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The CHAIRMAN: I declare .open the 4lst plenary meeting of the Committee on

Disarmament. I take pleasure in extending a niost cordial welcome on behalfl of all
members of the Committee to the new representative of Italy,
Ambassador Vittorio Cordero di Montezemolo. I am sure that I reflect the feeling
of the Committee in conveying to that distinguished diplomat our assurance of
continuing the close co-operation that we had with his predecessor,
Ambassador Nicolo Pi Bernardo who leaves this Committee after a long and outstanding
contribution to our work. I have also much pleasure in welcoming most cordially,
on behalf of the Committee, Ambassador Dr. Luis Sola Vila of Cuba, who 1s well known
to the members and who has now assumed his functions as Permanent Representative
of Cuba to the United Nations Office at Geneva. I would like to extend to him
also assurances of our close oo—opérafion. I would like to inform the Committee
that the following documents are being circulated today in the Committee:
CD/3% of 10 July 1979: '"Letter dated 6 July 1979 from the Permanent.
Representative of Italy to the United Nationg Office at Geneva, addressed to

the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament, transmitting the text of a letter
from the President of the Council of Ministers of the Italian Republic to the
President of the United States of America and the Pregident of the Presidium
of the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics™;

CD/54 of 10 July 1979: "Letter dated 9 July 1979 from the Permanent

Repregsentative of Spain to the United Nations Office at Geneva, addressed to
the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament concerning article 34 of the
rules of procedure";

CD/35 of 10 July 1979: '"Letter dated 10 July 1979 from the Representative of

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Committee on Disarmament

addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament on the negotiations
on the gquestion of the prohibition of new types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons’; and
CD/36, submitted by the Group of 21, "Working paper on cessation of the
miclear arms race and nuclear disarmament’.
In comnexion witl: CD/34, containing the request of Spain to make a short statement
in the Committee on the question of chemical weapons, I shall revert to that matter

later during this meeting.
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Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): It was at the very outset of:
the summer session of the Cormittee on Disarmament that my delegation expressed
the view that, owing to the recent improvement of conditions in international
relations, it should be possible to obtain specific results in the work of the
Commi ttee. ‘

We now take pleasure in finding that those assumptions have obviously been
confirmed in the context of the banning of new types of weapons of mass
destruction -- a context that is so decisive to the future of man. The
German Democratic Republic appreciates, in this connexion, the proposal presented
jointly by the USSR and the United States on 10 July on major elements ol a treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiclogical
weapons.

We consider this result a first step towards a comprehensive and preventive
ban on any new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. The text
submitted will be carefully studied by the German Democratic Republic., Ve feel
that the greatest efforts should be made to conclude negotiations in the Committee
on a finalized and definite text of the treaty before the end of this year. That
would provide an opportunity to submit the draft treaty to the United Nations
General Assenbly at its thirty-fourth session, and to recommend its presentation
for signature and ratification by Governments.

My delegation feels that this first important partial achievement should
stimulate and encourage us to discuss wore concrete steps on the road leading to a
ban on new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction,

The objective of the socialist States is well known. Their intention is to
rule out, once and for ever, any misuse of scientific findings and technological
potential for the invention of new means of mass destruction. That objective
can be achieved by a comprehensive ban of a preventive nature that should take full
effect before theoretical knowledge is translated into military applications.

This is a notion which has been fully confirmed by all the experience obtained
so far with the arms race. This experience has shown that, as soon as a

militarily applicable research result had been achieved, certain political forces
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appeared on the scene trying to push through at any rate the development and
manufacture of new weapong, in order to use them as a means of altering the
military balance of forces.
It is this kind of dangerous and adventurous policy which is being pursued
at present by the sponsors of the neutron weapon. Its manufacture and deployment
would lower substantially the threshold of the use of nuclear weapcone and,
consequently, aggravaile to an alarming extent the risk of nuclear war. The
socialigt States would then inevitably {ind theuselves corpelled to respond to
the threat. That would trigger off nothing but another round of nuclear arms race.
The problem might have been resolved right at the begimning, in its initial
stage, had the development of that weapon been renocunced earlier and definitely,
as proposed by the Soviet Union as early as in 1977. Intentions to manulacture
and deploy the neutron weapon, however, have not been given up, as is borne out
by the facts. This is likely to underscore the topicality of the demand for a
ban on the neutron weapon. A draft treaty to that effect was subuitted by the
socialist States on 10 March 1978. They remain ready for straightforward
negotiations without any further delay.
In our days, we are witnessing a tempestuous advance of science and technology.
What is happening in the nuclear field can happen in other fields of science
at any time; the danger of even more horrifying and sophisticated weapons is real.
That very poinl was made in the Final Document adopted al the
tenth spccial session of the General Assenmbly devoted to disarmament, and an
explicit call for effectiwve steps that should be taken was made with a view to
preventing the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction and to

