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The PRESIDENT (translated. from French): .The plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament is called to order. The Conference today continues the
consideration of agenda item 6, entitled "Effective international arrangements to,
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons". However,.in accordance with rule 30 of the rules.of. procedure, any
member wishing-to do_ so may raise any gubject relevant to the work of the
Conference.

I have on my list of speakers .for today the representatives of Sri Lapka,
Burma ;{Egypt,. the Federal Republic of Germany, the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, the Islamic Republic of Iran and Yugoslavia. Before giving the floor
to the distinguished representative of Sri Lanka, Ambassador Dhanapala, to
introduce document CD/492 which has just been circulated, I should like cordially
to welcome the presence here among us of Mrs. Inga Thorsson, Ambassador and
Secretary of State, who was for several years the distinguished leader of the
Swedish delegation.- Mrs. Thorsson's tireless and impressive work for disarmament
and peace-is well known too, and is appreciated by us all. I should like to thank
her warsmly for the interest she takes in-the work of. our Cenference.

I now give the floor to the distinguished représentative of Sri Lanka.

Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): Thank you, Mr. President. Before I commence, I
would like to associate my delegation with your sentiments in welcoming the presence
of Hrs Inga Thorsson with'us this morning.

Mr. President, with your permission I would like to make a brief statement on
behalf of the Group of 21 in order to introduce document CD/492, entitled "Draft
Mandate ‘for the Ad Hoc Subsidiary Bbdy on a Nuclear Test Ban", which the secretariat
has kindly distributed today.

The substance of document CD/492 is identical to that of CD7/438, which the
delegation of Mexico presented to the Conference on 24 February 1984. The draft
mandate contained in document CD/492 has been endorsed unanimously by the Group of 21.
I have been mandated by the Group to request you, Mr. President, to place
docuﬁent 'CD/492 before the ‘Conference for consideration and decision at its plenary
meeting 'scheduled for Tuesday, 3 April 1984.

You will recall, Mr. President, that 'at the commencement of our work this month
you initiated open-ended and informal consultations on the creation of subsidiary
bodies under various items of the agenda, including item 1. Approximately four
weeks have elapsed since then with no progress achieved despite the hard work
you have put in. Without going into details I would like to emphasize that the
action of the Group of 21 in submitting CD/492 for a decision reflects its coneern
over the inability of the Conference to make ‘dhy progress on this highest priority”
item, despite your efforts and the efforts of a large number of delegations.

It also reflects the great imporéance the Group attaches to the continuation of the
efforts to find ways and means to discharge the ‘Pesponsibilities of the Conference
relating to this highést priority item on its ag%mia.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank you very much for introducing
this working paper, and I now ask the head of the delegation of Sri Lanka to deliver
his statement.
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Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): Mr. President, the Sri Lanka delegation takes the
floor for the first time during your Presidency” of the Conferencé on DisSarmament.
We would Gbarefore-like to express our sincere admiration of your experienced and
skilful diplomacy, leavened as it is by your inherent and infectious charm which’
has been so much in evidence as you conducted the affairs of the Conferepnce this
month. The successful resolution of some of the organizational problems that
confronted us when you took over the Presidency i1s ample proof of the service you.
have rendered this Conference.

May I .also take this opportunity of thanking Ambassador Turbanski, our President
for the month of February, for his successful steering of the Conference during the ,-
initial month of our current session.

Mr. President, in my statement of 14 February 1984, I indicated that my
delegation would.be addressing itself later in the session more specifically to the
various items of cour agenda. I propose to deal today with item 5, the prevention
of an arms .race in.puter space, a subject in which my delegation has had a sustained
interest, dedicated as we-are to preventing an extension of our terrestrial arms race
into another part of our universe -- outer spaee. Sri Lanka's lack of a space
capability does not diminish our profound concern over recent trends in this field
which enhance the risk of armed conflict. Since the dawn of the space age in 1957
with the launching by the USSR of the Sputnik, we have witnessed the incorporation of
satellites in modern weapon systems. The increasing allocations for space-related
activities in the military budgets of nations having a space capability have
underlined the military significance of space. History has taught us that the
prevention of militarization is self-evidently easier to achieve than demilitarization.
While we do believe that world security is indivisible, we would like to preserve
and seal off duter space as a zone of peace for the use of mankind's progress rather
than its destruction. Sri Lanka's role in the still unfulfilled task. of making
the Indian Ocean a zone of peace again stemmed from a basic desire to prevent the
militarization of an area of the world's surface where Great Power competition was
in 1971 only incipient.

The undeniable technical compléxity of this' aspect of our work in ‘the Conference
should not be an argument to postpone or avoid its urgent consideration, Complexity
can be unravelled through collective study and analysis. But we must embark on suéh"
an endeavour. The complexities of this issue, as my delegation sees it, lie more -
in the political sphere than in the technical. Uhere no international law covers
the ‘myriad possibilities posed by space ‘technology we must create law through
international agreements. It is not enough to say that the existing agreements are
inadequate. C

Taking cognizance of the need to continue to take preventive action in this
regard, “the Final Document of 'the first sped¢ial session of the United Nations
devoted to didarmament declared by consensus that -~ and I quote:

"In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further!measures should
be taken and apprépriate internftionhal negotiations held in-addérdafiee with the
spirit of the Treaty on the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the
Moon and Other Celestial Bodies."
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My delegation considers that the inscription, in 1982, of this item in the
agenda of this sole multilateral negotiating body was dymbolic of the importahce and
urgency attaching te this-‘question and the manner.- in which the international community
wanted it treated by this forum.- Even while we 1in.the Committ&e, and €onference,
on Disarmament have:-been seized: of the problem, we have Beerl Witnessing'disturbing
and acoelerated-trends. retating ‘to.space~weapén developments. ‘-East year ‘and 'the
year before, .the interndtiorizal cemmunity quite rightly urged this bedy, wHich"Ras:
primary responsibility:for dealing with.this issue, to make hasté in-‘Gveriing - thé
imminent.dangen-.ofolaunching.an arms pace into outer space. And yet while wé: appear
to be paralwsed.inva.state of~inaction over the modalities of dealing with the!
question, the -dyndmics-of the arms race seems to proceed on its own momentum.

ASAT competition has begun. One ASAT system has probably reached operational
capability and its rival system has recently made its test appearance. The major
nations with a-space capability:seem to be poised to embark upon the development of
space=-based defensive weapons. High energy laser, particle-beam-weapons and
outer-gspace ballistic missile defences are being 'developed.. The investment of-.
resources thus involved is enormous. My delegation makes no apoldgy for quoting-
the following: from. the Stockholm International Ped@e Research Instifute publicatioh
"Quter Space - a:'New Dimension of the Arms Race" because of its sBpbiking pelévance.-
I quote -~

"During the time 1t takes to read this sentence, the United States vill
spend some $2,000 on its military space programme. Assuming that the Soviet
- budget .is .the same, then the amount. spent every 10 seconds amounts to over
. $4,000. .The military space effort~ihcludes the launch of one 'military’
satellite every third day, the prime aim of these being to increase thé fighting-
efficiency of the military forces on Earth."
The figures guoted are two years old. They would be much higher today. An arms race
in outer space .is as unwinnable as on earth. And yet the spiral has:entered outép.
spage, threatening cosmic chaos.

What we see as disturbing is the gradual but inexorable process of integrating
space: capabilities to the strategies and doctrines associated with nuclear weapons.
Here on earth we are told that nuclear:drinkmanship'rather than common security could
preserve pedce; Even if one werd®to agreé ‘that there is a correlation between the -
doctrines practised by the nucleaﬁawéépSn ‘Powers and-the preservation of peace-since-
Worid War II, which assertion hasJbeen questioned by the international communityyideow
is an 1rrefutableufact that this method of peace-keeping has correspondingly =
inereased instability in terms of ever-increasing levels of.armaments. If the
consequences of the arms race on earth are any indication, further refinement and
sophisticatiamof these doctrines through space capabilities would only lead'to
greater instability.  .XIf: the research and development effort on military-related
space-activities currentiy under way in the major countries with a'space capability
are brought te:their dogical conclusion, which is the testing'and deploying:of space-
based defensive weapons, it-would gravely unrdermine, if not totally negate,
whatever credibility there is in the current doctrines which have ostensibly kept.
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peace since World War II. The past experience with regard to the technological
momentum of the arms race does not make us believe that the results will be
otherwise. This is perhaps theé point, as the United Nations Study on Nuclear
Weapons puts it, at which history might disprove the theory of keeping peace through
nuclear terror. Moreover, if these developments culminate in actual testing and
deployment they will have serious repercussions on the viability, let alone: the
spirit, of such existing treaties as the ABM treaty and the Outer Space Treaty of
1967. These are perhaps the paradoxes of the nuclear age. But we cannot afford

to be awed into silence or inaction by the complexities of these developments,

because the consequences of the dangers inherent in these developﬁénts will be far
reaching.

The importance and the urgency of dealing with this question is therefore clear.
However, as I mentioned earlier, this Conference continues fo. debate the modalities
of dealing with the question. We have a very practical and important basis for work
on this question in the recommendation contained in General Assembly resolution 38/70
which has been hailed by many delegations here as a substantial achievement. This
resolution i8 very important, not only because it is the only resolution on this
question' that emerged from the last session of the United Nations General Assembly,
but more importantly because it reflects the widest agreement achieved so far amongst
the Member States of the United Nations as to how the international community should
handle this question. Other bodies, in addition to concerned citizens, look to this
Conference to deal with this subject on a priority basis in acknowledgement of our
primary role. My delegation would like to address itself as to how these expectations
can realistically be fulfilied.

My delegation does not harbour the illusion that the exhortations for the
peaceful use of outer space and the prevention of an arms race in outer space
contained in resolution 38/70 -~ worthy as they are -- can be translated into
instantaneous reality. We are aware that this Conference -- unlike the United Nations
General ‘Assembly -- has to work by consensus. I would therefore like to dwell upon:.
the common elements of various approaches adopted by the delegations in this
Conference rather than dealing with the differences that seem to exist. Last year
my delegation had occasion to identify and examine in detail the various approaches
adopted By -delegations on this question. We did so with a view to delineating the
common elements of these approaches which could provide a basis for our work in -
accordance with the mandate of this body. We pursued this at the last session of the
United Nativns General Assembly and the resolution which I referred to earlier
refleots the results of this work. There is a broad general agreement in this
Conference on the principle that a subsidiary body should be set up to deal with
this question, in accordance with the mandate of the Conference. The mandate of--
this Conference is that it Should undertake negotiations on,disarmament issues.

It is also clear from the ‘documents submitted by all three groups in this Conference
(namely CD/329/Rev.l, CD/413 and CD/434) that they explicitly or implicitly
acknowledge the negotiating responsibilities of this body in relation to this agenda
item, prevehtion of an arms race in outer space.
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Quite apart from this technical and legalistic approach it seems to my
delegation that the only way of preventing an arms race in outer space would be to
negotiate on and conclude an agreement or agreements on this question which could
be agceptable to all. What is at issue, however, seems to be how we should frame
the stages of our work leading to negotiations. It is clear- that-if-we are to
negotiate, any work preparatory to negotiations should be oriented towards that end.

