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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the A6th plenary meeting of the Committee

on Disarmament, The Committee resumes today consideration cf item 1 of its agenda,
"nuclear test ban". In connexion with this item, the following documents are being
circulated today:
CD/45 ~- Letter dated 25 July 1979 from the Cheirman of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-omerative leasures
to Detect and Identify Seismic Events to the Chairman of the Committee
on Disarmament transmitting the second report of the Ad Hoc Group
CD/45 -~ Working paper on international seismological datacentre demonstration
facilities in Sweden -
CD/46 — Draft CD decision for a continued mandate to the Ad Hoc Group of
Seismic Experts to Consider Inmternational Co-operative Measures to
Detect and Identify Seismic Hvents
In addition, document CD/44 entitled "Outline of a convention on the
prohibition of the development, production and sfockpiling of chemical wéapons
and on their destruction: working naper!" ig also being circulated today to the
Committee., This document has been submitted by the delegation of Poland.
I have also requested the Secretariat to circulate an informal paper on the

organization of work of the Committee during the week 30 July - 3 August 1979.

Mr, FEIN (Wetherlands): I shall touch only briefly on the item on our
agenda for this week: the nuclear test ban., I shall not underline once again the
importance the Netherlands attaches to the conclusion of a CTB; it would be tedious
to repeat that year after year.

It seems, however, that we now find ourselves in an important phase in the
process towards the conclusion of a test ban. We have, as yet, received no recent
report from the three negotiating nuclear weapon Powers, namely, the Soviet Union,
the United Kingdom and the United States, =— on the state of affairs of the trilateral
negotiations -~ and certainly not a detailed one. It appears that possibly a link
is being forged between the conclusion of a CTB and the entry into force of the
SAIT IT agreement. The CTB negotiations, the argument goes, might be postponed
because either one does not want to burden the legislature of one of the parties
with another significant arms control agreement, or one wants to be sure that SALT II
will in fact enter into force before one wishes to make further progress in other
disarmament fields. Sometimes both arguments are advanced as valid reasons for a

delay in the finalization of a CTB.
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Whether these theories arc true or not, the fact is that no trilateral test ban
treaty has as yet been submitted to this Committee, and that is a source of renewed
concern to my Government.

There is, of course, no doubt that the conclusion of the SALT II negotiations
was a milestone of major importance in the arms control and disarmament process.
There is no doubt that this Treaty, once ratified, must greatly inmprove the
international climate and should provide a basgsis for further disarmament measures
in various other sectors. There is also no doubt that rejection of the Treaty might
very well affect the international disarmament climate negatively, But —— and this
is the point I wish to make, because all I have said so far is common knowledge —-

linking directly a CTB with SALT -- pronouncing a sine qua non -- could unnecessarily

aggravate an already bad situation. .

What would havppen if SAILT IT is not ratified and does not enter into force?
Would it not then be of some value to have, at such a time, at one's disposal a
comprehensive nuclear test ban to restrain an otherwise even more uncontrolled
arms race?

But even leaving aside the possibility of such a highly regrettable development,
there is also the serious problem of timing, Towards the middle of next year, the
Second Review Confecrence of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non~Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons will be held. Now, we all know thet that will not be zn easy
Conference. For example, important decisiong will be necessary in the coming years
to improve international arrangements with respect to the neaceful uses of nuclcar
cnergy. The Review Conference will have to play a role iﬁ tﬁe process towards what
is called a ncew international consensus in this field. This problem will nced all
our attention. We should not then have to divert our attention too much to the
question of an wncontrolled nuclear arms race, If therc is no CTB at the time of
the Review Confercnce that would be bad. No SALT would be worse. No SALT and no
CTB would be very had indced, and could have grave conscquences.

Let us now consider a morc opbtimistic scenario and assume that the trilateral
CTB talks are being pursued, at this very moment, with vigour. Let us assume that
there is no intention of linking CUB with SALT at &ll; 1lct ug assumc that the
results will be available soong that the CD will then he reconvened immediately
to negotiate a CTB treaty. Even in such a perhaps overly ontimistic casc,
considerable effort will still be required to bring the negotiations to a conclusion
before the NPT Review Confeorence next year. But the longer the trilateral CTB

negotiations take, the worse the situation.
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How, we have thc impression that one of the main reasons for such a delay might
be a number of comnlicated technical nroblems related to verification. If that were
the case, one may wonder vhether it would not be useful to submit the basic outlines
of the treaty to the CD without having resclved all those technical problens.

The treaty could not be finalized by the CD in any case, until the trilateral
parties have solved their differences on the outstending details. If they fail to
reach agrcecement on the technical details, concerning verification and such, the CD
would of course not come to a final conclusion. However, if they do resolve their
problems whilc the CD is ncgetiating the basic outlines, much valuable time with a
view to the NPT Confercnce would have been gained.

In our opinion,.the CD must necessarily assume a significant role in the
negotiations on a CTB. Not because of rore or lcess theological considcrations
concerning what the CD is supposed to be, but for the very practical reason that
what in the end is requircd is a multilateral CTB. Only as a truly multilateral
trecaty can the CIB have a function in the non-proliferation regime. It would be a
"shame if an opportunity were lost to achicve a widely accentable important arms
control agreement,

Te arrive at such a multilateral trcaty, the negotiations in the €D must be
taken seriously. I am convinced that, as always, the members of the Comnmittec will
act in a responsible way and they will take into account the narticular position
of the nuclear weanon Powers involved. But a widely accented, effective multilateral
treaty implics, ipso facto, that also the vicwg of the non-nuclecar-weapon States arc
regpected., I imagine that thosc countries would wish to concentrate on the
comprehensive character of the treaty, its duration, its tcrmination clauses and its
complaint and verification provisions, and in warticular the international seismic
system to be cstablished. Thereforey only after a rcal dialogue could one expect
non~-nuclear-weapon States to join the treaty.

An esgential part of a CTB, if it is to be a world-wide multilateral agrecment,
would be a properly working intcrnational scismic system. Suéh.a gseismic network
would provide ovportunities for all parties to the CTB to become involved in the
verification process. HNow it is, of course, quitc understandable and acceptable
that the nuclecar-weapon States, amongst themselves, should wish to make some
additional arrangcments, additional to the international scismic system. Such

additional arrangements could strengthen the confidence that the obligations under
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the treaty are faithfully fulfilled. But a different matter is that therc have heen
tendencies in the Ad Hoc Group of scismic experts to weeken +the propvosed
intcernational systom —— apparently bccause those trilateral arrangenents arc in

the make. We have noticed that some nuclear-weapon States attempted to diminish

the role that international data centres rust play in the dissemination of
identification data, while cther nuclear-weapcon Statces accepted this in silence.
This is serious, because that identifiéation task of the planned data centres was
the mein one going beyond prescent seismological practicos, Thoe Netherlands hope
that this incident is not a foreboding of the attitude the trilateral pertners will
take with resmnect to the international scismic system.

In general, however, my delegation ig of the cpinion that the seisnic oxperts
acconplished their task satisfactorily. We are gratcful for the new reoport, which
will providec a more detailed basis for the pronosed system. In the nmeantime, much
detailed work remains to be done, both on the national level and between countries
wishing to do so. The seismic group made certain recommendations about their future
work in this respect. Those ideas are sound, and we would therefore supnort a
reneved nandate of the group in that direction. It must be clcar, of course, that
the subnission of a trilateral draft CTB to the CD weuld change the gituation and
we would have to review at that time what the seismic group is supnosed to do.