forestalling the dangers concomitant with such emergence.
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The Final Document, accepted by all States as a point of departure;”
is complemented by resolutions 33/66 A and B of the thirty-third session of the
United Nations General Assembly which actually specify concrete tasks for this
Committee, The two resolutions had been adopted without any vote against and
supporited by 117 and 118 States respectively. There are, no doubt, fundamental
differences between them as regards the approaches they adopt to the issue of
bamming new weapons of mass destruction. On the other hand, it cannot be denied
that they all have much in common. It is their common intention to forestall the
advent of new weapons of mass destruction; this, in our view, is the most
important point they have in common. Both resolutions, remarkably, provide for
agreed approaches and for the involvement of experts.

We strongly feel, therefore, that agreement on the next steps should be
obtainable, given the political will to put the resolutions in gquestion into
practice and to translate them into action.

The sophisticdated nature and complexity of issues relating to the
techno-scientific problems of defining and interpreting results which, when used
for military purposes, will lead to the development of new types and systems of
mass destruction weapons, is not denied by any one.

It therefore seems appropriate that the problem shquld be tackled by experts
within a working party. A decision should be taken immediately by this Committee
to enable that working party to embark upon its activities during this vexry
session.

At the same time, it will be necessary to continue discussions and exchanges
of views on both a comprehensive preventive agreement as well as an agreement
prohibiting certain individual types of weapons of mass destruction, The
German Democratic Republic undertakes to make an active and constructive

contribution to this goal.
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Sir James PLIMSOLL (Australia): This morning I want to talk only on the

proposals that heve been submitted to us on radiological warfare. The Augtralian
delegation welcomes thig initiative by two countries. It is a very good

development following out of the meetings between Mr. Brezhnev and

President Carter at Vienna. It is welcome for two reasons: one is that it will
bring the international community into a field of arms control which has hitherto
not been substantially entered by any country. It is always easier to reach an
agreement in a field where a vested interest has not yet developed. Now the
counbtries of the world, and particularly the great Powers, have not made
radiological weapons part of their arsenal, and we have a real chance, I think, of
preventing this happening., This is the first reason why we should welcome it., The
second reason is that, although it might appear to bhe small in itself, it is going
to fill part of the total picture that has been sketched out on the control of nuclear
and related weapons and potentiality. t is going to be a contribution to the total
scheme of control and ultimate disarmament that we are working for.

I would also like to velcome the way in which the two countries have introduced
this initiative. They have submitted to the Committee a series of proposals which
they had worked out cérefully, and put them to us for our consideration., Now this is
a very good spirit on their part. They are two countries which, though they have
the exclusive competence or interest in thig field, have a very particular range
of expertise and resources, and so it has been very useful that two of our members
in this special position have taken this wnitiative. Thoug'. different forms of
disarmament will have to be handled differently, it is in a sense going to be a
pattern for the future of some things and, similarly, will be the response of this
Committee, We must not approach it in a niggling spirit. Ve must not approach it
in a spirit of wanting to make some amendmenls just for the sake of making amend-
ments, or asserting the competence or the right of this Committee ‘o do certain
things, There has got to be a matching on both sides, and that is the spirit in which
the Australian delegation will approach this matter, But we do have to give it
careful consideration.

There are several broad points that will need examination by our Governments.
One is the definition of the agreement -- whoether it is too wide, in the sense of
permitting things which should be contrclled; or, alternatively, whether it is too
narrow in the sense of not alloving things that States would normally want to engage

in, That is one thing we shall all have to look at. Another thing is going to be the
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peaceful applications of some of these elements and manufactures. Both the
representative of the Soviet Union and the representative of the United States in
their speeches made 1t clear that they had recognized the need for peaceful
applications., They have recognized the need for the treaty to allow that and not
to impede it. So that is the second point that we will all have to bear in mind.
And then the third one, of course, which is the most difficult one in many respects,
is verification. And here we have to look at it in a way that satisfies us, that
we match the requirements with the needs -~ which means that we do not necessarily
need in this convention enforcement machinery, inspection machinery, verification
machinery generally, which is identical with that in other treaties. We have to
take account in each of these treaties of the nature of the threat, the likelihood
of it becoming a threat,

