical v/eapons. In the past several years t h i s 
item has been the subject of many debates i n the P i r s t Committee of the 
General Assembly and at the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, and 
as a result numerous v/orking papers and expert reports are now available "to 
the interested parties. 

In view of the foregoing and av/are of the expectation by the international 
community to see progress i n t h i s area, the Group of 21 has prepared a working 
paper on chemical weapons which has been produced as C D / I I . The v/orking paper 
proposes the creation of an ad hoc working group, open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l Member States of the Committee, with a viev/ to elaborating a draft 
convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of a l l chemical v/eapons and t h e i r destruction. I t i s the hope of my delegation 
that t h i s proposal v / i l l receive a v/arm reception from a l l members of t h i s 
Committee. My delegation believes that v/hile v/e may d i f f e r on the d e t a i l s , 
our main objective remains the same — to achieve a t o t a l ban on chemical 
weapons. 

The creation of an ad hoc working group and i t s task of elaborating the 
draft convention v/ould not, i n the viev/ of my delegation, hinder or i n t e r f e r e 
i n any way with the b i l a t e r a l talks betv-zeen the Soviet Union 
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and the United States. In t h i s respect Kenya supports views expressed hy the 
delegation of the Netherlands i n document CD/6 submitted to t h i s Committee on 
6 February 1 9 7 9 . 

Tlie drafters of CD/I 1 aclmoxiledge the importance of the b i l a t e r a l talles 
between the two Powers and that i s why they have f e l t that the Committee 
should request the States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations to 
inform the ad hoc working group f u l l y on the state of t h e i r negotiations, 
Indicating areas i n which agreement has been reached as well as issues v/hich 
s t i l l are outstanding. 

Kenya i s f u l l y av/are that t h i s v/ould not be the f i r s t time that the tv/o 
Powers would be requested to provide information on the state of t h e i r 
negotiations. In i t s resolution 32/77 of 12 December 1977 on the subject of 
chemical weapons, the. General Assembly stressed the need for early submission 
of the j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e of the United States and the Soviet Union to the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament i n order to assist i t i n achieving 
early agreement on the prohibition of chemical v/eapons. Ue note v/ith 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that, follov/ing the General Assembly's request, the representative 
of the Soviet Union on 9 liay 1 9 7 S reaû a joint USSR-United States statement to 
the Committee on the state of t h e i r negotiations. This v/as a positive action 
and v/e hope that the tv/o States v/ould once again find i t possible to inform 
the ad hoc working group on chemical v/eapons on the state of t h e i r negotiations. 

F i n a l l y , I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to expreos my delegation's 
appreciation to the Governments of the Federal Republic of Germany and the 
united Elingdom for t h e i r being kind enough to i n v i t e Member States to participate 
i n chemical weapons v e r i f i c a t i o n v/orkshops, Kenya hopes that others would find 
i t possible to extend similar i n v i t a t i o n s . 

In conclusion, I v/ould lilce to thanlc Ambassador Summerhayes for h i s b r i e f i n g 
t h i s Committee on the v i s i t to B r i t a i n by chemical v/eapons experts and i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
f o r the announcement that his country no longer possesses chemical weapons, lly 

delegation also v/elcomes the paper circulated t h i s morning (СВДз) i n the hope 
that i t w i l l contribute to the Committee's negotiations. 
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The СНАШ'ШТ (translated from French); I thr.nk the distinguished 
representative of Kenya for his statement. I uish to assure him tho.t I was 
par t i c u l a x l y appreciative of his remarks about me and about my predecessor. 
Ambassador Thomson. 

и SAW HLAIHG (Burma); Ш. Chairman, I \7ould l i k e to take this opportunity 
to express to you the x/ormeot congratulotiono of my delegation i n assujning the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the Chairm.an of the Comirùttee on Disoxnaiaent Ily delegation 
appreciates very much that the Committee has moved fon/ard i n i t s г/огк under your 
Chairmanship, benefiting from your wisdom., tact and couirtesy. May I also take this 
occasion to extend my x/elcome to Ambassador Summerhayes of the United Kingd-om and 
Ambassador Kamanda Wa Kamanda of Zaire. 

Ihr. Chairman, I take the f l o o r to put forvrard, as the co-ordinator of the 
Group of 2 1 , tvo points on agend.a item 4 — Chemical Weapons. 

The f i r s t point I would l i k e to ma.ke i s that C D / I I was submitted by the 
Group of 21 on 9 A p r i l . Suhsequently, members of the Committee had about two weeks ' 
to consider the paper. We f e e l that t h i s p r i o r i t y item should be dealt with promptly 
without further loss of time, by establishing an M Hoc Working Group, open to the 
part i c i p a t i o n of a l l member States of the Comiaittee, with a view to elaborating a 
draft convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stoclcpiling 
of a l l chemical x/eapons and their destruction. V/e strongly f e e l that the Committee 
should give i t s decision on the proposal cited i n CD/ll before the end of this 
session i n order that the Ad Hoc Group w i l l be a.ble to со1шепсе i t s work at the 
outset of the coming sumraex- session. 

Secondly, i n order that a free exchange of views take place among the members 
of the Committee on the proposal contained i n CD/11 , and to f a c i l i t a t e a r r i v i n g at 
a decision by the Coinmittee, we should l i k o to propose that informal meetings— as 
many as may be deemed necessary—be held duuring the time we have at hand before 
the end of this session. 

V/e therefore suggest that, i f a l l agree, we meet t l i i s afternoon at 3 o'clock 
f o r an informal meeting 
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The CH/i.r:!ffi.H (translated from Fr-nch); I thank tho distinguished 
representative of Biurma. 1 wish to t e l l him that I was most appreciative of his 
land words and of the tribute he paid my predecessor, Ambassador Thomson. 

I would l i k e to i n v i t e you now to consider the ftiture organization of our 
work. 

You have г.11 heard the proposal of the distinguished delegate of Burma that 
we should meet t h i s afternoon to continue our work, btit informally. I should also 
t e l l you that I am eзфected to deal láth two or three questions xihich concern the 
application of rules 1 1 , 53 and 34 of огиг Kules of Procediire. I think that i n an 
informal meeting we could usefully have an exchange of viev/s on these questions. 

In the circumstances, v/ovild the Committee agree that \/e should meet informally 
this afternoon, say at 3 p.m.? 

Ш. ISSEAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Eepublics); l-Ir. Chairman, I 
should l i k e to put a question, l/hat do you intend to discuss at the informal 
meeting regarding rules 1 1 , 33 and 34? Could you perhaps explain exactly what you 
are going to deal v/ith, quite a,part from the continuation of the discussions on 
chemical v/eapons. 

The CHAIRI^I (translated from French); T\/o delegations, that of Sv/itzerland 
and that of Finland, have asked for the f l o o r , the f i r s t to s^eak i n the debate . 
on chemical v/eapons, and tho lo,ttor to submit a worldng docvnaent and to speak i n 
the debo-te. 

I think v/e may u s e f u l l y discuss these requests during an informal meeting. 

Vïr. BOMOKOS (Hungary) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, I too vrould 
l i k e to ask a question before talcing a position on this afternoon's informal 
meeting. I f I remember correctly, the Committee has decided to hold a plenary 
meeting tomorrovr. Uhat I \rish to o,sk i s whether you intend to hold that meeting also? 

The CHAIIÜ'IAN (translated from French); The p o s s i b i l i t y of holding a 
meeting has been provided f o r . As yet no spealcers ha-ve put down their names for that 
meeting, but there may be some speakers by tomorrovr morning. I think, therefore, 
that the p o s s i b i l i t y of holding a meeting should be l e f t open. I f there are no 
speakers, the meeting can be closed immediately. That i s hovr I see the continuation 
of our work i n plenary. 
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lír. ISSE/i3LYAM (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics); \/e could perhaps 
hold a plenary meeting tomorrov^ morningi i f there are no speakers \Je cotild immediately 
po-ss on to an informal meeting, especially since I have a question cropping xxg 

i n my mind— again, I would l i k e to have оот̂ о nirplanations— the question of the 
i n v i t a t i o n of 0- State to speak a/t s. meeting of the Comraittee. Tho matter ha,s 
already arisen i n conne>à.on with the request of the delegation of the S o c i a l i s t 
Republic of Viet Nam, i n i-Iarch. At that time, not the Soviet delegation, but a 
number of other delegations, expressed the \i±ah tha.t a.pproxoria.te docuEients (in 
connexion with such requests) be distributed v e i l i n advance. The Soviet delegation 
had not received a,ny documents concerning t h i s p a r t i c u l a r question, perhaps there 
i s some misunderstanding, or perhaps these documents v i l l i n fact be distributed 
l a t e r . I am anS-ious to have some o:'planationa on this question. 

The CHAIRIÎ/lH (translated from French) : 1 thank t h e distinguished delegate 
of the Soviet Union. I \ á s h simply to repeat that I have received two l e t t e r s , one 
from the Swiss delegavtion asking to speak i n the debate on chemical weapons, and 
another from the Finnish delegation to much tho sane effect together v i t h a. worldLng 
document to be submitted to the Committee. I tMnk that i t wotild be usefu.1 to have 
some consultations concorning t h o J e two l e t t e r s . 

№ . FISHER (United States o f America); I was one of the delegations, 
i n a p r i o r context, that said i t would be nice t o have these things i n v i r i t i n g and 
I am glad to hear that they are i n \ j r i t i n g . I v/onder i f I could req'Uest any 
information the Chairman may f e e l he can give out a,s to Ms intention to malee 
these v/ritten docimients available to other members of the Committee, i f he proposes 
to do so, and i f so, when. 

The СНАШ'ЖН (translated from French); I f such i s the wish of the 
delegations, I s h a l l arrange for copies of the lettei-s to be at the disposal of 
a l l delegations at the secretariat from 5 p.m. onwai-ds this afternoon. 
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Mx. HARRY JAY (Canada) s Mr, Chairman, I think a proposal was made on 
behalf of a пглпЬег of countries that we should meet this afternoon i n an informal 
meeting, and I understood from one of your e a r l i e r interventions that you supported 
t h i s view, that there was work that we could usefully do this afternoon i n an 
informal meeting. I vrould endorse that suggestion and would hope that i t finds 
support i n the Committee. 

The СН^ДШ4АН (translated from French); Thank you, S i r . May I nalce 
the following suggestion? 

Let us make a d i s t i n c t i o n between the two questions. One question i s that of 
the l e t t e r s that I have just received; these l e t t e r s w i l l be at the disposal of 
delegates at the secretariat from 3 p.m. onwards th i s afternoon. Delegates w i l l 
thus be able to acquaint themselves with these l e t t e r s and we s h a l l be able to have 
a useful discussion on them tomorrov; at an informal meeting after the plenary. 

The other question i s when we s h a l l continue our discussions on the topic of 
chemical weapons; s h a l l we accept the request of the Group of 21 to continue these 
discussions t h i s afternoon at 3 p.m. i n an informal meeting? 

Mr. ЖШМ. (Pakistan); Mr. Chairman, I think that you have put two 
questions very c l e a r l y to the members of the Committee and I did not notice any 
dissent from the two propositions that have been made. Therefore, I thinlc we 
could meet at 3 o'clock this afternoon and take up the questions that you have 
submitted, for our consideration. 

The CH/JPMAIT (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
representative of Pakistan for his proposal to deal with both questions this 
afteznoon at 3 p.m. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic); I could agree with the proposal 
to discuss both these questions together, because I certainly do not... see the 
necessity of holding one informal meeting to discuss the problem you mentioned 
concerning the request of certain delegations to take the f l o o r , and a second 
informal meeting to discuss the other question. In order to save time and to be 
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(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Heioubllc) 

more e f f e c t i v e , I would l i k e to suggest that'wo have one informal meeting tomorrow, 
immediately after the o f f i c i a l meeting. .J.1 delegations w i l l then have a 
p o s s i b i l i t y to study the papers vihich w i l l be ready this afternoon and we could 
then st a r t our work e f f e c t i v e l y on both questions tomorrow. 

The CHillH-LiH (translated from French); We now have a t h i r d proposal, that 
we should not meet this afternoon but should begin consideration of both questions 
i n an informal meeting. 

IT SAW HL'JHG (Burma); As I said, Mr. Chairman, a l l delegates a,gree váth 
my proposal to hold an informal meeting at 3 p.m. I did say t h i s , but i f there 
i s any d i f f i c u l t y for other delegates, I have no strong f e e l i n g that we meet this 
afternoon at 3 o'clock, and agree that the informal meeting could be held tomorrow 
morning. 

№ . GiYRCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); A l l the members 
of the Committee are aware of the importance attached by the Group of 21 to the 
question of chemical weapons. 

•When we discussed l a s t week what time should be given to the two subjects on 
the programme of work, we a,greed that priority'' should be given to the cessation of 
nuclear weapons and to nuclear disarmament, on the understanding, however, that 
enough time would also be a l l o t t e d to the question of the elimination of chemical 
weapons. I t was then said that the time f o r discussing chemical weapons would 
be from Tuesday t i l l the end of business. I f some delegations would prefer to 
meet again t h i s afternoon, my delegation would have no objection, provided i t 
was understood, however, that we should work again on Friday i f necessarj^, that 
i s to say, u n t i l the closing date for our work, which i s sot for Friday, the 2 7 t h . 

That i s the only observation I have to make. 

Mr. DE LA GORCE (France) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, two 
very short remarks. P i r s t , my delegation i s ready to meet i n this Committee, 
with our colleagues, this afternoon, i f that i s the general wish. We do not 
have much time l e f t , and we must make use of i t . 
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(I4r. De La Gorce, France) 

My second remark, î'ir. Chairman, i s rather a.request. Would-it-not-ho 
possible to circulate the two l e t t e r s that you have received? Perhaps they 
are not very long, and i t would he more p r a c t i c a l and more satisfactory to 
have them circulated i n the form of a docioment than to l i n e up i n an o f f i c e of 
the secretariat this afternoon to ohtaàn copies. 

The СШЛ:ЖШ (translated from French); I thank the delegate of France. 
Please allow me to consult the secretariat about your l a s t request, for I fear 
that the c i r c u l a t i o n may take some timo. 

I assume that the distinguished delegate of France i s not requesting that 
the documents should he o f f i c i a l l y circulated this afternoon. I t would obviously 
take quite a while to circulate them as o f f i c i a l documents. W a a t might be 
possible and what the secretariat could do would be to arrange for the doements 
to be circulated i n the language i n which they were received, and to place them 
i n the delegations' boxes. That seems to me to be the most e f f i c i e n t and tho 
shortest procedure. This a^ftemoon, then, delegations would he able to acquaint 
themselves with these doctmients. Is this way of proceeding satisfactory to the 
distinguished delegates on the Committee? 

I give the f l o o r to /mibassador Ene. 

Mr. EHE (Romania); I w i l l be open to any formula that you 
may wish to propose tha,t could be convenient to the Secretariat, but I am a, l i t t l e 
b i t confused with the procedure and, i n f a c t , with the exchange of views we had 
with regard to these two very legitimate requests. I t W3.s my understanding that 
at the moment - we approved the Rules of Procedure t h i s Committoc would be 
quite l i b e r a l i n accepting requests of this kind. This was the s p i r i t , and i n 
fa c t , the l e t t e r of the Fi n a l Document of the Special Session, and the way i n 
whicharticles 33 and 34 are written are quite clear i n this respect,* tloat, whenever 
the Committee receives such requests they should be dealt with as rapidly as 
possible without additional requests f o r the c i r c u l a t i o n of l e t t e r s . Vie should 
enable whoever expresses interest i n our work,to come here. I ^ delegation would 
appreciate that such requests be treated as quickly as possible. 
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The СНАРБММ translate d from French); I thank the Ambassador for his 
remarks. 

As Chairman, I do not wish at this time to prejudge the results of our 
consultations* I t think i t i s right that we should confer among ourselves about the 
v/ay of dealing v/ith t h i s kind of request, and as your Chairman I consider i t my duty 
to see to i t that the consultations on this request should take place under optimum 
conditions. In the circumstances, v/ould the delegations be s a t i s f i e d v/ith the 
method of informal c i r c u l a t i o n that I have suggested? Are delegations agreeable to 
consider t h i s problem tomorrow after our o f f i c i a l meeting? 

I f such i s the case, I believe that x/e have made the necessary arrangsments 
for f r u i t f u l consultations. I x/ould suggest also that tomorrov/, after the o f f i c i a l 
meeting, we should continue the informal consultations on the topic of chemical 
v/eapons. I f that i s agreeable to you, i t v / i l l be so decided. 

Before closing the meeting, I v/ould l i k e to make some announcements. 
Document CD/13 "Further measures i n the f i e l d of disarmament for the/prevention of 
an arms race on the seabed and the ocean f l o o r " and document CD/15 " V i s i t to B r i t a i n 
by chemical weapons experts" have been circulated to the members cf the Committee. 

I v/ish also to t e l l you that I have received the follov/ing communication from 
Mr. Mkhael Sytenko, united Nations Under-Secretary-General for P o l i t i c a l and Security 
Coiuicil A f f a i r s . I s h a l l read out the communication; i t i s i n English; "At i t s 
4 1 2 t h meeting, on 7 March 1 9 7 9 , the Special Committee Against Apartheid decided that 
the report of the United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration v/ith South A f r i c a 
should be transmitted to the Committee on Disarmament. 

In pursuance of that decision, I have the honour to transmit here v/ith, on 
behalf of the Secretary-General, a copy of the report." 

The document mentioned i n this communication ha.s already been circulated as an 
o f f i c i a l United Nations document. It i s available to delegations. x-zho vrish to 
consult i t at the Committee's secretariat. 
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I^Ir. GiJlCÍA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Very brie-fly, 
Ш. Chairman, I should just l i k e to ask that, i f there are s u f f i c i e n t copies, the 
same procedure should be followed with regexd to this document as you suggested 
for the l e t t e r s of Switzerland a.nd Finland, that i s to sa,y, that a copy should be 
placed i n each of the delegation boxes. 

The CIlfiIRM;'JT (translated from French); I thank the representative of 
Mexico. I f the delegations agree, we s h a l l follow the same procedure as that we 
recommended i n the case of the other communications. 

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia); Since we are dealing with o f f i c i a l documents 
sent to the Committee on Disarmament by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, 
may I suggest that the document be circulated as an o f f i c i a l docui.ient of the 
Comnittee to a l l members. 

I'lr. TIYLE/'JiDÁT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); I should l i k e to 
support what has been saàd by the representative of Yugoslavia. In my opinion, 
since an o f f i c i a l communication i s being transmitted by the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations through his Under-Secretary to the Committee, and since there i s 
a s p e c i f i c request 'that an o f f i c i a , l United Nations document be transmitted to the 
Committee on Disarmament, I consider that both the l e t t e r addressed to yourself 
as Chairman and the document i t s e l f should be distributed as o f f i c i a l documents. 

The СНАШ'РЖ (translated from French); I thank the distinguished delegate 
of Venezuela. On the la s t point I would l i k e to make the following suggestion; 
I have very conscientiously road our rules of-procedure. I Would very much l i k e 
to have the advice of delegates as to how t l i i s kind of communication should be 
dealt v/ith. I have not yet found any rule which lays dov/n a specific procedure 
for dealing with communications of th i s kind. I therefore suggest the following 
procedure. 

¥c s h a l l circulate the document and the l e t t e r informaAly. \Je might then 
consult together I n an informal meeting on the way of dealing with communica,tions 
of t h i s kind. Speaking as Chaiman, I think that the best opportunity f o r 
obtaining your advice would be i n the course of discussions among ourselves i n an 
informal meeting. This seons a l l the more advisable since I do not see at this 
time what rule would be applicable to communications of this kind. 
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J-ír. ESM (Zaire) ( translate d. f rora Prench) ; Mr. Chairman, since .tomorrow 
i s not f a r a,way and since, as you suggest, we ought to malee up our minds how 
communications of this kind should he deeJ": with, V70uld i t no о be possible, without 
prejudging xihat че w i l l decide tomorrow, to postpone the c i r c u l a t i o n of these documents 
u n t i l tomorrow? We s h a l l see whether documents of th i s kind are to be circulated as 
o f f i c i a l documents rather than ha^ving a.n informal c i r c u l a t i o n t l i i s afternoon, for by 
tomorrov; v;e may decide to have them circulated as' of r i c i a l documents. I wish to 
propose therefore, i f there a.re no objections, that this c i r c u l a t i o n should be 
postponed u n t i l tomorrov;, immediately after we have decided hov; documents of t l i i s kind 
should be treated. 

Mr. С/ДСЬ; ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Vihen my delegation 
engagss i n a, discussion, i t v;ants to knov; exactly v;hat the subject i s . I should 
therefore prefer to have this document, instead of being obliged to go and consult i t 
i n the offic e of the secretariat. 

I should l i k e to say nov; that probably, and almost certainly, my delegation w i l l 
tomorrovi; request, or v ; i l l a,ssociate i t s e l f v;ith the request made here by the 
representatives of Yugoslavia and Venezuela, that the docuraent be distributed as an 
o f f i c i a l docuraent, together with the l e t t e r from the Under-Secretary-General of the 
United Nations. 

At present, the choice i s between our going to the offic e of the secretariat and 
consulting a. single document, or our ea.ch having that document i n Ms box i n the 
informal wa.y you llâ:'в mentioned. 

The СНАШ-ШТ (translated from Prench); It seeras to me that i f we are going 
to have informal consultations, we should undertalee them advisedly. Therefore, and 
vrithout v;ishing to set a precedent, i t i s my intention to follov; the procedure vrhich 
I have suggssted. This docuraent v r i l l be circulated informally this afternoon so that 
tomorrow we s h a l l be able to have useful consultations on the question hovr this 
Committee should deal vrith d.ocuments of t h i s kind. 

I f the delegations are in. agreement vrith this procedure, 1 would suggest that vre 
should nov; continue t M s meeting and hear the distinguished delegate of Egypt. 

Mr. EL-BARi'J)EI (Egypt); Just a point of c l a r i f i c a t i o n , I r e c a l l that the 
Secretary-General, at the beginning of t h i s part of the session, addressed a communiqué 
to the Committee, one vrhich vras i n the form of a message transmitting General Assembly 
resolutions to th i s Committee. I would l i k e to know vrliat v;as the procedure i n the 
case of his message to t h i s Comraittee. Was i t reproduced as an o f f i c i a l document or 
circulated i n an informal manner? 
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The СНА1ИШ1 (translated from French) : That communication from the 
Sacretary-Gieneral was reproduced as an o f f i c i a l document. 

lir. TAYLHAEDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish); As you have 
pointed out, lîr. Chairman, perhaps there i s indeed no s p e c i f i c rule applying to 
cases l i k e this i n the rules o f procedure. nevertheless, there are two concrete 
precedents; documents CD/1 and CD/2 o f our Committee, both of v/hich contain l e t t e r s 
addressed by the Secretaxy-General to the Committee as annexes. I do not thinlc 
therefore that there i s any difference betvreen these tv/o cases and the case nov/ 
a r i s i n g , and conseciuently I do not thinlc there v / i l l be any need for a dual 
d i s t r i b u t i o n , one informal and the other formal; i t v/ould be enough to distribute 
the document as an o f f i c i a l document once only. 

It. EL-BAR/iDEI (Egypt); In the l i g h t of that ansv/er I wonder what 
would be the difference betv/een the communiqué v/hich the Secretary-General 
addressed i n the form of a message and his communication transmitting an o f f i c i a l 
decision of the Committee on Apartheid. As a matter of s t y l e , I do not thinlc v/e 
need to s i f t tlrrough the rules of procedure i n order to reproduce as an o f f i c i a l 
document a message transmitted to the Committee by the Secretary-General or one 
of his deputies. 

The CHAIBMAJT (translated from French) ; The procedure v rh i ch I have 
suggested should give every delegation enough evidence to malee up i t s mind. 
I agree that l a t e r v/e m i g h t also change th i s informal communication into an 
o f f i c i a l c o m D i u n i c a t i o n . 

Iir. EEHSMIL (Algeria) (translated from French) ; l i r . Chairman, I rather 
fear that v/e are about to' establish a precedent, for- by agreeing that the document 
in question should be placed i n the boxes v/e v/ould i n a sense be prejudging the 
Committee's future decision. I thinlc that i n the case of communications 
transmitted to the Committee by t h e Secretary-General the procedvire should be 
almost automatic. For that reason, I v/ish to associate myself v/ith the remarks 
made by the representatives of Egypt and of Venezuela. 

lir. OLUMOKO (Nigeria): liy delegation v/ishes t o express support of the 
viev/ expressed by the distinguished representatives of Yugoslavia, Venezuela, 
Egypt and Algeria that this paper be distributed i n the o f f i c i a l manner. 
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Ilr. 'EEREEFS (Ethiopia) t I г/ould l i k e to add ray o\m voice to the 
suggestions that have already been made f o r n a l l y , that t h i s paper should be 
distributed i n the o f f i c i a l manner, because of the reasons that have been put 
forv/ard. There i s nothing that prevents us from doing so.-

lir. FISHEE (united States of America)? I vrould l i k e , viith the greatest 
respect, to express a s l i g h t difference v/ith my distinguished Algerian 
colleague — v/e are not r e a l l y setting a precedent here. A l l ue are doing i s 
tal-cing a look at i t , I have perhaps a t r a d i t i o n a l viev/ of not l i k i n g to malie 
a decision on a document v/hich I have not read. And this i s comioletely v/ithout 
prejudice, m'reover, to the position described by my tv/o neighbours that i t 
should be made an o f f i c i a l document, but 1 see nothing v/rong i n having i t 
distri b u t e d i f v/e decide i t i s an o f f i c i a l document; v/e can so decido tomorrov/. 
And then v/e sot tho precedent, and v/e follov/ that precedent i n this type of 
document. Tliere i s , v/ith the greatest respect, a l i t t l e difference between this 
and CD/1 and the documents that v/ere transmitted e a r l i e r . They were documents 
a l l of which v/e participated i n . ¥e did not participate i n the description of 
them, but there i s nothing attached to CD/1 that we did not either vote for — 
yes, Ï10, abstain or absent. I t reflected the work of the General Assembly, 
a l l of v/hich v/e v/orked on. I am not saying t h i s v/ith any prejudice to the 
decision of tomorrov/. I rather f e e l that I s h a l l end up along the l i n e s of 
treating i t as an o f f i c i a l document, but I do suggest that v/e might v/ell do i t 
tomorrov/ morning at an u n o f f i c i a l meeting. 

I'-Jr. RAHHALI (Morocco); My delegation v/ould l i k e to support the proposal 
made by the delegations of Egypt, Yugoslavia and Venezuela f o r d i s t r i b u t i n g the 
document i n an o f f i c i a l manner. I v/ould l i k e to ask you, Mr. Chairman, i f i t 
i s possible to ask the members of the Committee i f there i s any objection to 
follov/ing the traditions v/e have already follov/ed here before talcing a decision 
on the question of the d i s t r i b u t i o n of documents v/e have received from the 
Secretariat of the United Hations. Since v/e already have an established 
t r a d i t i o n , I v/ould l i k e to ask you to ask the members of the Committee v/hether 
there i s an objection to follov/ing t h i s t r a d i t i o n . 
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The СШ.1Ш1Й.Н (iranslated from French) s Several spealcers are urging me 
to talce a decision forthx/ith. Several delegations have requested that the 
document should he circulated o f f i c i a l l y to the members of the Committee. Other 
delegations x/ould -рхехет the document to be f i r s t transmitted informally and 
a decision to be talcen tomorroxr. 

Gentlemen, I thinlc i t i s getting rather l a t e . I f i n d i t impossible to give 
a r u l i n g one xfay or the other. 

Iir. FISHEFl (United States of America) ; Very quickly, l b . Chairman, a l l 
I ask for i s an opportunity to read the document before xre malee a decision and I 
vrould l i k e to a,slc my distingxiished colleagues i f there i s any objection to my 
being permitted to road i t before vre malee a decision. 

Itr. AIQIM'I (Palcistan) s Ily delegation has of course no objection to allovring 
anybody to read documents, but here I thinlc that our colleague from Algeria and 
others also had a point, that the document i s to bo circulated u n o f f i c i a l l y , and that 
vrould establish some sort of a precedent. Of course, t h i s might not be a very 
serious matter, but nevertheless, i t i s vrorth furthei" consideration. Viliat I vrould 
suggest i s that at tho present moment xre decide not to talce a decision on this 
question and that those of our colleagues vrho x-rish to read this l e t t e r may obtain i t 
from the Secretariat, vrithout the Secretariat c i r c u l a t i n g i t . So, xre can get 
i m o f f i c i a l copies from the Secretariat. Tomorrox-r morning xrhen vre have our formal 
meeting, one of the f i r s t things vre should do, besides l i s t e n i n g to the spealcers 
and before x/e go into an informal session, i s to decide on the c i r c u l a t i o n of this 
document. In conclusion, I may add that i t i s the understanding of my delegation 
that i n future any ouch cornmunications from the Secretary~Gonoral and from other 
organs of the United I-Iations system should be circulated automatically by the 
Secretariat. 

Iir. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia) s I am r e a l l y sorry, I-'Ir. Chairman, to be talcing the 
f l o o r a second time, but for my delegation this i s a matter of p r i n c i p l e . The' 
Secretary-General has sent to the Committee, tlrrough his Under-Secretary, an 
o f f i c i a l document of the United Nations to the Coiánittéo'on Disarmament, I heard 
novr for tho f i r s t time that such a communication of the Secretary-General e x i s t s . 
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Rûgardless of the content of the document, i t seems to mo that i t i s absolutely 
normal and l o g i c a l , not only i n th i s p a r t i c u l a r case, but'in a l l similar cases i n 
the future, that a l l o f f i c i a l documents sent to the Committee by the 
Secretary-General and the organs of the United Nations should bo automatically 
circulated to the members of tho Committee as an o f f i c i a l docuraent. 

l i r . G/i-RCIA HODLGS (liexico) (translated from Spanish) ; liy delegation agrees 
v/ith the representative of Yugoslavia, that ue should t r y to talce a general 
decision. 

I hope, hov/ever, that he agrees v/ith rae that at I . 4 5 p.m. on a day v/hen the 
meeting should have ended at 1 p.m., i t i s not the best time for such a decision. 
I therefore support tho suggestion of the representative of Palcistan, and v/ish to 
add nov/, for the information of tho Secretariat, that I x/ould l i k o to have a copy 
of the docuraent. 

The CHâlRI'IâH (translated from French) s Distinguished delegates, I vish 
to take a l l your remarks into account, and i t i s not easy at this time to reach 
a firm conclusion. I appreciate that some delegations do not v/ish this document 
to be circulated informally, for that might be regarded as a precedent. I have 
the impression, also, that the time i s not yet ripe to talce a decision. That 
being so, perhaps v/e could agree on the follov/ing compromise. The document may be 
consulted by delegates forthwith. Tomorrov/ ue s h a l l talce a decision at our next 
o f f i c i a l meeting, after the delegations ha-ve had time to read the document. 

The decision v / i l l therefore be talcen tomorrov/ at our o f f i c i a l meeting. It i s 
my v/ish to accommodate everyone's s u s c e p t i b i l i t i e s and to talce every precaution to 
ensure that the Committee i s able to talce a decision tomorrov/. I hope that 
delegates are i n agreement \/ith t h i s procedure and, before closing the meeting, 
I viould apologise for keeping you so l a t e . 

I therefore close the mooting. The next o f f i c i a l meeting v / i l l be tomorrov/ 
at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. 

Tlie meeting rose at 1 .45 P.ra. 
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The CHAIEMâN (translated from French); F i r s t , I would l i k e to apologize 
to the distinguished delegates f o r having delayed the opening of this t h i r t i e t h 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, I thought i t useful to carry out some 
consultations on minor matters hefofe declaring this plenaiy meeting open. 

The speakers on the l i s t f o r today on the item "chemical weapons" of our 
agenda are the Netherlands and Romania, With your permission I nov c a l l on 
Ambassador Fein, the distinguished representative of the Netherlands, 

Mr, FEIN (Netherlands)s I intend to make only a veiy few and. general 
remarks on the item under discussion, item 4 of our agenda, taking into account that 
the Netherlands has already said one or two things on the chemical weapons problem 
e a r l i e r i n this spring session. In informal talks this week, my delegation might 
give some further, more detailed views on a number of s p e c i f i c issues. 

This spring we encountered f i v e a c t i v i t i e s and proposals with respect to a ban 
on chemical weapons. 

F i r s t of a l l , the all-important b i l a t e r a l talks between the United States and 
the Soviet Union have continued. The l a s t round was concluded, we understood, a 
short while ago. We had hoped that these two countries would submit, j o i n t l y or 
separately, a report on these talks to this Committee, but apparently we s h a l l have 
to do without f o r the time being; i n the meantime we wish them success. 

Secondly, my Delegation submitted a working paper (CD / 6 ) proposing to start 
negotiations, as a f i r s t step towards a chemical weapons treaty, on a general 
outline of such a treaty. 

Thirdly, I t a l y submitted a paper containing somewhat si m i l a r proposals. 
Fourthly, a group of 21 countries proposed the establishment of an ad hoc 

working group to negotiate on a chemical weapons ban. 
And i n the f i f t h place, the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom 

organized workshops, p a r t i c u l a r l y on v e r i f i c a t i o n matters. 
In my opinion, these f i v e issues are not incompatible, as I s h a l l endeavour to 

demonstrate. 
The b i l a t e r a l talks are of course p o t e n t i a l l y v i t a l to our discussions i n t h i s 

Committee, Indeed, solutions found on complicated and sensitive issues between 
the main chemical weapons Powers are, of course, of overriding importance to our 
deliberations. But this i n no way detracts from the fact that a chemical weapons 
ban, once agreed upon and to be enforced, i s just as d i r e c t l y relevant to other 
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countries as w e l l . Restrictions on and v e r i f i c a t i o n of chemical industries of a l l 
countries i n the '~oxld, at least i n theoi,-, v r i l l be involvec , Specific regional 
situations i n which chemical v/eapons could play a m i l i t a r y role are not unthinkable, 
including i n developing areas of the world. That i s one more reason v/hy many of us 
f e e l that t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body should handle the chemical v/eapons question. 

In document CD/6, my delegation offered some suggestions on how to make a start 
with t h i s process. We suggested trying to develop, as a f i r s t step, a general 
outline of a chemical weapons treaty. Much preliminary work on the chemical weapons 
question has already been done i n the past i n the CCD. As indicated i n a statement 
of 'my predecessor, on 2 August 1 9 7 7 , ^ there seems to be agreement on quite a number 
of i s s u e s — a t least i n general terms — v/hich have, however, never been "formalized". 
Other problems, of course, w i l l not be solved e a s i l y . Using such a paper as a basis, 
the Committee on Disarmament- could lay dovm guidelines on how to proceed with more 
detailed work, i n working groups, expert groups, etc. Some of t h i s detailed work 
could perhaps also be done i n the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s , f o r example on questions which 
are of p a r t i c u l a r relevance to the two countries involved. Thus I could imagine that 
preliminary work by the two Powers on sensitive issues such as the destruction of 
stockpiles and the dismantling of production plants could be very helpful f o r the 
future work of the Committee. On other matters, such as the scope, certain 
confidence-building measures, some legal questions and the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the 
non-production of chemical weapons could perhaps be handled by the Committee on 
Disarmament i t s e l i . Sinon the United States and the USSRvioald, of course, also 
be involved i n these t a l k s , there vrould not appear to be much dahger that the 
b i l a t e r a l t a l k s would be hampered. On the other hand, members of the Committee 
could provide valuable contributions to the discussions and the b i l a t e r a l talks 
would only have to concentrate on p a r t i c u l a r l y complex — more or less b i l a t e r a l — 
matters. 

The question has been raised whether we need to establish an ad hoc working 
group f o r the f i r s t step, which, i n our view, i s the development of a general paper. 
I t would seem l o g i c a l to set up such a working group since t h i s would c l e a r l y be 
more e f f i c i e n t than working i n plenary meetings, whether formal or informal of the 

1/ .CCD/PV.758 
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Committee as a whole. ¥sy delegation i s therefore, i n p r i n c i p l e , i n favour of such 
a move. However, we do not consider the establishment of an ad hoc working group 
indispensable I f o r us s t a r t i n g serious discussions and negotiations i s more 
important than the form i n which this happens and wo certainly would not want to 
waste any time on f r u i t l e s s debates on the terms of reference of such an ad hoc 
working group i f we were given to understand that — i n tho end — there might be 
no consensus to set one up i n any case. 