Finally, I would like to thank the World Meteorological Organizetion for its
co-oneration with the scismic experts, Thce last WMO Congress, this summer, took
a decision which will make it wmogsible, in the future, to usc the Global
Telecommunications System of the WMO for the scismic date exchange. This will be

most helpful for our future work,

Mr. SUMMERHAYZS (United Kingdon): The trinartitc negotiations between

2 e i the Unite ingdom and the United State a treaty prohibitiz
the Soviet Union, the United Kingdor G the United States on a treaty prchibitin
nuclear weanron tests in all envirvonments and its protocol covering nuclear exnlosions
for npcacceful purmoscs, have continued intconsively over the nast year.

EX i x ] b o

L large neasure of agreenment has already been reached between the three

& & )

ncgotiating partics. As was exvlained in their statcment of 8 August 1978, the
nartics are fully agreed that thoe troaty should csteblish o ban on any nuclear
weapon tost explosion in any cnvironment and that the »rovisions of a protocol,
which would be an integral part of the treaty, would ap»nly to nuclear oxplogions for
neaceful purposes. They envisage that, aftor a certain »eriod, the partics to the

treaty will wish to hold a confcrence to review its omneration,
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Negotiations over the past year have concentrated on the question of verifying
complience with the treaty. There is agreement that the treaty should.provido for
verification by naticnal technical mcang end for the possibility of on-site
inspection. Another important aspect of verification will be the exchange of
seismic data. In this connexion, the three negotiating partners wish to express
their warn-appreciation of the work of the Ad Hoc Groun of seismic exnerts of the
Committee on Disarmamcnt., That Group's recommendations will, in large néasure,
influence the way in which the cexchange of seismic deta is implenmented in practice,
The negotiating parties consider that a Committec of Experts drawn from the Perties
to the treaty should be established to agsist in the implementation of the exchange.

Though -there is agreenment on the main elements of verification, ncgotiations
are still m»roceeding on the detailed arrangements. As nmembers of the Committee on
Disarmament know, verification is a complex subject, involving many technical issues
that require tine to ncgetiate,

The thrée nogotiatiﬁg rariners recognize the close, legitimate and valued
interest of this Committce in the carlicst completion of the negotiations —— and
the calls to that effcet in successive United Nations Gencral Assembly resolutions,
as well as in the Final Docunment of the special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They are determined to achieve an agreement
which will meet international expcctaticns and attract the widest vossible adherence.

The treaty between the United States and the -Soviet Union on the linitation of
strategic offensiv arms reflects their delermination to csteblish significant arms
linitation measurcs. The United Kingdorm sharcs that determination.. In this
connexion, the three negotiating partners wish to draw attention to the Joint
Communique issucd on 18 June 1979 at the conclusion of the discussions in Vienna
between the President of the United States and the Gencral Scercetary  -of the Central
Committee of the Comrwnist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium
of the Suprenme Soviet of thc USSR. They noted that there had been definite progress’
at the tripartite negotiations and "confirmed the intention of the United States and
Soviet Union to work ftogether with the United Kingdori to complete preparation of this
treaty as soon as possible'. A

The delzgations of the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States
wish to agsure the Cormittee on Disarmament that they will continue to-make every

effort to bring the negotiations to an early and successful conclusion.
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Mr., FONSEKA. (Sri Lanka): As I have, on more than one occasion, remarked
in this Committee, my delegation always speaks as one of i1ts new members, I am
constantly aware and scarcely need to be reminded of the aduonition given by my
own Minister for TForeign Affairs when he .spoke in this Committee at the beginning
of its current session., He told the Committee that, as a new member, we are here
both to listen and to learn. The provisional verbatim records of the Committee
will show that we have done a great deal of listening, and in examining these
records you will not find any extensive, let alone significant statements, made
by my delegation during this Committec's spring and summer session., Unfortunately,
the provisional record has no way of recording the role of members vwho listen and
I trust I shall be forgiven if, today, at this meeting I try to make up at least
in part for the listening that my delegation has done during this session.

Ilay I commence my remarks by attempting to outline what in my delegation's
view is the role of this Committee. I shall not be saying anything new, but it
does seem relevant to remind ourselves of it. The Tirst Committee of the
General Assembly is the traditional deliberative body, and certainly since last
year this First Committee has devoted its time almost exclusively to the subject
of disarmament. At the special session of the United Nations the General Assembly
decided to revive the United Nations Disarmament Commission. As I had occasion
to say at an informal meeting of this Committee, the question was asked what need
‘ig there for the United Hations Disarmament Commission when there is a
First Committee of the General Assenbly whose exclusive task is to deal with
disarmament. DBriefly the answer given by those of us who thought that a
United Nations Disarmament Commission was a necessary institution, and that a
revival of it was necessary was that, during the regular sescions the
First Committee is preoccupied with many resolutions. t wag a timc when
important leaders of delegations come to the General Assembly. And therefore
it was not always possible to give some consideration, in depth, to the issues
of disarmament, Wevertheless, as members might recall, there were extensive
debates on what UIDC would do. In the course of that debate, lines were drawm
as to functions of UNDC. It was cmphasized by some that the CCD or the body
to be established under the special session's Final Document vould romain the
negotiating arm, and that any attempt by UNDC to encroach beyond its deliberative
function woulid not be taken to kindly. I have a clear recollection of that --
there were long debates in the working group on the subject. ILet us agree with

that definition of the function of UIMNDC.
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Ve are left then with this Committee -— our Committee ~- the..Committee on
Disarmament, and throughout that same debate at the special session it was
emphasized that it is this Cormittee which was established under the
Final Document -~ as the negotiating body. And that, any other orgen of'tﬁe
United Nations should not, or should exercise caution, if it wishes to go beyond,
into the negotiating arca. So this Committee, as the Final Document, paragraph 120
says, is designated ag the single multilateral disarmament negotiating f{orum.

But, let us ask ourselves what ig the kind of negotiation this Commitice has
undertaken during its first session. Ily delegation certainly does not subscribe
to the view that becausge there has becen a gpecial session, there has been a
Final Document, there has been machinery established, that right away disarmament
is going to take place, MNo, my delegation docs not subscribe to such a view.

Ve do not believe that disarmanent is an instant phenomenon. It is not. 3But,

let us ask ourselves, to what extent has thig Committee in the first five months

of its work performed or fulfilled the role of negotiator vhich has been specifically
assigned to it.

I do not wish to make an evaluation too early, but vhile things are still
fresh in members! minds let us ¥y to pinpoint what the negotiations are that we
have undertaken. Ve did do something: we adopted the rules of procedure.
Adopting the rules of procedure was no small task — it took us a whole month.
Members present will recall hov intensc and how detailed the debate was. The
only way in which I can illustrate the irmortance of these ules is that this
Committee's predecessor, the Conference »f the Committee on Disarmament, did not
have rules of procedure. As to why it did not have rules of procedure T shall
not attempt to answer. It functioned for 17 years, or thereabouts, without any
rules of procedure. Ilembers might say that that body functioned quite well and
adequately without. rules of procedure, but seemingly the wider international
community thought otherwise and, in paragraph 120 of the Final Document which
establighed this Committce —-— I hope the use of the word "establish" will not
trouble any member but nevertheless, there it is —-— that final paragraph specifically
asked that fhe Committee should adopt its rules »f procedure, and we took a whole
month over it., And let us take that as a significant advance, as a significant

achievement of this Committee.
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The next month we negotiated our agenda and programme cf work. That again
was no easy task -- it took a month and, as members will recall, a little
more. The distinguished representative of Australia, Ambassador Thomson, who
was our Chairman, was asked to help us a little beyond his term that month so
that he could complete this very important task which had commenced during his
chairmanship. That agenda included a framework, which is familiar to all
members. It was known as the "Decalogue"., That in itself was not easy to
negotiate and to agree upon, and it certainly -~ as members know -- has some
value. I am understating it when I say some value —- it was of great value
because it set the framework which this Committee can use in its future
deliverations, If nothing else, perhans wvhen this Committee meets again next
year, one important arca has been settled seemingly for all time. That
framework sets out the entire gamut of disarmament. The second part of the
agenda, as you know, was the programme of work, and during the spring session
we were able to deal with only one item on our programme of work and that was
"chemical weapons', and we had to really arrange, or think about the programme
for the next session.

