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The PRESIDENTi The Conference on Disarmament is called to order. 

The Coriference starts tod.ay its consideration of item l on its agenda, 
entHled. ''Nuclear ·Test Ban" e HoHever, in accord.ance Hitb Rule. 30 of the 
Rules of Proced.ure~ ar> .. y member wishing to d.o so may raise any subject relevant to 
the work of the Conference. 

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of .Algerie, Burma, 
the Union of Sovi~t Sociaiist Republics, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia 'and Cuba.. 

I nm~ give the floor to the l'epresentati ve of JLJ.geria, Ambassador Ould.-Rouis~ 

1-'fr. OUIJ)-ROUIS (.Algeria) (translated from French) g Mr. ·Presid.ent, allo)v me . 
first the pleasure of congratulat.ing you, on behalf of the ligerian delegation, 
on your accession to the presid .. ency of the Conference on Disarmament, and also to 
assUre you of our full .co-operation in fulfilling your duties. · 

vle would like also to congratulate your :pred.ecessor, il.lllbassad.or Norelli Panclo 
of Peru, f.or the m;;nmer in 1-Jhich. be guid.ed. our 11ork in August last and.· the patience 
be. showed.· in the consultations d.ur.ing the period betvJeen sessions. 

I should like also to take this op:portmii ty to .vJelcome our ne'hl colleagues in 
the Conference on Disarmament and. express our read.iness to co-operate with them in 
pursuing our common objective. 

·:rhe Conference on Disarmament begins this session in an international .climat.e 
full of uncertainty. The state of the I·JOrld. at this beginning of 1984 shoHs the 
symptoms of a threatened. rupture, vJitb its incalculable consequences, unless. there: 
is a heal thy restabilization in the iri.terna.tional community.. A grave, world-wid,e . 
crisis:is weakening tlie wbole fabric- of internGtidnal relations. The tension in 
East-v/est. relations, the deepening of th~ gap bet'.veen North and South. vJhich resul.ts 
in an ever mol~e critical situation for most of the d.ev.eloping countrj,es ~ and. the 
persistence- of the seed.s of tension in many regions ·of· the Third. World are signs 1.-Jhicb 
reveal the d.epth of the crisis in ever-;;· sphere of intern<Jtional life. 1 

• 

It is even more serious to note that this confrontation~ ex.pressed more and more 
in East-West military rivalry, is quickened by the revival in the arms race, 
bringing vii th it a dizzy rise in mili tar'J expenditure at a time when whole regions 
of the Third World are afflict.ed. by the pangs of hung~r. 

l'..s for multilateral negotiations, these are_ blocked in every field .• 
Confrontation ·bas ca:qied .. the d.ay against dialogue and. co-operation and. become the 
dominant feature of international relations. The sphere of. d.isarmament has 
unfortunately not escaped. the general rule. 

Inevitably this tension affects the non-aligned countries·even though they have 
deliberately stood. asid.e from the military blocs •. In times of crisis the major 
Powers tend. to look upon the Third v/orld as an arena for their co:n:flicts,. and to 
compete ·in seeking strategic Bd.vantage in that part of l;be 1.-Jorld. 

The example of the situation in the 1'1ed.i terrane~m is significant, and here 
I may refer to my com1t:rJ' s anxious concern for the situation in that region. The 
Med.i terranean bas become a favourite arec.J for the d.eployment of. forces and a point 
of ~onvergence for tbe predominant tensions. of our t:Lue. Foreign navies cru.is.e about 
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its -waters; its c'oasts are bristling 1·1ith bases and. used as staging p'oint·s·for 
manoeuvres by foreign forces, -with a frequency and on a scale that. cause the greatest 
concern. Still -worse, nuclear vleapons have been deployed. on a Med.i terrane an island .• 
This si t:uation goes against our legitimate ambi tio.n to make the region a zone of 
peace, security and. co-operation. 

ll:ty country has never failed. to stress the interdependence of seeurity in Europe 
and in the Med.i terranean. • We have urged, this pr.inciple 7 the taking into eccount 
of the security needs of the States on the southern coast of the T-1editerranean in 
the Co!Jfere!).ce on Security an~ Co-o:p~ration in Europe 7 at Mad.rid and. again at 
Stockholm, ·and vJe hope to obtain satisfaction. 

Since the la·st session ·of this bo.d.y 7 various negative factors have become a·pparent 
which still fu.rther complicste the task. of disarmament, Last year, 1983, 1vhich 111e · 
all regarded. as crucial; d.ecisive for d.isarmament, came to its end under signs of·· 
ill omen. Nuclear weapons· gained. more ground still, vJi th the deployment of new missiles 
in -western Europe. The announcement of cour.termeasures such as the installation of 
nuclear weapons in some of the eastern Buropean' countries confirms the tendency to 
extend the spatial d.imension of the vertical proliferation of nuclear. weapons, 
The nuclear partitioning of the planet goes on, ~~i th the d.eployment of nuclear Heapons 
further and further from the frontiers of the nuclear-1veapon States. At the same time, 
the bilateral negotiations on "START" and "Hill'" 1·1hich d.espite tbeir obvious 
limitations 11ere Helcomed. vlith satisfaction are nov1 interrupted .• 

Those. are the factors which have raised. tension in international relations a 
notch higher. 

The amplitucle of the present crisis shovls tbe bankruptcy of the process of 
d.etente. Conceived. in a purely bi-polar perspective, leaving out of account 
three quarters of mankind. in the consid.eration ·of security~ such a system, red.ucing 
security of tbe -world to that of a mere region~ bore Hithin itself t-he seed.s of 
the present crisis; for Hhile it may be true that e, solution to the specific problems 
of Europe is one of tbe prime cond.i tions of an :Unprovement in the international 
situation, it is also und.eniable that security is indivisible. 

This shows ho'w urgent and. essential it is to set up an auth_entic systein. of 
security based on the pri~ciple of equal security for all ·States. 

The d.octrine of nuclear deterrence \'lhich &llo\·Js a smell gro.up of States to hold 
the rest of mankind. hostage must therefore be c1 enounced. While it is legitimate for 
a State or group of States to ensure its ovm security, it is unacceptable that this 
should be at the expense of· the security of other Stetes. International peace arid. 
secu.ri ty cannot be ensured: by the accumulation of nuclear weapons. Only a system of 
collective security b<Jsed. on a pluri-d.imensionDl approach that assumes responsibility 
for the solution of the major "Problems confronting the international community is 
capable of ensuring .lasting· iriternatio1lal peace and. security. 

Tiisarmament, and. above ·all nuclear disarmament, is one of the conditions for the 
establishment of such a sirstem. Unfortunately we cannot but observe that the process 
of negotiation in this a~ea .is in a total impasse, and the future outlook does not 
seem promising. 

A look back over tbe fiv·e· years of the existence of tbe Committee on Tiisarmament 
shows nieri3ly a total absence of ·any results. No objective set for it by the first 
special session of the General Assembly d.evoted. to d.isarmament has been achieved. 
The failure in the preparation of a comprehensive programme of d.isarmament within 
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the prescribed. time-sched.ule is glaring. Huclee.r questionsy of tbe highest prior;ity, 
have not been the subject of any negotiations.; lvork on negative security assurances 
and. o'n rad.iological v!eapons is sti.ll at a stand.still. Gains in the field of . 
chemical weapons are likely to be compromised if the questions still pending a;r-e '· .. · .. 
not settled .. within a reasonable time • 

. . This immobility contnasts with the international community's pressing calls 
for d.isarmament. The more ·and more a.cutely perceived. danger of nuclear -v1ar has 
brought· that objective to t'he front rank on the international scene •. The number of 
resolutions q()ncern.l.ng :J..isarmament ad.opted by the Generel Assembly .st every one . 
of its ses;3ions is ed.ifying. The specialized agencies of the United Nations : .· 

· likewise bring thei.r appreciable contribution to the mobilization for d.isarmament. 
The movement of non-aligned. countries calls continually op_ the major Pov1ers to bring', 
to an end this frenetic nuclear arms rsce Hbich threatens the very existence of. . . ·'· 
mankind. The danger of nuclear war bas generated D formid.able mobilization of· 
international publ.ic opinion, transcending na.tional frontiers snd. id.eological bsrriers • 

. It i~~ then, d.if:ficult to und.ers.tand the resignation and passivity in facing 
this situation.. Hov1 can it be explained. that the r,najor Powers, vJhich bave a 
responsibility in tbe present crisis, remain passive and. follo\•! D ''wait and. see" 
policy, in yie~ of this aggravation ofthe situation? 

Follo:v1ing '+POll these general comments, 1~bich reflect our constant concern at 
the continui~g ci eterioration of the international environment, I should. like briefly 
to refer to some items on the coY'...ference 2genda. 

I sbould. like first to express our satisfaction upon :the fact that consensus 
has ~been reached .. on the q:u.estion of the inclusion of the prevention of nucl.ear wa1· 
as a sepers_:te ~ tem in our agend.a, i·J.hich should make possible its adoption vli tbin a 
reasoneble ,period. 

It is beyond. question that in fulfilling its mand.ate the Conference should 
give absolute priority to nuclear questions g abondoru:nent of nuclea.r 1-.reapon-testing~ 
cesse.tion of the nuclear,-arms race and. nuclear. d.isarmament, prevention. of nuclear 
war. 1~1 this follows clearly from the Final Document from the General Assembly's 
first session on d.isarmament, the validity of vlhich was confirmed at the second. 
special session. The Gene.ral J~ssembly 1 s resolutions point in tbe same direction. 

In our view the time is past for acad.emic d.iscussions on these questions; 
they should be the subject of an examinetion calculated to lead to concrete ¢lecisio·ns 
and effective d.isarmament meEJ.sures. Neg'?tiation is more tl::)an ev~r ·a need. of the 
moment, not only because these are questions of undo:u.bted importance and. urgency 
but also because the interruption of t11e USSR-United State-s of fineries dialogue 
increese.s still further the Cm1...ference 1 s responsibility in this field. 

The multilateral approach would make it possible to take up the problem of 
nuclear weapons as a global question, allm~ing all member States of the Conference 
the opportunity to participate on an equal footing in negotiations 1-Jhicb concern 
security. This approacb should also diminish the consequences of any ups and. downs 
in the relations of the mejor Povlers on the process of negotiation. Lastly, the 
presence of the five nuclear-lveapon Powers constitutes a further ad.vantage for these 
negotiations. 
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This amounts to saying that the objective conditions for the launching of 
a negotiating process on nuclear ·weapons are to be found '"ithin the Conference, u 
only the States \.Jhich \•Jere opposed: to it are \·lilling to· show some sign of political 
goodwill. There are certainly very d.eep differences on the matter 1 but is not that 
itself one of the arguments for negotiation? These divergencies should. not prevent 
the Conference from setting up subsidiary bodies Hith appropriate terms of reference 
to negotiate disarmament measures. 

Our insistence on the need. to broad.en the terms of reference of the subsid.iary 
bod.y on the nuclear-weapon-test ban is besed on tbis conviction. It is obvious that 
the existing terms of reference in: no· ~tray conform to paragraph 51 of the Final Docum~nt. 

· If some delegations consid.er that the verificstion problems ba'Ve not yet been 
resolved, such· qu~sti6ns sbould. be. resolved Hi thin the framework of the negotiations 
themsel ve·s and in relation to the other provisions of the Convention. . 

Similarly, we hope tbat the impasse which prevented the Committee on Disarmament 
from setting up a vJOrking·group to follow up paragraph 50, on nuclear disarmament, 
of the Final Document ·Hill be resolved. at this session. 

Another item vlhich calls for our full attention at this stage of our ~trork is the 
prevention of nuclear war. The broad.· consensus vlbich emerged. on the urgency and. 
extreme importance of this task should be reflected. in' the establishment of· a 
subsidiary body to negotiate practical measures ·with a view to avoiding nuclear war. 

The profile of an extension of the a.rnaments race to outer space is becomi..11.g more 
and. more threateningly clear. The preliminary signs of such· a d.anger are multiplying 
to the point where every exploit achieved by man in the conquest of space meets '~itb 
as much concern about the possibility of military use of its results as admiration 
for human genius. This is en area to vlhich the Conference should give se.riou·s · 
consideration. In our view, the process v1hich led. to the ad.option of 
General Assembly resolution 38/70 \·Jas a positive step which holds out the promise 
of a possible consensus on the setting up of a subsid.ie.:ry bod.y to negotiate 
measures to prevent theextension of military rivalries to outer space. 

With regard to chemical weapons, 1-1e observe some real •villingness to 
negotiate a convention on the prohibition of this category of weapons of mass 
d.estruction, Progress in this area has in f2ct been measurable. Technicel questions 
of a highly controversial character have been solved. The standpoints of 
d.elegations have been clearly d.efined., points of convergence identified and points 
of d.ivergency likewise. ·The report of the Ad. hoc Working Group on Chemical 1tle8pons 
on its 1983 session should. serve as a basis for tackling a m0re concrete phase in 
the process of negotiation, to' preserve what has been gained. in the preced.ing 
sessions and. to solve· the questions pending on the basis of concrete proposals. 
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... +t remeins·for·us to hope-tha:t .the rear·.-").ess ob.seJrved in:.~l:l.~:}~~-got_i_~~,i.on of 
a convention: on chEi)w.ic13l v1eapons shall. equi.1lly emerg~ on <;:Jther questionsr and. in···. 
pa=¥~J~ular· on ,the .r;ru'c:j.~a:J; prol;llems. · ·. ·· 

. .. "): ·' . .. 
. , . :· Qn exami:qing.~the rema.ining items i·n the agenda (•we. note with regret tba.t.::-tbtr· , 

negotiation on so':"'called negative security assurances is :completely· held up". ;.:: ,,!..-. 
through the refusal of certain nuclear-v·/e.s.pon Pm~ers to take into.- corisid·eration '· 

I 

the legitimate security consi_d.erations of non-r.~clear-1·1eapon States, a find.ing 1 

which lays 1Jare tl1e ylish .. 9.£' these Powers to reduce the. Third World. td·:;a·.·mere ·. _.. I 

equ~tion tJ;l(.}iheir.§:l;rotegi!il(:JO: ._, :,,,, .;,:. \'··''·~ 
.·· ·.: 

. . 1·_::; ·~; . : . ~·.:' :) . 

· .. ·~; b.'+M,E! _refusal to. ae9=epi; re:::;ponsi"j:)ility for ::t·he legitimate. interests. of the 
~.1~.:!79; .'l.vor+.d Stat~~ x.-ea,ppe?.:r.s in ce:Bt·?-in aspects,_.of·-:the negotiation on . .the 
prohibition of rodiologic;aJo ·:·~~a.pons ,. ::y;here the ·major Pov/ers seek to impose on the' 
Third. vlorld still further restrictions on their access to nuclear technology. 

l{'j' , ... , . ;- _ _.;>This wisl) ·{~· -.~.eep_ tbe P;0~71~~~1~:~.r-vl&1fl.P9.11 . .-.States outside the process··. of.·. i· 
disa,rmament n~g(? .. t_ia.tions ~s ,ind.e-?0.- ·:i!f- p~J;i(.;i;;he. G:BUse of tl;le failure of all . ,::: 
at;tempts to de:y:,E?iop a. compl;eh,ensive :progrm:r~n.e of, -d.isqrmaJT:len,t. -: 

:-: .. 

In conc~usion, I 1-Jould like. to express our ur;ea.si;ness :i,.n seeing the s-ingle 
mul tilater.al ,disa.rmament .negotiating bod.y becoming .giJ?aduallY:- a· deliberative 
body,, an unac,c;:eptable trans:formattm-i_ of its t;rue function.. ' 

The task 6f the Conference on Disormament is to~- negotiat~.·-::~ffective 
disarmam..ent agreements.. Tbis taslc is po:rfectly feasi1:Jle .... T.be "arms race, and., ,, 
especiaJJy the nu~I~pi--.arms r13.ce, 'is not a· matter of ct~s·t~i!Y.• ,;·,;Lt.:· can be stqppeci: 
and reversed., pro:vj,.d~p only the major Pov/ers shpw tbeir .. poli%ical r,qadineSE!· .. 

, , , , I . •. · ••' ,I , , ;·· ~ 

The- PRESIDENT: I tha:nk the representative of lll:g-eri'a! fo:r his· statement 
end. for t;he kind. v10rds ad.d.rtm-sed to the President~ .... ,..; .. 

.. j 

···.': 

·.;" 
. ·::-

' 

I n(M.-give the·.:floo:r. to the representative· of'.:Burma, ,:\mbassadc:ir I•'faun~ Maung Gyi. 
. ~::. . :.: . . : : : ,, !, 

. :: 

·.:'.J 

·.·.: 

... ·~·."?-, 

··. · .. ·,c 

: • • :·.,. : -~ 0 
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U MAUNG MA.UNG GYI (Burma): Mr. President, As vre proceed with the. work of the 
new session for this year, it gives me particular pleasure to express our 
felicitations to you as the first President of the Conference. We know from past 
experience that it has not always been an easy task to deal expeditiously with the 
programme of work and the agenda, and it is encouraging to see that the Conference 
has made a propitious start by resolving these important procedural issues under 
your able guidance. 

My delegation "'vould like to associate itself with other delegations i'n 
welcoming the distinguished representatives of .Australia, Belgium, Cai1ada, Cuba, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungary, IndonesiCL and Sri Lanka. \{e look forward to hearing from 
them new ideas and approaches that will provide a fresh stimulus to our work and we 
wish to express our hope to continue our co-operation with their delegations in the 
traditionally friendly spirit prevailing in this Conference. 

This Conference has most auspiciously begun its work for the year 1984 with 
the enhancement of its status as a Conference on Disarmament. While we will continue 
to deal with the same issues that have defied solution during the past five years, 
this change of title should give some psychologicai impetus to its members ·so that 
the vrork done by the Conference will be in keeping with its new title. The 
preoccupation of this Conference is to deal succi~ctly with the items on its 
agenda. However' it does not operate in an environmental vacuum and we-cannot 
ignore the fact that progress il1 disarmament negotiations is synonymous with the 
political will of States, and for all practical purposes the military significant 
States, and particularly the two Great Powers on whom lies the shared responsibility 
to avert the threat of a global riuclear catastrophe. The history of disarmament 
negotiations has shown·that political will has not·always been a constant factor and 
is subject to the vagaries of the internation~l political climate in which the 
state of relations between the two Great Powers is a predominant factor. The 
disturbing phenomenon we now face is that ·there has been a marked deterioration of 
the political climate to the detr~ment of international peace and security, and 
also disarmament. The immutable principles of the interrelationship between 
disarmament, international security and a propitious international climate have 
been enunciated in the Final Document which, having the unanimous endorsement of 
the world community during the first special session of the United Nations 
General .Assembly devoted to disarmament and which exists as a scripture for 
disarmament, emphasized that disarmament, relaxation of tension and the 
strengthening of international peace and security are directly related to each 
other and that progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effect on. all of 
them, and failure in one sphere has a negative effect on the other. 