The position of the Group of 21, with which my delezation is fully associated,
indicates a great degree of flexibility about this aspect, whilst setting forth
clearly the objective, which is negotiations on this question. It is also clear
that to give the subsidiary body a mandate which accepts the objective of conducting '
negotiations does not prejudge the substantive position of any delegation. '
My delegation for one does acknowledge that identification and study of the issues
are an integral part of any meaningful negotiations. But this is only a part of the
negotiating process. Without a proper linkage to negotiations, this exercise’ could
not have an intrinsic value of its own as far as the mandate of this forum is
concerned. The exercise, therefore, should be given a time-frame and conducted
within a framework of an all-inclusive and comprehensive approach leading to
negotiations and should take accpunt of the complexitfes and interrelationships
involved.- It does not, however, mean that the examination of issues per se should .
be an end in itself, since it would not be in line with the final objective to which
I referred earlier. If however, in the process of this examination, there is agreement
that any particular issue or an aspect of the issue should be dealt with and
negotiated on a priority basis, then the Conference could deal with that issue or
issues accordingly. My delegation, for example, would be willing to discuss and
negotiate separately on anti-satellite systems or on other military-related space
applications if there is agreement in the Conference to do so. What my delegation
cannot understand is how the recognition of the logical and explicitly stated link
between preparatory work and negotiations could prejudice the substantive positions
of any delegation.

Having said this, I must add that we should not lose time in obtaining a clear
comprehension of the fundamental issue. Are we here to come to grips with the
problem of an emerging arms race in outer space or to keep on examining issues until
the problems become unmanageable or insurmountable, with the attendant complexities
getting compounded? As I have explained earlier this has occurred in other areas
of disarmament effort in the past, for reasons known to all of us.

There have been many contributions towards negotiating agreements on this issue,
the earliest in the Committee on Disarmament being the additional protoddl to the
1967 Outer Space Treaty submitted by the delegation of-Italy' (CD/9) in 1979. The,
most recent contribution of the USSR in submittingadraft treaty on the prohibition
of the use of force in outzr space and from outer space against Earth, as reflected
in document CD/476, is another constructive effort in this regard. In the same
spirit my own delegation outlined possible areas of work on this subject in its
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statement of 14 April.1983. Our concept of the scope and objectives of an Ad Hoc
Committee is a eamprehensive one which.would even include a formulatiop .of confidence-
building measures through greater international co-operation. Just as the absenge
of war is not-peace, my.delegation does noi .believe that the absence of an arms.
race in space will ipso.faeto result in a stable peace among the-stars. Consideration
must be given to incorporating some of the worthwhile features of existing
agreements. For example, Article 5 of the Moon Agreement and Article 11 of the
Outer Space Zreaty of 1967 prescribe procedures. concerning information to, be.provided
on activities concerned with the expioration and use of the moon and. outerqapace,
This is a practical recognition-of the concept that outer space is auppqyiqpe qf
all mankind,- requiring a free flow of information opn the subject. The- introductiOn
of secrecy into the development of science and technology in space denies.the people.
of the world the right to know, and creates suspicion and distrust.

My delegatipn acknowledges the valuable statement made by the Swedish delegation
on 22 March, particularly as regards the useful survey of existing agreements for
the preventionnef ap- arms race in outer space highlighting some of their
inadequacies. This contribution only served to underlipe the vital necessity.of
embarking: on-a serious and structured study of the problem within the framewoqk of
an ad hoc eomuitiee as a means of negotiating an.agreement or agreements banning an
arms.race dn outer space which would effectively plug the loopholes., The vital
necesgity of, creating an ad hoc comnittee on Item 5 of our agenda was also stressed
in the valuable statements made by.the ambassadors of Mongolia, the USSR,
Czechosiovakia Italy and Argentina in our current session.

It is therefore the hope of my delegation that the position put forward by the
Group of 21, which does not prejudice the substantive pasition of any delegation,
would be understood in that light. Bearing these considerations in mind, myQQ,P
delegation hopes that the Conference, through the consultations which are cué}ezt;y
being held on this subject, would be able to come to an agreement on a formulat
for the mandate of the subsidiary body to be set up on this question without further
delay.

May I conclude by adapting the dictum made famous in mankind's exploration
of space to state that one inch forward by creating an ad hoc committeqmin consonance
with the mandate of this Conference would be a giant step in the prevention of an
arms race in outer space.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Sri Lanka
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed tc the President. I now -give
the floor to the distinguished representative of Burma, Ambassador U Maung Maung Gyi.
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U MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma) Mr. President, From the time I first had the
pleasure of knowing: you on your-arrival here, I have a growing esteem of your -human
qualities -and,.your. diplomatic skills. It therefore gives me partigular pleasure
and confidence, to- participate in the work of the Conference under your Presidenoy.
May I also say how very appreciative we are of the work that has been accomplished
during the first month of the session under the able guidance of
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland.

It has been repeatedly emphasizéﬁ in the United Nations and in this
multilateral body that the gravest problem that confronts mankind today is to
avert the threat of a nuclear catastrophe'%hibh contirues to grow relentlessly
despite all. the efforts that are bsing made and the main objective of this
Conference should therefore be .directed towards nuclear disarmament and the
preventjon of a nuclear war. - _When we spéak of nuclear-war prevention in a .
broader sense than some of the~mﬁasures that are bexng envisaged under item 3 of
our agenda, the consideration of measures under 1tgmsl and 2 relating to the
cessation of the nuclear-arms race, nuclear disékmament and a comprehensive test-
ban treaty embraces the whole spectrum of concrete measures that have a bearing on
nuclear-war prevention. Then again, it does not appear concedvable that
effective steps towards nuclear disarmament can be taken until a, comprehensive
banning of nuclear test explosdions in all environments is achieved.

The present situation, under which negotiations on a comprehensive banning of
nuclear tests are being kept,in abeyance, is contrary to all efforts that have been
made in the past, for no other disarmament issue has been,so much discussed
debated and negotiated as the banning of nuclear-weapon tests. Since the early
1950s it has been the subject of multilateral,. _bilateral and trilateral
negotiations. The priority concern given to the test-ban issue by the
international community is reflected in the number of resolutions that has been
adopted .by the General Assembly from the time of its treatment, since 1951, as a
separate item; the total now exceeds 40 resolutions, which 1a:a greater. numher
than on any other disarmament item.

In spite of the fact that so much effort is being devoted ko this priority
issue, -the result so far achieved is a Partial Test Ban Treaty of over two decades
ago, whicgh continues t6 remain partial in the fulI“Sense of the word and will
remain so _.until the loophole is closed by the banning of nuclear-ueapon tests in
all environments.

The Partial Test Ban Treaty has been considered a doubtful measure of
disarmament for it has not inhibited the testing and development of nuclear
warheads, thus making it possible for the contitiued competition in the nuclear-
arms race between the Superpowers. However, there are also positive aspects of
the partial test ban, for it was the first international agreement of world-wide
scope, and is proof of the fact that disarmament agreements can contribute towards
the relaxation of international tension and stimulate further agreements. _
However, the Treaty has scarcely placed any inhibitions on the further testing of
nuclear weapons by the two Great Powers, for they have carried out more tests
after the entry into force of the Treaty than in the period preceding it.

The principle of an effective verification system in a comprehensive tédt=ban
treaty has been accepted by all States and it does not appear that we need, to re-
emphasize this over and over again. In view of this universal commitment, and
confirmation by qualified authorities that all technical aspects have been defined
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regarding ‘the verification of a test ban, as has been said many. times.in the past,
what is noW required for the elaboration of a comprehensive test-ban treaty is the
political will of States. This has beenh re-emphasized by the United Nations
Secretary-ceneral in the foreword to his Report in'1980, which stated that: "In-
my first statement to the Conference of ‘the Committee on Disarmament in 1972, I
stated the belief that dil the technital and scientific aspects of the problem had
been so fully explored that only a political decision was necessary in order to
achieve agreement. I stiil hold that belief."

A comprehensive test-ban is cdnsidered as an essential first step towards the
halting of the 'nuclear-arms tace, for the tompetition on thHe qualitative aspects
of nuclear warileads is considered to be the most destabilizing factor of such a
race. ~ Continued research and development of nuclear weapons, like research in
other fields of 'weapons development, is a self-generating process which should be
curbed by the banning of all nuclear test explosions. The objective of agreements
under effective control on disarmament measures is to enhance the security of
States at the international ‘level. The principle that is valid for disarmament
measures in general ‘shotild also be valid for a cdmprehensive test-ban. No doubt
a comprehensive test~ban treaty éannot in the technical sense be considered a
disarmament measure, as it involves no reduction of-armaments, but in a more
generic sense applied to arms limitation measures it is an effective first step
. in the process of nuclear disarmament. For a test ban under effective control
would impose equal and non-discriminatory obligations that would enhance the
securlty of all States. This principle has been accepted over the years, for the
traditional stance of ‘the major nuclear-weapon 'Powers had been to conduct
negotiations on their own merits. A recommitment to negotiate a test ban on this
principle could avoid the possibillty of postponing negotiations to an indefinite
future.

The third report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider”
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events was
submitted to this Conference on 15 March. It is not the intention of my
delegation to make opservations on the report itself. However, we consider it
appropriate to comment on the work in this Conference in relation to the progress
that is being made by the Ad Hoc Group of Experts. The Ad Hoc Group was first
established by this Conference's predecessor, the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament in 1976 and 1ts existence is older than this Conference itself.

The terms of reference of the Ad Hoc Group was to consider and report on
international co-operative measures for the identification of seismic events so as
to asslst in the verification of a comprehensive test ban. Accordingly, in the
previoua phase of its work the Ad Hoc Group has drawn up the elements,of an
international exchange of giobal data in order to facilitate intérnational
co-operation and verification of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. The work of

the Ad Hoc Group in its third report has reached a stage where detailed preliminary
plans for a comprehensive experimental testing of the global system are being drawn
up. Considerable progress has now been made by the Ad Hoc Group to assist, as the
terms of reference explicitly state, in the verification of a comprehensive

test ban. However, no substantive work has yet begun in this Conference on the
elaboration of an international co-operative system. The mandate was given to the
Ad Hoc Group on the basis of a broad agreement on the capabilities of a world-wide
‘system for the detection of seismic events and bearing this in mind, the opinion
of my delegatlon is that it is now propitious for this Conference to define and
elaborate ‘the elements of international co-operative measures on veriflcation in
'Parallel with the work that is being conducted by the Ad Hoc Group. For this
purpose, Protocol I annexed to the Swedish draft treaty on the banning of nuclear
test explosions in any environment could serve as a basis for our work.
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In this connedtion, we might reccall the situation that developed after the
signing of the Partial Test Ban Treaty if we do not wish to repeat what happened
at that time. As was envisaged in the Partial Test Ban Treaty, talks on a
comprehensive test ban resumed after the former's entry into force. But
considerations focusing saqlely on technical issues, instead of contributing to
negotiations, served to replace them.

