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The PRESIDENT: The Conference on Disarmament i s called to order. 

At the outset, allow me to extend a warm welcome to His Excellency the 
Vice-Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of Poland, Mr. Henryk Jaroszek, who i s addressing 
the Conference today as f i r s t ¡speaker. I should l i k e to wish him a pleasant and 
f r u i t f u l stay i n Geneva. 

The Conference st a r t s today i t s consideration of item 8 on i t s agenda, e n t i t l e d 
"Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament". However, i n accordance with rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any subject relevant 
to the work of the Conference. 

As indicated i n the time-table for the present week, following the announcement 
made by my predecessor at the plenary meeting on 15 March, the Conference w i l l today 
consider, and take action on, the reports of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, 
contained i n documents CD/448 and CD/449- After l i s t e n i n g to statements by 
delegations i n connection with those reports, as well as to any c l a r i f i c a t i o n s 
provided^ by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group i f so requested by delegations, I s h a l l 
i n v i t e the Conference to take note of the Third Report of tnJe Ad Hoc Group appearing 
i n document CD/448. Afterwards, I s h a l l put before the Conference for adoption the 
recommendation contained i n paragraph 10 of the progress report of the Ad_Hoc "Group, 
as reflected i n document CD/449- That recommendation suggests that the next session 
of the Ad Hoc Group, subject to approval by the Conference, should be convened4from 
ЗО July to 10 August 1984, i n Geneva, to f i n a l i z e instructions f o r the technical test 
and to review additional national investigations into relevant matters..^ May I also 
note that ,documents CD/448 and CD/449 were f i r s t circulated i n English on 15 March. 

, Members w i l l r e c a l l that the time-table f o r ths present week contemplates an 
informal meeting, i f necessary, to deal with organizational questions. After we have 
taken action on the reports of the Seismic Group, I intend to suspend the plenary 
meeting and convene an informal meeting to consider the following questions: (a) a 
request for par t i c i p a t i o n i n our discussions received from a non-member; (b) our 
programme of work for the week beginning on 16 A p r i l ; (c) the question of how to 
proceed i n connection with proposals under agenda items 1, 2 , 3 , 5 and 7; and 
(d) the opening date for the second part of the 19З4 session. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Poland, the 
German Democratic Republic, New Zealand, Sweden and Argentina, 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t ^ the Vice-Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s of Poland, His Excellency Mr. Henryk Jaroszek. 

Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland): Mr. President, I wish f i r s t to express to you my thanks 
for your kind words of welcome to me. I t i s , indeed, a pleasure and an honour for 
me to be able again t h i s year to address t h i s important disarmament negotiating 
body. As you are well aware, S i r , Poland has always held t h i s forum i n high esteem 
and I myself treasure my personal long-standing association with i t . 
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My f e e l i n g of s a t i s f a c t i o n i s even further enhanced by seeing the helm of the 
Conference i n the able hands of a distinguished representative of S r i Lanka, a 
country with which Poland has t r a d i t i o n a l l y enjoyed friendly 1 1 r e l a t i o n s , a country 
whose dedication to the goals of both disarmament and non-alignment i s well known 
to and appreciated by the international community. 

1 wish, therefore, to add my personal congratulations to those already conveyed 
to you' on your assumption of the' Conferences Presidency for t h i s month. 

Appreciating as I do the infrequent opportunity of taking the f l o o r i n t h i s 
Council Chamber, I cannot help observing that i n the days and months since I had 
the pleasure of addressing the then Committee on Disarmament, almost exactly a year 
ago, the international s i t u a t i o n has, alas, seriously deteriorated. The p r i n c i p a l 
root-cause of the c r i t i c a l l y negative course of events on the international scene 
has been the relentless pursuit by the United States and the MATO al l i a n c e of â 
policy of confrontation with the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t States. The accelerating, 
highly d e s t a b i l i z i n g and i r r a t i o n a l nuclear arms race, and s p e c i f i c a l l y the 
commencement of the aètual deployment of the new United States'intermediate-range 
nuclear missiles — a f i r s t - s t r i k e weapon — on Western European s o i l , led d i r e c t l y 
to'the interruption of the Soviet-United States negotiating process i n Geneva aimed, 
at nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n i n Europe and at strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n and reduction. 
The United-States missile deployment also could'not help but force the States Parties 
to the Warsaw Treaty to adopt the necessary counter-measures consistent with and 
adequate to t h e i r legitimate security interests'. 

In connection with these developments, i n his address to the National Conference 
of Delegates of the Polish United Workers' Party i n VJarsaw on 16 March l a s t , the 
F i r s t Secretary of the PUWP Central Committee and Chairman of the Council of 
Ministère of the Polish People's Republic, General Wojciech J a r u z e l s k i , declared 
among other things, and I quote : 

"We have repeatedly drawn attention to the dangerous consequences of the 
i m p e r i a l i s t policy of confrontation. At present, with the m i l i t a r y balance 
i n Europe upset by the United States "and the NATO a l l i a n c e , the time i s not so 
much to sound another warning but rather to draw concrete conclusions from the 
s i t u a t i o n as i t obtains today. 

We have welcomed with s a t i s f a c t i o n and approval the recent proposals of 
the USSR concerning the prevention of the threat of a nuclear c o n f l i c t , i n 
par t i c u l a r the proposals put forward by Comrade Konstantin U. Chernenko, on 
2 March l a s t , to subordinate the relations between the nuclear Powers to new 
norms. The removaI'5of the spectre of confrontation and (the establishment of) 
a constructive negotiating platform are i n the best interest of the world, of 
Europe and of Poland." 
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Regrettably, we do not as yet detect any indication of a genuine willingness 
on the part of the United States to re-establish such a platform, or to embark 
upon 'a'constructive dialogue i n the c r i t i c a l l y important area of nuclear disarmament, 
on the basis of strategic parity, i n accordance with the principles ôf equality and 
equal security.' 

As far as the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty — among them Poland — are 
concerned, their' position has been clear a l l along.- I t remains unequivocal also 
today. We consistently come out i n support of a l l constructive i n i t i a t i v e s 
advanced with a view to checking and reversing the growing threat of nuclear 
c o n f l i c t , halting the nuclear-arms race, promoting genuine and tangible disarmament 
and restoring the policy of détente and equitable co-operation between States. 

For t h e i r part, the s o c i a l i s t States have time and again advanced constructive, 
imaginative and pragmatic proposals which are a l l too well known i n t h i s forumw As 
i t w i l l be recalled, i n 1983 alone these proposals found ample r e f l e c t i o n on 
several occasions: i n January, i n the Declaration of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative 
Committee of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty; in' June, i n the Joint 
Statement of t h e i r leaders ; and i n October, i n a communique of the Committee of 
Foreign Ministers. These proposals have, moreover, become a matter of public and 
o f f i c i a l record i n the United Nations, at the Madrid CSCE follow-up meeting, at the 
Vienna talk s and at the Stockholm Conference. Last but not l e a s t , they have been 
formally set forth i n t h i s forum, adding momentum and a sense of urgency to i t s 
work. 

I hardly need to'add that these proposals are s t i l l on the table i n the i r 
t o t a l i t y . The v a l i d i t y of the measures which they espouse i s unquestionable, while 
t h e i r need has been rendered even more pressing by the generally negative course 
of international r e l a t i o n s . Indeed, i t i s the firm b e l i e f of the Polish Government 
that the international situation i n Europe and throughout the world today adds 
particular relevance and urgency to the proposals advanced by the s o c i a l i s t -States, 
especially those concerning: 

(a) the conclusion of a treaty on the mutual non-use of m i l i t a r y force and 
the maintenance of peaceful relations between States Parties to the.Warsaw Treaty 
and States Members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, open also for other 
States ; 

(b) the proposal, o f f i c i a l l y submitted to the NATO member States i n a 
Soviet aid-mémoire of 10 January l a s t , for freeing Europe of chemical weappns; and 

(c) the proposal concerning negotiations on a freeze and reduction of 
m i l i t a r y expenditures, which was contained i n a memorandum of the Government of 
Romania of 5 March 1984. 

The adoption and translation of these proposals into the language of p r a c t i c a l 
policy of States would go a long way toward improving the p o l i t i c a l climate-in the 
world and advancing the cause of genuine disarmament. Such a policy would gain 
added c r e d i b i l i t y from a firm and unequivocal condemnation of nuclear war, an 



CD/PV.257 
10 

(Mr. Jaroszek, Poland) 

immediate freeze of the nuclear weapons by a l l the nuclear-weapon Powers, and the 
undertaking of a commitment not to be the f i r s t to изе nuclear weapons by a l l 
, nuclear-weapon States which have not yet done so. We also strongly believe that 
the cause of world, peace and international security at the lowest possible, 
balanced l e v e l of m i l i t a r y force would be well served by the early conclusion of 
a comprehensive nuclear-weapon-test ban, the prohibition of the use of force i n 
outer space and from outer space against the Earth, and, something to which Poland 
attaches ,-particular significance, the e a r l i e s t f i n a l i z a t i o n of an international 
convention on the elimination of chemical weapons. 

Itjcannot escape anyone's attention, however, that c r u c i a l and timely as these 
measuresr are, what i s of overriding importance for the entire disarmament e f f o r t i s 
cle a r l y the need for a nuclear dialogue between the two major Powers concerned to 
be reopened. Obviously, for such a dialogue to succeed, i t must be squarely based 
on the. recognized p r i n c i p l e of equal security, equality and strategic p a r i t y . . As 
i s well known, the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty have placed on record that 
theyvdo not seek m i l i t a r y superiority over the NATO member States. But — by the 
same token — they are determined to prevent the NATO a l l i a n c e from tipping the 
stra t e g i c balance i n i t s favour and thus gravely threatening world peace. Therefore, 
as< ̂ the representatives of the USSR and "other s o c i a l i s t States have toften stressed, 
the essential prerequisite of embarking on new USSR-United States nuclear talk s i s 
the return to the Bituation as i t existed before the deployment by the United States 
of i t s intermediate-range nuclear missiles i n some Western European countries. 

Poland has a d i r e c t , v i t a l stake i n security i n Europe and i n the world at 
larger This was expressly confirmed i n a statement of the Council of Ministers of 
the Pqlish People's Republic of 3 February 19S4- Assessing the new p o l i t i c a l and 
m i l i t a r y s i t u a t i o n i n Europe following the deployment of the new United States *(" 
imissiles, and expressing Poland's support for the counterraeasures adopted by the 
USSR, the Council of Ministers declared i n t e r a l i a that under the circumstances, the 
primary task was to ensure for the State and the people of Poland conditions of 
secure development and to reinforce, within the framework of the Warsaw Treaty,'the 
bonds of a l l i a n c e with the s o c i a l i s t community. An important element i n e f f o r t s to 
res t r a i n the confrontational and aggressive policy of the NATO a l l i a n c e — the 
statement continued — would be Poland's contribution to the co-ordináted pp l i c y -
l i n e - o f the s o c i a l i s t community, especially through the promotion and implementation 
of the peace-oriented i n i t i a t i v e s of the Warsaw Treaty and the disarmament proposals 
of the USSR. 

Notwithstanding the dangerous turn i n international a f f a i r s at present, one can 
think of reasons for cautious optimism. They include the fact that not a l l l i n e s of 
contact and communication between the States concerned have succumbed to the c r i s i s . 
Indeed, some have survived and stand out as a testimony to the heritage and 
enduring s p i r i t of the climate of détente. 3h Stockholm, the Conference on 
Confidence and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament i n Europe net for i t s 

Í f i r s t session. On the day i t adjourned i t s debates, the Vienna t a l k s on the 
reduction of armed forces and armaments i n Central Europe reopened. Likewise, the 
then Committee, and now Conference on Disarmament, kept meeting at i t s time-ha¡ÍJ.owed 
annual sessions." Through mutual accommodation, and largely owing to cloee, 
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co-operation between the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t States, on the one hand, and 
the delegations of the 'Group of 21 , the non-aligned and neutral States, on the 
other, the Conference has'adopted i t s agenda for 1984 and settled basic 
organizational mattérá without undue delay. Given p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a l l i t s members, 
the Conference should be able to discharge i t s mandate and to devote i t s undivided 
attention to a l l pressing questions, including such p r i o r i t y problems as the, 
prevention of nuclear war and nuclear disarmament. 