This principle, embodied in the Final Document, is most relevant to the 
current political situation as we witness the aggravation of political tension having 
the effect of fuelling the arms race and the latter in turn contributing to a 
politically tense situation. The mere existence of nuclear weapons and their 
continued accumulation are a source of political tension. Paragraph 48 of the 
Final Document states that: 11 In the task of al)hieving the goal of nuclear 
disarmament, all the nuclear-,.,eapon States, in particular those among them which 
possess the most important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility." 
It is also implicit that the most significant nuclear-weapon States create a 
favourable international climate conducive to disarmament. The categorical 
acceptance of this special responsibility is indicated in the .Agreement on Basic 
Principles of Relations between the United States of .America and the USSR signed 
on 19 May 1972 which states that: 
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11Th~· USA and. the USSR attach major importance to preventing the development of 
situations capal;lle of causing a:dangerou$ exacerba.tion o~ thei;r relat.i,ons. 
Therefore, they-. will do their. utmost to avoid military confroJ]tation$ apd. to 

, ..... prevent the outbreak of nuclear war. They will always exercise.res:tra:Crrt ".in 
·their mutual relations' and lvill be prepared to negotiat~· .~d sett;J..e: ': .... 
differences by.:peacefu1. means. .Discussions and negot.i,ations on· oub.tanclf;pg. 
issues. w·ilJ, .be. conq . .ucte:d ir,~:, a spirit of reciprocity, mutw;tl accomm.oda;tion .. 
and· .mu.tU?J_ ·benefit •. u ·.· :.· · 

Tbg,. Jnt-ernatio.nal ,9:o.l1li)l;l.;!I1i ty. has b~en dealing >"li. th ~he:. prqble~ of rever:;Jing 
the .. danger q;f a nuclei:!-r c.atast:r.oph~,.s~nce the daW? of tl;.~ nuclear afie when the. 
fi.rst_: .. nuc;t.;~· bomb was exploded. Imme.diately after th,E;), United Natipns came i:p_to 
exis-t·ence:;; a!ter. ,tb,e signing of· th~ . .Cha:l:'ter·, the, first s"ession ·of jhe ... · 
Genera],, Asseml:?:Iymet in London· on 24 .. ,Janp.B.ry l9A9, ·and.· its resol:utfon:}fq. 1 (1)., .. 
which: W.as adopted· unanimously, called i:..or '!t,he J~l~mfnat.ion .from riationaJ, ~main~l-T~s 
of .atomic ¥reapons and all o:ther we.apot1s · adaptably.l9. mass de~t:rUct~on~ir ·. Wftrn".~p:~ 
G-eneral Assembly Passed its ·f.irst resolution. ther.e lv,e:re belie;v~d. to. be three ... :, ... · 
nuclear weapons. At present, the United Stat~.s and 'the UpSR. hi;tv'e, be:tween them,_. ' 
acc:umulated a stupendous :numb.er of over 40,000 nuclear- w~heads·~ The .. ;m,lillber of 
re~:~:olutions passed by the General Assembly,- wli:Lcli amc:mirf:;_ to 62.,. at the. ' . 
thirty-eighth. session ylear)..y :indicates .the seri.ous con9ern that the internationa;L 
coiJliil"Uility.fee1s on this•·grave .. situation. The, growing ·'n"Umber of resoll.lti,9ns. p-assed 
from year .to ;rear.by t4,e United Nations Gener8i Assembly is also a reflec~ion o:f. · 
the :Lncreasing. complex:i.t:;ies of nuclear disarmament. However, the proliferation ·of 
resolutions has not b,een, .able to pr~vent the proliferation of nucJ.,ear w~?-pops and the 
latter in numerical· terms is far o-utp.~cing_ the ;former. .. ··· · · 

.·::). 

. ' . . . 
Negotiations on intermediate-range missiles reached a critical phase towards the 

end of last year •. Had the negotiations been successful, it could_pot only have made 
it possible to halt .and reverse. the arms race .. in ~mope but· also·. haye paved "!;he way 
to stultify the strategic dimensions. of the nuc~ear-:-arms r~o,e •. •.-: Th~'sitUa.tiop )-~·. 
Europe· :is not only a matt~r of c"Oncer:p for the European. regiop- 'pp.t. s{.lo).l.id be- .·th,~:: 
concern ·.of all States, for the threat of nuclear vlar cannot. ·)Je .s.een in. a J.~mited 

'' conte:h.-t· -in· one region or· in one part of the world.· Perceptions of such l:l- tb.reat: .. · 
must be· .seen from the larger context o;f international secur~ty. · · 

:;· ... · ':-· . :: 
::··.·.During the past: year,'.:on 19 Fe:tr:-wu-y, t.he Colllillittee >-ras hono"tjred by t:P.e .. ~·.·· .. 

presence of the Ul1lt.~d .cNati:ons Secretary-General and we h~ve . .iaii:Jed. much from the· 
vrisdom of his statement. It is perhaps important to. rec~ll . the· :t;"o1i:.Awing pa,S·sage 
in which he said that: · · · · · · · ._. .·,··'··· . 

:"-'1983 will -~:e a critic~l, indeed a .. crnci<il year lo;r disarma.ni.~;iii;'· and therefore 
for the .fut~e ·o.f all· of us... Gove:rnme11ts must arrive at a more coinplet"e . . 
understanding ·Of. wha:t true se.cUri t.y, entails • . They must realize· thAt". th:~re i.S 
no such t:ping. as ,national" ,security in isolation, one that does not take'-:J.nto 
acc.oW"lt . the s.eclJri ty of ot.hers<i' . 

Well, a year has passed since then and vre all kno-v1 hovr critical that year has 
been for it vdll go down in history as one of the important milestones of lost 
opportunities for disarmament and which has precipitated another round of a 
nuclear arms race in intermediate-range missiles, the impact of such a race being 
felt also in the strategic aspects of nuclear armaments. 

_j 
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. ;/l;he!r~ is no .greater task eritrusted to this Conference than the issue of 
d@al:i.ng with the threat that nuclear vreapons pose: for the survival of mankind, 
Despite this·fact, due to ·lack of consensus on. the establishment of an appropriate 
institutional format, it has not been possible to deal resolutely with this item 
since it was inscribed on the agenda over five years ago• Meanwhile, we have 
witnessed further deployment of new weapons systems.· and new doctrines· are being 
expounded which continue to have a diminishing effect on. the secUrity of States 
and which is also making our task of disarmament more difficult to achieve •.. There 
vras a time when it was expedient to make assertions. ·that nuclear dis.arm8.ment 
negotiations were sensitive issues touching upon ·ithe·-secu:dty of ·states ci.riCi"t'4at 
it was not propitious to deal with the matter· in thi::i"· mul'tilateral foriim; ··and that 
such negotiations were ·the responsibility of· those di'rectly ·concerned} In' o@ · 
view, the rationale for such reasoning has· never e:idsted ·and 'the· qas.f§' 'ori "which 
such contentitnis' ,.,ere advanced 'no longer exists in' the context{ of tli€{'·curie:i1t ,· 
sitUa.tion. My· delegation wishes to rei tera.te .·its poEiition 'that· this· .l.ssue . shoUld 
be dealt With in a multilateral cont·ext''·Which'would take ···into account the :Security 
pe~ceptions of States from an international perspective~ At its 
thirty-eighth session, the· General Assembly in its resolution entitled· "Nuclear 
weapons in all aspects" has·called upon -this Conference to proceed without delay 
to negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament 
in accordance ,.,i th paragraph 50 of the Final Document and to es:tablish for this · 
purpose a working group •on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and· nuclear 
disarmament. It in ·i~c'UIIJ.bent upon this Conference to initiate- work on nuclear 

· <;disarmament by. ·cond·Mting an in-depth exploration and elaboration of the pri!wiples 
mentioned in paragraph 50 of the Final Document in. an appropriate working 
group. 

.. . 
. ·.· !: 

The •inclusion of the i tern ·dealing vli th the prevention of nuclear war on the · ·· 
agenda last year has brought into sharper focus what delegations or groups of 
delegatio:h£ perceive as measures-necessary for the prevention of nuclear war. 
There is no'ir a :Working Paper ·of a group of socialist States' a Working Paper 
presented by the:Federal Republic of Germany and a Working Paper by Belgium. 
Of course, it would not be possible for this·. Conference t.o give equal consideration 
to the numerous measures suggested; a selective approach is necessary so that it 
would be possible to deal specifically with the more urgent issues relating to the 
preventi.oil of nuclear war; .·At the same time, it ·was noted that delegations have 
stated>.th~t :not all of their~· proposals would· be sui ta;bTe: material, and this 
flexibility of approach is encouraging. '· 

i':. 

My delegation feels that measures qoncerning international peace and 
security of:a ·general ·chfu:-acter have their importance ih the relevant spheres 
of international activity:;and in appropriate forums of the United Nations, and 
suitable subject matter :·that deals more specifically ,.,ith the prevention of 
nuclear war should be g.:ilven·'priori ty attention. Nuclear weapons have a life of 
their own in international relations. The 110r ld has 1-~i tnessed ·a. situation where 

,i :; ::, 

•I ~ j ' .'' ' ' 

.:· 
·.·: 

. ... .. . : ~ ·.·.r· . 
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nuclear weapons have precipitated a political crisis, arid direct recourse _;to the 
use of nuclear weapons was contemplated. It is such situations, as 1-rel.l as the 
possibi;Lity of nuclear vTars or conflicts due to miscalculation, accident or 
failure of communication, that· should be prevented. 

The maintenance of international peace and security under the Charter of 
the United Nations was founded upon the principles of peace through the concept 
of law.. If nuclear ;·rar is to be prevented through the strengthening of 
international peace and security under the principles of the United Nations 
Charter, the introduction of the regime of lmv relating to the use of nuclear 
lveapons comes into sharper focus. 

If this Conference is to proceed with its work on a Comprehensive. 
Test-Ban Treaty, 1-re shoUld begin· with consideration of the revie1.; of the 
mandate of ·t.he vlorking Group. Last year, my ·delegation· joined other delegations. 
who constitute an overwhelming majority in voicing our opinion on the need to 
conduct further work' on a nuclear test ban in a working group with a broader· 
mandate. . Despite the fact that the majority of delegations expressed thei:r 
dissatisfaction with the mandate, it was possible to continue discU:S.sions · · 
last year .on ·the basis of the Chairman Is statement. .At the same time,, 
delegations requested last year that t'he Chairman of the ~'forking Group should 
also hold informal consultations 1-ri th a view to enhancing the ~vo:dung Group 1 s 
mandate. The Chairman of the \1orking Group, in presenting the report on 
23 .August last year, stated that: · 

"An ovenrhelming majority of delegations held that the Working Group 
has fulfilled its mandate and it should therefore be changed in order 
to enable the Working Group to proceed 1-rithout delay to negotiations on. 
a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. In this connection, the vie1-r was expressed 
that the Committee should take up this matter at the beginning of its 
198 4· session •11 

It is on the basis .of 1-rhat was e:A.--pressed by the Chairm9.n of the Wor~11g Group 
that this Conference should proceed its work. M'y delegation has· joined other 
delegations·· in expressing our reasons for the need. to enhance the negotiating 
element and the. undesirability of. circumscr.:j_bing its mandate·. to the issue of 
verification. We believe that both these aspects should be'taken into 
consideration when a revieiv ·is made on the mandate~ · 

The arms race in outer space has a new dimension and unless timely and 
appropriate steps are tal<:en by the Pm.,rers concerned to pre'fent such a race, it 
could 1vell act as a catalyst that would have disastrous consequences on Earth 
itself. The technical possibility of emplacing a vast array of weaponry in 
outer space has frequently been the subject of currently available literature. 



:. · .... ~ .. ~ . .. .. : ... 

CD/PV .243 
16 

(U Nam1g Maung Gyi, :Surma) 

Anti-satellit~ weapons are the fore-runners of space-age weapons; for they ar~~ 
now said to hd.ve 'operati·ona1 capab.llities, a:nd assertions l).9;ve been· made in . 
this ·co!nmi ttee last y~ar ·tl':).at such weapons are being! emplaqed. i:p. ;o-q.te:r' space·. · 
The arms race in outer. ~1iabe is said to be on the verge of taking :p::).ace but·· 
the militarization of outer space by the use of satellites as eyes and ears to 
increase the fighting efficiency of the military. forces of the two Superpowers 
is an ?-?compli·she~ ... fact. · ·An . arms race in a.nti-satelli te weapons could, · 
therefore~ "have a destabilizing effect on the strategic weapons ·systems which; 
consequently, wo~d increase ~he hazards of a nuclear war. 

It ivOuld be- rea~onably" safe to say in the. cont~xt of the existing 
situation, and as the title of the subject seems to suggest, that ivhat we are 
dealing with is the no:t;:~-armament of outer spq.9e. , .:VJi thout t.oo nmoh of an 
over-simplificatiqn .~f ,.this extreme1y .. compie~ iss:q.e, it cpuld .he said .that we ·eire 
dealing .vrith a si t-q.ation that has not , taken plac;e ·as yet,.· ar;ld froni the .-pi'actical 
point' '·of V~eW the act. of preventing an . ev.ent from happening ·'VJO:LUtt· .:pr.ove ·to "be .. · 
less inb:-.a.ctg.ble than trying to reCtify a situation vrhich is already an 
accomplis"hed fact; and .this woul.d be particularly true of disarmament,' where, 
security considerations are ._of. a highly sensitive nature. At. the same ti'me ~-- . 
we cannot ignor~ _t:;rends regarding .research 1and developme-nt of anti--ball-istic.-·:. 
missiles whi_ch ·could nullify .efforts to :Prevent outer _space froill b-ecoming a "Yie.v 
arenn. for the strategic arms rac.e .•. Technological develdpments· have a moment-din 
of their 6-i.vn that .creates a forwar\:l,,drive. forth~ deployment of "'\reapons :a:r1ce ..... -
they become technically' feasible. Thus vrould begin the· unilateral ini tia:t"ion 
of the arms race which in time enters into its bilateral stage. In seeking 
measures to prevent the arms. race in outer. sp~ce, the obs;ervance of e:x:.isting · 
legal princ.:j_ples is als~ important and the practi·!Jal neces'sity of' such .a.·:··. ' ... 
requirem~nt· ;i.s particularly r.eleva:Dt to prevent >-reapons of more destabi·lizing ·. · 
types from, be.coiJD_ng operational. 

During last y~~:, s discussions in· the Committee, delegations t.hat· -consider' 
the banning of anti-satellite weapons as a priority issue stated that they were 
also preJ?C~,red .:to .. ~onsi,<~l.er othe:r questions as well. At the sp.me time' other .:: 
delegati'~':b"s ,.,that were .in favour. of dealing·: more comprehensively with this 
issue alEiB' .. ~~res sed that t)j,ey were not averse to t.h,~ considerati.on of q:U~stions 
relating·- t:o·· Jl+~, J?X:.9,hi~i t~c).iJ::9.f anti-satell:i,~e. '"ea.J?ons. The· two approaches seem · 
to be mutually"'c:oniPat:i,ble·~- ~This. compatibility of app,ro.ach has found expression. 
in resolution 38/70~"''ad."opted by the United Nations .. G:eneral-Assembly, at its .. · 
thirty-eighth session, which has given a specific mandate to this Conference 
for the establishment of Cl. '"orking grqup witl?- a v.:j_ew to undertaking n~gotiations 
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for. an agreement or agreements, as approp:r:-iate? t.o prevent an arms: race in· 
ou.ter space.. The prevention of an arms race in- outer space has beer{-01~ th~,- ·. 
agenda for two years and it is nov; necessary for- this Conference t9 move' fr:pm_·, 
discussion of generalities to more specific areas of >vork. . . 

.As my statement is of a general character it wo.uld hardly appear ... 
necessary to express our opinion on the subject of qhemical-iveapops: prohibition, 
which has already reached an advanced stage of negotiations. However.-~· i·t. would 
be an omission on our part not to mention a subje;ot which is important not only 

·because it concerns the elimination of a particular type of weapons of mass z · 
destruction from the arsenal of States, but also because the prospects for an 
agreement are beginning to emerge. .Although discussions have ·been proceeding 
sinoe 1970,- de:tailed work during the last two years have highlighted' ,the are·as 

· of converge:nce, as well as those of divergence, and the principal el,eme·nts 
necessary for a chemical vreapons convention have also been delineated. The·· · 
principle of the need for an effective verification system to assure compliance 

-is :not an issue. The issue is to determine the modalities for·an effective 
verification system on the basis of mutual accommodation which would· provide: 
equal security for all States. 

!':'• 

There is now a need to generate further momentum-in the negotiating 
prooess with a view to arriving at a timely agreement on a chemical weapons 
.convention. The process of disarmament is slow and arduous.:.and experience has 
s:hov.rn that it takes years to arrive at a mature stage of negotiations; this has 
been particularly true of chemical;- 'fireapons • 
·.· . ~-· 

. ..... 

Disarmament proposals have a-·:life;·:cycle of their o-vm. Those on Which 
. negotiations were made but agreements'= could. not be ccmcluded at· an opportune 
moment are either consigned to the limbo of lost· disarmament proposals, never 
to emerge again, or are reincarnated as nevJ proposals,. some of them ·to be · 
discussed and defined but not to be negotiated. Opportunities for disarmament 
agreements. -are· few. and far between, and when such opportunities present 
themselves:. every effort should -be made so that they will not be missed. 

The PRES]J)ENT g I thank the representative., 9f Burma for his stat~ment 
·.and for the kind vJOrds addressed to the President' •. 