This multilateral body has now been in existence for five years, and since
its inception threé years were spent on trying to reach a consensus on the
establishment of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear tést ban. .“It was only
during the 1982 session that it was possible to establish a working group. An
overwhelming majority of members who favoured a broad negotiating mandate had in
the spirit of compromise accepted a limited mandate with the expectations that it
would seprve as an initiating process for the holding of negotiations. _Pracetical
experience in conducting the work on a nuclear test ban under such a mandate has’
shown that there are little prospects for achieving further progress.

During the course of last year, the Committee devoted the whole of the
209th plenary meeting in April, and also parts of some other meetings as well, to
the question of the mandate of the working group', during which my deélegation
Jjoined other delegations in expressing the need to revise the mandate to enable -
negotiations to take place. In spite of the fact that an overwhelming majority.
of the delegations were in favour oI broadening the scope of the mandate, the
Ad Hot Working Group continued to function under the same mandate on the basis of
the Chairman's statement, which was not in accordance with the usual practice of
the radoption of an agreed text by. the Committee.

In the consideration of further work for this year, my delegation's views are
that an assessment of the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban
for last year should serve as the point of departure. As is mentioned in the
report, proposals were made and working papers presented to the Committee, but a
structured discussion to arrive at a consensus approéch on issues has not been
possible, which could be attributed to the fact that delegations would not be
forthcoming to commit themselves to reaching a compromise which would require a
certain process of negotiation but which does not appear to be possible under a
non—negotiating mandate.

The situation,is reflected in paragraph 13 of the report, in which it was
stated that the .Working Group could only recognize generally the principal
elements of a verification system. And it should be noted that the elements of -
such a system have already been the basic ppemisé'on which negotiationa were
conducted in the Eighteen-Nation Commiitee on Disarmament and which were also the:
Agreed Conclusions of the Tripartit= Report. ' With regard to detailed
discussions on the elements of a verification system, an agreed approach was not
possible on any of the issues for work if the Group went no further than
expressing views of individual delegations or groups of delegations. My
delegation can share the views of other delegations who have stated that the
mandate of the subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban has not been exhausted in so
far as the scope of; the discussions is concernad. However, the views of
individual delegatiqns and groups of delegations can only be structured to arriwve
at agreed conclusions under a mandate that would make it possible for the
initiation of a negotiating prodess.
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This morning thée distinguished Ambassador of Sri Lanka has introduced, on
behalf of the Group of 21, a paper on the draft mandate for the Ad Hoc Subsidiary
Body on a Nuclear Test Ban. My delegation has joined ‘in the unanimous support ef:’
this paper by the Group, and my statement today reflects our support for this
paper. We therefore wish to welcome its presentation today to the Conference.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the Ambassador of Burma for
his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. I now. give the
floor to the distinguished representative of Egypt, Ambassador A1farar5L4

Mr. ALFARARGI (Egypt) (translated from Arabic): Mr. President, allow
today, as I ar am taking the floor for the first time in the Conference ‘on Disﬂzﬁament,
to express my pleasure at’ seeing the work of the Conference thrvughout this month: ¢
guided by you, the representative of a friendly people to which 'the Egyptiar: people
is attached by the bonds of warmth and affection. The relations between our two
countries are currently blossoming, and your experience and ability have been
confirmed by your constructive handling of the work during the previous week; which
has given it fresh impetus and led to the solution of many problems which have
arisen.

I should also like to take this opportunity to convey to your predecessor,
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, who presided over the work of the Conference last
month, my thanks and appreciation for all thdat he achieved during that period,
which is a confirmation of his profound sensitivity to issues and his inestimable
knowledge.

I should also like to address my thanks to all those who welcomed me to this
circle; my immediate reaction 1s a real desire to pursue the co-operation between
my delegation and all others in order to achieve our objectiveg. I should also
like to take this opportunity in turn to. welcome our new colleagues, the
Ambassadora of Australia, Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and
Sri Lanka, and wish them every success.

Mr. President, allow me to begin my statement by inviting you to share with
me some personal feelings: the feelings of a newcomer who believes in the cause
of disarmament and its necessity, and who has worked to that end for several
years. In returning today among you to resume our efforts to achieve disarmament
objectives, I entertain many feelings of concern and incomprehehsion. concern-at
the faltering efforts made by this first-rank negotiating forum; and
incomprehension, even questioning, concerning the real reasons for this failure.

A quarter of 'a century has now passed since the adoption of resolution 1378 (XIV)
by the General Assembly on 20 November 1959, which affirmed that "general and
complete disarmament" was the most {mportant issue facing the world. Nevertheless,
despite the international community's insistence and its continual urginbs to
achieve that objective, and despite the large number of resolutions adopéed by the
General Assembly on Disarmament, over sixty at the latest sessioh alone, which
reflects both a negative and a positive trend, despite all this, the fact is that
what has been achieved 1s very slight and 11mited in most casés mever going
beyond the level of modest, partial activities.
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Given this state of affairs, do we not have the right to wonder what has led
us to this situation and try together to face up to it, in a common effort to: .
overcome the obstacles and fulfil mankind's aspirations for peace, security and
stability? Reference has often been made in this connection to the %lack eof ..
political will", particularly on the part of the major Powers who bear the chief
responsibility in connection with disarmament, in that they have vast military.
arsenals. However, if we accept this fact, we are nevertheless convinced that the
lack of such will"is only the natural result of the "lack of trust®” existing in .
international relations in general, and particularly in the relations, batween the
two major Powers, with the result that doubt has ended by replacing trust, the.. .
cold war has replaced understanding, and the world has witnessed stubborn policies
based on force in international relations and a lack of respect: for the principles
set forth in the United Nations Charter which represent the faundation-stone;of
this Organization; and it has also witnessed an unbridled arms race and the -.
stockpiling of weapons in arsenals.

’ If we recognize that there is a link:and a reciprocal influence between the
international climate on the one hand and disarmament negotiations on the other,
in that stability in international 1life would necessarily create a more propitious
climate for negotiations and allow progress in disarmament. matters,.and that
guccess in that field would subsequently be reflected in the international context
whose stability would increase, it seems clear that it is of . paramount importance
t0 restore the trust that has been lost in international relations and to seek to
obtain all guarantees for mutual understanding and co-operation; this can only be
done by respecting: the principles of thé ‘United Nations Charter and the- rules-of.
international law, by explicitly refraining from violating the savereignty of
outfer States and- the integrity of- their territories, by respecting the right_of
peoples to freedom, independence and self-determination, and by rejecting the -arms
race and the intensive production of destructive and devastating weapons likely to
constitute a real threat to international peace and security.

""The first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, .held
in 1978, was for us a guiding light; its Final Document contained a comprehensive
framework of principles and objectives for general and complete disarmament, in
particular by establishing in paragraph 45 the high priority which must be attached
to nucéledr disarmamerit. That session set up the Committee, now the Conference, on
Disarmament, and entrusted to it some vital ‘responsibilities as the sole.
international multilateral body for disarmament negotiations. Today, although six:
years have passed since we began our work, weé are still unable to reach our goals.
Nor has anything been done to achieve the objectives and aspirations of the
international community formulated by the second special session. One may even
wonder if these goals and aspirations have become more difficult.to achieve now
than six years ago. Thus, while it 'is really regrettable that the Committee on
Disarmament passed awady without ‘achieving anything concrete, I hope at least that
the Conference will have more success in thisrfield.

The responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States —- especially the two major
Powers who have the largest nuclear weapons arsenal -- is a paramount one:for
achieving nuclear disarmament. tUnder the Non-Proliferation Treaty those States
havé undertaken to pursue negotiations on effective measures for the cesaation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. ‘'The non-nuclear-weapon States,.for their
part, have undertaken not to seek to join thé nuclear club nor to seek -to-acquire
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nuclear weapons; and whereas the latter have respected their undertakings, the
nuclear-weapon States have continued to build up a multitude, of nuclear weapons
in their arsenals, while devclanin: -a; types of weapons, and their armaments
expenditures have reached astronomic heights.

Today, on the eve of the preparateory aeetings for the Third Review Conference
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, we have the right to ask wnat has become of.add
these undertakihgs. and when do the nuclear—weapon States intend to respegt their
undertakings with regard to the cessation of the nuclear arms pace and nuclear
disarmament.

A ray of hope glimmered when, more than two years ago, the bilateral
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate-range
nuclear missiles in Europe and on the reduction of strategic arms began in Gengva.
On that occasion, Egypt stated in an official communiqué that it welcomed these
negotiations, stressing their importance for a country like Egypt which is a
Mediterranean country whose security is firmly linked with that of Europe. It also
statéd that "any success obtained for security and stability in Europe would have a
posiflve effect on the efforts of the countries of the Middle East to create a
nuciear-weapon-free zone",

From this standpoint, we have closely followed the progress of these
negOpietions, we felt considerable concern when ncting their stalemate, and
ingged regret when their suspension was announced, All that we can say in this
connec%lo 1s that we hope that the two countries will very soon resume their
places st the negotiating table and strive to create the necessary climate to
establ;spugrconstructive dialogue and agree upon the necegsary guarantees for their
success,

We believe also that the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security-,
Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe, as well as the resumption of the
np otiations on mutual and balanced force reductions a few days agg. in Vienna will
ire us, to take hope, and wii:e prove tnac tnere 18 a will to continue and
deepen the dialogue.

If, on the one hand, we regrct the present state of the Geneva negotiations,
perhaps this will encourage those delegations which still entertain doubts as to
the importance of the consideration of nuclear disarmament by our Conference to
review their position, as experience has unquestionably proved that there is no
connection between the obstacles in bilateral negotiations and the consideration,
or non-consideration, of the issuc of nuclear disarmament by the Conference. ©On
the contrary, the efforts made by the Conference on Disarmament in this connection
may represent a constructive contribution to bilateral efforts, in that they
reflect the cp_nion of large csectors of the population of countries other than ,
those of 'thé nsgotiators, which have the right to participate in the drafting of
resolutions and conventions which affect nuclear-weapon countries and non-nuclear-
weapon States alike. Indeed, this point is made in the Final Document of the
latedt Summit Confcrence of Non-Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi, in which it
was stated that: "Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war. They are
instruments of mass annihilation. The Heads of State or Government therefore find
ié dhacceptable that the security of all States and the very survival of manind
sﬁ3u1d be held hostage to the security interests of a handful of nuclear-wegpqn .
States. "
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T hope, thérefore, as we prepare to hold the Third Review Conference of_the
Non~Proliferation Treaty in a year and a half, that we will not then be in the
same position as we are today; to that end, I invite you all to redouble your
efforts, in good faith, to achieve tangible progress in this sphere.

Every day that passes without anything being achieved in this area increases
the difficulty of carrying out nuclear disarmament, and if the nuclear-arms race
continues at its present rate without any genuine measures being undertaken to
halt. it, we.will not..have long to wait before this objective becomes unreachable.

; We ar¢ all agreed on the urgent need for 'the cessation of the nuclearqarms
race and nuclear disarmament, and that the attainment of this objective lies_
through a number of important stages, beginning with a treaty for the complete
prohibition of nuclear tests.

The Final Document of the first special session of the General Assempfy
devoted to disarmament and the subsequent resolutions 'of the General Assembly
have always stressed the priority of this issue which, while it is not an
objective in itself, is.nevertheless a necessity and a major step towards bringing
about the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament.