So these are the sorts of things we have to bear in mind in our considerations
and, as I have said, we do not do it in a niggling spirit or with any feeling
that we have got to make amendments for the sake of amendments. But we have to do it
seriously. We have to remember that this Committee is in a sense a trustee for all
the members of the United Nations. They rely on us to make the detailed
examination of proposals on their behalf. That means that it cannot be a
perfunctory examination. It means that it would net be, I believe, consonant with
our duties if we were to refer this matter quickly and without adequate
consideration to the First Committee of the General Assembly. We are not here to
dump things in the lap of the First Committee. Ve are here to carry out the
preliminary and exhaustive examination so that the First Committee will have some
confidence that when something comes before it, it has already been submitted to
scrutiny by the major Powers, by a group of other countries representing the broad
spectrum geographically and politically of the world. And we will want to take
advantage, I think, of any views that may be expressed in the next few months by
Members of the United Nations which are not members of this Committee, so that it
vould be desirable for us to ensure that this draft document is in the hands of
other Members of the United Naifions.

And if we do do our work responsibly, carefully, it will increase the
chances not simply of adoption by the General Assembly -- which is only one
step == but also the chances of wide accession to the treaty by the countries of

the world. And that is very necessary because any country which has a developed
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ﬁeaceful nuclear industrf might very well thereby acquire some capacity. to
manufacture, acquire and employ radiological weapons. And so we need, if possible,
to get the entire world community to accede to this treaty, and in order to do this,
as I say, this Committse has to pléy a respounsible part.

Now as far as the Australian delegation is concerned, I must say quite frankly
that we are not in a position this week or next week or indeed before this session
of the Committee finishes, to give it that scrutiny. I have, naturally, like other
representatives here, sent the text to my Government. It will have to be looked
at by our experts, not only our scientific experts, but experts who may wish to
ensure that peaceful uses, for example, in the medical field, are not being
infringed or that dangers are not being left open. There will have to be not
simply expert examination; there will have to be a certain amount of consideration
and co-ordination bctween interested parts of our Government, and thig will take
some time. And I do not believe that it is realistic to expect that this can be
done by this Committee before the General Assembly meets this year.

I welcome the Tact that the representative of the Soviet Union and the
representative of the United States have sald that they and their delegations will be
available for consultation by any members of this Commitiee if we have any
questions to raise, Az I have said, I doubt whether the Australian delegation will
be in a position to raise any questions during this session,'but I take it that
these two Governments are also extending the invitation to us through our
respective embasc _zs to raise any questics or to pursue an consultations in
Moscow and Washington. And, therefore, if we do not take the ultimate action at
this session of the Committee, it does not mean that we are going tc be inactive or
doing no work. Work will be done in our capitals, it will be done in consultations,
and I would suggest that the best line for the Committee at this stage would be to
recommend to the General Assembiy for adoption a resolution somewhat along these
lines. I say along these lines; I am not putting forward a form of words —- "the
General Assembly, believing that a treaty on radiological weapons would be a
valuable contribution tc world peace and security, welcomes the fact that the
United States and the Soviet Union have submitted to the Committee on Disarmament
for its consideration draft proposals for a treaty on radiclogical weapons; notes
that the Committee on Disarmament has begun consideration of the gquestion of
radiological weapons and specifically of this proposal; requests the Committee on
Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly for its considerétion, at the

thirty-fifth fession, (namely, next year's session) a draft treaty on
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radiological weapons". Now that would ensure first that, through our report, the
countries of the world, Members of the United Nations, had belfore them the text
of this draft proposal and some account of any discussions we have had, and
secondly it would also enable the General Assembly to record its consensus of what
we are doing to welcome the United States/Soviet proposal and to give us a firm
deadline for coming up with a treaty. I do not think it would be wise to say
that 1t has to be completed at our next session, but at this stage I think that
would be a good objective. However, it may well be that further questions will
arise for clarification or that we might have another priority early next year,
particularly with the Review Conference of the Hon-Proliferation Treaty coming up.
Now what I am suggesting is not in any way disparaging the importance of this
subject or the need for haste; quite the contrary, it is because we think it is
important that we believe this Committee should approach it with a full sense of
the importance of the matter, with a full sense of the significance of what has
been proposed to us, and by doing so help to ensure that the widest possible range
of countries will accede to the treaty when it is approved by the United Nations

General Assembly.

Mr., SOLA VIIA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Comrade Chairman, it is a

pleasure for my delegation to see you presiding over the deliberations of the

Committee on Disarmament during the month of July; you come from a brother
country -~ Bulgaria -~ with which Cuba maintains the most profound and fraternal
relations of friendship and co-operation., Ve are sure that, under your able
leadership, the Committee will make progress in the task before it during this
final stage of its work for this year. You may count on the support and
co~operation of my delegation to that end.