.... ; ' 

I now give the floor to the repres.entat.~Yf'of_Yu~oslavia, 
Ambassador Vidas. · · · ·. ' · · · · · · ·· · 

·:: ... 
' .; 

,! ......... -·.1 t:.:·· ... .. :.:'· 

.·:' .·· 
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~vJr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia)~ !11." ~ President, I Hould, first of all, ·like to express 
the satisfaction of my deleFr,ation at beii1p; able to g1~eet you, the repl~es.3htative 
of friendly Poland, as Pt•esident of the·· Confei~ence for- the inonth of Februi:li:-y and 
to Hish you success in t·hG carryin,(!;·, out or" your duties. I am convincad ;;cl{at the.· 
Conference, under yam~ experienced_ r;utdance, t,Jill mal<e progl~e~~·)~1 its endeavours. 
He also m..ye om~ gratitude to the out(soin~ Chairman, Ambassador· ·j-jloi:'elli Pando of 
Peru, for his indefatigable sfforts · at the ond of the t>Jot·lc of last year'' s· 'session 
of the Committee. Our apprec-iation also goes to the members or· the . Se.cretai"iat and 
particulal~ly to th~ Secretai. ... y..:..ai:meral of the Conference on Disarr.1ament and Personal 
Repl"esentative of the Secretary-General':·oC the United i'-latiotis, Ambassadoi" Rikhi Jaipal. 

• 'I • • 

It is'··also a sreat pleasiiroe for me··to· Helco;ne the neH Heads of dele~ation Hho 
have joined us ·this year. He· loolc fOl~ward -to close co-oper•ation ~lith the 
distinrf;uished Ambassadors of Al-lstralia, Balgium, Cana(la, Cuba, ·Egypt, Ethiopia, 
Hun~ary.-;:; Indone~ia and S1"i Lanlca. . . . 

. : ~· r·;· .• :. •· ·:. ', 

He begin the· 1934 session of th3 Coi1.ference on Di8armament t·rithout the Committee 
having achieved any 1 ... esul ts in the past five years. 

Since it 1:1as established in its present form~ aftei" the first special session 
of the Uni".ted Nations Gener•al Assembly. d:~"voted to disarmament it! -19'78 ;. the 
Cornmit:.'ce'e.•on Disarmament, despite the;" Ei'fforts undertaken by most:''·Of -its members, 
\>Jas pY!twented from achievin,?; concret·e-~results and vias unable to <ilake a sir;nificant 
breaktht~~:mgh in the ongoing ne~otiati·ons. At the same time, the~' ::i.tripressi ve number 
of resolutions on disar•mament adopted at the thirty-eighth session· of the 
United Nations General Assembly represents the expression of continuous efforts of 
all membe1~ St2.tes to initiate the process .of disarmament, and also -reflects their 
concern over· the existing deadlocl<: in negotiations ancl··over the continuation of the 
ai"ms race. . The Conferenca would certainly commit an erl"Or if it failed to taic3 
these facts seriously into account. 

Very little time has elapsed since · .tl1e: conclusion of last yea1 ... 1 s session. 
The international circumstances in h'hich the Conferance :-is to HOi ... k are no longer• 
the same : in the meantime they have consider-ably deteriorated, \vhich \'I" ill render 
the Hor!( of the Confer~noe )lll,lCh more complex. The most recent unfavourable _.trends 
in international relations· tiave tal-cen on a concrete expressiqn in a general-::±ncrease 
in armament, bloc rivalry through the acceleration of-the missile arms race, 
particularly on European soil, as welJ_:: as the ~se of f<:n ... c_e, .. military interventions 
and var:Lous types of· poli'cical and economic pressures i-1hici1 burden these relations 
on a lasting basis. The most recent abcelerations of the aros i ... ace increase glob~l 
insecurity throughout the world, including for its main protagonists, and also 
incr·ease mutual distrust. This once ar,;ain confirms the repeatedly issued t'larning 
that more arms does net mean mo1 ... e secul"ity. The consequences of such developments 
are manifold, including a further Hidenj_ng of inequality bet He en the big and the 
small, the developed and the under~cleveloped, and the Hasting of human and material 
resoul:"'ces t_,rhich al.,;e .:;ear•ed tmval:"ds destruction instead of the overcoming of 
backvmrdness, disease and famine ·and for development, which is so badly needed by 
the developing vmrld. 
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At the end o:C.the last session in july 1983, in the statement befor!3 th~. 
Committee by the Ee.der-al Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Lazar IV!ojsov, 
Yugoslavia once again· expressed its views on the fundamental issues of disarmament 
and r.ei terated its qoncern over- the pr•esent state of aff.airs. Yugoslavia, as a 
non-aligned country, has ahmys .emphasized that if the Committee is to fulfill 
its role of single multilateral disarmament nagotiating body, the principal 
pre .. condition is the restoration of confidence in negotiations and a politictil 
will t.o , at1 l"'i ve at concr-ete disarmament agreements. 

In -this:connection, we consider it inclj.spensable that the interrupted o,r 
siispended·:negotiations in t.he area of disarmament in Eur•ope should be renewed as 
soon as possible; the lack of confidence and mutual accusations between the 
East :.and Hast should be t"ep1aced by broad co-oper-ation and the already i.nitiated 

cprocess of'.:c.onveroting the 'J1ed,iterranean into a zone of peace and co~qpep;CJ,tion 
should he encouraged and e,nl~;:a.n_ced. This is V<hy we Nelcome the d~_cision' on the 
resumption ·of. the Vienna negp;tiations on the reduction of .armed f:~r-ces and · ... 
armaments. in ·Central EuroDe. -The convening of the Conference on Confidence ... and 
Seourity..:Buildin~ Neasure;·.and Disarmament it?- Ellt".ope, cons:titutes. a' nE;;~('e,f,t:'ort. qr/ 
ther~part of , the Eur-opean Sta t.~G, . the United States anq . Canada, )~.hrou~h re.J,t;lf(?,rcing ' 

:-u·coi.rl'idert'ce·' . se.curi ty and disa);:'mg.ment' to implement tbe 0 bjecti ve con1fained ir} 
the Concluding Document of the ·IVJadrid Conference that States refrain from tri~, 
threat of and use of force in their mutual relations. '· 

! (' :3, i·: 

In keeping t-rith the aspirations of their peoples and ,in the ~_pirit~,J~f the''< .... 
Madria C.a.uference, the Balkan Q'Quntries hav~ commenced a.:o~eries o(meet:j,pgs of :· 
their experts aimed at examining numerous i~sues of vital importar)ce for:.;relations 
among . the Balkan countries, including that of the setting up of a nucleai'i .. 
weapon~free zone. 

··,The Conference on Disarmament, in its tasks, complements the efforts exerted 
in various regions and in various negotiating fora to strengthen security, peace 

cr~·, and disarmament. Although the Conference has an independent role, it has the 
clear responsibility and duty to contribute by its results to the successful 
conducting of the over-all process of negotiations in the field of disarmament. 

Can the Conference accomplish this? He think it can, but in order to do 
this it is ·,necessary to meet one of the fundamental conditions, namely, to initiate 
genuine negotiations, and proceed from debate to the elaboration of concrete 
agreements. The Conference has already noted some areas in ~illich such progress 
could be possible. 

On the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament are some of the mas~ :i;fiii~dr.ta'ht 
disarmament issues, especially nuclear ones, on whose ~.elution depend peac~ .. ,and ·· 
security in the world and, in the fil;lal, analysis, its survival. T~e !<ey is~\~e, ,; 

D '· among them is the prevention of nuclear -\-var, of Hhich the Secretaqr~General .of' . , 
the United Nations has rightfully said in his message to the 1984 ~ession of the·: 
Conference that it is "the unique challenge of our time since such war· ivould be 
th~: ultimate negation of all human endeavour 11 • Th~ General Assembly noted with:, 
concern that the Committee on Disarmament at its 1983 session was not able to . 
start negotiatj_ons vJith a viet.:r to achieving agreement on appropriate and practical 
measures for the prevention of nuclear war. It expressed its conviction that the 
prevention of nuclear war and the reduction of the risks of nuclear vTat" are 
matters of the highest priority and of vital interest to all peoples of the world. 
This question was the subject of careful consideration by the majority of 



.· i::·. 
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delegations at last year's session of the Committee on Disarmam.ent •. Proposals on 
undertaking, t-7ithin the frameVTork of a wor•king group of the Comini.ttee.,.· negotiations 
on q..ppropr:i,ate ~nd .practical me_a,sur.~s. .for the prevent1on of . n:Y.ct~ar l~a~. \>~ere . 
subin:i:t.te'd ·b~ the Group of 2,1 (.cbJ34·1),- anci on conducting negot{~:t~·on$ .iof. ~ne 
elaborat"ion. of concre1:-e ste'P.~- in this :field by a group of socialist 'cotipt,i-)1es 
( CD/355). Some: ;delegations b~~ppgi:~-~ to the Nestern gr.oup of countries ~tipm:i;tt~d. . 
~Jorking:.Paper ... 9D/411 listing. im;liop_tive .. items to be considered in order to_.,,.-_.. . . 
identify possible practical and appro.priate, negotiable me~sures for the. pf;_e.ven'tion, 
of nuclear war and armed conflict in gene1~a1. It se·ems to us that all these · · · 
proposals represent a solid basis for _the. comm.encement of a serious considerat:ipn 
of th:i,s i tern. t~e must reach an agl~eem.ent. :9n the best vlay to approach t.his tasl{_, .... , ... 
acco~ding to each .~r· trie above men.tioneci 'prop.osals the attentiori .. it deserves~· fh~ .. :· 
most .eff,lci,ent manner in J.Shich tQ ·Cal~i~y Ol.lt tl;1.j,s tas.k, in keeping tvith the ·'·' -·· 
funda:inenta~~· role of this Confere,ric.~ ,, · is ·by creating a special subsidiary body.. . .::> 
This su.bsid~ary' body should .\·JOrk out. s_uc!1 a pt~ogpamme of \·JOrl< that ~mul~ ~ake into 
account·'·all;:~,'o,(;~hese pr_oposals. · Tl;l.e;. p~~ogramme of wor!< would not be an epd i_n 
itself. but .. $!;1Q~lR, clearl,y _gi,y.e .l."i-se .to concrete proposals on the further .. . . . , ~--· 
consi4er!l~·ion 'a('the rath~r v9iuminous subject matter which must be encomp.a~is.ed_'·. 
\-7i thin:. th~·: i~·su,e of pr-evention b( nu,clear· .Har. Such vmrk is indispensable:,.·· sinGe . 
one· can~9t :j_·gnol"e the exi.s.~e~ce~·:?r ~ce.rta:in agreements in this are~,. ~,uc,~ a~,;:J:or'.- :· 
example, the "hot line 11 agreement; .. , _"acc,tdent measures" agreement and ... the., ?.r.evention 
of Nuclear 'l->Tar Agreement, conciuded bet we. en the United States .. and the· USSR as., w~.l.l 
as of similar agreements existing Hi th some other nuclear~t.veapon States.· It is·· · 
certain_,.tha~ such an Jmportant task as the elaboration of practical measures and 
agreeme.nts .o.n prev~ntio.n of nuclear. var caJ:}not be carried out overnight' and that 
ther,e is·. W).r'e than one .. measure tvhich mu~t constitute p.n entire set of such . ~- : .. ' 
agreements. Therefor·e; it is hig_h_ ·time im~ediately to initi.ate, this worlc vii thin . 
a subsidiary body. t.;hose programme ·of work ought to be as structured as possible.· 

... An indispensable part of prevention of nuclear Har is. also the cessation ,of 
the ·nuclear~arms race and nuclear disa.:rinament and, within this frameVTorl<, the.,.·,. 
specific issue of a comprehensive nuCiear'=test-ban tr~aty. .130.th of . 
these issues occupy !3- place of the highest disarmament priodti.at the United,'Nations 
and for the international community. The question of cessat~():~<or the nucle~r-arms · 
race and nuclear disarmament has so far been considered at tne Conference only· in 
an academic manner, through informal debate, vmile the iss~e of ~he_ nuqlear~test 
ban has so far been considered with~9.r~he existing t.J"orkingj?;roup ~ply_.::v~~~- regard. 
to verification. 1?ptn. of these issues ,must be considereQ .. !1lost urg.enqy._ap.d witp 
the utmost seriousness in the subsidiary bodies~ The creation of·a su~sidia,~if.,body 
on the prevention of nuclear war may also contribute to the consideration of tne 
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. No1:1, Hhen there i·s, 
unfortunately a suspension of the negotiations within the bilateral framework .... 
between .. the .. Qpit!'lP. Stat~E! ·and the J]SSH on intermediate range and strategic nucl~;;tr ..• 

. • . ~-- ·- ...... ~. ·- . . . . . v. . . . ~- . 
vreapons, """:':·· the .. necessity ,for this issue to be considered within th53 Conference on 
Disarmam€m~:.)?§P,OLTI.es . eyen ·more urg~~:t:-~ As concerns the nuclear-t~~t ~9!1,. v,1e think 
that t~e cpn~ideratio~ of other sigp~ficant issues within the subsid~~ry_pody ~hould 
be initiat~Q .. _as. ~oon .as possible'. especially the proposals submitteq 'in.J983. by .. 
the deiegation of .the USSR in ctoc:Ument CD/346 entitled 'iBasic Provisions 6( a . . · 
Treaty·'~n the Compie~e ~nd General Prohibition of Nuolea~. Heapo~ T~~t~!'\ ~!}(;·by_·, . '.:,: 
St-leden in document CD/381 entitled "Draft Treaty Bannin~ any .. Nuc~ear )Yeapoq_.rest 
ExpiQ.s:ion. in Any Et:1viro~J;I1~nt ".~ . . . · · · : ____ ·::·._,' .. " ·· .. -.-~; ~ ··.: · .. ·. ··:· :--~·-· :: _:·=: 

• :1< . . :. :; .. .. ·.· ! . . : '·: ~-:. . 
• ! j ~.. (' :. • : ~ ~ ,-. ' :-:·1:'.· 
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In connection with the above mentioned, it should be recalled that the is.sue 
of cessation of the nucleal"~arms race and nucleap disarmament as well as the 
questions of nuciear non~proliferation will again be addressed together next year 
atthe Third Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
1tleapons. The Review Conference will once again consider• the balance of obligations 
between the commitment by the non-nuclear~weapon States not to possess nuclear 
1-1eapons ·and the· commitment by the nuclear~Heapon States Parties to the 
Non~Proliferation Treaty, to pursue the negotiations in good faith on effective 
measures !."elating to the cessation of the nuclear-~at"'ms race and to nuclear 
disarmament. Thi~ Conference will be doomed to failure and the basic credibility 
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty further weakened if the delicately established 
balance: ·of obligatiOns stemrning f.pom the Treaty continues not to be fulfilled by 
nuclear~weapon States both in the sphere of nuclear disarmament as well as 
concerning the benefits for the non=nuclear-vreapon States of. the peaceful use of 
nuc:h3ar. energy. . ... 

·The prevention of an arms race in outer space has acquired particular urgency 
at this moment. Some of the latest military developments in relation to outer 
space make this an j_ssue \vhose consideration at the Conference on Disarmament 
shouid not be delayed any longer. The concern expressed in the cOmmittee ·on· 
Disarmament and in.~~her international fora that outer space shall be used 
exclusively for pe·aceful purposes and that it shall not become an arena for an 
arms race has been voiced also by the General Assembly. The Conference on 
Disarmament has been requested by the General Assembly to consider as a matter of 
priority the question of preventing an arms race in-outer space and to intensify 
its:··consideration of this question in all its aspects, taking into account all 
relevant proposals. It also requested the Conference on Disarmament to establish, 
an ad hoc working group at the beginning of its 1984 session, with a view to ·. · '' 
undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space. The basis;·! 
for·· such an undertaking is contained in various .proposals which were submitted to' 
the Contact Group established last year by the Group or 21 ( CD/329), a group of 
socialis~ States (CD/272) and a group of \~estern countries (CD/413). \~e consider 
that·tne· fil:"st task. of the subsidiary body, which should be created Hithout delay, 
should be immediately to consider· all of the above-mentioned. proposals in order to· 
draH Up the'''necEissary ~ecommendations on hOvl b~st to .fu.Lfill the t~sl< given it by 
the Uniteg ~Nations ·.General Assembly. 

