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The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): I declare open the plenary meeting
of the Conference on Disarmament.

At the outset, I should like to make a statement on the occasion of my
agsumption of the Presidency of the Conference.

As the Soviet delegation takes the Chair of the Conference on Disarmament,
we would like to assure all the members of the Conference that we regard the
important functions of the President with all due responsibility and will make
every effort to achieve certain progress in the work of the Conference.

Let me express our gratitude to the distinguished representatives of Sweden,
Mrs. Theorin and Ambassador Ekéus, who presided over the Conference in June, We
highly appreciate the efforts to advance our work made by our colleagues who
preceded us at the post of President,

Let me algo extend our greetings bo the Secretary-General of the Conference,
Ambagsador R. Jaipal. We place great hopes in his co-~operation and assistance.
This equally applies to s deputy, Mr. Vicente Berasategui, and all the rest of
the Secretariat staff on whom the smooth funciioning of this multilateral
negotiating forum largely devends.

It takes no particular insight vo realize that the Conference on Disarmament
18 going through one of the hardest periods in 1ts hrstory.

Havaing worked in 1ts present format ever since the first special session of
the General Assembly devotad to disarmenmens, the Conference has failed o produce
a single agreement in this field. More than that, while the decision of bthe
United Nations General Assembly, as well as i1ts own rules of procedure, define
the Conference as a negotiating body, we ian this body have not yet been able to
embark on specific negotiations on such urgent and pressing issues as the general
and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapoa tests, prevention of nuclear war,
cessation of nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, as well as prevention of
armg race in outer space.

One also cannot fail to seec that some i1ssues that nave become the subject of
negotiations at the Confercnce are now actually deadlocked. I am referring first
of all to such issues as the strengthening of security guarantees to non-nuclear-
weapon States and the drawing up of a comprehensive programme of disarmament.

The talks on the prohmibition of chemical and radiological weapons also offer
little hope for success. The latest developments on these 1ssues hardly advance
the negotiations towards mutually acceptable agreements.
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(The Presaident)

Having tzken the floor as President of the Conference I will not elaborate
on the causes behind such an unsavisfactory state of affarrs at the €onference on
Disarmament. Those causes are well known and have been exposed on repeated
occasions and in all frankness during the work of the Conference on Disarmament by
the Soviet as well as by other delegations. There is only one thing that I would
like to note. The main cause of the scalemate or even backwards movement in the
field of disarmament (and this 1s recognized by all) 1s the lack of political wall
on the part of certain States to end the arms race and to make headway vowards real
disarmament. Unfortunately, not everybody has so far learnt the simple truth that
1s 80 clearly formulated in the Final Documenlt of the firgt special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, namely, that "the accumulation of weapons,
particularly nuclear weapons, today constitutes much more a threat than a protection
for the future of mankind"., Not only do the calculations on gaining a military and
strategic superiority account for the futility of the efforts at ending the arms
race but they also seriously threaten mankind with annihilation in the flames of
a nuclear conflict,

Mankind 1s now facing a difficult and responsible moment in its history. The
arms race is getting increasingly out of control, and new kinds and systems of
weapons are being developed that 1t will be altogether impossible to limit, reduce
or ban under adequately verifiable agreements.

Is there a way out of this situation? We are convinced that 1t can and should
be found — and we have stated 1t repeatedly. But 1t takes more than just verbal
assurances of peaceable disposition which are in no short supply nowadays. It takes
practical measures that would show a readiness to refrain from confronting others
with what has become or 1s becoming a fait accompli, measures that would express
a genwine desire to reach mutually acceptable results. It 1s not negotiations for
their own sake that are truly important but agreements that would put up barrrers
to the spiralling arms race, a willingness to achieve such agreemenis rather than
use the negotiations as a cover for ever new programmes for building up weapons.
Only given such goodwill does genuine progress at the negotiations become feasible.

This fully applies to the Conference on Disarmament as well. We cannot allow
this multilateral negotiating body to go on marking time. It must finally get
down %o the task 1t was designed to fulfil.

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries consistently favour a prompt
solution of all the 1ssues on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament. As
emphasized in the declaration entitled "Maintenance of Peace and International
Economic Co-operation' adopted by the supreme leaders of the member countries of
the Council for Mutuzl Economic Assistance at the Dconomic Conference in Moscow in
June this year, "there 1s no more important task today than the task of safeguarding
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world peace and averting nuclear catastrophe. Priority is attached to ending the
arms race, movang Yo arms reductions and maintocining the mlitary - strategic
equrlibrium at progressively lower levels".