I also take this opportunity to express to your predecessor,
Ambassador Celso Antonio de Souza e Silva of Brazil, our most sincere appreciation
for the work accomplished during the month of June. I should also like to extend
the warmest welcome to our colleagues, Ambassador Alberto Dumont of Argentina,
Ambassador Sir James Plimsoll of Australia, Ambassador Kasem Radjavi of Iran, and
Awmbassador Felipe Valdivieso of Peru, and to express the greatest satisfaction at
the designation of lir, Jaipal, of India, as Secretary of this Committee, Ve are
well acquainted with his experience and wisdom, which will surely make a valuable
contribution to the success of the work of this multilateral disarmament

negotiating body.
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In accordance with the timetable adopted for our summer session, the
Committee on Disarmament is now considering item 5 entitled "New types of weapons
of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons'., My
delegation welcomes the joint proposal submitted by the Soviet Union and the
United States on major elements of a treaty prohibiting the development, production,
gtockpiling and use of radiological weapons, contained in documents CD/Bl and
CD/BQ; this joint initiative is consistent with paragraph 76 of the Final Document
of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which states:
"76. A eonvention should be concluded prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiclogical weapong.'

My delegation has taken note not only of this draft treaty, but also of the
statements made by the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States,
and will carefully consider all the elements in question, so that it may collaborate
in ensuring that the treaty will constitute a further contribution to general
and complete disarmament.

For my country, as for those countries at present engaged in a stubborn
struggle for economic, social and other forms of development, this question is
of special importance., It is alarming to note the figures of current expenditure
for military vnurposes -—- app}oxiﬁé%ely $410 billion a year, about $1 million
per minute on the arms race -- vhile the vital needs of most of the world -- health,
education and nutrition -- remain unsatisfied., Today, the countries of the
so-called third wcrld have increased their military expenditures from 4 to
14 per cent, unquestionably as a result of.the prevailing world situation, a
subject which we do not intend fto go into here, in this negotiating body, the
task of which is to arrive at concrete measures for disarmament,

It is the developed countries that stand out because of their use of their
scientific and technological resources for military purposes. It is in these
countries that a larse vroporiion of the labour force works in industries

specializing in the production of military goods; the developing countries, in
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many cases with extreme Qifficulty, are using science and technology to solve
problems of their very survival, It is vital, therefore, that the Committee on
Disarmament should make progress in that regard. The international community
is awaiting from us measures which will contribuite to the improvement and final
golution -- of the problem of halting the arms race.

One need only asl what would happen if the expenditure on research and
advances in science and technology were used not for military purposes but
for scientific purposes. The answer is not difficult; the utmost efforts must
be made towards that end; we must prevent advances in science and technology
from being used for military purposes; we must prevent such new weapons of mass
destruction from coming into being. It is not logical, nor is it in keeping
with the aspirations of mankind, that we should wéit until such new weapons have
been developed, until they come into being, before "calmly" beginning to
consider how to prohibit them. What we must do is to ensure that they are not
produced in the first place.

Paragraph 77 of the Final Document of the special session devoted to
disarmament states:

"In order to help prevent a gqualitative arms race and so that

scientific and technological achievements may ultimately be used

gsolely for peaceful purposes, effective measures should be taken to

avoid the danger and prevent the emergence of new types of weapons

of mass destruction based on new scientific principles and

achievements, Efforts should be appropriately pursued aiming at

the prohibition of such new types and new systems of weapons of

mass destruction. Specific agreements could be concluded on

particular types of new weapons of mass destruction which may be

identified. This question should be kept under continuing review's

From a careful examination of this paragraph, we reach the conclusion that
the most appropriate and most effective approach is to put into practice the
part which states: "Efforts should be appropriately pursued aiming at the

prohibition of such new types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction's
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In that regard, my delegation believes that the consideration of this
topic is clearly consistent with resolution 3479 (XXX) and resolution 33/66 B,
paragraph 1 of which states:

"equests the Cormititee on Disarmament, in the lisht of its existing
priorities, actively to continue negotiations, with the assistance of
qualified governmental experts, with a viev to agreeing on the text of an
agreement on the wrohibition of the develovment and manufacture of new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons, and
to expedite the preparation of specific agreements on particular types of
such weapons'.

Ve support this proposal. If, for exariple, an agreement of this type had
existed, perhaps it would have prevented the manufacture of the neutron bomb,
vhich was utterly rejected by the whole international community.

Ve do not share the view that agreements can be concluded when it becomes
possible to identify different types of weapons. That approach leaves the door
open for the continued uge of scientific and technological advances for the
development and manulacture of new weapons, even more lethal and refined than
those already in existence.

We also base our vposition on the cor—iction that the t-xt of any aéreement
that might be arrived at by a group of governmental experts would be paralleled
by objective studies of the question. That would constitute a further
contribution to the valuable reports on disarmament already prepared, and
oonsequently a further slep towards general and complete disarmament.