We have therefore also noted v;ith interest the proposal of the distinguished 
representative of Poland f o r establishing an informal contact group, v/hich i s to 
report as early as possible during the summer session; that would be by mid-June. 
We would l i k e to explore this p o s s i b i l i t y further i n the informal meetings which 
we s h a l l have l a t e r to-day or l a t e r this week. Is i t the intention of Poland that 
the contact group would meet during the spring recess, i.e. during the month of May? 
That would seem to follov; l o g i c a l l y from the timing indicated by the distinguished 
representative of Poland i n h i s statement yesterday. 

In any case i t v/ould be desirable to decide already now on v/hat dates the 
Committee on Disarmament w i l l resume i t s discussions on chemical weapons this summer. 
By agreeing now to such a period reserved f o r chemical weapons, we could make 
arrangements f o r our experts on such v/eapons to be v/ith us at that time. We would 
suggest a period of two weeks during the l a t e part of Jime and/or early July, 

F i n a l l y , a few words on the very i n t e r e s t i n g v/orkshops i n the Federal-Republic 
of Germany and the United Kingdom, a subject to v/hich we s h a l l revert i n more d e t a i l 
i n informal meetings. We are very grateful f o r the great h o s p i t a l i t y tendered by 
these two countries and v/e were oven more impressed by tho excellent programme which 
they organized. V e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical v/eapons ban i s a most thorny question. 
We have discussed this issue, i n the abstract, f o r a long timo. The p r a c t i c a l 
workshops have demonstrated i n a much more convincing v/ay г/hat p o s s i b i l i t i e s ''there 
are f o r on-site inspection and v/hich problems i t raises. I t has convinced, us.again 
that p r a c t i c a l and not unacceptably intrusive v e r i f i c a t i o n of important elements of 
a chemical weapons ban i s possible, although v/e r e a l i z e that much more v/ork s t i l l 
needs to be done. I t v/as a p i t y -fchat some members of this Committee did not see 
t h e i r way clear to sending t h e i r exports, countries v/hich have at times stated 
that on-site inspection i s not possible. They could have seen f o r themselves that i t 
i s indeed possible, even i n countries with a free, competitive market economy. 
Hopefully, there w i l l be more workshops i n the future to demonstrate to exports and 
negotiators how to f i n d p r a c t i c a l solutions f o r our future chemical weapons ban. 
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Mr. ЕЖЕ (Romania) (tranglated from Prenoh); In my statement today I 
should l i k e , to make a few very b r i e f comm'nts on the second item on our Committee's 
programme of work, namely, chemical weapons. 

I should l i k e to say, at the outset, that the importance which the Romanian 
delegation attaches to the prohibition of chemical weapons i s a consequence of our 
broader concern with the outlawing of weapons of mass destruction, and the concezn 
that the Committee's work should be f i r m l y oriented towards the c r u c i a l problems 
of disarmament, i n f u l l accord with the F i n a l Document and very s p i r i t of the 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to' disarmament. 

The intense a c t i v i t y carried on since 1972 on the preparations f o r the adoption 
of eff e c t i v e measures aimed at p r o h i b i t i n g the production of chemical v/eapons and 
the destruction of existing stocks has been referred to i n many emphatic statements. 
The presentation of the three draft conventions, the many documents which throw 
l i g h t on important aspects of the prohibition of chemical weapons, the contribution 
of the technical experts i n that respect, the positive proposals submitted concerning 
the organization of the negotiations — a l l . these represent a considerable amount of 
work. This fact was acknowledged by the General Assembly of the United Nations which, 
i n i t s resolution 33/59 of 14 December 1978 s p e c i f i c a l l y requested the Committee 
on Disarmament "as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , to undertake, at the beginning of i t s 
1979 session, negotiations with a view to elaborating an agreement on effective 
measures f o r the prohibition of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l 
chemical weapons and for t h e i r destruction, taking into account a l l e x i s t i n g 
proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s . " 

I t i s i n this s p i r i t that we agree viith the views v/hich have been expressed that 
our Committee i s not only bound to consider, as a matter of p r i o r i t y , the question 
of the prohibition of chemical weapons, but that i t also has at i t s disposal the 
results of intense a c t i v i t y v/hich has been undertaken and v/hich j u s t i f i e s the 
proposal to pass on to a s p e c i f i c phase of work. 

For years i t has been the Romanian delegation's opinion that f o r the purpose 
of the eff e c t i v e conduct of negotiations i n the f i e l d of disarmament effective 
machinery has to be employed. We sta r t from the idea that such machinery would 
constitute g v i r t u a l laboratory within which i t v/ould be possible to carry on a 
dialogue betv/een the Parties with a viev/ to i d e n t i f y i n g possible areas f o r agreement 
and exploring the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r overcoming e x i s t i n g differences. 

Accordingly, and i n conforrflity v/ith the l i n e of action consistently followed 
by Romania with regard to the working machinery of our Committee, we endorse the 
proposal put forvrard by the countries of the Group of 21 concerning the establishment 
of an ad hoc working group on chemical weapons, open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of эИ Member 
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States of the Committee, and other proposals submitted on this question by the 
delegations of I t a l y and the Netherlands at the beginning of the session. V/e 
p a r t i c u l a r l y v/elcome these proposals since Romania, as a co-sponsor of one of the 
draft conventions on chemical weapons, i t s e l f put forward i n the past the idea of 
forming such a working grovip. 

At the same time, because the topic of chemical weapons i s of broad interest 
and because the Member States of the Committee have made a prominent contribution 
to the work done so f a r , the f u l l p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the ad hoc group's work also 
by non-member States i s justified.. V/e are thinking of a l l the rights provided f o r 
.nort-fflember States by the rules of procedure, including rule 35 under which interested 
non-^nember-States may be present during the deliberations. 

In the course of our discussions, some opinions have been expressed also 
concerning the possible implications of the beginning of the s p e c i f i c negotiations 
within the Committee f o r efforts undertaken at other levels i n the area of chemical 
v/eapons. 

As f a r as we are concerned, we have welcomed and s h a l l continue to v/elcome i n 
the future any i n i t i a t i v e i n any setting, provided that i t contributes to the 
advancement of our common objective of general disarmament. Such a result can be 
achieved only by concentrating a l l e f f o r t s and by u t i l i z i n g a l l the instruments 
and p o s s i b i l i t i e s available to the international community. Thus, we were 

appreciative of the study v i s i t s organized by the Federal Republic of Germany and 
the United Kingd л v/hich also enabled a - omanian expert to become acquainted with 
certain technical aspects involved i n the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

However, we must rea l i z e that a l l these i n i t i a t i v e s cannot be dissociated, from 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l framev/ork of the negotiations, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the case of chemicai 
weapons v/hich are, pre-eminently, weapons of mass destruction and might be available 
to quite a large number of States, The problem of p r i n c i p l e which consequently 
arises i s , i n our opinion, hov.r the framework of the nevr Committee — which i s 
foxmded on the p r i n c i p l e that disarmament i s of general concern — may be used f o r 
devising the modalities of pooling the efforts of a l l so that they may contribute to 
the achievement of progress i n the interests of a l l . In any case, the Committee on 
Disarmament, as the sole multinational negotiating body i n the f i e l d of disarmament, 
should not be excluded from the i n i t i a t i v e s that contemplate tho prohibition of 
chemical vreapons. 

These are the p r a c t i c a l considerations which my delegation f e l t i t appropriate 
to bring to the Committee's attention at this phase i n our deliberations. 

I t i s our be l i e f that, through the constructive approach of a l l members of the 
Committee, we s h a l l be able to decide to establish an ad hoc working group on chemical 
weapons and so to move, during the second part of the session, tov/ards the 
elaboration of э draft convention in the area of chemical weapons. 
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The СНАШШТ (translated from French); Are there any other speal-cers 
viishing to talce tho f l o o r ? 

I f that i s nut the case, I should now l i k e to suggest that we should resume 
consideration of the question wo began to discuss yesterday at the end of the 
twenty-ninth meeting. As we agreed, the Secreta,riat has made available to delegations 
the communication received by the Chairman from the Secretary-General of tho 
United Nations and the document attached to i t . Some delegations asked for time 
to acquaint themselves with that document ; other delegations, I must say a large 
number of delegations, urged that the Committee should decide without delay to 
circulate the communication and the document attached to i t as an o f f i c i a l document 
of our Committee. Before i n v i t i n g comment on t h i s point, I should l i k e to make 
just one observation. I should lilce to say to you that I consider that the 
consultations we hold on t h i s matter f a l l xjithin the scope of rule 11 of our 
rules of procedure, which c l e a r l y provides that, apart from exercising the normal 
functions of a presiding o f f i c e r and i n addition to the powers conferred upon him 
elsewhere by those rules, the Chairman s h a l l , i n f u l l consultation vith the 
Committee and under i t s authority, represent i t i n i t s relations with States, 
the General Assembly and other organs of the United Nations and with other 
international organizations. I consider, therefore, that t h i s type of consultation 
comes within the scope of rule 11 of the rules of procedure. 

I should now lilce to ask delegations whether they s t i l l have comments to make 
on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r question. 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America); I think for those of us that 
have at least 24 hour memories i t i s no secret any more that I requested that 
th i s decision be deferred to t h i s morning. I have now, thanks to the courtesy of 
the Committee, had the opportunity to read, although-I f i n d a l i t t l e confusion as 
to the documents which are there, a l e t t e r from the Under-Secretary-General for 
P o l i t i c a l and Security Council A f f a i r s . I have seen elsewhere a l e t t e r from 
I-hr. Lesley Harman to the Secretary-General and I hove seen i n a couple of printings 
the document of the Committee Against Apartheid, reporting the United Nations 
Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration with South A f r i c a . I f e e l that under rule 1 1 , 
the Committee does not automatically make a decision that a Secretary-General's 
document i s before us. On the other hand, I f i n d this p a r t i c u l a r document i s 
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germane to the vrork of th i s Committee, and, having had a chance to read i t I have 
no objection to i t s being circulated. Clearly what vre can argue i s vrhether or 
not the Seminar report i s an â rmex or a document. Pranlcly, I do not care. 
The United States does njot care. I t v r i l l a l l be circulated anyhow. Ibvrever, 
and I do not expect to have agreement on t h i s , I vrould hope i n the limited time 
at our disposal vre could a,gree on a. r e s u l t , not on a theory, as vrith 39 delegates 
here, i f vre ha,d to a^gree on a whole rationale i t might vrell taJ-ce us u n t i l 12 June. 
I would be pe r f e c t l y prepared to a^gree that the l e t t e r should, bo circulated a.nd 
the attachments, as part of the docum-ent, o f f i c i a l l y . I lia.ve г.о objection to i t . 
I vrould, hovrever, state the posi t i o n of the United States, and I ajn not expecting 
unanimous agreement on t h i s , that under the rules of procedure, i f there i s алу 
question as to the relevance of a document to the vrork of t h i s Co.mmittee, 
the Chairman i s not only authorized, but obligated by rule 1 1 , v.diich every one 
of US i n th i s room agreed to, to consult the Committee, and I assume that 
consultation of the Committee involves giving the Committee a chance to figure out 
vrhat they are talking about. I t does not involve consultation one minute and 
decision the next. 1/e a l l agreed to rule 1 1 . I ajn not quite sure \jhj vre are so 
vrorried about i t r i g h t novr. Having said that, and not expecting complete agreement 
on my rationale, the United States has no objection at a l l , to the c i r c u l a t i o n of the 
l e t t e r from tb- Undor-SecrRtary-General for P o l i t i c a l and Security Council A f f a i r s as 
a docujiiont of tho Committee on Disarmament, precisely hovr the Secretariat decides 
to stamp the various attaclmients — and I vrould assume you, vrould have at least the 
attaclmients that Ih?. Ilarraan sent to the Secretary-General as vrell as the document 
i t s e l f ; I have not found that i n the document before us at present -~ hovr vre 
designate those, I vrould leave to the f u l l d i s cretion o f the Secretariat on the 
grounds that the application of a stamp, vrhether "Committee on Disarmament" or 
something else, on the attachment, a.s violl as on the document i t s e l f , i s not a 
matter that rea.lly affects the national security of any of the countries s i t t i n g 
i n t h i s room. 

Ilr . AKHAII (Pakistan): I would at the moment confine my remarks to the 
document vrhich i s before us, that i s the l e t t e r addressed to you, Il r . Chairman, by 
the Under-Secretary-General for P o l i t i c a l and Security Council A f f a i r s , and also, 

I ajn a f r a i d , I must comment on the statement just made by the distinguished 
representative of the United States. 
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F i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to say that vc are glad there i s no objection to 
the c i r c u l a t i o n of t h i s document. As far as my delegation is- concerned, vre believe 
that as soon as th i s l e t t e r had been received by you, i t was incumbent on you, 
as Chairman of t h i s Committee, to have i t o f f i c i a l l y circulated, because there 
are no grounds, we f e e l , for holding up the c i r c u l a t i o n of an o f f i c i a l transmission 
from the United Notions for any reason whatsoever. The distinguished Ambassador 
of the United States argued that this f a l l s under the functions of the Chairman 
under rule 1 1 . Host rospectfullj^ I would beg to disagree with th-at contention. 
Piule 11 rela,tes to the functions of the Chairman and his relationship, as the 
representative of th i s Conmiittee, i n our relations with the General Asseinbly and 
with other Ststes and organizations. I t does not relovtc to tho mautter of tho 
documentation which the Committee i s a.uthnrized tc receive. I would lilce to 
r e c a l l that when the Secretary-General of the United Uationo sent a message to 
thi s Committee, when we opened our session, i t was- not put to th i s Committee 
whether that message should bo circulated as an o f f i c i a l Committee document. 
Secondly, we have before us resolutions of the General Assembly which have been 
circulated as o f f i c i a l documents and that were not put before the Committee for 
consideration as to whether tliose resolutions should be circulated to us, nor was 
a s p e c i f i c decision required to circulate those decisions i n tho Comjnittoo. 
Lastly, wo have i n th i s Committee the serx/ices of the Secretariat, which i s 
nominated by the United Nations Secretary-General, which i s paid for by tho 
United Nations, and this i s a.n integral and essential linlc botx/aen t h i s Committee 
and the United Nations a.nd something without which we cannot function. Is i t our 
intention, vrhenever we have the services of sta.ff from the United Nations Secretariat, 
to have th i s Committee decide whether we s h a l l receive that s t a f f or the work 
conducted'by that sta.ff? I thirJc that the point which Ambassador Fisher 1ms 

alluded to could lead us into very, very d i f f i c u l t s t r a i t s , I would therefore 
appeal to you, Mr, Clmirman, that f i r s t of a l l , of course, this document be 
circulated. A decision i s not required, and I do not thinlc that the Committee 
should take any decision to circulate t h i s document — i t should be done 
automatically. Secondly, I thinlc we must, a,s a. general r u l e , malee i t clear that 
i n future, o f f i c i a l transmissions from the United Nations Secretariat and from 
the intergovernmental organs of the united Nations system, must be circulated within 
t h i s Committee as a mattei" of course, and not require any s p e c i f i c decision or 
consultation by the Chairman. I thinlc t h i s i s a l o g i c a l , reasonable stand. 
Anything else, S i r , would create imrnense d i f f i c u l t i e s for our work. 
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Mr. PISHER (United States of America); I do not wish to engage i n a 
personal controversy with my good friend v/ho se suggestion yesterday made this 
resolution possible, and I can only express my gratitude to him for that. 
I thinlc v/e do have a difference between knowing v/hat the document i s , and having 
i t circuls,ted as an o f f i c i a l document of the Conmiittee on Disarmament, I am 
p e r f e c t l y prepared to agree that there i s a substantial amount of discretion 
vested i n the Chair as to v/hether to circulate a document that i s given to him 
by the Secretariat, I do think, hov/ever, that the Secretariat does f a l l under 
the d i s t i n c t i o n of rule 11, v/hich says "other organs of the United Hations". 
As I read my Charter, the Secretariat i s an organ of the United ITations and I 
v/ould thinlc that I am perfectly prepared to agree to this being circulated as 
an o f f i c i a l document, leaving to the Secretariat of t h i s Committee i t s v/ise 
d i s c r e t i o n as to v/hat stamp i t puts on the attachments and v/hether or not i t 
has any attacliments. For exaiaple, the l e t t e r from Chairman Harman to the 
Secretary-General of the United Hations, v/hich I do not find i n the material 
that v/as circulated, but v/hich I Icnov/ i n fact ex i s t s . But I vill not agree that 
i t i s automatically a Committee document i f the Secretary-General says that i t i s . 
l/e, our Committee, have our ov/n r i g h t . Hov/, i f v/e are going' to debate t h i s as 
a matter of p r i n c i p l e v/e may l a s t u n t i l 12 June, thereby making our plans for 
the U1®C rather t h e o r e t i c a l . I v/ould suggest that the thing be circulated and 
I am p e r f e c t l y prepared to finesse v/hethor or not i t be circulated pursuant to a 
decision to vfhich I agree, a.s long as i t io circulated. I am p e r f e c t l y prepared 
to agree with that and have no objection. Hov/ever, I do v/ant to make the position 
of the United'States clear on the relationship betv/een this body and the 
United Hations, and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s placed on the Chairman by r u l e 11, 
v/hich does not require every document to be circulated for p r i o r consideration 
by the Committee, because there are some v/hich should obviously be automatically 
circulated. Document CD/1 v/as one of them; i t contained things dealing with 
t h i s Committee. Ifov/, i t i s a l i t t l e b i t hard for me to argue that as a precedent 
i n interpreting rule 11, because v/hat happened i n the case of CD/1, as one v/ith 
any chronological i d e n t i t y v/ould recognize, v/as that i t v/as -circulated before 
rule 11 v/as adopted. On the other hand, even viith rule 11 as i t nov/ appears, 
I vrould have no objection to t h i s document being automatically circulated. 
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(Mr. Fisher, United States) 

I do thinl:, hovrever, • that i f there i s .any question of..do.uht, ..the Chairman has the 
r i g h t , e.nô. the dutjr, to consult the Committoc and not to аглоunce• that the 
Secretevry-General has said this i s relevant to your vrork, therefore i t i s . 
Therefore • t h i s i s a document and the United States v r i l l stand by that position-
hoping that debates on that position v r i l l not hinder this report being- circulated 
as an o f f i c i a l document. 

lie. GAHCIA EOBIliS (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); To a l l ttose vrho 
took part i n the discussions vrhich made possible the adoption of the rules of 
procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, I thinli i t i s clear that tho statement 
just made, by Ambassador Fisher contains a large element of truth. I f vre i n s i s t on 
taking a decision generallj'- ai,pplicable to such cases, his warning, I repeat, seems 
to be vrell-founded, and v/e might s t i l l be here discussing the. matter i n June. 

Since, on the other hand, v/hat counts here, so fait' as t h i s document i s 
concerned, i s that i t should be distributed; and since, i n t h i s connexion, the 
representative of the United States has t o l d us that he has no objection, I v/ould 
suggest that the decision be taJcen to d i s t r i b u t e i t , there boing general agreement 
as to t h i s , and that vre should leave outstanding the cuestión v/hother P. general 
decision should be talcen. Perha.ps v/e s h a l l f i n d tiruc i n June to consider the 
va-rious aspects of t h i s question and be able to reach a. consensus.. 

That vrould be ny concrete suggestion as regards t h i s point. Since I have the 
f l o o r , I should l i k e to refer to the other matter; the question of the tvro l e t t e r s 
v/hich have also been distributed ;to us, or rather, to be moro exact, vrhich vrere 
deposited i n our. boxes.: I mean the letters, .from Finland and.Svritzerland. 

On.this point, I thinlc v/e couM r^w already talce, a decision of a. general 
nature. And I venture to. hope that there v r i l l be no objection -as regards t h i s . 
The general decision v/hich I v/ould suggest for. communica;,tions coming under - ' 
rules 35 and 34 of -bhe rules of procedure i s that vrhen communications of this 
kind, or documents attached to them., are received, they sliould also be distributed 
as Committee documents automatically. This v r i l l save time and enable us to 
f a j n i l i a r i z e ourselves v/ith the contents; and to my vray of thinlcing such a 
procedure could not be objectionable to any member of the Comi-nittec. 
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The СНАХШШГ (translated from Prench); Are there зспу other comments 
on t h i s question? 

I f there are no further comments, I should l i k e to make the following 
suggestion; f i r s t , I would not lilce the Committee to continue now v/ith the 
debate on the interpretation of rule 11. I do not think i t i s necessary to 
carry on the debate. But I v/ish to be very clear. I consider i t my duty as 
Chairman to be clear on t h i s point. I would not v/ish there to be the slightest 
misunderstanding. As Chairman, I am inclined to believe that t h i s type of 
question comes within the scope of application of rule 11. I t e l l you th i s i n 
a l l honesty and s i n c e r i t y , As Chairman, I maintain that t h i s question comes 
viithin the scope of application of rule 11; I thinlc i t my duty to bring t h i s 
interpretation to your knov/ledge, but i t should not become the subject of another 
debate. I f e e l that I am entitled to t e l l you the substance of my thinlcing. 
That being said, I should lilce to address myself to the decision vi/hich we have 
to take, and I v/ish to suggest to you that the communication I have received, 
together v i/ith i t s annex, should be transformed v/ithout delay into an o f f i c i a l 
document of our Committee. 

Ш, АКР^Ш (Pakistan) í líe. Chairman, since there i s no question of 
anybody objecting to the c i r c u l a t i o n of the docimient I believe i t should be done. 
I t does not require a decision of the Committee, I think v/e can put that discussion 
to rest. I do not think i t v/as a discussion that v/as necessary, . I do not thinlc 
V i e should discuss that point any longer, especially since there i s no objection. 
As f o r the application of rule 11, you, Mr. Chairman, have no doubt your own 
personal point of view; my ov/n delegation has i t s ov/n position. At the moment, 
we- do not coincide i n these points of viev/. Perhaps i t might be best not to 
discuss that matter any further, because i t i s not necessary, either. Therefore, 
I think w e should nov/ turn to the other subject v/hich v/e have before us. 
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• The CHAIRMAIT (translated from French); I f there i s no objection to 
the decision which I have just suggested, i t i s decided that the communication 
s h a l l be distributed - as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee. 

Mr. AKRAK (Palcistan); Mr. Chairman, my delegation vrould have an 
objection to the Committee deciding to circ u l a t e i t ; vre do not thinlc the decision 
i s necessary. We thinlc that documents should be circulated per se, there i s no 
need to talce a decision i n th i s Committee. We thinlc that a decision to circulate 
a document could create a precedent vrhich i s contrary to our understanding of the 
rules of procedure and the vray i n which t h i s Committee should vrork. Since there 
i s no objection to the c i r c u l a t i o n of the docimient, there i s no question of the 
Committee needing to talce a decision. The dociiment should be circxilated, there 
i s no need for a formal decision on the matter. I vrould submit therefore, that 
we leave that matter aside for the moment, and turn to the other question, and the 
document w i l l be circulated by your authority, 

Mr, HAERY JAY (Canada); I apologise to you Mr, Chairman for having 
been l a t e f o r t h i s meeting, because of pa r t i c i p a t i o n i n another meeting i n the 
building, Hovrever, on the subject under discussion, I vrould l i k e to dissociate 
myself from the interpretation of rule 11 advanced by the delegation of Pakistan, 
I would also dissociate myself from the implications of vrhat he has been saying 
with regard to your conduct of the chairmanship, Mr, Chairman, and I vrould 
associate my delegation vrith the consensus to circulate the documents i n question. 

Mr, ISSEÍÜJILYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics); The Soviet 
delegation believes that your actions are en t i r e l y correct, Hr, Chairman, and your 
interpretation of rule 11 likevrise correct. Inasmuch a,s there i s consensus on 
the question vrhich i s novr before us, vre f e e l that i t i s possible to associate 
ourselves vrith i t , and v/e are i n favour of the publication of the docment. 
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Ilr. PONSEKA ( S r i Lanlca): I t was r e a l l y not my intention to_ get into 
t h i s , but I am one who has not been a member of th i s Committee f o r long. 
Notwithstanding the very worth\/hile suggestion made by the distinguished representative 
of Mexico that we postpone a decirion on th i s question f o r the very good 
reason that we may not get an ansi/er, i t occurs to me to ask two questions: one, 
may I ask, because of my ignorance of past practice i n the CCD, when a document 
was transmitted by.tJae Secretary-General or an o f f i c i a l acting on his behalf — 
how was i t handled? tvro, now I am not quite clear i n my mind v/hether the point 
of view expressed by the delegate of Palcistan has been talcen into account. 
Nevertheless, I ask v/hether, i n the l i g h t of hov/ t h i s document has now been 
treated, hereafter i f v/e get any document from the United Nations Secretary-General, 
and I expressly refer to the Secretai^r-General of the United Nations, i s i t going 
to be the duty of the Chairman under rule 11 to have to come before t h i s Committee 
and consult us as to v/hether that docvMient i s to be circulated? I ask these 
tvro questions Mr. Chaiiman, I do not v/ish to get into controversy, but I do v/ish 
to place t h i s before the Committee and you, Mr. Chairman, because exercising the 
o f f i c e of Chairman i s going to involve somebody else next s i t t i n g i n that Chair 
and he might have to make up his mind on t h i s . V/hat i s the position? 

The CHAIEMfiN (translated from^ Prench); I thanlc the distinguished 
delegate of S r i Lanka. 

I f there are no more comments, I should l i k e to зтлп up as follov/s: i n 
the absence of objections, the communication and the document attached to i t 
w i l l be circulated as o f f i c i a l docments of the Committee. The question of the 
interpretation of rule 11 i s a matter v/hich remains open and concerning which 
I should not l i k e to агам any conclusion at the present stage. 

Mr. АКЕШ4 (Pakistan): I am sorry to talce the f l o o r again, but I do 
believe that the matter at hand i s of some importance for the future work of 
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(lîr. iàivaitif Palcistan) 

our Comiaittee, and that ue should not talce a decision v;hich would hind us one 
way or another. My delegation i s very clear i n i t s o\m. view of the nature and 
character of t h i s Committee's relations u i t h the United Nations and so fort h . 
We do not uish to impose th i s point of view on anyone, but at the same time vre 
do not v/ish either, by implication, to accept the point of vievr of the other 
side about the nature of th i s body. Therefore, ray delegation would not be 
prepared to talce any decision, consensus or other form of talcing a decision, 
on the c i r c u l a t i o n of t h i s document. We vrould not, hovrever, object i f you, 
Mr, Chairman, wish to malee a statement to th i s Comnittee that under the 
authority that has been given to you, you would be ci r c u l a t i n g the document 
you have received. But there i s no question of any reference to there being 
no objection, or other form of consultation that you have referred to. We 
vrould not object i f you vrish to make a statement that under the authority 
entrusted to you, you uould be c i r c u l a t i n g t h i s document, and I thinlc that 
would not compromise the position of anybody, 

llr. HAPuRY JAY (Canada); I vronder i f I could malee a suggestion vrhich 
may or may not be h e l p f u l , but i t intends to be helpful. Would i t be possible 
for the Chair to say that on t h i s occasion, having consulted the Committee, 
you, Mr. Chairman, have decided to cii-culate the document? 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America); I thinlc that one of our 
problems i s that xre start to discuss the question of vrho has authority, to 
do vrhat. I found our distinguished Palcistan colleague's presentation just a 
statement that the document i s to be circulated as an o f f i c i a l document. I 
am not saying viho has the authority to decide, but vre should reserve our 
respective positions, continue vrith our vrork and circulate the document. I 
think that the constructive s p i r i t vrhich gave me the opportunity to read t h i s 
document should be carried through, and I vrould accept his formulation completely 
v/ithout reservation. 
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The GHAIRI''I/Ví..' ( Crans I-ate;! froïïi Prendí); Allow lae to address myself to the 
distinguished delegate of Pakistan. 

I f u l l y underetand that we are faced -.rith a delicate prohlem.,, I made a point 
of saying, i l l the second vcccx, oi щ- statement, that I did not wish to draw any 
conclusion viiatsoever fron the excharjge of views on the application, or 
interpretation of rule l i „ In the f i r s t part of my statement I caref u l l y avoided 
using the word "decision''. I spoke of a communication which I vas making to members 
of the Committee, I f I m.ake a conmunica,tion to т.етЪегз of the Committee, I thinlc 
I a n e n t i t l e d to formulate that communication myeelf. I formulated i t i n the , • 
following manner; since there a r e no objections, the document w i l l be circulated 
as an o f f i c i a l document.. In the context of a communication I have a right to say 
this to the Conmittee, 1 was careful not to use the word "decision" because I do not 

•.. to prejudge the possible outcome of a discussion on the interpretation of the 
application or non-application of lU-le 11 , But I think that, i n a communication to 
t h e distinguished delegates on the Committse, I can sa,y that, i n the absence of 
o D j e c t i o n s , the document w i l l be circulated аз an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee. 
t.'Lier? the Chairman m̂ alves a communication to t h e Committee, I thinlc he. should have 
s o m e latitude i n ph->.-asing.. i t , inasmuch as l i e has no intention of prejudging the 
interpretation of ru.le-- 11 i n any wa.y, 

A few moments ago I to l d you the essence of my thinking. I made a point of 
s.^2'ing that I was not asking the Committee's views on my interpretation; however, 
J' believe that v;hen I close a debate by making a communication, 'I have the right to 
foinulate that coLeuunicatJ^-e n y e e l i . In i l ^ i s p a r t i c u l a r case I do not need to seek 
tho Committee's views. That i s wJiat I should l i k o to say to the distinguished 
delegate 'of Pakistan, 

..Mr. АКВЖ (p"."" istan) : Mr-, Chairman, f i r s t of a l l l e t me say that neither 
ray delegation nor myself Ьалг-е or w o u l d have the temerity to question i n any way the 
prerogatives of the Chair. Of course, when you convey an^fthing to the Committee 
v-ou ha,ve f u l l r i g h t to do so i n the manner that you f e e l i s the most appropriate. 
''/,'hat my delegation i s concerned about i s that the communication from the Chairman 
can have certain implications, because as you know, you are acting as the Chairman., 
a s our guide and as the c o l l e c t i v e representatioi:; o f this Toraxiittee, and when you 
say that the document w i l l be circulated, since t h e r e i s n o objection, the 
i n p l i c a t i o n i s clear, that i s that i f t h e r e was objection, the document would not 
be circulated, a n d that i s an implication w l i i c h my delegation i s , as I have stated 
before, not i n a position t o accepts Therefore, and especially since the 
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distinguished Amhassador of the United States has voiced no d i f f i c u l t y with the sort 
of communication which I had very humhly suggested, which would not contain this 
implication of objections or no objectionr: from various delegations, I would again 
suggest whether you, lir. Chairman, might not f i n d i t possible to make a communication 
which would not contain any reference to the question of objections to the 
c i r c u l a t i o n of the document, but merely state that you are c i r c u l a t i n g the document. 
I do not think anybody would object to that or could read any implications into that. 

Fix. GARCLA EOBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); I s h a l l begin by 
saying, Ih?. Chairm.an, that my delegation would have no d i f f i c u l t y with the formula 
you have just explained to us. We believe i t i s a formula which i n no way prejudges 
the question of the interpretation of rule 11 of the rules of procedure; a formula 
moreover, which you, Mr. Chairman, are f u l l y authorized to use i n the exercise of 
your rights and duties. 

I f , hovrever, there are representatives, or even a representative, to whom this 
formula presents, d i f f i c u l t i e s , a communication of the following kind might be used; 
a descriptive communication, for whatever position on the substance a delegation 
might talce, i t cannot deny that what has happened has happened. And what i s i t that 
has happened? №at has happened i s that, r i g h t l y or v/rongly — there i s no reason 
for us to form a judgement on this at this moment — the Chr.irman decided to consider 
this matter; the Chairman thought an.d s t i l l thinks that i t i s his duty to apply 
rule 1 1 . No one c a r i deny this,. I t i s a fact. The Chairman thought i t was his duty 
to apply rule 11 .nd r o s or J to f u l l consu.ltation with the Coamittee. 

As a result of this f u l l consultation, the Chairman has found either that there 
are no objections, or that there i s a consensus. Here, too, i t i s a question of 
describing a fact.. There i s consensus, and there a r e no objections. Consequently, 
the Chairman decides, o r resolves, as w e say here, to issue under his authority 
instructions thau this document be distributed a s an. o f f i c i a l document. 

I believe that such â  formula, v;hile maintaining the Chairman's prerogatives 
to the f u l l , may set the Pakistan representative's misgivings at rest. 

The СЫаШ'Ш! (translated from Prench) ; Distinguished delegates, I should 
now l i k e to close this discussion and to make the following communication. In the 
l i g h t of the exchange of views which has taken place so f a r , I decide, as Chairman, 
that the document under consideration w i l l he circulated as an o f f i c i a l document of 
the Commàttee. I f there are no objections, we c a n proceed to another item of 
business. I had gathered that vre vrould have informal discussions on the other 
communications submitted to the Chairman of the Committee vrhich involve the 
application of rule 11 and rules 1 3 , 34 and, possibly, 3 5 . We had also decided to 
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hold formal discussions today on the topic of chemical weapons. That being so, I 
should l i k e to make the following procedural suggestion; we might recess and 
suspend our plenaiy meeting to consider the question of the other communications 
received by the Chairman. 

Secondly, after wc have finished оггг consultations, we could meet i n plenary 
session to take decisions. After that we could continuo our informal consultations 
on the subject of chemical v/capons. Do you agree to this procedure? 

Иг. GARCIA POBLCS (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); I would have no 
d i f f i c u l t y with the procedures you suggest, îîr. Chairman, but i t soems to mo that, 
among the different matters you mentioned, there i s one, i/hich I pointed out a few 
moments ago, which could perhaps here and now bo resolved by a ciuestion from the 
chair. This question could be as follows; You have a l l heard the suggestion by the 
representative of Mexico, ( i t was the one I made a few moments ago and which I am 
now going to repeat.) I f there arc no objections, could wc regard i t as adopted? 
And then we would proceed to the informal meeting, on the understanding that i f thero 
i s a single objection to this proposal by tho Mexican delegation, this matter also 
would be referred to the informal meeting. 

The reason why I venture to hope there w i l l be no objection, however, i s that 
this i s the usual procedure followed i n a l l United Nations bodies, whether i t be the 
Assembly, the Security Council or the Economic and Social Council; and i t i s also 
the one which vas followed here i n the CCD. 

I s h a l l mentijn as an example x-rhat I believe was the lar t working paper of 
the CCD; unless I am mistalcen, i t was a communication from Finland, reproduced 
as document CCD/577, of 22 August 1978. communication which, l i k e the annex, was 
a very long, technical annex. This annex v/as not reproduceci, but a note was added 
to tho effect that since the number of copies was l i m i t e d , only one copy would be 
given to each delegation. 

But there were several l i k e this in the CCD, Consequently, communications 
coming under rules 33 or 34 of tho rules of procedure, documents which c i t h e r , l i k e 
the communication from Finland of 20 A p r i l , transmit a working paper, or v/hich 
express the wish that the reprosontativo of bhe country in question should be heard 
by the Committee, should i n my opinion autom.atically be reproduced as documents of 
the Co№iittee. 

The СЬРШ№Ш (translated from French); Delegations have a l l heard the 
proposal made by the distinguished representative of Mexico, namely, that the 
documents and communications which v/e have received should bo circulated imiiiediately 
as o f f i c i a l documents of the Committee. 
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Mr. FISHER (Unitod States of Anerica): l i r . Chairman, I have no 
objection to what our distinguished colle-gue fron Mexico has said. On the other 
hand, I do not think we ought to postpone action on, these questions u n t i l that 
c i r c u l a t i o n takes place. After a l l , the calendar i s moving and I thanlc we ought 
to take action on them "ла i t shoiiLd ho done seriatim. I hope that wo could have 
an infonnal meeting of ДО ninutes and then resume the fon:ial mooting to take action 
on both of these documents. I t could be done i n fairness to the people concerned| 
therefore we r e a l l y ought to take action now and I think that this i s possible. I 
have a different viow as to the two respective requests and so I think \IG ought to 
discuss then seriatim, but ny recommendation would be that \)e follow your action and 
i n the informal session, deal \;ith the two things separately, and then I think wo 
could resolve i t very sinply. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Sp -^Jiish) ; The United States 
representative's reply to ny question i s the one which I hoped for and which I 
would hope to receive from everyone; i . e . that there i s a consensus i n favour of 
automatic d i s t r i b u t i o n . 