The highest hopes exist in this Conference and outside it in the world 
regarding the completion in the course of this year of a convention on the 
prohibition of the developments production and stockpiling of chemical weapons 
and on their destri.lction. There is ·a sound basis for this, since, after many years 
of elaboration, definj_te progress . .has been made in the. process of negotiations to 
this effect. A detailed consideration of technical issues has already taken place 
in the·'committee on Disarmament, and the bodies that preceded it and bilaterally 
bet~oreeri. the Soviet Union and the United States. Imoortant contributions have ·been 
made in respect of the de~truction of the existing ~hcmical-w~apon stockpiles: by ... 
sev~ral countries such as the Netherlands, Indonesia, Great Britain, the .: ·: : ·.· 
Federal Republic of Germany. and the United States through. the information supplied.'···'· 
or in workshops. specifically organized for the purpose of demonstrating the 
verification process during the destruction of chemical~weapon stockpiles. An 
enormous amount of effort and goodwill has been invested by a great number of 
experts and by val"ious delegations to the Conference. We also vrelcome the 
announcement made by the United States that it will submit to the Conference its 
own draft of a chemical weapons convention very soon. He are sure that this new 
contribution will receive very careful consideration alongside with other proposals 
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submitted to this negot:i,.ating fm•pm. Although there are still some;. issues which 
need to be further elaborated 7 we consider that l984.;is :.the .. crucia'l year in ~Jhi_ch 
a .determined effort should be made -to' resolvo .~utstand.ing .P?:J..itic~l issues. If we 
were to· fail this year in initiating_ the lqpg_;{i~m.i~ed . .<:+rafting process on those 
_elements on which agreement does exis~,. this wo~ld:'tri8ri signify,. a .. further'. very 
grave erosion of confidence in the importance. of .this negotiating~, forum •.. -And on 
the contrary, if we a:re capable of submitting in o_m~ r.~port to ·the United .. Nati.ons. 
General .Assembly the fir•st draft of an ev::n :iilcomplete text of the convention,. 
whose final drafting Hould continue, this v1ould ·be,· aftc;.• five years, the. first 
mor,e, specific· example of accord on a very .. important .!'J.greement in the area of. 
disarmament· •. Such a development would cer.tail11Y also have a broader b.eneficial 
impac~. · 

- " 

He should not permit anot_her repetition of the si t~ation of:, a complete bloqkade 
of the Committee 1 s worl< Hhich He had at the beginning of last year. Similarly 1 :vre 
must not allow that the beginning of each session be transformed into a procedural 
battle in wh.ich fundamental. issues such as the agenda and the resumption of the 
\-rork of the. subsi.diary bodies. of the Conference have every tim~. ,.to be settled· anevr. 
This procedure,·for>Vhich there is no justification either in paragraph 120 of the 
Final Document of the, first special ses.sion of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament or. in the rules of procedure. of the Conference on Disarmament, can be 
abused to serve as a political instrument \vhich delays or slows dmm the vrork of 
the negotiating body, since it calls into quest~on, the continuity of its nature. 
Paragraph 120 of the Final Document of tGe firs~~s~ecial session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmam•znt s:tates·'·that '~The General Assembly is deeply 
aware of the. continuing requirement for.a singi~-iril)ltilateral disarmament . . 
negotiating forum of limited size taking decisions. on the basis of consensus 11 •. I 
would like to emphasize that the Conf?rence on Disarmament, as a negotiating forum, 
must work on a continual basis. Year _after year there seems to be a tendency to 
impose the view that Hith the ,conclusion of the. work of the Conference for one year, 
it is necessary again to reac6; .ne1.-1 decisions on all mntters. In this Hay, we 
ourse;t.v~s. also contribute to .the .procedural arid not the negotiating character .. .of 
the ·.Conference on Disarmament~-,. It seems that the long I exhausting battles .. tri~t '1e 
have :had in the past with.:regard to the ~10inking out of the mandate of ,par.ticti;!ar.: . 
working groups, have. become ·an end in themselves. The question .ot...i;l;le'~rn.and<?-te o'f .·. 
the Committee on Disarmament, and no.H of the Conference on_ Disarmamel).t; has b.eeri. · ... 
settled in the Flnal Document of .the first special session of the :.o~neral Ass.embly. 
devoted to disarmament and in the rules of procedure. They stipul:ate ''very clearly · 
that 11 The Committee on Disarmament is a disarmament negotiating .f.orum" and that it 
will nconduqt .its Hark by consensus 11 • This says. it all, espeq:i.._aJj_y,~the. taking .o.f .. 
decisions by consensus. One should ask vihethe.r. t.be mandate o:( a ·-ijorkif}g group · 
formulat.ed in any pOSSible way, Hhich COntains. or does not CO.ri£;$,i:r.l ;the WOrd 
"negotia.tions" can mean coercion to any delegation .to agree with~aiiy.pl:"oposal· if it 
is not t.he reEJult of a shorter or longer procys,E~ wh.ich is callec(n.egot'iat,~qn and 
Nhich also contains a clarification of the terms·· and a detail_ed ·cqpsideration · oC 

. . .J '·: .. ' . . ' . . 
both technical and political issues, the scope of. prohibition and ,verification, ... 
etc. =-.that is' if it has not beerl adopted on the basis of a -'so:veJ;~e1g'l1 dacision ''or 
each individual State. Ha ought to be much more rational tn i;.epms of botv this 
negotiating, forum sholl'ld. best be put .. tq.usc~ and carry out .. ,the furict.3.m~ntal task for 

. •. ,. 

( ) I •,: ' :! :,I ~.: ; ,' 
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which it was created without losing much t.ime. This also refers to the participation 
of countries not member.s of the Conf~rence .in its \vorl<:. Inour· viev;, once a ' 
d~~ision has been made for a particular .country to ·participate in the war~ :or tl'i"e 
Conference. in: its pl..:mary meetings;· or t!hOr?G Of its SUbsidiary bodies 1 it' should'· 
be automatically l"enet.>Jed for each su~s~qu,.ent year,. unless the State itself announces 
its wish ·to discontinu.e its. worl(. . . · ·' · · · · '.·· · . ... . . . . , . 

. J;.as.t;: year :we. cre~t:ed. a sp~ci~_l c;6nt~~t: .i~rotip wh:j..Qh has prepared its first 
report on .certain issue·s concerniog .·tl:i.e improvement: of the worlc of the cqmm:Cttee_'·_:·:· 
on Disarmam.E}nt. . Sq faJ;'. the Cot1f.erence . has no4 :~q.d the opportunity to cons.ici.er' : ... 
this r,eport and,He .hop,e that it will do so as 'sqon. :as possible at its informal · · 
meetings. One of the ways to~ 'ay.o:j.d losing ti~ne ·at _'the beginning of the· year: \1ith 
regard to the. adoption of the agenda; f'_enevtal of ·the.mandate of subsidiary organs~. 
election. of Cbairmen of w<;>rking groups an_d .. the l:i.lce ·is to perform t.his task at:· the 

• ... • I \ • ' . I . . ; . '~ .· 

end of tne year, Hi thin the framet-J:ork of the adop·ti.oil of our annual report;; · 'Th'e · 
Confer-ene:e would: thus, at the begiiming · of· every new session, have to consider 
oply possible additional items on the ad~nda or the.creation of new subsidiary · 
organs, if 'need be. This would not q.ffect the noimal and efficient conducti.'n'{l·'F' ···. 
of the Conference 1 s current work on the basis of decisions taken 'previously' ;, ., 
concerning work in the new year. Such. a decision vtould be in no way contrary to 
rUl~ .. 27 of . the ru:).es,. of procedure z· and HOUld be Completely. in keeping w:i.. th the 
spirit of the Final· Doqument of the fi~st sp<;:ciat session of th~ United Nat:i.oris ·. 
General Assembly .. devo.ted to disarmament. ·A' ~ask of this natut>'ei Hith the· ·help 
of the secretariat, shoulct be entru~ted to the rGPresentative contact &;roup, which 
should.]:)e_ set up as soon as possible. · · ,: ' · · ··· ,_ 

:.;·i"; 
.i 

In the: course of the VlOl"'l< of the· Cohfer?fibe my delegation' shall again revert 
to some of the issues on the agend~. i · 

·,, .. t 

'The: PRESIDENT.: I than!< the representatiye;'of: J:'ugo;3;Lav.ia for· hi$. ~tatem~?-t., .. • 
and for>' the kind words- ·addressed to the President-·.• . ; , •. . .. · ·' ,··,: 

. : . ~ . . ~- . . . ; . ·· .. . . ,., -' . ~ 

·I ·now give the floor· to the repr>esentative .of the, .Union of Sovl.e~. Social_~:;~t1_ 
Republics, ·Ambassador Issraelyan. .r.o.·;. ,. 

: ') ·:;-· :' . ; ... ,: : ! 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):! 
Comrade President, today the Sovi~t delegation would like to touch upon the question: 
of the prohibiti<;>n of chemical weapons. ·. T):le''·reason for this is that· the . 
Conference on Disar>mament' having. agrGe'd: in: principle on the revised mandate of 
the subsidiary body. oh. this subj~ct," •will, ·J.t is to be hoped, begin without 
delay a ·new important stage in the n~gotia tions on the pro hi bi'tion, of chemical· 
weapons. This is unquestionRbly one of the priority items·in·the work of the 
Conference in 19.84, and as before we. in_tend to pay it our unabated attention. 

The Soviet Union has always.resolute'!y and persistently advocated and 
continues to advocate the comprehensive prohibition of chemical· weapons,:. for tpeir 
·withdrawal from the arsenals of States, and the physical elimination' of.' this type 
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of weapon of mass destruction. Our country vvas among the first to ratify the 
1925 Geneva Protocol for the, ·Prohibition of the Us~. in t•Jar of Asphyxiating, 
Poisonous or Other Gases~-· :i?.dd' 'or Bacteriological lvJet'i-roi:ls of vlarfare. As far back 
a.s in. 1927, in the, ·_P,pep·~r:cit:o~y: ';commission on Disarmamertt of t_l"!.?" League of Nations, 
the Soviet Union raJ'sed the qUestion of su-pplementing the prdhlbition' of· use of 
chemical weapons by the cessation of its production. It also~ 'took an active 
part in the negotiations on th~ prohibition of chemical \veapons at the Conference 
on Disarmament. during .the 1930s~ ,. 'rhe. initiatives made by the Societ Onfbn ~nd' 
other socialist coun(d.e~. during ''ti-le' p'ost-war perio'd 'with a viEiw· to banning 
chemic.al weapons .a<(r~pidly as possibte. are well known, particularly within the 
Commi:ttee on Disa:~n1ajne.ryt: dr·aft Cpnvention of 1971 on the Prohibition of the · . 
Development, Pro.dqction· and Stock_p{ling of ·sac.teriologie'al (Biological) and 
Toiiri Weapons and .. on Their Destruction ariq draft convention of 1972 on the 
prohit:lition of the development 1 production' 'and st~ockpiling of chemical weapons 
and ·their. de&t~uction. From.l976 to 1980 the Soviet Union participated in 
bilateral Sov;i.et~Am~rican talks aimec(at _the p~epar~tiori and suomission··_to .the 
Committe.e: on .Disarmament of a joint ird.tii=i,ti ve on the question o:f' the pr'ohibftion .:' 
of chemic,i3.,1 ,.feapons. It is not our fau]>t that the talks. Here suspended. · 

. In '198·2 at the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted ~o ,disarmament the USSR came forward with a nevr initif'l;_tive: the "Basic 
provisions _qf the conventic:m on the prohibition of the develoi:fment, production 
anq, ,stockp:i..ling of cpemica,l Heapons and on their destruction il. ··During the 
18 months since that time 'the Soviet Union has repeatedly further developed 
that initiative and submitted numerous constructive proposals on the subject 
of a chemical-vreapons ban. taking into account the progress at the negotiations. 
Among them there \vere the proposals to include in the convention a _provis:i,bn on 
the prohibition of use of chemical weapons; a number of proposals designed 
reliably to ensure non-production of chemical vleapons in peaceful chemical 
industry enterprises and ·to facilitate verification in this field; a range of 
proposals on the problems connected Hith the declaration and· elimination·,:of the 
stocks pf chemical vreapons and verification of their destruction; considerations 
on the elaboration of a special order of destruction of the st·ocks of chemical 
Heapons assuring security and interests of all participating ·states; and oth_er .. ' .. 
proposals. 

. . . . 
. . _,_;~;---- The SO'v:\.:~f··union. and other socialist countries deem it necessary to use all 
the possibilities in order reliably to save mankind from the danger of chemical 
\-lar ~- This):is the aim, in particular, . of the recent pro~osal put b.y .the States 
Parties to the WarsaH Treaty to the NATO member States on the questf.on of 
saving Europe from chcm:i,ca1 Heapo,ns, vlhich ·its authors intend to distribute as 
a document of the Conference. 

Let me dvrell upon this important proposal in some detail. The States 
Parties to the HarsaH Treaty believe that in the conditions of the prese_nt 
aggravated international situat.ion the danger of use of chemical vrqapons;_ . . 
particularly in -Europe, increase:;!_. The radical elimination of the chemical ~~mapon · .. 
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threat for.· the States .9-0.<:i peop;Les of Europe, as well as for other regions of the 
vrorld, may be assured.·· by , the world -wide. pro hi bit ion of chem~cal . 'treapons and . 
elimination of their stockpileE? •:, At tJe~ same,):.ime, ._.before thi~ gl()bal task is . ::: 
solved G.rtd in ordel?: -to .. pr.omot~.-its implement~tion_, .:y~r~!'lin .parallel. steps can. . ., 
and must, be taken within the European cQntinel"lt •. Tl}at: would make,.;i.t ,Pq~siple 
substantially to. red~ge the risk of. chernic~l Har in. Europe, and con:?~quently :i.n ... 
the entire world,, to.: St?.rt:.the !f'ectuction. of th~ chemical-weapon arsemi.ls ,: Of 
course, this init.;~.ative <;)f.:the soc;i.alis;t States is n~:rt .~iming in ~ny :way:,at 
undermining the negotiationF~. con9ucted at,:tl}e Conference on. Disarmnment·~ · On ,. 
the. contrary! . .I. WOtJ.ld. l-ike to str,e,ss that :the .;i.mplemehtat:i,on of.;the parti~l, .. 

.:··:·: 

measures ;of a :reg.~9n9-J. nature on the_'.~im.itation,: reduction. 1:md. ~iim:i,nation of. r.:~· 
Chemical· W8t;ipons WOUld promote 1 ii-I OUr :View 1 the, wprld~Hid~ efforts. and,. speed .,. 
up the- cConclusion:·of tbe convention of the prohibition .. of chemical .weapons., which: 

' ' • • ' . ' • • . ' • ' , ' • ' ~ • ' , , ' • .' .J •' I 

is the ultima·t.\=l _goal. of ,the States Parties. to the,_ Wars:3:vr ~reaty •. : . .-: 
. . . . ·-.. : .' ·~ 

The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction that many delegations of the 
States·· part.icipating in the Conference on Disarmament recognize the importance 
of that. initiative of the. socinlist States·, justly regar•d it as a fresh-· ... 
confirmation of the sincere desire of the socialist countries to eliminate the . . . . ·. . ,. . 
chemical·. threat for the States and peop_les of ,Europe and th(3_ whole world, and 
to speed up·~ the conclusion 9f the conventiopo1,1:the Pl~ohibition-_of cheq~ical 
weapons.;·!· He .expect. the NA~O .countries. to qon;:;ider _this propo~ai seriously 
and -rr-:i,th duE!! .attention and t_o. give a positive reply to it. · · 

.... · : ., .. ) .: .. 

'·' •, . The Soviet delegation and the delegations. o_f. other socialist countriE)_S, ·of 
course., do. not claim a monopoly on mal<ing pr0 po:;;als on the prohibition of ,chemical 
weapons. A lq.rge numb~r of d9cuments on varioll-s aspects of the prohibition of 
chemical weapons ,ha:v.e been also submit ted by e>t0er, countries . As is krio.wn. the 
total number of documents on this subject distdb~ted Hithin the Conference on 
Disarmament is already more than 300. What matte~s, of course, is:not. the 
quantity of the .. su.bmitted proposals but their nature. We have in mind first. of 

·all. the flt=Xi-b.i.;I.ity. oX the positions of States, their re03.diness to seek mutualty 
acceptable ·solution. · If . we. rega_r:-d from this point of v:i.rpvr t_h·e prpposals i'lhich 
are.at th~·negotic:tting-table .pm-1-we cannot but recognize-t-hat tbe.propo_saJ,s;of 
the Soviet Union and other socialist countl:"'ies are notable for precisely the'se 
features. There is no need to give the examples. The delegations know them very 
well •.. 

.t 

· · · T:o} our regret, .frequently we do not see the same desire to seek mu:tu~~i·y-, , __ ,:. 
acceptable solu:ti.9ns, to t.ake tp.,to account the ppsitions of other partic:i.pat:}ts .. -' .. 
in· negotiatio_nS:, ·.from the part o.f some. of our part:ners at the negotiat~oi}s ~". tr.o~: 
year to year tn_ey repeat the s.ame· proposals whi.ch aro unacceptable to_ l,!S. . . · · . 

Sometime.s there is .. a movement ;lt;1 quite t_he oppo;site direction: toward grea~er. _,., _··.· 
differences,. toug.l:J.:~l;', maximal is(~;.., unrealistic demands. In this conne9'f.ion -~( · ·' ·.· 
cannot but refer ,tG.- thr;: statement made a Hee.l<: ago by Mr. Luce, l"linister. of State,,; 
for For.~ign .and _Commom-1eal th ~ffairs, contaiping an appeal to display- r-eadiness ... 
to compromise. But allow me to ask whether tbe- United Kingdoni itsel"f is ready 
to folloi-1 this path? Hhat compromises on·. its pa-~t can we sp,~al< of, when, for 
example, in its working document on the procedures of.on-site challenge inspection ' 
of the- implementation of the future convention on the, prohib;iti,on of chemical : 
Weapons· it repeate,d the whole 11UmQ~r ,Of. h£trd':"line demands. which~ h3.d been ma:ny times; 
rejected by other; participants _ir1 the· .negoti_ations. frankly sp~ak.i.ng, e_yen with 1 

a microscope one would be unable to discover in that docurnent the signs of. ariy 
readiness to compromise. 
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Let us take another example -- the demands of some delegations to conduct 
immediately after .. the convention' ,enters into force the verifications of the 
credibility.,6:f 'the decla_ritions of -~~G chemical-:w.eap:on st6dkpiles. and to this end 
to SU,bzniJ~. ).'nfqrmatiori on the place~. o'.f: the stbrage _Of such -:i~ockpiles. The 
SovietA~:L~g~tion has already repeatedly explairted why it cionsiders such demands 
both .. ·unr~aiistic and uncic(}eptable. I shall now' repeat only the following _..; in 
certki!'l :cases they inherentlY threaten the nati6rial 'iiecurity interests. cit the 
Stat~s Parties to the futur'e·convention. Nevertheless this demand is being 
stublJPhl;t.y .. repeatad j even. i::.hough' as we, have alr:!O)ad.y stated' it can lead to a 
stal~mat:e .;in ail, tlw negotiations on· the: prohibition of chemical weapons. At the 
same;)tiril:e' .. t.here', is 'a, simple Hay out of t.he situa.~ion ~lhich Has proposeq by thp .. 
. S<;>;v,.~et delegation., He. have in; mind the interna.t.ional systematic of ver;i{ication, 
at: the' depots at special facilities' of the destruction of the stocl<s of chemical 
weapons, through which all such stocks would proceed during the destruction 
process and consequently the initial declarations would al.so be verified •. 