When we commenced the summer session we worked out our programme of work
for the summer gession w- that did not take too much time. But let me briefly
set out what members know. On that programme of work the first item was the
"Nuclear test ban". I presunc that it was placed as the first item out of
recognition of the importance which many members of this Committee attach to
this subject of a nuclear test ban., "he next wvag the "Cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament'; the third, "Assurances or guarantees to
non-nuclear-weapon States", vhich we ave familiar with as "Negative Guarantees'",
The fourth: "Chemical weapons' and {ifth: "Wew typcs of weapons of mass
destruction and nev systems of such weapons: radiological weapons'.

Let us see what we have been able to accomplish on that programme of
work. On the subject of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament -~ I shall cone to the test ban treaty later -- on the subject of
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, what have we got
that is tangible? Vhat have ve got? Ilr. Chairman, members of the Comnittee are

usually generous and usually polite. You yourself, like your predecessors,
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constantly refer to the progress ve make, the flexibility we show, but at some
point in time members must ask themselves what have we got to show? Ilow, og‘the
cessation of the uuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, something was placed
before this Comittece —— and that is SALT 11; but this Commititee can claim no'
credit for SALT IT. It wvas an agreement negotiated outgide this Committee and
was merely placed before this Committee, iIn saying that let me assurce the
delegations of the countries vhich negotiated this agreement that my delegation
has no wich to minimize the importance of that agreemcnt.

The next item, vas "Wew types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems
of such weapons: radiological weapons'. If ve were to ask oursclves what has
been produced wnder this item -~ and I am trying to get to the essence of vhat
we were able to achieve —-- we were presented with the dralt of a treaty on
radiological weapons. llembers of this Committee were asked for their views.
Members responded, saying that they had referred the dralt to their capitals and
were awalting a response. ‘

The next wvas "negative guarantecs". Something was achieved there, and
Ad Hoc Vlorking Group has boen cstablished -- its report is due —~ and before me
I see the draft of that report. I shall not prejudge its usefulness nor try to
evaluate it -- I have just seen it. d

I then come to the "nuclcar test ban treaty" or "nuclear test ban". Tor
two days at the begimning of this segsion, according to our programme, we had two
days for discussion of the "test han'. I recall that at an informal meeting,
when the subject of the tect ban was discussed, there was a rather emotional
argument as to whether this is something to which we should attach so much
priority. Uhy this cmphasis on the word "priority"? Another delegation made
the comment that if it was the desire to discuss a nuclear test ban, perhaps it
would not be there, In other words, it was of the viev that this was not
something that was of a pre-eminent order of priority as wras being insisted upon
by other members. Again, as I recall, the delegation that said it might not
be present was not that unkind -- it was »nrescnt. But their total silcnce on
the subject was what was most significant. the 21 and 22 June were the two

days, according to our programmec, on which ve were supposed to discuss the
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nuclear test ban. Vhat happened on 22 June was a rather protracted discussion
on whether Viet Nam-ghould be allowed to address this Committee. Iy delegation
did not take part in that protracted discussion but members, if they were to
look back in retrospect, might ask thenmselves whether that protracted debate on
Viet Nam being allowed to address this Committee was realiy neccssary, cince ve
now know what happencd. DBut the point that I wish to make is that, of the two
days that were initially allocated to a discussion on the test ban, we spent

a whole day on a debate cultc unrelated to the nuclear test ban.

Ve have just had the benefit of the statement made by the distinguished
delegate of the United Iingdom, on behalf of the tripartite negotiating parties
on the subject of the test ban., I shall not try to make an evaluation of that
statement, but from wvhat little I did follow I do not know vhother many members
of this Committee will consider that as a’ significant advance on the position we
were in before that statement was made. Dut members will have time to look
over that statement and, as I said, it is not my intention to ecvaluate it -
certainly not to dismisg it.

Ve then went on to the subject of chemical weapons; where did we get to on
chemical weapons? Towards the end of the spring session, the Chairman, unable
to arrive at a conclusion or conscnsus within this Committee;, left us with all
that he could achieve -- I do not undecrestimate the great efforts made by the
distinguished delegate of Belgium in trying to arrive at a consensus -- but all
that he could give us at the end of the spring session was his feeling -~ and I
quote: "+that the Committee should continue its consideration of all the proposals
made to the Committee., These proposals deal principally with the methods and
procedures to be adopted with a view to negotiating a convention" -~ and that
vas how we went home at the end of the spring session., In arranging its summor
work programme, this Committee allocated yet another period for us to consider
chemical weapons -- from 16 to 23 July.

Let me cut a long story short. Iily delegation ic trying to see vhat we
have achieved, or what advancc we have made. A number of delegations, oertainly
the Group of 21 are of the view that it is time for negotiations and not

discussions -- I should say discussions are sufficiently advanced —- and that
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we could establish a working group on chemical weapons. That has not happened.
It has not happened in spite of many delegations categorically, or by implication,
telling us that it is fcasible. Ily delcgation does not think that the
establishment of a working group means that a convention on chemical weapons

is brought infinitely closer. Wo, it is still a procedural stage, but at

least the establishnent of the group would be an indication of the willingness,
goodwill, political will -~ whatever you wish to call it —- 5f the menmbers

of the Committee on this very important subject of chemical weapons on vhich
several pronouncements, I should say rcsolutions, have been adopted by the
General Assembly. I would really like to ask that we think we have achieved

in tangible terms of disaimament as distinguished from procedure. As I said,
we have had the SALT II Treaty tabled before this Committec; we have a
radiological weapons treaty — a droit placed before ve. Iy delegation has not
made any comment on the radiological weapons treaty. All I can say is that,
like most other delegations, we have rcferred it to our Government. I hope
that what I am about to say will not give the impression to the two Powers

that have placed this draft before us that my delegation in any way treats

this as a frivolous matter, as unimportant. Dut my preliminary reaction to the
draft treaty on radiological weapons can best be illustrated by a little
analogy. In so doing, I do not in any vay wish to underestimate its importance.
I had occasion to say at an informal meeting that this treaty is one which

had Dbeen asked for and proposed in 1948, and if it took 31 years for it to come
before us it is no simple document. But the only way I can react to this treaty
now ig to give you this little analogy. It is something like a group of
multimillionaires coming to an agreement or an understanding amnong themsclves
that they will put an upper 1limit on their incomes. They then come to the rest
of their business {raternity, shall we say, other members of their Chamber of
Commerce, and ask them to subscribe to that agreement, But when the other
members have not come anywhere ncar making a ﬁillion vhat is the immediate
relevance to them of an agreement or an understanding among the group of
multimillionaires to agree to have an up@er limit or ceiling on their incomes?
Vhen you have not made your first million, a thousand million is a trifle

beyond your comprehcnsion. I I may say in parentheses, gomeone might ask what
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was the currency in which thesc multimillionaires expressed their wealth? I
think in today's context -- and the distinguiched delegate of the United Kingdom
will agree -~ they have to be sterling wultimillionaires. And if there was

a need for a depositary Tor that agreement, the best place to deposit it would
be in the United Iingdom. It night be, or members might think, that this is

a very exaggerated view of the radiological weapons draft trecaty which has

been placed belfore us but, to the averagc member of this Committce, that is
about a proper appreciation of vhat a radiological treaty means. Certainly

to my delegation, that is hou it seems.