I only ask for the f l o o r , Mr. Chaiman, to say that ny suggestion i n no way 
rules out viha.t you suggested, for right fron the st a r t I said I \;as i n agreement 
to our proceeding to the informal meeting innediately afterwards. And I w i l l add 
that I agree with the United States representative that at tho in f e r n a l neeting 
we need not wait W i t i l the docunent appears with the CD symbol, and that we could 
take a decision on the substance innediatoly. 

The CHiVIBMAH (translated fron French); I thank the distinguished delegate 
of Mexico. Accordingly, i f there are no further observations or connents, I suggest 
that both of these communications should become o f f i c i a l documents of the Committee. 
But before taking that decision I give the f l o o r to the distinguished delegate of 
Pakistan. 
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Ilr. AKRziM' (Pakistan')? Ifr. Chairmn, horo again I an taking the f l o o r 
not so nuch because of the contents of tho two connunications which are addressed 
to you, S i r , and which we have received i n f e r n a l l y , but because of the in p l i c a t i o n s 
which our action may have for tho future. Wo a l l know the relevant rule of 
procedure concerning the intervention by non-nonber States of the Connittee i n our 
v;ork, both as regards statonents that they can nake and the c i r c u l a t i o n of documents. 
As you w i l l r e c a l l , the i-olevant rule of procedure, not only the rules of procedure, 
but also the decision of the 10th special session of the General Assembly, states 
that this Committoe w i l l i n v i t o — the words are " w i l l i n v i t e " — non-nonber States 
of the Committee to participate i n natters which are of pa r t i c u l a r concern to then. 
Now, my delegation has previously stated tho point of view that we believe that the 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n of non-nenber States of the Connittee i n our work should be nore or 
less autonatic. Tha.t i s , tha,t a l l that v/ould be required i s a request to be made, 
aft e r which the Chaiman could convoy to then the concurrence of the Connittee 
a f t e r sone informal consultations.. V/e do not believe that the sort of consultations 
v/hich we are holding today on those two conaunications are necessaiy for the future, 
Vfe understand, of course, that this i s the f i r s t occasion and therefore caution 
has been the better part of valour and that you, Mr. Chairaan, have deemed i t 
necessary to consult us i n t l i i s fomo.1 way, but i n future we do not think i t i s 
necessary that the Chairman should c a l l a meeting of the Connittee especially to 
inforn us that he res recoivod a communication fron such-and-such a State. I f i t 
i s a Member State, i f i t i s a State, — i n fact, the General Assembly docuaent 
speaks of States — i f i t i s a State, and i f the connunication c l e a r l y establishes 
that i t has a p a r t i c u l a r interest i n sone i t e n on the.agenda of the Coamittee and 
i t indicates i n tho connunication that i t v/ould l i k o to address i t s e l f to 'that 
item, I think the decision should be quite autonatic to i n v i t e that Sta.te to 
participate i n our work. There i s no implication i n our rules of procedure v/hereby 
the Conmittee or the Chairman could refuse pa,rticipation to any State \/liich 
expresses a desire to participate i n our work. Therefore, from v/ha,t I have said 
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the other implication vjlxLch arises i s whether i t vjouild ho necessary i n the future 
for us to circulate reauests nade by non-leabcr States as formal documents of 
this Committee, because to us 1 u woold bo q u i t e simples a formal c o m E i u n i c a t i o n 

would be received by tho Chairman, he v;ould consult informally u i t h other members 
and the State would be invited t o p a r t i c i p a t e . V/e do not think i t would be 
s t r i c t l y necessary to circulate as PJO. o f f i c i a l document of this Committee any 
request that nay be made t c the Chairman. Because o u r rules of procedure do not 
speak of written requests гла they do not speak of c i r c u l a t i o n of these written 
requests to the Committee. Those are the questions that are raised i n tho mind 
of my delegation and MO would l i k e to share our views with other colleagues before 
we proceed to tako any decision on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French)s Are there any other comments? 
You have a l l heard the proposal made by the distinguished delegate of Mexico. 
That being so, the proposal of the distinguished delegate of Mexico i s accepted. 

I should now l i k e to suspend this formal meeting. 

Mr. A.KRi\M (Pakistan) s I thought I had expressed myself clearlys 
apparently I had not. My dele^,tion uould not for tho moment l i k e to take a 
decision on the proposal made by the distinguished Ambassador of Mexico to 
c i r c u l a t e these documents formally. Wo would l i k e , f i r s t , to discuss the f u l l 
implications aris-'ng from the c i r c u l a t i o n of and consultations on these documents 
and thoreafter vc could decide w h e t h e r i t i s a t o i l necessary to circulate those 
documents formally to the Committee. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish)s I should l i k e to 
reassure tho representative of Pa,kistan. My suggestion i s " c r y s t a l clear", as 
the saying goes i n English. There are no mysterious proposals,' i t i s the procedure 
which i s followed i n a l l United Nations bodies, and which, on various occasions, 
was followed by tho CCD. 

The effect i s not to render more d i f f i c u l t but on the contrary to f a c i l i t a t e 
and speed up docuu^ent submission and d i s t r i b u t i o n and hearings for those 
requesting them. 
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I s h a l l nercly r e c a l l , for the sake of c l a r i t y , that when the desire of 
Viet Nan to he he-rd was transnitted to uo hy one of your pr^docessors, there were 
delegations here which oxpr..ssed tho \jish to see tho request cf Viet Nan i n writing. 

This w i l l perhaps sot the Pakistan représente"tivo ' s nind at rest. î']y 
suggestion seeks, not to render noro d i f f i c u l t , hut on tho contrary to f a c i l i t a t e , 
the application of the reluvont rules of procedure. 

The СН:11Ж№ (translated fron French); I f there are no fuirther connents, 
I suggest that the fornal neoting be suspended and that we resume our work at 
an i n f e r n a l neeting i n ten canutos ox̂  so • 

I t vjas so docided. 

The neeting was suspended at 1 2 . 3 0 p.m. and resumed at 1 . 15 P.a-

The СНА.1Б]УЬШ (translated frog French); I now udsh to propose tho 
following; 

F i r s t , tho comnunications wliich wc have received, respectively, from tho 
distinguished representative of Finland and fron tho distinguished representative 
of Switzerland w i l l bo circulated o f f i c i a l l y as docui:ients of our Connittee. 

Secondly, by virtue of rules 53 and 35 of our rules of procedure, we s h a l l 
i n v i t e the distinguished I'cpresontativo of Finland to participate i n the work of 
the Conmittee on Disarma,aent on chemical weapons, u n t i l 27 A p r i l 1979? at both 
fornal and informal meetings. 

Thirdly, I suggest that, under rules 53 and 35 of the rules of procedure, i n 
response to his request the distinguished roprosenta,tive of Finalnd should be invited 
to participate also i n the fornal or informal neetings which w i l l be held on tho 
question of chonical weapons l a t e r during this session of the Comnittee. 

Fourthly, as regards the request by the disfcinguished delegate of Switzerland 
to address the Connittee, we s h a l l i n v i t o the distinguished delegate of Switzerland, 
under rule 34 of the rules of procedure, to make his statenent i n the Comnitteo. 

I f there are no objections, i t i s so decided. 
I t was so decided. 

file:///jish
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With apologies to the interpreters and njenhers of the Secretariat, I should 
now l i k e to close the noeting. Before I close the neeting, nay I ask you at what 
tine i t viould suit you to neot informally to continue our debate on the question of 
chenical weapons. 

l l x . FISHER (United States of Anerica); I would reconnend 4 o'clock 
this afternoon. 

The CmilRMAH (translated frog French); The distinguished 
representative of tho United States proposes that we should noet informally at 
4 o'clock this afternoon; i s that convenient to nenbers of the Conmittee? 

We are therefore going to meet at 4 o'clock this afternoon to continue 
consideration of the question of chemical weapons a.t an informal neeting. Before 
closing the neeting, I should l i k e to announce that the next fonnal neeting of 
the Connittee w i l l take place tonorro\j at 1 0 . 3 0 a.n. 

I should now l i k e , with your pemission, to declare the neeting closed. 

The neeting rose at 1 . 2 0 p.n. 
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№j_j:)MIH!'lM (translated from Prench) ; Gentlemen, I have the honour to 
open the t h i r t y - f i r s t meeting on disarmament. Today we s h a l l continue 
consideration of the fourth topic on the Committee's agenda "Chemical Weapons". 
Before s t a r t i n g on the l i s t of speakers, I wish to say that, after consulting 
the delegations, I am now i n a position to propose the dates f o r the next session 
of the Group of Seismic experts. As a result of these consultations, I f i n d that 
the delegations would be able to accept the follovring dates s the next session of 
the seismic Group would be held from 16 to 27 July. I f there are no objections 
to this proposal, I wovild ask you to take note of the seventh report of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to consider international co-operative measures 
to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. The Ad Hoc Group w i l l hold i t s next 
session at the Palais des Hations, Geneva, from l 6 to 27 July 1979* 

I t was ^o___decided. 

^!_?5РЖЗРЖ (Australia); My delegation v/elcomes the opportunity to take 
the f l o o r during t h i s i n i t i a l discussion on item 4 of the Committee's agenda — 
Chemical Weapons. 

We are glad that the Committee was able to conclude the prolonged discussions 
on procedural matters preoccupying i t since January l a s t , i n time to begin 
considering important questions of substance before the conclusion of this f i r s t 
spring session. 

V/e are p a r t i c u l a r l y glad that i t ha,s been possible to o-̂ en the consid.eration 
of chemical v/eapons because d.oing so enables us to begin to f u l f i l the request, i n 
United Nations General Assembly resolution 33/59A, of v/hich A u s t r a l i a v/as a 
co-sponsor, v/hich i n t e r a l i a called upon the Committee on Disarmament "as a matter 
of high p r i o r i t y , to undertake, at the beginning of i t s 1979 session, negotiations 
with a, vievf to elaborating an agreement on effective measures for the prohibition 
of the development, production and st o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical v/eapons and f o r 
th e i r destruction, taking into account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future 
i n i t i a t i v e s " . 

Paragraph 75 of the Programme of Action of tho F i n a l Document of the 
United Nations special session devoted to disarmament notes that; 

"The complete and effective prohibition of the development, production 
and st o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction represent one 
of the most urgent measures of disarmament. Consequently, the conclusion 
of a convention to t h i s end, on v/hich negotiations have been going on for 
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several years, i s one of the most urgent tasks of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiationi:- After i t s conclusion, a l l States should contribute to 
ensuring the broadest possible application of the convention through 

" i t s early signature and r a t i f i c a t i o n . " 
A u s t r a l i a attaches a great deal of importance to the early conclusion of an 

effective chemical weapons convention. In his statement to the Committee on 
Disarmament on i t s opening day, on 24 January t h i s year, the Australian Minister 
for Por-eign Afüairs, the Honourable Andrew Peacock, said, that a chemical weapons 
convention presented an immediate and urgent task for the Committee. He noted 
that chemical weapons were a complex issue; one which would take up a considerable 
amount of the Committee's time. That i s why the Australian delegation supported 
the early consideration of t h i s matter by the Committee on Disarmament, 

The forthcoming preparatory conference f o r the B i o l o g i c a l Weapons Review 
Conference i s a timely reminder to a l l Committee members parties to the 1975 

B i o l o g i c a l Weapons Convention, that they have undertaken, i n terms of Art i c e IX of 
that Convention, to reach early agreement on effective measures for the prohibition 
of the development, production and. s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons and for the 
destruction of present stocks. That Convention also enjoins parties to negotiate 
appropriate measures concerning equipment and means of delivery s p e c i f i c a l l y 
designed f o r the production or use of chemical agents for weapons purposes. 

As we are a l l aware, the United States and the Soviet Union have been 
conducting b i l a t e r a l negotiations since August 1976 with a view to developing a 
j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e on the prohibition of chemical weapons and introducing i t to the 
Committee on Disarmament. My delegation has read with interest past j o i n t 
progress reports on the status of the discussions submitted to the Conference of 
the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) by the United States and the Soviet Union. 
We would welcome any further elaboration by those two parties on progress that 
has been made recently. In t h i s connexion, we noted with interest the suggestion 
put forward i n t h i s Committee by the distinguished representative of Canada, 
Ambassador Jay, on 29 March, that t h i s b r i e f i n g might u s e f u l l y take the form of 
one or more j o i n t l y tabled working papers. We express the hope that further 
progress w i l l be made i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the United States and 
the Soviet Union, so that these two parties can present t h e i r long av/aited j o i n t 
i n i t i a t i v e . The early tabling of that i n i t i a t i v e vrould greatly a s s i s t progress 
tovrards the conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y acceptable chemical v/eapons convention. 
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But my delegation shares the view, already expressed here by a number of 
other delegations, that i t i s not necessary to await tho tab l i n g of such a 
jo i n t i n i t i a t i v e before tho Committee on Diso.rmament i t s e l f can make a 
constructive contribution to the elaboration of a chemical weapons convention. 
As has been noted by others, a chemical weapons convention i s of concern to 
a l l countries, not just to a few. My delegation believes that discussions 
vrithin the Committee need not have a harmful effect on the bilatex'al 
discussions betvreen the United. States and the USSR. On the contrary, we 
believe that they could have the opposite effect, imparting a helpful impetus 
to progress i n those t a l k s . 

I would l i k e now to turn to the two chemical weapons v/orkshops conducted 
recently by the Governments of the Pederal Republic of Germany and the 
United Kingdom. I4y delegation takes this opportunity to express i t s warm 
thanks to those two countries for the opportunity offered by them to Au s t r a l i a 
to participate i n th e i r workshops. 

The representatives of the Pederal Republic of Germany and the 
United Kingdom have already given t h i s Committee details of the a c t i v i t i e s that 
took place du.ring the vrorkshops, including 

(1) v i s i t s to i n d u s t r i a l chemical plants manufacturing phosphorus-
based products; 

( 2 ) an inspection of the dismantling and destruction of the former 
chemical vreapons p i l o t production plant at ÎTancekuke i n the 
United Kingdom; and 

(3) a demonstration and discussion of protective equipment as a 
defence against chemical vreapons. 

The distinguished representative of the United Kingdom, Ambassador Summerhayes, 
also referred, i n his statement to the Committee on Tuesday 24 A p r i l , to the 
informal round table discussions that took place d.uxing the v i s i t s , and to some 
of the views emerging during those discussions. 
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The Axistrali3,n delegation found experience of hoth workshops to he of rea l 
assistance i n developing our ovm thinking on some of the important matters before 
this Committee. I t i s s t i l l a l i t t l e too early f o r us to make a thorough 
assessment' of the experience gained through our p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the v/orkshops| 
v/e are s t i l l giving thought to some of the very s i g n i f i c a n t issues raised i n 
discussions at the v/orkshops. 

But we are i n no doubt about the high value of one aspect of the 
workshops. 

This was the fact that they brought together a,n international group of 
s c i e n t i s t s , defence personnel and diplomatic o f f i c i a l s i n an informal setting 
which enabled a very V-aluable flov/ of information and views to taice place on 
the subject of chemical vrarfare, v/ith a breadth and ease which v/as certainly new, 
i n our experience, 

I believe that the resul t of such an intermingling and exchange v/as both 
an increased understanding of the issues and complexities'involved i n preparing 
a chemical weapons convention and an enhanced appreciation of the different 
perspectives which viould be brought to bear by the different groups involved i n 
drafting the convention. 

My delegation feels that, i f there v/ere to be simi l a r v/orkshops i n the 
future — and they vrould seem to ггз to be of value as confidence-buildi'ng 
measures — they might u s e f u l l y be opened to as broad a range of participants 
as v/ere these f i r s t tv/o v/orkshops. We v/ould' a.lso hope that a, wider range of 
countries might f e e l a,ble to accept an i n v i t a t i o n to attend any such future 
workshops. . 

Turning back to our current discussions, which v/e hope v / i l l help to 
promote a constructive and positive international approach to the elaboration 
of a chemical v/eapons convention, • I v/ould l i k e to make some b r i e f concluding 
comments. 

P i r s t , v/hile being v/ell av/are of the severe constraints on the Committee's 
time i n discussing matters of substance at this spring session, and appreciating 
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that i t vas not feasihle, on this occasion ano. at t h i s l a t e stage, to devote 
more than one vreek to agenda item 4 , иу delegation would not wish t h i s 
a l l o c a t i o n to he taken i n any way as a precedent for the length of time to he 
devoted to t h i s agenda item or any other i n the future. Indeed, my delegation 
xiould welcome a continued discussion of chemical weapons during this year's 
summer session of the Committee scheduled to commence i n June. In t h i s regard 
we have looked with considerable interest and sympathy at the proposals put 
forvrard by the delegations of I t a l y ( i n СР/З)) the Kotherlands ( i n CD/6) and 
the Group of 21 (CD / 1 1 ) . In p a r t i c u l a r , I would wish to associate my 
delegation with the remarks made here yesterday by the distinguished 
representative of the Netherlands, /jnbassador Fein. In his statement 
Ambassador Fein noted that i t v/ould be desirable f o r the Committee to decide, 
before the close of this session, on the dates on which i t v/ould resujne i t s 
chemical v/eapons discussions i n the summer, and proposed a period of two weeks 
i n the l a t e r part of June and/or early July. 

Secondly, my delegation i s of the viev/ that i t might be valuable f o r the 
Committee to give further consideration to confidence-building measures i n the 
chemical v/eapons f i e l d . I have mentioned e a r l i e r that the exchange of 
information that took place during the v/orkshops i n the Federal Republic of 
Germany and the United Kingdom, and the dialogue which commenced at Nancekuke 
i n the United Kingdom on protective defence against chemical weapons, seem to 
us to be useful examples of such measures. 

Thirdly and f i n a l l y , as t h i s Committee v / i l l , I hope, soon be faced with 
detailed negotiations on the complexities of a chemical weapons convention, I 
v/onder i f i t might not be possible f o r our Secretariat to investigate the 
f e a s i b i l i t y of arranging, here i n Geneva at an appropriate time, perhaps under 
the auspices of the Centre for Disarmament and UNITilR, a seminar on chemical 
weapons f o r interested delegations, I have i n mind something along the l i n e s 
of seminars which I understand have been organized by tho International Atomic 
Energy Agency i n Vienna for permament representatives there, on nuclear non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n issues. I believe these have been found h e l p f u l . 
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Mr. EL-SHAPEI (Egjrpt): This heing the f i r s t time I take the f l o o r during 
the month of A p r i l , I would l i k e to associate myself \ji t h the previous speakers who 
have congratulated you, Mr. Chairman, on the assumption of tho chairmanship of th i s 
Committee. Your leadership and guidance have preempted any attempt hy me to laud 
your proven wisdom and talents. 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity to express my 
sincere admiration, and that of my delegation, also to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Thomson of Au s t r a l i a , f o r his patience, perseverance and impeccable 
leadership during the month of March, which enabled us to conclude successfully ovx 
discussion on the Agenda, and f i n a l l y to i n i t i a t e a discussion on substantive issues. 

The Committee on Disarmament has decided to consider the item e n t i t l e d ''Chemical 
Weapons" i n the f i r s t part of i t s f i r s t session. This p r i o r i t y decision i s a 
f a i t h f u l r e f l e c t i o n of the sense of urgency and importance attached to t h i s question 
by the international community, a matter vrhich cannot be over-emphasized. 

Since i t s 2 6 t h session i n 1 9 7 1 , the General Assembly of the United Nations has 
adopted numerous successive resolutions on t h i s subject, which i n t e r a l i a requested 
the CCD to continue negotiations, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , vrith a view to 
reaching an early agreement on effective measures for the prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling of chemical vreapons and for t h e i r destruction. 

As recently as i t s 3 3 r d session the General Assembly adopted tvro resolutions on 
chemical vreapons. In resolution 3 5 / 5 9 A the Assembly requested the Committee on 
Disarmament, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , to vmdertake, at the beginning of i t s 
1979 session, negotiations vrith a vievr to elabora-tmg an agreement on effective 
теазядгез for the proh i b i t i o n of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l 
chemical weapons and for t h e i r destruction, taking into accotait a l l existing 
proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s . 

In resolution 33/71 H the Committee i s further requested to undertake, on a 
p r i o r i t y basis at ' i t s f i r s t session i n January 1979s negotiations concerning a 
treaty or convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of a l l types of chemical weapons and on t h e i r destoniction. 

file:///jith
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In i t s F i n a l Document, the f i r s t special session of the Assembly devoted to 
disarmament specifies that the complete and effective prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction represent 
one of the most urgent measures of disarmament. Consequently, the conclusion of a 
convention to t h i s end, on which negotiations bave been going on f o r several years, i s 
one of the most urgent tasks of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

So much f o r the moral exhortations and lega l imperatives to act, and to act 
immediately. In t h i s respect we regard the Committee's decisions to consider the 
subject of chemical weapons on a p r i o r i t y basis as an indication on i t s part to be 
more responsive to these exhortations. Hox/ever, we believe that t h i s Committee 
cannot and should not l i m i t i t s e l f to the general exchange of views i f i t purports 
to achieve a concrete agreement. 

This brings me to some of the procedural questions vdiich have a dir e c t bearing 
on the question of substance. The f i r s t question i s one of methodology. In t h i s 
respect three papers have been submitted during t h i s part of the session. I am 
referring of course to the papers presented by I t a l y , contained i n document CD/5, 'the 
Netherlands contained i n docment CD/ 6 , and the Group of 21 docment C D / I I , 
One can safely conclude that they a l l share the same basic approach, namely, that 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations should start i n earnest; that they should not and need not 
be preceded by, or await the ongoing b i l a t e r a l t a l k s between the United States and the 
USSR; and that m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations should be conducted i n a systematic and 
stoructured manner. 

Enough time has elapsed since the United States and USSR issued t h e i r j o i n t 
communiqué of 5 July 1971? i n which they proclaimed that they had agreed to consider 
a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e "with respect to the conclusion, as a f i r s t step, of an 
international Convention dealing with the most dangerous, l e t h a l means of chemical 
vreapons". There i s unfortunately no ind i c a t i o n up t i l l по\т that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e i s 
going to materialize i n the form of an agreement i n the near future. 

The l a s t report the CCD received on t h i s subject v/as simi l a r to e a r l i e r reports, 
namely a b r i e f declaration l i m i t i n g i t s e l f to some general propositions; that the 
p o l i t i c a l and technical problems involved are interrelated and complex; that some 
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progress on the scope of the agreement and i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n has been achieved| and 
that important questions s t i l l remained to be resolved. This kind of report 
inevitably l e f t the Committee almost t o t a l l y i n the dark, unable either to assess or 
measure progress i n these b i l a t e r a l negotiations, or to proceed beyond the general 
exchange of vievrs. 

My country vrould l i k e to believe that vre have embarked on a nevr era of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations vrith the conceptual and i n s t i t u t i o n a l change 
brought about by the adoption of the F i n a l Document of the special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We no longer expect the previous state of 
a f f a i r s , and hope to receive at the e a r l i e s t possible date a detailed report on the 
state of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations, a report vrhich vrould enhance the negotiating 
process. Equally vre believe that m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations should start as soon as 
possible. 

This brings me to the question of the negotiating mechanism. My country's viev/s 
i n t h i s regard are adequately reflected i n the proposal of the Group of 2 1 . We 
believe that the establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group entrusted vrith the task of 
elaborating a draft convention on a, chemical vreapons ban i s a step vrhich has long 
been overdue. 

Naturally, v/e are avrare that the task i s complex and time-consuming, but t h i s i s 
an added reason to accept the challenge and to start immediately rather than protract 
the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

The vrorking group v r i l l have to negotiate on the basis of draft t r e a t i e s , vrorking 
papers and proposals previously submitted to the CCD or those submitted to t h i s 
Committee or i t s ad hoc group. This necessarily v r i l l include any agreement that 
v r i l l , i t i s hoped, be reached between the tvro negotiating Powers. Moreover, i n 
C D / I I , special care vras taken, that the ad hoc group's modus operandi vrould not 
hinder or impede the b i l a t e r a l negotiations but rather foster and complement i t . In 
the draft decision presented by the members of the Group of 2 1 , t h i s Committee vrould 
request the States par t i c i p a t i n g i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations to inform the ad hoc 
vrorking group f u l l y on the state of t h e i r negotiations, indicating areas i n which 
agreement has been reached, as vrell as issues vrhich s t i l l are outstanding. This 
exchange of information could develop into an e f f i c i e n t negotiating process v/here 
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diff e r e n t levels of negotiations can proceed conc-urrently, with the aim of heing 
consolidated into an integral whole at tho end of the process. In t h i s respect ire 
note with g r a t i f i c ^ Лоп, that the concept ^ f parallelism has also been adopted Ъу a 
group of s o c i a l i s t countries i n t h e i r proposal contained i n docment CD/4 where i t 
i s stated that the preparation and conduct of negotiations on ending the production 
of nuclear weapons and destroying them should not he to the detriment of the current 
b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on various aspects of the l i m i t a t i o n of 
nuclear armaments, including strategic armaments, nor should they impede the 
achievement of b i l a t e r a l or m u l t i l a t e r a l agreement on the l i m i t a t i o n or destruction of 
any nuclear armaments on a mutually agreed basis. 

Uith that understanding, namely that m u l t i l a t e r a l and b i l a t e r a l negotiations 
w i l l complement rather than contradict each other, and that the aim of any b i l a t e r a l 
or t r i l a t e r a l talks i s to f a c i l i t a t e and enhance m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations and not to 
preempt or impede such a process, my delegation strongly urges that the draft 
der'.isions presented by the Group of 21 be well received and accepted. 

Turning now to the question of substance, I vjould l i k e to r e c a l l that my country 
made i t s position clear when i t subscribed to the paper presented i n 1973 to the 
CCD by a group of non-aligned and neutral coimtries. I am referring to working paper 
tabled as document C C D / 4 O O , which set dovm, i n no ambiguous terras, the basic broad 
p r i n c i p l e s f o r a chemical weapons ban. In our view the propositions included i n that 
paper remain v a l i d . The paper states that negotiations should aim at reaching a 
comprehensive ban covering the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical 
vreapons, t h e i r equipment and means of delivery as well as the destruction of existing 
stocks. It further states that the degree of danger represented by the use of , 
chemical agents for m i l i t a r y purposes depends, besides t h e i r t o x i c i t y , to a high 
degree on the protection a-vailable. as well as on the means of delivery. I t goes on 
to state that i t i s essential that the prohibition of chemical weapons should be 
cotvpled vrith adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n , and on t h i s issue i t affirms that the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n has both technical and p o l i t i c a l aspects vrhich should be reconciled and 
therefore i t i s connected vrith the scope of the prohibition, and that solutions to 
the problem of scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n should not be discriminatory and should maintain 
an acceptable balance of obligations and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r a l l States. 

The compliance vrith any convention on the prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction, vrhether 
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comprehensive or gradual i n approach, i s largely dependent on the v e r i f i c a t i o n methods 
i t encompasses. The convention must provide, i f i t i s to he of value, at the very 
le a s t , a limited degree of sa t i s f a c t i o n and assurance to a l l parties concerned, that 
t h e i r compliance with i t w i l l not lead to diminished security, and that the other 
parties to the convention are complying with i t with an eqijal degree of righteousness 
and exactitude. 

Some countries have apprehensions ahout the exclusive reliance on national 
technical measures f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n . Others helieve that compliance v;ith the 
convention should be based on such national measures. Ue f u l l y comprehend, and 
appreciate, these divergent opinions. 

Hovrever, while not attempting to b e l i t t l e the significant added value of 
national v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, vre sincerely believe that such measures vrould be 
inadequate to provide the necessary assurances f o r a l l concerned parties, and should 
be complemented by international measures. 

Ue encourage national v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, such as u n i l a t e r a l declarations 
related to the proh i b i t i o n of production and development of chemical vreapons and 
agents, p a r t i c u l a r l y those concerning the destruction of existing stco3<pile8. National 
l e g i s l a t i o n and regulations aimed at implementing the prohibition could be be n e f i c i a l 
and necessary. The establishment of a national v e r i f i c a t i o n system, to co-oid.inate 
i t s a c t i v i t i e s vrith an equivalent international body, i s another valuable and 
foreseeable measure. 

The absolute necessity for tangible assurances f o r States on issues of national 
security makes i t imperative that v e r i f i c a t i o n means be universally non-discriminatory 
i n nature, and international i n application. U i t h these requirements i n mind, and 
giving high and j u s t l y vrarranted emphasis to the security requirements of sovereign 
States, vre believe that only a qu a l i f i e d international v e r i f i c a t i o n organ can 
co-ordinate national and international v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. Only such an organ, 
vrith the necessary degree of independence, can be universal and non-discriminate i n 
nature; by d e f i n i t i o n i t s axis of operation v r i l l span the continents of our globe, 
and i t s findings should be made available to a l l . 

The pace of technological advancement i n the vrorld has had multifaceted effects, 
occasionally with c o n f l i c t i n g vices and virtues. Technological advancement has 
allovred us to foresee the use of e x t r a - t e r r i t o r i a l monitoring techniques, including 
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s a t e l l i t e s , as means f o r objective and tangible assurances for compliance with 
disarmament measures. On the other liand, the same technological progress has 
rendered these measures less effective and allowed clandestine concealment of arms 
potential c a p a b i l i t y . A very simple i l l u s t r a t i o n of the dilemma i s that vihile the 
effectiveness of e x t r a - t e r r i t o r i a l monitoring i n verifying the destruction of knovm 
stoclфiles of chemical weapons and the dismantling of knovm chemical v/arfare plants 
i s not challenged, these techniques alone oarmot guarantee that a prohibition of the 
development of chemical vreapons and agents i s being complied vrith, or that concealed 
chemical vreapons plants have not been, and are not being, established. In other 
vrorô_s the effectiveness of such techniques i s r e s t r i c t e d to v e r i f y i n g declared 
intentions related to Icnovm chem.ical plants or tmclassifled stoclqjiles or 
c a p a b i l i t i e s . 

1/ithout prejudice to the other v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, vre believe that on-site 
inspection remains the most effective and applicable v e r i f i c a t i o n measure capable of 
adequately providing the assurances required by the concerned parties. The recent 
vrorkshops, vrhich the Governments of the I'ederal Republic of Germany and the 
United ^Kingdom so graciously hosted, have shed l i g h t on the f e a s i b i l i t y of applying 
on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n measures vrithout s a c r i f i c i n g i n d u s t r i a l secrets. Future 
vrorkshops should- encourage the development of techniques that allovr inspectors the 
l i b e r t y of taking samples and photographs, vrhen necessary. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n measures should not be r e s t r i c t e d to organophosphorous agents but 
should encompass non-organophosphorous af n t s vrhich are als-- used i n chemical 
vrarfare. S c i e n t i f i c advancement has v/iaened the range of chemical agents vrith arms 
po t e n t i a l . For v e r i f i c a t i o n measures to be effective they vrould also have to cover 
binary chemical vreapons. These binary agents provide the more m i l i t a r y and 
technologically advanced countries v/ith an enormous m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t y i n chemical 
vreapons, vrithout having to face the often obtuse and complex problems of t h e i r 
storage or stockpiling. There i s no need to mention a l l , f o r that vrould be a long 
l i s t of sophisticated weapons vrhich could not be v e r i f i e d except through on-site 
inspection. 

These are my delegation's preliminary thoughts and r e f l e c t i o n s on the subject 
under discussion. My delegation vrould be prepared at a l a t e r stage of the 
negotiations to make an in-depth contribution tovrards the elaboration of the 
d i f f e r e n t elements of the desired convention. 
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The СНАХгаШТ (translated from French): I thank the distinguished delegate 
of Sgypt^ Amhassador Ël-Shafei, for his statement. I vas deeply touched by your 
kind words concerning myself and my predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 

Nir. DOMOKOS (Hungary) (translated from French): VJe are almost at the end 
of your term of o f f i c e as Chairman, but nevertheless I cannot miss t h i s opportunity 
of expressing to you my own and my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n that you assimed the 
chairmanship of our Committee for t h i s period. 

I wish a,lso to congratulate you a.nd уош- predecessor i n the Chair, 
.Mbassador Thomson, for your e f f i c i e n t performance of the d i f f i c u l t and sometimes 
arduous duties -connected with the elaboration of our Committee's agenda and 
programme of work. 

I am most happy to have the opportunity of congratulating the new representative 
of the United Kingdom^ Ambassador Summerhayes and the permanent representative of 
Zaire^ ЛтЬаззааог Kamanda Va Kamanda. I wish them every siiccess i n t h e i r missions 
and I assure them of my delegation's collaboration. 

.The speaker continues i n English, 
My delegation shares the views expressed by many other delegations that i t was 

wise and timely to put the subject of the prohibition of the development, production 
and stockpiling of chemical weapons on the agenda and programme of work of the 
Committee on Disarmament. I t i s one of the most urgent p r i o r i t y tasks before us, 
not only because these weapons of mass destruction gain an increasing role i n the 
m i l i t a r y arsenals, but also because these weapons can be produced r e l a t i v e l y e a s i l y 
by any i n d u s t r i a l l y developed country; thus they are a potential factor i n the 
continuing arras race. 

For these reasons^ among others 3 the Hungarian representatives supported any 
step which seemed l i k e l y to promote advance i n t h i s f i e l d of disarmament i n t h i s 
Committees by co-sponsoring the f i r s t draft convention submitted by the s o c i a l i s t States 
i n 1972Э as w e l l as supporting draft resolutions submitted to the various sessions of 
the General Assembly of the United Hations. 

¥e are of the opinion that i n view of the urgency of the subject^ the Committee 
should as soon as possible proceed to the elaboration of an international agreement 
proTiding for the.complete and comprehensive prohibition of the development and 
production of chemical weapons and for the destruction of t h e i r stockpiles. 
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My delegation has car e f u l l y studied the working papers СО/З, CD/ó, CD/11 
submitted respectively by I t a l y , the Netherlands and the Group of 21 e a r l i e r during, 
the present session of the Committee on Disarm.ament. I would l i k e to express my 
appreciation to these delegations for t h e i r contribution to our common aim to prohibit 
the development and production and stockpiling of chemical weapons. In our view the 
working papers referred to contain interesting suggestions and ideas on hew the Committee 
should deal with the subject i n i t s future work. 

For instance working paper CD/5 correctly suggests that ''the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations within the Coimnittee on .Disarmament, without hindering current b i l a t e r a l 
consultation between the United States and the USSR, should, as a f i r s t step, review 
existing proposals and options". A resolution of the General Assembly also attaches 
due significance to the idea that the USSR and the United States should submit t h e i r 
j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e to the Committee on Disarmament to f a c i l i t a t e an early agreement on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons. Similar ideas may be found i n other working 
papers as w e l l . 

The majority of the statements and a l l the working papers emphasized that what 
the Committee should do i s not to overtake but to help the ongoing b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. We think t h i s i s the key question of the problem. In t h i s respect we 
e n t i r e l y share the view expressed by the distinguished representative of the 
Netherlands i n his statement yesterday that "the b i l a t e r a l talks are of course 
p o t e n t i a l l y v i t a l to our discussion i n t h i s Committee". 

The Committee — i n our opinion — sho-ul.:- under no circumst.ances underta.ke an 
enterprise which m.sy have a disadvantageous influence on the b i l a t e r a l negotiations. 
My delegation, l i k e many others, i s not convinced at t h i s stage without further 
consideration that the setting up of an ad hoc working group would f a c i l i t a t e an 
advance i n the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s , 

There i s no commion agreement in.the Committee on several questions of substance. 
This fact i s w e l l reflected i n the statements m̂ ade during the consideration of the 
issue 3 and i n the more than a hundred working papers referred to several times during 
the debate. Obviously, before the Committee could start to draft a convention we 
have to come to an understanding on how to select concrete subjects to be negotiated, 
what could be the most effective m^ethods to be applied. In other words, that i s the 
natural l o g i c a l order of things that we have to define f i r s t precise tasks — the 
immediate ones — , and then to f i n d the most suitable ways, methods, as w e l l as the 
most convenient organizational framework for the fulfilment of these tasks. Another 
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indispensable requirement to accommodate negotiations i n the Committee with the 
b i l a t e r a l talks i n order t c reach the objective expressed and emphasized by many 
delegations i s that they should mutually help each other and advance the negotiations 
aimed at the elaboration of the convention. 