Ve believe that, i, in its report bto the thirty-fourth session of the
United Nations General Assembly, in addiiicn to submitting bthe draft treaty on
radiological weapons, the Commititee also reports its agreement that the group of
experts in question should work on negotiating the text of a treaty prohibiting
the development and manufacture of new types of weapons ol mass destruction and
new systeﬁs of such weapons, this would be welcomed vholeheartedly by the

majority of members of the supreme world organization.
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Renublic of Germany): It is my privilege and my

pleasure to welcome the Italian Ambasgsador, Marquis Vittorio Cordero di Montezemolo,
as head of his delegation in the Committee on Disarmament. I am very confident
that we shall enjoy with him the same cordial and friendly co-operation we had

with his predecessor, Ambassador Nicolo Di Bernardo. Please convey to

Ambassador Di Bernardo our best wishes.

This week's discussions in the Committee on Disarmoament are devoted fo
"Wew types of weapons of moss destruction and now systems of such weapons;
radiological weapongs",

We are glad %o note that, at our last meeting the itwo negotiating parties,
the United States of America and the Soviet Union, introduced to the Commaittee
in two separate letters an "Agreed joint US-USSR proposal on major elements of
a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapong', I congratulate the two parties on the success of their
joint efforts. I take it as a good omen for the future endeavours of the two
parties to work out other joint proposals, perhaps covering even more important
issues of disarmament.

My delegation neither overcstimates nor underestimates the importance of
the issue at stake. We regard it being important that o possible new means
of warfare is covered by the proposal with the aim of excluding its development
and application once and for all,

What is termed "elements" in the draft before us is a rather complete
text already formulated in treaty language. Only the preamble is missing.

But I think the Committee will not only concentrate on the missing preambular
part, but also deal with the other elements of the treaty text.

My delegation is prepared to coniribute actively and constructively to the
deliberations in the Committee on Disarmament in order to give the joint proposal
its final structure and shape. Ve share the views of thosc speakers uvho
expressed their support for the proposal, but made it clear at.thé seme time
that the Committee does not feel it is under a particular time pressure to
finalize its deliberations.

Full use should be made of the capacity and capability of Committee members
to0 work out a treaty which will receive, upon its presentation, the unanimous
support of the United Nations., The Committee should get an example by labling a
comprehensive treaty to which the overvhelming majority of States will accede.
The Committee should therefore consider carefully how it can best organize the

negotiation of the treaty.
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Iy delegation feels that there will be a more appropriate opporfunity at a
later stage to deal more specifically with the elements of the'joint proposal
before us., Ve listened carefully to the explanations given to us by the two
authors of the proposal during our last plenaxy.

I may, nevertheless, be allowed to touch briefly on two aspects which, for
my delegation, are of particular importance, Tirst, it must be made clear
beyond any doubt that the treaty does not apply to -- as stated by
United States Ambagsador Figher in presenting the proposal -- "any of the
nyriad uses of radiation from radioactive decay for peaceful purposes". The
peacefvl use of radiation must remain fully assured.

The second point I would like to touch upon is the verification system
as envisaged in the joint proposal. It is identical with the system included
in the Convention of the Prohibition of Military oxr Any Other Hostile Use of
Environmental HModification Technigues (ENHDD). We may go along with it, but
it is our understanding that the verification system provided for in the treaty
prohibiting radiological weapons ig completely without nrejudice to and not
binding for any other real disarmament agreement which will be negotiated in
the future, Agreements vhich require, inter alia, actual weapons destruction
need a very different verification syster.

Returning briefly %o the item under discussion, namely, '"New weapons of
mass destruction and new systems of such weapons'", I should like to reilerate
my delegation's well-knouwn position that these weapons have to be dealt with
not in a general agreement, but on a case-by-case bagisg. We believe that a
meaningful prohibition of weapons of mass destruction can be achieved only
by defining these weapong in separate agreements and at the some time by
defining an adequate verification system vhich guarantees the observance of

all parties of their commitments.

e, IOSRALLYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (tranciated from

Russian): In accordance with the programme of work we have approved, the
Committee on Disarmament has begun consideration of the question of the
prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types and systens of

weapons of mass destruciion.
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In the context of the present scientific and technical revolution,
unprecedented scientific progress is inevitably accompanied by an increasing
danger that scientific and technical achievements will be used to develop new
weapons, and in particular new types and gystems of weapons of mass destruction,
I% is well knoun that the press and scientific and militery circles in a number
of countries are discussing in depth the question of using -- for the purpose

o

of causing destruction, damage or injury -- various physical phenomena which
vere previously not employed for such purposes and which can be used to develop
new types of weapong of mass destruction,