It was generally believed that the Conference, thanks to yet another proof of 
f l e x i b i l i t y and goodwill of the USSR;-would be able to make t h i s y e a r substantive, 
perhaps decisive, progress towarás i t s ultimate objectivé with regard to the 
elimination of chemical weapons. Unfortunately, as things stand now, the l a t e s t 
Soviet gesture seeriîô- -net to be reciprocated with the same f l e x i b i l i t y and goodwill. 

Chemical weapons and t h e i r elimination from the arsenals of States has 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y been"a matter of special interest to Poland, an area to which our 
delegation has sought to make a special contribution, yet without detracting from 
-the consideration of other important items'on the Conference's agenda. The 
readiness of the delegation of Poland to continue making a meaningful contribution 
i n a l l areas of endeavour i n t h i s forum i s consonant with the invariable policy 
p r i n c i p l e s of the Polish People's R e p u b l i c — a v e r t i n g the threat of nuclear war, 
halting the arms race and promoting tangible measures of genuine disarmament. 

Acting i n concert with other members of the s o c i a l i s t community, within the 
framework of the Warsaw Treaty, Poland i s determined to pursue i t s objectives .here, 
i n Geneva, at the United Nations and i n the other forums to which I Have,.referred 
e a r l i e r . This determination has been e x p l i c i t l y reaffirmed by the National/-
Conference of Delegates of the Polish united Workers' Party which, i n i t s Appeal for 
Peace, an o f f i c i a l document of the Conference on Disarmament, stated as follows: 

"In tune with the basic interests of the Polish nation and with the 
t r a d i t i o n a l l i n e of the consistently pursued foreign policy, s o c i a l i s t Poland 
w i l l spare no e f f o r t to continue making a constructive contribution to the 
consolidation of the structures of peace i n Europe, the strengthening of 
world security and the development of broad international co-operation -based 
on equal r i g h t s . " 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Vioe-Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of Poland for 
his statement and for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the German Democratic Republic, 
Mr. Thielecke. 



CD/PV.257 
12 

Mr. THIELICKE (German Democratic Republic): F i r s t of a l l , my delegation 
would l i k e to welcome i n our midst the Deputy Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the, 
Polish People's Republic, Comrade Jaroszek. Mr. Jaroszek i s well known as an 
outstanding expert i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

Today t h i s Conference i s dealing with the t h i r d report of the Ad Hoc Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to" Detect 
and Identify Seismic Events, which was submitted on 15 March. 

My delegation would l i k e to thank the Ad Hoc Group and i t s Chairman, 
Dr. Dahlman, for the arduous work done i n elaborating the report. 

, " i 

The three reports which have been worked out by the Ad Hoc Group since 1976 
provide an appropriate basis for establishing the international exchange of seismic 
data, the aim of which would be to contribute to v e r i f y i n g compliance with a 
future treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

Thus, we now have clear ideas of the three main elements of the international 
exchange. 

F i r s t l y , the reports contain considerations on the network of seismic stations 
and the process of extracting data from them. 

Secondly, the data would be distributed through the Global Telecommunication 
System of WMO. T r i a l exchanges have shown that t h i s system has the potential of 
f u l l y s a t i s f y i n g the aims of rapid and undistorted transmission of Level I data 
for the proposed global system. Moreover, document CD/448 contains i n Appendix 8 
preliminary instructions for a comprehensive experimental exercise of the global 
system to be carried out after a CTBT has entered into force. 

Thirdly, an important part of the system would be the International Data 
Centres. Also i n t h i s regard document CD/448 contains detailed views, i . e . , the 
"Preliminary operations manual for International Data Centres" contained i n 
Appendix 7-

A close look at the state of a f f a i r s concerning a nuclear-test ban reveals 
a kind of paradox. Whereas technical work on parts of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system, 
i . e . the international exchange of seismic data, i s quite advanced, there are no 
negotiations on a CTBT at present. Nobody can deny, however, that the jproposed 
system for global data exchange i s intended to operate on the basis of such a 
treaty and to serve i t s purposes. The aim, therefore, i s not an international 
exchange of seismic data per se or i n a vacuum, but to f a c i l i t a t e the implementation 
of a CTBT. The system canuot be set up i n the absence of such a treaty, nor can 
i t replace the treaty. From t h i s angle i t i s obvious that technical work on 
v e r i f i c a t i o n aspects cannot go on endlessly as i f i t were an open-ended exercise. 
The Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has c l a r i f i e d a l l relevant questions 
concerning the international data exchange. Detailed arrangements for the 
international data exchange could be worked out, after tha treaty i s concluded, 
by the Expert Committee which i s envisaged. 

Having said t h i s , we do not deny that the technical experiment planned for t h i s 
year to test the exchange of Level I data through the Global Telecommunication 
System of WMO may be of some use. However, after t h i s experiment the Conference 
on Disarmament w i l l have to take a decision on the future of the Ad Hoc Group, 
taking i n t o account the s i t u a t i o n with regard to negotiations on a nuclear-test 
ban. Here again, much w i l l depend on the position of the United States. The 
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United Stages delegation on 8 March expressed itjS^auppqrt of, the work o f the Ad Hoc 
Group .of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. This can hardly, J3uf'fice. As }.png as the. United States 
refuses treaty negotiationa, the когк cf the ^d " Hoc Group cpuld, be used ^ - a , cover 
for the lack of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to nsgotiate. 

With your permission, M r P r e s i d e n t , I should now like, to address the item 
which provides the basis for the. work of the Ad Hoc Group of,,Scientific ,<Е*регЛ̂ з 
namely, a nuclear t e s t ban. 

Needless to say, such a ban i s of c r u c i a l importance to stop the nuclear^cms 
race and to reduce the threat of nuclear war. Such a step has become more/urgèrit_ 
in recent years i n view of the accelerating nuclear-arms race, characterized"^ 
inter a l i a by the creation of new d e s t a b i l i z i n g nuclear-weapon systems and the 
deployment of United States f i r s t - s t r i k e nuclear weapons i n Western Euçppe. 

At the same time there exists an excellent basis for elaborating a ( t r e a t y on 
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . Comprehensive 
proposals were tabled i n 1982 by the Soviet Union and i n 1983 by Sweden^, The three 
reports presented by the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts provide a wealth of 
material for establishing an international exchange of seismic data as an important 
part of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system of a future treaty. 

Immediate s^eps to cear.e nuclear-weapon testing are advocated by the 
overwhelming majority of States. A moratorium on nuclear-weapon tests i s also 
called for by many p o l i t i c i a n s i n Western countries. 

In view of the urgent need for a nuclear-test ban, and of a l l e x i s t i n g materials 
which show ways for solving the problems connected with i t , world public op in ion 
might r i g h t l y ack why a CTBT has not yet been concluded and why negotiations are 
not yet under way for that purpose. 

Honesty and realirm, so often demanded by one side i n t h i s Conference, allow 
only one answer: whereas the Soviet Union i s prepared for such negptiations, two 
other nuclear-weapon States refuse any p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n a c t i v i t i e s to achieve a 
NTB, and the two remaining nuclear-weapon States are only prepared to engage t h i s 
Conference i n a f u t i l e debate on v e r i f i c a t i o n questions i n order tp' cover the i r 
negative attitudo to the s l i g h t e s t progress towards a CTB. Such an approach i s by 
no means a new one. The зз-cailed v e r i f i c a t i o n issue was and i s s t i l l being used 
i n many cases to block agreements on arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

Sfiie side has repeatedly attempted i n t h i s ^Conference and elsewhere to foster 
the, b e l i e f tjjat v e r i f i c a t i o n problems were blocking the road to the cessation o f 
nuclear^weapon tests,- ( Thorefere, i t was argued", the Conference should s t a r t from 
scratch,latid lden.tj.fy -and examine issues of v e r i f i c a t i o n with, the hope o f achieving 
such a ban i n lQhg-term perspective. 

But '".ve the proponents of such ah approach forgotten history? Questions 
relat i n g to a te3t ban have been considered for more than 25 years i n different 
foirums^.and a large number ot solutions, i n t e r a l i a on v e r i f i c a t i o n questions, have 
been "orfferedj., "No other Question' "in th3 f i e l d of disarmament haa -been ̂ .the. subject 
of t s ^ buch international 1 concernj discussion, study and negotiation as that "of '' 
stóppTn^ fuetear-weapon ^ e s ^ ' V ^ a s the United Nations Secretary-General emphasized 
i n 1 9 Y ^ . ~ Moreover*, i n the t r i l a t e r a l report submitted i n 1980 tó the Committee on 
Disarmament, the three negotiating parties, ampng them the United States and'the 
United, Kingdpm, expressed t h e i r b e l i e f that "the v e r i f i c a t i o n , measures Jbeing 
n^gpJtjLate^ — p a r t i c u l a r l y the prc-visionr* regarding the1 international exchange lof 

http://lden.tj.fy
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seismic data, the .Committee of Experts and on-site inspections — break s i g n i f i c a n t 
new ground, i n international arms l i m i t a t i o n : e f f o r t s and w i l l give a l l treaty parties 
thej opportunitiy =to participate i n a substantial and constructive way i n the process 
of v e r i f y i n g compliance with the treaty" (CD/130). 

Thus,, since, the submission of the t r i l a t e r a l report something must have happened 
which h»s forestalled- further•progresa concerning the elaboration of the treaty, 
including i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions. This development must have been so serious 
that the United States, which i n 1980 together with i t s negotiating partners desired 
to achieve an "early agreement" as was stated i n CD/130, today looks upon a 
comprehensive-;test ban only as an "ultimate objective". 

Obviously, conditions f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n have not worsened. On the.contrary, 
technical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , including those i n the possession of the 
United States, have considerably improved. The change i n the United States position, 
however, i s determined by p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y factors. The former Director of 
United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency (USACDA) and chief CTB negotiator, 
Mr .-Paul Warnke, has referred i n this-regard to i n t e r n a l pressures to continue 
testing for new nuclear-weapon systems and to improve old ones. In a l e t t e r sent 
byjJISACDA to Congress i n 1983» i t was underlined that "nuclear tests are s p e c i f i c a l l y 
required for the development, modernization and c e r t i f i c a t i o n of warheads, the 
maintenance of stockpile r e l i a b i l i t y and the evaluation of nuclear-weapon e f f e c t s " . 

Last week, there was news of a long-term programme under way i n the 
United States for the production of nuclear warheads which also involves a 
considerable increase i n nuclear-weapon t e s t s . That eight-year programme provides 
for additional underground tests as part of the so-called "Star Wars" plan, as 
well as f o r tests of warheads for the Trident m i s s i l e , Cruise m i s s i l e s , the 
Pershing-II m i s s i l e , the neutron a r t i l l e r y s h e l l and others. According to t h i s 
report, the output of nuclear warheads i n the United States, now already the highest 
i t has been for 20 years, i s expected to continue increasing. 

Obviously, i t i s not an alleged v e r i f i c a t i o n problem that prevents progress 
towards a complete nuclear-weapon-test ban. As we a l l know, there i s today every 
p o s s i b i l i t y to v e r i f y compliance with a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-wéapbn t e s t s . 

Nevertheless, we have been asked over and over again here i n thie Conference 
to study i n depth the v e r i f i c a t i o n issues of a test ban. 