;' .. j:· 

Let us iook at the situation with regard to the verification problem from . 
the following angle. The delegations of tl;le. USSH and other socialist countries·.:, 
have very ofte·n re:peated that the prohibition of chemical weapons may become a .· 
reality only in. the.: _pa~e when the verification measures of the future conv~i1tion 
cot"respond to the nilture of the obligations and are determined in strict 
accot"dance with the t"equirements of such a convention i.e. on. :~he. proh;Lbiton of.. 
chemical weapons. To take extremes in this matter, regardless of how they are 
embellished, would torpedo the current negotiations. lve pay no le~?s a.tte11t~on than 
o~her ·States to the ~:ffecti ve control of the implementation of the' future conv.~tltion 
on the prohibition of <?hemical weapons. He do not have a slightest basis. tP..-:,~rl,l.:;;t 
our negotiating partners any more than they trust us. Our premise is thatr·each · '; 
type of activity proh~bited or limited by. the convention should be effec.:t;i;i'Jely ·,:t 

verified. To this end,, during the negotiations we have proposed and continue to 
propose a very broad range of verification.measures. They include .national 
control, the use of national technical means, . on-site inspection on 9-. voluntary .. 
basis OJ;", as it .is also called, by challenge, and international systE;l\llatic on-site 
inspections. Confidence in compliance wi~h the convention is.also promoted by 
various_ declarations by the States parties, many of vrhich. have been,proposed by 
u~,· 

One of the unresolved problems remain the methods of verification of the 
destr:'uction of stocks at special facilities .•.. This is a very important question 
and,-J.ie. pay gr.e13.t attention to. ·it. The Soviet delegation has already had qcca.r;Jion 
to state, its approach to this question. As is known, it stated that it -was in 
favour, in this concrete case, oCthe use of systematic international verifications, 
the .. ar;mual number of which (the ,quota) would be determined by the Consul ta ti\re 
Committee individually for each facility on the basis of preliminary agreed 
cr!,teria. That is to say, the number of visits would dopend.upon such notions 
as the quantity of the stocl<s to be destroyed, their toxicity and danger . 
characteristics, technQlogical parameters of the destruction facilities, etc., We 
have described it in detail both within the .Working Group and in the course of 
various consultation~.with other delegations. 

. . . • ..... .1 " .. 

Such a differentiated, one might say scientific, approach could, in· ·our,, , . 
opinion give tne. State:s- parties to the fut~re convention cpmplete con.fidence that 
the stocks of chemical weapons are being really destroyed and eliminateq,. 
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_This. 'P.l,?opos~l is countered by ;the idea of the permanent presence of.,: 'J.· 
internat~oual. inspectOl"S at the. destruction faciUties., The ,Sov-iet si;de has. 'Y:. 

carefully listened to the arguments in favour of such appr.eacb, .and: qonduct:ed_=a 
number of bilateral and multilateral consultations on this subject. In particular, 
la~.t January there was useful eJ<:change of opinions Nitn .t.he. gnoup ·at> delegations of 
non-aligned States. ···· · · ·· . 

'·•'. ·.:::·.::. 
Further study of the: question, and the consultations·, have shown that,:., .. ·;····~ ' 

systematic international on-site verifications of the destruction of stocKs .. ;at..a 
special facility on a quota basis represent a sufficiently effective verification 
instrument and that. other delegations' .understanding of-.this fact is· increasing. 
They .have also leci·:us to the conclusion· that in respect· to· some ·chemicals ;the- i: .. 

verifications could .be mor,e strict~ , In· -the final analysis,. the .. Soviet delegati'0n, 
-displaying·its desire to:achieve progr.ess as rapidly as. possible' in the negotiations 
on the prohibition. bf ·chemical \veapons, ,and. in an effort to .. unravel one of the mo,s,t 
complicated and important· moot issues. at· the negotiations,. and .once again I 

demonstrating it.s···real rather than feigned interest. in progress at the negotiation~s, 
declares the following. . .... ··. , .. · · 

. ~.i.; .. ,: : .. . . : ~ ~ ' ·.: :.:: .. I 

; ... It.-·would.~be .prepared, during the elaboration. of the·.'procedures for verification 
of the -destruGtiot'l of chemical Heapons at a special facility, to, agree to. such .a .. 
solution when the efficiency of the verification, from the beginning of :the;.···.~: ·" 
destruction process up to its completion, would be ensured by the permanent 
presence at the speciaLfacility of the representatives'of international control, 
as well':'las by a combination of systematic intert1atior:1al· verifications at ··the 
fac~lity·; including also. the sto'tlage of the stocks of.weapons•at it:;-·. with .. the use 
of instruments (gas chromatographs·, dyrtamometric"counter.'3, measuring- ther.moelements, 
etc.) • 

. :):;·:!.The verifications in;:·the depots ,a.t special facilities· of the .next batches of 
ch'emical·:.weapons t-o • be·.; destroyed:.; could be conducted: together· with the· ... inspections 
at.the special facility. We shan··,state in detail_:our:'viei~:·on the subject· im.due 
time in the subsidiary body of the Conference. 

I 

. z:.:,.:In declaring :today our t'eadines.s·;in principle to consider -in a. positivei mannev 
the· .proposal :for the permanent presence· of the representatives of intern~tional . : 
contt".ol·:at .. the. special facilities for.:-the destructiot;i<of' stocks, we· would like, '. 
particularly tt!:l- stress· that ·our premise is that our partners at·:negotiations will 
also. for·o=.thiei:r>.:part:pY"ove their readiness,-not in. .. words··but: in·-deeds, to seek. 
mutuali.y··,-a'ccepta.ble. So.lutions.-.:',i · ···:: 

.. ,'.l; 

Recently, references have frequently been made here at the Conference to a 
supposed presentation by. the United· States• of: a·.net.z document on. the question of the 
prohibition of :chemical wea-pons. lnle shall, of;.c.ourse, study it.-.as carefully as we 

·have studied all: other dO'<i}Uments of the Statesi· . .par.ticipating in -the negot·iations·;. on 
a chemical-weapons :.,ba:n • Hha t is important, of course, is not the: fact i ts.elf~ of. 
the. future presehtation of the document, but i tsi ·content. As far as· the Soviet Union 
is .6oncerned; it· t.zill ,judge the seriousness .of .United States intentions :as regards 
a chemical-weapons ban only by how it takes into account the position of.other 
participants in the negotiations, in particular our position. vJe have heard more 

. than' enough of wishful thinking and generalities. vle ·wait forL:.r.eliable. proof of 
goodwill and the ·desire to achieve an agreement.. · The· .. existenoo;.of· such a desire 
will determine success in the negotiationsa ....... ' ' "' ., ,. ·'· '· •;: ;_:·.'. 

:': '. , ...... 
.. ; I 

-.,. 'j · ' ·-~ 1 ~ •• I ' .. r ; . .·. :. . __ ., .. · : 

I 
! 
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Of grecl.t··· s-ignificance. h'ere will be ·correct 
subsid:iliry";bb'dy on the Iprohibition: of chemical 
QUE:lSt;i9n·' somewhat in detaiL 

~ . t ~ . ! ~ o"': ' } •• ; : • . . ·.:. 

- - - - - - - - -------

(Mr. Issra~lyan, USSR) 

organization of the work of·the 
weapons. Let· me· dwell upon thi.s · · 

·"z •• 

' ' The mandate agreed upon for that· body is quite impressive. and promising as ... 
regards its content and purposes. It envisages aavancing to anew:stage in, · ... 
solving the problem of the prohibition of chemical weapons -- to a full and 
comprehensive pro.cEiss of negotiations and' the· folr'mlil:atiori arid elaboration;-of an 
appr·bpriat'e; convention. :. - : .. : .. ·: ' ,·,·. .· :. ... . . . . . _; .: : : _; ':: 

.. '!.:".• 

· · 'These terms of reference correspond to. the pr•esent advanced stage ~;r:;t.,be~~~:· .. _-1 · 

negotiations on the prohibitions of chemical weapons and reflect, as ·we hope:, '-tl)~ 
·readiiiess of all the States represented here to .st1:n:•.t Peal negotiatio_ns.; .. _ It . : 

;·,r ·remains far from enough, ho1vever, to turn our , at:tention to high, I would say,_ noble 
· goals, to see as OUl" task the preparation, ,for the thirty-ninth session of. the, 

United Nations General Assembly, either of a more ,or-less complete text of th.e 
future convention in full, or of its substantive: part. We shal"e the view 
expressed today by the Ambassador of Y:.tgoslavia, Mr. Vidas, concerning the need .. 
to submit at least an incomplete text of the future convention to the United Nations 

.. Generc:il Assembly at its th].rty..:..ninth session. In ordel", to come real~y clo~~r to 
the solution of such tasks 1ve rieed good organization of the activity of the- ..•. · 
appropriate subsidiary body. . ''. . .. .•::: 

·.·.i :·:,f···. ·. 

The socialist countries have elaborated their .·collective opinion op th:i,s 
subject and have already submitted an appropriate document to the se9retp.riat of .. 

_the Conference~ Without goirlg into the detail of the approach pr.opQ§~d by us, I­
---:,woUcr:d. ·like to state only some gene1;,al considerations. · · :, .. , .·\ ·: .. ·:·,·. 

. ~ .·. 

In our view, it is very important to agree at once to cover in 1984, by the 
process of concrete work ·upon the text of the future convent·lon:j all i.ts chapters 
and provisions. Inter· alia, this should eliminate any susp.icions th:~.~- the,. ,<,traq;ing 
~1drk is de;signed to prevent delegations from considering the most. v~xed iss~~s •... 

It would seem important to follm-1 the principles of logical sequence in 
'i':''cohsidering some or other··,par-ts of the future convention. Experience _has shown, 