I would like to refer to another facet of the two issues, or four issues,
that I have brought up. I made a reference to chemical weapons, to the test
ban, to BALL, and to radiological wveapons. But there is a relationship between
these wvhich I should like to place before thig Committee as something that
occurs te my delesation. Our Committee excrcises a collective responsibility
for what it does and what it produces. On the one hand, we have, what has
been tabled before us in the BALT Trcaty, we have before us a draft radiological
treaty. On the other hand, there is a larse oroup of members of this Committec
who have been emphasizing the urgency of the nuclear test ban, The distinguished
delegate of the lletherlands this morning, a vhile ago, gave a very relevant
scenario of the situation —-- if we have no draft we have nothing to worlk on.

As T said, some members have emphasized a nuclear test ban and others chemical
weapons. I asgk, if the Committec is to consider certain ilreaties put forward
by certain delegations, and can ind no time to discuss other matters of
interest to other delegations, if there is no reciprocity of response or
interest, then vhat is the role of this Committee? Vhat is the role of these
other delegations? If we are told that a CTB, a nuclear test ban and a
chemical weapons convention are not ripe for negotiation -- we may even agree
they are not ripe for negotiation ~- but to say that it is premature to take
certain minimal procedural steps does not help very much. Certainly to those
members of the Committee who place cmphasic on these issues, to Tind that
there is no reciprocity of response, this to my delegation is a trifle

disheartening.
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I should like to refer to another aspect of the work and role of this
Committee to which members have made frecuent reference. llembers have agreed
that treaties, ageements and conventions can be negotiated bilaterally and
brought before this Committee, but at the same time -— certainly throughout
this session —- members have emphasized or asked what is it that prevents us
from having parallel negotiations in this Committce? Uhat other role has
this Committee to perform? If it has To wvait wuntil a draft treaty or a
draft agreement igs placed before it, what is its negotiating role? This is
what members have asked during this scsgsion -- what iz wrong with having
parallel negotiations? If it is the view that this Cemmittee hasg no right,
has no capacity, to undertake any kind of negotiation outside that which is
brought to us, bilaterally negotiated —- if that is clearly put fto us, let
me say that we will perhaps undecrstand each other better. e will know what
our proper role in this Committee is, But, if that is the position, that
this Committee has no right, no role to perform in the way of parallel
negotiations on important igsucg, vhat are the other members of this Committee
doing here? I believe that a draft treaty is brought before this Committee’
because thogse who bring the draft treaty are of the view that this Committee
can give it universality and credibility; otherwise bilateral trcatics can
be concluded between any two nembers and this Committee merely informed.

But if it is brought before this Committee for its views it is because the
membership of this Committee gives thal treaty a certain character, a certain
credibility. low, wvhat do the wmembers of thig Committee get in exchange for what
they have to give? If wo are told that there is no scope, it is not your role

to negotiate in parallel uvn an issue, vhat are the other members of this
Committee getting for the quality, the character, the credibility that this
Committee can extend to a treaty brought before it? I do not have the answer,

I would wish to make just onc other point. All members of this Committee
have a certain constituency to which they are answerable, to vhich they are

responsible. The first constituency wruestionably are the Governments that

gsend us here -- we arc answverable to them. The second constituency —-- and this
might be disputed -- to which menmbers of the Committec owe an obligation is the

United Nations. It may be somevhat scimplcer for some delegations to offer
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explanations to their respeciive Govermnents. They are familiar with how and
what takes place in this Committec, they get educated on the problems involved
and can provide cxplanations. DBut may I say that for my delegation it is not
that easy to go back and tell my Government that I have spent five months in
thig chamber and this is all I have done or that this Cormittee has been able
to achieve. It is not easy, and I like to think that ny delegation is not
alone in exvneriencing that difficulty.

The other constitucncy, ac I said, is the United Nations. I know that
members have different views on the degree and nature of the responsibility
which this Comnittee has to the United Uations. In the case of my own delegation
I have no problem, no problem at all, because my delegation is herc as a
consequence of the special session vhose Final Document, part III deals with
machinery, under vhich eight new members were nominated to thisg Committee,

If it were not for the Iinal Document, my delegation and seven others night
possibly not have been here, so my delegation has no problem. Ve have a
certain responsibility to the United Hations, If I say to the General Assembly

it may create problems, so I shall say to the United Nations. Now, the

General Assembly of the United Hations has expressly recommended to this Committee
that it should congsider tuo issuves as matters of priority and ask us to report
back., It has asked this Committee to report back on the outcome of this
Committee's deliberations on chemical weapons and on the test ban. In fact
the resolution or the test han, I might cay, is a trifle too optimistic
because it says that the Assembly is prepared to resume its thirty-third session
if there was some movement or some progress in regard to the test ban. Ve now
know the position as the digtinguished delegate of the United Hingdom advised
ug today of how far the fTripartite negotiators have been able to go. DBut I
was speaking of our responsibility o the United Nations. Vhat are we golng to
tell it about these two issues that have been referred to us as issues of
priority?

I suppose that we could draft a report. Ve have a draft before us,

and that report will contain what we have to tell the General Assembly. I do
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not wish to get into the subject of the revwort on which you, Ilr. Chairman,
have arranged an informal neeting for this afternoon; it ir for us to discuses the
draft of the revort that has boon prepared for the Committee for presentation
to the General Assenbly. 1 wvas able o have a very quick look through it and
it runs into 29 pages. lay I meake this preliminary comment? Nov this is no
reflexion on you, Iir. Chairman, or on all the very hard-working members of
the Decretariat who have assigted you in preparing this repoxrt. You can do no
more than produce the dralt and malic an analysis of what this Committee was
able to do. That aralt report as it nov stands rung into 29 pages, and page 19
is the operative magc. Up to page 19 there is an cxtensive description of vhat
has been achieved in the way of procedure, liay 1 say that it has been able
to extend itself to 19 pages because it quotes from the document which the
Secretary-General sent us as part of the General Assembly resolutions. If
it were not for the cuotatione from that document the report might be even
shorter. Let me say again, Ilr. Chairman, that this is no reflexion on the
work you have donec in order to let us have the draft report. It is rather
a representation of the collective vork and responsibility of this Committee
and it is not something that we can be too cnthusiastic about.