Effective v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements, however, can only be elaborated i n the 
framework of the negotiation of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I t cannot be doné by a subsidiary body whose mandate has 
been1 l i m i t e d by a few delegations to a mere examination of v e r i f i c a t i o n issues. In 
the absence of r e a l negotiations, delegations can hardly be expected to bridge 
existing differences on certain issues of a nuclear-test ban only i n a framework 
of discussions. 

Thus, the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban could hardly do more than 
- i t did i n 1982 and 1983. As was stated i n i t s report of l a s t year (CD/412), "a 

large number of delegations considered that the Ad Hoc Working Group had f u l f i l l e d 
i t s mandate by discussing and defining a l l the issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance of a nuclear-test ban". 

In view of t h i s s i t u a t i o n i t i s d i f f i c u l t to understand the position of the 
delegation of the United States which, on the one hand, i s not ready to embark upon-' 
negotiations on a CTBT and, on the other, deplores that i n the Ad Hoc Working Group 
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"no agreements'were reached on the items". I t stands to reason that agreements on 
treaty elements can only be achieved i n negotiations, that i s , i n a process of give 
and take. 

Last year the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban was chaired by the 
head of my delegation. In summarizing h i s views on the vork of the Working Group, 
Ambassador Rose stressed on 23 August 1983: "In spite of a l l e f f o r t s made by most11 

delegations, the Committee on Disarmament i s s t i l l prevented from holding 
negotiations. I t s relevant subsidiary organ i s confined to mere discussions. 
Sometimes one may /ëvelt' get the impression''that one (side i s very eager to focus the 
attention of the ;НосWorking Group on a Wuelean Test Ban on technical questions 
and to convert i t 'into~Ш I n s t i t u t i o n for exchanging views on seismological d e t a i l s . 
When the side i n question regards a complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests as 
only a long-term goal and the ,ti.me not propitious to negotiate a corresponding 
treaty, the discussion of technical problems might be used as a smokescreen to cover 
the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l " . This statement was contained i n CD/PV.236. 

This analysis i s v a l i d s t i l l today. In March, the question of a new mandate 
for an ad Hoc Committee on a nuclear test ban as well as for other committees was 
considered i n an informal way by t h i s Conference. In spite of a l l the e f f o r t s made 
by the then President, Ambassador Datcu of Romania, no success was reached i n t h i s 
regard because of the attitude of some nuclear-weapon States. On 3 A p r i l , those 
States blocked consensus on the establishment of an ad hoc committee to i n i t i a t e 
negotiations on a CTBT. 

It i s our hope that t h i s w i l l not be the l a s t word from the delegations of the 
United States and the United Kingdom, i n view of the position of the overwhelming 
majority of members of the Conference on Disarmament, who advocate the s t a r t of 
treaty negotiations. Those two delegations should review t h e i r positions and agree 
to negotiations with a view to elaborating a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

Such a step by those States would enable a corresponding subsidiary body of 
our Conference to maker r e a l progress. 

Here, as i n other cases, t h i s Conference faces a strange s i t u a t i o n . Whereas 
nobody denies that the Conference on Disarmament i s the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating forum, spme delegations again and again raise objections when i t comes 
to the working level,/that i s , when subsidiary bodies are to be set up and given a 
clear negotiating mandate i n accordance with the purpose of t h i s Conference. 

I t stands to reason that subsidiary organs should have such a mandate i f the 
general mandate of the Conference on Disarmament i s taken seriously. But, 
paradoxically as i t may seem, some delegations are often not prepared to accept a 
negotiating mandate, but are prepared to negotiate a mandate! Such an approach 
has very often led us to protracted procedural debates which have complicated and 
blocked our work. So, why not from the outset agree on a negotiating mandate and 
leave i t to the subsidiary body concerned to decide how to proceed and how to 
organize the negotiations? Such an approach would prevent us from long procedural 
debates and would very much further our work. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the German Democratic Republic 
for his statement. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 249th plenary 
meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the representative of New Zealand,.-Ambassidor Peren. 
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Mr. PESEN (New Zealand): Mr. President, i t gives me great pleasure to be a 
able to congratulate you on your assumption of the Presidency,of the Conference 
on Disarmament f o r the month of A p r i l . Since t h i s i s the f i r s t occasion on which 
New Zealand has addressed a plenary session of the Conference on Disarmament, 
i t i s of p a r t i c u l a r note that the Presidency i e held by the representative of 
S r i Талка, a small country l i k e my own and one with which we have f o r long ЬдЛ 
very close and f r i e n d l y t i e s . 

Mr. President, your country's membership of t h i s Conference demonstrates that 
small countries, as w e l l as large, are concrn^d about disarmament. I wish also 
to pay a tribute to the work of Ambassador Datcu who guided the work of the ., 
Conference so s k i l f u l l y during the month of March. Beyond that, Mr. President, 
I wish to commend the Conference i t s e l f f o r the e f f o r t s being made by a l l i t s 
members' i n t h i s most important area of human endeavour. 

Conventional warfare has not ceased. The arms race consumes a 
disproportionate share of global resources. Cur world already has too many 
nuclear weapons, but s t i l l more are being produced. Early progress i s needed 
to devise- and negotiate tangible p r a c t i c a l solutions and s p e c i f i c disarmament 
conventions. New Zealand hopes that the Conference on Disarmament w i l l play an 
effe c t i v e part i n t h i s -process on <.. wide range of disarmament issues. 

It might perhaps be thought that a country l i k e ours, i n the South P a c i f i c 
with no land f r o n t i e r s , i s remote from the disarmament issues with which t h i s 
body i s grappling. In f a c t , our South P a c i f i c region i s one where a continuing 
deep-seated concern i s shared ,by- many countries*. Moreover, our apparently 
" i s o l a t e d " South P a c i f i c .region i s the only one where nuclear t e s t i n g i s s t i l l 
being conducted outside >the main metropolitan t e r r i t o r y of a nuclear-weapon State. 

f S f ! ) 

Although the joint-resources of the South P a c i f i c countries are modest, the 
strength of the commitment of the South P a c i f i c region to t o t a l nuclear 
disarmament should not be underestimated. 

My country, New Zealand, i s certainly committed to doing a l l that can be 
done to hasten the implementation of meaningful disarmament agreements. 
Hew Zealand has long accorded top p r i o r i t y to seeking a complete ban on the 
t e s t i n g or use of a l l nuclear weapons. For many years at each successive 
session of the United Nations General Assembly we have taken a leading r o l e i n 
promoting the adoption of a General Assembly resolution c a l l i n g urgently, f o r 
the conclusion of a treaty to implement a comprehensive nuclear-test ban (CTB). 
We w i l l be working to that end again t h i s year i n New York. Meanwhile my 
presence here today demonstrates my Government's commitment to extend our e f f o r t s 
to include active p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the Conference on Disarmament i n Geneva. 

In f a c t , as most of you w i l l know already, New Zealand i s not altogether a 
new-comer i n the Conference on Disarmament. Since 1977 New Zealand has, , 
participated a c t i v e l y i n a l l sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts 
whose Third Report i s now before you. We take encouragement from the 
Ad Hoc Group's completion and adoption of that Report by consensus, because 
t h i s signals to us that some progress, however modest and preliminary, i s being 
made at a technical l e v e l . We see t h i s as a small but s i g n i f i c a n t new step towards 
the eventual establishment of an international network of seismic stations which, 
we believe, could l a t e r help towards monitoring compliance with a CTB. We look 
forward to the day when a l l the necessary technical requirements w i l l have been 
completed. Then, given s u f f i c i e n t p o l i t i c a l goodwill, the v e r i f i c a t i o n of seismi* 
•and related events can become the basis f o r a sound, balanced, mutual and-
verifiable'comprehensive test-ban treaty. 
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New Zealand remains ready to play i t s part i n t h i s process. Here too our 
geographic location has relevance, f o r New Zealand, and A u s t r a l i a are the only-
two Southern Hemisphere countries with a past and-continuing capacity to 
contribute to the e f f o r t s of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts. S i m i l a r l y , 
New Zealand and A u s t r a l i a are the only two countries that offer network data 
from seismograph stations i n Antarctica. New Zealand thus contributes d i r e c t l y 
to the work of the Ad Hoc Group, and, we hope, also towards the creation of a CTB. 

We hope that i t w i l l be the decision of t h i s session of the Conference on 
Disarmament that the Ad Hoc Group w i l l remain i n existence, and w i l l continue to 
meet at least annually. I f so, New Zealand w i l l wish to continue tp participate 
i n , and contribute to, the Ad Hoc Group's deliberations. Meanwhile members 
should ' continue the work necessary f o r a successful outcome of the proposed 
technical test f o r the exchange and analysis of Level I Data using the WTO/GTS 
under a regular use basis. The successful completion of t h i s t e s t , w i l l , we 
believe, be a further tangible sign that progress continues to be made by the 
Ad Hoc Group at a technical l e v e l . However, to make further s i g n i f i c a n t 
progress i n future, i t i s now urgent that f u l l agreement be reached on a 
"comprehensive experimental exercise" which would adequately test a l l aspects 
of the global system, including the f u l l seismograph network, data transmission 
procedures and f a c i l i t i e s , and data c o l l e c t i o n operations. 

%New Zealand has also indicated i t s wish to participate i n other Working 
Groups within the Conference on Disarmament and especially i n the subsidiary 
body that should be established to move towards the negotiation of a,CTB. We 
c a l l notf on a l l parties to redouble t h e i r e f f o r t s ,to formulate a wider mandate 
fo r the NTB Group that w i l l allow r e a l progress -to be made, 

i 

In the United Nations General Assembly Now Zealand and Australia i n i t i a t e d and 
proposed resolution 38/63 which was adopted with 117 votes i n favour and not. 
one vote against. This resolution requested the Conference on Disarmamentt 

- (a) • to "resume i t s examination of issues r e l a t i n g to a CTB with a view 
to the negotiation-of a^treaty on the subject and, i n accordance with the 
1983 Report on the work of the Committee under t h i s item, to take up the 
question of a revised mandate f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group during, i t s 
1984 session; 

(b) to determine, i n the context of i t s negotiations on such a treaty, 
the i n s t i t u t i o n a l and-administrative arrangements necessary f o r establishing 
t e s t i n g and operating an international seismic monitoring network as part of 
an e f f e c t i v e ' v e r i f i c a t i o n system; and 

("с) to i n i t i a t e investigation of other international measures to improve 
v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements under such a treaty including an international 
network to monitor atmospheric r a d i o a c t i v i t y . 

Our position i s quite clear. We believe that there are many issues r e l a t i n g 
to a comprehensive test ban that deserve immediate consideration, and that 
positive progress can be achieved on some, even i f hesitations remain on 
others. We also believe there w i l l be widespread concern, disappointment and 
fr u s t r a t i o n i f the Conference on Disarmament meets f o r another year without 
beginning t h i s process. As i n the United Nations General Assembly resolution, 
we urge a l l members of the Conference on Disarmament, i n p a r t i c u l a r the 
nuclear-weapon States, to cc—operate with the Conference i n f u l f i l l i n g these 
tasks. 
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In conjunction with t h i s , New Zealand w i l l be doing a l l i t can to help 
discourage further v e r t i c a l and horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons by 
supporting the strengthening of the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). We 
regard t h i s as the most important international nuclear-arms-cohtrol agreement 
so far negotiated. 

The International community as à whole must not miss the opportunity of 
the 1985 NPT Review Conference to ensure that the importance of t h i s Treaty i s 
not merely reaffirmed, but that a' genuine e f f o r t i s made to increase confidence i n 
the NPT and to a t t r a c t a larger number of States to adhere to i t s provisions. The 
review must be adopted by consensus even i f only a small number of incremental 
advances are possible. Anything less could jeopardize, support for the Treaty, 
especially among those who already "feel that the nuclear-weapon States have not 
yet met t h e i r obligations -under the o r i g i n a l NPT. 