I would l i k e to be very clear. We are not against the negotiations on the 
prohibition cf chemical weapons. But we consider i t an absolute necessity to prepare 
the negotiations w e l l , to see c l e a r l y the tasks of the following months or sessions 
i n t h i s respect and also the p o s s i b i l i t i e s and l i m i t s of the negotiations. I t 
i s also important to c l a r i f y and to agree upon that the negotiations do not 
necessarily, not i n each phase and i n a direct way:, mean the drafting of the 
convention. There could also be some preparatory work^ as an organic part of a 
negotiating process on the convention i n question. We are convinced, that there could 
be several issues to be negotiated i n the Committee, The distinguished representatives 
of Sweden and the Netherlands have mentioned some possible subjects of negotiation i n 
t h e i r recent statements. The Committee, after consultation, could w e l l define them. 

My delegation therefore, together with many others, i s of the opinion that during 
the very short time l e f t for us i n the present session of the Committee we should not 
take a f i n a l decision on t h i s subject. Further examination i s required, i n order that 
the Coimnittee may formulate i t s f i n a l position on the basis of a thorough analysis of 
the circiamstances and preconditions. We might retiirn to t h i s l a t e r , during the вштег 
session. 

The distinguished representative of Poland; Ambassador Sujka, i n his statement of 
2h A p r i l suggested that an informal contact group should be set up with the mandate that 
after appropriate consultations, i t should submit i t s suggestions for the consideration 
of the Committee as early as possible at the second part of the current session. 

This proposal i s i n conformity with our position, and therefore we f u l l y support i t 
Several delegations made reference to the ''Compilation of Material on Chemical 

Weapons from CCD Working Papers and Statements, 1972-Тб" prepared and circulated by the 
Secretariat on 11 March 1 9 7 7 . I vrould l i k e to associate myself with those delegations 
which expressed t h e i r appreciation of that vrork, I think i t v/ould be useful — and I 
would l i k e to propose i t — to update that material perhaps by the be^^inning of the 
Committeo's summer session, to add to i t the substance of those working papers and other 
contributions v/hich have been submitted to the Committee since 1 9 7 6 . 

Concluding my statement I would l i k e to express my hope that the Committee, after 
careful consideration and consultations, w i l l be i n a, position during the summer session 
to f i n d the forms and means f a c i l i t a t i n g i n the most effective v/ay the early 
pr o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 
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The СНАХЕМ/*!!? (translated from French); I thank the distinguished 
delegate of Hungary, Ambassador Domokos, for his statement. I wish also to thank 
him for his kind words to m.e persona.lly and to my distinguished predecessor. 
Ambassador Thomson. 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I wish to begin my remarks today by 
noting that I ara speaking on behalf of the United States of America, one party to the 
current b i l a t e r a l negotiations on chemical weapons. The delegation of the 
United States has listened tCj and studied, with great interest and a,ttention proposals 
put forward by tho Group of 21, as well as those of I t a l y and the Netherlands 
concerning the subject of a ban on chemical weapons and the best way to reach that 
goal. These proposals are s t i l l further evidence of the importance which the 
international community attaches to th i s question, an importance which for our part i s 
symbolized by the negotiations currently underway. Furthermore, the delegation of the 
United States understands and, indeed, sympathizes with the concerns which led to the 
introduction of these proposals. At the same time, we would hope that others would be 
equally understanding of our concern that the b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the 
United States and the USSR, which we see as the essential path to a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
convention, proceed to the resolution of key outstanding issues between our two 
countries. 

As we understand the present s i t u a t i o n , there are b a s i c a l l y three proposals before 
the Committee on Disarmament: 

(1) That there now be established an ad hoc working group to elaborate a draft 
convention; 

(2) That the United States and the USSR now make a report to the Committee on 
Disarmament on the areas i n which agreement has been reached i n the f i e l d of chemical 
weapons a,s wel l as the outstanding issues on which agreement has eluded us; 

(3) An informal contact ^roup to ''define further the methods and forms of the 
Committee's work." 

A l l the representatives i n t h i s Committee are experienced negotiators. As such, 
we recognize that there are times when a thorough a i r i n g of issues and national 
positions can provide an opportunity for creative d.iplomacy lea,ding the way to 
agreement. However, we also recognize that there are moments when a public 
elaboration of such national positions can make the task of diplomacy more d i f f i c u l t , 
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hy reducing f l e x i b i l i t y and concentrating efforts on defence of national positions. 
Clíjarly, the determination of which cf those two stages obtains at this moment i s a 
question of judgement, not of right or x/rong. 

In reaching our judgements., we are .̂Wrtro of the special r e s n o n s i b i l i t i e s 
incumbent upon the United States and the USSR. I.fter careful consideration; we have 
arrived -at the view th.at the proposal to create an a¿ hoc working group which would 
elaborate a draft convention as w e l l as the request f u l l y to inform such a group of 
the areas i n which agreement had been reached and of the issues which are s t i l l 
outstanding would hinder ra.ther than assist the bila,ter.al process. We recognize tha.t 
others, whose s i n c e r i t y we do not i n any way question,, are of a different opinion. 
In such a s i t u a t i o n , we must remain f a i t h f u l to our own judgements; with a heightened 
sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the positions we take. Nonetheless, we have listened 
with care to the expositions made by our colleagues. Wiile we think a report on the 
status of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations might not be helpful at t h i s time, we w i l l now 
undertake t c present such a report at the appropriate time during the second part 
of our annual session. Further, beyond whatever action the Committee may take at 
t h i s tim-e, the United States w i l l c a r e f u l l y review the proposals introduced 
recently i n t h i s body with a view to i d e n t i f y i n g those areas i n which essential 
m u l t i l a t e r a l a c t i v i t y to reach our objective of a ban on chemical weapons might 
begin without, at the same time, rendering the b i l a t e r a l negotiations even more 
d i f f i c u l t . 

I t i s with some caution that the United States delegation now conveys t h i s 
decision, for we cannot be a,t a l l certain of the outcome of our review and we have 
no desire to mislead the Committee or to create somehow the impression that we 
have an acceptable approach t c t h i s legitimate concern i n hand. We have listened, 
and we w i l l make a serious ef f o r t to respond to what we have heard. 

One common theme i n our discussions of the Last two days was the need for 
more extensive informal consultations. Another appears to be that, whatever 
decision we should take at t h i s tine., we could not r e a l l y begin to implement such a 
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decision u n t i l t h i s suramer. In t h i s context, the delegation of the United States 
wonders i f our common purpose would host he served hy creating a group to ''define 
further the methods and forms of the Committee's work." I thought we were i n the 
process of doing precisely thot, and somehow, I doubt that placing a new chapeau 
on our efforts w i l l lead to a substantively different outcome. I certainly would 
not wish my remarks to be interpreted as an unwillingness to engage i n 
consulterions, since the delegation of the United States has never i n s i s t e d on a 
formal structure to consult with colleagues and. we do not so i n s i s t at t h i s time. 
Given the d i f f e r i n g -nerceptions as to the area of substantive accord .and 
difference between the proposal of the Group of 21 and that of my distinguished 
colleague from. Poland, I think that a further exposition of the import of each 
proposal would be advisable so we a l l share a common understanding and frame of 
reference when we return to t h i s subject during the second half of O'ur 1979 session. 

Mr. ISSRAELYM (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
Russian): The Soviet delegation takes a highly positive view of the fact that 
the Committee on Disarmament has decided to devote part of i t s spring session to 
the consideration of the question of prohibition of chemical weapons. This i s a 
token of the great importance which the States members of the Conmittee attach to 
that question. And ind.eed, i n terms of urgency i t has come to occupy one of the 
foremost places among the p r i n c i p a l problem.s of disarmament. 

In the past few years the Cormittee on ̂ -isarm-ament has hor" before i t more 
than a few concrete and interesting proposals concorning the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. A l l of them provide a good deal of material for further work. But, at 
the sane time, they demonstrate the com.plexity of the problem of prohibiting 
chemical weapons because they r e f l e c t essential differences i n the approaches of 
different States to certain questions. 

At the present session of the Committee, too, the l a t e s t working documents 
on chemical weapons vrere submitted for our attention. The Soviet delegation f u l l y 
understands the interest shovm i n t h i s matter by many States members of the 
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ComiTàttec, t h e i r concern, t h e i r -"csirr. to f oMcvo ccnstr"active results as soon as 
possible. Indeedg one of the ppxticular features of the orohlem we are 
considering this week i s i t s un i v e r s a l i t y . I t touche? upon tho interests of the 
widest range of countries, inasmuch as there i s a chomic-al industry p r a c t i c a l l y 
everyxihere and, at tho same time,, the p o s s i b i l i t y of creating and developing a 
chemical m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l , 

Quite naturally the question arises as to the most expedient manner of 
orgfinizing tho Coruaittee's work on the prohibition of chemical vreapons. That i s , 
i n substance, as we understand, the p r i n c i p a l object of the proposals most 
recently submitted t c the Comraittee. I have i n mind the working papers by I t a l y , the 
Netherlands and the Group of 21 and also the ideas expressed i n statements by the 
representatives of India, Canada., Ja.pan and a. number of other coimtries. As I 
have already said, we view the m.otives for the a,bove-mentioned proposals with great 
sympathy. 

At the same time, a number of questions a,rise i n connexion with these proposals. 
These questions should be taken duly into account with a view to finding the most 
e f f i c i e n t forms of work which w i l l f a c i l i t a t e progress i n t h i s important matter. 

For example,.it would hardly be proper i f we f a i l e d to give attention to the 
circumstance that two members of the Committee — the Soviet Union and the 
United States of /itnerica — have for a пглаЬег of years past been conducting 
detailed b i l a t e r a l negotiations on the question of prohibition of chemical weapons, 
a.t which, al b e i t s l c v l y , some progress i s being achieved. 

In tho course of these b i l a t e r a l negotiations, which we regard a.s an 
important step towardis the conclusion of an interna,tional convention, we are 
endeavouring to tako f u l l account of the international community's legitimate 
concern to obtain prohibition of chemical wea.pons as early as possible. But we 
cannot simply share the optimism of those who consider tha-t some kind of ''parallel" 
conduct of negotiations i n the Committee w i l l be -я simple and easy ma,tter and w i l l 
i n i t s e l f have a b e n e f i c i a l effect upon the solution of the problem as a whole. 
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Thus, we have serious doubts concerning the proposal to establish an ad hoc 
vv-orking group for the elaboration of a draft convention. I t seems to us thac 
conditions for t h i s are not yet r i p e . As for the proposal that the participants 
i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations should f u l l y inform the Committee on matters i n which 
agreement has been reached as w e l l as issues s t i l l outstanding, i t seems to us that 
putting t h i s proposal into effect may harm the b i l a t e r a l negotiations rather than 
f a c i l i t a t e them. This does not, of course, preclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of presenting 
to the Committee an agreed report on the prc-^ress of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations at an 
appropriate time, e.g. i n the course of the second part of the current session of the 
Committee. 

I t would also be wrong to ignore the general state of the matter and, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , the fact that the positions of different States diverge seriously on 
many aspects. 

In such circumstances i t i s necessary to work out a balanced approach towards 
organizing the further consideration of the problem cf chemical weapons i n the 
Committee and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , to r e f l e c t on other possible apjjroaches. In t h i s 
connexion, the views of our P o l i s h colleagues concerning an u n o f f i c i a l contact group 
seem to us to be of interest. The most efficacious and generally acceptable approaches 
could be defined with i t s help. 

We understand, of course, that some other delegations have a different opinion, 
which wo by no means intend to ignore. On the contrary, we propose to study with 
f u l l attention the p—^posals put forward i n ' le course of the Cwaittee's current 
session. This also applies, i n p a r t i c u l a r , to the question connected with defining 
the problems which could be considered at the m u l t i l a t e r a l l e v e l without detriment to 
the progress of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Naturally, our position on these questions w i l l be determ.ined i n the l i g h t of 
vai-ious circumstances i n the future. We s h a l l , as i n the past, seek the most 
e f f i c i e n t and efficacious methods of work of the Committee which might-ensure the 
solving of one of the urgent problems of disarmament — the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. 
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Since t h i s i s my f i r s t .statement i n a plenary 
meeting of the Committee this month, permit me to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on 
the high o f f i c e of presiding oyer the Committee on Disairaaraent during the month of 
A p r i l . As a result of your efforts and the contribution by your distinguished 
predecessors, the distinguished representatives of Algeria, Argentina and Aust r a l i a , 
the Committee has accomplished several im.pcrtant tasks, thus la.ying the ground for 
f r u i t f u l and purposeful negotiations. 

Though we were l e f t with l i t t l e time for the detailed consideration of particular 
âisarmament problems on the agenda of the Committee, -"..'e managed to concentrate cur 
attention on two important questions i n the disarmament f i e l d , that i s item 2 of the 
agenda —- Cessation of nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, and item 4 — 

P r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 
My delegation notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n the interest demonstrated by the Committee 

i n the discussion of the problems cf nuclear disarmament and p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
attention paid to the j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e of the s o c i a i i s t countries contained i n 
document CD/4 on the negotiations f o r the .cessation of production of a l l types of 
nuclear weapons and for the gradual reduction of the i r stockpiles u n t i l t h e i r t o t a l 
destruction. 

As to the second question i n the programme of work for the f i r s t part of the 
annual session for 1979» namely the question of the ban on chemica-l weapons which i s 
now under discussion, cur delegation would l i k e to express at-th i s meeting certain 
considerations. 

The Bulgarian delegation i s f u l l y aware of the importance of the chemical 
weapons problem. As has been noted by many of the preceding spealcers, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries members of the CCD had i n i t i a t e d the discussion on this question and had 
introduced the f i r s t draft convention f o r the t o t a l elimination of this kind of 
weapons of mass destruction. Since then more than 100 different ideas i n the form 
of com^prehensive drafts or working papers dealing with certain s p e c i f i c problems 
have been presented to the Committee. 

I t i s our deep conviction, however, that the b i l a t e r a l United States-USSR 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons remain of paramoimt importance i n 
the efforts to proscribe this kind of weapon. This i s why, while sharing the common 
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fervent wish for a speedy solution to the problem of chemical weapons, we are incl i n e d 
to appreciate t h e i r warnings on the complexities involved. To quote from the 
Joint United State-~USSR Statement of 22 Au.gust 1978; "the issues involved i n complete 
and effective prohibition of chemical weapons are extremely complex. The p o l i t i c a l 
and technical issues involved are d i r e c t l y linked and thus must be dealt with at the 
same time. Developing an adequately v e r i f i a b l e disarmament measure which i s designed 
to eliminate an entire class of weapons from the arsenals of States and which also 
affects one of the major industries i n many countries i s a task which requires great 
care". 

The remarks of the distinguished representatives of the United States and the 
USSR yesterday, and the statements we have just listened to, are further confirmation 
of the adequate and precise description of the problem of chemical weapons i n the 
above-mentioned quotation. 

There has been a pronounced tendency i n this Committee i n recent months to 
in t e n s i f y the search for new ideas and eff o r t s i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons ban. 
This i s an understandable and positive tendency, ¥e appreciate and understand the 
sincere aspirations of many delegations for timely and concrete results i n the 
chemical weapons negotiations. 

But as to the idea of creating a working group, we do not believe that the time 
has come for such a step to be taken. ¥hat we have heard from the distinguished 
representatives of the USSR and the United States c l e a r l y indicates to us that at 
this p a r t i c u l a r stage we are not i n a pos i t i o n to contribute to t h e i r b i l a t e r a l t a l k s . 
I think that the Conmiittee can ignore neither the importance of the negotiations 
between the two Powers nor the advice of t h e i r representatives who are deeply aware 
of the complications and d i f f i c u l t i e s of these important negotiations. 

Before setting up a working group we have to agree upon the methods of work of 
such a group and of the mandate we are supposed to give to such a subsidiary body. 

Taking a l l this into consideration, we fully support the proposal of the 
Pol i s h delegation to create an informal contact group which, on the basis of a l l the 
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documents presented to the Committee, could carry out consultations as to the future 
methods and forms of work i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons. Such consultations 
d e f i n i t e l y could lead to more successful overcoming of the ex i s t i n g differences i n 
the approach to the elaboration of a convention outlawing chem.ical weapons. 

Having a l l t h is .in mind, the Bulgarian delegát±<Sn<'expie&séë i t s 
willingness and readiness to participate i n such an informal contact group. 

The СНА1ЙШШ" (translated from French)s I thank the distinguished delegate 
of Bulgaria for his statement and for his kind words about -myself and about my 
predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 

Mr. KAMAHDA WA KAMAHDA (Zaire) (translated from French); My f i r s t duty i s 
a pleasant one, to address to you, Mr. Chairman, my sincere good wishes on your 
appointment to the Chair of this Committee on Disarmament. In more than one respect 
we are happy that the proceedings of this Committee are being guided by the 
representative of the Kingdom of Belgium, a countiy with which we are linked by a 
long tradition of friendship and co-operation, and we are convinced that your vast 
experience and your great q u a l i t i e s as a diplomat and your sensitive touch are a sure 
guarantee f o r the e f f i c i e n t conduct and happy outcome of our proceedings. 

Nor should I f a i l to address my congratulations likewise to the Ambassador of 
Au s t r a l i a , your predecessor i n the Chair of this Committee, and to t e l l him how 
greatly we appreciate the sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and negotiating s k i l l which he 
displayed i n that o f f i c e , thanks to which the Committee has succeeded i n adopting an 
agenda and programme of work. A l l this i s a tribute to Ambassador Thomson's great 
experience and his proved merits; we are most grateful to him. 

My country wishes furthermore to express i t s sympathy to the delegation of 
Yugoslavia and through i t to the Government and people of that country for the sad 
events which have recently struck them. 

Las t l y , I would l i k e to express to Mrs. Inga Thorsson, leader of the Swedish 
delegation, our very sincere condolence on the death of her husband — a tragic loss 
to his family. 
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The Government and people of the fíepublic of Zaire are profoimdly concerned hy 
the general and world-wide problem of disarmament. Zaire i s a developing coimtry, 
and consequently i t s s o c i a l , economic cjid g e o - p o l i t i c a l circum.stances constitute a 
s u f f i c i e n t reason for i t s p r i o r i t y concern with developm.ent and security, i n view of 
the calculations and designs cf power, i f not the w i l l of power. 

Our f i r s t concern i s vàth development, because we have to deploy a l l necessary 
efforts to achieve the release of the vast f i n a n c i a l resources used for m i l i t a r y 
and warlike purposes to cope with the burden.of povertj/, distress, ignorance, 
disease and a l l kinds of ineqxiality from which the populations of the developing 
countries i n general and ours i n p a r t i c u l a r suffer. ¥e consider that the huge 
f i n a n c i a l resources at present devoted to the arm.s race, to the manufacturer of 
ever-more sophisticated weapons and to the invention of weâ pons of mass destruction 
might assuredly be applied to the achievement of great and noble objectives and to 
the construction of g, world at peace i n which co-operation i n tr u s t , equality and 
harmony would p r e v a i l on the basis of the recognized principles of the Charter of the 
United Nations. 

Our second concern i s security, because on i t depends the harmonious planning 
of the progress and greater welfare of our populations i n peace, whereas the unchecked 
íiünamonts race, the excessive stock-piling and increase of the arsenals of war, the 
cynical improvement of certain weapons and missiles that ca.use massive and 
indiscriminate destruction, the invention and improvement of chemical ba c t e r i o l o g i c a l 
incendiary and. so many other weapons threaten both peaxe and international security, 
the future and the su r v i v a l of manlcind. 

These are the reasons vrhy Zaire supported the terms of the Fi n a l Document of the 
Tenth special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations which define the 
framevrork and p r i o r i t i e s for the negotiations on disarmament. 

The ban on the use of chemicavl vreapons was the subject of a Protocol which v-ras 
cxlopted and signed at Geneva on I 7 June 1 9 2 5 . Since then, however, the roanufactvrre 
of these v/eapons — because the manufacture was not expressly prohibited — has not 
stopped. Because of tho t o x i c i t y of these v/eapons, a d i s t i n c t i v e c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of 
vrhich i s t h e i r special a t r o c i t y , and the r i s k — increasing from year to year — of 
th e i r generalized use, fresh efforts have been undertaken to achieve by complementary 
international agreements the prohibition of the development, manufacture and 
stock - p i l i n g of chemical weapons. 
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Naturally, we associate ourselves wholeheartedly with this approach, because 
throughout t h e i r long history end t h e i r national l i b e r a t i o n struggle the peoples of 
our continent, i n various places and гЛ various times, have had the b i t t e r experience 
of being victims of the use of these weapons of indiscriminate mass destruction which 
caused imm.easurable damage both to the physical i n t e g r i t y of innocent populations and 
to t h e i r natural environment and resources, spreading destruction and desolation i n 
t e r r i t o r i e s that i n any case suffer from underdevelopment, poverty and misery and so 
delaying f o r a, long tim.e the i r s o c i a l and econoiuic advancement. 

Accordingly, i n the sam.e s p i r i t we should, welcome the bilatera.l negotiations 
between the United States of America and the Soviet Union on chemical weapons which 
have been going on since 1976 and we hope that, thanks to the p o l i t i c a l w i l l expressed 
on both sides, these negotiations w i l l be crowned with success for the benefit of 
mankind. In the same s p i r i t we are v r i l l i n g to support a l l constructive i n i t i a t i v e s , 
whatever t h e i r source. In that s p i r i t , too, v/e consider that the workshops 
organized by the Governments of the Pederal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom 
have ma.de a valuable contribution. 

To supplement these b i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s , however, we favour the approach which 
caused the General Assembly of the United Nations at i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d session to 
recommend that the Committee on Disarmament should begin at the e a r l i e s t possible 
opportunity negotiations on chemical vreapons, and we are convinced that the 
negotiations i n this Committee can i n no way haraper the b i l a t e r a l talks now proceeding. 

VJhile appreciating that i n the general f i e l d of disarmament the Powers which 
manufacture and possess nuclear and other vreapons of ma„ss destruction have a special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the context of our deliberations, vre consider that disarmament and 
a ban on the development, manufacture and s t o c k - p i l i n g of certain vrea-pons, notably 
chemical vreapons, should be matters for a.ll because they are of universal concern. 

That i s why i n our opinion the new Committee on Disa.rmai'nent, whose m.embers 
include countries that a.re producers and countries that are not producers of weapons, 
both developed i n d u s t r i a l i z e d and developing countries, i s ' the most appropriate 
forum for the conduct of the negotiations i n conformity vfith the guidelines of the 
P i n a l Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly of the 
United Nations. 
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. Tie. problem i s one.of: universal concern because i t affects man as a whole, and 
i t would be neither right nor appropriate to exclude steps and i n i t i a t i v e s 
s-appdementing the discussions between free nations which r i g h t l y consider themselves 
concerned about the future of mankind, i n so f a r as these i n i t i a t i v e s have the same 
object as the b i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Accordingly, we support doc-ument CD/11 of the Group of 21 which malœs the 
sensible suggestion that a, working group should be appointed to prepare a convention 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons, because we thinlc that this i s the most 
s-uitable method of i n i t i a t i n g or s t a r t i n g these im/portant negotiations. 

In the l i g h t of the progress made i n the b i l a t e r a l talks and on the basis of 
the e x i s t i n g documentary material, the working group should i d e n t i f y the elements to 
be embodied i n a convention and consider the important question of effective 
v e r i f i c a t i o n based on an appropriate combination of national and international 
measures that would be mutually com.plementary and capable of ensuring the effective 
respect of the ban. 

After the entry into force i n 1975 of the Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stock-piling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin 
Weapons and on t h e i r Destruction, a l l the objective conditions are f u l f i l l e d , i n our 
opinion, for the purpose of s t a r t i n g negotiations on a convention prohibiting 
chemical vreapons which vreuld be the natural and indispensable counterpart of the 
other convention. 

Co-nvinced that vre are a l l av/are of the need to safeguard our culture and 
c i v i l i z a t i o n i n t h e i r purest form, we hope -tnat, thanlcs to a general moraen-bum of 
human s o l i d a r i t y , the negotiations on chemical vreapons w i l l not be impeded by delay 
and procedural debate vi-hich often are the thrn disguise for s e l f i s h interests and that 
they v / i l l move promptly i n the dire c t i o n we a l l desire. 

This w i l l be proof of our conm.on determination to serve manlcind and to confront 
the many complex challenges cf the closing years of this contury. 

The CI-IAIRMAM (translated from French) s I thanlc the distinguished delegate 
of Zaire f o r his statement. On more than one score, I can assure you, I vras 
appreciative of the congratulations that you addressed to me as Chairman. I thank 
you also f o r the tribute that you paid to my predecessor. Ambassador Thomson. 
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Mr. GARCIA PiOBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): I am not proposing 
i n my statement today to add anything nev to the abundant documentary material 
concerning the item of the elimination of chemical weapons that i s at the 
Committee's disposal, for under rule 39 of the rules of procedure a l l the documents 
of the Eighteen-Uation Committee on Disarmament and of the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament may be referred to as though they were part of the 
Committee's own documentation. 

A l l we would l i k e to do i s to draw attention to some facts which, owing to 
t h e i r special significance, ought at a l l times to be present i n our minds as we 
discuss the subject. 

I would mention f i r s t that a l i t t l e more than 10 years ago, as i s stated i n 
the report for 197° of the Eighteen-lation Committee on Disarmement approved on 
28 August of that year., that Committee '"a.greed to recommend to the General Assembly 
that the Secretary-General appoint a group of experts to study the effects of the 
possible use of chemical and bacteriological means of warfare''. 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations, for his part, made the following 
statement i n the Introduction to his annual report dated 2 h September I 9 6 8 : 

•'The question of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons has been overshadowed by 
the question of nuclear weapons., which have a destructive power several orders 
of magnitude greater than that of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons. Nevertheless, 
these too are weapons of mass destruction regarded with universal horror. In 
some respects they moy be even more dangerous than nuclear weapons because 
they do not require the enormous expenditure of f i n a n c i a l and s c i e n t i f i c 
resources that a.re required for nuclear weapons ... I therefore welcome the 
recommendation of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament 
to the General Assembly that the Secretary-General -appoint a group of experts 
to study the effects of the possible use of chemical and ba c t e r i o l o g i c a l means 
of warfare, I believe that such a study, which would explore and weigh the 
dangers of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons-, wo'uld prove to be a most useful 
undertaking at the present time." 
On 20 December I 9 6 8 the General Assembly, echoing the foregoing statements, 

adopted i t s resolution 2̂ +5̂  A (XXIIl) by which i t requested the Secretary-General 
to prepare, with the assistance of q u a l i f i e d consultant experts, a report on chemical 
and ba c t e r i o l o g i c a l (biological) wep.pons and the effects of t h e i r possible use. 

In conformity with that decision, Ik experts appointed by the Secretary-General, 
nationals of as many countries i n four different continents, prepared the report 
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asked for which received i most •r-^voirr.abiG welcome i n the Assembly and whose 
conclusions include the following throe: 

"Because chemiccl and bfocteriological (biological) weapons a.re 
i-.npredictablcJ i n varying degree,, eiôhtr i n the scale or duration of t h e i r 
effects and because no certain defence cfin be planned against them, t h e i r 
u n i v e r s f l elifiiiurtie->n would not detract from any nation's security. Once any 
chemical or bc.ctoriologice .1 (biological) weapon had been used i n warfare, there 
would be a serious r i s k of escalation., both i n tho uso of more dangerous weapons 
belonging to the same class and. i n the use of other weapons of m.ass destruction. 
In shorty the development of a chemical or bacteriological (biological) armoury, 
and a defence , implies an economic burden without necessarily imparting any 
proportionate compensatory advantage to security. And, at the same time, i t 
imposes a new a,nd continuing threat to future international security. 

'The general conclusion of the report can thus be summed up i n a few l i n e s . 
Were these weapons ever to be used on a la,rge scale i n war. no one could predict 
how enduring the effects would bo and how they would affect the structure of 
society and the cnviromient i n which we l i v e . Thi," overriding danger would 
apply as much to the country which i n i t i a t e d the use of these weapons as to 
the one which had been attaxked,, regardless of what protoctrive measures it migh-̂  
have taken i - p a r a l l e l with i t s düve..opment of an offe-,3ive capability. 
A p a r t i c u l a r danger also derives from the fact tbnt any country could develop 
or acquire, in one way or another, a ca,pability i n t h i s type of worfarc, despite 
the fact that t h i s could prove costly. The danger of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of this 
class of weapons applies a,s much to the developing as i t docs to developed 
countries, 

"The momentum of the a r m s ro.co would, c l e a r l y decrea,se i f the production of 
these wê .pons were e f f e c t i v e l y and unconditionally banned. Their use, which 
could cause an enormous loss of human l i f e , has a.lrtady been condemned and 
prohibited by international agreements- i n p a r t i c u l a r the Geneva Protocol of 
1925. and, more recently, i n resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
United l e t i o n s . The prospects for general and complete disarmament under 
effective dntcrna,tionr;l control and hence for peace throughout the world,, 
would brighten s i g n i f i c a n t l y i f the development, prod.uction and stockpiling 
of chemica,l and b.acteriological (biological) argents intended for purposes of 
war were to end and i f they were eliminated from a l l m i l i t a r y arsenals," 
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Since the time when t h i s report by the group of experts, which was approved 
unanimously, was transmitted to the Secretary-General of the United Hâtions on 
30 June 1969 about 10 years have elapsed i n the course of which the following 
developments have occurred: 

( 1 ) The General Assembly approved another 1^ resolutions i n which i t stressed 
regularly the urgency of reaching early agreement on effective means for the 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons 
and for t h e i r destruction, purposes which my delegation usually sums up i n the words 
'"elimination of chemical weapons". 

( 2 ) The annex to one of these resolutions — resolution 2826 (XXVl) of 
16 December 19T1 — reproduced the text of the Convention on the Prohibition of 
the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and 
Toxin Weapons and on t h e i r Destruction which, as you know, entered into force on 
26 March 1975 and the preamble to which expressly recognized that the Convention 
should be regarded as "a f i r s t possible step towards the achievement of agreement on 
effect i v e measures also for the prohibition of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons" and which further expressed the determination of 
the States parties ''to continue negotiations to that end''. 

( 3 ) A c l a s s i f i e d index of hundreds of spec i f i c references to the various 
elements of the elimination of chemical weapons considered i n the CCD during i t s 
deliberations i n the f i v e years that elapsed between 1972 and 1976 was prepared by 
the secretariat i n a miost useful working paper dated 11 March 1 9 7 7 . A similar wealth 
of analogous references i s given i n the verbatim records of the plenary meetings 
and above a l l of the meetings of the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly. 

{k) Between I6 March 1970 and 31 August 1978 — the date on which i t held i t s 
l a s t meeting —• altogether 79 documents were submitted to the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament:, the t i t l e s of the f i r s t 78 of these documents are given i n 
the secretariat's "tabulation of documents of the CCD c l a s s i f i e d according to subjects 
1962-1978- '; and the l a s t of these documents, i.e. CCD/5T7 dated 22 August 1 9 7 8 , i s 
reproduced i n volume I I I of the report of the CCD for 1 9 7 8 . 

( 5 ) Among these many working papers there are no fewer than three f u l l draft 
conventions: that sponsored by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, 
Romania and the USSR dated 28 March 19T2 (CCD/36l)^ the draft submitted by Japan 
dated 30 A p r i l 197^ (CCD/i+20): and the draft submitted by the United Kingdom dated 
б August 1976 (CCD/512). 



CD/PV.31 
54 

{¥¡r. García Robles, Mexico) 

( 6 ) In the F i n a l Document which was approved by consensus on 30 June 19T8 

and which sum.s up the conclusions of the " i r s t special session devoted to disarmament 
the General Assembly has made the following emphatic statement: 

"The complete and effective prohibition of the development, production 
and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r destruction represent one 
of the most urgent measures of disarm.ament. Consequently, the conclusion of 
a convention to t h i s end, on which negotiations have been going on for several 
years- i s one of the m.ost urgent tasks of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. After 
i t s conclusion, a l l States should contribute to ensuring the broadest possible 
application of the convention through i t s early signature and r a t i f i c a t i o n . ' ' 
( 7 ) The Committee on Disarmament, vhich started i t s deliberations less than 

three months ago, has already received three working papers dealing with the 
elimination of chemical weapons: that submitted on 6 February 1979 by the 
delegation of I t a l y (CD/5), i n which i t was suggested that not l a t e r than the 
beginning of i t s summer session the Committee should appoint an ad hoc working 
group to deal with the topic with which we are concerned; a paper submitted on the 
same date by the delegation of the Netherlands (CD/6); and the paper submitted by 
a l l the members of the Group of 21 (CD/ll) which, l i k e the one I mentioned ' f i r s t , 
proposes the establislmient of an ad hoc working group. 

My short recapitulation makes i t unnecessary, I think, to explain further why 
the delegation of Mexico — which i n 1973 was one of the 10 delegations of what was 
then called the Group of 15 to co-sponsor working paper CCD/liGO — has been 
supporting from the beginning the Swedish delegation's i n i t i a t i v e which culminated 
i n the submission of working paper CD/11 by the Group of 2 1 . Hence, I s h a l l do no 
more than re-em-phasize our b e l i e f that the establishment of an ad hoc working group 
open to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l States members of the Committee as proposed i n 
that document would not — as the paper i t s e l f says — hamper or hinder i n any way 
whatsoever the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s which have been going on for so long between the 
United States and the Soviet Union. On the contrary, we firmly believe that the 
p a r a l l e l negotiations would be of a-ssistance to each other. In addition to 
recovering i n t h i s wa.y, i n connexion with a subject of manifest universal i n t e r e s t , 
the functions expressly entrusted,to i t by the F i n a l Dociiment of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament as ''a single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating forum", 
the Committee would, we are sure, make an invaluable contribution to the happy 
culmination of such negotiations. 
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Их. OGISO (Japan); Since this- i s the f i r s t time I take the f l o o r during 
the month of A p r i l -I wish to associate myself, f i r s t of a l l , with a l l the previous 
speakers i n congratulating you on your assumption of the Chair. The Committee 
has already achieved a great deal under your able leadership. I also wish to 
express my appreciation to Ambassador Thomson who presided the Committee l a s t 
month i n h i s usual able manner. 

I t was not my o r i g i n a l intention to take the f l o o r at today's meeting, but 
having heard the statements made by the united States and the Soviet Union, I am 
bound to make a b r i e f intervention. 

F i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to express my appreciation to the distinguished 
delegates of the United States and the"Soviet Union f o r giving due regard to the 
proposal I made i n my statement of 27 March this year concerning the progress 
report to be made by two negotiating Powers on the present status of their b i l a t e r a l 
negotiation on a chemical weapons ban. 

Having l i s t e n e d with careful attention to t h e i r respective statements I must 
confess that I was very much disappointed by the lack of understanding on the part 
of the two delegations for the progress report on the b i l a t e r a l negotiations on 
chemical weapons. 

As has been pointed out by a number of delegations i n the plenary as well as 
i n informal meetings, we are now facing the situation where the CCD and th i s 
Committee have not been able to enter into negotiations on the chemical weapons ban 
treaty, since the j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e s were declared by the United States and the 
Soviet Union at thei r summit talks i n July 1 9 7 4 . 

In our deliberations we have never maintained that the b i l a t e r a l negotiations 
should be replaced by the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n t h i s Committee. ¥hat we 
have been convinced of, however, i s that i n the l i g h t of the l i t t l e progress made 
i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations since 1 9 7 4 , i t i s high time f o r us to explore the 
ways and means that would contribute to progress i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l ' negotiations 
on the chemical weapons ban treaty, taking f u l l y into accoxmt the progress and the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s involved i n the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s . I t was i n t h i s conviction that my 
delegation made the.proposal on 27 March that the Committee should decide to 
request the United States and the USSE to make a progress report to the Committee 
before the end of this part of i t s annual session, so that the'Committee may be i n 
a pos i t i o n to enter into more substantial considerations i n the summer session. 
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The working paper presented by the Group of 21 (CD/11) also requests that 
the States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations should inform the proposed 
ad hoc working group on the state of negotiations, i n d i c a t i n g the areas i n which 
agreements have been reached as well as the issues which are s t i l l outstanding. 

My delegation, as I have stated before, f u l l y r ealizes the importance of the 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations for the eventual successful conclusion of the chemical 
weapons ban treaty and has no intention vrhatsoever to replace the b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations by a different form of negotiavtion. ¥e can appreciate, too, that 
f i n a l agreement on those areas vrhere provisional agreement has been reached at 
present between the two Powers may sometimes bo dependent on the outcome of the 
negotiations on s t i l l - u n s o l v e d outstanding issues, and we are ready to accept 
certain agreed provisions as provisional without taking them as their f i n a l 
commitment. I f the present status of negotiation i s reported, even i n a 
provisional or conditional manner, i t w i l l be a great encouragement to the other 
delegations i n the Committee to put forward new views i n order to help to solve 
the outstanding problems. 