I was talking about constituencies. Ilay I tell you the weaction of another
constituency ahout vhich, you might well say, we really nced not bother, that
is the media. I Imowv that the uedia are not cxcessively concerned with what
happens in the Uilted llationg, vhether i' be in New York ox herce in Geneva,
They find that what comes out of these international conferences is not exactly
newsvorthy. Ilowever, a colleaguc of ours in thig Committee had, earlier during
this session, gone to one of the representatives of the media herc in Geneva
and told him thav he vas going to make a statement in thce Committee and he might
be able to use it. The representative of the media said -- and I don't say
this with approval, but this was his coxact recaction -- "what comes out of your
Committee, when we send it to our hecadquarters, goeg into the waste-paper
basket." MNou I am not saying that we accept that judgement of the media oxr that

that judgement of the hecadquarters of that particular nevs agency or newspaper
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is a fair assessment of the work of this Committee, but nevertheless there it
is. Are we going to totally ignore this? I had an opportunitj to tallt to a
gentleman from tie media and this is exactly vhat ho told me: "Your Committee
spends all ite timc discussing procedurce. This is not something that we can
reproduce in newspapers or send to our agency and expecct attention. I repeat
I am not saying that the media should be our judge, bul nevertheless the media
are one vehicle throusgh which the work of the Committee can “e brought to the
attention of the wider public vho, shall we say, has an interest in the work
of disarmament and certainly in the work of this Committee as a negotiating body?
If we agree that the mecdia are not our judge, can we not at least also agree
that something needs to be done, that something needs to be rectified?

Mr. Chairman, I have spoken at length, but I did warn you that I would make
up for my silence. I chall conclude by saying that these remarks are obviously
those of a delegation which has come to learn and, some might say, has not learnt
enough. I might add that a little learning is a dangerous thing. Perhaps next
year at the conclusion of our next session, I shall have an opportunity of recalling
what I have said now and perhaps express regret that I had not learnt, that I did
not know enough of what this Committee is here for or what it can possibly achieve.

I have one other duty llr. Chairman, vhich I propose to perform while I have
the floor. Because my delegation did not intervene earlier during your chairmanship
we were unable to wish you well, Let me take this opportunity, Ilr. Chairman, to
thank you for your great efforts and the guidance you have jiven this Committee
during this month of July. Vhatever I have said now is no reflexion at all on
you Mr, Chairman and certainly not on the office of the chairman. It is an
attempt to try to cxplain the point of viev of my delegation on the role of the
Committee and what it has been able to do. But let me assure you, Ifr. Chairman,

that you have personally done a great job to advance the work of this Committee.

The CHAIRIIAIT: I thank the distinguished representative of Sri ILanka

for hisg statement and the kind wvorde hc addressed to ne.
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Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Perhaps I should start by saying that we have
just heard a very thought—pfovohln" statement. We can only hope that the |
distinguished delegate from Sri Lanka will be positively éurprised when he Speaks
again next year at this tine about the achievements of this Committec.

The second report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scicntific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and to Identify'Séismic Bvents has
now been put before you in document CD/45, and I will therefore start‘ﬁy inter-
vention by giving my delegation's comments on that document. I then intehd‘tO turn
to the subjects of the continued work of the Ad Hoc Group, the decision by WMD on
the use of its Global Telecommunication System (WHO/GTS) for an exchange of seismic
data and, finally, the recent demonstration of temporary data oentre-faoilities
in Stockholm to invited representatives and scientific experits from‘a number of
countries.

The Swedish delegétion considers the second reportAof the Ad Hoc Group, which
presents a consensus view amtong the experts in the Grouﬁ, to be a valuable
contribution to the efforts to establish a monitoring systemxacceptablerto all,

The report is the result of considerable work carried out by scientific experts
from more than 20 countries. The Swedish delegation éppreciates the cb—Operative
and constructive way in which the work has been coﬁdUctﬁd. le feel thot the open
and penetratlnb technical discussions have 1ncreased the understanding of the
verification problems anong the countries engaged in this work. TImportant
contributions have been made by scientific experts from invited States not members
of the CD and by representatives fron WMO., Ve see worId—vide participation in this
work as particularly 1mportant and are therefore happy to note that experts also
from Mexico and Spain have now joined the Group.

In its second report, the Ad Hoc Group has elaborated on scientific and
technical aspects of international co-operative measures to detect and idéntify
seismic events as outlined in its first report. These measures are foreseen to
contain three>basié elements: a global network«of seismologiéal stations, a fast
international exchange of.data over the global telecémmunication system of WMO and,
thirdly, special international data centres for the use of participant States.

The second report specifies in detail the seismological data that should be
exchanged on a routine basis and rccommends that all anetwork stations should be
equipped with nodern seismograph systems capable of continuous recording of data

in digital foxm.
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The Ad Hoc Group also points out that the requirements for reliability of
equipment and consistency of reporting should be considerahly more stringent than
according to present practice. ‘

The report calls for the transmission of seismic data over the WMO/GTS network
and contains an investigation of the capabilities of that network to ftransmit
seismic data in various parts of the world. This iavestigation was made in close
co-operation with WMO. The conclusion was that in most places only few problems
are expected to arise in transmitting such data.

The report also gives detailed technical descriptions of the scientific
functions of the proposed data centres. They should be regarded asg service
facilities for the States participating in the international data exchange, by
providing them with eagily accessible data for national assessments of seismic
events.

It is important that the CD should now take further steps in this matver. My
delegation therefore proposes that the CD should decide that the Ad Hoc Group should
be maintained and continue its work under a new mandate. In working paper CD/46 we
have formulated a proposal for such a mandate. In its report, the Ad Hoc Group has
pointed out several matters which remain to be specified or to be given further
study. Our proposal follows the recommendations.of the Ad Hoc Group in its second
report. They include further elaboration of detailed instructions for an experimental
test of the envisaged global system ag well as further development of the scientific
and technical acpects of the envisaged international co-operative measures. In
addition, the Ad Hoc Group should contribute to the review and analysis of national
investigations, such as investigations concerning the conditions for using the
proccdures for obtaining desired data at individual stations and procedures for
analysis at data centres. As under its previous mandate, the work should be purely
scientific, and the Ad Hoc Group should not attempt to assess the adequacy of the
system for verifying a comprehensive test ban. The composition of the Ad Hoc Group
in its continued work would remain unchanged. We hope, however, that experts from
additional CD member States will participate.

As I stated at the outset, it was also my intention to deal with the WMO/GTS.
The co-operation between the Ad Hoc Group and the Secretariat of WMO is well
established so far as concerns the question how the WMO/GTS can be used for a

global data exchange for test-ban verification purposes. My delegation introduced
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the idea of such a usc as far back as in 1965, and the rcsponse from the
Secretary-General of WMO, Mr. D.A. Davies, was immediate and positive. This year,
as a consequence of the first report of the Ad Hoc Group, the Bighth Congress of
WMO has decided, in principle, that WMO should, if formally requested, assist the
United Nations in the matter of routine transmission of seismic-event data. The
Exccutive Comnittee of WMO was therefore authorized to study and take appropriate
action on such a request if it is received prior to the Hinth Congress. 1 have
mentioned this decision of WMO because of its fundamental importance for the
implementation of the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Group on international
co-operative neasures. The Chairman of the 4d Hoc Group has asked me algso to
rention the particular efforts of the Secretary-General of WMO in this context.

I will now give you a brief account of the demonstration of temporary data
centre facilitics in Stockholm and, maybe particularly, the ideas behind it.

As we have stressed repeatedly from the Swedish side, a CTBT must be a truly
international treaty and not one concluded only between nuclear-weapon States.

In order to make a CTBT effective and internationally accepted; it is nccessary
that the Committee on Disarmament should be fully cnabled to play a substantive rol:
in the negotiation of the trecaty.

The question of how to achicve adequate verification has been one of the key
questions throughout the many years of CTB negotiations. Seismic means have been
generally accepted as the main verification nethods. Different views have been
expressed on the «dequacy of scismic verilication methods.