fo~.: e?C~zltple, that the elaborat·ion of a mutually acceptable defini tio~;~ .()f:_.,-Rh~!Dica;l 
~~~P'ons 'i-s the most important·; question, without which the vJorlcon o~het;: .prpb~em~. 
1.:s,. ·constantly hampered. To speak in more gener'al terms, taking .:int.o a~cHg\lP t tq.~. 
relationship between different, parts of the convention prior"ity shouli:J.; ,be. given 
to resolving in their entirety the questions of the elimination ofr.:~:t.ocks _of 
chemical weapons. 

:).:! ... ~1· 
: : ·:·, , ... ~ .' t ~: . •. • : 

·;£i) ic' : Ttie socialist·• countries consider it important to agree in .,advance .. UJ?.On an 
,- indicat-ive time-table of ~10rk which, eliminating the danger of...a. deadl(),ck; on one 

· ·. concz.-ete que·stion: or ·another,:. 'would ,pr;Ortipt consideration of the n€1~t ;_que.stion even 
when :final agreeme'nu' had :not be:en:• r.eached .. on··t.he ·.PrE.\yious probl.em}3,t:,. Such. pauses in 

·: · '·, ·the negotiating :process are sometimes; not ·only._._,usefu:!, but also ·.necessary for' 
special consu:ttations both between .. the most interested delegations ~nd wit,h their 
capitals. .·._;•_.~: ·. ..,, , 

The organi2ation of our work should have as an:important rule that due account 
be taken of the·interests and-possibilities -of all d!3legations without.e:>,eception. 
This means that within the subsidiary. body ~1e ·snould.-.set;up a relativ~l~ ~ma:).l 
number of subordinate bodies, avoid overloading our work with a great number of 
official meetings, and conduct work in such a manner as not to discuss a large 
number of questions at the same time. 
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The title of the subsidiary body also plays an important role. We consid-er 
that it should be called the Special Committee on the Prohibition of Chemical 
\.Je?l'p6n:~-~- The working groups and other necessary subordinate bodies HOUld be set 
up-~ccordingly within its framework. 

The Soviet delegation considers it advisable to set up four working groups 
withj,.n the Committee. At the same time, it is prepared to consider• the observations 
of other delegations on this score. .. ' 

.. ~ /"': '-~ ,. : 

. . In the opinion of our delegation, the setting up of the following working '.·:. 
g~qups in _particular might be envisaged: 
,. '·t. :. . 

·:'or( q~_estions of the purposes and scope of the Convention (definitions and 
criteria;.formula of basic undertakings; non~production; permitted activities; 
non-use of chemical weapons; monitoring measures for such weapons; preamble and 
concluding provisions; etc.); 

.. On questions of the elimination of stockpi.l.es of chemical weapons and the 
elimination of production facilities for them (initial declarations, interim 
measures, elimination and monitoring); 

On questions of compliance t.Jith the convention ,_{international verification 
on request, na,tional implementation measures, activities of the consultative and 

. . . . i . ·. . . . 

_preparatory committees, oorisultations and co-operation,. consideration of complaints~ 
\~ic:}; .. ,-.:~·':::: ~,-~!~---.·" ·.·!·;· :\ · · 

On qu-estion~ of. the .. st~ucture of the Convention (arrangement and order of 
•o<·articles, appendices, agreed understandings, etc.) • 

' ; ' '• I' 

. We believe that it. may_ .in Jl4r,n be necesf!?;fY .. ~o set up subsidiary -bodies and·:f:l• 
pth·~·r\ .:~mailer organs \-ti thin }hes~ , ~Iorki_ng __ gro4ps. ,' ,. . · 

'l'iattirai"ly, the title of. the 'organ 'itsei';f must, be fully in keeping with this 
comple·x· st·ructure of tlorking' 'bociies; as we state.ct .. earlier, we propose.·.that it 
should 'he. c~lled a cci~nmi ttee. ·. 

' ."• ~ I 

::~'In conclusion the Soviet delegation would like to note your personal able 
leadership of our Conference which played an important role in assuring agreement 
on the manda_tf3 for the subsidiary body on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

~'irJ~ ·ar-e c·onvinced that if all the delegations represented at the Conference d·isplay 
a responsible and honest approach to the negotiations, as well as a real 
readiness to seek mutually acceptable solutions, the Conference will be able to 
solve the important task facing it -- the elaboration of the convention prohibiting 
chemical \-teap,<ms. , · . 

·:The. PRESIDENT: ·I thank the representative of the· Union of Soviet Socialist 
Repub.lics; fo-r his statement and for his very kind words to the President. 

I now give the floor to the Representative of Canada, Ambassador Beesle:r • 

. ..... _;'; 

. ... · 

. , 
··.: 

... 
... , 

:., .. 
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. Nr.~· .. BEESLEY (Canada): l'lr. President, may I begin by joining others in 
congratulating you on your acc~ssidn to the Ch~ir. Cailada·and Poland share a 
tradition of,. co-operation in''tnts body and in the United ·Nations on ·arin::" control 
matters. Canada and Poland have for some time -alternated in sponsoring v-;hat has 
become known as the "traditional" consensus resolution on chemical weapons at the 
General Assembly. A Polish representative \'las Chairman of· the· Ad· Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical··lnJeapons, and was succeeded by a Canadian· representative·;'·· 
Ambassador McPhail. In this regard, we are now·well placed to commence work on 
the chemical t·leapons Convention, and we have just heard what we regard as an 
important statement· by the distingufshed''representative of the USSR; on which I 
will attempt to offer some preliminary comments later in my statement. Irideed'it 
is our opinion that we are in a good position to commence substantive work in other 
fields as well as chemical weapons. 'This'·is a pal'-tioular source of satisfaction 
and your ·ri0le;''i'1r. Pre·sident, in guiding the Conference efficiently through the·. 
early procedural issues is especially appreciated. 

May I also express our appreciation to the outgoing Chairman, 
Ambassador 'Morelli PartdcFof·. Peru, for his skilful effort to press ahead t'lith our 
work during the closing.phase of last year's session of the Committee on· Disarmament. 
We are grateful also to the many members of the secretariat who'have worked so-hard 
to advance our collective endeavours, particularly the distinguished Secretary-General 
of the .·Conference on Disarmament ·'and Personal Repr•esentative of the ·secretary-Gener.ll 
of the United· Nations, Ril<hi ~Jaipal; who is also an old friend and colleague. If.· I 

\:may do something somet-lha b :unusual, may ·I also· take the liberty of expressing 
appreciation to my predecessor, Ambassador McPhail, to whom I have already referred, 
and to his colleague, Mr. Skinner, for the work they did in pressing forward.on 
the question of chemical weapons. 'I' should 'lfke to than!< all those who have . 
welcomed me, and join others also in·· vlelcomint:f other newly appointed representatives. 

Mr;. President, if I :may··depart from iny text· for a moment to·· add a more 
personal note, I should say I am pleased and honoured to be back here again·after 
nearly 20 years, in the same room, and for the same purposes, as when I occasionally. 
sat behind· General Burns as.'his 11 inter'mittent legal adviser", 'as he used to call me. 
But I dread to think of his ret:tctidns· to the·~procedural tangles which ·have ·since 
plagued our \'lOrk. It is significant that both the number of ·the members and the 
status of the forum have been elevated since those days nearly two decades ago, but 
unfortunately the number, range and magnitude· of the problems facing us have also 
grown~ 

·I wish"today to:•address··;a, number of receht developments, viewed ·from· ii Canadian 
perspective.·' I should like to ·proesent also some thoughts on the theme· of niutui:tl 
security. · · ; · :~ · 

·· ... ·')';· 

I was pl"'esent a year ago Hhen the Deputy Prime Hinister and Secretary·of 
State for External Affairs, the Honourable Allan J. MacEachen, delivered a 
Ca11adian policy statement in .. this forum. His theme was mutual secu~ity. H~ .made 
clear that an incl"'ease.in mut,~~l security is the oniy~sqund 9asis for effective,arms 
control and disarmament. Quoting the t•rords of the Prime Minister of Canada, the 
Rit:~ht. Hon~urabl•,~ Pier~:~ Elliott Tt~ude.;::,.u, r::t t.he eecond. ~.9<"!Cir..l m."~G3ion rJf the 
Urdtod l:hticn.s G·~l;(•t•ai i.3:"J;;:,mbly- (k~·.totl~d 'i;o d:i.szu")tlG-.ill·::m.t, h~~ rJtr~sscd that 
security in today's world cannot be achieved on a purely national basis; that 
attempts by one side to make gains at the expense of the security of the other 
ultimately will not work; and that action produces reaction and in the end neither 
side achieves a long-term gain. 
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. In . Eur-ope r, the deployment by one side of intermediate-rang~. nucl~~:r w~.apons, 
rollowed . ti;,r the. coriaequential· deployment by . the other ·:ts a d~$o#~trati_'on, of. the . 
principle of' mutual secm"ity. Its coroilary is the. impossibflit'Y of conducting 
S\Wcesaful arms-contr-ol negot:i.ations :tf one side seeks unilater·al advantage ... 

. . . . . . . ' ·: . . : .. ~ · .. 

l"i.!:".. Mao Eachan ~lso made clea~:< in t~e :;)arne polit?Y statement .that n~u attempt 
by any Power to develop a policy which ass·umes that nuoleat• ·war ·c~n be ·w~rinable 
contributes to mutual insecur>ity.. This affirmation has since been ·echoed by' 
other world .. leaders; and this~ in itsel( is an encout"'aging development .at a time 
when events· m&k:e/'such · p·rob.ouncementa particularly relevant and important" .. 

L~at ~u~erv the seven leaders of the industrialized democracies oroclaimed. 1 

at Wiflianisburg theil" determination to devot~ their full political res~l!.rces to · · 
reducing the threat of war.. At the turn of the year, in Decenibe~~ the Ntirth Atlanric 
alliance issued what has become known as the Broussels Declaration~ It said, in 1 

part, "we urge the countde.s ·~r the l-Jar~aw Pact to seize the opportunities we offer 
for. a ba,lC3.n.ced a11q. constr-'l.tetive relationship and for a genui~e detente~~· We ·:tn 1\ 
canada have. made Special efforts to this end., . . 

Prime Minister Trudeau has undertaken .a personal initiative to .encourage the 
.re-establishment of.political dialogue and confidence ~t· the highest levei between! 

.. East and West and '.North and South.;· He ·ha:s received the support in his initiative 
.from the Heads of Government of cbmmortt~eaith ·countries who met in Goa lai;it. year_. 
He has, moreover, conferred also not'only ·~ith western leadel:"a, but nas·met with 
the leaders oX'. the Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia~ Romania and the German 'Democratic 
Republic.. He has· .held discussions at the highest level with the People''s Republic 
of China ·and with .sweden. He has ala·o ·pursued his initiative tvith the Urt.1,ted Nations 
Secretary ... Genm•al" · ·· '·· · · 

. The leaders whom the Prime Minister met have agreed that there exists a 
pressing need to. pr<h!'ide t<~'hat the Pr:im:e Minister has called "that: jolt- of political' 
'energy"'. that pol:l.~ical trust and .confidence whi·oh is required to 'improve the climaie 
and roef:f.ne· the m~chanis!lls for· a·ohieVfug a.Jrma-contt"ol agreement~., · A step in this·· i 
~ik--ectio~. ~s "'taken.·a~ t~e.Stockhplm ·conr.~.rence last menth wh~~h open~d}tt \ 
ministerxal level~ We have. sik'!ce welcomed .agreement .reached to proceed ·with tha· 1 

· MBFR taiks i.n Vienna ·next month·~ · · · · \ 

. . The Prime Mini,s.ter. has rece:'ntly r'epcrted to the Canadian Parliament· on t~e 
rl:h3ult.s? of his·· infti:~tiveo In doing :so, he listed 10 principles that: repres:erhi. 
areas 'of .common interest and agreement ·bett~ean East a.qd \~est, enierging from tiis 
\-lide-rarigirig 'd:iscmssions., They are as:. 'follows: . 

. . :·. '' . . . ;··:~-. :.: . 

lo Both sides agree t~hat a nucle<.ti> war caniidt' b~ \~oil~ 

2v Both sides agree that a nuclear ·tiar must·neva~~;·be' fought.;·. 
:·:·. . . . 

! 
I 

3.. Both side's wish t.6 be. ft..;ee of •th'e; ·rlsk of adcideritat wa~ 01° of surpz .. iae atta'Ok., : 
,; {,:·-:·· · .. 

4o Both sides recognize the dangers inherent in destabilizillg weapons" 

5. Both aides understand the need for improved techniques of crisis management .. 
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6. Both sides are conscious of the awesome consequences of being the first to 
use force against the other. 

7. Both sides have an interest in increasing security \'llhile reducing the cost. 

8. Both sides have an interest in avoiding the spread of nuclear weapons to 
other countries. 

9. Both sides have come to a gua~ded recognition of each other's legitimate 
security intereste. 

10. Both sides realize that their security strategies cannot be based .on the 
assumed political cr eccnomic collapse of the other side. 

Mr. President, hmv do He apply these principles in this forum? 

Hhen Mr. l''lacEachen spoke before the Committee on Disarmament last year, he 
emphasized four Canadian priorities: 

Canada will press for progress toward the objective of a comprehensive 
nuclear-test bani Canada will pres's for a. more effective non-proliferation 
regime; Canada will press for a convention to prohibit chemical weapons; 
Canada vlill press for progress towards the objective of prohibiting all 
weapons for use in outer space. 

These remain, in our considered view, the issues where there are prospects 
for genuine progress 1 and where progress can make a direct contribution to mutual 
security. 

\·Je ar-e pa.l~ticularly pleased at the sr.eps that have already been taken. in the 
.. Chemical \>leapons Y.Jorking Group towards the objective of ensuring continued f)rogress 

towards a chemical weapons convention. We vJOuld hope to see an early decision 
on the establishment of a working group on outer space which might bring about 
some movement in that area. It is therefore critical that the appropriate 
mechanisms are found for this body to advance matters forward. Horizontal and 
vertical nuclear proliferation is of primary concern to the world community and 
the forthcoming Third Review Conference on the Non-Proliferation Treaty will 
provide a focus for our efforts to restrain both. The realization of a multilateral 
comprehensive test-ban treaty remains one of the most difficult objectives of 
this Conference. Canada t-.rill continue to pursue realistic measures towards such 
a treaty. He shall continue to make a contribution within the seismic experts 
group and to \vOPk on other verification aspects. 

Throughout cur discussions, I hope l·Je shall bring our imagination to bear 
on one of the most important aims of arms control and disarmament negotiations, 
namely, to deal not only 'nith existing weapons systems but to gear down and 
eventually to halt the momentum of new technology. 
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M:r. Preside,nt, 1::re have heard a number of important statements this rp,Q;rning,­
and it is perhaps invidious to comment on one without commenting on all, but ·r do 
think it import,a.nt to note the statement we have·· just heard fro!Jl "the distinguished 
representative of the USSR, gi-ven the iniminence of the decision, we hope, on a 
chemical weapdris 1-:rorking group. Firstly, I think I should say as a very 
preliminary response, that we are pleased at this positive reaction of the 
Soviet Union to the initiative announced by United States Secretary .Schultz at 
Stockholm. of -the inteni{ion of the Utii ted" Sta.tes Go~e-.rnment to table 'a -draft··· 
conve.'nti~_n· on ·cl:J.emical weapons. Secpndly,. we. are- equally pleased that this new 
Soviet polic,y shoUlq be onE! of the first signals e"mi tted to the West 'Cl,nd to the 
world by the ne1·r l.ea.dersh.ip. in Mosco•v,·, and we say this most sincerely• . ~hirdly, 
the positive Soviet response o·ri the issue. of on-site. verification of destruction 
of chemical 1-reapo.ns appears to develop in. a concrete •-:ray. the position a:n.nouric~?d 'by ' 
Foreign llinister Gromyko at the second spe.cial session of the United Nations · 
General Assembly devot~d to disarmament to the e.ffect that the USSR was prepared. to ! 

accept on-site inspection. It is well known of cours.e that .it. is the Canadian . . \ 
position that this. is the only via"t)le approach from a functional point of' view. to 1 

this problem. Fourthly, 1-re tvould hope that this ne:vr ·policy of cih-site verification 
foretells an across-the-board engagement by the Soviet Union in all areas of 
arms-control veri,ficati,on.. The fifth point I would like to )llake is that v:e will 
have obviously to "react lllOre defini ti v~ly ,_to the Sov.:L~:t proposal· somewhat later, 
a,fter careful study and -in the appropriate body. Finally, in the meantime, like \ · 
others, we avrai t vri th even greater interest· th2n before the tabling of the United States 
draft convention 1-1hich, we assume,. 1-rill reflect what is novr common ground on this 
point just discussed, and I might say of cqurs.e th~t we. await that proposal with 
some-vrhat more confidenc~ than some others have expressed. 

In concluding, ]\'fr. President, I vrould like to say that although it may seem 
like stating the obvious, the arms-control process is not an end in itself but a 
means· to .an e:nd -- mutu.al secllJ;'i ty; nevertheless th,e process itself affects 
prospects for succe,ss. He can all think of examples. The process should contribute 
to and not detract from such prospects. As many have said before, the purpose of 
the Conference on Disarmament is to contribute to the building of mutual security 
through real negotiation. This is our challenge a.nd our collective resporisibili ty. · 

The PRESillEl\TTg I thank the representative of Canada for his statement, for 
the friendly reference to Polish Ca.nadian·relations, and fdr the kind words 
addressed to the President. 

v!e have exhausted the time a,vailable to us this morning. I suggest,· therefore, 
that vre suspend the plenary meeting and resume ·it this afternoon, at 3 dO p.m. to 
listen to ·the remai:Qing members vrishing to address the Conference todey. The 
plenary meeting is suspended. 

The meeting vras suspended at l p.m. and resumed: at 3. 30 p.m. 
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rrhe -PBESIDEN·r: The Conference .. · on Disarmament is .called to 1order-. . 
.: :· '·.·, 

:A~ agreed earli~r;· ··t-re i-1ill no-w-··u:sten to those spealcers "listed to address· the 
Conference ·today. I nD1{ give the floor· to the" representati-v"e of Cuba, 
Ambassador Lechuga . 

.. . .. 

Ivir. LECfTIJCA'EEV"J:A (Cuba) (translated from Spabish): First of. all, I i;Jhould 
like, on .. behalf of .. niy ,delegation, to present my respects to Ambassa.dpr Turbansky, 
our President for ~h~_current month. His country, Poland, has givehproof of a 
firm d.esire for· .Peace and has put fonmrd impc;>rta.nt proposals on the subject of 
disarrnamept., mai:nly i.P, coimection ·Hi th the estf1.blishment of nuclear-weapon-free 
zones. M+~ ... Pt,.e:sident, you have already sho1m you:::' skill in guiding the work of 
the Conference ancl i~e. ~re. ,sure that your Presidency i•Till be fruitful. 

Your predeces:;Joi·~ Ambassador Horelli Pando of Peru, direc;:ted. the. work of 
the Committee on D.;i..E)p.rme.ment to the great satisfact;i_cm of all and we should like 
to express our appreciation to him. We iVOuld also _thank those speakers vrho 
-vrelcomed us to this. important forum. 

Let me also compli111ent the Secretary-General of the Conference, 
Ambassador Jaipe.l, and the Deputy Secretary-General of the Conference, 
AJ.l!-passador Vincente Bera.sategui, on their magnifice11t .contribution to the Conference •. 

. The Cuban delegation. must convey to the delegatioJi of the Soviet Union its , . 
sincerest condolences on the death of the "Secret9-ry-General of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party and President of the Presidium of ·the Supreme Soviet, 
Yuri Andropoy, vali<mt.champion of peace,.ill11strious leader of his people and a 
brotherly friencl of the Cubari_peci.ple. . . , 

.. Taking a general· view of the problems on th:j..s. first occasion, we may say that 
the Confer.E;Jnce on Disarmanient is meeting today ·a.t a difficult time, in the midst 
of very_ grave· tension and d~ngerOus confi.iqts making ·for a.n international climate 
which a:u~~.no "good for the" peoples of the w6rld, in. marked contrast to the climate 
in pre.vi6us' years, vThen the pro"cess of detente in international relations seemed 
to be making good progress. 

Today,. the dete:rioration of the international climate, vrhich was already 
making itself felt, has been further aggravated by the war-like policy, closed to 
dialogue and negotiation, which is dramatically reflected in Europe by the 