~ ¥When the Committee on Disarmament began studying the first item ‘on its agenda,
qpa@\nuclear-test ban, in an Ad Hoc Working Group with a restricted mandate, we
were sure that the Ad Hoc Group's task, relating to the study of 1nspection and
control measures, was a temporary one, and that the issue would be brought to the
nggotiating stage in order to draft a comprehensive convention on a comprehen§1ve
nuglear~test ban.

However, while recognizing the importance of providing for inspection and
control measures in a comprehensive nuclear-weapon-test-ban convention, we believe
that such measures can.be studied side by side with other questions relating to
the draft treaty. We still hope to find in the Conference that "political will®
to which the Secretary-General referred in his statement of 1972, when he said.
that "all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem have been so fully
explored that.only a political decision is now necesﬂary in order to achieve.
final agreement". -

Undoubtedly, the results of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts on
Seismic Events, to the thirteenth session of which Egypt sent one of its
-aclentists, are-of great usefulness in this field. Wé take this opportunity to
express our satisfaction with regard to the Third Report which the ad Ad Hoc Group
adopted and submitted to the Conference, and we hope that the Ad Hbc Group will
pursue its work with success.

The question of the prevention of nuclear war, as an immediate measure, ig
>f qapital importance pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament.4
Preaident Hosni Mubarak stressed its importance in his address to the
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United Nations- General Assembly on 28 September 1983’ when  h@“said that "at the
top “of our agenda. stands the question of the elimination of tfie threat of nuclear
wdr, on which we ahodlg‘cgncentrate our attention. Such a ®ar might well
atinihilate human civilization and all-its -achievements since the dawn of time.
There would be neither winner nor loser. The human race would be deprived
siqultaneouely of ity past, its present and its future.”

When the United Nations General Assembly at its recent sessions aﬂopted
'esoiutions on‘the.prevention-of nuclear war, its intention was to demonstrate
hat the elimination of the danger of nuclear war is its highest priority and
ost immediate task, and that to safeguard mankind from a catastrophe ori such a
cale is a joint responsibility for all of ‘us..

These resolutions, and particularly the recent resolution'387/18%, stressed
hat the Conference on Disarmament should take "appropriate and practical
leasyres for, the, prevention of nuclear war", and requested the Conference to
ndertake, as.a matter of the highest priority; negotiations with a view to
chieving agreement on.such measures, with the assistance of an ad hoc working
roup on the item.

Obviously, the Conference's approval of the inclusion of the prevention of
uclear war as a sepgrate agenda item reflects the impertance ahd the priority
Lttached to the question. It therefore remains for us only to accept this -
hallenge ‘and rise to .the, 1eggl of our responsibilities by undertaking at once
erious neggtiations “to establish the necessary measures for the prevention of-
mclear war. We, for our part, reafifirm-the position which we adopted in the
rroup ‘of 21 as set forth in document CD/PV.341l, which centres on the need to
)et up a subsidiary body to undertake that work, in accordance with the many
ocuments, initiatives and studies and the various proposals which have been
ut forward, or which may be formulated in future, on this issue.

Mr. President, .allow me now to change the subject and go on to a matter
concerniﬁg the immepiate and temporary measures to be taken pending the
achievement of" nuclear disarmament~ I have in .mind the question of effective ’
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against -the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

My equntry'e delegation attaches particular interest to this: question, and
it is corivinced that as long as the nuclear-weapon States maintain- their nuclear
arsenals the non-nuclear-weapon States have the right-to‘obtain effective
assurances ageinst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. -

© It is true that the real and definitive guarantee .against the use of
nuclear weapons lies only in the achievement of nuclear disarmament.
Nevertheless, the above-mentioned assurances, which must be legally binding,
would for the time being. constitute a legitimate countierpart for the non-nuclear-
weapon States which have voluntarily renounced the acquisition of nuclear
weapons.
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We have repeatedly had occasion to state our belief that Security Council
resolution 255 is inadequate as far as guarantees are concerned,  Jjust as we
have shown that the conditions included in the unilateral declarations of the
nuclear-weapon States, with the exception of China, have emptied those
declarations of their content. . We hope that the efforts vainly deployed so far
within the Ad Hoc Working-Group will finally lead to a compromise on a draft
"standard formula" setting forth the legal obligation to provide the neecessary
assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States; in this connection, we have no doubt
that the undertaking not to use nuclear weapons is a constructive.step in this
field. - - '

Although Egypt recognizes that primary responsibility for the cessation
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament rests essentially with the
nuclear-weapon States in general and the two major Powers in particular, it
has made every possible '‘effort to participate effectively in the adoption of
measures undertaken by the international community to prevent the proliferation
of nuclear weapons. 7In this .spirit, it was one of the first countries to sign
the 1968 Non-Proliferation Treaty, which it ratified in 1981, and its nuclear
facilities are subject to International Atomic Energy Agency control.,

Egypt has not stopped there. In 1974 it also took the initiative of
advocating the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in an important and
explosive region of the world, the Middle East, and since then it has taken part
in all the draft resolutions subsequently adopted by the General Assembly, the
latest being resolution 38/64. That resolution invited the countries of the
region, inter alia, pending the establishment of such a zone, not to develop,
produce, test or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or permit the stationing on
their territories of such weapons, and also to place all their nuclear activities
under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.

We believe that respect by all countries of the region for the contents
of that resolution and their declarations to that effect, with the depasit of
those declarations with the Security Council as indicated in that resolution,
would represent z major step towards the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle East. Furthermore, if the nuclear-weapon States and all
other States refrained from any action that ran counter to both the letter and
the spirit of that resolution and undertook to render their assistance in the
establishment of the zone, that would be of great help for the establishment
of peace and security in the Middle East.

If all men have an equal right to the exploration of outer space and its
use for peaceful purposes, as well as a common interest in exploiting the
benefits of that exploration to promote well=being, they also have the right,
as they expect benefits from man's expansion into space, to be profoundly
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concerned at the increasing caompetition, particularly among the countries
possessing sophisticated technological means, in the field of the deployment
of weapons in outer space.

It has been argued that this competition has not yet begun; whether this
statement is true or false, that has not.prevented the most .optimistic -
scientists fFrom saying that they have no doubt that today the world is on' the
brink of a perilous age. That opinion is stpongly confirmed by the cohstant !
increase in military budgets for space programmes and research and by the’
statistics vhich show that eight out of ten spacecraft are part of nuclear or:
conventional forces.

Today, the militarization of outer space is no longer confined to the
qualitative development of the arms race; it also contributes to the
elaboration of" new military theories which take account of the possibility of
usfhg ‘outar space' in futurc wars. The policy of the mdlitarization of outer
space now goes beyond The deployment of. missiles intended to attack enemy
sateliites and -exttonds as far as the use of satellites to support land forces.
It is as if mankind. not content with the destructive and devastating
armaments accumulated on earth, which would suffice to destroy the world
several times over. also needed outer space to set up new systems of
destruzticn.

The‘Second United Nations Conference on. the Exploration and Peaceful
Uses of® Outer Spzce “held in-Vienna in 1982 stressed the gravity of this
situatfon and noted that the extension-of the arms race ;nto outer space
would be a source of profound concern to the international community.-- It
appealed to all countries, particularly those having majog Space capabiiities,
to ceatribute actively to prewventing an extensicn of the.arms race into outer
space and to refrain from any act contrary to that obJective. It also strongly
recommznd&d the Ccmmittee, now the Conference, on Disarmament to give priority
to this question. ‘

Subsequently, Gemeral Assembly resolution 38/70 reaffirmed that the
utilization of outer space should serve exclusively peaceful purposes. It
stressed that "farther effective meessures to prevent an arms race in outer
space should be adopted by the international community™ and called on a11
States, particularly those with najor space capabilities, "to contribute
actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to take '-
immediatz measures to prevent an arms race in outer space'. 'It also called
on the Conference on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on the
question.

Aware of the disastrous consequences if.the world embarked on an arms’
race in outer spacc, Egypt has from the start urged and invited the’
international community to shoulder its responsibilities and halt all attempts
at the militarization of outer space and to ensure the use of outer space
exclusively for peaceful purposes.
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Attempts to study this matter within the Committee on the Peaceful Uses
of Outer Space met with fierce opposition from some countries which claimed that.
the Committee was not competent to deal with that subject, and that the
Conference on Disarmament was the sole body empowered to do so.

What is obvious to everyone is that the Conference has never undertaken—any
serious work on the item although it is included in its agenda, and that even
the efforts made to set up a working group have been vain, despite agreement in
principle on the creation of such a group, because of disagreement on an
appropriate formula for its terms of reference.

We are all agreed that it is unthinkable to speak two languages at the
same time, and it is also unthinkable for our Conference to wait any longer
before responding to the aspirations of the entire international community as
reflected by the General Assembly at its latest session.

The Group of 21, in which Egypt participated, stressed in
document CD/329/Rev.l the importance of the creation of a subsidiary body for
the negotiation of an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race
JAn outer space; in fact, this is the wish of 147 Member States of the
‘United Nations Organization which have willingly accepted the latest
General Assembly resolution.

We are deeply concerned at the lack of results of our efforts in this
field, and fear that one day mankind may regret its exploration of outer space,
a magnificent exploit in which it initially rejoiced, on which it based dreams
of prosperity, and which it never considered as a new dimension for the forces
of evil.

Mr. President, before concluding my statement, allow me to express my
satisfaction at the resumption of work by the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons under the chairmanship of my colleague and friend, Rolf Ekéus, the
Ambassador of Sweden; I have no doubt that the work of that Committee is of
particular importance at this stage, and that the Committee will succeed in
overcoming whatever obstacles arise and finally draft appropriate formulas for
the agreed points in the draft convention on the prohibition of chemical
weapons.

.In expressing my satisfaction at the encouraging statement by the
United States to the effect that it will shortly submit a draft treaty in this
field, as well as at the pasitive step taken by the Soviet delegation which
would accept a permanent presence of international observers at destruction
facilities for chemical-weapon stockpiles, I hope that these constructive
initiatives wil] have the effect of furthering the work of the Ad Hoc Committee,
80 as to enable it to arrive at the goal for which we have waited so long, the
preparation of a draft treaty on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons.
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?hé“PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Egypt
for his kind words for my country and for the President of the Conference. I now

give the floor to the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador Wegener.

Mr. WEGENFR (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. President, this is the first
time 'I'take the floor under your Presidency, and a welcome opportunity for me to
express the Pleasure of my delegation to see you in that eminent position. In your .
present role you have demonstrated the same qualities of uynderstanding and fairmess,
and the same faculty of dialogue, that have allowed our two Governments — and .
specifically, our two present Ministers of Foreign Affairs — to maintain an excellent
working relationship even in periods of difficulty and strain.