My delegation s t i l l believes that i t i s possible for the United States and 
the Soviet Union to make a progress report to the Committee without i n t e r f e r i n g 
with the progress of t h e i r b i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

Repeating t h i s proposal today I am also taking into account the sl i g h t e s t 
difference between the status of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations on a chemical weapons 
ban and the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive test ban (CTB). In the 
case of CTB the number of countries vihich are capable of tost explosions i s rather 
l i m i t e d , but i n the case of chemical weapons, there are a number of countries, 
including not only a l l developed countries but also developing countries, which 
are capable of developing such weapons. 

I f a chemical weapons ban should be negotiated, i t i s to the benefit of the 
world community, including the two super-Powers, to secure as wide a p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
as possible. 

My delegation vrould therefore l i k e to renew i t s request to the United States 
and the Soviet Union to give further consideration to th i s question of a progress 
report and make best efforts to present a progress report on the b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations to the Committee at the e a r l i e s t possible opportunity i n the second 
part of this annual session. 
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The CHAIEMM (translated from French); I thank the distinguished delegate 
of Japan, Mbassador Ogiso, f o r his statement. 

Distinguished delegates, I have four nore speakers on my l i s t . In view of the 
l a t e hour and because several delegates have asked me not to prolong our meeting 
this morning, I wish to propose that we interrupt our work and resume this afternoon. 
May I then suggest that we should resume our work i n plenary meeting this afternoon 
at 5 p.m.? 

I f there are no objections, I suggest that we should suspend the meeting now 
and resme at 3 P»ni. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed at 3 p.m. 

The СНА1ИШГ (translated from French); Distinguished delegates, we s h a l l 
now resume the work of the t h i r t y - f i r s t plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament, 

Mr. AHMED (Nigeria); Mr. Chairman, you have already conveyed condolences 
on behalf of a l l of us to Mrs. Inga Thorsson, through the Swedish delegation, on 
her irreparable l o s s . However, I would l i k e to take this opportunity to convey 
personally our delegation's condolences, through the Swedish delegation to 
Mrs. Thorsson. 

I also wish to express our sympathy to the delegation of Yugoslavia f o r the 
loss of Нтлаап. l i f e and property caused by the recent earthquake i n that country. 

As recommended i n resolution 33/59A of the General Assembly, the Committee has 
at l a s t begun consideration of the two substantive p r i o r i t y issues. We have now 
before us the fourth item on the agenda, which i s also the second item on our 
programme of work for the f i r s t part of the current session. The Committee must 
not relent or merely content i t s e l f with general debate and the production of more 
routine working papers. 

I t i s now v i r t u a l l y impossible to embark on any consideration of the question 
of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons without r e i t e r a t i n g what has been said before. 
Hardly any new approach can be suggested that i s not a modification or adaptation of 
a previous one. As has already been pointed out i n various working papers and i n 
various statements, there i s tremendous background material available. Our efforts 
should therefore be f u l l y geared towards serious and deep consideration of t h i s item, 
with a view to the preparation of a draft convention on the prohibition of the 
development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and on the i r 
destruction. 
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The hinding coiraniiments contained i n thé "eighth "paragraph of t"ne Preamble 
and i n a r t i c l e s YII and VIII of the Convention on the Prohibition of Bacteriological 
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons of 1971 are unambiguous. I t i s our good f a i t h 
which i s ambiguous and which remains to be tested. V/e do not therefore, need to 
go into the detailed l i i s t o r i c a l analysis of efforts to achieve the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. I t i s s u f f i c i e n t to r e c a l l the high hopes of the CCD during 
1977 and early 1 9 7 8 . In 1977 there were indications that the CCD was r e g i s t e r i n g 
substantive progress by providing a comprehensive elaboration of technical matters 
involved i n banning of chemical v/eapons. Furthermore, the b i l a t e r a l negotiations 
of the United States"and the USSR were a focus of much attention. Great hopes 
were expressed at the time of the 32nd General Assembly that a draft convention 
would be forthcoming i n time for consideration by the special session on 
disarmament, and this wa,s r e f l e c t e d i n the resolution which was adoptigd at the 
time. Those high hopes were not f u l f i l l e d . 

My delegation i s of the firm view that the Committee on Disarmament should 
adopt the necessary organizational machinery to begin elaboration of a draft 
convention, during this session, on the prohibition of chemical weapons. As a 
party to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and the I 9 7 I Convention, and as a co-sponsor 
of document CD/ll we are committed to working i n that d i r e c t i o n , and we think there 
i s j u s t i f i c a t i o n to believe that most other members of the Committee at least 
recognize that the time i s r i p e , that a draft convention i s within rea.ch. 

There are more s i m i l a r i t i e s than divergencies i n the three proposed working 
doc-uments on prohibition of chemical weapons recently placed before the Committee. 
Broadly speaking a l l agree on the following elements 

F i r s t , the s e t t i n g up of an informal subsidiarjr organ of tho Ccmmittee, 
open to a l l members and with p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-members; 

Secondly, the elaboration by the subsidiary organ of a comprehensive 
document the end r e s u l t of v/hich w i l l be a draft convention; 

Thirdly, the subsidiary organ should be set up during the course of the 
current session and should commence i t s work this session; 
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Fourthly, the subsidiary organ would benefit from information regarding 
the state of b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the tv̂ ro super-Powers or t h e i r 
i n d i v i d u a l or j o i n t views; 

F i f t h l y , i t should take into account e x i s t i n g proposals (including 
those submitted to the CCD) and future proposals; 

S i x t h l y , i t should i d e n t i f y areas of agreement and areas where 
disagreement s t i l l exists (and possible new elements for the formulation 
of scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n on a convention) or imdertake "an in-depth 
consideration of the imresolved problems standing i n the way of an agreement." 

Furthermore, a l l the working papers e x p l i c i t l y or i m p l i c i t l y recognize that the 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the two super-Powers could continue at the same 
time as the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. 

These elements certainly provide a basis for the Committee to take a 
decision which w i l l make possible the proper and detailed consideration, with 
or without experts, of the technical aspects of a draft convention. The 
material available i n the three draft conventions submitted to the CCD since 1 9 7 2 , 

as w e l l as i n the working paper CCD/400 submitted by the group of 1 5 , and i n the 
"compilation of material on chemical weapons from CCD working papers and 
statements 1 9 7 2 - 7 6 " , would, along with any new documents to be submitted, allow 
the ad hoc working group proposed by the Group of 21 to s t a r t negotiating and 
drafting. 

Due consideration w i l l have to be given to the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
control; possibly a combination of both national and international measunes 
would be needed — and suitable common ground might be found. In this regard, 
we would l i k e to r e g i s t e r our appreciation to the Governments of the 
United Kingdom and Federal Republic of Germany for arranging v i s i t s to chemical 
plants i n t h e i r respective countries. We also recognize the value of the 
v i s i t s as confidence-building measures. The issue of the scope of prohibition 
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i s equally a v i t a l and important aspect which has to be settled. I t xfould 
probably be necessary to prohibit not only chemical weapons themselves but 
also s p e c i f i c chemical agents and means of delivery. Another issue v r i l l 
be whether to adopt a comprehensive or gradual a,pproach. The question of 
c r i t e r i a would be very s i g n i f i c a n t i n s e t t l i n g a l l these technical matters. 
Should the c r i t e r i a be based on purpose or intention or on quantity? Should 
the basis be v e r i f i a b i l i t y or the effect and chemical property? The basis 
v r i l l probably be a combination of a l l these. ¥e are convinced th-at nothing 
short of a working g-roup can be properly seized v/ith a l l these issues, because 
what the Committee needs now i s not another working paper, thero are already 
enough of them, but a draft convention based on common agreements. 

¥e have heard predictions about the development of nev/ technology wliich 
could overtake efforts at chemical weapons disarmament. Thus any time l o s t 
without a convention moves us closer to an avoidable but po t e n t i a l l y 
catastrophic ahd escalating impasse of a chemical weapons balance of ter r o r . 
Worse, because of the a^bility of so many countries to acquire chemical weapons 
the balance w i l l be a very delicate one. I t i s common knowledge as well 
as on record from experts* study that i t i s impossible to l i m i t the effect 
of chemical vreapons within any border once h o s t i l i t i e s s t a r t . The area 
of e ffect of chemical vreapons i s said to be less predictable than that of 
conventional high explosives weapons. Tliey are thus less amenable to 
li m i t e d or controlled use. The r i s k of escalation entailed i s much higher 
with chemical weapons leading to "less controlled and less controllable" 
h o s t i l i t i e s . The conclusion i s that "uncontrolla,ble h o s t i l i t i e s cannot 
bo reconciled vrith the concept of m i l i t a r y security." In addition, being 
a major threat to c i v i l i a n popula.tiens and their sources of food and v/ater, 
the use of chemical weapons cannot be reconciled with national and 
international security. 
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I-îr. GHAREigiAIT (in d i a ) ; I4r. Chairman, I hope you and this very avigust 
Comraittee w i l l forgive me i f I do not read out a prepared statement, I.helieve 
i t i s not improper to intervene from time to time and express ones views and 
react to the evolving sit u a t i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y when one does not have the time to 
prepare a statement since today i s most probably going to be the f i n a l plenary 
of the Committee before i t adjourns. 

We are t o l d that the delegations of Finland and Switzerlaoud are going to 
make statements i n our debate today, and I would l i k e to e:cpress the s a t i s f a c t i o n 
of my delegation that two coi:ntries ou.tsidc cf tho membership of this Committee 
have decided to maice t h e i r own contributions to our work. I hope that t h e i r 
example w i l l be followed by other members, or other countries, so that the 
c o l l e c t i v e wisdom and the c o l l e c t i v e force of the international opinions could 
be brought to bear on ovœ work. 

The subject of chemical weapons was dealt witli by me during my e a r l i e r 
intervention. As early as l a s t year, I had i n my statement declared that India 
does not have chemical weapons i n i t s stocks and that vre do not have any intention 
of going i n for such stocks. In my statement on 8 February this year, I said 
that my delegation had the f e e l i n g tliat the b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the 
United States and the Soviet Union had fo r some reason or other slov/ed down as 
from the middle of l a s t year. I am sad to note that my f e e l i n g was not 
u n j u s t i f i e d . In fact i t was more or less confirmed by the statements that v/e 
heard from the representatives of the United States and the Soviet U.nion t h i s 
m^orning. The distinguishsd j.'.mbasso.ô.or from the United Sta.tes, Ambassador Fisher, 
said that he, or his delegation, was aware of the special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y incumbent 
on the United States and the USSE. I am happy to note this awareness, which i n 
any case we never doubted. But I hope Ambassador Fishor would agree with me 
that i t vrould have boen more appropriate i f the representativros of the 
United States and the USSR, i n discharge of t h e i r special and h e a v y 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , had chosen to intervene at an e a r l i e r occasion i n саг debate 
so that the rest of us could have benefited or pr o f i t e d from t h e i r statements. 
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I think i t vxas the distinguished Foreign MirJ-ster of Prance who had said 
at the inaugu.ral session of our Committe'"- that one mu.st dir trust worô.s. One 
must judge hy actions and not by words. I think i t was a statement made i n 
great seriousness hy the distinguished- Foreign Minister of France, and my 
delegation, i n great appreciation of the seriousness of the approach of the 
French delegation, would l i k e to remind our distinguished colleagues from the 
United States and the USSR that the rest of us a,re expecting some action, some 
concrete progress i n the f i e l d of chemical disarmament. Statements of course 
are extremely important because they r e f l e c t the point of view and the clear 
positions of Governments, but we hope that the vrords vrould be follovred up 
without any further delay vrith concrete action. 

ITow, the main purpose I have asked for the f l o o r today i s to address myself 
to some procedural questions vrhich hê ve been raised d.uring our discussion on 
chemical vreapons. I t i s generally agreed, I think, that the time i s more 
than ripe for our Committee to take some decision of a procedural nature as to 
hovr to proceed, on the substantive issues of chemical disarmament. The Group 
of 21 has put forward a proposal recommending the setting up of an ad hoc 
working group. The d.elegation of Poland has, I think, pu.t forv«rard a suggestion 
for the setting up of an informal contact group. The d.istinguished 
represents-tive of Hungary me-de a suggestion t h i s morning vrhereby the 
comprehensive paper produced, by the Secretariat i n March 1977 woiild be updated. 
I think i t vras the distinguished Ambassador of the Netherlands who suggested 
that t h i s Committee before i t adjourns for t h i s part of the session, shou.ld f i x 
tvro weeks i n June or July for the consideration of the questiovi of chemical 
disarmament. My delegation i s glad that different kinds of proposals have been 
put forvrard, and̂  vre appreciate the s p i r i t i n v/hich a l l these proposals have been 
made. Our regret i s that a l l these proposals, except that ma,de by the 
Group of 2 1 , have been made somevrhat l a t e i n the day, so that vre do not have the 
necessary time for informal consultations, etc., to take a concrete decision at 
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t h i s session. The Indian delegation had suggested some time ago, quite some 
time ago, that the Committee oould deció.c to talce up tho qtiostion of chemical 
weapons before i t agreed on tho agenda and prcg-ramme of work. I f cur 
suggestion had boon accepted — a.nd we could not understand the reluctance of 
some delegations to accept cur suggestion — we would have had more time to 
consider a l l tho questions i n deta.il and perha.ps by now, Mr. Chairman, under 
your leadership, we night have beon able to come to some f r u i t i o n of our vrork. 
I might straight avray say, i n regard to the various suggestions put forv/ard by 
delegations, tha.t vre support the suggestion made by /опЬаззаЛог Domokos th i s 
morning, namely that the Secretariat bring out an updated version of the 
March 1977 paper. I t w i l l be of use to us i n our fu-turo vrork i n the ad hoc 
working group which vre hope v r i l l be set up before too long. 

I vras encouraged by v/hat the distinguished representative of the 
United States said this morning and he v r i l l note that I am speaking of the 
positive element from his statement, instead of the negative one. He did say 
that the United States v r i l l " c a r e f u l l y reviovr the proposal introduced recently 
i n t h i s body with a view to i d e n t i f y i n g those areas i n vrhich essential 
m u l t i l a t e r a l a c t i v i t y to reach our objective of a ban on chemical v/eapons might 
begin". Of course, he goes on to say "vrithout, at the same time, rendering 
the b i l a t e r a l negotiations even mrore d i f f i c u l t " , but I thiiik that i s not an 
operative part of the statement. As f a r as I am concerned, the operative part 
i s that the United States i s prepared to look into the proposals v/ith a view 
to i d e n t i f y i n g those areas i n vrhich m u l t i l a t e r a l a c t i v i t y could begin on the 
question of chemical disa.rmament, I thinlc this i s a helpful and perhaps a, 
hopeful i n d i c a t i o n from one of the tvro negotiating pa.rtners. The distinguished 
representative of the USSR unfortunately decided not to circ u l a t e the text of 
his statement, so I am somewhatt handicapped i n responding to his intervention. 
But i f I am not mistalcon, he said tha.t his delegation had serious doubts, and 
that the time v/as not ripe enough to set up an _ad hoc v/orking group of the 
Committee to look into the gnestion of chemical vrea^pons. Here again I would 
l i k e to look at the positive aspects rather than the negative ones, and note 
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that the Soviet delegation i s not opposed to the proposal to set up an ad hoc 
working' group of the Conmittee, I t seoas that the Soviet delegation has some 
doubts about the timing or the ripeness of the setting up of an ad hoc group at 
this time, and naturally my delegation would respect the views of the Soviet 
delegation, as indeed of any other delegation, on any question before the Committee. 
I had satd i n my statem.ont eaxlier during the session that the ad hoc group could 
be set up now, or еа„г1у during the second part of the annual session f o r this year. 
While naturally we would, prefer that such a working group be set up novr, my 
delegation vrould not object to postponing the setting up of a group u n t i l early i n 
the second part of our a,nnuat session. But I sincerely hope that postponing the 
sett i n g up of the vrorking group u n t i l a l a t e r date vrould not necessarily prevent 
the Unitod States and the Soviet delegations from, a^greeing i n p r i n c i p l e nov; to 
the setting up of such a group at a l a t e r date. Certainly the mandate, the terms 
of reference, of the working group v-rould have to be gone into, that vrould need some 
time, and vre could, do so p r o f i t a b l y either t h i s afternoon or tomorrow morning a,nd 
again very early i n June, vrhen vre resume our work. But I trust and I vrould appeal 
to a l l the members — and there are very fevr of them i n this Committee who have 
reservations — to consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of taking a decision at this session 
i n p r i n c i p l e to' set up a vrorking group very early during the second part of our 
session. 

I vrould l i k e to support also the suggestion vrhich vras made by Ambassador Fein, 
that vre f i x tvro vreeks during the second part of our annual session to consider the 
question of chemicat vrea„pons. I am of course aware that vre have to dravr up our 
programme of work for each pa.rt of our annual session, and presumably t h i s w i l l 
have to be dene when vre resume our work on 12 Juno, Bu.t I understand, that some 
delegations v/ould vrish our Committee to decide as to when the question of chemical 
vreapons would be taken up. My d.elegation i s not r e a l l y enthusiastic about having 
the kind'of informal meetings that vre used to ha„ve l a s t year and the year before — 
informal meetings of the Committee vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts. I think 
there i s no need r e a l l y to i n v i t e experts en bloc from a l l the delegations for the 
purposes of our v/ork, but i f some delegation or dolcgations v/ish to bring experts 
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xfith them when the question i s considered, certainly i t i s th e i r right to do so 
and we would certainly support t h e i r desire to do so. For th i s purpose, i f i t 
i s the general view that we f i x right now s p e c i f i c dates i n J'̂ ine or July for the 
consideration of the question of chonical wea,pons, my delegation would certsñnly 
have no objection to i t , 

I vrould l i k e to say a fevr words about the Po l i s h proposal about the informal 
contarot group. I ai,ppreciate the s p i r i t i n vrhich the suggestion has boon made and 
vrolcome the motivation behind this suggestion. Certainly the suggestion has been 
made víith a vievr to fi n d i n g some commion ground, I suppose, betvreen tvro points of 
view vrhich appear to.be 6_ivergcnt from each other, but which are not,perhaps, adl 
that much apэл?t fromi each other. 

¥e have some d i f f i c u l t y vrith the P o l i s h suggestion. F i r s t of a l l , ou.r rules 
of procedure do not mention anything about informad contact groups. Оггг rules 
of procedure speak of vrorking groups, or informal meetings and private meetings, 
etc., but there i s no reference i n the ríales of procedure to informal contact 
groups. There i s a reference i n the miles of procedure to such a„dditional 
arrangements vrhich the Committee might víish to â grrec upon, but there i s no 
sp e c i f i c reference to informal contact groups i n the rules of procedure. ITow, 
ray delegation vrould be the l a s t to stand i n the vra„y of the proposal on procedura.! 
grounds. The Comnittee i s the master of i t s ovm business. Anyv-ray, the chapeau 
i n our ru.les of procedure i s "unless the Committee decides othe2?vrise". So i f 
tho Committee decides to have an informal contact group, certainly i t could be 
done, but i f i t i s going to be an informal contact group, then there i s no need 
for a decision by the Committee. I t i s alvrays open to delegations, including 
ray delegation, to set up an informal contarot group of our ovm any tine we want to 
and vre could meet throughout the inter-session period to see hovr vre can make 
progress i n our vrork. But the setting up of an informal contact group does not 
need any decision from the Conmittee. The second d i f f i c u l t y that vre have i n 
cle a r l y understanding the u t i l i t y of the proposal, i s a substantive one. We 
fee l — vrhen I say "we", I should porha.ps make i t clear that I am. not applying 
"we" i n the regal sense to myself, but that "vre" refers also to several other 
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delegations who hô vo the same point of viev; and vihon I have consulted on this 
question ~ that the d i f f i c u l t y v;hich sene delegations hav; about an ad hoc 
viorking group should l o g i c a l l y apply also to an informal contact group, 
because i f the delegations, s p e c i f i c a l l y the negotia-ting partners, are not 
w i l l i n g to share vrith tis t h e i r d i f f i c u l t i e s , or the progress they have made, 
then the d i f f i c u l t y viould or should apply also to tho forum of an informal 
contact group. This, for one simple reason, that the _ad hoc vrorking group 
also vrould be informal i n the sense that no records vrould be kept of the 
proceedings of ad hoc vrorking group, and i t vrould be an open and very informal 
forum- for any Sates, including i n p a r t i c u l a r the representatives of tho 
United States and the USSR, to talk to us and, so to speak, to take us into 
some confidence about the átate of t h e i r negotiations. I note that 
jimbassador Fisher said t h i s morning that he did not think that a report on the 
status of the bila.teral negotiations would be helpful at t h i s stage, or at 
th i s t i n e . Nevertheless, he vrent on to say they vrould undertake now to 
present such a report o.t tho appropriate time during the second part of our 
annual session, and I vrelcome t h i s part of ilmbassador Fisher's statement. 
So i f an ad hoc working group i s set up, i t should be possible for tho 
United States delegation and also the delegation of the USSR, to present a 
suitable report or progress report to the vrorking group dviring the second part 
of our annual session. In summary, vre believe that the ad hoc working group 
which we have proposed i s the a,ppropriate forum for taJcing up tho question of 
chemical weapons, and not r e a l l y the proposed informal contact group. As I 
said e a r l i e r , vre have not found any rea l opposition to the proposal for setting-
up an ad hoc vrorking group. We hope that a decision w i l l be talcen nov; to set 
up an ad hoc vrorking group, and that the timing of the actual s e t t i n g up of the 
group could bo l e f t t i l l the very early part of our second part of our annual 
session. 
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Chairman to note that tvro representatives of countries that are -not members of the 
Committee are to have tho opportunitv of addressing tho Committee л 

I nov/ give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Finland, 
Amha s sad or Ra jako v/ski. 

Mr. RAJAIia/SKI (Finland) (translated from French); Allov/mo to say, f i r s t , 
how pleased I am to he taking the f l o o r under the chairmanship of the distinguished 
representative of Belgium., a country with v/hich Finland has t r a d i t i o n a l l y maintained 
good and close relations and v/hose eff o r t s i n the f i e l d of disarmament have often 
coincided i/ith my ov/n country's. 

[The speaker continues i n English] 
I v/ould l i k e to express my gratitude through you, Mr. Chairman, to a l l members 

of the Committee on Disarmament v/ho have been good enough to allov/ my delegation to 
make a statement as a f i r s t delegation not a member of t h i s Committee. As i s well 
knovm, my Government lias over the past years emphasized, on many occasions, the 
importance to preserve the negotiating character of the predecessor of t h i s Committee, 
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament as v/ell as the Committee on Disarmament 
i t s e l f . \!hen the structure and modalities of the negotiating forvmi i n Geneva were 
changed i n the F i n a l Document of the special session of the Assembly on disarmament 
my Government took a very r e s t r i c t i v e p osition as f a r as the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the 
non-members i s cor-cerned. The Committee should not be yet another forum v/here 
delegations can explain t h e i r ovm national p o l i c i e s of disarmament; i t s nature should 
be s t r i c t l y preserved as a negotiating body. My Government f e l t furthermore that 
delegations i n Geneva not members of the Committee should participate i n i t s v/ork only 
v/hen they f e l t that they could be of help and assistance to the Committee. 

One of the f i e l d s v/here my delegation thinks Finland could contribute to common 
endeavours i s that of chemical v/eapons v/hich i s nov/ under discussion i n t h i s Committee 
i n accordance with the programme of v/ork adopted on 12 A p r i l 1 9 7 9 ' This i s a f i e l d i n 
which the Government of Finland has taken a special interest over many years. As 
early as 1972 the Finnish Government made a f i r s t p r a c t i c a l contribution to the 
negotiations on a chemical v/eapons treaty. This i n i t i a t i v e v/as taken i n the firm 
b e l i e f that a l l nations, v/hether parties to m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations or not, have a 
v i t a l interest i n promoting progress i n disarmament. This i s , v/e f e l t , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
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the case of chemical vreapons, a question vrhich has been on the agenda of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disaimament negotiations f o r almost tvro decades and vrhich i s vridely recognized as of 
high p r i o r i t y . I t i s commonplace to r e c a l l that, unlike nuclear v-reapons, chemical 
vreapons are i n the possession or i n the reach of a vast number of countries and 
concern.important national industries i n many countries. 

Finland thus i n i t i a t e d a research project on the role of instrumental analysis 
of chemical vreapons agents i n t h e i r v e r i f i c a t i o n . The goal of t h i s project v/as, and 
s t i l l i s , the creation of a national chemical vreapons v e r i f i c a t i o n capacity, vrhich 
could be put eventually to interna-tional use. Ue f e l t that such an instrumental and 
factual project could best suit a neutral coimtry deeply concerned abouit the 
s i t u a t i o n i n the arms race. V e r i f i c a t i o n though vras, to our mind, not the only 
problem to be solved and agreed upon before the conclusion of a chemical vreapons ban. 
Important as i t i s , i t i s s t i l l just one of the issues. 

I have asked f o r the opportunity to make a statement here today mainly to explain 
vrhat are the results so f a r of the research project. A vrorking document (CD/14) has 
been, distributed to members of t h i s Committee v/hich v r i l l firrther explain the stage of 
the Finnish study under vray. 

The vrorking document i s to a large extent self-explanatory. I t gives i n t e r a l i a 
a l i s t of the vrorking papers submitted by Finland to the CCD ever since 1 9 7 2 , 

starting vrith. the d e f i n i t i o n of chemical vrarfare agents and technical p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
for v e r i f i c a t i o n and control of chemical vreapons and going gradually to the 
methodology of the chemical i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of such agents. In 1977 a. general vievr of 
the most useful techniques f o r the organophosphorus vrarfare agents vras presented to 
the CCD i n the form of a booklet vrhich vras distributed to the delegations of the CCD 
as an annex to document CCD/544. I might mention that the booklet i s s t i l l available 
and obtainable throvjgh the Permanent l l i s s i o n of Finland i n Geneva. Later, i n 
August 1978» another vrorking document e n t i t l e d "An A n a l y t i c a l Technique f o r the 
V e r i f i c a t i o n of Chemical Disarmament — Trace Analysis by Glass C a p i l l a r y Gas 
Chromotography vrith Specific Detectors" vras distributed to the delegations members of 
the CCD i n document CCD/577. 

My intention today i s to explain to the members of the Committee vrhat the 
r e s u l t s gained so f a r mean i n more p r a c t i c a l and, l e t us say, p o l i t i c a l terms. 
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F i r s t , the Finnish project covers only one aspect of the v e r i f i c a t i o n issue, 
that i s , the development of the a n a l y t i c a l methods for the detection i n samples of 
agents to he prohibited by a chemical weapons ban and thus creating capacity f o r 
v e r i f y i n g compliance with the treaty. The project does not address i t s e l f to the 
recommendation of the actual c o l l e c t i o n of samples, which vrould depend on the 
provisions of the treaty. Secondly, the Finnish project i s focused on the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of organophosphorus nerve agents vrhich are generally considered to be 
the most potent chemical vrarfare agents. 

Thirdly, the Finnish project ha,s been conceived as a multipurpose one, both 
svibstantively and f u n c t i o n a l l y . Substantively, the planned control capacity could be 
used i n three different v e r i f i c a t i o n a c t i v i t i e s ' : ( l ) v e r i f i c a t i o n of the destruction 
of stocks, ( 2 ) v e r i f i c a t i o n of the non-production of chemical vreapons, and 
( 3 ) v e r i f i c a t i o n of t h e i r alleged use. 

Functionally then, the capacity could be of service regardless of the modalities 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n to he agreed upon: ( l ) I t could be used f o r national v e r i f i c a t i o n or 
any combination of national and international inspection; ( 2 ) i t could be used i n 
connexion v/ith an investigation ordered by an international authority, say f o r example 
the Security Council of the United Nations pursuant to a complaint; and ( 3 ) i t could 
meet some of the concern expressed by some developing countries about possible 
d i f f i c u l t i e s i n carrying out v e r i f i c a t i o n by t h e i r national means only. 

These are the considerations I vranted to offer to the Committee concerning the 
p r a c t i c a l significr.nce of the Finnish project, vrhich i s s t i l l under vray. My 
delegation i s ready to give more d e t a i l s and s c i e n t i f i c data vrhen t h i s Committee i s 
going to discuss, hopefully, the subject matter more thoroughly during i t s resumed 
session i n June. My delegation vrould be happy to participate i n the form the 
Committee i t s e l f deems most appropriate, be i t i n an ad hoc group established for the 
purpose o r ' i n o f f i c i a l meetings of the Committee i t s e l f . ¥e s h a l l be able to provide 
more s c i e n t i f i c expertise by i n v i t i n g , i f that vrere the vrish of the Committee, a 
Finnish expert i n the said chemical vreapons v e r i f i c a t i o n project. 

It i s furthermore the intention of the Finnish Government to continue the 
project and to make available i t s subsequent results to the Committee on Disarmament; 
a further progress report i s expected to be ready by next June. The vrork i s at 
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present concentrated on the following; ( l ) The development of r e l i a h l e and 
standaa^iizahle v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures which have maximum s e n s i t i v i t y to detect even 
the slightest traces of chemicals to he prohibited (at the moment the detection 
l i m i t i s that of 1 nanogram per l i t r e ) | - ( 2 ) the preparation of suggestions f o r 
standard i za/b ion of these tecliniques and procedures; and ( 3 ) the preparation of an 
extensive data bank and a handbook f o r rapid i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of potential chemical 
v/eapons agents and related chemicals i n various sajnples. 

As 1 stated e a r l i e r i n t h i s statement, the v e r i f i c a t i o n i s only one of the issues 
that has to be solved and agreed upon before the conclusion of a chemical v/eapons ban 
treaty. We are f u l l y av/are of that f a c t . Nevertheless, v/e f e l t i t appropriate to 
remind the distinguished members of t h i s Committee of the ef f o r t s of a purely 
s c i e n t i f i c nature v/hich are being made i n Finland by several laboratories, i n 
pa r t i c u l a r i n the department of chemistry of the University of Helsinlci, under the 
di r e c t i o n of the Min i s t r y f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of Finland and supervised by the 
Ministry's Advisory Board for Disarmam.ent. 

V/e are f u l l y av/are of the complexity of the problems a r i s i n g i n the negotiations 
on the treaty banning chemical v/eapons. That explains also, v/e understand, the very 
slov/ progress reported from the b i l a t e r a l negotiations betv/een the delegations of the 
USSR and the United States here i n Geneva. V/e nevertheless hope that the jo i n t 
i n i t i a t i v e v/e have been av/aiting f o r many years v / i l l soon appear, which v/ould be an 
important step tov/ards an agreement banning chemical v/eapons. This v/ould be the f i r s t 
r e a l disarmament agreement decreasing the s+ockpiles of existing v/eaponry. 

I v/ould l i k e to conclude my statement by saying that my delegation has been 
strongly encouraged by the discussion on the question of chemical v/eapons v/hich has 
taken place i n t h i s room during the l a s t couple of days. I t also shows the 
considerable e f f o r t s many countries have made and the deep interest a l l delegations 
i n the Committee have shov/n i n t h i s problem. 1 have i n mind, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the three 
draft conventions vrhich have been on the table fo r many years and a good number of 
v/orking papers presented during t h i s f i r s t session of the Committee. I have also i n 
mind the i n i t i a t i v e s of the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom i n 
i n v i t i n g experts and diplomats to participate i n a chemical v/eapons v/orkshop. Both 
these v i s i t s v/ere most useful and I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to thanlc the 
organizers of the vrorlcshop i n the Federal Republic of Germany i n vrhich I had the 
pleasure to participate personally, together vrith a Finnish expert. May I be allowed 
to formulate a most earnest hope that the time v r i l l have come to unite a l l these 
e f f o r t s i n order to achieve at la s t some tangible results i n the f i e l d of chemical 
disarmament. 
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Mr. EXCHAQüET (Switzerland) (translated from French); Tlie Swiss 
aathorities wish to thanlc the Conimittec on Dise.rmament fo:: giving them an 
opportunity to majce a b r i e f statement setting out th e i r point of view on the 
c^uestion of the prohibition of chemicaJ. wea,pons. 

They are a l l the more grateful f o r this opportunity as Sv/itzerland, not 
being a Member of tlie United Nations, i s una.ble to talco an active part i n 
a.ll the international negotiations on disavrmament, and i s often present merely 
as an observer of the immense and la,u6.ablo efforts wliich are being made i n 
this domain. 

I t was a l the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
l a s t year i n Ne\í York, that my country was l a s t given an opportunity, thanlcs to 
the kindness of the delegations of Finland, Yugoslavia, Austria and Sweden, to 
inform the Members of the United Nations of i t s position and views on the 
question of disarmamont (document A/S-10/AC.1/2 of 24 May 1973)' 

Allow me to r e c a l l here that the Geneva Protocol of 19 June 1925 for 
the P r o h i b i t i o n of the Use i n ¥ar of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, 
and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare was signed by Switzerland on the 
selfsame day, and the Protocol was l a t e r r a t i f i e d by my country on 12 July 1952. 
S i m i l a r l y , the Convention on the P r o h i b i t i o n of the Development, Production 
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and of 
Their Destruction of 10 A p r i l 1972 was signed by Switzerland on the Day of 
i t s adoption and then r a t i f i e d on 4 May 1976. 

I t i s common îcnowledge that my country po.ssessoa a. very highly developed 
chemical industry, but i t does not manufacture or stockpile any chemical weapons 
whatsoever. Our army i s consequently equipped and trained s o l e l y to give 
protection against such wea.pons. 

I f , as the r e s u l t of an attack on i t s independence, my country should be 
drawn in t o a war and i f chemical weapons were used i n such a c o n f l i c t , the 
chief v i c t i m of those weapons would undoubtedly be the c i v i l i a n population, 
because of i t s density, Tliis apocalylitic v i s i o n looms over many other peoples 
as w e l l , and would have consequences which would be not only contrary to a l l 
humanitarian considerations but to the dictates of common sense as w e l l . 
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In vievj of the suffering caused by poison gases i n the P i r s t World War, the 
international cornunity decided to prohibit them. The subsequent convention 
on the prohibition of b i o l o g i c a l weapons vras the l o g i c a l sequel to that step. 
The present status and future p o s s i b i l i t i e s of chemistry and chemical 
technology/ hold out such dangers i n the event of t h e i r use i n wartime that the 
only way to avoid them i s to prohibit chemical v/eapons altogether. 

The Swiss authorities are f u l l y aware of the extreme com-plexity of the 
problems v/hich such a ban would imply. They have consequently given close 
consideration to the contributions already made on the subject by a number of 
delegations i n your Committee to which they wish to express t h e i r gratitude. 

Щг country realizes that the enforcement of a prohibition of chemical 
weapons v/ould involve, i n p a r t i c u l a r , extensive supervision, of the agreements 
v/hich might be concluded. That i s why Sv/itzerland participated with great 
in t e r e s t , l a s t month, i n the workshop organized i n the Federal Republic of 
Geimany on the subject of v e r i f i c a t i o n techniques. 

In conclusion I would say that the federal authorities have every hope 
that the v/ork of your Committee i n this f i e l d w i l l be brought to a successful 
conclusion i n the near future. To the extent of i t s a b i l i t y , the Swiss 
Government w i l l collaborate f u l l y i n the implementation of a t o t a l p r o hibition 
of chemical weapons. 

The meeting was suspended at 4 . 4 5 P.m. 
ard reconvened on Friday, 27 A p r i l 1979> at 5 p.m. 

The CHAIBM№ (translated from French)s Distinguished delegates, I 
have the honour of re-opening the t h i r t y - f i r s t o f f i c i a l meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament. 

We haove come to the end of our deliberations and our discussions on the 
second topic of our programme of work, chemical vreapons. We have had a 
f r u i t f u l exchange of vievrs. As Chairman, I followed your discussions and 
debates v/ith the greatest i n t e r e s t . 

S t i l l speaking as your Chairman, I v/ish, to inform you of certain conclusions 
I have reached and of my ovm feelings i n the l i g h t of the consultations I have 
had vrith the members of the Committee. About tvro vreeks of the second part of 
this session should be devoted to the negotiation on chemical weapons on dates 
to be fixed as part of the programme of vrork that w i l l be drai/n up for the 
second part of the session. I t i s also my fe e l i n g as Chairman that, as from 
the beginning of the second part of the session, the Committee should continue 



CD/PV.31 
53 

(The Chairman) 

i t s consideration of a l l the proposals made to the Comraittee. These proposals 
deal p r i n c i p a l l y with the methods and procedures to he adopted with a view to 
negotiating a convention on the pr o h i b i t i o n of the development, Production and 
st o c k p i l i n g of a l l C h e m i c a l weapons and t h e i r destruction. 