In taking the initiative on this question in the United Nations, the
Soviet Union drew the attention of the international community to the denger
threatening it, Digcussion of the matter in the United Nations and in the
Committee on Disarmament has quite clearly revealed that an overvhelming number
of States in the world understand the need to prevent the achievements of
gcientific and technological progress from being used for the purpose of
developing new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. The
manifestation of that understanding is already an important result of the
digcussion of the question. The determination to prevent the dangerous
evolution of events is reflected in a number of General Assembly resolutions,
including the Final Document adopted by the special session of the
General Assembly in 1978. However, there is still no unanimity on specific
ways of solving the problem.

The Soviet Union is making considerable efforts to put into practice the
idea of prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types and systems
of weapons of mass destruction.

As is well known, as long ago as 1975, the Soviet Union submitted a
draft international agreement on the prohibition of the development and
manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and neu systems of
such weapons. The General Assembly recommended that the Disarmament Committee

should work out the text of such an agreement. The Soviet Union, taking into
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account the comments and wishes expressed by a numbexr of States during the
subsequent discussion of ihe problem, submitied an expanded draft agreement to
the Disarmament Committee in August 1977. This document envisaged (a) the
comprehengive prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types and
.systems of weapons of masz destruction, with a list of exarples of the specific
types to be prohikbited; (b) the possibility of supplementing the initial

list in the future; and (c) the possibility of concluding seperate agreements
on specific new types of weapons of mass destruction.

In the view of {the Soviet Union, the road to a comprehensive solution of
this problem is the most straightforward and reliable, Naturally, in proceeding
towards the objective, not only main highwaye but also byways can be used.
Hovwever, it is important that all these ways and paths should meet at the same
point,

As is known, the bilaterel nezotiations conducted with the United States
since 1977 on the preparation of a joint proposal on the prohibition of
radiological weapons led to the achievement of an understanding on major
elements of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and
use of radlological weapons., The joint Soviet-United States proposal on
this question was submifted to the Committee at its lost mecting,

The Soviet Union is also prepared to adopt the same constructive approach
in future to the search for measures to prevent the emergence of separate new
types and systems of weapons of mass destruction., In addition, we sghould
like once more to emphasize that the conclusion of separate agreements,
notwithstanding their importance, does not offer a solution to the problem of
completely sealing off specific avenues of the arms race, but rather increases
the need for it.

In the Committee on Disarmament, as in official and informal meetings
with the participation of government experts, 2 positive exchange of views has
already taken place on the question of the preparation of a comprehensive
agreement on the prohibition of nev types and systems of weapons of mass
destruction. A number of delegations, including the representotives ol the
socialist countries, as well as of India, Pakistan and Lgypt, actively supported

the proposal for the conclusion of precigely such an agreement.
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I would like to dwell on one more point. In view of the fact that a number
of countries participating in the negotiations attach great importance to the
detection or identification of new types and systems of weapons of mass
destruction, the USSR in 1978 proposed the establishment, under the auspices
of the Committee on Disarmament of an ad hoc group of qualified governmental
experts to consider the question of pogsible areas of the development of new
types and systems of weapons of mass destruction, The establighment of such
a group would ensure an even more thorough study of the posgsibility of the
emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction, and would undoubtedly
bring views closer together among members of the Committee on questions connected
with the concrete definition of the subject of the prohibition. A group of
this kind could, in the view of the USSR delegation, continuously observe
developments in this field and, at the very eariicst stage of the possible
emergence of neu types of weapons of mass destruction, make appropriate
recommendations to the Committee on Disarmament concerning their prohibition.

In its efforts to render the work of the Committee on Disarmament on this
problem even more concrete and purposeful, the USSR delegation submitted
working document CD/35 to the Committee for consideration; that document
summarizes the principal results of the discussion of the problem considered
by the Committee, In the infommal mceting, Soviet cxperts will present
further information on the scientific and technical aspects of the problem
of the comprehengive prohibition of new types and systems ol weapons of mass
destruction,

In conclusion, the Soviet delegation considers it essential once again
to draw the attention of the Committee on Disarmament to the situation taking
shape around the question of the neutron weapon.

The Soviet Union has already indicated that the neuntron weapon --a particularly
inhuman means of mass annihilation of human beings -- will inevitably lower
the threshold of nuclear war and consequently make its outbreak more likely.
The addition of the neutron bomb to the arsenals of one group of States will
inevitably bring about its inclusion in the arsenals of the other group of

countries, and this will oven up a new dimension in the nuclear arms race.
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The ?ébﬁies of the world have quite distinctly and unequivocally expressed
their attitude to plans'for the development and deployment of the neutron
weapon§ they have given o resounding '"ne" to thig ﬁeapon. The Governments
cf many countries have also spcken out against the neutron weapon.