Our pienaxy meetings this week are devoted to agenda item 6, "Effective .,
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons"; we have come to shortem this complicated caption
to "Negative security assurances". Agenda item 6 is a separate element of our -
comprehensive work assignment; but its relevance to agenda item 3, the prevention of
war, and in particular nuclear war, is evident.,.In that vein, my delegation, in:
Working Paper CD/357, had listed negative security arrangements as one of those areas
in which States are called upon to make a meaningful contribution to war preventi¥n.
As one of the delegations that has concurred in General Assembly resolution 38/68 of
last year, I would like to take this opportunity to stress our continued interest in
the subject. My deleggtion hopes for a vigorous new effort at negotiations devoted
to the gearch for.a common approach or common formula, later to be embodied in a
consolidated ins%ryment of an appropriately binding character. Resolution 38/68, in
our view, should provide an excellent starting point for this new round of
negotiation. One should feel entitled to predict that our new attempts at fashioning
a common formula or common approach will be facilitated by recent political events,
regrettable as_these events by themselves may be. In General Assembly
resolution 38/67 of which the principal author was one of the membexrs of the
Wersaw Treaty Organization, the view was still propagated that negative security
guarantees should, as a priority matter, attach to those non-nuclear-weapon States
vhich had foregone the nuclear option and not allowed nuclear weapons to be stationed
on their territories, reiterating the view of the Warsaw Pact States that
non-deployment should be the principal eriterion for the availability of negative
security assurances. In the meantime, other member States of the Varsaw Treaty have
publicly announced that they were in the process of stationing nuclear weapons on
their territory and have already, for all we know, proceeded to a very substantial
deployment of new ruclear-weapon systems. We may thus assume that the Warsaw Pa.t
countries, bxugffective action, have removed the non-stationing criterion.from {heédr:
catalogue of gqgrequisites for negative security assurances. I am certain that this
will facilitéte our search for a common formla when the newly re-established
Ad Hoc .Committee on Negative Security Assurances embarks on its work.

While the Conference 1s still groping for an appropriate work format in which
to deal with agenda 1tem 3 on the prevention of nuclear war, and it is the hope of
my delegation that this search will be crowned by success in the next few days,
another event of immediate relevance to the prevention of war, ond nuclear war in
particylar, will take place in Geneva as of Monday next week: The Preparatory
Committee of the Third Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty will be
convened for i1ts first session. The distinpguished representative of Egypt h.s Jjust
made reference to it. It will undoubtedly be incumbent upon many of us in this room
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to represent their countries at that meeting. The first session of the Preparatory
Cofmittee may, by itself, be of limited newsworthiness. And yet, the parties to the
Nps~—Proliferation Treaty and the international community at large find themselves

at an important Juncture when the preparatory process for the third NPT Review
Conference gets under way. I would therefore like to dwell briefly upon the
significance of the NPT and of an effective non~-proliferation regime, recalling -
that my delegation, (again in working paper CD/357), had brought to bear its view
that an effective policy of nuclear non-proliferation has a key role to play,
together with other strategires, i1n the prevention of nuclear war. Right at the
beginning of the preparatory process for the impending NPT Review Conference the
unfortunate fact will be brought into sharp focus that some particularly prominent
and well-intentioned members of the international community have not yet seen fif to
put their signature to the Treaty. In some cases 1t is exactly those countries which
are most elequent in denouncing nuclear weapons which have thus failed to avail
themselves of the potential of the NPT to limit the further spread of these weapons.
It is tHe hope of my delegation that the NPT Review Conference and its preparatory'
process will impress upon an even larger number of States that no member of the '
international commmty would be served by the acquisition of nuclear weapons outside
of the present group of nuclear-weapon States, and that, in fact, every attempt at
such acquisition, let alone the actual realization of a nuclear arsenal, will have a
grave, destabilizing influence from which all of us will suffer. Our own participation
in the NPT review process will provide us with a constant opportunity to appeal to all
States which have not yet become parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty to do so in‘
order to give the Treaty universal application. In thus stressing the high value of
horizental non-proliferation of nuclear arms, my Government is keenly aware of the
relationship between horizontal and vertical non-proliferation. It is in a
perspective of checking both manmifestations of non-proliferation that my Government
attaches priority significance to a positive, successful outcome of the Review
Conference in 1985, an outcome which would add momentum to the Treaty for the
remainder of 1ts present period of validity, as well as for a further temporal
extension.

Two problems are likely to be in the very centre of debates at the NPT Review,
and both of them are of direct relevance to this Conference: nuclear disarmament,
and the perspectives for a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Obviously, the obligations
under article VI of the Treaty concerning nuclear disarmament are of fundamental
1mportance. The NPT 1s the only existing intermational document under which the
major nuclear-weapon Powers are legally commtted to nuclear disarmament, in the
senge that they have undertaken to pursue negotiations to that end in good faith.

The present situation in which one major nuclear~weapon State has one-sidedly left
the negotiating table of two crucial negotiating fora devoted to nuclear disarmament,
indicating 1ts unwillingness to return to these negotiations wathout preconditions,
is therefore clearly at variance with the stipulations of the NPT, and this
unfortunate situation, should 1t still prevail at the time of the IPT reviev or
during substantive consideration of the articles of the NPT during the preparatory
process, will have to be brought up by the Parties to the Treaty. They, the Parties}
are of course, the ones who have legal status to invoke the treaty commtment by
muclear-weapon States under article VI; others, non-Parties, lack that qualification.
This simple fact should certainly not be overlooked by those States outside of the
NPT commumity when they weigh the appeals addressed to them to join.



CD/PV.254
26

(U, Wegener, Federal Republic of Germany)

The other major disarmament issue, the comprehensive test~ban treaty, as referred
to in the preamble of the NPT, is of no lesser significance. My Government attaches .
great importance te the early establishment of a comprehensive test-ban treaty and
leaders of my country have not failed to avail themselves of every major
opportunity to go on record in that sense. In our view, a comprehensive test ban
is a Tasic element in the balance between the responsibilities and obligations of
the Paxrties to the NPT.

At the same time, we feel strongly —— and we are aware that this is a shared
view of this Conference — that the crucial part of a nuclear test-ban treaty is
the elaboration of a verification and compliance system which allows parties
concerned to rest confident that possible attempts at circumvention would not remain
undetected. This 1s the rationale behind the existing mandate of our subsidiary
organ on nuclear testing. From the perspective of my delegation, the progress from
an adegquate solution of verification problems — both in their technical and their
political-ingtitutional aspects — to full treaty negotiation appears logical.
Having contributed to the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban last
Year we regret that a comprehensive conSIderatlon of the inherent problems has not
yet taken place. This task, however, still looms, and 1t is the hope of my
delegation that the pace of our work in this field can be accelerated and that the
discussions be made more substantial and complete. The work format to be chosen for
tiat assignment should certainly be similar to last year's, but some flexibility on
the part of all participants in arriving at a reworded mandate would be helpful to
instill a forward-looking perspective into the exercise. It would indeed befit the
Conference to show an ongoing work process on nuclear testing at the time when the
preparatory phase for the NPT review gets under way.

Our shared conviction that verification of a nuclear test ban 1s as essential
as it is technically complicated has also been the guiding consideration in the
establishment and operation of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. The
Ad Hoc Group has just submitted its Third Report. I am aware that it i1s your plan,
Mr. President, to put the report up for discussion at a later stage, but may I be
allowed, -even though prematurely, to dwell upon it. My purpose is to introduce a
VWorking Paper entitled "Aspects of modern developments in seismic event recording
techniques" (CD/491), and thereby to enrich our forthcoming debates on the
Third Report of the experts, and on the future perspectives of their work.

Let me first express the appreciation of my delegation for the very
comprehensive and well-crafted Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of Seism.c Experts,
as equally for their progress on substantive issues under the highly qualified and
efficient guidance of 1ts Chairman, Dr. Dahlman. My delegation also notes with
satisfaction the plans for a llmlted test run designed to confirm the functlonablllty
of some of the components of the envisaged global system. Although the test will
only utilize Level I data for transmssion by the global telecommunication system of
the /MO, the enlarged participation in the experiment of States from all groups, and
the comprehen51veness of the test, will allow real and significant progress towards
a verification system of a comprehensive test ban.

It 18 against this background, and with the intention of further enhancing our
progress on the way to the elaboration of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty,
that T would like to make available to colleagues today the aforementioned
Working Paper. The Paper has already been circulated during the recent session of
the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts, but was not fully discussed and in fact
transcends the present, more technical terms of reference of the Ad Hoc Group of
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Seismic Experts in opening wider berspectives for a future global seismic-network.
Let me reczgll that the most advanced model of such a global system was presented in
the First Beport of ‘the Ad Hoc Group — in document CCD/558 —under the then somewhat
futuristic. pame Network III, futuristic because at that time the model-only presented
the outlines of a hypothetical system. Due fo developments in instrumentatién -
electronics, computer technology and in telecommunications, Network' III has now
become a distinct and concrete possibility. The Working Paper of my delegation:
goes beyond a Network III model in adding new components, providing an ever moré
sophisticated outline for a global seismic network. It might thetefore hot be too
Pretentious to label this advanced model "Network IV". In presenting this Paper to
you, and asking that it be distributed as an official document (CD/491}-of the T
Conference on Disarmament, I would in particular like to draw your attentfon'to
efforts made in the Federal Republic of Germany to improve the detection capability
of seismic stations in regions with unfavourable noise conditions by installing
seismometers in boreholes. The concept of borehole stations in miniarrays as
elements of a global network harbours great promise for the efficient monitoring
of regional and local events in areas of interest. The model would allow. for the
setting up of a comprehensive, self-tontained black box system with a high degree of .
automated recording and analysis of seismic data. Let me, however, emphasize that
the inclusion of a number of very modern features in the model, far from placing an
undue technological burden upon the parties to a future CTBT, would in fact render
the monitoring network more managedble and simpler to operate. I would be pleased
if, for our forthcoming debate on the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic
Experts, delegations would see fit to include this new working paper in their
efamination and analysis.
poan o s