Does any delegation wish to take the floor? 
I f not, I have to inform you that I would l i k e to suggest that the Committee 

should request the Secretariat to bring up to date the informal document 
"Compilation of material on chemical weapons from CCD working papers and statements 
1 9 7 2 - 1 9 7 6 " of 11 March 1977 , and to cir c u l a t e i t as an o f f i c i a l document of the 
Committee. 

I f there are no objections i t w i l l be so decided. 
I t was so decided. 
Allow me to inform you also of the following. The distinguished members of 

the Committee w i l l r e c a l l that at the beginning of this plenary meeting the 
Committee took note of the seventh interim report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to consider international co-operative measures to detect and i d e n t i f y 
seismic events. In accordance with that decision, the Secretariat w i l l circulate 
that interim report as an o f f i c i a l Committee document; i t has so far been 
circulated under the symbol "Conference room paper 57/Hevision I " . 

Do any delegations wish to take the floor? 

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish)i I s h a l l be very 
b r i e f . I merely wish to have i t placed on record that my delegation i s r e a l l y 
disappointed, and deplores the i n a b i l i t y to reach agreement at least on a decision 
within the Committee as to how the subject of chemical weapons should continue to 
be dealt with. 

I f i n d t r u l y lamentable the fact that i t has not even been possible to 
establish machinery for use by the Committee i n undertaking one of the most urgent 
tasks, a task for which i t has received an express and precise mandate from the 
Assembly, and concerning which there i s a general f e e l i n g that the question i s 
s u f f i c i e n t l y ripe for substantive negotiations. 

I believe that, although we are just concluding the f i r s t part of cur f i r s t 
session, a l l t h i s i s a hard blow to the Committee's c r e d i b i l i t y . 

I think i t w i l l prove d i f f i c u l t to explain why or how, after four months of 
meetings, we have not even been able to reach agreement on the way i n which this 
subject should be approached i n future, a subject i n r e l a t i o n to which, as I have 
said, the circumstances are the most favourable for advancing towards concrete 
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agreements, and a subject, moreover, which relates to a type of weapons which the 
few countries possessing them would never venture to employ; f i r s t , because they 
are prohibited, and second, because t h e i r u t i l i t y would not stand up against the 
repudiation which the use of this type of weapon would encounter i n world public 
opinion. 

A l l t h i s , from my delegation's point of view, i s r e a l l y lamentable; and we 
keenly deplore the fact that i t has not been possible at least to adopt a decision 
establishing machinery: the machinery which the Committee would have to employ for 
the purpose of carrying out the express, precise and concrete mandate conferred 
upon i t by the General Assembly i n i t s resolution 3 3 5 9 A . 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); I have asked for 
the f l o o r for two reasons: f i r s t , to express my delegation's opinion — an opinion 
which, I am sure, i s shared by a very considerable number of the Committee's 
members — that the report which, as was promised to us yesterday, i s to be 
presented to the Committee by the representatives of the two States which have been 
conducting b i l a t e r a l talks on chemical weapons since 1 9 7 4 , should be. submitted to us 
by a date as close as possible to that of the opening of the second part of the 1979 

session. The reasons f o r this are of e„ p r a c t i c a l nature, and they seem so obvious 
that there i s no need for me to mention them. 

The second reason for my asking for the f l o o r i s to express my delegation's 
view that the representatives of the thr-э new memibers who have assumed-the 
chairmanship of the Committee since January have displayed great proficiency i n 
presiding over the Committee's deliberations. Their i n a l l respects exemplary 
conduct of the proceedings demonstrates the valuable contribution which the 
i n j e c t i o n of new blood, i n this ca.se that of Algeri,?., A u s t r a l i a and Belgium, has 
brought to this m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body. I t also shows how wise have been 
the efforts of those delegations which, l i k e tha„t of Mexico, have for so many years 
proposed the establishment of a rotating chairmanship r e f l e c t i n g the p r i n c i p l e of 
the sovereign equality of a l l the Committee's members. 

To you i n p a r t i c u l a r , Mr. Chairman, we express our gratitude and sincerest 
congratulations. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Prench): Thanlc you. Ambassador 
García Robles, I was most appreciative of the words that you addressed to the 
new members of the Committee and to myself. 
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Ш. ШРМЗОН (Australia) : ï'îr. Chairman, I intervened very b r i e f l y a l i t t l e while 
ago to suggest that some more time might be l e f t for consultations on a proposal that 
we made yesterday. I have received a very positive response to that proposal but we 
have not r e a l l y had quite enough time to complete these and vrould hope, S i r , that i t 
would be possible for my delegation to return to t h i s ma,tter very early i n the new 
session. 

Since I have the f l o o r , S i r , may I also f i r s t of a l l express my deep appreciation 
for the remarks made by our elder statesman about the three new members of the 
Committee and secondly to express to you. S i r , my admiration and deep fellow f e e l i n g . 

t l r . ISSRAELYM (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
Russian)! The spring part of the session of the Committee on Disarmament i s coming to 
an end. The Coimnittee has taken i t s f i r s t steps. I t has prepared and adopted i t s 
rules of procedure, which w i l l form the basis of i t s future work. I t has prepared 
an agenda which, besides the tasks f o r this year, also includes those areas i n the 
matter of r e s t r i c t i n g the arms race and of disarmament with v/hich the Committee w i l l 
deal i n the future. _ . , 

Unfortunately we are bound to note that p r a c t i c a l l y for the whole of the present 
session the Committee was occupied with organizational questions vrhich, important as 
they are, nevertheless cannot take the place of work on matters of substance. 

In accordance vrith the agenda, as adopted, the Committoc has before i t important 
tasks i n the sphere of disarmament with which, i t v r i l l have to deal this year. We 
have had time to deal i n the most provisional manner with only tvro questions — 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and the question of 
chemical weapons. Both these issues v r i l l evidently occupy an important place i n the 
v/ork of the summer part of the session. 

No less important a place i n the course of future work should also be occupied 
by such problems as guarantees of the security of non-nuclear-vroapon States, 
prohibition of the development and menufacttire of nevr types and systems of weapons of 
mass destruction, the com.pleto and general pr o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon test s . A 
draft convention on the prohibition of the production, st o c k - p i l i n g , deployment and 
use of neutron vreapons has been on the Coimnittee's f i l e s f o r a long time. We think 
i t i s time progress was made i n this matter as w e l l . 
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As for the question of cessation of tho nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, the majority of delegations, as the f i r s t discussion has shovm, recognize 
the extreme importance and urgency of this issue. ¥e express s a t i s f a c t i o n v/ith the 
constructive and businesslike nature of the discussion which has taJcen place. 
Nuclear disarmament must occupy am appropriate place i n the progra„mmc of vrork of the 
summer part of the session a.s v;ell. Wo hope that the discussion of this question 
v r i l l lead to concrete r e s u l t s , i . e . to the early sta«rt of consultations f o r the 
preparation of negotiations on ending tho production of a l l types of nuclear weapons 
and gradually reducing t h e i r stockpiles vm t i l they loave been completely destroyed. 

In conclusion, allow me to express the hope that, convening i n Jvme for the 
continuation of i t s session, tho Committee w i l l be able successfully to f u l f i l 
the tasks before i t . 

I should also l i k e to express our gratitude to the Secretariat, the interpreters 
and a l l those who ma.de a contribution to the vrork of this part of the session of the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): Gentlemen, novr that we are nearly at 
the end of the f i r s t part of our session, I would l i k e to say a few words to the 
distinguished delegates of tho Committee and to t e l l them of my impressions and my 
feelings at the end of our v/ork. I would have some hesitation i n attempting to 
evaluate the results of the discussions we have had during the l a s t three months. 
Most of the delegates around this tabic have such great and long experience i n the 
f i e l d of m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament that I ca.mot f a i l to trust t h e i r a b i l i t y to make a 
fear appraisal of the few steps that we have made up to now. 

Allovr me to say f i r s t of a l l that i t was a great honour for Belgium to become 
a member of this Committee. I t was the accident of the alphabeticaJ order, rather 
than ray covmtry's or my own merits, which cansed Belgium to talce the Chair early on. 
This was an opportunity to show righ t from the beginning our s o l i d a r i t y with the 
members of the Committee and our desire to perform a. useful service i n the cause of 
disarmament. I wish s p e c i a l l y to express my deep gratitude for the effective 
collaboration that you have a l l without exception given me as Chairman. I am saying 

http://ma.de


CD/PV.31 
57 

(The Chairman) 

thi s on my own behalf, but I am sure that my distinguished predecessors, 
Ambassador Thomson, Ambassador Ortiz do Rozas and Ambassador Boudjakdji e n t i r e l y share 
ny appreciation and my feelings of gratitude. 

Distinguished delegatos, the f i r s t part of the 1979 session was obviously of a 
som.ewhat special nature. I t was not possible for our Committee to enter immediately 
in t o the substance of the many problems that arise i n tho disarmament f i e l d . F i r s t , 
we had to adopt our rules of conduct, to draft our agenda, and to draw up our 
programme of гтогк. Those arc exorcises which, by t h e i r very natirce, often f a i l to 
a t t r a c t the kind of public attention wo would l i k e . And yet, when dealing with 
subjects as vast, complex and d i f f i c u l t as those of-disarmamont, i t i s indispensable 
to lay down lines of conduct and to f i x methods of work. Without a code of conduct 
and without a method of work, no progress i s possible. The fact thavt we succeeded 
i n establishing rules of procedure and f i x i n g tho order of our work i s i t s e l f 
a^uspicious f o r our Committee's future. In this connexion, I would l i k e to express 
once again, on behalf of a l l of you, our m.ost sincere tha^nlcs to Ambassador Ortiz de Rozas 
and to Ambassavdor Thomson for t h e i r respective contributions which can only be described 
as ou.tstanding and most valuable. 

Distinguished delegates, although during this f i r s t period we concentrated 
primarily on matters of procedure and the organization of work, vro wore nevertheless 
able to consider the substance of a number of problems of the f i r s t importance. Not 
by chance, no doubt, did you select two topics, nuclear disamament and the prohibition 
of chemical weapons. In the short time at our disposal, we vrere not able to progress 
as f a r and i n a-s positive a manner i n these two f i e l d s as wc vrished, but to me the 
progress ma,de gives a clear and important p o l i t i c a l i n d i c a t i o n of the role that our 
Committee should play i n the second part of i t s session and i n the '̂'ears to come. 

Distinguished delegates, allow me one l a s t time to thaiüc you most sincerely for 
the kindness that you showed towards me. I wish also to thank the members of the 
Secretariat f o r t h e i r effective assistance. Please allow me to add an expression of 
my personal esteem and appreciation to Mr. Berasategui f o r his d a i l y , and I might say 
ahnost hourly, support and help. 

My thanks go also to the interpreters to vrhom I wish once again to apologize for 
the sometimes excessive demands that we have made on them. 
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I t i s with confidence that I turn to the delegation of B r a z i l which i n June 
w i l l talce up tho burden, and also the torch. I ami confident that i t s long 
experience i n disarmament matters and the exceptional quality of i t s diplomats w i l l 
m.ake t h e i r mark on the second part of the session right fron the beginning. 

I s h a l l , of co-urso, remain at the Committee's disposal i n the period between 
now and the time when the distinguished delegate of B r a z i l w i l l take the Chair. 

I thank you a l l . 
Do any delega,tions wish to speak? 
I f not, I wish to annoxmce that the next o f f i c i a , l meeting of the Committee w i l l 

tako place on 12 June at 1 0 , 3 0 a,.m. 
With your permission, I declare the meeting closed. 

The meeting rose at 5 . 2 0 p.n. 
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The СНЙ-ШГШТ; Distinguished delegates, i t i s a great honour for ray country 
and for me to preside over the deliberations of t h i s most important forum. 1У1у 
Government, a v j a r c of the growing importance and complexity of disarmament 
negotiations, has decided to appoint a Special Representative to a l l m u l t i l a t e r a l 
organs to \;hich we belong dealing v;ith disarmanent questions. Accordingly we are 
establishing a special delegation to the Committee on Disarnament. By mere 
alphabetical coincidence the f i r s t B r a z i l i a n Special Representative starts has work 
on this honorable chair. The task i s made someho\j easier by the high standards of 
the performances of my predecessors, • the distinguished representatives of i l l g e r i a , 
Argentina, Au s t r a l i a and Belgium. I an p a r t i c u l a r l y grateful to Anbassador iJotûrdaeQo 
for the IdLnd words he addressed to ny delegation during Ills closing statement, "passing 
on, as he said, " l e fardeau et aussi l e flambeau". For the burden we had to abide by 
the rules of the English alphabet, and for the torch 1 can only say that no ef f o r t 
s h a l l I spare to raise i t as high as he v J a s able to. 

May I extend to a l l delegations à vjarm welcome at this moment,, -when we are 
s t a r t i n g the second part of the 1979 session of the Comraittee. In p a r t i c u l a r , I 
would l i k e to great the new representatives who are p a r t i c i p a t i n g for the f i r s t time 
i n the work of the Comraittee. Ambassador Alberto Dumont of Argentina already served 
on the Conference of the Coamittee on Disarnament beti/een I969 and 1971 as alternate 
representative of Ms country. I had the pleasure of working with Mm at that time 
and I am sure that Ms contribution to tMs Committee \ j i l l be as effective as i t was 
before. S i r Janes P l i m s o l l , the new representative of A u s t r a l i a , vill certainly 
provide us with his advice and diplomatic experience, wMch include positions as 
Permanent Representative to the United Nations and senior ambassadorial posts i n 
WasMngton, where I had the pleasure of working with Mm as my colleague, Moscow and 
now Brussels. Ambassador Kazen Radjari, the representative of the Islamic Republic 
of Iran, brings to the Committee an outstanding academic backgroimd i n the f i e l d of 
law and p o l i t i c a l science i/Mch w i l l be valuable for our negotiations. 

I would l i k e now to give the f l o o r to the Assistant Secretaiy-General for 
Bisarnaraent, Mr. Rolf Bjornerstedt, who has an important announceraent to make to the 
Committee on behalf of the Secretaiy-General. 

M-̂ . BJOHHERSTEDT (Assistant Secretary-General for Disarmanent)s On behalf 
of the Secretary-General I take pleasure i n inforraing the Coramittee on Disarmament 
that the Secretary-General has appointed l i r . RilcM J a i p a l as Secretaiy of the 
Committee, who w i l l also act as Ms Personal Representative, i n accordance with 
paragraph 120 (c) of the F i n a l Document of the special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

Mr. J a i p a l , \ihose high personal and professional qualities are \;e l l known to the 
raerabers of the Coraraittee, w'ill assui¡ie his functions i n those capacities i n the very 
near future. 
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The üBAlMMí I thank the Assistant Secretary-General for Bisarniaaent for 
his stateiaent. On behalf of the aemhers of the Oomaittee, I would ask hicj to convey-
to the Secretaiy-Ooneral ого- appreciation for Ms decision In appointing tho 
Secretaiy of the Cocrndttee, who w i l l also act as his Personal Représentative. 

ИР,158МЕЬШ1 (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translateâ froa 
Вцаа1ап)г Mr. Giminnan, we congratulate you on yottr new appointraent as 
Special Eepresentative of Brazil to the Conanittee on Disarraaiamt. We know you for 
уош* a c t i v i t i e s as Ambassador of Bmizil to the USSR, At the veiy o-utaet of your 
tiork i n the Conœittee, you face the task of guiding i t s work b y discharging the 
honourable and responsible duties of i t s Chairwan. Parait a© to wish you suocees 
i n your efforts i n that poet. 

In the opimon of the Soviet delegation^ the second part of the curreat session 
of the Goipmittee on Disaannaiaent w i l l take place i n a favourable context. We intend, 
as before, actively to plead the case for the achievement of tangible results i a 
the perfojmnce of the tasks facing the Coffimittee and to advance i t s work for the 
purpose of contributing to the halting of the arms race and to uisarraament, 

Hew evidence jf the consistent strugt Le of the USSR and other socialist 
countries for disarmansent i s provided by the results of the Eieeting of the Committee 
of Ministers for F o r e i ^ Affairs of the States Parties to the Warsaw Pact which was 
held on 14 ar^ 15 May 1979 i n Budapest. The Ministers of the socialist ooimtrles 
represented a't the nieeting put forward a vihole aet of proposals for the elimination 
of oí war and for a transition to military détente. We hope that those 
proposal^ w i l l .proBote progress i n disaaaiaraent negotiations, 

îhere i s no doubt that the forthcoming meeting i n ITienna between b.I. BrezhneV, 
the Chairman of the Presidida of the Supreme Soviet of the USM'and General Secretaiy 
of Central Coinmittee of the Coœaunist Parly of the Soviet î3hion, and J, Oarter, 
the President of the îtoited States of America, w i l l be a tsajor step forward i n the 
mtt)32'.of curbing the nuclear агвга race. It i s envisaged' that, during this meeting, 
a trea-ty w i l l be signed between the USSR and the united States on the limitation of 
st3?âtegic offensive weapons. We are convinced that the conclusion of a SMiT-II 
agaeeenient will" help to stimulate the other ne^tiations now i n parogrees on the 
limitation of the arms race and on disaawsaiaent^ inoluding those withto. the. fraoework 
of our Comroittee. 

Real changes "in tlie direction of disaitqanient have long been an urgent necessity. 
In his message of greeting to the Coramittee on Disarmaiaent i n connexion with the 
beglaning of i t s гюгк, L.I. Brezimev emphasized that "the efforts to brin» about a 
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docisive turn i n the struggle to stop the arras race must he doubled, trebled, 
increased ten-fold. A najor role i n this great undertaking belongs to the Comnittee 
on Disarnanent". 

The Committee's agenda includes such key problems as the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarnanent, effective international agreements on 
secirrity guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States, the prohibition of new types of 
weapons of mass destruction and now systeus of such weapons, and the banning of 
chemical weapons and of the testing of nucle.ar weapons. A l l these questions 
require solution without delay. 

The Committee on Disarmament must adopt i t s programme of work for the second 
part of the session. This part of the session \ ; i l l be short, and the approach to 
the composition of the programme must, therefore be well thought out. 

A central place i n the work of this part of the session must be accorded to the 
question of the adoption of concrete measures to curb the nuclear arms race. The 
Comnittee has before i t for i t s consideration a proposal by the s o c i a l i s t States for 
negotiations on ending the production of a l l types of nuclear weapons and gradually 
reducing t h e i r stockpiles u n t i l they have been completely destroyed. The Comnittee 
began discussion of this proposal during the spring part of i t s session. Members 
of the Committee showed great interest i n the proposal, and a number of them put 
forward constructive ideas. I t i s now f o r the Conmittee to continue the work i t 
has embarked upon. 

An important area of the Committee's work i s the consideration of neasures to 
strengthen security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States, There exists a basis 
for a t r a n s i t i o n to concrete negotiations, najrjely, the proposals and views of a 
пгиаЬег of countries, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the draft conventions which have boen submitted. 
This question should occupy an important place i n the work of the Committoe's 
current session. 

The problen of banning new types and systens of vreapons of mass destruction 
remains an important task for the Committee on Disarnanent, We consider that the 
Comnittee on Disarmament should a c t i v e l y pursue negotiations with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of q u a l i f i e d governmental experts \i±f,h a view to reaching agreement on the text of 
an international treaty on this question, Vlithin the next few days, b i l a t e r a l 
talks w i l l resxzme on the question of p r o h i b i t i n g new types and systens of weapons 
of nass destruction and, vrithin that context, of pr o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
There are groumds for hoping that the participants i n those talks w i l l be able to 
submit to the Committee during this session an agreed text of an appropriate 
international agreement on tho prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
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(Fir. Issraelyrn», USSR) 
The vjorld s i t u a t i o n shovis that the prohlen of pro h i b i t i n g neutron nuclear 

weapons i s lo s i n g nothing of i t s urgency. The s o c i a l i s t countries subaitted a 
draft convention on th i s question to the Comnittee as long ago as 1 9 7 S , and i t i s 
high time that progress was made i n examining i t . 

The Soviet Union continues to be a consistent supporter of the conplete and 
universal cessation of nuclear weapons testing and of the prohibition and destruction 
of chomica,l weapons. Those questions w i l l no doubt also be discussed at this 
session of the Committee. 

The consideration v.dthin the Comnittee cf the problen of chemical weapons nust 
contribute to the speediest possible attainnent of the goal of eliminating such 
weapons fron the arsenals of States. V/e express our rea,dineñs for constructive 
discussion of this natter v.dthin the franevjork of the Conmittee. At the same time, 
vje intend to continue b i l a t e r a l talks with the United States of America aimed at the 
elaboration of a j o i n t proposal on this problem. 

I t i s inciinbent upon the Committee on Disarnanent to do a good deal of important 
work at t h i s session i n connexion with the consideration of the items on i t s agenda. 
The countries members of the Committee nust s t r i v e , by j o i n t e f f o r t s , to achieve 
appreciable results i n the Conmittee's work for 1979. The Soviet d e l e ^ t i o n i s 
v j i l l i n g to this end to develop active co-operation with the other delegations of 
States nenbers of the Connittee on Disarnanent. 

Mr. DUMOWT (Argentina) (translated fron Spanish); I should l i k e to express 
ny deep appreciation for the words of \/eloone you addressed to ne, Mr. Chairman, and 
for your kindness i n r e c a l l i n g the tine v;hen we worked together i n this Connittee, 
I do not Imow whether the experience I acqvrired i n those far-o f f days w i l l suffice 
no i n the performance of ny duties, but I ca,n assure you that the Argentine delegation 
v j i l l continue to participate i n the Committee as acti v e l y as i n the past, and that 
a l l i t s members can count on our co-operation i n the solution of any problem. I 
should also l i k e to congratulate you on your designation as Chairnan and. to wish you 
every success i n your post. 

The CIIAIEMAH; I should l i k e to thanlc the distinguished representative of 
Argentina f o r his statenent and for the kind vrords he addressed to me. 

I would now l i k e to refer to the question of the conduct of work of the Connittee. 
As you know, rule 28 of the rules of procedure states that "On the basis of i t s agenda, 
the Connittee, at the beginning of each part of i t s anntial session, s h a l l establish 
i t s programme of work, which w i l l include a schedule of i t s a c t i v i t i e s for that part 
of the session, taking also into account the reconnendatiens, proposals and decisions 
referred to i n rule 27". 
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May I a,lso r e c a l l that rulo 29 provides that "The provisional agenda and the 
progranne of work s h a l l he dravm. up hy the Chairnan of the Coamittee i d t h the 
assistance of the Secretary and presented to the Comnittee for consideration and 
adoption." Based nainly on these orules of procedure I have t r i e d to contact as 
папу delegations as I could during ny br i e f stay i n Geneva before the opening of the 
session. Unfortunately, I was not able to get i n touch vâth a l l delegations present 
here but, fortunately, I \}as a,ble to neet delegations fron a l l different areas and 
fron a l l different groups. These contacts proved, i n a certain xjay, to bo quite 
encouraging for the launching of our delibations. 

For the organization of our work I understand that we should have to take 
decisions on four questions, the f i r s t being a decision r e l a t i n g to the itens that 
s h a l l be included i n the programme of our work. The second i s the order i n v'hich 
we s h a l l discuss those itens 5 the thi r d \,'ould be the tine that ме should allocate 
to the discussion of each of those items, and the fourth would be an agreenent on 
the closing date of our work, I am av/are that these four itens are related, and 
that each one has a certain effect on the others. At the sane tine, wliile we do not 
have to take immediate decisions on those four questions, a decision i s required on 
the organization of work. 

Following consultations held during the l a s t three days, I had the f e e l i n g that 
we could reach a conclusion regarding the selection of itens v/hich shoxild be 
included i n the progranne of \/ork. Because, of a l l the substantive itens of the 
programme of work contained i n document C D / 1 2 , as vjell as the ex- o f f i c i o item of 
the CD report to the General Assembly, a,ll five substantive itens were subject to 
suggestions by some, or a l l , delegations, and there v/ere no objections i n t h e i r 
regard by any delegations. V/hen I say t h i s , I should l i k e to point out that, as I 
\jas unable to consult a l l delegations, I have consulted those delegations that, f o r 
various reasons, were av/are of the positions of colleagues belonging to the same 
geographic areas or other groups. For this reason I an i n a position to say that I 
did not find any objection to any of the five substantive itens included i n the 
agenda of the Connittee. Secondly,; oonceming the question of the order i n which 
they w i l l be discussed, I would l i k e to emphasize that the order does not mean i n 
any way that v/e are prejudging p r i o r i t i e s or any other c r i t e r i a ; we are just 
focusing on the p r a c t i c a l convenience of the deliberations of the Conmittee. 
Therefore, concerning tho order, time a l l o c a t i o n and tho closing date, I did not f e e l 
the same response as that received i n respect of the selection of the ite n s . So, to 
speed up our work, i t i s ny intention to propose the follov/ing procedure to the 
Comnittee. 
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There being no objections to the incl u s i o n of the f i v e substantive iteas i n 
our progranne of work, we s h a l l take this decision at this fornal neeting and discuss 
the other three questions, that i s , the 'sequence of itens, tine a l l o c a t i o n and closing 
date, i n f e r n a l l y , a f t e r closing the fomal neeting. 

I should l i k e to Icnow i f any delegation has siiggestions or observations to nake 
concerning the proposal I have just indicated. I f this i s not the case, i t i s 
decided by the Connittee that the fi v e itens of the annual agenda, plus the report, 
are to be included i n , and adopted a.s o-ur progranne of work. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHi'illMt'xlf; Before closing this plenary neeting, I should l i k e to r e c a l l 
that, during the t M r t y - f i r s t plenary neeting of the Connitteo, Anbassador Iloterdaene, 
i n his capacity as Chairnan of the Connittee, expressed his f e e l i n g that, as fron the 
beginning of the second part of the session, the Connittee should continue i t s 
consideration of a l l the proposals nade to the Connittee, dealing p r i n c i p a l l y with 
methods and procedures to be a.dopted with a view to negotiating a convention on the 
prohibition of the development, -production and stockpiling of a.ll chenical weapons 
and t h e i r destruction. I intend, therefore, to continue the consultations undertaken 
by Anbassador Foterdaene i n that connexion during the next days. • • 

So, distinguished delegates, as we have decided to have an infornaJ neeting i n 
which we s h a l l discuss the rest of the orgnnization of our work, I s h o u l d l i k e to 
know i f there i s a preference to hold the neeting either innediately a f t e r t h i s 
f o m al noeting or xn the afternoon. I f tncre i s no preference, I vjould suggest 
that we adjourn and reconvene i n an i n f o m a l neoting of the Connittee i n five ninutes. 

I t was so decided. 

The СНАШ'ЫЙ'; Concerning our next fornal neeting, I understand that the 
Connittee w i l l proceed to work as i t did i n the f i r s t part of i t s session, that i s 
with neetings on Tuesday and Th-ursday noming. Bees any delegation have any 
connents on t h i s schedule? 

№ . FISHER (United States of Anerica,): Mr. George Seignious, Director of 
the Ams Control and Disarnanent Agency, \'ould l i k e to address the Connittee. He i s 
on our l i s t as ex o f f i c i o leader of the delegation when he i s here, and he 
unfortunately cannot be here u n t i l Tuesday afternoon. We vrould c l e a r l y have no 
objection to a neeting on Tuesday noming but vjould l i k e to request a neeting i n the 
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afternoon, on v/hat v / i l l not he a topic of l i t t l e i n t e rest, but a topic of great 
i n t e r e s t . Therefore, without objection to a rieeting Tuesday qorning, I would l i k e 
to request a neeting Tuesday afternoon as well, or Tuesday afternoon only, depending 
on the wishes of the Connittee. 

The QH.i'ilEMti.N; I thank the distinguished representative of the United States 
of Anerica for his statement. Menbers of the Connittee have heard his suggestion — 
I wonder whether any delegation v/ould l i k e to conment. I f this i s not the case, v/e 
r e a l i z e the inportance of the statenent to be nado by the distinguished representative 
of the United States and I do not think that there w i l l be any objection to convening 
a plenary neeting on Tuesday afternoon. 

As I understand that, to organize our work, i n f e r n a l consultations should be held 
u n t i l our next and — hopefully — l a s t plenary neeting on organizational natters, 
ray suggestion would be that on Tuesday we hold just one plenary neeting i n the 
afternoon and that, after hearing the statenent of the representative of the 
United States, vre night decide whether or not to proceed v/ith the questions of 
organization, according to the wishes of the Connittee. 

Therefore, the next plenary neeting of the Coranittee v / i l l be held on Tuesday, 
19 Jime, at 3 p,n. i n t h i s roora. 

The neeting rose at 11,20 a.n. 
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TliG С11А.Ш-ШТг Before giving the f l o o r to the f i r s t spealcer on my l i s t I 
vrould l i k e , on behalf of the Coimnittee, to extend o. v/arm xveloome to 
Iir. George Soignions, the head of the delegation of the United btotos of America, 
who joins the Conmittee today a,s representative of his country. 

I t being the f i r s t time tho/t; Ilr. Seignious i s among us, I am suiro that the 
Committee welcomes him as vrarmly as I Ea,id and that the menbers v r i l l pay great 
attention to vrho-t he i s going to say to the Conmittee tode.y. 

Ilr. SCIGITIQUS (United States of Anerica) ; I am pleased and honoured to • 
be able to address the principa.1 m u l t i l a t e r a l disonmajnent negotiating body at t h i s 
special moment i n tho hist o r y of our e f f o r t s to ha.lt the buildup of nuclear 
armaJiients. I had hoped to speaJc at the Comiaittee ' s inaugural session, i n vdiat 
would ha.ve been my f i r s t a/ppearance before an international audience following my 
a.ssumption of r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s a.s Birector of the United States Ai-ms Control and 
Disarmament Agency. Unfortunately, my confirmation hearing before the 
United States Senate prevented me from meeting you then. 

But I can imagine no more propitious timo to come before you than пот/, v/ith 
the events of the Vienna Sunr.iit fresh i n my mind. I was personally moved as I 
witnessed the signing of the SALT I I agreom^ents. I t i s indeed an act of 
statesmenship, and a momentous occasion for the entire v/orld, v/hen the lea.doro of 
tv/o nations v/hich have the ca^pacity to destroy each other, and i n doing so to 
contaminate much of t h i s planet, choose ii.-:tead to v/ork toge+her to l i m i t the 
nuclea.r arsenals they ha,ve v/ithin t h e i r pov/er. 

This i s no small acconplisinment, and i t has not boen an easy task. 
SALT I I took over six yea.rs to complete. I can appreciate the impatience 

many of you have f e l t v/ith the pace of the negotiations. But the agreement v/e 
have arohieved i s one of enormous complexity — the text, with agreed statements and 
common understandings, i s 78 pa-ges long; and. the issues involve the ba„sic security, 
indeed the sur v i v a l , of oui- tr.ro nations. lioreover, xre have reached agreement on 
a complex pOvCkage of r e s t r i c t i o n o and obligations v/hich not only are mutually 
acceptable but also meet the c r i t i c a l test of adequate v e r i f i a b i l i t y . Having 
participated i n the negotiattions and i n tho deliberations of my Government i n 
Washington, I can t e s t i f y personally to the sense of determination and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
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v;ith virhich both sides have carried out t h i s mouentous task, and I cen t e s t i f y that 
t h i s doteriiinatio.. and responcdbility v / i l l continue as v/e seek deeper reductions and 
incree.sed r e s t r a i n t s i n SALT I I I . 

Although a great amount of attention has been devoted to SALT by the public 
media, I believe i t v/ould be v/orthv/hile to oay a fev? v/ords about the major 
provisions of the пот/ a^groement. SALT I I consists of three basic parts — a. Treaty 
that runs u n t i l 1985> a Protocol that l a s t s through 1981, a.nd a Statement of 
P r i n c i p l e s for further negotiations. 

As you knoT/, the Treaty sets an ovor-all l i m i t a t i o n of 2,400 for each party on i t s 
strategic forces, reductions to reach t h i s o v e r - a l l c e i l i n g must be carried out 
within s i x months of the agreement's entry into force, with further reductions to a. 
c e i l i n g of 2,250 to bo completed by the end of I98I. The Treaty also imposes 
subceilings affecting heavy bombers equipped for long-range cruise missiles and 
launchers of missiles carrying multiple independently targetable T/arhea,ds, or 
MIEV. 

The Treaty l i m i t s tho qualitative race i n wea.pons technology by banning the 
f l i g h t - t e s t i n g or deployment of more than one пет/ type of intercontinental b a l l i s t i c 
m i s s i l e , or ICBHj i t prohibits the development of a rapid-reload c a p a b i l i t y for 
launchers for t h i s t^фc of m i s s i l e ; a,nd i t bans certain new nuclear v/eapons systems 
which now a,re feasible technologically, but v/hich have not yet been developed or 
deployed. An example i s b a i l i s t i c missiles on surface ships. The Treaty bans 
any increase i n the number of T/a,rheads on e x i s t i n g types of intercontinental 
b a l l i s t i c missilos v/hile sotting a, c e i l i n g of 10 v/arheads on the one permitted 
new tзфo of these m i s s i l e s . 

The Protocol i s an i n t e g r a l part of the Treaty. I t l a s t s , as I noted e a r l i e r , 
u n t i l the end of 1931, B a s i c a l l y , the Protocol places temporary l i m i t s on certain 
v/eapons systems. I t prohibits the f l i g h t - t e s t i n g and deployment of air-to-surface 
b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s ; i t bans the deploj/ment of mobile intercontinental b a l l i s t i c 
m i ssile launchers and f l i g h t - t e s t i n g of intercontinental b a l l i s t i c missiles from 
such launchers. I t also bans the deployment of sea-launched and ground-launched 
cruise m i s s i l e s with ranges of over 6OO kilometres. 

The Statement of P r i n c i p l e s charts the course for the next phase of SALT, i n 
Y/hich we are committed to seek further numei-ica-l reductions and quaiita.tive l i m i t s . 
Eesolution of the temporary l i m i t s i n tho Protocol v / i l l be an agenda item for SALT I I I . 
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Ho description of SALT Il-would be complete without giving some indication 
of the complexity a.nd perva,siveness of i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n proi^isions. These a,re an 
essentiaJ. part of the obligations established by the Treaty and the Protocol. 
Let me mention a few of then. 

As i n SALT I, interference váth national technical means of verifica,tion i s 
prohibited, a,s i s deliberate concealment that inpedos v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance. 
Precise d e f i n i t i o n s and counting rules have been incorpora.ted to solve such 
problems as determining which missiles are to be counted as MIRV and which a,re not. 
Por the f i r s t time i n the history of negotiations on stra.tegic offensive arms, the 
United States and the Soviet Union ha,ve exchanged infoi'ma.tion setting forth the 
numbers, by ca.tegory, of t h e i r respective stra.tegic offensive nuclear forces 
l i m i t e d by SALT. This basic data,, to be exchanged twice a year, v i i l l ensure that 
each nation has confidence that the other i s a-pplying the provisions of the 
agreement i n the saxie manner. I t w i l l also provide a clear agreed baseline from 
which further reductions can be made. The United States-Soviet Standing 
Consultative Commission, established i n SALT I, has been naintained as a mechanism 
for worlcing out procedures for implementa.tion of the a.greements and for resolving 
questions of compliance. 

Thes , are the main pi-ovisions of the agreement signed yesterday at the Hofburg 
i n Vienna. I would lilce nov/ to share with you my thoughts about the significance 
of the SALT I I a^greement, looking f i r s t a-t i t s more spec i f i c consequences and then 
considering sone o. the broader implications. 

P i r s t , SALT I I places a firm c e i l i n g on United States and Soviet strategic 
force l e v e l s , thereby setting an upper l i m i t to the competition i n strategic forces 
and precluding an unconstrained race for superiority. I t begins the process of 
reductions — also a f i r s t i n the history of strategic offensive airms negotiations. 

Second, an importauit start has been na.de a.t curbing the qualitative race i n 
strategic weaponry. This aspect of the arm.s race i s the most intractable. 
Restraining i t i o a, task for which vre must constantly redouble our e f f o r t s , l e s t 
technology escape our a b i l i t y to devise p o l i c i e s and methods to set r a t i o n a l l i m i t s . 
I believe that we have an opportunity to a^rrest the high-speed technological 
advances that a,re being made i n vreapons systems. For the sake of a l l of us, 
we must not l e t t h i s opportunity pass. -Je do not inbend to. 