When New Zealand s i g n i f i e d i t s wish to participate a c t i v e l y i n the work of 
the Conference on Disarmament i t indicated that i t hoped to participate i n the 
work of the subsidiary bodies concerned with the prevention of a n arms 
race i n outer space and the elimination of chemical weapons. 

On chemical weapons, the members of t h i s Conference w i l l know that 
New Zealand has i n recent years been closely associated with e f f o r t s i n the 
United Nations General Assembly to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 
The need to establish procedures for v e r i f i c a t i o n of the alleged use of chemical 
weapons i s beyond doubt, and New Zealand has noted with appreciation the progress 
of the negotiations on t h i s issue, as on the other elements of a chemical weapons 
convention, which were recorded i n the Committee on Disarmament's Report to the 
General Assembly l a s t year. 

Recent reports of the use of chemical weapons i n the war between Iraq and 
Iran have lent p a r t i c u l a r urgency and relevance to the work of the Conference i n 
t h i s f i e l d . The investigation into those reports i n i t i a t e d by the Secretary-General 
showed conclusively that fac t - f i n d i n g could be carried out expertly, i m p a r t i a l l y 
and with speed. I f there are shortcomings i n the Report, these only i l l u s t r a t e 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s that w i l l be faced by any such mission u n t i l international 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures have been put in-plaoe. The Secretary-General and the 
s p e c i a l i s t team are to be commended for t h e i r work. 

I f we may take s a t i s f a c t i o n i n the professional way i n which the mission 
performed i t s task, we are at the same time dismayed at the r e s u l t s of the 
investigation. New Zealand condemns any use of chemical weapons. I t i s of 
paramount importance, as the Secretary-General has observed, that a l l countries 
s t r i c t l y observe the rules of international conduct accepted by the international 
community. For t h i s Conference to bring i t s negotiations on a chemical weapons 
convention to an early and satisfactory conclusion would be a substantial 
contribution to disarmament and to humanity i n warfare. We hope that we may be 
able to a s s i s t i n e f f o r t s to that end. 
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Por New Zealanders the key steps towards nuclear disarmament are the 
creation of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, the strengthening of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty and a massive reduction of m i l i t a r y weapons by the 
nuclear-weapon States. We are grateful therefore to the Ad Hoc Group of 
Seismic Exports f o r t h e i r constructive contribution to t h i s process. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of New Zealand for his statement 
and for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to^the representative of Sweden, Ambassador Ekéus.. 

Mr. KKKUS (Sweden)r Mr. President, permit me, f i r s t of a l l , to express 
my s a t i s f a c t i o n i n seeing you as President of the' Conference f o r the month 
of A p r i l . There are many d i f f i c u l t and important matters to be solved. I 
hope that your s k i l l and the careful manner i n which you are handling the 
complex,1 problem which remains to be solved during t h i s month w i l l help us 
successfully to conclude our business f o r the f i r s t part of the 1984 sessions 
I assure you, Mr. President, of the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n your 
important task. 

Allow me also to express my warm thanks to your predecessor as President 
of the Conference, Ambassador Datcu of Romania, f o r his Presidency which 'hê  
so_ ably handled, with his s k i l l , long experience i n international a f f a i r s and 
good humour. 

I also j o i n other speakers i n welcoming to the Conference the 
Deputy M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of Poland, His Excellency Henryk Jaroszek. 

We have today the opportunity to consider the Report of the Ad Ной Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, and my comments w i l l be l i m i t e d to the work of thiB 
Group. 

The basic aim behind the establishment of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c -
Experts i n I976 was, as we a l l know, a desire to f a c i l i t a t e the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of a comprehensive test ban. 

I t i s evident, and natural, that i n international arms control and 
disarmament tre a t i e s a l l parties must have e s s e n t i a l l y equal p o s s i b i l i t i e s to 
s a t i s f y t h e i r v e r i f i c a t i o n requirements. These requirements might*, nowever, ' 
d i f f e r from one country to another, depending i n t e r a l i a on p o l i t i c a l and 
miïl4&ry^factors. The national v e r i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s of individual* 
countries - iÜgniA also vary considerably due to the geographic location of the 
courifry'áai available technology. International co-operation to establish 
and "develop :'g¿6tíeu: v e r i f i c a t i o n systems i s jjne yay to give a l l countries access 
to high-quality - v e r i f i c a t i o n data» Such systems are of fundamental importance 
fo r smaller countries and might also substantially improve the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
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c a p a b i l i t i e s available to the b i g Powers. To be useful, such a system must 
produce data that s a t i s f y the needs and the c a p a b i l i t i e s of a l l countries. 
Their quite different requirements increase, however, the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n 
obtaining a generally acceptable international verification.system. 

International discussions of a global seismological v e r i f i c a t i o n system over 
many years have i l l u s t r a t e d both the desire, and the d i f f i c u l t i e s , to obtain a 
generally accepted international v e r i f i c a t i o n system f o r a comprehensiva 
test-ban treaty. In t h i s context the international co-operation measures worked 
out by the Ad Hoc Gro/up of S c i e n t i f i c Experts constitute however an important 
step towards the achievement of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y acceptable system. 

The Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group (СВ/448) i s a considerable achievement. 
An impressive amount of" work has been carried out by the .Group ' s experts and at 
observatories, laboratories and data centres i n the.participating countries. I t 
might be d i f f i c u l t f o r us to understand and f u l l y to appreciate the vast amount 
of s c i e n t i f i c work i n many countries that forms the basas f o r t h i s report. 

The Report contains a large amount of facts and information that deserves 
close consideration. My delegation shares the Ad Hoc Group's view that a 
s i g n i f i c a n t technical development has taken place i n the l a s t few years and that 
i t i s important to f u l l y incorporate t h i s new technology i n t o the proposed global 
system of exchanging seismic data. 

The conversion of e x i s t i n g analogue stations relevant f o r CTB v e r i f i c a t i o n 
into d i g i t a l systems and the establishment of new and highly sensitive stations 
at suitable locations i n the Southern Hemisphere are important steps recommended 
by the Ad Hoc Group. "Working Paper CD/491 presented by the Federal. Republic of 
Germany on "Aspects of modern developments i n seismic event recording 
techniquesILjcontains a sound basis f o r a discussion xxf how advanced technology 
oan be deed to improve and simplify seismic recording. Concerning the- -
establishment of new, high-quality stations i n the Southern Hemisphere, Sweden 
has e a r l i e r introduced i n the Committee on Disarmament the idea of so-called 
"sister-observatories". .jSuch observatories are co-operative projects between 
countries that already have experience i n establishing and operating modem 
seismological f a c i l i t i e s and countries have less experience i n t h i s f i e l d , but 
with suitable geophysical situations. The present co-operation between Finland 
and Zambia," reported on to the Ad Hoc Group, i s a good example of such 
co-operation. 

The development i n communication and computer technology has been more rapid 
than was possible to foresee only a few years ago. This has made i t possible 
to exchange, rapidly and on a global scale, large amounts of information and 
simultaneously to handle such information i n f a i r l y small computer systems. 
The question of the exchange and use of the more voluminous o r i g i n a l recordings 
of data, the so-called Level I I data, has been a d i f f i c u l t problem i n the present 
work of the Ad Hoc Group; however, i t i s l i k e l y to be less sensitive when such 
data gradually become more extensively used i n general seismological practice. 
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I t i s important that an international co-operative system f o r CTB vçrific&tion 
should be advanced and modern, and that technical equipment and e x i s t i & | % a t a 
are used i n a way that i s not i n f e r i o r to those used i n systems available to 
individual countries. 

My delegation i s pleased to note i n the report that the Ad Hoc Group 
has elaborated a preliminary operational manual for.in t e r n a t i o n a l data rcentres. 
This manual gives comprehensive instructions on how such data centres should 
operate. The instructions, are worked out i n great d e t a i l , including the 
spec i f i c a t i o n of the computer codes to be used. 

In the Swedish,draft on a Huclear-Weapon-test-Ъац treaty (CD/^81), 
presented i n June 1983» operational manuals were foreseen f o r a l l the 
components of an international ,co-operative system. Operation manuals 
shouLj:, give detailed instructions on how to operate p a r t i c i p a t i n g stations, 
extract and exchange Level 1 data, and exchange Level I I data, and on how, 
the analysis should be carried out at the International Data Centrée.'î The', 
preliminary .manual presented as an annex to the Third Report i s a suBŝ ant̂ aîL 
step towards achieving such necessary detailed instructions. Further work^ '"3 
remains to be done to rcake i t possible to reach agreement on a l l the details' 1 

of t h i s preliminary manual and to prepare s i m i l a r manuals f o r other components 
of the"system., This i s an important future task f o r the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 

Additional experience i s needed and, ду delegation therefore welcomes 
and f u l l y supports the proposal of the Aft Hqc Group \o hold an, experimental 
test l a t e r t h i s year. Such a test should result, i n further elaboration of 
operational procedures f o r Level I seismic, data exchange and the envisaged 
International Data Centres. 

The test w i l l be conducted i n co-operation with Ш 0 . My Relegation„ 
welcomes the deçisios by WMQ to make available i t s Global Télécommunication 
System f o r regular exchange of seismic da|a. , We are convinced that this" 
experimental t e s t , on a global scale, w i l l give most valuable data and 
experience f o r establishing an international system to monitor a CTBT. 

My delegation has noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n that 23 countries have 
announced t h e i r intention to participatenln the t e s t . We know that many 
more countries have the capability to par t i c i p a t e . The value of the 
test would increase substantially with more countries participâting and 
with a wider, global d i s t r i b u t i o n of these countries. I therefore 
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urge a l l countries that have not yet announced t h e i r intention to pa r t i c i p a t e , 
to seriously consider to contribute tó t h i s Important t e s t . , 

Sweden w i l l participate i n the test by providing data from the 
Hagfors Observatory and by operating an Experimental Data Centre. At 
our centre i n Sweden we w i l l receive the reported Level I data and 
analyse these data using the procedures described i n the preliminary 
operational manual. This experiment w i l l thus not only give experience 
on the extraction of Level I data and the exchange of such data over 
the WMO system, but also on the procedures and computer programmes needed 
to process these data at International Data Centres. 

We think i t i s Important that such experimental data centrés w i l l be 
operated during the test i n the United States and the USSR. We have also 
with great s a t i s f a c t i o n noted the plans to establish data centre f a c i l i t i e s 
i n A u s t r a l i a . Sweden looks forward to close co-operation with these countries 
to further develop the procedures to be used at the envisaged data centres. 
We are confident that the forthcoming experiment w i l l o ffer experience of 
great importance to reaching agreement on a generally acceptable v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system. 

My country has f o r many years been dedicated to the task of achieving 
a CTB. We have conducted an extensive national research programme to 
f a c i l i t a t e the v e r i f i c a t i o n of such a treaty. We are convinced that 
the work of the Ad Hoc Group i s an important contribution to our e f f o r t s 
i n t h i s respect. We are further convinced of the value of continued work 
to gain more experience through this-experiment and to prepare operational 
manuals. In our view no e f f o r t s should be spared i n paving ^he way for a 
CTB, including continued e f f o r t s i n the technical f i e l d . The report just 
presented by the Ad Hoc Group shows c l e a r l y that most valuable work has 
already been accomplished towards s a t i s f y i n g reasonable v e r i f i c a t i o n 
requirements. I t i s now time for the Conference on Disarmament to address 
a l l issues r e l a t i n g to a CÍBT. We therefore urge the Conference to reach 
agreement immediately on a ̂ mandate which would make t h i s possible. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Sweden for his statement 
and for the kind words addressed to the President. I now give the f l o o r 
to the representative of Argentina, Ambassador Carasales. 