Our view is that scismic verification by ueans of a global monitoring systein
would provide adequate verilfication, by giving nccessary deterrence ogainst
clandestine tests. We also consider that active participation in the verification
of an international treaty, such as the CTBT, is the right end duty of all countries
parties to the treaty. Every such counbry has the right to know that other parties
to the treaty fulfil their treaty obligations, every country also has the duty to
nake its contribution to the over-all nonitoring of such an international treaty.

The CIBT would be a good cxample of trcatics where verification can and should
be carried out in co-operation between all the countrics involved. For test-ban
verification, scismic data arce neecded from a number of observatories around the
world., The Ad Hoc Group of seisnic cxperis hos suggested a sclsmic verification
systen with some 50 high-quality seisnologicel observatories, with fast communication
through the WMO/GTS and with international data contres for fthe compilation and

routine analysis of the data.
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Thesa international data centres ave essential clenents in the verification
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ot tes poatice wo the treaty would in oux vicw be Dwrdaacntal fe the brue inter-
natiosnal chaxnetor or o CT3Y.

My Governricnt has on several occesions cxprocged its readiness bto ostablish,
opcrate and finance an international geisuologicel dato centre in Sweden, as part
of o gletral rnonitoring systoi. This ~L0fus, and the work that for uﬁre than 10 years
has been carricd out at the Hogfors Obscrvatory, have the single purpose of
contributing towards the achicevoment of a CTBT

Following invitatiorns by iy Goverancent to the ucmber States of the CD and of
the Ad Hoc Group, representabtives and cxperts froir 26 countrics and WMO attended a
deronstration fron 12 o 14 July of touporary deta cea’re Tacilitics in Stockholis.
These facilitics and the tentativ: results obtained frou them are prescnied in

working papor CD/ 5. As elaboratcd ir that vaper, we wentoeld o denonstrate one

n

possible woy of carrying oul soume of the acin functions of the envisaged international

data contres T we et ooing b dwcll o Sochnical details of lhe domonstration.
I want, however, %o sieke it knowr that w. intend to mainteia the data contre
facilitics thus sct up in Stockholn and make them available for the scientific and
tcchnical woxik that romeing to bo done in the develomont of int rootional date
centres, ag fercscen for the globel syaten of international co~overative rieasures

to detect and identily secisuic cvents.

Mr, ISSRABLYAN (Union of Soviel Socialist Ropuvlics) {tronslated froi

Ru“%lan) The celeogations of the USSR and the United Stotes recently carried out
intensive work in the framcwork of the Soviet-United Stotes ncgotiations on the
ques bion of the prohibition of chomical woopong with a vicw %o claborating a joint
USSR-United States report on wrogress in the negotiations. This work has becn
successfully completed and today T an svbmitbving this joint revort to the
Committee on Discrnanent. The toxt of the joint USSR-Unitced States report on

vprogress in the bilaterel negotiations oun the vrohibicion of chenical weapons readss


iaoiiit.ee

CD/PV.46
26

(Mr., Issraeclyan, USSR)

"During the course of the Vienna nceting of the leaders of the United States and
the USSR in Junc 1979, both sides affirmed the importance of a gencral, complcte, and
verifiable prohivition of chenical weapoiis and agreed to iitensify their efforts to
preparc an agreed joint proposal for submission to the Copmitiec on Digarmament.

The USSR and Unitcd States dolegetions are guided by this principle at the tenth
scrics of the bilateral ncegotiations, which began on 16 July, 1979.

"In the negotiations, tho United States and USSR delegations take into account
the fact that prohibition of chenical weapons is, as was stressed in the Final
Document of the special session of the United Nations General Asscmbly devoted to
disarnauaent, one of the aost urgent and vital problems in the arca of disarmament.
They arc also guided by the rccuirenent thet a convention on the prohibition of
chenical weapons, like any other international agreement in the field of aris
control and disarnament, should strengthen rother then detract from the security of
the partics.

"The USSR and United States delegations, taking into consideration the intercst
expressed by many delegations in the Cormittec on Disarmauent concerning the status
of the bilateral negotiations on a prohibition of cheomical weapons, subnit tho
Tfollowing joint report:

U The two sides welieve that the seope of the prehibition should be

determinced on the basis of a gencral-purposce criterion, Partics to the convention
shouldlassuno the obligation never in any circunstances to develop, producc,
stockpile, othervisce acquire or possess, ~r rcetain supertoxic lethel chouicals,
other lethal or highly toxic chenicals or their prccursors, with the cexception of
chemicals intended for permitied purposcs of such types and in such quantitics as
are sppropriate to such purposes, ac well as chenical rmunitions or other ncans of
chenical warfare, Negotiations are continuing on several ispgues relating to the
scope of prohibition.

2. By peritted purposes i3 neant nsn-hostils purperes (industricl, rescarch,
nedical, or other peaceful purposcs, law-enforcencnt purposes, and purposcs of
developrient and testing of ncans of protection ageinst chenical weapons) as well as
military purposcs not rclated to chenical werfare.

i3, In srder fo facilitote verificoticn, it would be approvrictc to wie, in
addition to the general-purpcse criterion, toxicity criteria and certain other
provisions.

4, Agreevent hrs been rooached on th following cpvroxi ote valuce for the

additional criteria of foxicity mentioned above:
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a LC = 2,000 g, nin ' Cor inhalation anc/ox
50 ’
LUSO - 3.5 Lg/kg Fow subcutarczous inJezxbicnn;
z
. ~ /
(b) LCt,:O = 20,000 ng.ain n? fer innclotion wnd/or
D = 10 n /kﬁ for subcutancous injections,
50 ’

Or. the basis of thoss criterie, it will bo posvitlc o separate chenicals into
appropriate categories, o cach of which the gencrcl-purvose critoricn would be
applied.

", Different cogreces ci prohivition anc linitetion, co well as difforcentiated
nethods of verification, would be applied on the bosis of thesce toxieity criteria
and certain other provisions. Theso issues continue to be subjects of
negotiations,

ns, Negotiations are nlso continuing on the definition of ters and several
other issues.

"7. The two sides hove agrecd that partics to the convention should asswic an
obligation not to transfcr tc anyone, whether directly or indircetly, the ncans
of chenical warfare, and not in any wey to assist, cncourage, or induce any State,
group of States, or any organication to carry out activitics which partics would
undertake not to engege in pursuant to the convention.

"3, The two sides have cone to an understanding regarding thoe nccegsity for

<t

States to declare, iumcdiately aftcr they becone partics tc the convention, both
the volumes of accuired stocks of recans of chemicel warfare and the ucans of
preduction of cheiical immitions and cheulicals covered by the convention. Plang
for the destruction of dcclared stocks of chenmicel weapons should alsc be
declarcd. These declarations should contain inforuation on the voluue and tine-
tables for destruction of such stocks. Plens fer the destruction or dismantling
of relevant ticanc of production should also be declared. In the coursce of the
bilateral negotictions, the two sides are continuing to neake offorts to agree on
the specific content of the declarations concerning stocks of incens of chewical
warfare and concerning ucens of production. In this conncxion, the basic concept
of zicans of production is also a subject thet reuneing to be resclved.