"+ Bo6th subjects on which I have touched today belong under the wider heading of
preventidn of nuclear war, including all related matters. Let me touch upon yet
another and even more fundamental aspect of the same problem area, and allow me to
single out one particular statement which we have recently heard in plenary. I
refer to the statement of my distinguished neighbour, Ambassador Meiszter of Hungary, ol
15 March, which he devoted to a number of legal aspects of the use, first use and
second use of nuclear weaponsv While I-must disagree with -him on a great number of the
points he broached I should -like to commend him for the argumentative and detailed
marriér in which he laid out his views. His is one of those statements that can help.
us td elevate the level of our debate, and to do justice to the pivotal significance
of the subject matter of war prevention, differences of view notwithatanding.
Obviously, Ambassador Meiszter's statement raises more questions than it answers.
Among these are issues of logical compatibility between the concepts of non-use,
non-first-use and (supposedly accepted) second use of rmuclear weapons. There are
issues relating to the credibility of non-first-use commitments undertaken and
propagated by those whose declaratory policies are inconsistent with their military
doctrine, armed forces structure, chain of command, over-all capability and
on-going arms procurement. There are issues relating to the scope of Articles 2
and 51 of the United Nations Charter, issues relating to the distinction and
‘a priori distinguishability of conventional 'and nuclear conflioct, issues, in short,
where legal con@iderations and fundamental questions of political philosophy are
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intertwined. In other words Ambassador Meiszter, by raising a number of legal
points, has put before us the vhole range of complex issues that characterize the
task of war prevention. _I would assure him that my delegatlon will not fail to -
engage him in an 1n—depth discugsron of 211 trese 1ssues, s highly relevant to the
central query of our work. I am looking forward to taking up, successively, many

of his propositions, be it in plenary, be it — and preferably so — in the spe01al
wvork format which we expect to have available shortly for the consideration of
agenda item 3.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the
Federal Republic of Germany for his statement, for his kind words concerning relations
between our countries and his kind words addressed to the President of the
Conference. I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Ambassador Victor Issraelyan.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian)s Today, the Soviet delegation would like, in a brief statement, to touch
upon the question of the state of negotiations on one of the priority items on the
agenda of the Conference — the prohlbltlon of chemical weapons. First of all, I
should like to recall that in hig recent speech to the voters in the city of Moscow
on 2 March 1984, K.U. Chernenko, the {seneral Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Commnist Party of the Soviet Uhlon, stressed that freeing mankind from the
possibility of the use of themical weapons is a very important task. In accordance
with its consistent policy in favour of the full and resolute destruction of chemical
weapons, the Soviet Union has also submtted a rnumber of proposals during the current
year. One of them related to the monitoring of the destructiop of chemical weapons
stockpiles at a special facility, and another — submitted regently by the Soviet
delegation in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons — to the question of
challenge on-site international verification. Our proposals have received a positive
evaluation at the Conference.

o During the current seesion, several other delegations have also submitted
proposals on various queations relatinmg to a future convention on the

pxph;bltlon of chemcal weapons which, in our opinien, might help to enpuxe fu;the:
Progress in the elaboration of the convention. We have in mind, in particular, the
proposals of Yugoslavia, China, Sweden, the Federal Republic of Germany, the
United Kingdom and others.

Thus, on the whole, the foundations exist for advancing rapidly towards a
solution of the important task with which the Conferenoe has been entrusted by the
international commumnity. It is no coincidence that in the speech already refexred
to, K.U. Chernenko said that the pre-conditions for the solution of ‘the problem qf
a general and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons are now beginning to exist.

Hopes that the negotiations on the question will be businesslike and constructive
have been expressed everywhere, and in this room, by representat;ves of nearly all-
States members of the Conference. Nevertheless, the situation developing today in
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons gives cause for serious concerm.
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With less than a month remaining before the conclusion of the spring part of
our session, we have in fact nel proceeded to carry out the task contained in the
A@ Hoc Committee's new mandate — '"to start the full and complete process of
negotiations, developing and working oul the convention, except for its final
drafting'. There 1s apparently no reed to point out that week after week has been
spent on efforts to overcome various types of artificially created organizational
difficulties. We are not inclired to attribute the delay 1in beginning effective work
to the organizational act1v1ty of Ambassador Ekéus, the current Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear Weapons. Ve would only wish that he made a little more
use of his Prerogatives as Chairman. What 1s the problem? Apparently, the root of
the evil mmst be sopght in the fact that someone has undertaken to stop the work of
the body and not te aliuy the machinery of negotiations to get fully under way.

_VWe have already bad an opportunity of referring to the very enlightening
statement of Mr. Perle, the Assistart Secrvetary of Defence of the Umited States' who,
as stated in the United States press. 1aposed a veryihard-line position on the
representatives of the United States admimistration at the Geneva negotiations.

There are rnumerous;pther reports from which 1t is clear that responsible’
administration officials in Washington are sowing seeds of pessimism concerming the
prospects of the negotiations, are crudely distorting the position of the USSR with
respect to monitoring questions, as can be seen in particular by the materials
published in daily bulletin issued by the United States Mission here at Geneva, and
are handling the matter in such a way as tg create an atmosphere for the allocation
of vast sums with a view to replemishing the United States chemlcal‘weapons arsépal.

Therefore, no one can be surprised that the United States Gelegation becomes
allergic when it see¥'a text beginmng with the words "The States parties to the
convention ,..". It 1s in zeneral against any claboration of the text, although
this is provided for directly by our mandate. It views its task only as one of~
causing delay.

Much has been sard in this room and outside 1t about a Unmited States draft. Many
delegations have constantly expressed enthusiasm over the intention of the United States
to submit a draft. In the United States press there have been increasingly frequent
reports on the content of such a draft. These reports,, frankly spPeaking, cause us
concern. Describing the various provisions of the United States draft with regaxrd to
monitoring,the authors of an article published in the 1ssue of 2 April of the
magazine "Newsweek', write, referring to authoritative sources: 'Taken together,
the provisions would force Moscow to let foreign inspectors take a hard look at the
entire Soviet chemical industry and to poke around inside military bases. No one
thinks Moscow will buy that idea — so a comprehensive ban cn chemwaxy 1s a long way
off"™,”

There, distinguished delegates, is the reply to the queslion concerning the
reasons for the standstill in the work of the Commttee on the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons, on the prospects of the negotiations on this problem at the Conference, and
at the same time on what awaits us in comnnection with the widely advertised
United States draft. Thus, the United States draft copvention, which has not yet
seen the light of day, is being converted objectively into o brake on the negotiations.
We have considered it necessary to express our views on this matter.

_The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the
Soviet Union, apnd I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the
Islamic Republic of Irgn, Ambassador Kazem Kamyab.
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Mr. KAZEMI KAMYAB (Islamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, I would like to
begin by extending to you my sincere congratulations on your election and the
assurance of the support and co-operation of the delegation of the Islamic Republic
of Iran in the carrying out of your responsibilities. Indeed, my Government
attaches the greatest importance to the ties by which it is bound to your
Government in the field of disarmament and your skill and diplomacy in handling the
affairs of this forum make of you a worthy representative in this field.

Further, my delegation would like to express its deep appreciation of the work
of Ambassador Turbanski during the first month of this Conference. His
presidency, thanks to his untiring endeavours and undoubted integrity, contributed
to the results which were achieved during his period of office.

Finally, I feel optimistic as to the future deliberations of the "Conference
on Disarmament" as it is now called, and we welcome to dur ranks the Ambassadors of
Australia, Belgium, Canada, Ethiopia, Indonesia and Sri Lanka.

In my statement today, I would like to reflect on the very important item on
the agenda of this Conference which is duly given high priority because of its
undoubted significance in relation to the preservation and promotion of world peace
and security, that is, the item on chemical weapons.

The era of chemical arms as a means of mass destruction really started during
the First World War, with the use of chlorine released from simple barrels and
phosgene, an asphyxiating gas toxic only to the respiratory tract. Mustard Gas,
also used at that time, appears today a dramatic reality. This gas uses the
chemical agent BIS-42 CHLORETHYL SULPHIDE and causes untold damage to the human
system and often results in a painful death.

According to WHO investigations, some of the long-term effects include
chronic illiness caused by exposure to chemical agents, delayed effects in persons
directly exposed to chemical agents, the creation of new foci of infectious
disease and the effect mediated by ecological changes. The delayed effects
include carcinogenesis, as mustard gas and some other agents are alkylating agents
which have been known to cause cancer. There was a significant increase in the
incidence of cancer among those gassed during the First World War, especially
cancer of the respiratory tract. Certain chemical agents can cause damage to the
developing foetus and can also cause mutations due to chromosome breakage in man.

Although no long-term effects on the environment were noted after the
First World War, there is a danger that anti-plant agents may cause damage to the
flora leading to a significant change in the type of animal life which may flourish
and may cause predominance of a disease-carrying animal dangerous to man.
Equally, the quantity and quality of food produced may be affected. The
psychological effects are difficult to assess.

The use of all these chemical warfare agents, deadly or merely incapacitating,
was strictly forbidden by the 1925 Geneva Protocol. This Protocol was the
result of the horror felt at the use of chemical weapons during the First World War.
It expresses the fundamental sentiments of the law of armed conflict: short of
panning war altogether, there have to be some limits to its barbarity. This
agreement, signed by around one hundred States, among them Iraq in 1931, was the
firat agreement prohibiting the use of weapons of mass destruction. This Protocol
was confirmed by the United Nations General Assembly in the 1972 Convention and

resolution No. 37/98 of December 1982 adopted by the General Assembly at its
thirty-seventh session.
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From the very beginning of the imposed war, we tried to bring to the
attention -of-the international community the fact that the politics of appeasenent
will not pay« ' In-the 1980 session of the Committee on Disarmament; we brought
to the attention of the Committee‘ the question of the use of chemical weapons by
Iraq. Nobody was ready to listen; in all cases of use of chemical weapons we
informed the responsible bodies but all our efforts were in vain; ~ of course, it
is ot the first time that Iraq has used chemical weapons against a people. For
instance, 'according to investigations made by the Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute (SIPRI), page 165, Vol.I, Iraq used chemical weapons in 1965
against the Kurds of the region.

On'16 February 1984, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Islamié’Republie
of Iran, in a statement accompanied by irrefutable evidence, brought once again
the systematic use of chemical weapons to the attention of the Conference on
Disarmament. Very shortly after we asked the United Nations Secretary-General to
conduct an investigation into the use of chemical weapons by Iraq and after the
- statement-in- the ' Conference on Disarmament Iraq used chemical weapons-on an
unprecedently large scale, the resulting victims numbering more than 2,000 persons,
gome:'of whom ‘are under treatment both in the Islamic Republic of Iran as well as in
several c¢duntries abroad, and some of whom have died. Again on 9 and 17 March 1984,
Irag used chemical weapons on a massive scale in the regions of Majnoon Island and
Jofeir, which resulted in the wounding of many combatants. Those wounded suffered
from nausea, running eyes, respirdtory ailments and vertigo. The victims have been
hoépitalized.

Very recently a reputable laboratory in Belgium issued its findings on Iranian
war victims and reported that the wounds were due to the use of gases containing
Ypeﬁite“(mﬁstard'gas) and mycotoxins (composite parts of yellow rain).

Medical authorities in ‘several countries where Iranian combatants'are being
treated reported that the wounds have been caused by chemical weapons, and’
independent press reports abroad have time and again confirmed this tact.

The ICRC Press Release No. 1481 dated 7 March 1984 has also confirmed the use
of chemical weapons by Iraq.

"The common symptoms observed by the ICRC with regard to all: the wounded are
'extensive but superficial burns (first and second degree), serious
' resplratory problems, Kerato conjunctivitis', seeming to’ progress favourably.
Nevertheless the clinical ‘progress of certain patients showed, on the ‘eighth
day "after exposure, Severe problems of blood composition, accompanied by a
considerable decrease in the number of white corpuscles. These problems,
,linked to respiratory and kidney deficiencies, have caused the death of
several patiente, two of whom died during the visits of the Delegates. -

Aparb from the steps that it is taking with the parties concerned, the

ICRC would insist on the fact that the use of toxic substances on the

battlefield 1s incompatible with the respect of humanitarian principles‘and

constitutes a violation of the law of armed conflict and recognized customary
law."

Upon the request of the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, “the
Secﬁetary—General of the United Nations Organization, Mr. Perez de Cuellar,
‘@fidertook ' to investigate the use of chemical weapons by Iraq in a spirft of
humanitarian concern, and accordingly sent a team of four eminent specialists to
undertake a fact-finding visit to Iran.