ŒD/PV.257 
23 

i Mr» CARARATiKS. (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); Mr. President, my delegation 
takes note"ôf the Third Report to the Conference on Disarmament of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect 
and Identify Seismic Events. I t also takes note of the recommendation by the 
Ad Hoc Group contained i n document CD/449* Prom t h e i r nature and importance, both 
documents, and especially the Third Report, require careful study by the competent 
departments of my Government, i n view of the various technical and substantive aspects 
they contain. 

Some eight years have alapsed since the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts was 
established by the then Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and subsequently 
maintained by the Committee -on Disarmament. I t i s regrettable that the prospects 
on t h i s issue which the international community faced towards the end of the 1970s 
have substantially altered — i f they have not a c t u a l l y disappeared — owing to the 
lack of p o l i t i c a l - / i l l of some nuclear-weapon States to i n i t i a t e negotiations on a 
treaty banning nuclear-weapon tes t s . At the recent plenary meeting of 3 A p r i l t h i s 
lack of w i l l once again emerged c l e a r l y . 

Obviously, t h i s continuing s i t u a t i o n has repercussions on the -task of. the 
Ad Hoc Group of Experts. I t i s our opinion that the Ád Hoc Group and i t s planned 
exercises cannot continue to take place i n a vacuum. Any a c t i v i t y performed must be 
d i r e c t l y related to the negotiating process which i s taking place under item 1 of our 
agenda. Otherwise, i t w i l l detract from the mission of the Ad Hoc Group, which would 
then become a permanent body the purpose of which would be to consider and -experiment 
with s c i e n t i f i c and technical developments i n the f i e l d of seismology. I t i s obvious 
that t h i s eannot be the function of the Ad Hoc Group, nor was t h i s the purpose f o r 
which i t was established. 

The objective which led the negotiating body to establish the Ad Hoc Group was to 
receive technical infpuliation and suggestions on a system suitable f o r v e r i f y i n g 
compliance with a nuclear-test-ban treaty. The considerable experience which we have 
accumulated shows us that the search f o r a perfect solution i s preyenting us from 
achieving an adequate one. I t would also seem that, i n the expectation of negotiations, 
the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts w i l l continue with a series of experiments 
which, despite t h e i r s c i e n t i f i c and technical value, w i l l be of l i t t l e importance i f , 
they are not accompanied by the relevant p o l i t i c a l negotiations. 

As the Secretary-General said to the Conference of the Committee ox. Disarmament 
on 29 February 1972, "The technical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have been 
so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l decision i s now necessary i n order to achieve 
f i n a l agreement". That opinion^ which has been recalled countless times, was to be 
o f f i c i a l l y reiterated subsequently i n 1972. 

I t i s also our conviction that, as paragraph 31 of the F i n a l Document states, 

"Disarmament and arms l i m i t a t i o n agreements should provide f o r adequate 
measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n satisfactory to a l l parties concerned i n order to crea*fce 
the vnecessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by a l l parties. 
The form and modalities of,the v e r i f i c a t i o n to be provided f o r i n any s p e c i f i c 
agreement depend upon and shonld be determined by the purposes, scope and natnre 
of the agreement". 
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The laat sentence of the paragraph I -have just quoted should he stressed. The 
form and modalities of the v e r i f i c a t i o n should he i n keeping with the purposes, scope 
and nature of the disarmament agreement the observance of which i t i s wished to . 
monitor. I f that agreement does not e x i s t , nór has even begun to be negotiated, i t 
cannot be clear how studies and tests which must be carried out i n a t o t a l vacuum 
can be useful and f r u i t f u l . I t i s not possible to go on working i n d e f i n i t e l y on 
the basis of assumptions and out-of-date p o l i t i c a l data, as the Ad Hoc Group finds 
i t s e l f forced to do, as can be seen from paragraph 2 of i t s report. 

In accordance with the broad experience already accumulated, only by making a 
start caí substantive negotiations w i l l i t be possible to tackle a l l the pertinent 
aspects of a future agreement; And only i n t h i s context, too, w i l l the Conference on 
Disarmament be able to make proper usa: of the technical and s c i e n t i f i c contribution 
furnished by the Ad Hoc Group. 

Having said t h i s , my delegation i s not opposed to acceptance by the Conference 
of the recommendation contained i n paragraph 10 of document CD/449» "but has wished 
to place on record i t s views concerning the present and future work of the 
Ad Hoc Group. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Argentina f o r h i s statement. 
I understand that the representative of A u s t r a l i a would l i k e to make a statement, and 
therefore give the f l o o r to Ambassador Butler. 

Mr. BUTLER (Au s t r a l i a ) : Mr. President, at the plenary meeting of t h i s 
Conference held on 15 March I welcomed the Third Report to the Conference of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures 
to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, and the Progress Report on the seventeenth session 
o f the Ad Hoc Group, which the Chairman, Dr. Dahlman, introduced. 

I wish today to r e i t e r a t e that my delegation considers t h i s report to be an 
important document. 

The Report demonstrates c l e a r l y the valuable contribution the Ad Hoc Group 
has made and could continue to make to elaborating the v e r i f i c a t i o n regime of a 
comprehensive»nuclear-test-ban treaty. The s p e c i f i c a t i o n of an international 
network of seismic stations, and the associated data exchange system i n support of 
the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events i s an i n t e g r a l part of the 
v e r i f i r a t i o n system f o r a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. The work that the 
Ad Hoc Group has been charged with undertaking, and should continue i n the future, 
i s of the highest significance. 

The Third Report also demonstrates that the Ad Hoc Group has made a s i g n i f i c a n t 
contribution towards the objective of achieving a comprehensive r.uclear-test-ban 
treaty and t h i s i s an objective to which my Government attaches extreme importance. 
Рог these reasons the work which has been carried out i n the Group must be continued. 
I t w i l l have important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n the future i n r e l a t i o n to f i n a l i z i n g the 
arrangements for the technical test to be conducted l a t e r t h i s year which i s being 
co-ordinated by Mr. Peter McGregor of A u s t r a l i a , and i n assessing the results of that 
t e s t . The Group w i l l also have important work to do i n giving effect to the 
recommendations contained i n the f i n a l chapter of i t s Third Report. 
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In the period since we l a s t had the benefit c f Dr. Dahlman's presence amongst 
us at t h i s Conference, I had'the benefit of v i s i t i n g Ьчт at his research i n s t i t u t e 
i n Stockholm. The programmes he and his expert s t a f f have designedf are very 
impressive. I saw the Swedish seismic тот coring bjota^ л.п operation and i t was -
clear that the information, i t gathers i s of immense benefit to us a l l . May I also 
say* Mr. President, as i t were somewhat-in passing,- that on-the fallowing day, 
on 29 March, during a v i s i t I made to the Norwegian seismic monitoring f a c i l i t y i n 
Oslo? the de^Tonstration I saw there was unrehearsed but cer t a i n l y dramatic. The 
Norwegian systea had recorded e a r l i e r on that day a nuclear detonation of i n 
(Кгселз of 100 kilotons at a location i d e n t i f i e d as being within Soviet t e r r i t o r y . 
Í have had tne opportunity to consult subsequently with Dr, DahjLman and he confirms ,: 

too that the Swedish seismic system registered the same detonation ca 29 March. 

I subsequently saw no report of. t h i s event i n the media, and so I thought at 
least for that reason you would not mind my mentioning i t here today. I t i s i n fact 
a matter of deep concern to my Government that our major public means of 
communication appear to have become so mured to the phenomenon of nuclear testing 
that i t i s no longer considered news. What this means i s that we c l e a r l y need a 
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. 

A u s t r a l i a w i l l continue to give i t s f u l l support to the work of the Ad Hoc Group. 
We w i l l be taking part i n the forthcoming technical experiment, and the Australian 
Government, as the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden kindly acknowledged t h i s 
morning, proposes, subject to the a l l o c a t i o n of the required funds, to establish a 
national monitoring capacity and an international data centre. 

We urge the Conference on Disarmament to give i t s f u l l support to the 
continuation of the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 

The PRESIDENT; That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other 
delegation wish to take the f l o o r ' Are there any questions or requests f o r c l a r i f i c a t i o 
that members might wish to address to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures "со Detect and Identify 
Seismic Events? I see none. 

May I now turn to the reports of the Ad Hoc Group, as contained i n 
documents CD/448 and CD/449, In t h i s connection I have been informed that there has 
been a delay i n the c i r c u l a t i o n of the Arabic text of document CD/448• Unfortunately, 
i t i s not now available and therefore i t seems to me to be better to take note of 
the report l a t e r , once a l l the languages have been dist r i b u t e d . 

I now put before the Conference f o r adoption the recommendation appearing i n 
paragraph 10 of the Progress Report contained m document CD/449? by which the 
Ad Hoc Group suggests that i t s next session should, subject to approval by the 
Conference, be convened from 30 July to 10 August 1984> i * 1 Geneva, to f i n a l i z e 
instructions f o r the technical test and to review additional national investigations 
into relevant matters. I hear no objection. 

I t was so decided. 
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We have concluded our consideration of document CD/449» I now intend to 
suspend the plenary meeting and convene, i n f i v e minutes time, an informal meeting 
to consider organizational questions. 

The -plenary meeting was suspended at 12.25 p.m. and reconvened at 12 .45 P»m. 

The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s resumed. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l he held on 
Thursday, 12 A p r i l at 10.50 a.m. The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT; The Conference on Disarmament i s called to order. 

The Conference continues today i t s consideration of item 8 on i t s agenda, 
en t i t l e d "Comprehensive programme of disarmament". However, i n accordance with 
rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any 
subject relevant to the work of the Conference. 

You w i l l r e c a l l that our time-table f o r t h i s week includes the holding of an 
informal meeting, i f necessary, to consider organizational questions. I intend, 
therefore, to suspend the plenary meeting a f t e r we have listened to those speakers 
inscribed to address the Conference today and to convene an informal meeting to 
consider the following questions: (a) our programme of work for the week beginning 
on 16 A p r i l ; (b) the question of how to proceed i n connection with proposals under 
agenda items 1 , 2 , 3 , 5 and 7 ; and (c) the opening date for the second part of the 
I 9 8 4 session. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Czechoslovakia, 
Spain, B r a z i l , Bangladesh, the United States of America, the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics and Senegal. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Czechoslovakia, 
Ambassador Vejvoda. 

Иг. VEJTODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. President, l e t me, i n the f i r s t place, 
welcome you as President of the Conference on Disarmament for the month of A p r i l . 
I can assure you that you w i l l have the f u l l support of my delegation i n your e f f o r t 
to get the Conference on Disarmament dealing e f f e c t i v e l y with a l l the items of i t s 
agenda. At t h i s juncture I should l i k e to thank Ambassador Datcu of Romania for 
his persistent e f f o r t i n the same dir e c t i o n l a s t month. 

I t i s my intention to address today a very old item — that of the prohibition 
and destruction of chemical weapons. Next year we s h a l l take note of the 
7 0 t h anniversary of the notorious "Black Sunday" of 22 A p r i l 1 9 1 5 » when chemical 
weapons were used for the f i r s t time causing the suffocation of thousands of French 
soldiers under merciless green-brownish clouds of chlorine released from German 
trenches near Ypres. In the following years 1 1 3 , 0 0 0 metric tons of toxic agents 
were used causing 1 , 2 9 7 » 0 0 ° casualties, of which 91»2°0 were l e t h a l . 