"9, Agreeriont has beon rcached thet stcocks of nieens for cheamdcal warfare should
be destroyed or diverted for permitted purposcs within 10 ycarg after o State
beeomes a party. Mcans of production should bhe shut down and cventually destroyed
or dismantled. The destruction or disnontling of wmeanse of production should
begin not later then cight ycars, and should be completed not latcr then 10 years,

after a Statc boeconmes o party.
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"10., In this connexion, the United Statcs and the USSR believe that e futurc
convention shouldl conteoin provisicns in accordance with wh'.ch partics would

-

poeriodicelly cxchange statcnenic end notvificetions concernings the progress of

the destruction of stocks of means of chemical warfere or their diversion for
pcrnitted purposes, the progress of the destruction or dismentling of ncans of

production of chenical munitions and chenicels covered by the convention, and

of the conpletion of thege processes.

"11., The USSR end the United States believe that the Twifilment of the
obligations assuned under the future convention should be subject te the iluportant

~

requircricat of adequate verification. They algo believe that neasures with

spect to such verification should be based on a conbincotion of national and
internaticnal reasures.
"12. International verification neasurcs should include the creation of a
consultative committec. This cormittee could be convencd as anpropriate by
the depositary of the convention, as well as upon the recuest of any party.
M3, The activities of the consultative cormittce in the intervel between neetings
should be carricd out by a sccrotariat. The nandate of the secretariat is a
subject of negotiations.
"4, The participants should exchange, through the consultetive comittee or
bilaterally, certain data on supor-toxic lethal chonicals produccd, acquired,
accwwlated, and uscd for pernitted purposes, 2s well as on ioportent lothal
chenicals and the nest inportant precurs.rs used for vpermi.ted purposes. To
this end, it is envisaged to compile lists of the rclevant chemicals and precursors.
The two sides have reached a significant degroe of nutual understanding in
developing agreed approaches to the compilation of such ligts. The scope of the
data to be prescnited renains to be agreed.
5. Additional functions for the consultative committee remain under discussion.
"6. In order to cnsurc the possibility of beginning the work of the consultative
committee immediately after entry into .force of the converntion, the United States
and the USSR belicve it appropriatc to embark upon the creation of a preparatory
cormittee upon signaturc of the convention.
"17. A convention should include provisions in accordance with which any party
should have the right on a bilatcral basis, or through the consultative committcc,
to request from another party with respect to which suspicions have arisen that
it is acting in violation of obligntions under the conventicn, rcelevant information

on the actual state of affairs, as wcll as to roguest investigotion of the actual
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"18. A party nay egres to such an on-zite irvastigrtion or Cceide othexrwise,
providing eppropricte cxplanations.

"9, 1 should cloo bo mrovide. dhot ooy virty conla turn to tht Sceurity Council

15

with o cawlaint which would incluce ep»ropriatc argumcrts. Im cosce of suspicion

regaraing corpliance with the coanventiown, ths conosultotive corn:ittoc, upon recquest

o~

of any party, or cf th. Sccurity Council of the United ¥otions, ccula algo take
sters to clarify the acctucl state of affcirs.

"20. The question of other internotiencl verilication meesurcs reuaing
unresclved,

"21, INational necasures would include tho use of
verificetion in a nanncr concictont with

&3
international law. In this connexion, partics sk

of other partics uscd to coarry out the aforcientioned verification functions,

"22. The USSR end the Unitced States belicve that a futurs conventicn should
rcflect the obligation of cach party t° take avpropricte internal ricasurcs in
accordence with its consiitutional proccdurcs to prohibit and prevent any activity
contrary to the provisions of the convention anyvhore uader its jurisdiction or
control.

"23, Posgibilitics of cenfidence~bulilding .izosures aro'boing oxplored.

"24. A futurc chenical weapons ccavention shoull include a withdrawal provision
of the typc included in cther eris control and disaraciaiont cgrecmants.

"25. The question of the conditions Ior cntry into force of the convention
remaing uaresolved.

"26, The twe sides belicve thoi an effecti&c prohibition of cheoiilcal weapons will
require working out & lerge nwaibor of tochmical quoestions which would be dealt
with in annexes to thoe convention ond which cre now being studied,

"The United States and the Soviet Urndlon note the great iuportance ottached to
the ecleberation of a convention by the General Asscably of the Unitcd Nations and
the Comiittec on Disarncient vhich was rcvecaled, in particular, in the
identification of the quostion of the prohibition of chemical weapons as onc of
the priority iteus on the agende adonted for the current session of the Committec
on Digsarmanent. DBoth sides will oxert their hest efforts to coaplete the bilateral
negotiations and presont o Jjoint initiative te the Concittee on Disarmanent on this

mest inportent and exireiwely conplex »roblenl os goon as pocsible,”
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(Mr. Issraclyan, USSR)

This ccncludes the text of the USSR~-Unitced States revnort on progress in the
bilateral negotic iions on the prohibitior. of chemical weapc.s. In presenting this
report we express the hope that it will be nost scriously studied by the Coumittee
neitbers, Ti:2 and consultations with rcsnective capitels will apparently be
recquired for this.

I also wish to repert that the bilatersl negotiations mentioned at the outset
of this statcucent arc being continucd.

How I should like to sey o fouw words on behalf of the Soviet delegation on a
qucstion thot docs not coacern the prohibition of chemical weapons.

As todey's plencry neeting is the last which will be taking pnloce under yoﬁr
chairnenship, the Soviet delegation would like to take this opportunity to
congratulate you, Comrade Chairman, on the very successful way in which you have
guided the Comndittec's work, I should like to draw attention to the special
expericnce and conpetence of the Chairmen, the great skill he has denonstrated
in fulfilling his functions, and his tact and objectivity. The month of July
really was the nost complicated, iost impertant and nost intensive in the work of
the Committec in 1979. We have held about 35 official and informal nmeetings and
neetings of working groups. From the point of view of subsfonce, it has been the
nost inportent because, compared with 211 the other months, we have been dealing
not with proccdure but with substance. The Sovict delegation would also like %o
note that in July we made definite, tangible progress under vour leadership;
Comrade Chairman. Important documents wer: subaitted, negotiations stoarted within
the framework of the working group,; and discussions and negotiations began on the
substance of the draft documents subiiitted. This is something in which we sce that
you bear a grecat deal of the credit,

In conclusion, we would like to say that you are the first Chairman from the
group of socilalist countrics; the Soviet delegation will recall your skilful and

cfficient chairmanship with pride.
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The CHAIRMAN: T thank the distinguished representative of the

zn behalf

3 o 3 e : R 2 A - FURREMIE S T N s
Soviet Unlen for his atatzment and the jeoint report which he pres

of the two negotiating the Soviet Unien and the United States, un the

questicn of the prohiltid chenical weapons. I express the deep gratitude
of the Commitiee for the information which they have given to the Committee, I
would like glso to express my sincere thanks to the representative of the

Soviet Union feor the kind, touching words he addressed to me.

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I ghould like tc make two quite
short points. Firstly, I would like to underwrite the statement by the
distinguished Ambassador of the Scviet Union when he expressed the hope that this
report would be given close scrutiny and detailed study. I think it would be
useful for all of us. The second point I would like to nake —-- and here I geem
to be following my distinguished colleague -~ is to add my voice to that of others
in the expression of appreciation of your chairmanship. You may have noted that
I referred to you as Mr. Chairman, not as Comrade Chairman, this is not because
of any lack of camaraderie between us but because cf certain political overtones
that this term has, and if I were tc use that term it might go down to the
disadvantage of both of us. This does not, however, in any way undercut my
expression of appreciation for your performance in the chair. We have had, as
national delegations, and I am afraid may continue to have, differences, but I
think your performance as Chairman has lired up to the high standard of
international conferencemanship and, if you will forgive ny rather minor, somewhat

less affectionate title of Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

The CHAIRMAN: T thank the distinguished representative of the

United States for his statement concerning the joint report, and especially for

his kind words addressed to me which touched me deeply. ‘ '
Since this is the last plenary meeting which I have the honcur to preside,

I would like to extend my warnm thanks to all members of the Commitiee for their

co-operation with the Chair during a very active month in the work of the Cormittee.