CD/PV.254
32

(Mr. Xazemi Kamyab, Islamic Republic of Iran)

The specialists, picked for their expertise in chemical warfare, visited the
fighting front near Ahwaz in western Iran and also examined s0il samples soaked with
the chemical substance. They also examined patients in hospitals in Ahwaz and
Tehran and also in the coroners' mortuary in Tehran.

On their return from the Islamic Republic of Iran the specialists submitted
a joint report to the Secretar: General on 21 March 1984, in which they unanimously
agreed that Mustard Gas and the nerve agent Tabun were used by Iragq in the war
againat Iran.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations deplored and condemned the act of
using chemical *‘weapons by the Iraqi regime when transmitting the report of the
specialists to the Security Council for its information. (Document Ne. 6/16433 of
26 March 1984). .

The report was signed by Dr. Guatav Andersson of Sweden, Dr. Manuel Dominguez
of Spain, Dr. Peter Dunn of Australia and Col. Dr. Ulrich Imobersteg of Switzerland.
“’( §

: The concern of our delegation is due to the generally passive reactions of -the
Conference on Disarmament in the wake of the outright disregard of the Geneva

Protocol of 1925 with regard to the ban on the use of chemical weapons.

This does not concern merely several innocent Iranians nor even uniquely the
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, but rather it concerns the damage done
to the common human conscience. The contemporary civilized human community cannot
and should not tolerate such crimes.

Apart from the very limited number of delegations who share our view:--_and-to
them we are thankful and appreciative for their concern and their condemnation of
the recent inhumane act of_using chemical weapons ~- no positive reaction haz.yet
been manifested in the Conference.

Of course, from the point of view of the Islamic Republic of Iran, such
reaction was most discouraging; <Irom the very beginning of the imposed war we have
faced such a situation.

Unfortunately, the international comnunity did not take a firm poaition with
regard to the Iraqi blatant aggression against the Islamic Republic of Iran on
22, September 1380Q. This lack of political.will on the part of the international
community was-reflected in fecurity Councid resolution 279 (1980) of
28 September..1980. trary to the well-established precedent in that body, in
this resolntion there is no reference to the.withdrawal of the forces to the
international frontiers r This sivuabion led {.e then Forcign- Minister of the .
Iraqi regime, Hammadi, Ho state that there is no international border between Iran
and Irag after the abrogation of the Algeria Treaty of 1975 and therefore the
actual deployment of forces constitutes the international border between the two
States; and there .is no justification on -the part of Iran to speak about
aggression (Letter of Hammadi to the Secretary~General of the United Nations —-
Document No. 3/14236-24 October 1980).

During the forty~two months' period of the war imposed upon the Islamic
Republic of Iran, everyone has become well aware of the devastation of the Iranian
cities and the indisarimir-‘~ and systematic pombardment of civilian populations
in the civilian zone, scmetimes as much as 400 kilometres outside the combat zones.
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More than 130 missile attacks, hundreds of air strikes and several thousand
artillery ‘Shots systematically directed against the undefended Iranian cities have
caused the martyrdom of 5'600 civilians and the disablement of 30,000. The report
of the United Nations fact-finding mission No0.5/15834 of 20 June 1983 is evidence
of a part of the war crimes committed by the Iraqi ruler.

It was but recently that within a period of 40 days the number of wounded and
martyred who were viotims of the use of chemical weapons exceeded 2,000. However,
as you have witnessed; in spite of the ptoof of ‘the use of chemical weapons, the
Conference did not in general show a responsible reaction, as would be expected, in
connection with the violation of the 1925 Protocol. This same attitude was
manifested by governments to the findings of the First Report of the
Secretary-General's Mission to investigate damage to civilian areas subjected to
military attacks, and it permitted Iraq to go as far as to use chemical weapons on
an unprecedented level. The step taken by an international organization to
investigate the use of cheumical weapons is unique in this century and upon the
reaction of governments to the findings of the United Nations on this occasion will
depend 'to a large extent whether or not this report will act as a detérrent or-as
a green light to further violations.

History is clear, and the future will witness how those who strongly urged
and advocated disarmament kept silence in the wake of the use of even a banned
weapon by a feeble State.

We expeet that all responsible countries of the world, regardless of their
political'leanings and affiliation, whether aligned 6r non-aligned) neutral or
Superpowér, will strip themselves of the shackles of their leanings and’ come into
the open-to denounce and condemn, in the strongest possible terms’"8hy violdtidh:
of international law and protocols which endangers the very existence of mankind;
gefiufnevalue should be attached to humané principles and ideals. Othépise
there will be no difference in weapons for a violator, Qhether the weapon bé ‘huclear
o?lcheﬂical.

I would like to express my sincere wish that the Convention’ on the’ﬁrohibition
of cherical ‘weapons, which is now under preparation'by this forim, will B&. reaay
at the earlidst possible time and that it will be fully effective and ba&?*fruit.
I believe 'that the position adopted by this Coriference and other relaté&*&rsﬁﬁs
towards the use of chemical weapons against the Islamic Republic of lrai‘will
show in reality the aegree of sincerity and the sense of responsibility regarding
the newly prepared Convention, and will form an excellent criterion to ‘determine
its status and capability in the future.

In the light of my understanding that the review of the Secretary=Be&neral'sS
Mission to investigate the use 'cf chemical weapons against the Islamic Repiblic of
Iran can be of great benefit to the work of the Conference, I would like té’request
you, Mr. President, to allocate one meeting of the Conference on Disarmament to
review the report.

I would like to take this opportunity to present a working papér, CD/484,
on general provisions, which in our opinion are fundamental, for consideration
in the Ad Hoc Comuittee on Chemical Weapons.

These provisions deal with the two-fold responsibilities under the
Convention and the question of reservations and exceptions and the rules of the
protocol governing the duration to be fixed for cthe elimination of stocks and
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facilities. Another provision deals with the question of international
co-operation in the field of protection, and the agreement of States parties to
consider the use of chemical weapons as a war crime.

We hope for a construciive outcone from the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons, and we expect all delegations to give full consideration to our proposal.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Iran
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President.

It is now 10 minutes past one, we still have two speakers and, if you
agree, we intend to finish at about half past one so as not to' have to convene
another meeting this afternoon. I now give the floor to the distinguished
representative of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vidas. ‘

’

Mr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia): - Mr. President, today .I shall deal with agenda item 5,
t.entitled "Prevention of ah drms race in outer space”, but before doing so I

would like to associate myself with your warm welcome to Mrs. Inga Thorsson,

former head of the Swedish delezation to the Committee on Disarmamerit, with

whom the Yugoslav delegation has enjoyed very fruitful co-operation in the past.
This question deserves our attention, because ever since the first man-made
satellite was launched into outer space, heralding the "Space Age", and in view

of the rapid development of space technology since then, the inherent dangers of

a potential arms race in outer space have bacome a matter of incredsing cbticern.

As time has gone by, this concern has increased along with the transformation of
the potential into a real arms race in outer space and its far-reaching implications
‘for international peace and security and over-all .stability in the world.

Although outer space is a relatively new field of human activity, considerable
results Have been achieved so far in opening up the undreamed-of possibilities:for
its peaceful uses. The practical and very useful applications of the achievements
of space technology for peaceful purposes are, for instance, in telecommunications,
navigation, weather forécasting and earth resources surveys. Unfortunately,
there are also many achievements, some of which are still in the process of
development, which, apart from their peaceful uses, can even have a destabilizing
effect, just as there ars those which are designed exclusively for-military
offénsive use. :

The peaceful uses of outer space have become the constant concern of the -
United Nations General Assembly, which in 1959 set up the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space as its permanent body. Over the years, as a result
of its work and in other negotiating forums, a number of instruments were
concluded concerning the military and peaceful aspects of the use of outer space,
such as the Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space
and under water, 1963, which prevented, among other things, the testing of nuclear
weapons in outer space. In 1967 a further success was achieved with the
elaboration of the principles governing the activities of States in the exploration
and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, contained
in" the ‘Treaty having the same title. ' The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts,
the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1968);
the Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects (1972),
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and the Convention on Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1976)
are also agreements regulating some of the important questions relative to human
activities in outer space. The last of such agreements, which was endorsed in
1979 by the United Nations General Assembly and opened for signature and
ratification, was the Agreement Governing Activities of- States on the Moon ‘and
Other Celestial Bodies, which elaborates, in greater 'detail than the 1967 Treaty,
the obligation of States to ensure that the Moon and other celestial bodies within
the solar system, other than the Earth, are used exélusively for peaceful purposes.

The United Nations has this far sponsored two conferences on the exploration
and peaceful uses of outer space. The second United Nations Conference ’
. (UNISPACE 82), held in Vienna in 1982, primarily dealt with future developments —-
including such things as space transportation systems, spage panufacturing and
solar power stationa in space -- and their.potential benefits to international
co=-aperation and the hazards' that might arise frém these aétivities.' The
military aspects of- the question, however, also received considerable atténti&n._
Although the question of the competence of that Confererice with respect to the
issues relating to the arms race in outer space did not meet witfh the app?ofél of
all participants,,the Conferznce, nevertheless, examined and appiroved in its™
report three paragraphs which, in general, recognized the grave dangers preaented
by the extension of the arms race into outer space and urged "all nations, in
particular those with major space capabilities" to contribute actively to the’
prevention of such an eventuality. It also called on:all States to adhere to
the Outer Space Treaty and striectly to observe its letter and .spirit; and strongly
recommended that the competent organs of the United Nations -~ the General Assembly
and the Committee on Disarmament in particular -- give appropriate attention and
high priority to the grave concern expressed about the gquestions

In continuing its activities, the Legal Sub-Committee-of the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, which is now holding its twenty-third session here
in Geneva, is considering three very important items.

. Formulation of the draft principles on the legal implisation of remote
sensing of the earth from space. This concerns the detection and analysis of
the earth's resources by sensors carried in atreraft and sgpdcecraft;

Definition and/or delimitation of Outer Space and Geéstationary Orbit and

Consideration—cf the poasibility of supplementing the ‘norms of international
lay relevant to the use of nuclear-power sources in outer space, that is, to the
procedure for notification in case of malfunctioning of a spacecraft carrying a’
nuclear-power source on board.

I have mentioned all these United Nations related activities and the existing
body, of international agreements only to point ou: that even thé very complex
problems of relations in outer space can be solved. What I particularly had in
mind was to.draw attention to the urgency of the problem and the!'existing gap in
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the resolution of the problems related to the arms race in.-outer space, and to
the danger of turning outer space into an arena of armed conflict.

It is estimated that 75 per cent of all space. activities are:military-
related. There can hardly be a day that the press doea not disclose:rsomething-
new on- the testing. of weapons for use in outer space, or concerning immediate ,
-plans for their development. Although the information published in the press
cannot always be considered reliable, in particular when military research or
programmes are involved, we, as a negotiating forum which does not have access
to such information from other sources, should be grateful to the press for
giving us from time to time information, which may provide sufficient background
as a;warning, thus confirming the old saying: where there is smoke there is fire.