It is the solemn responsibility of all the delegates of sovereign Stiates
present in this hall to justify the hopes still pinned on our work by the world
public. These hopes, howvever, must not be abused. Practical deeds are required
to justify them. So let us make every effort to finally overcome the deadlock
at the Conference on Disarmament — while it is not too late.

On that note I will end my statement.

The Conference starts today its consideration of item 3 on its agenda
entitled, "Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters". However,
in accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wighing to do so
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

You wall recall that provasion 1s made, in the time-table of meetings to
be held this week, for an informel meeting of the Conference, if necessary. I
believe that it wvill be useful to use the time available this morning to hold that
informal meeting, so that the Conference might consider how to proceed with a
number of organizational metters sirll pending. We could review the existing
situation and look at the possibility of developing a programme of activities for
the month of July, which would assist us in disposing of those questions.
Accordingly, I intend to convene an informal meeting irmediately after this plenary
seeting 1s adjourned.

I have on my list of speakers for today the represeniative of the
German Democratic Republic.

I now give the floor to the representative of the German Democratic Republic,
Ambassador Rose.

Mr. POSE {German Democraiic Republic): Mr. President, first of ail, I should
like to congratulate you, the distinguished represerntative of the fraternal -
Unior of Soviet Socialist Republics, on your assumption of the Pres:dency of the
Conference on Disarmement for the month of July. From the very bheginmang of 1ts
existeuce, the Soviet Union has vigorously pursued a foreign policy of peace and
disarmament, which fully corresvonds waith the washes of all peoples. This strategy
of the Soviet Union's in iniernational affairs 1s laid down in 1ts very first
foreign policy document, Vliadimir I. Lenin's Decree on Peace., With the
fortieth anniversary of the victory over fascism apjproaching, the peoples remember
the decisive share the Soviet Union had in their liberation from fascist barbarism.
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

Inok.rng back on this historic event. one can understand even vetter why the USSR is
ia the forcfront of *the forces fighting for lasting peace and disarmament. It is
an uncontestable fect hat there is . disarmamens i.sue on which the Soviet Union
N2g not made far-roacuing proposals,

We have come 1o kmow you, Comrade President, as an outstanding diplomat, who
at this Confnr-rnce and in his rrevious assignments has served with great devotion
and competence the cause of peace and disarrament. Let me express our profound
convicticn thai wider your slnlled and experiencel leadership the Conference on
Disarmameat will te irp good hards. It is from ithe bottom of our heart that we wish
you great cuccess. The delegation of the German Democratic Republic will do its
uinmost o co—operate with vou in the discharge of yvour duties.

Perm. me, Comrade TFresident, to express through you also the thanks of our
dalegation to Ambasszdor Theorin, Chairman of the Swedish Disarmament Commission,
and to Amvassador Ekdus for their devoted work in presiding over this Conference
in the montih of June.

Three weeks after the beginning of the summer part of its session, the
fcnferencec on Dicarmament has not been able to make headway in regard to the priority
iteus on its azzoda. Although the majority of delegations has made persistent efforts
to cvercon: the deadlock, it has not even been possible to start negotiations on those
issues. [fr delegasicon, therefore, shares the concern expressed in the statement
af the Group ol 21, waich the distinguished representative of Yugoslavia,
arvasea”sr V.odas, presented at the plenary meeting on 28 June. The rcot cause of the
Aigturhins siiv-ticn at this Conference is obvious. It is the lack of readiness on
th? paxt of zowe States to embark upon negotiations on items 1, 2, 3 and 5 on our
azenda.

Thoere s ao more urgent task today than to avert a nuclear holocaust. Quite a
2 oMer of pioposels have been advanced to attain this goal. In this context, we
avtach o ezecial mpori.ace tc the cormlete and cenzral prohibivion of nuclear-weapon
tests, Suck a stnp would rot only bar further qualitziive improvement of nuclear
WeSDCNG,y -~ build =% sz~ - *-~%eg, It wcwld be convaincing proof of their
intention ic seve manlc.nd f:om a nuclear catactrophe and tc stop tvhe nuclear-arms

Taciy

The adv-nces .p weapons - echnoloe7 muss not forl disarmament efforts. In this
connection, Mr, Erich Horoclev, Chairman of +the Council of Stase of the German
Democravic Republic and Mr. Olof Palme, Prime Minister of Sweden, were agreed during
iheir recent meeiiiug in the German Democratic Republic that weapors technology and
armaments volicies have already advanced to the point where the doctrines of
deterrencs, wvhach contemplate the first use of nuclear weapons, put in jeopardy
Tankind's very exis’~nce. A general and complete ban on all nuclear-weapon testing
would be a major contribution tcwards preveniing such a perilous development.
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

Recently, the member States of the Council of Mutual Economic Assistance
reaffirmed their readiness at their Moscow summit to conclude a treaty on the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests without delay. In this
context, I would also like to refer to the Joint Declaration in which the heads of
State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania
stressed the urgent need to halt all testing of nuclear weapons.