I t can be argued that the fear of possible use of toxic chemicals f o r h o s t i l e 
purposes preceded by f a r t h e i r actual use. Thus we can f i n d the f i r s t e x p l i c i t 
mention of toxic weapons i n the Declaration on Laws and Means of War, signed i n 
Brussels 110 years ago. A number of other treaties dealt with t h i s problem more 
or less extensively, f o r example, the Hague Conventions of 1899 and 1907» the 
peace treaties of V e r s a i l l e s , St. Germain, N e u i l l y , Trianon, Sèvres and B e r l i n , 
signed between 1919 and 1 9 2 1 , as well as the Washington Treaty of 1 9 2 2 . The 
significance of these treaties was l a t e r reflected i n the Geneva Protocol of 1925 
which, u n t i l today, remains the most important international document aimed 
against chemical warfare. I t remains f u l l y v a l i d despite the fact that the process 
of i t s r a t i f i c a t i o n took, i n some countries, h a l f э century. 
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I t i s the considered opinion of my delegation that today, v i r t u a l l y 60 years 
a f t e r the conclusion of the Geneva Protocol, the problem of the prohibition and -
destruction of chemical weapons i s f u l l y ripe f o r i t s effective and d e f i n i t e 
solution. Not only because i t i s an old, almost an ancient, matter, but, above a l l , 
because i t i s about to acquire a new, dangerous dimension. I would hardly be 
saying anything new i f I reminded distinguished delegates that on 27 June 1980 the 
United States House of Representatives approved the funds required f o r the erection 
of a new production f a c i l i t y f o r binary chemical weapons i n the Pine-Bluff Arsenal 
i n Arkansas. On 8 February 1982 the production of binary weapons was approved by 
the relevant pres i d e n t i a l l e t t e r to the Congress. Thus, the United States 
programme of ohemical rearmament was launched. The fact that the United States 
Senate had passed resolutions on freezing the funds for the production of chemical 
weapons should not obscure the intensive a c t i v i t i e s undertaken i n the United States 
with a view to carrying through t h e i r binary г/eapons programme. According to 
United States sources, the development of binary weapons cost 3 * 0 4 b i l l i o n 
d ollars i n the 1 9 7 0 s . The f i r s t such types of weapons to be produced are the 
155 mm Ш 687 binary a r t i l l e r y s h e l l with GB-2 f i l l i n g . The 8 -inch УЛ 736 Binary 
a r t i l l e r y s h e l l and the 500 l b Big-Eye binary guided a e r i a l bomb f i l l e d with TX-2 
should soon follow s u i t . 

This new round of the chemical arms race and plans for the modernization of the 
United States chemical arsenal supported by an envisaged 6-7 b i l l i o n d o l l a r s over 
the next f i v e years open a dangerous perspective f o r us a l l . A new super-toxic 
l e t h a l i n t e r m e d i a t e - v o l a t i l i t y nerve agent, IVA, combining the high percutaneous 
t o x i c i t y of VX with higher v o l a t i l i t y and much higher penetration c a p a b i l i t y through 
a clothing b a r r i e r i s the r e s u l t of intensive m i l i t a r y chemical research and 
development i n the United States. This agent should replace present nerve agents 
i n future. 

There are also plans to use i t widely i n binary weapons mounted on Pershing I I 
and Cruise m i s s i l e s , as w e l l as f o r remotely p i l o t e d vehicles, binary target-guided 
submunitions, a e r i a l l y deployed land mines, long-range a r t i l l e r y munitions, and so 
f o r t h . 

I f the United States were to proceed with i t s plans f o r chemical rearmament i t 
would seriously undermine international e f f o r t s to prohibit and destroy chemical 
weapons. That would be highly regrettable since i n recent years active 
negotiations have been under way, and now our Conference and i t s Ad hoc Cjmmittee 
on Chemical Weapons have, under the new mandate, a unique opportunity to respond to 
the urgent c a l l to ban these cruel and inhumane vreapons. 

However, i n order to succeed i n doing so i t would be necessary that we a l l 
approach the adopted mandate as a complex whole. Attempts to stress separately 
i t s various aspects cannot serve our purpose. On several occasions i n the 
Working Groups i t was remarked that we should not be engaged i n the f i n a l drafting 
of the convention. V e i l , we never i n s i s t e d on a f i n a l drafting i n so f a r as the 
most important part of the mandate, c a l l i n g on us "to s t a r t the f u l l and complete 
process of negotiations, developing and working out the convention", i s reflected 
i n our d a i l y work. As i s now c l e a r l y demonstrated i n Working Group C, and to some 
extent i n Working Group A, work based on concrete texts and formulations i s 
more conducive to solve problems and to r e f l e c t ideas more c l e a r l y . 
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The progress achieved i n Working Group C, dealing with the national 
implementation measures, speaks c l e a r l y i n favour of the method chosen by i t s 
Chairman. In p a r t i c u l a r , work on the element "consultation and co-operation" was 
further advanced, and an understanding was reached on various aspects of " f a c t 
finding". Constructive discussion i s under way on "challenge procedure" and the 
structure of the relevant part was te n t a t i v e l y agreed upon. 

The treatment accorded to the problem of "old stocks" found after i n i t i a l 
declarations could also be considered as a positive sign. These stocks have 
f i n a l l y been given the place corresponding to t h e i r very limited significance when 
compared to the operational chemical-weapon stockpiles. An understanding was 
reached to solve t h i s problem as a special case i n an annex with a d i f f e r e n t regime 
of destruction and v e r i f i c a t i o n than i n the case of the operational chemical-weapon 
stocks. 

My delegation looks eagerly f o r a l l p ositive signs i n the treatment by the 
Conference on Disarmament of the problem of chemical weapons, and i s always prepared 
to help them evolve and develop. At the same time, looking r e a l i s t i c a l l y at what 
has been achieved during the current spring session, ve are c e r t a i n l y f a r from 
s a t i s f i e d . 

The reluctance of some delegations to take an active part i n the process of 
negotiations, mentioned above, i s most c l e a r l y reflected i n Working Group B. We 
appreciate the e f f o r t of i t s Chairman who has engaged i n a number of informal 
consultations, but these, i t seems, have not brought any tangible results despite 
the fact that important constructive and compromise proposals were recently 
advanced concerning the questions f a l l i n g within the ambit of Working Group B . 
This i s a disquieting and dangerous phenomenon. This room i s not the r i g h t place 
for ignorance or obstruction of acts of good f a i t h . The price of the possible 
consequences w i l l have to be paid by us a l l . 

Ve conclude that i t i s now i n s u f f i c i e n t and meaningless simply to c a l l , i n 
general terms, f o r the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the elaboration of the chemical weapons 
convention. The time has come to say aloud what and who i s preventing us from 
doing so. We f u l l y endorse what was said by Ambassador Issraelyan i n his 
statement of 29 March, especially with regard to the negative role played by a 
new United States proposal heralded quite some time ago. In this connection I 
would l i k e to r e c a l l what was said by the General Secretary'of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the Chairman of the 
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, K.U. Chernenko, i n his answers to 
questions from the newspaper "Pravda" on 8 A p r i l , which you w i l l f i n d before you 
today. "Por several months already the American leaders have been promising to 
table i n Geneva some proposals on t h i s score. But promises remain just promises; 
besides, nothing i s known at a l l about what are they f i n a l l y going to amount to, 
while i n the meantime, as i t follows from the President's remarks, a programme of 
building up and renovating chemical weapons, which are being deployed both on 
American t e r r i t o r y and beyond i t , i s being accelerated i n the United States." 

As to the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n , my delegation has always considered, and 
continues to do so, that v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions should be determined by the scope 
and s p e c i f i c nature of the disarmament measure involved. When applied to the 
process of destruction of chemical weapons, t h i s p r i n c i p l e means that the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of stock destruction should be differentiated according to the types 
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of chemical weapons being destroyed, to the volume of the stockpile and to the 
output of the destruction f a c i l i t y . Thus, we consider that the tightest 
v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions should Ъе applied to the most dangerous chemical.vreapons, 
i . e . , super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals, both f i l l e d and i n bulk, as vrell as, t h e i r 
precursors and binary (multicomponent) ammunitions and devices. This p r i n c i p l e 
as well as p r a c t i c a l needs should always be taken into account when the relevant 
v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions are worked out. 

In t h i s respect we f u l l y agree with the distinguished Ambassador of France 
who said i n h i s statement of 5 A p r i l 1984 that "... a continuous and effective 
human presence i s not necessary everywhere and i n a l l cases With respect 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n I would l i k e to reit e r a t e our opinion that a combination of national 
and international forms of control i s necessary. International inspections must 
make use of the national executive and control systems, t h e i r documentation as w e l l 
as t h e i r technical monitoring. 

Let me also say that our delegation considers i t necessary to be as precise as 
possible i n determining the extent of the prohibition so as to ensure that nothing 
important, either today or i n the future, escapes i t . For t h i s reason we also 
prefer the e x p l i c i t mentioning of such systems as binary and other multicomponent 
weapons. At the same time we can hardly agree with the e f f o r t s to cover m the 
prohibition too vride a spectrum of chemicals, as r e f l e c t e d , f o r instance, i n the 
l i s t s of key precursors submitted by a number of delegations where we can f i n d , 
i n t e r a l i a , phosphorus t r i c h l o r i d e or phosphorus oxichloride, which can be 
considered as irrelevant within the scope of the convention. As f a r as the 
d e f i n i t i o n of key precursors i s concerned we see some merit i n the approach 
suggested by the Federal Republic of Germany, which we continue to study thoroughly. 

Recently, at a t h e o r e t i c a l - t a c t i c a l exercise calculated f o r the t e r r i t o r y of 
Bavaria, i t was assumed that the 2 1 s t United states infantry d i v i s i o n received 
1 4 , 0 0 0 rounds of GB ammunition. Consequently i t was concluded that even w e l l -
trained and protected troops would suffer great losses from eventual chemical-
weapon use. The c i v i l population remaining i n the combat area would suffer a 
death rate that would be almost 20 times higher. Theory aside, there remains 
the hard r e a l i t y that on the t e r r i t o r y of the Federal Republic of Germany, our 
neighbour to the vest, huge stockpiles of United States chemical vreapons are 
stored. According to J.P. Robinson, t h i s amounts to about 2 - 4 per cent of t o t a l 
United States chemical-weapon stockpiles: no wonder that neither our people, with 
i t s h i s t o r i c a l experience, nor the people of the Federal Republic of Germany wish 
to accept t h i s United states m i l i t a r y chemical presence, as i s witnessed by 
indignant protests from Hessen, Wurtemberg-Baden, Uestpfalz and Bavaria, i . e . from 
those Federal States, where United States chemical stockpiles are deployed. My 
country knows only too w e l l the data on " t a c t i c a l exercises" by the United States 
Armed Forces, where i t was assumed that d a i l y some 2 , 0 0 0 tons or more of toxic 
warfare agents would be deployed on the Central European theatre. I hardly need to 
add anything to demonstrate that our interest i n the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons i s nothing less than v i t a l . 
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Before concluding, Mr. President, l e t me remind my distinguished colleagues 
that two days ago we noted the 1 2 t h anniversary of the opening f o r signature i n 
Moscov, Washington and London of the Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin 
Weapons and on t h e i r Destruction. I should l i k e to r e c a l l i n t h i s connection that 
my country, together with other s o c i a l i s t countries, o r i g i n a l l y proposed that the 
problem of b i o l o g i c a l weapons be solved together with that of chemical weapons. 
I t would have been much easier to ban these weapons i n 1972 than i t i s Today or than 
i t w i l l be i n the future. Let us therefore spare no e f f o r t i n achieving now what 
we f a i l e d to do 12 years ago. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia f o r his statement 
and f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 2 4 9 t h plenary 
meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Spain, Ambassador de l a Serna. 

Mr. DE LA SERNA (Spain) (translated from Spanish): Mr. President, f i r s t of a l l 
I should l i k e to express here my s a t i s f a c t i o n at p a r t i c i p a t i n g as the representative 
of Spain i n t h i s single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body of the United Nations i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament. I should also l i k e to congratulate you, Hr. President, on the 
weighty r e s p o n s i b i l i t y you have shouldered i n presiding over the Conference on 
Disarmament, a t r u l y d i f f i c u l t task but one which, thanks to your well-known 
diplomatic a b i l i t i e s and the co-operation of the distinguished and highly q u a l i f i e d 
representatives gathered i n this chamber, w i l l , I am sure, be able to produce the 
positive results which the peoples of the entire world expect of t h i s Conference. 