deployment of. the -572 "Cruise" and 11Pershing 2 11 missiles. This has created a 
quali ta.ti vely· hew strategic si tua.tion vThich brings the whole of humanity .t9' the 
brink of a. ·nuclear holocaust; for the macabre illusion of a limited nuclear war 
has no foundation in rea.li ty. 

It must be said, fq::r:'_.we ca,Y.!l!:ot deq(3i 1(";8. .. ():U.XS_'?l }!e_s, that ~he ·ups..~.~~~D.S" .. Pf t1J.e: 
rough mili ta.ry balance as a result of that decision 1·1ill have disastrous consequences 
for the world. That is a reality which no partisan propaganda can conceal, however 
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cleverly manipulated, and· however powerful the means by which it is spread· No 
one can forget that the earlier situation permitted the signing of agreements on 
the control and limitation of arms 1vhich gave a certain respite· to all our peoples 
and consequently enabled progress to be made on various aspects of international 
co-operation. 

. i 

That is an obvious fact recogmzed by governments throughout the world, by 1·" 

eminent persons in all quarters, and by the vast majority in the United Nations·; ·1 
·· 

General Assembly vlhich, as recently as 1982, in its resolution 37/100 :s, re.ferring 
to the need for a. nuclear-arms freeze; declared in unequivocal terms that it 
was- and I quote-- "firmly convinced that at present.the conditions are most 
propitious. for such a freeze., since the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and 
the Uni tea; S~a.tes of America are no1v eq_ui valent in nuclear military power and it. 
seems evident "that there E:xists betv1een them an over-all rough pari ty 11 • · 

Nothing, then, justifies the installation on European .soil of such sophisticated 
new weapons of destruction unless, presumably, the intention is to increase the 
threat to -vrorld peace and security, bring about a situation of international 
tension in order to mask unavowable purposes, obstruct a constrU.cti ve and rati0na.l 
dialogue and, in the last analysis, aim at negotiating from positions of· strength. 

We shall not be saying anything new by recalling that the argument about 
the upsetting of the nuclear balance, today being brandished in an attempt to 
justify the ne\.; impetus to the arms race, has been used on various occasions . 
over the years, not only to create neH internationa.l situations, ··but also -- ahd 
most reprehensibly -:-- to satisfy domestic political interests, thereby gambling· 
recklessly and irresponsibly with the destinies of the vlo'rld. · 

On this occasion,_ hovlever, that fallacious argument has more dangerous 
connotations, due to the tremendous-technological advances.in the development of 
destructive weapons and the accompanying unprecedented expenditures on arms . 
manufacture. To this is added the gravity and. deep injustice of an arms race in 
a world economic crisis 1vhich in many respects is also. '\-Ti thout precedent • 

With all countries suffering from the effects of the economic crisis, 
particulaxly the peoples of the developing cou_ntries~ it is impossible to keep 
silent cin the paradoxical si tua.tion of a. '.-rorld contemplating the criminal · 
sq_uandering of immense resources on destructive. weapons; instead of trying to raise 
the standard of living of millions of. human beings. It should be asked lvhether . · 
the children, the young and the elderly who are.dying of hunger or disease in 
Asia, .Africa or Latin America beqaus~ they axe v-ri thout the barest necessities for 
survival, or because they lack medical attention, would prefer the death ~ony 
of departing this vvorld for 1vant of food and medicaments or through the radioactive 
effects of a nuclear bomb. 

The blind policy 1vhich has led to this situation in Europe has result-ed in 
the breaking off of the bilateral negotiations 1vhich vvere under way a.nd made the 
possibilities of concrete disarmament negotiations more remote, and since these 
events are the result of a general policy, of a view of the world not adapted to 
present-day realities, this situation of force is present not only in the Euro.pean 
continent'· but in all continents. Thus these efforts to gain supremacy have 
created hotbeds of dangerous tension in southern Africa, the Caribbean, the 
Middle East and Central America. alikes for although they may have different 
manifesta.tions their outlook and objectives are the same 7 the strategy is similax 
even if the tactics differ. 
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It is very important to take that· fact into account, because tlus negotiating 
body does not function in a vacutim, nor are the talks vrhich take place in other 
forums divorced from the· prevailing international climate~ Hence, it may be 
affirmed that those who are helping to increase the nuclear capacity of, for 
example, the racist regime of Pretoria or the Zionist regime of Isr~.el are 
conspiring sgainst peace and· creating i;ossibly insurmountable obstacles to the 
establishment of nuclear--•reapon-free .zones in those parts of the v.rorld. 

. ' 

Those t-rho seek -to impose military solutions in Central Am.erica, those who 
attack Nic~.ragua, -those v1ho scoff at the efforts made to resolve differences 
through peacefUl anci. ·constructive dialogue, and. those -vrho support the genocidal 
Government· of El ~alvador, pose a threat to world peace and. hinder negotiations•_ 

And how can one forget and pass over in silence the brutal aggression by the 
armed forces of the Um ted States against the small island of Grenada, v1hich 'hcis 
been universally condemned by international public '·opinion and everi by its owri . 
allies? ••.• ··the 'little island of Grenada -...ri th less ·than-half the population· of 
the Canton of Geneva. ·and rather fewer inhabitants than this small city ivhich is 
hosting our deliberationst. 

These·events are closelylinked.tci the warlike policy it is sought to impose 
on the world and therefore directly affect the complex situation 1o1i th· which we are 
faced. That- is· the general setting for tl1is Cemference on Disarmament, showing · 
the urgent need to undertake negotiations on an equal footing and in gooel faith; 
without par:Hscin progaganda, rhetoric or dem':l-gogy. 

At present, the Conference on Disarmament is the only negotiating body 
still functioniiig -for the consideration of, inter alia., the priority issues of 
nuclear disarmament. That increases its responsibility and-therefore lends 
greater importance to the efforts' made at the last session·of the General :Assembly, 
which entrusted the Conference with various· tasks contained· in the resolutiems 
transmitted by,the Secretary-General. 

There is- no need to enumerate those resolutions because· they are well knmrn 
to all, but it is useful to point out that they·have an air of urgency which ·,.re 
cannot ignore. A ca;ll is made to undertake negotiations ·an a ti'eaty for- the·-· 
prohibition of all nucles;Lr-weap0n tests' deploring the persistent obshkiction of 
a very small number. at_ . .1. ts members; ·the Conference is urged to examine the···· 
question of· the, ·c_essatio)1 of- the nuclear arms race 7 the Assembly again expresses 
concern· 'tha.t :thls bod;y has _been unable to start negotiations on the· prevention of 
nuclear \>Tar; as:tvell aS concern and 'the disappointment that, although there vTaS 
no objection; 'in principle 1 to the establishni.ent of a. working group to prevent . 
an arms race in outer space, the Committee had not thus far been able to agree 
on an acceptable mandate for tha.t group. 

.-. 

: .... 
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As vre see, the vast majority. of .. · members of the international commurii ty. onc·e 
again shows its burning -- not to say anguished -- desire, in vievr of ti-le . .Pr'~'~'ent 
world: si tua.tion, for the carrying. ·out •Of .serious and concrete negotiations oh 
issues. of such vi tal importance for all.. Jilankind. · , . · , · 

~!Jy delegation's position on those issues .is \vell known. To be. clear,- ive 
shall place on record_ tha.t vie favour, in the first place, the immedia.te 
re-establishment of all the subsidiary bodies vJ'hich have met up to now in the 
Commi t.tee on Di sarmaJilent, vri th a clear negotiating mandate~ 

Second, 1-te desire the immediate establishment of a subsidiary body for 
negotiating appropriate practical measures for the prevention of nuclear ivar, in 
conformity with. the relevant General Assembly resolutions. 

• ,l' 

Third, we propose the urgent establishment· of a subsidiary body for: ·! 
negotiating the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and the achievement of nuclear 
disarmaJilent•, in conformity with pa.ragraph ·50 of the. Final Document of the 1978 
special session of the General Assembly d.evoted to disarmement. 

Fourth, we support the· ela.boratioh of· an Un.equi vocal negotiating mandate for 
the subsidiary body on the nuclear-vreapon-test ban. ,. ·. 

Fifth, we shall work for the elaboration and final drafting of a convention 
prohlbiti·ng chemical iveapons, ivi thin the competent subsidiary body with the ne·H 
mandate ·pr.oirided for. it~ 

Sixth, we are vrorking for the establishment, with the corresponding negotiating 
mandate, of a subsidiary body to deal. with. the prevention of an arms ra.ce in space. 

·.:]' '. 

·.Seventh, pursuant to General Assembly resolution 38/73 G~ we favour the start 
of .. negotiations vri th a view to reaching agreement on an international convention 
prohibiting the use or threat· of use of nuclear iveapons. . · 

• ·, •• ',1 •• • 

As additional measures, which vrould undoubtedly contribute to the success of 
our vrork, in that they are proof of political will and readiness to build· up' 
confidence, my delegation furthermore pleads for an immediate freeze on 
nuclear-weapon arsenals; for the establishment of a moratorium on nuclear-weapon 
tests; and. for renunciation of· the first-use of :tru.clear vreapons. by St~i.tes 
possessing such weapons vlhioh have not yet assumed that undertaking.' 

These measures have the ba.cking of the ma.jori ty of the international 
community and world public opinion in generaL The Conference on Disarmament· : 
cannot ignore that reality in the discharge of' its functions.. i't 

The PRESillEJ:.TT ~ I thank the representa.tfvEi·.' of C'uba for his statement, for 
his friendly· reference to my country and for 'ti':te kind words addressed to the 
President.· · 

I now give the floor to the representative of CzechoslovE!kia, Ambassador Vejvoda. 
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czecho!3lovakia): Comrade President, Let me at the o1:1tset.express 
our feeling of tr-uly cieep S?tisfaction in s8eing.the representative of brotherly, 
socialis~ Poland presiding this Conference in the first month of its deliberations. 
The peoples of our countries have, historically and ethnically, much in common. 
But \-That is most important, they pursue a common goal, that of building a neltl 
socialist s9cicty. Let me, Comrade President, wish you all th~ best ~uring: the.rest 
of your tenure and assure you of full co~operation and suppm~t fpom my delegabion. 

I cannot open my first statement of this year without expressing the:sincere 
thanks of my dolegation to Ambassador Horelli Pando of Peru, who so skillfully 
chaired our: work during the complicated c.J..osing month of the .last session~ of ,the 
Committee. on Disarmament. It giyes me pleasu.:r'e to t-~elcome among us our new. · . 
colleagues, the distinguish~d AmbassadoPs of Australia, B•Jlgium, Canada, Cuqa, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungm~y, Indonesia ancl Sri Lanka. I look forward to the same 
friendly co-operation Hith them as I maintained with their' predecessors. 

Co~opE:ration for disarmament, as 1"\C'lflf')cted in the UnJ.ted ·Nations Dec~aration 
and a number· of :resolutions, Hill bG an indispensable ingredient for .the activity 
of this body. The Confepence on Disarmament opens this year's sossion in a 
complicated·. and dangerous inte~?national situation. This is the considerect. opin::i.on 
of my delegation, in spite of the fact that. He are told that, after all, it is not 
so bad and that the Horld is now a safer place to live in. 

Th~: United States Administration has e;mbarked on a dangerous course, haviiJg.· 
set itself tho aim of tipptng the military balance in its favour. To furthor 
increase thE' "safety" of the Horld, President Reagan asl<ed foP a 13 per cent 
inqreF!SO .in military spend~.ng, bringing the military budget for next year- to a 
:record. $US 305 billion -- the lar•gest military budget since ~Io:rld \'Jar II, · 
surpassing the peaks of the Korean and VietNam Hars. v~e do not doubt that the 
Pentagon will know how to use this money, since it is noH simultaneously, carrying 
out 15 programmes for the .jevelopment of. strategic vJeapons of· different kinds. . To 
ensure success of these programmes, the Administration is planning to spend 
$US 1.8 trillion during the next five years. 

It is the strategic potential of the Uni tt::d States Hhich Hil1 be .developed in 
the first place. In a couple o.f years th<~ fir•st giant HX missile~ vill be. site.P. .. 
in VJyo!J1;ing~ and by the beginning of the next decade smaller, mobile .and thus mo,re· 
destab:Lli:dng Nidgetman miElsiles Hill become oper·ational. By th.at time. the 
United States will have increased the nu~be:r of their nuclear Harheads to 29,000. 

At the same time the United States .qovernment keeps on nego.tiati.ng on 
disarmament :-- but mainly with itself. . Hhile the vJhi te House. SJ,.l.ccessfully 
concluded negotiations Hith the Capitol HHl on the so called 11 build~dm-Tn '' 
concept, Hhich amounts to a neH form of qualitative arms Pace, n'~W 1\.rM~Pican 

missiles in Eur·ope posed a direct threat to the existing strategic balance and 
disrupted the Geneva negotiations on the limitation of strategic weapons.:. Hor' 
have the Soviet-United States negot:i.ations on a number of questidns, interrupted 
unilaterally by the United States from 1978 through 1980, been :resumed. · 

Is the absence. of negotiations' the deployment of ne.w nuciear- Heapons in 
Europe and tha intensive military build-up in the United States a sign of an 
improved situation in the uorld? No, it certainly is not. lrJe \vould rather 
interpret it as a cleat~ sign of the inte11tion of the United States military­
industrial complex to launch the Horld into a new spiral of the nuclear-arms :race 
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ina val.n'~_e:f.fort··to tip the scales tn.its favour •. ·fmd- the present·Uriited:States. 
political 'leadership' is faithfully •. provid·ing ·the' necessa1~y . foreign. policy. 

'\:'; ;· .·• .. r ... - i .... ' •:. :, :· ·. . . . , , . '·. ' ·. '• • 

Pres~dent · Reagan aJ:d not·· tvant to .leave any· doubts about th~s and stated· to the 
Chicago Tribune recently: 11He act from a position of strength and are fully• 
resolved not to r•etreat" :r 

. But tlie · pres·e~t Dni ted States leader. ship is not· only blocking the achievernent 
of' 'nkw:· agr·~~inent's,' 1 t: is also, •·fi.s is i~ell knmm,' tr•ying to under>mine the_· existing 
one·s·> · This· approach has beer'i justly·, characterized by f1p ~ ·· Krepon, . director of ·a .. 
pro jed~·· on. treaty verifica.tion at. the· Carnegie Endmvment for' Interna~ional. Peace·, 
who said that the Administration·' s act:i,ons 'threate'neci t·o bring down .the· . ··:··, 
11 scaffolding 11 of .existing arms treaties and to ld.ll the chances of neH agreements" 

. . . . .·. . ·,. 

. The danger of the· outb1~eak of micleat~ vJar hils nevor beem ns imminent as 
t:od~y,~' . J( .~trori·g ''peace movement in Europe. and An1erica is a spontaneous reaction to 
this danger. Attempts to· give it different interpr-etations reflect simply an . 
unHillingness· to: acknowledge the fact.that peoplos could actively express thbmselves 
on qp.si.c political problems. It should come as no surprisr~ that peoples prefer 
peace and_ disarmament .to annihilation or prospects of a global clima.tic disaster 
equa'lin'g th'e ··rce Age.' The \Jorld Assembly for Life and Peac·;, against Nuclear \-Tar, 
which took pla:ce last s~mer in Prague,' with the results of ·whl;~h' l·Je have informed 
Y~\1, , was m1equi ydcal in this regm~d. 

The director of· the S:tockholrri InternationalPeace ·Research· Institute, 
Ml:',' •. Frank: Black,abY:; talked rec~htly to .a correspondent of the Czcchosiovp.k . newspaper 
Rude Pravo ~ · He ·aret..r his attention·· to the fact that the nuclear arsenC}l. · C)f the 
United States has been increasing sinc8 vJorld \vm" 'II ei:tch 30 minutes· by. the power , 
of the bomb dropped on Hir'oshima. He also stressed that it \vas alHays the 
United ·states which star·ted ·the new ·round. in· the al."'ms race through ·the introduction 

.· .Qf. :nev!ly develooed nuclear systems. i'Ir. Blackaby said that ·"it is clem~ beyond. · 
. :ct:i.spute· that th~ Soviet ·Union was ahrays, as second, levelling up in both· nuclear. 
technolbgy ·as Hell as conventional systems.· !i 

I 

The·matter of special concern to my' country is the·corrimencenient of the ! 
deployment of new United States intermediate-ranga missi1Gs in the Federal Republic\ 
of .. Germapy, Great Britain and Italy. He have stressed on many occasions, including\· 
i.n .. the Committ·ae on Disarmament, that we Hould consider this deployment as · 
end-cii.rigering our most vitcil interests.·· At the samt1 tiniG the highest party and i 

.State leaders of severi soci2.list countries, including Czecho~1ovakia, declared at i 
their meeting dn 28 June of last year- that under no circumstances Hould they permit: 
militr:wy sup'r..:riority of _the NATO bloc: ovar .the countries of the· Harsav! ·Tr8aty. 
The missile· deployment poses a direct thrcJat to the socialist countries in. Europe. 
It also constiti.1tes a flagrant· breach of 'a ·nun1ber ·of Soviet-United States' • · ·· 
agreements based OB the existing strategic.military balance. 

A limited number of delegations in this room tri<3d and continue to try to 
dispel o.ur. preoccupations by asserting that nevi United States missiles have to b9 
deployed as a l~Gacti'on to the so~called SS-20s. · ·Listening to .suph arguments, one 
is tempted to. wonder ~-lhether one is sitting in 8. body Hith long experience and . 
expertise' :i,p disarmament. negotiation:3 .:· It is but a trivial fact that from 1953, 

. t,ihen first uriited States nuclear weapons Here placed. in EuropE:, a cl;min. of mili.i;.ary 
bases; .stocked with United. States. nuclear {-mapons, · hav~ been estab1ished. on the: 
·continent or close to ·it. •.. BY the· end of the Fifties, the United StatE)S .started to 

·· .. ·· 
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· ,:~L~~d~~i6-y·~iu···welterii ~r~~e more than 100 nuclear missiles of medium ;t'ange. Late~ the 
J!J?+t.ed Kingdom .and F:cance also a0quired rluolear we'apons, which are also directed 
a'gai:n.st the Soviet Ul1ion an(b:lih8 Eas t'&:rJ:J.~U:r·opeaii jocialist CoUlitries.~ r't is ' : 
procisely agains·t these. bases ana: nuclear ·c,:3apons, al;ld ·not· tb ::· Wes.terPr,-Eu;rope~n 
coL1ntri.es as such?· .ti.1a-t tl_8.:'2C\'f~.::·t :c.~ss.:.2.~·.:1 nr·~ tu~g3toG.~ · · ... ~~--=M.: .. ;· ..... 

No, Comrade President, thE: story about a necessary :ceaction to SS-20s is 
untenable. But-the.·newUnit~d States.':riri.ssiles hiive a well deserved place :i,n 
aggressive conee:Pts and plans of a first nuclear st:dke, limited nuclear war a:rld 
acnieving strategic.· superiority&:. Furthermore; they cannot be seen il'). i~olati9U. 
from t~e-adventurist concept of a 111and.:..Air Battle 11

1 with·the Rogers doctrine 
v1h:Loh represents· a direr.;t culJ, .. for 'a first prevm1tive· strikeo · 

My C'::!U.nt-r~r has t:t>agic a-:-r.pe'r':i e.nce of aggressio:cto 'I'his experience is only too 
well re:rp.f?mbered. ·. In view of JGhe· fact th~;~.t ·.the deploymer..t of ne~7 United States , 
missiles in Western Europe was: 'Started, we have to ·undertake necessary measure.s, .in 
orcer to sa.fegua:r:d ·our security •. The ·president of the Czecb.Os.l?Vak Social~st . 
Ite:r;.uol.ic:; Gusta\: Hus·ak:: said J.n a::1.Lnte::::vieN \·lith an I!l.dian corre~pondent: · 

·. \. . 

· ·.' : r~·.e have to: react· to a new. s'ituation· created .by the fact that in spite of all 
·: efforts .and peaceful proiJo.sals of the socialist countries-~. the aggressive 

... ·:, .· ... C:ircles Of imperialism ·continue Ni th -their mili tar.'ist· actions including 
deployment of their missiles just behind our western borders. Having tragl.'c 
historical experience~ we are forced to undertake~ together with our allies, 
appropriate measures to inbr~ase·b'ur defence c'apabilities. At ·the saine.time 