The Soviet Union, clearly understanding the full donger of the emergence
and deployment of this new type of weopon of mass desiruction, announced that
it would notb enbark upon the development of the neutron veapon if ithe
United Btates refroined from doing so.

In its efforts to halt an irreversible course of events before it was too
late and to remove a new threat to the peoples of the world, tﬁe Soviet Union,
tOgéfher with other socialist countriec, submitted a draft international
convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling, doﬁloyment and

use of muclear neutroﬁ'weapons {to the Disarmament Committee in the spring of 1970.

Thig daraft is on the negotiating table., Ve urge the membefs of the
Commiltec to cet about”solving this urgent problem,

Speacking at 2 prérs cunference recently, AJA, Gromyko, a member of the
Politburo of the Centrel Committee of the Communisti Party of the Soviet Union
and Hinigter for Foreipgn Affeirs of bthe USSR, remarked tvhat those types and
syotems of wespony which had not vreviously been manufactufad could now be
produced, In that connexion, the Soviet Minister for Poreign Affairc asked
2 question: "Can mankind really reconcile itsell Lo the idea tnat the danger
of a destiructive var uéing these or similar veapons will always be hanging
over people's heads™  The Soviet delegation takes the liberty of cddressing
vhat gquestion to the members of the Committee cn Disarmament.  The
Soviet Govermment, for its part, has 2lready given o lucid and unequivocal
enswer: nol A1l types of weapons, ecpecially weapons of mass destruction,
nust be forbidden and their prodection prohibited.

Our delegation proceeds Lfrom thic clear position in the Committee on

Disarmament during the discussion of all the items on the agenda.
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Mr, BL-SHAFEI (Egypt): In your opening statement this morning,

Mr., Chairman, you referred to the distribution of document CD/36 dated

11 July 1979 under the heading of "Group of 21 -~ Vorking paper on cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", and you may recall that at our
last plenary meeting on Tuesday, 10 July 1979, I infomed this Committee of the
intention of the Group of 21 to submit a working paper on the cuestion of
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.,

The issue of nuclear disarmament and the cessation of the nuclear arms race
is one of the most pressing and important issues on the agenda of our committee
for this session and has been accorded the highest priority by the Final
Document of the special session of the General Lsgembly., The Group of 21, which
I have the honour to co-ordinate, has considered and actively discussed the item,
and has reached some conclusiong which have been incorporated in a working paper
which I have Just referred to and which has already been circulated as
document CD/36. We hope that this working paper will contribute constructively
to the prompt initiation of negotiations on nuclear disarhament.

At this stage of ocur consideration of this item, the Group of 21 has
concentrated on the procedural aspect of the negotiztions, and in this connexion
it has noted with satisfaction the initiative taken by the seven socialist States
contained in document CD/4. In this connexion, the Group of 21 has reached the
following conclusions:

1. The most important prerequisite for the initiation of the process of
miclear disarmament is the politicel will of the nuclear-weapon States.

2. The Committee on Disarmament is the most suitable forum for the
preparation and conduct of such negotiations.

3. The question of the scope and areas of negotiations has 1o be solved
in preliminary negotiations on organizationai matters. Informal meetings and
consultations should serve to identify the prerequisites and elements for
nultilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament; depending on the progress
that may be achieved, the establishment of a working group could then be
envisaged,

' 4. Negotiations conducted outside the CD should not hinder negotiations
agreed upon to be conducted within this Committee; rather they should go in
parallel, with multilateral negotiations complementing and reinforc;ng each
other. Paragraph 50 of the Final Document is a key paragraph of the programme
of action and should serve as a basis for such negotiations which should take

into account the principle of undiminished security of States.
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The. Group stands ready to prbvide any clarification and to ansiwer any

question which pertains to its working paper,

Mr. SUMMERHAYES (United Kingdom): May I take this opportunity to

extend a most cordial welcome from my delegation to our new colleagues, the
digtinguished representative of Italy, His Excellency Marquis Vittorio Cordero
ai Montezemolo, and of Cuba, His Bxcellency Dr, Iuis Sola Vila. We shall look
forward to working with them in furthering the aimg of this Committee.

I should like to revert to item 4 of our agenda and very briefly Tfollow
geveral of my colleagues who have welcomed the proposal on major elements of a
treaty on radiological material weapons, which was introduced to this Committee
on 10 July with useful explanatory statements by the distinguished delegates of
the. Soviet Union and the United States.