In spite of all these appeals, in spite of many pertinent resolutions of
the United Nations General Assembly, negotiations on a comprehensive test ban
treaty have not yet been started at this Conference. All the efforts of the
overwhelming majority of the delegations present at this table have been in vain
because of the resistance which some nuclear-weapon States are putting up against
such negotiations.

During the spring part of our session, we were told by one side that there
could be a possibility to go ahead with item 1 on our agenda. Now it has been
proposed that specific issues relating to.a comprehensive test ban should be
examined.

It is not my intention to dwell in detail upon this suggestion. Even so,
I would like to point out that a ban on nuclear-weapon tests has been a topic of
differcnt fora for more than 25 years. No other issue in the field of
disarmament nas been the subject of so much concern and study. Solutions to
many problems relating to such a ban, including verification, have been offered
in the trilateral talks and at this Conference. Last year, the Soviet Union and
Sweden submitted to the Committee on Disarmament their draft treaties, which
provide a sound basis for such negotiations. Hence, the lack of progress towards
a comprehensive test ban is obviously not caused by insufficient examination of
the issues connected with such a ban. No talk of so-called verification questions
or the alleged need for creating conditions conducive to a nuclear-weapon-test
ban can conceal this.

What is really lacking is the will on the part of some nuclear-weapon States
to stop nuclear testing and.to undertake correspondingly legally binding
obligations. We are not aware of any change in the United States position
expressed more than two yecars ago at this Conference to the effect that it regards
such a step as a2 long-term goal. Also,- the United States has not reversed its
decision, made public on 19 July 1982, not to resumec negotiations with the
Soviet Union and the United Kingdom with a view to achieving a treaty on the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. Moreover, it is no
secret that the United States is presently engaged in a long-term nuclear testing
programma to develop wcapons for the "Star Wars" plan, as well as nuclear
warheads for cruise missiles, the MX missile, and neutron and other weapons. Tests
were also said to be necessary to ensure that the thousands of nucleoar weapons
the United States Administration proposes to produce in the next few years function
properly when used, as i1s calculated, in a limited or protracted nuclear war.

How, under these circumstances, can the Conference on Disarmament seriously
be asked to conduct mere discussions on a nuclear-test ban? Such an approach
might entail that tne Conference is used to cover up the lack of political will
of certain forces to work out and conclude a treaty on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Like many others, thec delegation of the
German Democratic Republic is not prepared to take part in such a propoganda
exercise. We should make sure that the peoples can appreciate fully the real
situation in this area.



. CD/PV.269
12

(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

At the beginning of this session, a group of socialist countries proposed in
document CD/434 the establishment of an ad hoc committee, having a mandate for
negotiations on a treaty to prohibit 2ll nuclear-weapon tests. We expect from all
delegations a similarly clear commitment to negotiations on a comprehensive-test-
ban treaty. Only then will this Conference be able to embark upon fruitful work.
Therefore, we would like to rencw our appeal to the United States to review its
position and to take part in negotiations on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear-weapon tests.

At the same time, my delegation welcomes the constructive attitude of the
Soviet Union to the halting of all nuclear-weapon tests. Over the years, the USSR
has not only favoured relevant negotiations. It hzs given substance to its will
by concrete deads, thus setting an example and living up to the obligations assumed
under the Partial Test Ban Treaty and the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

By tabling quite a number of constructive proposals, the USSR has done its best
to give an impetus to the CTB negotiations. Suffice it to refer to the readiness
declared by the Soviet Union in the 1970s to agree to on-site inspections on a
voluntary basis and to a moratorium on peaceful nuclear explosions. Moreover, in
order to make quick headway, the USSR was ready to accept a treaty on the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests to enter into force, even if not
all nuclear<weapon Powers became parties to it initially. The conditions for
negotiations would have been improved considerably if the Soviet Union‘'s offer of
a one=-year moratorium on all nuclear explosions, made in 1980, had been accepted
by the other nuclear-weapon States.

Unfortunately, this constructive approach did not meet with a similar response
by the other side in this as well as in other cases. The trilateral talks were
broken off, and the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the PNE Treaty, concluded
between the Soviet Union and the United States in 1974 and 1976, have not been
ratified.

Before I conclude my remarks, let me sum up the views of my delegation
concerning item 1 on our agenda:

First, we share the concern expressed by many delegations with respect to the
absence of negotiations on a comprehensive-test-ban treaty.

Second, there is no use in engaging in meaningless and non-committal
discussions, which can be turned into a smokescreen for a lack of political will
on the part of some countries to stop nuclear testing.