It has been a privilege for me to be chairing this highly qualified Committee, and

1 can assure you that I very much value the help that I have received from all of

you during this periocd.
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{The Chairman)

This summer month of July has been really hot, not only outside of this
buillding, but in this impressive hall of our Committee. We have entered into the
substance of a number of items on our agenda. And if, quite naturally, not all
of us have been satisfied with the tempo or the results of the discussion, I
believe we all agree that the work we have done has not been in vain. It has been
a contribution tc¢ the further clarification and precision of the position of
different delegations and groups, and all this, combined with the political will
factor, offers a baslis for concrete results in the complicated disarmanment problens
that are now under consideration. T would like to note particularly the
businegs-like and constructive atnospherc that prevailed in our debate.

May I be permitied to describe what, in my understanding, has been achieved
in the various items on our agenda that the Committee discussed during the month
of July:

As regards the cessaiion of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament,

I think we could be satisfied with the purposeful and extensive discussion on this
highest priority issue. 1t has been a contribution te the conviction of nany
delegations that the CD is a suitable forum for the preparation and carrying out
of multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament.

I would like 1o note cspecially the significance of a nunber of unofficisl
mectings, during which a lot of questions were clarified and a lot of aspects of
this important problem touched upon. In my view, exploratory consultations on the
scope, prerequisi 2s and elements of mult lateral negotiati s on nuclear
disarmament, initiated at the 1979 session of the Committee, should be continued
in all available forums with a view to reaching agrcemcnt on thesc subjects.

I would like to express my satisfaction with the fact that the Comnittec has
been officially seized with the texts of the SALT II agreements contained in
working documents €D/28 and CD/29. It shoulé be noted thet a nunmber of
Governments addressed to the Committee the texts of their declarations welcoming
the signing of SALT IT. I wish to share the opinion expressed by a large
najority of the delegations cvaluating SALT IT Treaty as an important arms control
achievement. There is no doubt that the SALT II agrecments and the SALT process
will exert a positive influence upon the disarmament problems that arc of irmediate

concern to this Comaittec.
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ine Chairman,

‘I believe all of us are looking forward to the entry into force of the
SALT II Treaty and to the realization of the solemn pledges that have been made in
the final ceommuniqué of the swmdt necting between President Brezhnev and
Pregident Carter in Vienna.

Fal
b

In respect of new weapons of mass destruction and new gystenms 57 such weapons:
radiological weapons, during the month of July we drew nearer Yo taking yet
another concretc arms control measure. I think we have enough grounds fcr such

~

a conclusion having in wind the joint preposal of the delegations of

/‘(

the 3 ot Union

and the United States cn the major elements of a treaty proniviting th

development, production, steckpiling and use of radioclogical weapons. Let us

hope that we are going to naintain the momentun of our discussion with a view to
starting negotiations and completing in due time the elaboraticn of the draft treaty
and submitting it to the thirty-fifth session of the General Assenbly.

The question of chemical weapong was given an important place in our
Programme of Work for the month of July. I would like to siress with satisfaction

that there has emerged in our Committee a general tendency bo engage in nore
concrete and business-like work on the question of chemical weapons.  Lastly,
gubstantial efforis have been nade to initiate the defining of the general outline
of a convention, In my opinion, this is the best way of harmonizing our woxk
with the bilateral negotiations with a view to achieving early agroenent on the
prohibition of chenical weapons.

Though we 00u1d not for the time being, agreec on the creation of a woriiing
group, as urged by a number of delegations, we can claim that we now have a clearer
picture of the approach to and the purposeful eifforts required for the negotiations
on this priority problem of disarmanent.

Ir: this comnexion, I shculd like bo welcome the joint statement of the
delegations of the Soviet Union and the United States which is very informative
and will help us a lot in understanding the achievenents reached at this stage
of the bilateral negotiations.

Ve made a step forward in the question of the elaboration of effective
international arrangements to assurc the non—ﬁuciear-weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. I have in nind the creation of the
Ad Hoc Vorking Group on negative guarantces which, under the chairmanship of the
Egyptian delegation, engaged in an active and useful discussion which, hopefully,

will produce positive results in the days to cone.
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(The Chairman)

Ag you sec, I did not comment on the item concerning the nuclear test ban,
since this was outside of our programme for July. But I wigh %o welcome the
statenent of the participants in the trilateral negotiations, prescented by the
distinguished representative of the United Kingdom at this meeting, and to note
with satisfaction another NIB-related statement, that cf the distinguishced
representative of Sweden, who cormented on the valuable work and the rcport of
the Ad Hoc Group of Bxperts on the identification of seismic events.

I would like to ¢nd this short review by expressing again ny heartfelt
gratitude to all of you, for it was your valuable experience and advice, your
goodwill and readiness for sitrenuous work, that created the foundations for the
considerable volume of activitics that the Committee carried out in this menth.

I address gpecial words of gratitude to the distinguished Secretary of the
Committee, to the staff of the Secretariat and to the interpreters and translators
for their active contribution to our work and for their valuable assistance,
egpecially in preparing the draft of our report to the thirty-fourth session of the
General Assembly.

In thanking you, I wish to pledge ny best efforts to continue to serve this
body in my capacity as representative of Bulgaria.

I an sure that the ncw Chairman, the distinguished
Ambassador of Burma U Saw Hlaing, will successfully accomplish hig tasks in the
chair. His high personal and professional qualities are well known to the

Committeey, and I do not need to wish him success.

Mr. ALULA {Bthiopia;: I am sure that the members of the Group of 21
would not want me to let this occasion pass without expressing on their behalf
our heartfelt thanks for all the efforts you have been making in order to realize
the objectives of the Cormittee on Disarmament during your term of office which
is ending today.

Both the distinguished representatives of the USSR and the United States have
just now expressed their recognition of the valuable efforts you have personally
made in order to facilitate and harmonize our.work during the month of July. The
members of the Group of 21 would like to join the previous speakers in that

recognition and appreciation.
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(Mz. Alula, Bthiopia)

If no great achicvenent to the gatisfaction of all of us ig made it

cannct be gaid that it was due to your lack of efiort,
I, as an Ethiopian delegate, do not have any constraint or inhibition in

" Rw)

1

callin, ou Comrade, Mr. Chairman, as seened to be tho case with others, Ls a
$ 7

o conrace to all the pecple who are

natter of fact I am convinced that you are

engaged in the pronotion cf peace.

Vith thesge fow words, I would wign fo thank vou once again o behelf of the
9 o )

)

W, 3w
nairilan,

neners of the Croun of 21 -~ Courade

Mr. FISHOR (United Statcs of America)s Hr. Chairmen, therc is nothing
that has happened in tho last fter mirutes to causce me to change any of the reonmarks
that 1 made about your chairmanship. I still subscribe to thom. I weuld,
however, point out that it is awfully hord, in a suwanary of ten ninutes, to reach
complete agrecnent cn all the things that tock place in this busy nonth of July.
And there are some arcas whoere I perhaps disagrec with your surmary. I would just
like to indicate that, while maintaining the United States position. However,

this is not to take back, but underwrite ny carlier renarks.

The neeting rose at 1.0% p.n.
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