CD/PV.33 
9 

(Mr. Seiffnious, United States) 

I w i l l make no claim today that SALT I I brings t h i s part of the arms race to 
a h a l t , but i t does take some very important f i r s t steps. 

Third — and t h i s i s a direct consequence of the f i r s t two points — SALT I I 
strengthens strategic s t a b i l i t y snd reduces the r i s k of nuclear war. I t does 
t h i s by providing a frauneiTOrk for preoervation of essentia,! equivalence i n 
strategic offensive forces, while at the same time red.ucing the area, of 
uncertainty, and thus the potential f o r miscalculation, about vvhat the other 
nation i s doing. Force planning on both sides w i l l be able to proceed ?/ith the 
Icnowledge, f o r example, that the other party v / i l l have no more than a given number 
of strategic missile launchers, or no more the,n a given t o t a l of stra.tegic wa,rheads, 
between now and 19S5. Without SALT 11, t h i s v/ould not be the case. In a . 
broader s e n s e t h e very achievement of SALT I I contributes to s t a b i l i t y by 
demonstrating the continued w i l l and a.bility of the United States eaid the 
Soviet Union to negotiate l i m i t s to t h e i r m i l i t a r y competition. 

Thzs brings ¡ae to the fourth point. The agreements signed i n Vienna 
s p e c i f i c a l l y commit the United States and the Soviet Union to continuing the 
ten-year SALT process — without interruption and with the a,im of achieving 
s i g n i f i c a n t reductions i n strategic offensive arms, as v/ell as further qualitative 
l i m i t a t i o n s . 

¥e take t h i s obligation with the utrriost seriousness. 
The achievement of agreement i n SALT I I , v/ith a. commitment to continuing 

the process i n SALT I I I — and th i s i s ny f i f t h point — i s a measure of the 
determination of the United States and the Soviet Union to f u l f i l t h e i r obligation 
undei- a r t i c l e VI of the non-Proliferation Treaty, a Trea,ty which a pirodecessor 
of t h i s Committee, the Eighteen-Hation Disarmament Committee, played a. centr3,l 
role i n shaping'. As you knov/, a r t i c l e VI commits the parties to good-faith 
negotiations on effective measures r e l a t i n g to nucleaa- disarmament. My Government 
i s deeply conscious of i t s obligation to the more than 100 nations parties to the 
I-Ion-Proliferation Treaty, v/hich have forsv/orn nuclear v/eapons. Their continued 
r e s t r a i n t , and that of other non-nuclea,r-wea,pon Sta,tes, i s essential to preventing 
a dangerous m u l t i p l i c a t i o n of the r i s k that c o n f l i c t or miscalculation could 1еаЛ 
to nuclear wa,r. We are hopeful that SALT I I , and the coimnitment to continued 
pursuit of nuclear disarmament v/hich i t embodies, v / i l l encouro,ge those States which 
have not yet acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty to do so. 
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My'Sixth-poi^^vc-kas..to...do vrith v e r i f i c a t i o n . The SALT I I Treaty and Protocol 
and thoii- negotiating history• dei:ionstra,te that any agreement which substantially 
a„ffects the m i l i t a r y security of a, na.tion must contain provisions which give the 
parties f u l l confidence i n t h e i r a b i l i t y to know v/hother other patrties to the 
agreement are meeting t h e i r obligations. SALT I I meets th i s test. 

F i n a l l y , i t i s my e.rdent hope and firm b e l i e f that SALT w i l l proidde a pov/erful 
stimulus to other e f f o r t s to enhance the security of a l l nations through the 
l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of arm.s, rather than through t h e i r continued accujaulation. 
The linlcs between the process of SALT and other- disarmaiaent efforts э-ге neither 
r i g i d nor always cleai". Disarnament i s not an i n t e r l o c k i n g puzzle, i n which 
pieces must be put i n place one a,t a time i n a f i x e d sequence to complete the 
v;hole. I see i t as a mosaic — each piece contributes to completion of the t o t a l 
design, further enhancing our perception of v/hat remains to be done. SALT i s o. 
ma.jor piece of the mosaic. I t s placement sha-rpens our v i s i o n of the pieces s t i l l 
needed and strengthens our resolve to complete the design. 

I'ly Government i s determined to pursue v/ith renev/ed vigour e f f o r t s to achieve 
agreement on the f u l l rang-e of arms control issues v/hich are the subject of 
current negotia,tiono. As a.nnounced i n the Summit Coimaunique yesterday. 
President Carter and President Brezhnev ha.ve agreed to active continuation of 
the search for mutaally-acceptable agreement i n the negotiations on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems. The tv/o Presidents eJso reached a.greement at Vienna that United States 
and Soviet representatives v / i l l meet promptly to discuss resumption of the talks 
on questions concerning- arms limita.tion measures i n the Indian Ocean and to discuss 
questions related to the next round of negotiations on l i m i t i n g conventional a,rms 
transfers. 

In the m u l t i l a t e r a l area, I v/ould hope particuli">.rly that the achic^vement of 
SALT I I v / i l l be a spire to progress tov/ards a.greenent on mutual and balanced force 
reductions i n Europe and to fresh thinlcing- aubout how to achieve mutual res t r a i n t 
i n the deployment of theatre nuclear v/eapons. As you are a.v/are, my Government, 
i n concert with i t s НАТО a l l i e s , i s already giving careful considera.tion to the 
la.tter problemi. 
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Three of the arms control negotiations i n vriiich my Government i s now engg^ged 
are aimed at producing the basis f o r i n t e r n a t i o m l conventions, open to signature 
by a l l nattions. Por that reason and beca.use of t h e i r i n t r i n s i c importance, these 
negotiations are of special interest to this Committee. 

P i r s t , i n the comprehensive test ban t a l k s , the United States and i t s B r i t i s h 
and Soviet negotiating partners are persevering i n t h e i r e f f o r t s to achieve agreement 
on a treaty which w i l l prohibit a l l nucle£.r weapons tests i n a l l environments, with 
an i n t e g r a l l y related protocol prohibiting peaceful nuclear explosions. Л number 
of d i f f i c u l t issues remain to be resolved i n the c r i t i c a , ! area of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
Here i n Geneva, the delegations are continuing t h e i r vrork at this very moment, but 
much d i f f i c u l t negotiating remains before them. H y Goverment i s conscious of the 
impatience of the international community vrith the pace of negotiations. I t shares 
with a l l of you a, sense of urgency about achieving a. comprehensive and durable ban, 
with effective v e r i f i c a t i o n , vrhich attracts the broadest possible international 
support. 

Second, United States a.nd Soviet negotiators w i l l meet here i n Geneva next month 
to resume t h e i r work on a complete, effe c t i v e , a.nd adequately v e r i f i a b l e prohibition 
of chemical weapons. Their objective i s agreement on a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e for 
presentation to t h i s Comiuittee. Huch has been accomplished, but serious d i f f i c u l t i e s 
remain, a.gain p r i n c i p a l l y i n the c r u c i a l area, of verifica.tion. My Government 
considers i t imperative that efforts f o r greater progress should be i n t e n s i f i e d , 4e 

understand the sense of urgency which.the Committee on Disarmament and the rest of 
the international community a,ttaxh to these negotiations, and we intend to d.o 
everything possible on our part to move them forward. \7e also understand the 
desire of many members of this Comrnittee to involve the CD more d i r e c t l y i n work 
on a C\ï convention, and we are giving ca-reful thought to t h i s question. 

F i n a l l y , as you know from the Suirnîiit Communiqué, b i l a t e r a l agreement has been 
reached on a l l major elements of a treaty banning the development, production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g , and use of radiológica,,! Trea,pons. ïïe hope to be able to present a 
j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e to t h i s Committee for i t s consideration i n the near future. This 
ban v r i l l f i l l a gap i n the set of m u l t i l a t e r a l agreements dealing with those weapons 
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which are definod as v;eapons of mass destruction. I t w i l l be a significant 
achievement, and one further step along the roa,d to ensuring a, more secure 
international environment. 

Ladies and gentlemen, l?,ot night when the President arrived back i n V/ashington, 
he reported promptly to the Congress. I would l i k e to share with you part of his 
thoughts as presented i n tho.t address. President Ca.rter said s 

"I come i n a s p i r i t of patience, of hope, and of reason and 
re s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

Patience — because the vray i s long a,nd hard, and the obstacles 
rJiead are a.t least as great as those v/hich have been overcome i n the la,st 
30 years of d i l i g e n t and dedicated v/ork. 

Hope — because I an a,ble to report to you tonight that reaJ progress 
has bee 1 таЛе. 

Reason and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y — becanse both v / i l l be needed i n f u l l 
mea,sure i f the promise av/aJcened i n Vienna i s to be f u l f i l l e d , a.nd the v?a.y 
opened for the next phase i n the struggle for a. safe and sane v7orld." 
A l l of us share a common goa.l — peace v/ith security.- I f each of us uses the 

talent, the imagination, the intelligence and tho perseverance that we i n d i v i d u a l l y 
ma.y have and that you, the major nations of the v/orld, have as a resource, then 
surely you share the viev/s of both President Ca,rter and President Breshnev vrhen 

they agreed that there i s a common bond for s u r v i v a l , a common bond for the reduction 
i n the arms race and a. search for the a b i l i t y — for the salce of our children and 
gra.ndchildren — to l i v e i n a. secure r/orld. 
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Mr. ISSRAELYAIT (union of Loviet S o c i a l i s t pLepublicc) (translated from 
Russian)s An event of great p o l i t i c a l significance took place yesterday at Vienna: 
the Treaty on the Liraitation of Gtmtegic Offensive Arms was signed during the 
course of the mooting bet\;oen L.I. Brezhnev, General Secrotarjr of tho Central 
Committee of tho Coimuiist Party of tho Soviet union and President of the Presidium 
of the Supreme Soviot of the USSR, and J. Carter, President of the Unitod States. 

The Treaty -irhich i;as signed i n Vienna i s the result of long and strenuous 
ef f o r t s by both sides. Tho nev treaty io r e a l i s t i c a.nd concreto. Tho Treaty i n 
essence establishes quantitative l i m i t a t i o n s on arms and curbs t h e i r qualitative 
improvement. I t shou.ld bo nctoá i n p a r t i c u l a r that the Treaty i s based on the 
p r i n c i p i o of p a r i t y and equal security. Provision i s пэЛе for the r e l i a b l e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of the fulfilment of a l l obligations under tho Treaty by both sides. 

Speaking i n Vienna, L.I. Brezhnov stressed that ''Bach provision — I would ovon 
say, each xrord of tho Ti'eaty — hao boon x/eighed and thought ovei- dozens of times-
ITaturally, i t i s a compromise; i t could not be other\iise. Each side \rould lilce tho 
text of the Troatjr to bo somewhat di f f e r e n t , more suitable for i t s interests, but 
each side had to give ground on some points, taking into account the partner's 
legitimate interests''. 

The SALT I I Treaty was not b u i l t up from scratch, f o r i t i s the l o g i c a l 
continuation of such most important agreements conclu.ded i n recent years as the 
Treaty Banning Nuclear './eapon Tests, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Vieapons and others. The SALT I I Treaty i n the outgrowth of the f i r s t important 
Soviet-United States agreements i n the f i e l d of stra,tegic arms — the Treaty on the 
Limitation of / n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Systems and the Interim Agreement on certain 
measures with respect to the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic offensive weapons (SALT l ) 
which veve signed on 26 May 1972' I t i s baser'' on the Agreement on Prevention of 
Nuclear War x/hich i s a raost important agreement i n the history of Soviet-United States 
r e l a t i o n s . 

In 1972 a f i r s t step vd,s made toviardc ending the race involving the most 
destructive weapons — the race which threatened to reach a quantitative and 
qualitative l e v e l where ''guns f i r e by themselves^' . Agreements aimed at sloxring 
down the arms race i n the nuclear missile f i e l d entered into force f o r the f i r s t 
time i n the post-war period. 

file:///rould
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Even at that time, i n 1972, i t was agreed that the USSR and the United States 
would continue negotiations -with a view to deepening and eзфanding the a.greements 
that had been signed. 

In the course of the Soviet-United States summit negotiations i n 1972 and 1973 

i t was noted that the SILT I agreement, v/hich was to expire i n f i v e j'-ears, should 
be follov/ed by a SALT I I agi-eeraent. l/hat v/as meant v/as a comprehensive treaty 

which v/ould bring about both a redtiction i n the levels of strategic offensive 
v/eapons and a further l i m i t a t i o n of t h e i r qualitative sophistication. The 
outlines of the SALT I I agreement v/ere defined i n the course of the summit 
negotiations at Vladivostok i n November 1974• 

In the long run the e f f o r t s made for many years have yielded r e s u l t s . A 
detailed and car e f u l l y balanced agreement has been elaborated. The document signed at 
Vienna represents the most s i g n i f i c a n t step that has ever been taken to curb the arms 
race. Por several years — on a number of important aspects through 19S5 — i t 
creates s p e c i f i c obstacles to the st o c k p i l i n g of the most t e r r i b l e and costly types 
of v/eapons. 

The Treaty signed yesterday and other jo i n t dociiments have been published i n 
the press and are already being commented upon widely throughout the v/orld^. In this 
connexion there i s probably no need to dv/ell on p a r t i c u l a r d e t a i l s of the 
documents v/hich v/ere signed. I should only l i k e to emphasize that the SALT I I 
agreement establishes f o r each side an equal t o t a l number of strategic v/eapon 
delivery vehicles of 2Ю0 and the obligation to reduce t h i s number to 2250 v/ithin 
the period of validiti?- of the Treaty, The Treaty also introduces other 
l i m i t a t i o n s f o r various types of strategic offensive v/eapons. The l i m i t a t i o n s on 
these v/eapons are not only quantitative but also q u a l i t a t i v e . The Treaty provides 
fo r effective control over compliance with a l l i t s provisions based on unhampered 
v e r i f i c a t i o n by national technical methods. 

The agreement draxm vip i s s i g n i f i c a n t f o r a number of reasons. I t i s 
undoubtedly an important stage i n the process of developing.relations between the 
Soviet Union and the United States, which i t s e l f contributes to improving the 
international climate. 

At the same time the Treaty i s not only i n the interests of the t\io States. 
The conclusion of the Treaty i s i n the interest of the peoples of the entire 
world, f o r the achievement of t h i s agreement leads to the strengthening of 
intema.tional security i n general. The threat of a nuclear v/ar v / i l l diminish. 
Mutual trust v / i l l grov/. 
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I t i s important that SALT I I i s not an end hut another s i g n i f i c a n t step 
towards further curbing the strategic arms race. Taking into account t h e i r 
obligations vnàex a r t i c l e VI of the Тгеагу on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons — to pursue negotiations i n good f a i t h on effective measures r e l a t i n g to 
cessation of the nuclear arms race andi to nuclear disarmament — and also having as 
t h e i r goal the achievement of gene:ral and complote disarmament, the USSPi and the 
United States have agreed to begin — imniediately a f t e r the entry into force of the 
SALT I I Treaty — active negotiations on further measures for the l i m i t a t i o n and 
reduction of sti-ategic ireapons. In the course of tho i r meeting i n Vienna, the 
leaders of the USSR and the United States signed a jo i n t statement on the 
pr i n c i p l e s and basic guidelines of further negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of 
strategic arms. 

The universal interest i n and support f o r the e f f o r t s of the Soviet Union and 
the United States aimed at achieving t h i s h i s t o r i c agreement are w e l l reflected i n 
the documents of the most a.uthoritative international organization of the world 
today — the United Nations.' The P i n a l Document of the special session of the 
United Nations Genera,! Assembly which was held i n ŝ ummer 1978 urges that a SALT I I 
agreement should be concluded, at the e a r l i e s t possible date and that i t should be 
followed promptlji- by further strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n negotiations. The session of 
the United Nations Disarmament Commission that has just completed i t s work i n 
New York also stressed the importance of the strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n negotiations. 

In t h e i r discussion of other questions connected with the solution of problems 
of curbing the arms race and of disarmament, the leaders cf tho USSR and the 
United States expresseci t h e i r support f o r the Fina,l Document adopted at the 
United Nations General Assembly special session d.evoted to disarmament. The sides 
expressed t h e i r support f o r the convening of a second United Nations General Assembly 
special session on disarmament, and for that session to be folloviod by the 
convocation of a v/orld disarmament conference, v/ith universal p a r t i c i p a t i o n , 
adequately prepared and at an appropria.te time. 

We proceed from the pi-emise that both the Treaty v/hich г/as signed yesterday 
and. the discussions v/hich took place betvreen the leaders of the Soviet Union and the 
United States w i l l also help to stimulate other negotia,tions vrhich are being 
conducted on questions of curbing the arms race and on disarmament, including those 
i n the framevrork of the Committee on Disarm.ament. 

This refers above a l l to the negotiations on tho most t o p i c a l problem of 
disarmament — nuclear disarmament. The joint Soviet-United States communiqué 
stresses that the leaders of the USSR and United States ''committed themselves 
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to take major steps to l i m i t nuclear weapons with- the objective of ultimately 
eliminating them, and to complete sue ce s sf nils'- other aims l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament negotiations-'. 

In p a r t i c u l a r the examination i n the Committee on Disarmament of the q-uestion 
of ending the nuclear.arms race and of nuclear disarmament, including s p e c i f i c 
proposals submitted on the question, w i l l , i n our view, promote the solution of t h i s 
problem. 

The prolifei-ation of nuclear weapons poses a serious threat to international • 
security. The States v/hich are already i n possession of nuclear v/eapons bear a 
special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the matter of displaying r e s t r a i n t . The non-proliferation 
of nuclear weapons i s an exceptionally important problem-. The participants in the 
Vienna meeting stressed that the USSR and the United States are i n favour of the 
further strengthening of the regime of non-proliforation of nuclear v/eapons and 
confirmed t h e i r resolve to continue to comply s t r i c t l y with the obligations they 
have assumed under the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The tv/o 
sides expressed t h e i r intention to co-operate closely vrith other countries vrith a 
vievr to the successful concliision of the I98O Reviev/ Conference of the parties to 
the Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and called upon a l l the 
States v/hich had not yet done so, to sign and r a t i f y the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 

Measures such as the strengthening of security guarantees f o r non-nuclear-vreapon 
States also contribute to the l i m i t a t i o n cf the nuclear arms race. As i s knovm, 
t h i s question i s also On the agenda of the Committee. In our vievr, the s p e c i f i c 
proposals made to this end Ъу a number of States, including the Soviet Union, offer 
a sound basis for the elaboration of appropriato international agreements even at this 
session of. the Conmiittee on Disarmament. 

The conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general cessation of 
nuclear-vreapon tests v / i l l be.an important step tovrards limiting-the nuclear arms 
race. The urgency of t h i s question has been repeatedly emphasized i n the decisions. 
of the United Nations General Assembly, as vrell as i n the F i n a l Document of the 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

It v/as noted at the meeting i n Vienna that some progress had been achieved i n 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on the elaboration of an international ti-eaty providing 
for a complete ba,n on nuclear-vreapon tests i n any environment and an associated 
protocol. The sides reaffirmed the intention of the Soviet Union and the 
United States -to vrork j o i n t l y vrith the United ICingdom for the early completion of 
t h i s treaty. 

The development of new tjrpes and systems of weapons and, above a l l , of vreapons 
of mass destruction greatly threatens peace and imiversal security. That i s vrhy 
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progress i n the negotiations on th i s question i s of special importance. As i s 
Imovm, some progress i n t h i s direction has been made i n the past. These were but 
f i r s t steps. The oovict delegation believes that the Committee on Disarmament has 
good p o s s i b i l i t i e s to achieve пом^ at the current session, tangible results i n this 
f i e l d . As i s Imovm, i n the f i n a l document of the Viema meeting the Heads of State 
of the USSR and the United States confirmed M x t h s a t i s f a c t i o n the achievement of 
b i l a t e r a l agreement on tho basic elements of a treaty on the prohibition of the 
development, manufacture, stoclcpiling and use of rad i o l o g i c a l vreapons. ''An agreed 
joi n t proposal'' — says the F i n a l Document — ' ' i r i l l be presented to the Committee on 
Disarmament th i s year'' . A fter considering t h i s joint proposal, the Committee could 
submit to the United Hations General Assembly a sp e c i f i c text of an agreement on the 
prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l \reapons. This v r i l l be no small contribution to the 
l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race i n new dangerous areas and w i l l demonstrate the 
effectiveness of the work of the Comraittee on Disarmament i n 1979-

We further hope that the favourable climate created by the successful 
conclusion of the Soviet-United States Summit w i l l also contribu.te to progress i n such 
an important f i e l d as the pi-ohibition of chemical vreapons. The leaders of the 
USSR and the United States reaffirmed the importance of a general, complete and 
v e r i f i a b l e prohib?Ltion of chemical weapons, and agreed to activate t h e i r efforts 
vrith a vievr to the preparation of an agreed joint proposal for submission to the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

Vie have mentioned but some questions of disarmament, ?nd p a r t i c u l a r l y those 
vrhich are on the agenda of the Commictec on Disarmament and which w i l l tmdoubtedljr 
be influencGci p o s i t i v e l y by the Vienna meeting. The positive impetus of the 
Vienna meeting w i l l , of course, affect other negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of the 
arms race irhich ai-e being conducted through other channels and i n other f cruras. 

The Soviet delegation vrhich has come out i n the Committee with a large 
number of proposals vras prepared, together with other countries members of the 
Committee, to proceed vrithout delay to the elaboration of s p e c i f i c agreements on 
t h i s and other aspects of the vita.l question of ending the arm.s race and on 
disarmament. This vrould be oui- concrete response to \rhat vre- consider to be the 
f u l l y j u s t i f i e d expectations \rhich have been generated i n the -world by the 
h i s t o r i c meeting i n Vienna and i t s r e s u l t s . 
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Ib?. РОНЫ'В-ЬГх! (Federal Republic of Germany): F i r s t of a l l , îlr. Chairman, 
I would l i k e to welcome you personally as head of the E r a z i l i a n délégation, to the 
Committee on Disarmament and to congratulate you on the assumption of the chair of 
the Committee for this month. On behalf of my delegation I wish you the best success. 

I also take t h i s opportunity to extend, a warm welcome to the now heads of 
delegations: Ambassador Duinont of Argentina, S i r J. P l i m s o l l of A u s t r a l i a , and 
Ambassador Radjavi of the Islamic Republic of Iran. V/e look forward to co-operating 
closely with them. 

At the outset of my short intervention, I wish to thanlc Ilr. Seignious, head of 
the united States delegation, and Anbassad,or Issraelyan, head of the Soviet 
delegation, f o r informing this Committee about the summit m-eeting held i n Vienna 
a few days ago. 

On behalf of the Government of the Fed,ei-al Republic of Germany I would l i k e to 
welcome the signing of the SALT I I agreement and express my congratulations to the 
representatives of the United. States of America and. the Soviet Union. The Government 
of the Federal Republic of Germany considers t h i s agreement a major step towards 
nuclear disarmament and an important contribution to s t a b i l i z i n g East-¥est relati o n s . 
¥e have heard with s a t i s f a c t i o n that the tvro countries are going to pursue t h e i r 
negotiations with the aifli of preparing the ground for further agreements, thereby 
complying viith the recommend.ations of the F i n a l Document of the United. Ifetions 
special session d.evotecl to d.isarmament. 

¥e are convin-ed that the signing of diis agreement w i l l contribute to a climate 
favourable to further progress i n arms control and disairaament. SALT I I i s thus 
of great relevance i n enhancing our work here i n the Conmiittee on Disarmament. 

Ife. SUI"№REI/iYaS (United ICingdom) s I viish to'thank the distinguished 
representative of the United. States f o r bis statement. ¥e have listened with great 
interest to his report of the meeting between Presid.ent Garter and Presid,ent Brezhnev, 
v/hich resulted i n the signing of the SALT I I agreement. 

The B r i t i s h Government welcomes the conclusion of negotiations and the signing 
of the SALT I I agreement. ¥¡y Government has long supported, efforts to achieve 
strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n . I t hopes that the Treaty w i l l now be r a t i f i e d . I-fy 
Government attaches p a r t i c u l a r significance to t h i s Treaty i n the context of the 
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!Preaty on the Mon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, to be reviewed i n I960. The 
signing of this agreeiaent i s evidence of the desire of the two major nuclear-weapon 
Powers to curb the v e r t i c a l r i r o l i f e r a t i o n of strategic nuclear weapons. 

V/e have also studied with interest the contents of j o i n t coimnuniqué issued, at 
the Vienna sumnMt. V/e have noted, that several items of direct relevance to the 
work of t h i s Committee were discussed at this meeting. ¥¡y delegation hopes that 
the signing of the SALT I I agreement, and. the d.iscussions which took place i n Vienna, 
w i l l give an impetus to this CoEffiiittee i n i t s attempt to resolve many other pressing 
problems i n the f i e l d , of arms control and disarmament. 

Mr. SUJKA (Poland) s The Committee on Disarmament has just heard tv/o . 
important statements by the distinguished, representatives of the Soviet Union and. 
the United States announcing the conclusion and signature of another strategic arms 
l i m i t a t i o n agreement — SALT I I , 

Thus one more step has been made to avert a nuclear catastrophy and to 
consolidate international security and mutual confidence betv-zeen the tv/o great Powers. 
Afte r a d i f f i c i i l t negotiating process l a s t i n g seven years, a sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r the peaceful development of the world has led the USSR and the United States 
to put t h e i r signatures to an important agreement — an agreement v/hich, f o r the 
f i r s t time i n the history of mutual relations of the two Pov/ers, seeks not only to 
raise a b a r r i e r to the arms race but also to lead to si g n i f i c a n t cut-backs i n 
inventories of nuclear v/eapons. 

On behalf of the Polish delegation I should, l i k e to extend to tlie delegations 
of the Union of the Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics and of the United States of America 
our v/arm congratulations. In i t s statement of 18 June, the Government of the 
Polish People's Republic placed on record, the s a t i s f a c t i o n and. g r a t i f i c a t i o n of the 
entire Polish people over that h i s t o r i c act which we could, a l l follow on t e l e v i s i o n . 

The signature of SALT I I — I am sure -— has been welcomed by public opinion 
everywhere, f o r i t strilcingly coincides with the universal aspiration to secure f o r 
t h i s and. f o r future genei-ations l i f e i n a peaceful and. disarming world.. Ind.eed, v/e 
look forward with anticipation that the SALT I I provisions r e l a t i n g to futvire 
d.isarmament measures w i l l be followed up with a sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and p o l i t i c a l 
good.will. By advancing the cause of general and complete disarmament they w i l l 
safeguard the security of a l l States and of a l l p o l i t i c a l groupings. 

I am sure that, we a l l are going to study carefully the d.ocuments v/hich were 
signed i n Vienna yesterd.ay by the leaders of the Soviet Union and the United States. 
In my preliminary remarks, however, I should l i k e to refer b r i e f l y to some conclusions 
which, i n the viev/ of my d.elegation, can be d.rax'/n from that momentous event. 
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F i r s t , the two great Powers have confirmed i n Vienna that they are f u l l y aware 
of t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t j r f o r the peaceful development of the world and that they are 
determined to take a creative and active nart i n that development; 

Second, the SâLT I I negotiating process has confirmed that the security of 
States can be assured without sustained m i l i t a r y r i v a l r y and an arms race. This has 
i t s obvious and important implications f o r the prospects of peace and of the socio
economic development of a l l States; 

Third, the SALT I I provisions r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n indicate that one can 
work out effective solutions which enhance the sense of security without compromising 
the other interests of States; 

Fourth, the agreed guidelines f o r the next stage of the nuclear disarmament 
process, which are contained i n the Statement of P r i n c i p l e s to govein the "SALT I I I 
negotiations, have major implications f o r the opening-up of new p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament efforts pursued here, i n the Committee on Disarmament, and 
elsewhere; and 

F i f t h , the new p o l i t i c a l climate generated by the signature of the SALT I I 
agreement augurs well f o r prospects of important progress i n the b i l a t e r a l talks 
concerning chemical weapons, as well as the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations concerned with 
nuclear test ban. 

I am sure that these conclusions w i l l not be l o s t on the Committee on Disarmament 
as w e l l . Indeed, the new momentum of disarmament negotiations must find i t s d i s t i n c t 
r e f l e c t i o n i n the work pursued i n t h i s body. In the view of my delegation, the 
Committee i s now more than ever duty-bound to accelerate i t s work i n areas which have 
direct relevance'to the Vienna agreement. That includes, i n the f i r s t place, the 
question of negotiations to halt the production of nuclear weapons and of nuclear 
disarmament, Tliat also includes the question of the negative guarantees f o r non-
nuclear-weapon States, Last but not least — i t includes our p r i o r i t y items: 
prohibition of nuclear-xJeapon tests and the elimination of chemical weapons. 

jŷ y delegation i s confident that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l not miss 
the opportunity which has been opened up by the SALT I I agreement, and which w i l l be 
reinforced by i t s early r a t i f i c a t i o n . We are confident that the cause of general 
and complete disarmament w i l l be s i g n i f i c a n t l y advanced, ly- delegation i s prepared 
to co-operate with a l l members of the Coimnittee i n f a c i l i t a t i n g that objective. 



I'll". GiiPiCLl I i O B L D S (i-ioxico) (trcjislatod iror. Spanish) s I should l i k o f i r s t 
o f a l l to o x p r o R G LTj' tclegction'o E"j:-\titu'i.G t o Иг. George 11. Seignious I I , 
Director of the United States .Inns Control and Disarna'-iont Agency, for the valuable 
i n f o r m t i o n h e presented t o uo i r . t h e ctatorieno h o has just r.3£i.,l.e concerning the 
ir.ii.iediate bac'cground and content of th-o Treaty v h i o h , as tiio fort-aitous culr.rLna,tion 
o f the long cycle o f negotiationo irhicn havo '.jOGo:.it knovm as SALT I I , v/as signed 
yesterday at Vierna by t h e Cliiefs j f Stn,to of ¡lis country and cf t h o Soviet Union — 
a. h i s t o r i c a J event â t v/liich President Di'eshnev anl President Carter uero the 
pr i n c i p a l s and \/hich l i r , SeigniouG h.ad t h e honour of ^/itnessing. 

Our g T r a t i t u ' d e a2so goes to the distinguished represent active of the other State 
party to the Treaty v/hich I have just nentionod, Anbassador Issraelyan, г/ho i n his 
statenent made a number of supplonenta.ry points that are cortainly valuable for the 
correct evaJua.tion of tho Treaty. 

The inportance o f the statononts v/e ha-ve just heard i s a l l the greater i n the 
l i g h t of v/hat has been said t o the effect that the Treaty i n question i s reg^arded 
not as an end i n i t s e l f but as a point o f depo,rture for the t h i r d round of 
negotia-tions, naunely, SALT I I I v/hich should load the tv/o States v/ith the la.rgest 
nuclear arsenals t o effoct reductions and qualitative l i m i t a t i o n s o f those arsenaJs 
that are t r u l y nearángful i n the disarnament context. 

My delegation considers tha.t b i l a t e r a l negotia„tions l i k e these and m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiavtions such a s those v/e are endea.vouring t o enga,ge i n here are not competitive 
and even less incompartible and that, on tlie contra^ry, they should be regarded as 
conplenentary and mutually beneficia.!. Por t h i s reason we are convinced that, i n 
accordance v/ith the s p i r i t o f tho P i n a l Document a.pproved by tho f i r s t 
General Assembly of the United fetions devoted to disa.rn-anont, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
paragraphs 27 and I I 4 of t h a . t Document, i t v / o u l d be highly desirable and of m t ual 
advantage i f — just as the two Superpov/ers a.re k e p t f u l l y and appropriately 
informed of any points on wMch agreoi-iont may be reached hero — the Connittee on 
Disarnanent, v/hich i t has been agreed by consensus constitutes the "single 
multilavteral disarmnent negotia-ting ¿"orun", should simila^rly be regarded a.s the 
r i g h t f u l recipient of a l l docunentj of tho type t h a . t have just been signed at 
Vienna. 
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¥e consider that the Соиг-Tittoe on Disarnanient and i t s States nenbers have the 
rig h t — not only with г» viev/ to f a c i l i t e t i n g t h e i r task but a.lso- placing'then i n 
a position to maleo a nore useful contribution to tho common cause — to talee note 
o f f i c i a l l y of any documentation of t l i i s nature i n i t s entirety. 

In vioxi of what I have said a.bove, my d.elegation expresses the hope that the 
delegations of the two States enga¡,ged i n the SALT negotiations w i l l be a-ble to 
transmit t o the Secretariat of the Conrúttoe tho text o f t h e Vienna documents, the 
Treaty and i t s annexes, with a view t o t h e i r reproduction f o r infornation purposes 
as officiât documents o f the Gomoitteo on Disarnanont. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian); the Mongolian 
delegation lia.s the honour to in f o r n the nenbers of the Committee on Disarmament that 
the Government of the Mongolian People's Republic ha„s today, 19 June 1979, made a 
statement expressing v/holelicarted support f o r the new Soviet-United States agreement 
on the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic offensive arms, signed yosterda^y at Vienna by 
L.I. Brezhnev, GenoraJ Secretary of t h e Central Comnittee of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union and President o f tho Presidium of tho Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR, and by J. Carter, President of the United States of America.. 

In accordance with the instructions received from the Governrnent of the 
Mongolian People's Republic I woiild request you, Mr. Chrárnan, to arrange for the 
d i s t r i b u t i o n of the above-mentioned statement by the Governnont of the Mongolian 
People's Republic as an o f f i c i a l document of tho CovxrLttee on Disarmamont. 

The Mongolian delegation váll submit t h i s document immediately to the 
Secretariat of the Comcdttee for d i s t r i b u t i o n , a n d m i l taice advantage of the 
opportunity of malcing a statenent a t one of the Corxiittee ' s next meetings. 

As I ail talcing the f l o o r f o r the f i r s t tim.o at tho very beginning of the 
Comirdttoe's summer session I should l i k e to congratulate you on your assuiïïption of 
the post of Chairnan of tho Conmittee and xdsh you success i n the dtschargo of your 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

The Mongolian delegation has toda,^'- listened with great attention to the very 
important statements mdo by the USSR and united States delegations, and would talce 
t h i s opportunity of sincerely wolcoiiing i n tho Coniñttoe and congratulating tho 
USSR delegation a.s well as the United States delegation, i..hich at t l i i s neeting i s . 
being represented with d i s t i n c t i o n by Mr. G, Seignious I I , Director of the 
United States irms Control and Disarmament Agency, on the successful results of the 
Vienna sunmit mooting ;;hoso significance extends well beyond tho framework of 
b i l a t e r a l Soviet-United States r e l a t i o n s . 
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Mr. LIDGÁPD (Sweden): ¥y delegation would l i k e to express i t s support 
of the appeal just made hy tho discinguished representative of Mexico to the 
United States and to the Soviet I f n ^ o n . to makĉ  avail3,h3.e to t h i s Committee 
any documentatit pertaining to SALT I I . I should also l i k e to use t h i s 
occasion to state that the Swedish Government has already expressed i t s appreciation 
and s a t i s f a c t i o n of the conclusion of the important agreement on SALT J I . 

i/e sliare the hope wni<di hcis been expressed here that t h i s agreement w i l l also 
give impetus to other disa.rmement negotiations, and I axi thiiucing there, i n 
part i c u l a r , of the comprehensive test ban treaty. 

I should also Like tc express our sincere gratitude to Mr. Seignious, the 
Director of the Urxited States Arms Control and D.i-sarmament Agency, and to 
Ambassador Issraelyan, the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union i n our 
Committee, for having given us th i s very intojresting report o f the conclusion of 
the SAIS I I agreement. Wo consider i t very essential, with regard to t h i s 
Committee's important task to negotiate disarmaraent agreements, that i t i s kept 
f u l l y informed of negotiations going on i n other fora. 

As I have said, we f u l l y support the appeal by the distinguished representative 
of Mexico. 

ЬЬг, SEIGMIQUS (United States of America); I pledge that I v / i l l dispatch 
to t h i s Committee copies of the United States version of the SALT Treaty tomorrov/, 

Mr. ISSEiJjIYAîT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics): I am talcing the f l o o r 
on the understar Lng that the l i s t of sp-akers on t h i s que.; : i on i s exhausted. I f 
that i s so, I vrould l i k e c o r d i a l l y to thanlc the délégations of the Pederal Republic 
of Germany, the Umtod Kingdom, Poland, Mongolia, Svroden and Mexico for t h e i r kind 
vrords about the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics a.nd the Soviet delegation.. 
I viish to assure you, my clear colleagues, yet a^gain, that the S.o.viet delegation 
v / i l l spare, no eff o r t to co-operale closely v/ith you i n d i f f i . c i i l t ajid perhaps even 
lengthy quests, v/ith each passing day, .for the achievement of agreements designed 
to consolidate peace and security a.nd co-operation among a l l the delegations 
represented here i n t h i s Comnittee and i n the v/hole v/orld. 