The main objective of t h i s United Nations body, the preparation of international 
disarmament agreements through m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, i s complex but c e r t a i n l y 
also essential, m order to increase international security, and thereby enable 
mankind to l i v e free of tension and even of fear of world nuclear c o n f l i c t or of 
regional or b i l a t e r a l wars. 

I t i s a l l the more d i f f i c u l t to achieve t h i s objective at the present time of 
dangerous international tension, but precisely f o r that reason the need to achieve 
positive results i n t h i s major forum i s a l l the more c r u c i a l . 

The success obtained by 35 states at the Madrid Meeting of the Conference on 
Security and Co-operation i n Europe (CSCE) with the adoption of a Pi n a l Document 
which i s both substantial and balanced after three years of va l i a n t e f f o r t and i n 
the midst of serious crises which r a r i f i e d the international p o l i t i c a l climate, i s 
a sign to a l l , including the distinguished members of t h i s Conference, that despite 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s surrounding us, success can always be achieved i f the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
of Governments e x i s t s . That p o l i t i c a l w i l l must be offered i n t e l l i g e n t l y and 
t r u s t i n g l y on behalf of the work of t h i s body, i n view of the v i t a l importance of 
"Che items which the Conference on Disarmament i s dealing with, and the appeal 
repeatedly expressed by the international community f o r the conclusion of 
international disarmament agreements. 

Of course, this negotiating body would see i t s work made easier i f viewpoints 
could be harmonized and agreements concluded i n the other forums of negotiation on 
arms reductions and disarmament. The Spanish Government has already expressed i n 
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due time i t s concern at the decision to suspend the b i l a t e r a l INF and STAKT t a l k s ; 
my Government hopes that the United States and the Soviet Union w i l l , i n the manner 
and at the time they consider opportune, resume t h e i r negotiations aimed at 
achieving s a t i s f a c t o r y agreements to establish nuclear armaments at the lowest 
possible l e v e l s . A new e f f o r t towards t h i s objective i s required. Furthermore, 
Spain notes with hope the negotiations on conventional arms and troop reductions i n 
Central Europe which are being held i n Vienna, and i s working with dedication i n 
the f i r s t stage of the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures 
currently taking place i n Stockholm. 

In a l l these disarmament forums, co-operation and détente must replace tension 
and distrust. 

A l l the items included i n the agenda of t h i s Conference are of great importance 
for maintaining and strengthening international security, some of them, indeed, 
f o r the very s u r v i v a l of mankind. I should now l i k e to refer s p e c i f i c a l l y to some 
of the issues to which my Government attaches the greatest importance. 

In his statement during the general debate at the thirt y - e i g h t h session of the 
General Assembly, the Spanish Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , Mr. Fernando Moran, 
recalled the need to conclude a treaty f o r the complete prohibition of nuclear 
tests, as an eff e c t i v e b a r r i e r to the quantitative and q u a l i t a t i v e development of 
nuclear weapons. 

Spam agrees with the rest of the international community that the preparation 
by the Conference on Disarmament of a treaty for the complete and permanent 
prohibition of nuclear t e s t s , and i t s adoption by the largest possible number of 
States, i s an objective which we should a t t a i n . Such a treaty should prohibit a l l 
nuclear-weapon tes t s . 

The development of a suitable international v e r i f i c a t i o n system, and i t s 
inclu s i o n i n the text of the treaty, i s a matter of the utmost importance. 
Nevertheless, t h i s should not stand m the way of t a c k l i n g immediately and 
simultaneously, through m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, both the elaboration of such an 
international v e r i f i c a t i o n system and the negotiation of the remaining provisions 
of the treaty. 

I t i s the wish of the Spanish Government that the exploration of space should be 
continued and indeed expanded, with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of an ever larger number of 
States, provided that the f r u i t s of t h i s great enterprise should rebound to the 
benefit of the international community as a whole, Ve are therefore f i r m l y m 
favour of q u a l i t a t i v e and quantitative progress i n the exploration and u t i l i z a t i o n 
f o r peaceful purposes of outer space. 

Nevertheless, the Spanish Government i s concerned at the possible stationing of 
means of destruction m outer space, a p o s s i b i l i t y that i s increasingly close at 
hand, which could represent yet another Etep m the arms race with unforeseeable 
consequences which should be studied m depth. 

S a t e l l i t e s , the product of technological research and the instrument of space 
exploration, should be devoted to exclusively peaceful purposes: peaceful 
objectives include, i n t e r a l i a , both these which contribute to mankind's present 
store of s c i e n t i f i c knowledge, and those which strengthen international s t a b i l i t y 
and security by f a c i l i t a t i n g the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with the disarmament 
agreements entered i n t o , or by serving as a secure network of intergovernmental 
conmunications which are so necessary at times of c r i s i s and indeed once a c o n f l i c t 
has already broken o-ut. 
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I t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of each and every one of the States of the 
international community to preserve outer space i n as peaceful a _s_tate as_ i t has 
enjoyed since the beginnings of the universe, but t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i s p a r t i c u l a r l y 
great i n the case of States which have the honour to belong to t h i s negotiating body, 
and even greater f o r the States which today possess developed space technology. 

Spain w i l l support the future work of t h i s Conference aimed at developing the 
existing agreements on the exploration and use of outer space and at drawing up new 
arms control and disarmament agreements made necessary by the development of new , 
technology. 

Another disarmament issue to which Spain has attached the greatest interest i n 
the past, and continues to do so at present, i s the prohibition of the use of chemical 
weapons. Confining myself s o l e l y to this forum, I may r e c a l l that a l l the preceding 
statements by representatives of Spain have reiterated i n this body my country's 
concern about the use of chemical weapons , as well as the urgent need to have an 
international treaty prepared i n t h i s Conference to supplement the 1925 Geneva 
Protocol and prohibit f o r a l l time the development, nianufacture, stockpiling and_, 
use of chemical weapons, as well as providing f o r the destruction of e x i s t i n g , 
stockpiles and production f a c i l i t i e s . Spanish experts are working on this matter,, 
and some of them are following the work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons 
set up Ъу the Conference and i n previous years by the Committee on Disarmament. In 
connection with t h i s item a Working Paper on precursors and key-precursors was 
submitted during the working meetings of 1 9 8 3 . 

We hope that the progress achieved during 1983 i n the Ad hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons, ably chaired by Ambassador McPhail, w i l l make i t possible t h i s 
year to take the decisive step which we need i n t h i s f i e l d . In t h i s connection, we 
consider promising the statement made i n February indicating the Soviet Union's 
readiness to give positive consideration to the permanent presence of international 
representatives responsible f o r v e r i f y i n g the destruction of chemical weapons. 
Likewise, the draft agreement shortly to be presented by the United States suggests 
a major contribution,to, çe.aching the f i n a l objective of t h i s Conference's work on 
chemical weapons. 

Spain wishes to place on record i n t h i s forum i t s f u l l support f o r a l l e f f o r t s 
aimed at the t o t a l and -universal suppression of the production, possession and use 
of chemical weapons. I t also considers with interest other efforts made i n the 
f i e l d of the l i m i t a t i o n or e l i m i n a t i o n of such weapons. 

In conclusion, I cannot f a i l to r e i t e r a t e once again the Spanish Government's 
interest i n p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the important work of t h i s organ. I t i s an interest 
which, i n view of i t s present status, i t cannot f o r the time being manifest through 
the working contribution i t would wish but which i t hopes to be able to increase 
enormously when the present member States take a positive decision on the announced 
possible increase i n membership. Spain would then wish, as a l l representatives 
know, to participate as a f u l l member of t h i s key organ of the United Hâtions for 
disarmament negotiations. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Spain f o r his statement and f o r 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of B r a z i l , Ambassador Souza e S i l v a . 
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international forum almost f i v e years ago, you are the t h i r d representative of 
S r i Lanka I have the pleasure to work with. Like your predecessors, my good 
friends Ambassadors Ponseka and Jayakoddy, you have already acquired the respect 
of your colleagues i n t h i s Conference, for your competence and seriousness i n 
accordance with the high standards of your country's diplomacy. May I also 
express my appreciation f o r the endeavours displayed by Ambassador Datcu of 
Romania i n the Presidency of the Conference during the month of March. 

As the f i r s t part of the annual session of our Conference draws to a close, 
i t seems to my delegation a timely opportunity to take stock of the achievements 
and f a i l u r e s i n t h i s long process of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmament that 
has been going on, without interruption, f o r almost a quarter of a century now. 
The proceedings of t h i s international forum and i t s predecessors have encountered 
incentives and obstacles. One should acknowledge, however, the fact that those 
proceedings have been taking place for such a long time, i n spite of adverse 
p o l i t i c a l odds, which constitutes an incentive that should not be overlooked. 
One might even say that the mere existence of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l forum represents 
by i t s e l f an important achievement. 1' 

As f o r the concrete r e s u l t s of our endeavours, we must also recognize that 
some measures of non-armament have been agreed upon, which means that a r r i v i n g 
at agreements i s not beyond our reach. However, one might wonder, i f non-armament 
agreements have proven f e a s i b l e , why has t h i s negotiating forum been unable so f a r 
to agree upon one single measure of disarmament? A f t e r 20 years of f r u i t l e s s 
pursuit we f i n d ourselves more distant than ever from our f i r s t and foremost duty: 
to negotiate agreements leading to the ultimate goal of general and complete 
disarmament under e f f e c t i v e international control. In the l i g h t of t h i s f a c t we 
cannot but accept the evidence that our f a i l u r e s f a r outweigh our accomplishments. 

D i r e c t l y responsible f o r this state of a f f a i r s are the same Powers that share 
the main r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the p r e v a i l i n g s i t u a t i o n of increasing i n s e c u r i t y , 
universal apprehension and widespread fear. They have condemned mankind to l i v e 
i n a delicate balance of t e r r o r , i n hope that the f a l l a c i o u s doctrines of 
deterrence w i l l work forever through the threat of general and complete a n n i h i l a t i o n 
without any international control, not even t h e i r own. 

At the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
only two years ago, we were told that nuclear weapons cannot be disinvented, and 
that thanks to t h e i r existence there has not been another world-wide conflagration 
fo r almost four decades. Maybe this i s the reason why the Superpowers are 
expanding t h e i r nuclear arsenals to endless bounds, while the lesser nuclear-weapon 
Powers have decided to emulate them to the l i m i t of t h e i r material and technological 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s . 

In accordance with t h e i r doctrines, as long as there are f i v e nations 
self-appointed as responsible, yet capable of bringing about t o t a l and 
indiscriminate destruction, the rest of the world may be subject to l o c a l or 
peripheral c o n f l i c t s , but world wars s h a l l never occur again. I t would almost 
seem that the devastation of Hiroshima and Nagasaki ushered i n a new and more 
promising period of the h i s t o r y of humanity. 
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I t i s precisely t h i s kind of reasoning that explains the causes of our f a i l u r e 
and has prevented any forum, m u l t i l a t e r a l , t r i l a t e r a l or b i l a t e r a l , to achieve 
progress i n disarmament negotiations. 

As for the r e s t r i c t e d f o r a , the experience of b i l a t e r a l talks between the 
Superpowers has shown that one cannot expect more than agreements f o r the management 
of the arms race, to accommodate thei r own interests at higher l e v e l s of 
destructive might and of technological inventiveness. Not a single system of 
e x i s t i n g weapons has ever been banned or scrapped under any agreement concluded 
between them or among the nuclear-weapon Powers as a whole. They have, on the 
contrary, displayed much a c t i v i t y and e f f o r t at ensuring that the power at t h e i r 
command remains forever o f f - l i m i t s to any nation outside t h e i r exclusive c i r c l e . 
This unholy a l l i a n c e thrives i n perpetual confrontation, each entrenched i n i t s 
ever-growing ca p a b i l i t y of devastation but a l l equally bent on denying any other 
nation access to the summit of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y which t h e i r might bestowed upon them. 