. \'le believe. that goodwill jand peace efforts will. finally' prevail, that . ' 
·anti-war forces w:i_ll succeed in ridding the ~1orld of the:'arms rac'e.:and abey-e 
all of the nuclear th..'t'eatc 11 · 

Our Conference did not have to·spend much time deciding on· its agenda. As 
fa~·as its priorit;y<items are G:oncerncc1 1 1:e did not in fa.ct, have ·-~;b decide at 
al.L, Th$·urgent questio-ns of :preVC!ntion cf nuclear v1ar. nuclear-tei3t ban, nuclear 
disarmament or the -prevention of an arms r1k.·ce in ·out~r ~pace have all been irilposed 
en ':ts by hard reall ties of th·:; present-Clay >mr.ld, The recommendations adopted on 
thesa subje.cts. by the thirty-eighth sessio11 of the United Nati.ons Genera.l· Assembly 

'·are unequivocal.;: · 
.· ..... 

:Put. the recommendations go furthe:r· · thari' simply asking us to look at these 
prob:I.ems, :.to pU:t ·them on the agenda. With regard to the prevention of nuclear war, 
vre <.:ire qalled to negotiate "with a view ·to achieving agreement on appropriate. an9-

·.practica-l measures for the prevention of a r.uclear war ••• 11 (A/RES/38/183/G).. The 
relevant resolution recommends the establishment ofanadhoc W0:;1kinggroup on the 
.sub;iP.ct.: ive ·are furtheJ: call.ed Ji·(;o elabb:cate a ;~U:cleo.r disai:""lllament progx·aiOllitJ, antl 
to establj_sh. for.:this purpose an ad hoc working groli}? on the cessation oi' the· 
nuclear-arms race and on nuclea.r disari:namerit11 

· (A/HES/58/183/D). Similar ·. · 
recommendations have been adopted also with regard to the nuclear-test ban and 

If the Conference on J}isa:rmame:ni) :fail~ to act on the priority subjects this 
year it. will further ·undermine its' cJi;edibili ty and will not live up to its. 
designation as a mul tila't$t·al body on d{s.armament negotiations. These urgent 
pr.<ible~s have already· bt?en widely discussed ·.'in the United Nations. Gener~l ~ssembly 
and the :Disarmament Commission~ s.s· well as b. this room. Further. discussion is 
not necessary., What 'is neces.sary ':is the es·tablishlnent of the: relevant ·subsidiary 
organs wiJch appropriate mandates, providing for specific negotiations on these 
questions. The group of socialist com1.t-ries sugges·i:;ed such mandates in 
document CD/434. 
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We h~~e~ _:8.. d~fi~i te ided ::abou:t vrhat the~e subsidiary 'Oi"'gans, especially the' 
org.a~ on ':Pre'vent.ior{ of ril.t:ciea'r> t~;::tl", should negotiate drf'a.nd: we have stated it :on ... 
many 6ccas'·ions. The coniinitment not to -be the tirst to ·use' nuclear ·tveapons, 1.r .'7 .. , 

adhered to by all nucleal" .. \-Ieapon States, would represent the only l"esp'onsible .:and .·-!:: 

l"ealisti.c -.attitude tovmrds nuclear Heapons -~ that they must never be used. It 
w9c:d.,d. l"l?P~esent an impo_r'til'rft step· to\:mrds the pl"even:tion of nucle'ar: war •. '!:A treaty 
on :;the-·.r10n-use Of fore~ be-tHeen the 'c.wo ·maj'or politico-military' ·a'lH:ances·,. as 
suggested in .. the Prague Declaration. of thd 3tntes· Parties to the lvarsaw''Treaty·;- . ,):J 

would also be a mea~ure .of great significanc(L' · UnidttLimitely, :iin spite .o-f tl:l.e ... •;r:. 
fact that we expressed readiness to discuss details of ··our proposal .with ' 
indiv.i.duaLN.A.TO .cot;mtr:i.es, for the time being it has not been possible to start 
serious :dis~U.ssion._of this proposaL A f1·eeze :on riuclem:.; arsenals, ·:as :called .. :for 

. ··~. ' . 

··.·j···· 

by a numl:),er of 'united ~jations resolutions, would'- represent 'a measure· of· extreme .- ; _ _.,._: 
signi.fi.canc.e:within the efforts to prev~6t/·nuc1ear v.!ar. This;is a••measure which, ... ,· 
if foliowed.',_.by fur~·her steps of nuclem·•'ctisar'mara€mt;and that 'iS·'What we propose, ;i; 
could har,m }1o country·.: ;; ;._., .. ,, - :·.'j 

' . . ;. . ~ 
·:J 

.'·' : .~. :· .: •'•' f • 

In spite of th~ fa~t. that the group of' socialist countries issued .··:, ·::,:: 
document CD/355 last year. and. ma~y ~-t.atemen'ct~·. Here· dedicated to· ·the· problem,· a' :· .,. !~-· 
f.e\v qC?legations keep on won.dering Hhat could be ·rwg.ot'ikted undet;..! the 'i-tem: on ,, ·! -i·.~ 
pr'ev.Emtion ,q.f. nuclea.r'., \~ar •. He 8i."8 ahmys r•aady to: l~e'peat: what our concrete ...... ·;,i' :; 
propoi:ml.s . ~o: this .i tel_h ar:e, but we also knovr for SLE"e'· ·there is no need to•do ·so;;. · .!!I~ 
Indeed, .. tlfe .P.~],~gatipns ~Thich ra~_se t~1ese q_t.rG-'st:i..dns"k:no~f'bnly'·'coo·well Hhat we J.;' 
propose·. su:t · instead q~}~scti.ssing our prop~~als they p:r.efeP _'to ignore them. · ~T 

r: . : . .. . . ' . . ·r . . r·· 
My delegation att'aches h~_gh priority to a nuclea..r:..te:st ban. This urgeht !i:. 

treaty has repeatedly been called for by the United Nations General Assembly,·· 
including., in ~hf;l ."final .Document of the first special session devoted to 
disarmame.qt:. vllJ{~h ;·\j,aS. adopted . by consensus; · He· 'have a sufficient number. of 
construct:~Y.~ P.r:opq_~·als. :aime.4 at r~egotia'ting the· tr'ea.ty. I meari, in particular,,· · ., ·' 
the Basi9. ,Prov . .i,s:t9ps of t_he' Trea·~Y. ·oii .. the Com.pl'etei ··and GeneraJ·:··.Prohibition of 
Nuclear-1--leapon Tests submitted to ·the .. Committee on Disarmament by the USSR in . · ·. 
1983 as well as the relevant proposal introduced by Sweden the same year. I.· 
listened,Hitn.interest to the e;c.r;siJ.;,i-c.t.:~ons of :.;a0.:;::::sadol"' Butler of Australia 
c~ncerni~g thi~ prob~e~. - I fully share much of what he has said •. At tho same: 
time I .c;mnot agr~e that we stould unendingly continue cll:r: discuss-ion of various--· 
qu~stions; . includ;Lrig i te:11s of lesser import:dmce; while one of the:· nuclear-weapon · _.·: 
States unequivocally declares that: ~~f does riot ~.ritend to stop nuclear:...weapon : ''·· ' 
testing •. Ne_ither' the continuing ac·fivity of 'the Ad:'!ioc Group oFSeismic Experts ,, 
wouid make mtich s'ense if the. ConfereSce 's subsidiary·: body on a nriclear..;.test. ban ::_.,,_.· 
in its new mandate did J;19t provid~ f.9~ undertak'lrig'negotiatj!ohs·: on "this priority :ii~i 
item~.·' We' are not. r?ady- t9 c'O!'Jt~h\ie OUl' p'artieipatlon ih t'he Vlo~~king· Grou:iY ·\vith: .. _, ~'; 
the qrippled mandate we' 'pairi'filli'7 adopted ·::r1· 1982 .. The activi.ty of the Wot•kingc ·;.~: •:· I 

Group_ si,?,ce .. ~~?-r1l.·?le:cu~ly',~~~:emo~o'~~fated, t.ha: :thi·s kind ·or man~ate not only·d~es ·not··"! i 
allow for. ~ny ;:;~r~ous d.eJ.:•.be<~at:Lons but 1 ~n fact,' prcwents ·chem. Our proposal fof>,· 
a new· mandate is ccntahi~d in. document· CD/434 • 

. -'d~.,t~ould like .. to ap:pea1 to two:> delegat~.bns vih:Lch prevent the Conference on 
D_isarinament ,froin fJnally ui.1del~takir:g nego·d.ations' on· a· nucleaP-test~bai1 treaty 
to abandon tp~ir narrm<T interests and 1~o. ri!·eot. those of t.he t,rhoie international ; ·!~i 
community.· ·: F.urther. continuation and intr:insificati'on: 'of 11uclear-Heapon tests is- . "J 

contrary; to the r1oscoH Tr•eaty of J.963 and ·'t..m:let~rrilnes·:aericiusly the Non-· ·. ·r 
Proliferation Treaty. It is ciiecou:cc.g::~ .. \S ··:~o· note :..:ba:t sihee· the Reagan 
Administration took office 1 'r:;he Fdderc.l budget f~'l:" nuclear test·ing has almost .. 
doubled. It went up t.0 :~us 388 r:illion fc;.r. -Gh(; cuPrerrt fiscal year from 
$US 201 million :i.n the fiscal yeap 1981. 



' : .. : ) .::~·:! . '~ . ·' . ....... • .. 

CD/PV.243 
. 42 

(Hr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia) 

, ·If we again postpone the·commencemant of negotiatio!'ls on: further effec~ive 
measures to prevent an arms race -:i,.n e;mter spaqe, we \-.ou:j:.~ act against the w_iU._ o:f.. 
14 7 States vtho voted in favour of resolution. 38.(70 at the th:i,rty~e:i.~h~h: $e~sion of 
the United Nations_ General· Assembly. 

·-:Hy country- vTelcomed· the. ::>\1-bmission to tl}p Gcne_ral Assembly of· the .. Sovi_~-t dr•aft 
Treaty on the Prohibition· of -the Use of Force·in Outer Space.::p.nd from Space against 
the Earth. . This draft treq.ty, · if implemented, could prevent: ~ili t:arization., of. oute1~ 
space ,and :would create ppssibilities for the· _:rea_lization ._of the· great .P~.o'spec:t~( . 
opening up b_efo.re. mankind. through the peaceful ~xplorat._io.n. of "otit.er space.. . . : •.. 

It is hat•d. to rt~al-ize .the possible consequences. ~f the· :i.mpiementation ·or· the 
United: States militaJ.-:'y, ~p~ce_ -programmes and what. {s, ironi'cal-i.y called the "People 
Prot.ection · A.ct 11 now be;Lng discussed in vJashington. Acco~ding.; t'o the Air Force 
Space: Command, .. war in space is inevitable, figh1;.~pg in· space will be 11the. O.ec"isiv(3 
form of military power" and the United States will winif :.i.t hurries. Acc<)rdiQg 
to some reports the Air Force Space Command planners are not concerned about 
defence but offence. They. ope~ly say that the aim is .to restor~ 11 preat._o~ic_ notions 
of rqilitary superiority"-: and- to 11make conflict at: the upper levels of .. niil:i,t,ary 
violence (nuclear attack) again thinkable". - This is considered . to be ~P. : '.' ' · : <. 
"invigorating -turn of events- .for the spiritua.l vita],ity of the Hesterri d~m·o:cr~cies." 
And. -in·· ·order -to, c_reate a mat~r'ial basis for these ·dangero~s fantasies the Ainerican 
military :budget for. 1985 provides nearly $US. 1.8 billion: fqr. the development. o'f · 
anti-missile wea:pons baf)ed in space and $US 226.3 milli-On. ~.Pr the developmeri,t_ of 
a satellite-killing weapon. · Ari accelerated five-year programme ·alloting · · · 
$US 18_ billion to .$US. 27 billion to develop space-based and other. ;.Vteapons is being .. . . . '• . . 
proposed •.... 

\-le .-would like to hope that . strategic planners in the .i.Jni ted States, who 
recently :persist in :looking- to o,uter space in an al.leged· quest for security, wi~} 
eventually come to -understand tht?;t mutual agreement is-the .. only. way to ·true. 
security. :They: will: never. achieve. re.liable secu-rity thr.ough endangering tl1at of,_ 
others. . 

;. -~' . : .:t . . . 
Huch has been said about the prohib,i.tion of chemical weapons in this bqdy ~"We 

have ·produced an _impressive amount of d(),Cum_ents, :\-.orking paper>;3 an<;!. confe~erice 
room ·papers , documents on .the consul tat{i9,llS- • of. experts, etc. Du!;' ing the. last years 
we have also received several compr~,;henf;liv~· documents_refley.ting. the positions of 
some delegations on basic aspects of the .convention -on the pr.ohib:i.i,i<;n1:or chemical 
weapons. But if all these papers. are qat. ~o .Oiose . their -va:j.ue :in. ti;J,e,·,~rc:tliiied .. of 
the Conference on Disarmament, we · shou;l;_d finally sit .. qOv1P: an (I. .. :draw oiL them in the 
process of negotiating and drafting the :text. of the convention •. -~I :~oulci like. to. 
express the satisfaction of my del8gatioq .in view of ihe fact, --that a 'new mq.ridate 
for the Chemical ~~eapons Harking ·Group ·has-:-beEm agree~. upon. \.ve would like ·to 

'jhqpe that this maz::tdate ~trill _make it .. possible to come .to real negotiation on and 
formulation of the convention and that it .-.ill block all attempts to avoid i~ •. · 

.· - 01;1- .the :·e,ve of _this year 1 s session, the Harsm-.r Treaty countrief? adye,Qced an 
init~ative airned,<:1t. the .elimination of (!hemical \11<?.?-PPns .f~-;om Europe •. -~fe .OOQ;:3ider 
that ._the removal of the chemical. threat,,to the Eur.opcan .Sta.te~ would sul:)st~n~iaHy 
reduce. the t~isk of chemical vrar .on the .Continent. a~ .,~eli as .'in the world •. ·_The . 
reaiization o,r this regional measure -~ouict al~o.cq~t~ib~~~ tb the efforts r~r. the 
early elaboration and conclusion of the convention. prohibiting c}\emical .\•leapcin~ . 
on the. -global.· basis. · · ._. :, : ~~: , · . ; ··· _ 
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Ts:lking 2.bout chemical weapons, I ce.nnot but Helcome today 1 s sta:t~m~:>cnt by. the 
distinguished delegate of .. the Soviet Union, -v1ho gave us new aspects pf approaches 
to a conclusion of a treaty. I am·cer;tain that his statement will be studied by 
all delegations '1/ei~y thoroughly and ~>Jill contribute to an early conclusion, if not 
of a Hhol.e draft tl:"ea ty, at least of its m_~jor parts~ 

Ono of fG\v positivtl events in the development or' the pl:"os.cnt international 
s:i.tuation -vms the convening of a conference on confidonce=building and security 
me8.sur~e.s. and disa:rr.l.::wl9l1t in Stockholm. He hope that this Conference Hill soon 
come to som.e positive r·esults. At' thr~ same time, we should not forget that it is 
not acting in isolation fr·om other internationni developments' especially in the 
field o:C !iis~.rmam~nt. If no progress is achieved else.wher•e, including in the 
Conference on, Disarmament, th1:; Stockholn confer·ence will ·hardly b-e able to fulfil 
the'' nli1l')da£:e entrus'ted t.o it by the l'iadrict :~H~~t·ing. .. 

... I 
I 

A numbeP of delegations of Hr.;;stf::lr'n. c6~ntries have express.bd their readines.s 
to carry out negotiations \vi thin the Coi1I' erencc on Disarmament. · 'However, their 
declm~ations have not been supported by their positions \vith respect to the 
E>stabl.i:::hment .of subsidiary bodies of .the Canfer·ence ~'{hich. should, in the· f:i,r~t 
place 7 undertake such negotiations. ~ve have also heard nppeals tq:·: d~s.p1ay·--.. · 
readiness to compromise. Unfortunataly, her>e vie also sec sharp disci,?e;pancy 
bl~t\-reen what some deleg2..tions call for and \vhat they display themselves. For a 
num.be1-:o of years vi~ hnve not observed any readiness of HestE:l~n delegations to 
com.promise. They have not made i'l. single move in· ordeP to meet the .positons_..of 

···. 

'' . ' . ' . . .... ' . 
ofner St;1tes mep~ber.s of the Conference on J?lsarmament. For it.s p_art, my delegatfon, 
reaffir'ming .. its. reil,d.iness to undertal<~ a c6nst.ructi ve dialogue, calls on the . 
delegations of the l1Jestern countries to dr::monstl:"ate tho same readiness by deeds·, 
not word.s • · · 

In· co.nclusion, allow me to say a few t•Jords on document CJ:)/434 _which was 
tabled today by a group of socislist. countries. I have talked about this 
document already in our informal meetings and i stated that this document 
reflect.:;d thr.:; viol·ls ·of sccLtlist countri>.:;s on the problem of the establishment of 
all-' subsidi2.ry bodies and .. on thoir mandates. Of co.tirst::, the chemical weapons 
subsidiaf'y body is not includt:d in the document bGC8.US0 th..;; rnandat0 has .. be.en agree:d 
to separa'cely. vie ccnsid.::r, that suosidic.ry bodies of th:J Conferonc:;J on Disarmament 
thu single multilateral disal:"mam8nt negotiating forum, should hav;~ the possibility 
to carl:"y out negotiations. Thor<:;for·..l we aro sugg~sting mandates vlhich enable the 
olabor>ation of ·treaties. He suggest the 8Stnblislunent, for the 1984 scssion; of 
subsidinr·y bodies on .all. iti:;ms. cin the ngenda of· the Conferenco on Disarmament,.;which 
provide for caprying out r'elevant. negotiations. Our group notes Hith satisfaction 
th3.t the mandates of subsidiary boc~ies, not only on chemical ·vmapons but.: also on 
negative assur~nces and on the comprehensive programme of disarmament already 
called for--negotiations during the 1983 session. I apologize for the expression 
of negative assm·ances Hhich was alr·~ady crj.ticized several times here. by some· 
delegation;:; as improper •. He also· 1-relcome the fact that a subsidiary body· on 
chemical weapons, as: I already said, \vas agreed to and that vel:"y soon . it will·. be 
given a mandate 11 t.o start the full and complete pPocess of negotiations, 
developing and Hor•king out the: convention, except for its final drafting". 

Our document contains draft mandates for the subsidiar•y bodies on the nuclear­
test ban~ on thE: cesse.tion of the mlClear-nrms race and nuclear disarmament 9 on the 
prevention of nuclear vl<ll' including all related matters, etc. v.Je did not have to 
invent the draft mandates, since they come mainly from the recommendations of the 
Unit€d Nations General Assembly. 
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Let me, Comrade President, "n:press our belief that the adoption of appropriate 
mandates \vould help us in our• ·work and hopefully complicate and make .more. 
transpm"'ent all attempts to ava.id :serious .ll"egotiations o 

The PRESIDENT: I t~hank the ·l~epresentative of Czechoslovakia for his statement, 
for the warm reference to Polish-Czechoslo-.,rak relations and for the kind Nards 
addressed to the President. 

that concludes my l:i.st of speakm~s f..:n·. today. Does .any 'other\ ·member wish to 
take the floor? .. Th_is does not seew to be tho case. 

As agreed a.t 'bl..ll" informal meeting yesterday, ·I intend nm,. to convene at' · 
5 p.m. an inforn1<ll meetin8 of the: Conference to .con:tinue our consideration of some 
outstanding or·s;anizat:ional qm;stions ~::i1ich ue discu~secl y~sterday at the informal 
meeting. Nu.y I suggf)St that \ve suspGnd tho plenary meeting and resume it after 
the informal meeting in case He might neE:d ~a· take· decl.sions on thosa questions. 

Mr. DE SOUZA .E SILVA (Brazil): 1'1r. Pt:•c::rident, could yoq b.e so kind to inform 
us v.ihat are the. ·mat.ters that. you intend to bl~ing 'Qefore the Conference in. the 
informal meeting that you plan to convene? Thank you. 

The PRESIDENT: I v.ms soing to· sugges·t ·that v.re continue the consideration o.f 
the question of the: establishment of a sub.siciiary body on chemical weapons. as well 
as ·the draft mandates for tHo or three other subsidiary bod'ies namely, neg2;tive· 
St-:curity assurances, the comprehensive programme of disarmament and possibly · 
radiological Heapons. At the moment I undet•stand ·that; in· the morning, a gro'up 
of interested delegations was meeting and I am informed that they were about to 
r•each an agreement on the question vlhich prevented us from taking a decision 
yesterday. We might then be able to present it to the informai meeting and 
hopefully, vJhen He resume the plenary \-Te could tak0 formal decisions. 

Mr. DE SOUZA ·E. SILVA ·(Brazil): !11:·. President, o.s you mentioned the question 
that He hnve not been able to decide upon so far, I should like to make a short 
statement for the record. 

l"ly delegation cannot but voice its concern and deep regret for the 1r1aste of 
tim'; in formalizing the decision that the Conference must already have adopted. 
Vle would have thought that all .the necessary elements of this gecision were 
already present in February, when the Ad Ho~ Harking Group on Chemical· \veapons · 
adopted· its report by consen~u~ •. 

Given the irr~3levance of tl'le topic under discussion since a few days now, 
namely .the dcsi.gn11t.ion of the subsidiary body chat•ged· Hith. the cm~rying on of 
the nego'c.iations on tl1e. chemical weapons convention, my delQgation preferred. not 
to take. part in the d,Jbate. This has also been the general position of the 
Group of 21, whose-members assign far greater importance to.the start of concrete 
work than to p~ocedural wrangling over organizatiqnal details •. 
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We must tal<e note, however, of the attitudes of the othGr t1rm groups of 

delegations, and particularly the two main protagonists of yesterday's and today's 
discussions on the question of denomination; since precisely those delegations are 
the ones that most forcefully profess their desire to resolve quickly the procedural 
matters and start forthwith the substantive work at hand. It is paradoxical that 
those two delegations chose to act in the way they did. 

It is this kind of procedural wrangling, which in this instance involves the 
two military alliances, that brings discredit to this negotiating forum. vle look, 
upon them to be prepared to enable this Conference to discharge fully and 
seriously the responsibilities placed upon it. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Brazil for his statement. 

Does any other member t..rish to take the floor? That does not seem to be the ' 
case. If there is no objection, I suggest that He suspend the plenary meeting 
and convene an informal meeting at 5 p.m. The plenary meeting is suspended~ 

The meeting was suspended at 4~45 p.m. and reconvened at 5.40 p.m. 
il 

The PRESIDENT: Since tve have no p~:•oposals f01~ decisions which He were hoping\ 
to formally adopt at the resumed plenary meeting, it remains to me to announce \ 
that the next plenary meeting will take place on Thursday, 23 February at 10.30 a.m. 

I t.;rish also to announce that we contemplate an informal meeting in the 
afternoon to continue and conclude the remaining decisions. 

Does any other representative wish to take the floor? This does not seem to 
be the case. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting l'Ose at 5 .42 p.m. 
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