Third, we expect the nuclear-weapon States concarned to review their positions
and to come out with a2 clear commitment to treaty negotiations, thus enabling
the Conference to fulfil its mission as laid down in paragraph 120 of the Final
Document of the first speeial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): I thank the rcpresentative of the
German Democratic Republic for his statement and for the kind words addressed to my
country and to myself.

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor?

I give the floor to Ambassador Beesley of Canada.
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Mr. BEESLEY (Canada): Mr. President, may I begin by expressing our gratitude,
as you did yourself, to the distinguished representatives of Sweden, Mrs. Theorin
and Ambassador Ekéus, who presided over our sesslons in June. They did indeed direct
our deliberations with patience and perseverence and with seriousness and skill.
Where we made progress it was in some large measure due to their efforts. Where we
did not, it-was through no fault of theirs.

May I also take the opportunity of congratulating you personally, Mr. President,
on your assumption of the important responsibilities you are now discharging.
I have no doubt that you will utilize your well-known diplomatic skills to assist
us in making progress in our work. You have already pointed out, quite accurately,
that the importance of our work is not reflected in the progress we have been making.
Others have made this same point and indeed, in my last two interventions, I have
also stressed that while real progress, concrete progress, can only be made as a
consequence of decisions -- sometimes difficult decisions -=- in capitals, each of us hasan
individual as well as a collective responsibility to press ahead with our work if
we are to avoid having the very credibility of the Conference on Disarmament called
into question. -

There may be, and indeed I suppose there are, different views as to which itenms
should have priority over others. There really can be nd disagreement, however,
that world public opinion expects real, concrete action. Thug, while the process
of negotiation is important, it is progress that is demanded of us. My delegation
finds it somewhat ironic that the United Nations Disarmament Commission, from which
many of us only recently returned and which is intended to be a deliberative body,
has been engaged in an attempt at negotiations, whilc this Conference, which is
intended to be a negotiating forum, appears to be involved in a rather leisurely
process of deliberations, deliberations that may prove useful eventually, if we have
that kind of time to spare.

Mr. President, surely we can do better.

The Canadian delegation has repeatedly stressed the importance and urgency of
action on such issues as the comprehensive test ban, the arms race in outer space,
chemical weapons and, more recently, the desirability of completing our negotiations
on radiological weapons. In stressing the priority we attach to these questions, we
do not denigrate the importance of other issues on our agenda. I do not propose,
at this stage, to comment substantively on any of these issues, I shall, however,
offer a very brief comment on the kind of approach we should bec taking on all items
on our agenda.

It is not the practice of the Canadian delegation to refer to newspapers as
authorities for statements we deliver. This will be an exception because of the
nature of the authority I propose to quote. Many of those here will have read the
weckend edition of the Herald Tribune referring to the discovery of a new seventeenth
century text of Grotius, found in the Netherlands. This particular document has a
message that 1s as timely now as it was when it was written. The text found in the
library of an Amsterdam church declarcs, iIf the newspaper report is correct,

"instead of talking about things that separate us, we should concentrate on what
binds us together".
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(Mr. Beesley, Canada)

In recent statements by the Canadian delegation here, in the United Nations
Disarmament Commission and in public pronouncements by Canadian spokésmen at the
political level, I think we have given ample evidence of an attempt on our part )
to do exactly that; to seek the common ground between East and West, between '~
North and South, and attempt to expand it. This is the only point I wish to make
today, I do not mean it in the sense of preaching at anyone, or lecturing to
anyone, bécause we have to address this message to ourselves. But obviously we
do not have the luxury of indulging in polemics, we do not have the luxury of
detailed monologues about our respective positions. What I think we really
must do is begin to utilize our time much more effectively, whether in general
debates or in our other organs, to attempt to determine where there is common
ground, and then seek to expand it step by step, no matter how modest each step
may be. Where there appears to be no common ground then obviously that is a very
serious situation which we have to seek to develop.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): I thank the representative of
Canada, Ambassador Beesley, for his statement and for his kind words to the
President. Does anyone else wish to take the floor? It seems not. I now
intend to adjourn the plenary meeting but before doing so I would like to draw
your attention to the fact .that at our meeting today we have a very large group
of servicemen from Italy. ‘I wish them happiness and a 1life in peace. My
deepeat wish is that we should achieve our common goal of general and complete
disarmament under strict international control and that the young people of 2all
countries in the world would not have to wear nilitary uniform.

I now intend to adjourn the plenary meeting and to convene an informal
meeting in five minutes' time as announced at the opening of our plenary today.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held on

Thursday, 5 July, at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting of the Conference on
Disarmament stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m.