; The-eqnsideration of the issues connected with the extension-of the arms
race intp,outer space is within the competence of the Conference on Disarmament.:
It has ne$, unfortunately, managed to make even the first step towards resolving
these;preblems, that id, to establish a working body "yith a view to undertaking
negotiations for the conclusion.of an-agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to
prevent,an-arms race id all its aspects in outer space", as called for in:
Geperal: Assembly resolution 38/70. The Conference has wasted much of its
energy on the-harmonization of views with respect to the mandate of.the subsidiary
working body, proceeding from different viewpoints on the scope of the mandate of
such a suybsidiary body, although many members of the General.Assembly Comn_x;ﬁkeej
and.here-at the Conference have made enormous efforts to have this problem,get.pff
“the: ground.

At the meeting on 22 March we had an opportunity to hear two important
statements on outer space. In one of them, the distinguished representative of
- the USSR, Ambassador V., Issraelyan, presented the views of his Government on the
problem and. submitted, at the same time, the text of a draft treaty on the
prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against the Earth.
This text, in our view, deserves attention because, inter alia, it suggests the
ways to, resolve the' question. of the use of force in outer space, including the
prohibition of anti-satellite systems. What should not be- overlooked, however, in
assessing the proposal made hy Ambassador Issraelyan is the willingness of,the
USSR to negotiate the draft text and the readiness displayed to conduct separate
negatiations on anti-satellite systems and to resume bilateral negotiations with
the United States in this field. We consider this sign of goodwill to hold
negotiations on outer space as very important at this moment when other cghannels
of negotiation on some major issues of reduction of armaments and disarmament haye
been closed.

The statement made by the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden, Mr. R. Ekéus,
offered, in a way that ocan hardly be improved, a very solid analysis of the
existing space systems. used for military purposes.- = He -has also drawn. attention
to the solutions contained in the existing agreements on outer space and made a
list of suggestions on what to do to amend them and make then comprehensivs.
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This is; in our opinion, the manner in which .we should approach our work, instead
of wasting time on the>artif1c1al problem of the mandate of the working body..

Apart from these, several other usgful dbcuments were also submitted to the
Committee on Disarmament in thq past,; among whieh I would like to mention g
document CD/320, submitted by the Canadian delegation, ehtitled "Arms control and
outer space"; and dooument CD/375, submitted by the French delegation, entitled .
"Prevention of an arms race in outer Bpace". It is also worth recailing in this
connection the earlier Freneh propdsal for the establishment of ah international
satellite monitoring agency and the report of the Secretary-General éntjtled
"Study onf the implication of establishing~an international satellite morii toring
agency".  The distinguished Ambaasadors of Czechoslovakia, Italy and Argentina
on 27 March; and today thé distinguisked Ambassador of Sri Lanka, in their
speeches to the Coriferente, also made sohe udeful suggestions.

All these and many other proposals which I have not mentioned represent
a solid basis for the start of negotiations which would deal with a wide range of
issues. In our view, a number of necessary steps should be made in that
direction. Not desiring to give any priorities, we think that there is a need
to identify the areas and activities which so far have not been covered by the
existing intarhational legal’ ‘instruments, along the lines suggested by the
distinguished Ambassador of Sweden. There is alsc a need to draw up, on the
basis of the existing proposals, a programme of work within the competence of the
Conference on Disarmament, that is to say, of the subsidiary working body, which
should be established as soon as possible. The programme of work of the
subsidiary working body for outer space should be the mandate of that working
body: it is only in this way that we can concretely fulfil the negotiating
mandate entrusted to the Conference. It would be pertinent to recall, however,
that the Conference has completed the second month of its work:this year, and
that during that period only one of the ad hoc committees which were created is
working actively -- the Ad. Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. ' Could anyone
convince the proverbial man-in-the-street that the Conference on Disarmament is
unable to negotiate only because the delegations cannot agree on the mandates of
individual working bodies? We have our doubts about that.

Mr. President, before concluding my statement, I would like to express to
you the sincere appreciation of my delegation for your skilful guidance of the
work of our 'Conference during this month. Your diplomatic skill and ‘experience
greatly contributed to the successful resolution of some of the organizational
problems which are facing our Conference.. Thank you, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of
Yugoslavia for his statement.and for the kind words:addressed to the President.
That concludes the list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor? I give the floor to the distinguished representative of the
United States.
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Mr, CLYNE (Upited States of America): Thank you, Mr. President. I would
only like to respond briefly to the' statement made by Anbassador IsStaelyan
this morning., First, I would like to note’ that the Soviet Ambassador and the
Editors of Newsweek are obviously more informed as to the content of the proposed
draft chemical weapons treaty ‘than is my delegatlon. I would alsc llke to note
that periodicals do not set the policy of my Government ‘and that any attempt on
the part of editors and writers of those periodicals at’the 1ntergretatlon of
policy, once 1t 1s set, is only a mmmifestation of their'freedom'to do so. I
reject and resent the personal attacks on senior offlélalé ot ny Government, I
note this is only the most recent in a series of personal “4ttacks by Soviet
authorities on Mr, Perle, and it follows closely upon two- o%hers that appeared 1n
Izvestiya, yesterday I believe. T also reject the assertlon thaﬁ my delegatlon )
has deliberately held up work in the newly-formed A4 Hoc Committee” on Chemlcal L
Weapons. Such an assertion stands the facts on their head. In this re W%ll‘
not comment on the pristine nature of the conduct of some other deiegatlons in tha
Ad Hoc Committee. Such comment would not be helpful.

Mr, Presideht, I believe that the kind of statement that we wltpesged this
mornlng by Ambassador Iséréelyan is par%lcularly unuseful and unhelpful gn ougpwqggﬁ
What isg requlre& ln our' wirk is the wlllingneés to tagkle‘the dlfflcu%% igsues of.
substance, and narrow the’Yange of ouyr” éuf?en% dlsagreements. I assq;e this
Conference that my delegatlon is w1liing, d, s belleye; actively gt%emptlng to
participate in that work, " As to Ambals ador Issraelyan s statement. I woulq take a,
page from the’book df a fbrme&‘Sov1et colleague of mlne, when in sqch gases,_he qgeq
to say,'"I will study your statement and give it the attention it deserves" I owil)
do that to the Soviet statement of this morning.

The PRESIDENT (4xamslated from French): Thank you. I take it that no otheér:
delegation wishes to take the floor. The secretariat today-circulated an informal "
document containing-the pragramme of meetings of the Conference and its subsidiaiyJ
bodres for the coming weeksricoAs usual, tie 'programme.is:a tentative one and may“he’

changed if necessary. If-3I-hear no objection, I shail- takeritithat the Conferefiéel
wishes to adopt the programmes

It was so decided.

R

The PRESIDENT (tbggslated from French? ‘At this last plenary meeting for thq
month 8% MarcE, the month 1n which +the Ro@aplan delegation had the honpur to assume
the Presidency, I sholld like first of all to convey to the distinguished . 1
representatives gathered here for the work of the Conference on Disarmament our most
sincere thanks for the open~mindedness and friendly co-operation they showed us,
which facilitated a constructive approach to_the problems connected with: the_work of
our Conference, thus enabling the President; through their support, to d:.scharéeJ
the functlons enﬁrusted to0 . hlm‘ln the month of Maxch,

- x
1

I should laike to take thls opportunity to thank all the delegations which have-
referred to the excellent relations of co-operation and friendship between their
countries and Romania, and who have expressed their appreciation with regard to my
country's policy of peace and international understanding.

In discharging the functions of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament,
the Romanian delegation has been motivated by a sincere desire to place its abilities
at the service of the Conference, in order to bring about the dialogue and
negotiations which would allow us to advance in our work, and also to pass on as
rapidly as possible to substantive negotiations on the problems included in our
agenda.
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This year's session of the Conference 1s of exceptional significance under
present conditions, in which the restoration and development of mutual trust, as
well as the strengthening of the security of all nations, have become fundamental
requirements for ensuring peace, détente and co-operation in the world.

As I had the honour to state in this forum, my country attaches particular
significance to the work of the Conference on Disarmament, In our opinion,
genuine security can be-amchieved -dflsh by initiating and constantly promoting
effective disarmament measures and, if the first place, by the elimination of the
danger of a fresh escalation of nuclear weapoms on the.continent of Europe and
the prevention of a thermonuclear war which would be disastrous for mankind.

In order to achieve that end, we must umdertake new, serious efforts, and set
up’ all the appropriate organizational structiies for the holding of negotiations
on the matters entrusted to our Conference. At the end of March, it may be said
that progress has been made in many spheres, and a good number of positions have
been defined, thus enabling us %o pursue the search for compromise solutions in
order to embark as rapidly as ‘possible on the beginning of negotiations on
substantive problems in several Bodies.

I am convinced that the establishment and start of work of subsidiary bodies
on all the agenda items and, above all, on the prevention of nuyclear war, must not
be delayed any further.

For my part, I have considered it my duty, and I have applied myself
accordingly, to use every day..of .ibis month in order to accelerate contacts with a
view to improving communication among delegations, through both formal and informal
consultations; I believe and hope that this will enable concrete decisions to be
taken in the Conference.

As for negotiations proper within the Conference on Disarmament, the least
that can be said is that we cannot consider ourselves satisfied at their pace and
their results in comparison with our agenda and the tasks entrusted to our forum
by the international commnity.

It is not our intention in this short statement to take stock of the activities
of the Conference during the month of March. Such a balance-sheet would be both
presumptuous and incomplete, as the work of this period is merely the continuation
of that of the preceding month as well as the premise for the work to be done in the
months to come., In this connection, I should like to thank once again
Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski of Poland for his excellent work and the results
obtained in the month of February.

Our delegation has been guided in its approach to the responsibilities of the
presidency by the same principle which underlies medicine, known as the Hippocratic
Oath: primum non nocere.

Our sole desire has been to facilitate negotiation, using to that end all the
tools available to our Conference, in order to ensure that we pass on as rapidly as
possible to the substantive negotiations which are essential in present intermational
circumstances.

Whaile renewing our warm thanks to the delegations to the Conference, its
Secretary-General, Mr. Rikhi Jaipal, the members of the secretariat and the
interpreters, for their understanding and for the support they have given, the
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Romanian delegation firmly undertakes to work in future with the same energy and

the same sense of responsibility in order to arrive at genuine negotiations which
may lead us to solutions acceptable to all and, finally, to concrete disarmament

measures.,

I am sure that you will lend the same support to my eminent successor in the
Presidency for the month of April, Ambassador Jayantha Dhanapala of Sri Lanka.
We have worked together closely during this month, and I have benefited greatly
from his experience, his wise understanding of the problems facing us and his
friendliness towards me,

I should like to assure the future President of all possible assistance and
support from the Romanian delegation in the dischazge of his major responsibilities,

Today, as my term of Presiéency of the Conference for the month of March reaches
an end, I should like to express the hope that the month of April will be a good
month for the Conference on Disarmament; even if we have lost all taste for
prophecy, we should not forsake hope, which it is our duty to harbour. Thank you
all.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmapent will be held on
Tuesday, 3 April at 10,30 a.m. The meeting is adjourned.

The meeti rose at l. m