The achievement of an agreement on these lines would be a modest but
concrete step in the control of arms. By it we would hope to exclude permanently
the employment of a particularly unpleasant potential form of warfare.

My Govermment is examining the text as expeditiously as possible. I
therefore have no comments of substance to offer at this stage, but we shall be
ready to teke part in the necessary detailed examination of the draft in this
Committee in the near future, with a view to reaching agreercnt on a text io

bhe forwarded to the United Nations General Assembly as goon as that is possible.

Mr. MONTEZEMOLO (Italy)  (translated from French): In 1961, I took

part in the work of this Committee for a few weeks, and today, after 18 years,
I am once again among you as head of the Italian delegation at Geneva. For all
that, unfortunately -- and it is not Italy's fault -~ although some results hévé
been.achieved in the search for peace, what has been done still falls short of
the wishes of all the peoples of our nations.
Peace is our hope, peace is secufity; Italy, as always, assures everyone
of its wholehearted willingness to co—Opefate in any initiative that may_be taken.
Mr. Chairman, heads of delegations, thank yoﬁ for your cordial welcome and
the feelings that you have expressed for my country, my predecessor and-myself;

thank you for your good wishes, which will be valuable in my future work.

Mr., TYLNER (Czeohoélovakia): Before I begin my short intervention,
ailow me to welcome, on behalf of the Czechoslovak delegation,

Ambassador Luis Sola Vila as the head of the Cuban delegation to the
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Committee on Disarmament, I ghould like also to welcome Ambassador Vittorio Cordero
di Montezemolo, as head of the Italiarn delegetion to our Committee,

The Final Documenti of the special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, as well as the resolutions adopted by the thirty-second and
thirty-third sessions of the General Assembly invite the Committee on Digarmament
to take appropriate measures to prevent the emergence of new types of weapons of
mass destruction and to continue negotiations in order to prepare the text of an
agreement prohibiting the development and production of such weapons. In the
recent period, we have witnessed how rapidly ncw types of weapons of this kind
are heing developed and prepared for action. Particularly dangerous, in our
view, is the development of a new generation of nuclear weapons —-- the so-called
neutron weapons. The task of our Committee should be the matter-of-fact
consideration of the joint vproposal by the socialist countries of March 1978 and
the working-out of a concrete draft treaty on the prohibition of neutron weapons.
We have here a clear example of how the reluctance of those vho refuse to agree
to the prohibition of the development and production of new types of weapons of
mass destruction and of how new systems of such weapons can threaten the
security of the world. My delegation is therefore convinced that there is no
place for further delay.

With regard to the question of nev types of weapons of mass destruction and
of new systems of such weapong, my delegation is convinced that we should start,
without delay, negotiations with a view to working out a draft treaty. Any
possibility of achieving an agrcement banning new kinds of weapons of mass
destruction should be welcomed and fully supported. Ve are therefore glad to
hear that the bilateral nego%iations on the bénning of radiological weapons have
been led to a successful conclusion. Ve welcome the joint USSR/United States
proposal on major elements of o treaty prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons presented to our Committee on
10 July. Like others in our Committee, the Czechoslovak delegation is studying
thig initiative and has reported it to its Govermment for further study and
instructions. Ue consider this joint USSR/United States proposal to be a
posgitive first step on the road to prohibiting new types of weapons of mass
destruction, and we hope that it will lead as soon as possible to a final

digsarmament treaty.

The meeting was suspended at 12,15 p.m. and resumed at 12.40 p.m.
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The CH TRMAN: In comnexion wi . the reduest made by the Permanent

Renresentative or Gpain, contained in document CD/%4, I suggest that the
Committee should decide to invite Tpain to meke a statement when the cuestion

of chemical weapons is digcussed in accordance with rule 34 of the rules of

procedure.,

It was so.decided.

The CHAIRMAN: You will recall that, at our 39tk plenary meeting, the

D

Committee decided to establish, for the duratiocn of its present sesaion, an
Ad Hoc Vorking Group open to all member States of the Committee to consider,
and négotiatevon, effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States'against the use or threat of use of muclear veapons.. ' '
You will also recall that'infbrmal consultations have been proceeding on the
question“bf“theAchairmalship of that Ad Hoc wcrking Group, I am glad to inform
thé Committee that a consensus hag merged to request the delegation of LEgypt
to £i1l that post.
I suggest that the Committee should now teke a formal decision to appoint
Egypt to the chairmanship of the Ad Hoe Working Group. V

It was go decided.

The CF TRHAN: I have been notified by the secretariat that it is for

the Chairuwan of vie Ad Hoc Working Grouvn o make the necescary arrangements for

its convening and work.

The neeting rose at 12.45 p.n.