The СШИПШТ; As there are no more speakers on my l i s t I should l i k e to 
propose to members of the Committee, as v/e ha,ve £i fevr procedural questions pending, 
that v/e suspend t h i s meeting and reconvene, i n approximately ten minutes, i n an 
informal m.eeting of the Committee. 

The meeting v/as suspended at 4.50 p.m> and resumed at 5>4Q p.m. 
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The cailPI'í&H; According to the rules of procedure of t h i s CoBimittee, the 
Chairman of the Committee, i n consultation with delegations should present a 
proposal on the organization of our work. After holding consultations with 
different groups and diffei-ent delegations, and also i n informal meetings, the 
Chaiiman came to the conclusion that a consensus has emerged concerning the 
organization of our work as i t i s presented i n the informal paper circulated to a l l 
delegations of the Committee. 

This heing the case I s h a l l read out the decision of the Committee, taken hy 
consensus and related to the organization of our work. 

"In compliance with rule 20 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee on 
Disarmament adopts the following programme of хтогк for the second part of i t s 
1979 session^ 

21-22 June Nuclear test ban 
25-29 June Effective international arrangements to assure 

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of 
use of nuclear weapons 

2-6 July Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament 
10-15 July Nexi types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems 

of such xireaponsf ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
16-27 July Chemical weapons 
30 July - 5 Aug. Nuclear test ban 

Consideration and adoption of the annual report to the 
General Assembly of the United Ш .ions. 

In adopting i t s programme of work, the Conimittee has kept i n mind the 
provisions of rules 30 and 5 I of i t s rules of procedure". 
In adopting t h i s programme of work the Committee has decided to s p l i t one 

of i t s items into two parts, namely, the item concerning the nuclear test ban. 
I t was agreed that the f i r s t part would be devoted to an exchange of views and 
(formal or informal) proposals that delegautions wish to present to the Committee, 
During the second pa^rt of the consideration of the item, â mong other things, the 
Committee w i l l receive, take note, and comment on the report of the experts on 
seismic events. 

In addition, bearing i n mind the understanding reached during the f i r s t part 
of the 1979 session, negotia-tions should proceed informally, to help the Committee 
reach an agreement concernJ-ng the procedure to be applied when dealing with the 
item on chemical weapons. Those negotiations, recjuested during the f i r s t part of 
t h i s session, have already started; they are proceeding and i t i s my hope that, 
i n the very near future,- we can come to a conclusion concerning these aspects of 
the item on chemical x/eapons. 
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(The Chairman) 

I f no other delegation desires to talce the f l o o r I talce i t that i t i s the 
wish to the Committee to adopt the programme of vrork as has been established, 
with both the understandings indicated prsviouslj'-. 

Ib was so decided. 

The СМТШШ'Тг The next plenary meeting of the Committee v / i l l be held 
on Thursday, 21 June 1979? at 10.50 a.m. During t h i s time consultations v / i l l be 
continuing and, as I stated before, i f there i s a p o s s i b i l i t y of convening an 
informal meeting t h i s v/eek on the procedural aspects of dealing v/ith chemical 
v/eapons I s h a l l propose to members of the Coimnittee to do so. 

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.m. 
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Hr. ERDBffilLEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian); Hbe start of the 
vrork of the sujîimer session of tho Coimnittee on Disarmament coincides i n a pleasant 
way t h i s year wit" an event of intematior^al h i s t o r i c a l significance. 

It vra,s l i t e r a l l y only a fev days ago that a Soviet~ünited States meeting at the 
highest l e v e l was successfully concluded i n Vienna. The main outcome of t h i s meeting 
was the signing Ъу L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretaiy of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the P r e s i d i m of the Supreme 
Soviet of the USSR, and hy J. Carter, President of the United States, of a nevif 
Treaty on the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic offensive aims (SALT I I ) , and of a number of 
other important docimaents, the significance of v;hich extends f a r beyond the framework 
of b i l a t e r a l relations betvreen the USSR and the United States. 

As i s stressed i n the jo i n t Soviet-United States communiqué, the nevr Treaty on 
the l i m i t a t i o n of strategic offensive arras and i t s Protocol make a substantial 
contribution to the prevention of nuclear vrar and the deepening of détente, and thus 
serve the interests not only of the Soviet and American peoples, but the aspirations 
of manlcind f o r peace. 

In the past few days, the general public i n countries throughout the vrorld has 
indicated that i t thoroughly approves of the conclusion of the SALT I I Treaty, and 
regards i t as an important factor capable of having a favourable influence on the 
international climate as a whole. 

The Governments of the Soviet Union and of the United States have reached 
agreements of v i t r . l importance to mankind f o r the adoption of p r a c t i c a l measures on 
the quantitative l i m i t a t i o n of offensive strategic arms and on curbing t h e i r 
q u a l i t a t i v e refinement. Both sides have assumed the obligation to enter into active 
negotiations,after t h i s Treaty comes into force, on further steps f o r the l i m i t a t i o n 
and reduction of strategic arms. 

These fundamental provisions of the nevr Soviet-United States instruments have 
been mrmly approved by the Mongolian people and t h e i r Government, and the conclusion 
of the SALT I I Treaty i s regarded as a major step tovrards curbing the arms race and 
achieving the aims of disarmament. 

In a Declaration made by the Government of the Mongolian People's Republic on 
19 June 1979 i t i s stressed that the SALT I I Treaty " i s above a l l the result of tho 
peace-loving p o l i c y of the Soviet Union and i t s repeated and persistent e f f o r t s 
directed tovrards the control of the arms race, the adoption of effective measxires on 
disarmament and the strengthening of universal peace and security. Due recognition 
should be given to the fact that the prevailing good sense and realism of \/ashington's 
p o l i c y was of major significance i n the conclusion of the Treaty". 
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(ГТг. Erdembileg, Mongolia) 

In отдг opinion, the experience of the lengthy negotiations aimed at the 
conclusion of the SALT I I Treaty, the main l i n e s of vrhich were defined as a result 
of the understanding reached at Vladivostok, and also the history of the SALT I 
negotiations, confirm that, however d i f f i c u l t and complicated the problems of 
curbing the arms race and of disarmament may be, mutually acceptable solutions can 
be found only i f the parties are prepared to show the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and determination 
to observe the p r i n c i p l e of equality and of equal security as an essential condition. 

It should be noted that there are certain c i r c l e s that f i g h t to obtain a 
u n i l a t e r a l advantage i n the sphere of nuclear ireapons, that s t i r up a war psychosis 
by t h e i r expansionist and hegemonistic aspirations, and that attempt i n every possible 
Viay to hinder positive developments i n disarmament matters. 

In these conditions, i t i s essential that the signing of the nev; 
Soviet-United States SALT I I Treaty, which i s a vjcll-balanced and r e l i a b l y v e r i f i a b l e 
instrument, should be followed by i t s prompt implementation, which ;rould promote 
further progress i n the l i m i t a t i o n of offensive strategic arms. Each nev; step i n t h i s 
matter v / i l l indeed l i t t l e by l i t t l e help to reduce the l e v e l of m i l i t a r y confrontation 
i n the world and to strengthen international security. It seems to us that the entry 
into force of the SALT I I Treaty v / i l l s i g n i f y the s t r i c t fulfilment by the parties of 
a l l obligations under the Treaty, vrhich w i l l permit creation of the material basis 
for the preparation of subsequent stage-by-stage measures i n the sphere not only of 
further l i m i t a t i o n s on the expansion of armaments, but also of t h e i r reduction. 

In t h i s context, I should l i k e to note the enormous importance of the signing i n 
Vienna by the leaders of the U S S P i and the United States of a jo i n t statement of 
p r i n c i p l e s and basic guidelines f o r subsequent negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of 
strategic arms. 

IJe are of the vievr that the SALT I I Treaty v r i l l create preconditions favourable 
to the solution of such t o p i c a l disarmament problems as the further strengthening of 
the régime of the non-proliferation of nuclear \reapons, ending the production of a l l 
types of nuclear vreapons, and gradually reducing t h e i r stoclcpiles u n t i l thoy have 
been completely destroyed. 

In our opinion, the f r u i t f u l outcome of the '^^ienna meeting v r i l l also provide э-
nevr impulse to other important negotiations, currently undex" vray, on the t o t a l 
banning of nuclear-vreapon tests, ' b i l a t e r a l negotiations on a joint i n i t i a t i v e f o r the 
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prohibition of chemical weapons, and also negotiations on tho l i m i t a t i o n and reduction 
of armed forces and armaments i n Central Europe, etc. 

In t h i s connexion the Mongolian delegation \rould l i k e to express the f u l l support 
of the Mongolian People's Eepuhlic f o r the important proposal made by the Budapest 
meeting of the Committee of the Ministers f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the V/arsaw Treaty 
Member States f o r the convening, before the end of 1979? of a conference at tho 
p o l i t i c a l l e v e l to be attended by a l l the European countries, the United States and 
Canada, to reach agreement on the dates and procedures f o r holding t a l k s on ending 
the production of nuclear weapons and the prohibition of t h e i r use, the renunciation 
by a l l States of the use or threat of force, and the adoption of measures to 
strengthen guarantees f o r the non-nuclear-v/eapon States. 

It i s our profound conviction that the favourable atmosphere being created as a 
resu l t of the Soviet-United States summit meeting i n Vienna should be used i n the most 
effective manner by a l l States, and above a l l by the permanent members of the 
United nations Security Council, for the purpose of achieving r e a l measures i n the 
sphere of disarmament. Me consider that everyone should make constructive e f f o r t s i n 
t h i s d i r e c t i o n , both i n the United Nations and i n other international forums, and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n such an authoritative m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body as the Committee 
on Disarmament. 

As i s knoim, the Committee approved i t s programme of work for the summer session 
at the previous plenary meeting. Me are to continue the examination i n the Committee 
of a number of important questions on the agenda for 1979? including the item on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Specific proposals have 
been tabled on t h i s question by a number of delegations from the s o c i a l i s t countries 
i n the Committee, I have i n mind document CD/4. 1/e are convinced that useful 
consultations w i l l be contimied i n t h i s sphere, xrith a vie\r to paving the my for 
p r a c t i c a l negotiations. 

Next week the Committee w i l l embark ггроп an examination of the question of 
effective international agreements to strengthen gmrantees of the security of 
non-nuclear States. In t h i s connexion there are also relevant documents before the 
Committee, including the draft convention vrhich vras submitted by the Soviet 
delegation to the l a s t session of the United Nations General Assembly, and which 
could serve as a basis f o r negotiations. 
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As regards the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons, further progress 
i n the b i l a t e r a l negotiations on the preparation of a joint proposal w i l l be greatly 
f a c i l i t a t e d by the detailed consideration i n t h i s Committee of the numerous proposals 
already submitted by a number of delegations. 

The Mongolian People's E.epublic continues to attach p a r t i c u l a r importance to the 
achievement of r e a l progress i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on the complete and 
general pr o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I t w-elcomes the willingness shovm by 
the USSR and the United States, together with the United Kingdom, to continue t h e i r 
e f f o r t s i n the search for a positive solution aimed at completing the preparatory 
work f o r an appropriate agreement, as i s emphasized i n the well-lmovm 
Soviet-United States document. 

The Mongolian delegation has repeatedly come out i n favour of the u n i v e r s a l i t y 
of the Treaty on the Жоп-Proliferation of Hviclear Weapons. \/e c a l l on a l l States 
that have not yet done so to sign and r a t i f y the Treaty on the Hon-Proliferation of 
Huclear Weapons before the opening i n 1980 of the Second Revievr Conference of the 
Parties to the Treaty. 

In the f i r s t half of July of t h i s year the Committee w i l l take up consideration 
of the question of nevr types of vreapons of mass destruction and nevr systems of such 
vreapons. In our vievr, t h i s Committee has reason to expect concrete re s u l t s from the 
discussion of t h i s important question. The Mongolian delegation, together vrith other 
members of the Committee, expresses deep s a t i s f a c t i o n at the joint Soviet-United States 
decision to submit to the Committee on Disarmament t h i s year t h e i r agreed proposal on 
the question of prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. The future examination of the draft of t h i s treaty, on vrhose 
basic elements, as has already become knovm, b i l a t e r a l agreement has been reached, 
and i t s submission to the United Nations General Assembly for approval xrould be a 
concrete res u l t of the a c t i v i t y of the Committee during the recent period. 

These are the fevr comments that the Mongolian delegation vrished to make at t h i s 
stage i n the vrork of the Committee. 
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Ь'Ь. VOÜTOV (Bulgaria).* I t i s a pleasure for no to congratulate you once 
again, Mr. Claaiman, on your appointnont as tho new representative of B r a z i l i n 
tho Connittee on Disarnanent and to extend at the sane tine ny congratulations to 
the new loaders of the delegations of Argentina, A u s t r a l i a and Iran,- with whon we 
s h a l l carry on, as we have done so f a r , active and f r u i t f u l co-operation. 

I should also l i k e to express tho s a t i s f a c t i o n of ny delegation with the 
appointnont of Mr. R i k i J a i p a l , the representative of f r i e n d l y India, as Secretary 
of the Connittee and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations. 

The speedy elaboration of the progranne of work for the sunnor session under 
your wise gtàdance i s a good ouen for a businesslike approach to ovir tasks Which 
seen to be of growing inportance against the background of recent developaents i n 
the f i e l d of international security and disarnanent. 

The second part of the annual session of the Connittee begins i t s vJork i n a 
njore favourable international s i t u a t i o n , the synbol of which i s the sunnit neeting 
i n Vienna between Leonid Brezhnev, the President of the Suprene Soviet of the USSR, 
General Secretary cf the Central Connittee of the Connunist Party of the Soviet Union 
and Janes Carter, the President of the United States of Anerica, that'led to the 
signing of the SALT I I agreements. The Govemnent of the People's Republic of 
Bxilgaria, i n a special declaration published yesterday, welconed t h i s nost 
s i g n i f i c a n t act i n the efforts of hmianity during the past several decades to curb 
the ams race and clear the road to disarnanent. While congratulating both sides 
on t h i s h i s t o r i c achievenent, I cannot f a i l to stress the consistent peace-loving 
poli c y of the Soviet Union and personally of Leonid Brezhnev, vjhose dedicated and 
u n t i r i n g efforts i n the cause of peace and international understanding are 
uni v e r s a l l y adnired. 

Based upon the s o l i d foundations of the principles of equality and equal 
security of both sides, the SilLT I I agreenents are a convincing example that there 
are no questions i n contenporary international relations that cannot be solved 
through negotiations. The results of S/1.LT I I and t h e i r r a t i f i c a t i o n i n the near 
future w i l l strengthen the hope of a.ll peace-loving peoples on our planet that a 
v/orld nuclear holocaust nay be prevented. 
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We are glaxl to note аз well that the Si'̂ LT I I agreements will exert a positive 
influence upon the mutual increase of confidence and co-operation between the two 
greatest Powers cf this world, and thus upon the international climate. This w i l l 
be another proof that i t i s through arms control and disarmament neasures, rather 
than by vjay of an incessant arms race, that international security can be 
r e a l i s t i c a l l y enhanced. 

To us, the nenbers of the Connittee on Disarnanent, the r e f l e c t i o n of the 
Vienna sunnit upon the problens discussed i n t h i s body w i l l be of s i g n i f i c a n t 
inportance. In this connexion I would l i k e to express our gratitude to both the 
Soviet and̂  the United Sta,tes delegations f o r t h e i r very infomative statonents 
which confirmed that vje could r e a l i s t i c a l l y expect an activation of disarnanent 
negotiations i n a пгл'лЬег of directions. We lis t e n e d v/ith gTeat interest to the 
statenent of ilnbassador Issraelyan, the distingxiished representative of the 
Soviet Union, at the l a s t neeting of the CD on the prospects v;hich are being-
opened up a f t e r the Vienna sunnit for negotiations on a l l the disarnanent problens, 
and especially nuclear disarnanent, the conplete ban on nuclear-v/eapon tests, new 
weapons of nass destruction and p a r t i c u l a r l y r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, chonical 
weapons, etc. 

As we see i t , t his pledge of the invigoration of current disarmament 
negotiations applies as well to the question v/hich i s at the top of the l i s t of 
our tasks for tb_Ls part of the session, namely, the nuclear test ban. Our 
delegation understands f u l l y the najor importance of a treaty to ban conpletely 
nuclear-weapon tests v/ith a view to curbing the nuclear a.rms race - especially 
i t s qualitative aspects. We attach particula,r inportanco to obtaining the support 
of a l l nuclear-v/eapon States for such a treaty, thus mald.ng the ban not only 
conplete but general as well. Vialting f o r early results of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations, v/e note v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the statement of General Seignious, the 
distinguished Director of the United States Arms Control and Disarnanent Agency, 
v/ho underlined that the United States Government " i s conscious of the impatience 
of the international connunity with the pace of negotiations". Let us hope that 
t h i s r e a l i z a t i o n v / i l l produce concrete and. p r a c t i c a l results i n the near future. 
Thus, i n the opinion of our delegation, the Western partners w i l l denonstrate a 
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corresponding constructive approach i n response to the ra d i c a l steps taken by the 
Soviet Union i n r e l a t i o n to the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, announced by 
President Brezhnev back i n Novenber 1977, concerning a noratoriun on peaceful 
nuclear tests and other elements of the future agreement.. 

In t h i s connexion, may I express the optimism vjith vhich the Bulgarian 
delegation i s looking forward to the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of speedy headway towards a 
complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests. The problem has reached a stage where, i n 
our view, a number of major obstacles to an agreement have been overcome. We are 
looking forward to the forthcoming f i n a l session of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events, vMch we hope w i l l reach a 
successful conclusion i n i t s work. This xjculd be a contribution to the f i n a l 
solution of the problen of the nuclear-weapon tests. 

The B\ilgarian delegation reserves the right to express i t s views on this 
problen l a t e r on vrhen the Connittee returns to consider i t again. 

Mrs. JACKIEl-JICH (Cuba); In spealcing on behalf of the Group of 21, niy 
delegation which i s co-ordinator of the Group of 21 wishes, on behalf of both the 
Group and the Cuban delegation, to extend a hearty welcone to you, Mr. Chairman, 
and to say that you глау count on our f u l l co-operation. Also on behalf of the 
Group and my oi-m delegation we vrould l i k e to bid welcone to the distinguished 
Ambassadors of Argentina, A u s t r a l i a and Iran who have joined the ranks of the 
Connittee and have cone tc help us i n our work. 

•In beginning today the exaxiination of the substantive subjects of t h i s , the 
second part of the session of the Connittee, the subject of a nuclear test ban has 
been included i n the agenda, and as iny counti^r i s at t h i s nonent co-ordinator of 
the Group of 21 I have the honour to connunicate to you a statenent on behalf of 
that Group, 

The General Assembly has for several years accorded the Mghest p r i o r i t y to 
the issue of a conprehensive test ban treaty. At i t s f i r s t special session 
devoted to disarmanent, the General Assembly stressed that such a treaty, and I 
quote; "should be concluded urgently and the re s u l t submitted f o r f u l l 
consideration by the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body with a view to the submission 



CD/PV.34 
12 

(Mrs. Jackiewich, Cuba) 

of a draft treaty to the General Assenbly at the e a r l i e s t possible date". At i t s 
t h i r t y - t h i r d session, the General Asseqbly requested the Coaraittee on Disarna,rnent 
to undertake, cn a p r i o r i t y basis, at i t s f i r s t session i n Janua,ry 1979» 

negotiations on a treaty. Furthermore, tho General Assembly expressed regret that 
a draft treaty had not been concluded during the past year, and urged the three 
negotiating States to expedite t h e i r negotiations vrith a viev; to bringing them to 
a positive conclusion as a matter of urgency and to use the i r utmost endea-vours 
to transmit the results to the C.mnittee on Disarmament before the beginning of 
i t s 1979 session for f u l l consideration. The Comnittee has not been able to 
discharge the mandate entrusted tc i t by the international connunity so far because 
the draft of a treaty on CTB has not yet been presented to i t by the throe 
negotiating States despite ropeatod appeals by the Gonerc.1 Assenbly. 

The Group i s of the f i r n vievr that the Connittee should devote f u l l attention 
to t his p r i o r i t y question i n i t s vrork during the current session. In this context 
the Group records i t s disappointnent that, at the f i r s t part of the session of the 
Connittee, the three negotiating States engaged i n t r i l a t e r a l talks old not even 
furnish the Committee vrith a report on the progress of the i r neg:;tiation3. The 
Group vrould therefore urge the negotiating States to present to the Connittee a 
comprehensive report on the'state of t h e i r negotiations at the beginning of the 
current part of t h i s ajmual session i n order to f a c i l i t a t e the Committee's 
negotiations on this important issue i n compliance vrith i t s nandtate. 

I'tc. SHITEiq (Kenya) s On behalf of the Kenyan delegation, I would l i k e 
to say how delighted we are to see you chairing t l i i s very inportant session of the 
Connittee on Disarnanont. Your experienced hand, a. clear cool head, have already 
proved a c o l l e c t i v e asset to this meeting. You can count on our support. 

The question of disarnanent i s one of the nost serious questions that remain 
unanswered to the s a t i s f a c t i o n cf a l l hunanlty. L i t t l e efforts here and there 
i n the f i e l d of disarnanent can be regarded only ?»s pointors towards t o t a l and. 
complete disarnanent. As long as these l i t t l e e f forts are being nadte, the 
temptation to be overoptimistic that the end results w i l l be good for a l l hunanlty 
i s extremely deceptive. Because the hard r e a l i t i e s facing the world, mistrust, 
i m p e r i a l i s t i c designs, greed — that are insensitive tc the pligh t of the victims -
s e l f i s h and short-sighted p o l i t i c a l and economic interests remain. We are aware 
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that net a i l . vjotru/probleas can Ъе solved overnight, hut at least i f a. proper and 
honest diagnosis i s ¡nade we can start treating the pro oleras at the root cause ond 
not the syraptons. ,. Malaria cas a disease i n a, pa.tient i s reraoved v;hen i t ha.s been-
i d e n t i f i e d â nd treated as such^ no aaount of a s p i r i n vjould cure i t unless the 
a^ppropriate troataent i s given. Permit me to address î̂ yself to some of these 
r e a l i t i e s ; 

For талу years the world economy ha.s been organised and i n fact monopolized 
by certain Pov)ers i n the world voie have-consistcrntly resisted any cliange i n the 
status, quo.that has been for uany years i n the i r favour. A c a l l for a just' and 
f a i r e r d i s t r i b u t i o n cf world resources has f a l l e n on deaf ears. No vjonder ШТСШШ V 
ended the way i t did. This w i l l mean continued suffering for m i l l i o n s of 
people i n the developing world who must have looked to DITCTÍÍD V xrith hope that at 
l a s t they could get a, f a i r e r price f o r t h e i r raw materials. The mistrust that 
this misunderstanding .between the r i c h and the developing world engenders w i l l i n 
turn create interna-tional tension that could lead to more serious problems linked 
with encouraging armament rather than disa.rmanent, 

î'Iinority régimes i n southern A f r i c a kave continued to defy world opinion 
that has consistently called upon them to make v;ay peacefiiLly for the majority 
to participate f u l l y i n deterraining t h e i r ovm. destiny. Not only have these 
minority vihite régimes become stubborn and intransigent, they have also become 
very aggressive and arrogant. They ¡pose one of the most serious thnreats i n 
Africa,. Our topic this week i s to debate the banning of p.ll nuclear vjea.pons| 
this i s a laudable objective but while ме a,re debating t h i s , vje have been presented 
with evidence that revea.ls that South A f r i c a nay well be the f i r s t nuclear Power 
i n A f r i c a thanks to the s c i e n t i f i c and technical loiowledge i t continues to receive 
from i t s friends i n the V/est. In font at one sta,ge South A f r i c a vJas about to 
explode a nuclear device and, had i t not been for one country vihJ.ch revealed that 
South A f r i c a was about to explode a nuclear device, we vjould hiive Icnovm about i t 
after the event. Certain countries i n the West have the sane f a c i l i t i e s f o r • 
verifying thé goings-on i n the nuclear f i e l d , and yet at t h i s n a t e r i a l tine they 
choose to remain s i l e n t , a deep and. unsettling silence. South A f r i c a , with 
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nuclear technical know-hovj, i s e a s i l y the grea-test threat facing A f r i c a . That 
country has shovai that i t cannot he tiTisted on any issue. I t i s not enough 
for us i n A f r i c a to denand t o t a l econoniic sanctions against South A f r i c a , we nust, 
and we do i n s i s t that A f r i c a should he declared a nuclear-free zone. 

The introduction of nuclear technology into the world, including the 
explosion of nuclear devices, has seriously underained the delicate environmental 
Ъа1алсе — so much so that i n certain parts of the world, certain fauna and 
f l o r a are facing a r e a l threat of extinction. Î5an does not know enough to tinker 
with nuclear material as weapons or as nuclear reactors for peaceful uses. The 
l i k e l i h o o d of upsetting the delicate balance of the environment could make planet 
earth an inhosioitable planet. V/e have a,lready received, the danger signal after 
the experience of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, i n the United States. The world has 
been forevjamed. 

The moral impact of being our brother's keeper must be re-examined i f man 
i s to s-urvivej we cannot afford the reckless philosophy of the survival of the 
f i t t e s t , V/e welcoae the i n i t i a t i v e to l i m i t any further development of weapons 
of mass destruction even within the limited scope of SALT I I , but we must urge 
those concerned not to be content with reaching parit y i n the f i e l d of nuclear 
weapons and other vreapons of mass destruction, A balance of terror does not 
necessarily mean a safer vrorld. These countries must be encouraged to nove 
quickly to a stage where a l l nuclear weapons, wherever they are stored, and such 
other weapons of mass destruction, including- chemical and r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, are 
completely destroyed. This w i l l usher i n a new age of mutual t r u s t . No one 
stands to lose i f this i s done. But we must i n s i s t that an e f f o r t must be made 
to remove a l l causes of mistiust and i n j u s t i c e s brought about by unfair economic 
systems and short-sighted p o l i t i c a l g-ains. As long as we have Palestinians 
l i v i n g i n refugee ca,mps, and minority Governments i n southern A f r i c a denying the 
majority t h e i r inaliena.ble rights to s e l f - r u l e , we s h a l l continue tc have tensions 
vrhich, i n turn, lead to Superpower r i v a l r y . ' ' 

A l l i s not l o s t but we have not got much time. The goal is' set before us 
and the v i s i o n of a, peaceful world where vre s h a l l beat our svrords into 
ploughshares and our spea.rs into pruning hooks i s also clear before us. I t 
i s the best v i s i o n to l i v e for and, i f need be, die for. 
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Ib•_.._СтАРС1А RCBLEb (llexico) (translated from Spanish); I t i/ould bo 
naive and pretentious to try to adduce nev facts aimed at making moro obvious tho 
urgent and couponing need to bring abouL мЪэЛ i n our agença i s calleó a ''nuclear 
test ban''. Tho discussions which have been taking place for so many years on the 
subject, not or l y i n the F i r s t Connittee and at the plenary meetings of the 
united Fa Lions General Assembly, but also i n m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating 
bodies, have already provided incontrovertible proof of this pressing need. 

I s h a l l therefore confine nyself i n those extremely b r i e f remarks to ciuoting 
from a statement which imfortunately apparently tends to be forgotten and i.rhich was 
made here at the European Office of the United ilations b;;, tho Socretary-C-eneral of 
the Organization himself over seven yea.rs ago, on 29 February 1 9 7 2 . 

On that occasion, Ilr, Ualdheim ôrrev the following unequivocal conclusions: 
''Ыо other question i n the f i e l d of disarcnment has been the subject of so 

mu.ch study and discussion as the question of stopping nuclear-x;eapon tes t s . I 
believe that a l l the technical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have been 
so fu-lly e^qDlored that only a p o l i t i c a l decision i s nox; necessary i n order to 
achieve f i n a l agreement. There i s an increasing conviction among the nations 
of the world that an underground test ban i s the single most important measure, 
and perhaps the only feasible one i n the near futua-e, to halt the nuclear arms 
race, at least xrith regard to i t s qua l i t a t i v e aspects. There i s a growing 
b e l i e f that an agreement to halt a l l imderground t e s t i n g would f a c i l i t a t e the 
achievement of agreements at SALT and might also have a b e n e f i c i a l effect on 
the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of h a l t i n g a l l tests i n a l l environments by everyone. I t i s 
m.y firm b e l i e f that the sorry tale of loot opportunities that have existed i n 
the past should not bo repeated and that the question can and should be solved 
now. 

"While I recognize that differences of viex/s s t i l l remain concerning the 
effectiveness of seisnic methods of detection and id.ent i f ica.tion of undergroxmd 
nuclear t e s t s , exports of the highest standing believe that i t i s possible to 

i d e n t i f y a l l such explosions doxm to the l e v e l o f a fexr kilotono. Even i f a fex; 
sxich tests coixld be conducted clandestinely, i t i s most u n l i k e l y that a series 
of such tests could escape detection. I'loreover, i t may be questioned xrhether 
there are any important strategic reasons for continuing such tests or, 
indeed, vrhether there xrould bo much m i l i t a r j ^ significance to tests of such 
small magnitude. 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

''l/hen one takes into account the e x i s t i n g means of v e r i f i c a t i o n by 
seismic and other methods, and the p o s s i b i l i t i e s provided by international 
procedures of v e r i f i c a t i o n sxich as consultation, inquiry and \/hat has become to 
be Imown as ''verification by challenge'' or ''inspection b j i n v i t a t i o n " , i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to imô.erstand further delay i n achieving agreement on an underground 
test ban. 

"In the l i g h t of a l l these considerations, I share the inescapable 
conclusion that the potential r i s k s of continuing undergrotmd nuclear x/eapon 
tests irau-ld f a r outweigh any possible ri s k s from ending such tests 

"A comprehensive test-ban treaty would be a major step towards 
h a l t i n g xrhat has been called 'vertica.l prolifera.tion', that i s , the further 
sophistication and deployment of nuclear weapons, and \iould also strengthen 
the resolve of potential nuclear-i/eapon States not to acquire nuclear weapons 
and thereby help to prevent the 'horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n ' of such weapons. On 
the other hand, i f nuclear-weapon tests by the nuclear Powers continue, the 
future c r e d i b i l i t y and perhaps even the v i a b i l i t y of the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty achieved a f t e r such painstaking effoi-t may be jeopard.ized. I need not 
describe the greatly increased dangers that would confront the M O T I U i n such 
event .•' 
I venture to hope that the three nuclear-weapon Powers vihich have been engaged 

i n such lengthy negotiations on t h i s issii.e w i l l r e f l e c t upon the Secretarjr-General's 
v;ell-founded arguments — which are of special relevance i n view of tho fact that 
tho outstanding problem.s, so we are t o l d , are problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n — and that, 
bearing i n mind that the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on 
the Hon-Proliferation of ITuclear 1/eapons i s to be held i n the coming year, they w i l l 
be i n a position to submit to us, before tho end of t h i s session of the Committee 
on Disarmament, the preliminary draft of the comprehensive test-ban Treaty vrhich vre 
have so long avraited. 

Mr. DOMOKOS (Hungai'-y): I would l i k e to make an announcement, or rather 
a declaration. According to the programme of irork of the Committoe for the second 
part of i t s 1979 session, we ai-e going to devote the period 25 to 29 Jvme to the 
consideration of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-\reapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. I would l i k e to inform 
the Committee that the delega^tions of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the German 
Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Poland, the USSR and my own country are going to 
table a, draft international convention on the strengthening of guarantees of the 
security of non-nuclear-vreapon States. 
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(í Ir. Дoraoko s, Erniga ту ) 

I i/ould l i k e to request the Secretariat, through you, Ilr-. Chairman,- to make the 
necessary arrangements to circulate that docxijnent i n the working languages of the 
Committee as soon as possible so that i t ~ , r i l l be available to the delegations of the 
Committee before wc commence consideration of tho subject ea/rly next week. 

The GHAiraiAII; I thank the distinguished delegate of Hungary. The' 
necessary arrangements w i l l be made with the Secretariat to comply with the request 
made by the delegation of Hungarj'-. 

Is there any other speaker who wishes to take the f l o o r at t h i s stage? I f not, 
there are two procedural questions that I хгоиЛс l i k e to put to the Committee for i t s 
consideration. 

The f i r s t one concerns ou.r meeting tomorrow, for which thei-e are not yet any 
speakers inscribed on my l i s t . Ifo might'therefore decide to hold either a f o n m l 
meeting or an informal neoting. In any case, as the meeting tomorrow has already 
been approved i n our programme of xrork, 1 should l i k e to know x/hether delegates have 
any opinion as to xihether xre should hold a formal or an informal meeting. Ыу 
suggestion i s that, i f there are speakers x-rith statements already prepared x-rho xrould 
l i k e to have them put on the record, then xra should have a formal meeting tomorrox-i. 
Otherx/ise, i f no delegation i s yot prepared, ve might have an informal meeting on the 
subject on our agenda. So, i f there are no siiggestiono, x/e x-;ill convene an 
informal meeting tomorrox-r at 10.50 a.m. i n t h i s room, and our next formal meeting 
x r i l l be held on Tuesday, 26 June at IC .50 a.m. i n t h i s room. 

Ilr. ISSHAELYAH (union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from. 
Russian) ; You annoiincod, Mr. Chairman, that i f there i s no formal meeting 
tomoriroxr, the next plenary neeting vill be hold, on Tuesday. As the programme of 
xiork says that vro intend to start our consideration of effective international 
arrangements to assu.re non-nuclear-x/eapon States against tho use or threat of use of 
nuclear x-;e3.pons on Monday, 25 June, i s i t intended to start xrork on t h i s item on ovx 

agenda on Monday, or aro xro deciding to postpone i t to Tuesday. Do xre intend to do 
nothing on Monday? 

The CIIAIFJIAH; I thank the distinguished delegate of the Soviet Union for 
c a l l i n g attention to t h i s point. The idea, xrhich I xrao going to put forxfard l a t e r on, 
i s that, as ve have had formal meetings on Tuesdays and Thursdays, on 25 June ve 

start the consideration of the item approved i n our programme of x/ork i n an informal 
meeting. I xrould therefore l i k e the Coimittee to consicier xrhether i t agrees to start 
xrith consideration of t h i s item at a meeting on Monday, at 10.50 a.m. I f no 
suggestions are made i n t h i s respect, I x r i l l take i t that i t i s the xrish of the 
Committee to convene here on Monday. 
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Пг. GARCÍA POBLEIS (Mexico) (translated, from Spanish); îlr. Chairman, ue 
generally folloxj- the procedure of beginning x;ith the more formal statements and then 
proceeding to informal meetings once statements had been made by delegations, as a 
basis f o r ensiling deliberations. In t h i s s p e c i f i c case \те have heard the 
distinguished representative of Ilungai-y t e l l us that his delegation, along u i t h 
others, intends to submit a draft convention on t h i s subject. I f t h i s draft uere 
prepared for d i s t r i b u t i o n on Monday i t xzould perhaps bo a good idea i f wo were to 
have a formal meeting i n order to l i s t e n to the presentations that w i l l dovibtless 
be forthcoming from the co-sponsors and then, once \re hâ ve heard these statements 
we could immediately transfoi-m ourselves, as has been done before, into an informal 
meeting. Ue might save time i f ire wore to proceed i n this fashion. 

The CbUlIFJIAtT; I thank the distinguished delegate of Mexico for h i s 
suggestion. I t ±E for the Coramittee to decide. I f there are no other views on 
the suggestion, then I take i t that i t i s the \rish of the Committee that we meet 
formally on Monday, at 10.30 a.m., i n t h i s room f o r the consideration of the item on 
our programme of work. 

I t iras 00 decided. 

The CI-IAIIttl41M; I should l i k e to ask the members of the Committee for some 
orientation and guidance concerning the procedural aspect of the negotiations on 
chemical weapons. I f the Conmittee agrees, I x r i l l now close t h i s meeting and c a l l a 
b r i e f informal meeting immediately. 

I f there i s no other suggestion I s h a l l proceed accordingly. 

The meeting- rose at 12 noon. 
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