In such circumstances, as long as weapons that can destroy the whole world 
are credited with the maintenance of peace, and as long as a handful of nations 
claim the r i g h t to be the only ones responsible enough to hold the instruments of 
such destruction and to supervise such peace, no progress w i l l be reached on 
matters of v i t a l i n t e r e st f o r a l l nations a l i k e . I t i s not d i f f i c u l t to understand, 
•therefore, why the nuclear-weapon Powers w i l l always find one argument or another 
to prevent t h i s forum from discharging i t s duty on any issue related to nuclear 
problems¿ 

A comprehensive test ban i s already doomed to f a i l u r e , since one Superpower, 
the United States, has now transformed i t into an "ultimate goal", a convenient 
euphemism to avoid any constraints, f o r an i n d e f i n i t e period of time, upon i t s 
programmes of testing, developing and improving i t s nuclear arsenals. Besides, 
two other nuclear-weapon Powers, China and France, also abiding by the same 
doctrines, decided to ignore the universal clamour for a h a l t i n atomic explosions 
for m i l i t a r y purposes. I t i s worth mentioning, en passant, that nuclear-weapon 
testing accounts f o r the overwhelming majority of a l l explosions conducted since 
the inception of the nuclear age. The only tests ever relinquished have been 
those which were no longer needed. 

The prevention of nucleax war, and a l l related matters, can hardly be 
seriously tackled i f one simply takes into account that the a"do"p"tion of Txmcrete 
l e g a l measures to prevent nuclear war would run counter to the professed doctrine 
of nuclear deterrence, that, i s , the capability and the stated willingness to wage 
nuclear war as the only way to prevent i t . As a contemporary thinker has correctly 
observed, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence, which ultimately rests on making a 
threat credible, deters even the p o s s i b i l i t y of i t s own discussion. 

A s i m i l a r conclusion may be applied to the state of play on the item 
on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, t h i s once undiscovered country 
that may become soon a new launching pad f o r threat and destruction, s t i l l for 
the sake of upholding and strengthening deterrence. 
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l a s t , but c e r t a i n l y not l e a s t , the item on the cessation of the nuclear-arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, our f i r s t and main goal, cannot even be touched upon, 
l e s t i t s mere discussion might disturb the unconstrained freedom to expand and 
improve e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals. 

At t h i s point, i t might not be out of order to r e c a l l some h i s t o r i c a l facts 
that could provide a better perspective of the doctrine under examination: the 
contention that weapons of mass destruction at the disposal of a few can prevent 
a world catastrophe that would engulf a l l . No less a personality than 
Al f r e d Nobel wrote i n 1890, after the invention of dynamite, that "perhaps my 
factories w i l l put an end to war even sooner than your congresses". He went 
on to state that " a l l war w i l l stop short i n s t a n t l y " i f war i s made "as death-
dealing to the c i v i l population at home as to troops at the fron t " . 

Experience does not seem to warrant either the contention of deterrence or 
Alfred Nobel's well-intentioned hopes. In the hist o r y of wars never a weapon was 
spared, regardless of i t s destructive c a p a b i l i t y or the cruelty of i t s consequences. 
War did not cease to ex i s t either. I f we confine our r e c o l l e c t i o n to the present 
century, two examples would s u f f i c e . Chemical weapons were employed by the major 
Powers involved i n World War I as long as they were considered m i l i t a r i l y u s e f u l j 
t h e i r use was discontinued i n World War I I not because of t h e i r cruel effects or 
out of moral considerations, but simply because of t h e i r self-defeating character. 
Likewise, i n World War I I , as soon as a nuclear bomb was available and there were 
m i l i t a r y advantages to be gained from i t s use, no other consideration prevailed 
against i t being a c t u a l l y dropped over population centres. 

I f the destructive or cruel effects of weapons have not proved to be s u f f i c i e n t 
deterrence to t h e i r actual use, what lessons can we learn from h i s t o r i c a l 
experience concerning the States that have today at t h e i r disposal the most 
destructive and c r u e l l e s t of weapons, and which uphold security doctrines that 
contemplate t h e i r use? Again leaving aside the more remote past and confining 
ourselves to the twentieth century, experience and prospects are simply 
frightening. 

In i t s nuclear expression, the doctrine of deterrence i s not a new concept, 
but a modern va r i a t i o n of the p o l i c y embodied i n the old Roman dictum: 
s i v i s pacem. para bellum. I f you want peace, prepare f o r war. There i s , however, 
one fundamental difference, that should be acknowledged without d i f f i c u l t y . The 
effects of the successive generations of conventional weapons, destructive and 
cruel as they might be, would be exhausted not too f a r away from the countries 
and peoples at which they were aimed. 

The same, of course, cannot be said of the present generations of nuclear 
weapons, not to mention those s t i l l on the drawing boards of m i l i t a r y engineers 
and s c i e n t i s t s i n the f i v e nuclear-weapon States. Countries and peoples f a r away 
from the targeted objectives may become defenceless and innocent victims of t h e i r 
use. Indeed, as a recent study shows, above a certain l e v e l of detonated 
megatonnage the world as a whole might be the casualty of a nuclear conflagration. 
Those predictions have not been refuted by any of the advocates of the use of 
nuclear weapons as a means to deter war. The old Roman dictum has thus acquired 



CD/PV.258 
17 

(Mr. de Souza e S i l v a . B r a z i l ) 

a new and s i n i s t e r dimension which bears on m i l i t a r y , p o l i t i c a l and e t h i c a l 
considerations. I t might be paraphrased today as s i v i s vitam. para mortem. I f 
you want to l i v e , prepare f o r death. 

To revert to h i s t o r i c a l f a c t , one should note that the States which possess 
such-weapons and uphold such doctrines are the same ones that i n the b r i e f span 
of 31 years were engulfed i n two world wars i n which over 60 m i l l i o n people were 
k i l l e d and untold destruction was unleashed. Between those two wars national 
genocides were committed as a matter of poliey i n Western, Central and Eastern 
Europe, i n the name of r a c i a l superiority or by compulsory ideology, as i f 
c i v i l i z a t i o n had turned back to i t s darkest ages. Furthermore, since the end of 
World War I I not a single year has gone by without the eruption or continuation of 
some armed c o n f l i c t elsewhere i n the world, but always, or almost always, either 
with the direct p a r t i c i p a t i o n of one or more of the nuclear—weapon Powers or by 
proxy. From the Far East to Central Asia, from the Middle East to Southern A f r i c a , 
from Central to South America, we have witnessed 'in the past 39 years a constant 
display of naked force backed by the self-anointed guarantors of peace i n our time. 

Today, one might be even derided just f o r asking for s t r i c t compliance with 
the usual norms of international law as' enshrined i n the, .Charter of the 
United Nations: j u r i d i c a l equality of States, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , non
intervention, non-use or threat of use of force, peaceful settlement of disputes. 
Those l e g a l rules seem to have been downgraded to r h e t o r i c a l expressions sometimes 
useful f o r domestic consumption or international propaganda. The interests of the 
Superpowers have long outgrown their own boundaries or t h e i r geographic region, 
and now encompass the whole world which i s reduced to the role of spectator and 
hostage of t h e i r confrontation. Support f o r the existence and continuity of t h i s 
situation i s referred to as "realism". One could not, however, be labelled as 
u n r e a l i s t i c by rej e c t i n g the p r e v a i l i n g structure of power and i t s theoretical 
foundations. 

Past and present experience,1 as well as the dire prospect of the aggravation 
of the balance of te r r o r , do not i n any way warrant any assurance that a safer world 
w i l l emerge because a handful of States acquired an unmatched superiority of power. 
As such h i s t o r i c a l experience c l e a r l y t e l l s us, a l l States are subject, and some 
seem indeed prone, to make mistakes. I f the i r mistakes are repeated to the same 
extent as i n the a l l too recent past, the consequences w i l l put i n serious jeopardy 
not t h e i r own indi v i d u a l existence only, but the survival of every other nation 
as w e l l . 

Gone and seemingly forgotten are the days when a great statesman, over 40 years 
ago, dreamed of a post-war world -in which a l l mankind would share four fundamental 
freedoms: freedom of speech, freedom of r e l i g i o n , freedom from want and freedom 
from fear. On three counts the promise of h i s dream has come p a r t i a l l y true. There 
i s considerable freedom of speech and r e l i g i o n i n vast areas of the world, although 
i n others they are s t i l l today being trampled upon and turned into a sad mockery. 
As for freedom from want, people m both East and West of the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d 
Northern hemisphere l i v e comparatively free from material need, whilst most of the 
Southern half of the world sinks deeper i n poverty and hunger. Technology and 
hopefully human s o l i d a r i t y may yet r e a l i z e that fundamental freedom. 
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But i n the nuclear post-war world fear knows no boundaries. The l u s t f o r 
supremacy of power by a few has turned fear into a universal disease that infecta a l l . 

International r e l a t i o n s based on fear can only lead to disaster. Let us hope 
that those responsible f o r t h i s state of a f f a i r s w i l l f i n a l l y come to grips with 
r e a l i t y and realign t h e i r ambitions with the fundamental aspirations of mankind, 
including t h e i r own peoples. Let us pray that t h e i r present statesmen w i l l heed 
the lessons of the past and w i l l seriously and responsibly address nucLear 
disarmament as the only path toward freeing the world from fear of i t s own 
extinction. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of B r a z i l f o r ' h i s statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 
2 4 9 t h plenary meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Bangladesh, 
Ambassador Morshed. 

Mr. MQRSHED (Bangladesh): Mr. President, the Bangladesh delegation would 
l i k e to express through you our sincere thanks to the Conference on Disarmament for 
the opportunity to address i t f o r the f i r s t time. 

We deem i t p a r t i c u l a r l y auspicious that we should do so at a moment when the 
President i s the representative of S r i Lanka, a close neighbour of Bangladesh 
to which we are bound by race and culture and shared histo r y and values. .$y 
delegation would also l i k e to acknowledge the proven s k i l l s , the dedication and the 
high sense of purpose that you bring to t h i s important Presidency. 

Permit me, S i r , also to pay our t r i b u t e to your immediate predecessor, 
Ambassador Ion Datcu of Romania, whose vast experience, broad sympathies and 
u n f a i l i n g charm have made him a most valued colleague and whose b r i l l i a n t handling 
of varied issues at hand have helped to steer the deliberations of the Conference 
i n constructive and po s i t i v e directions. His country has been an important 
contributor of economic and technical assistance to Bangladesh. 

The f i r s t 13 years since our independence have been of necessity devoted 
to the task of national reconstruction and development. A l l our energies and 
resources have been turned to l i m i t i n g our extreme v u l n e r a b i l i t y , inherent i n 
our geographical s i t u a t i o n to the effects of a f a s t - r i s i n g population and to 
meeting the growing demand f o r food. In many ways my country represents a s o c i a l 
and economic l i m i t i n g case. In a t e r r i t o r y of 55,000 square miles i s 
concentrated a population of 95 m i l l i o n people. This i s e a s i l y the highest r u r a l 
density of population anywhere i n the world. Yet, from our very e a r l i e s t days 
the Bangladesh people have shared the commitment of the Non-Aligned Movement, to 
which we belong, to the i d e a l of complete and general disarmament. Increasingly 
t h i s area of international discourse and negotiation has become our central concern. 
The Government and the people of Bangladesh are determined to devote generously 
our e x i s t i n g resources i n trained manpower, technical as well as diplomatic, to 
t h i s f i e l d of endeavour i n t h i s unique m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body, i n the 
General Assembly and i n other fora including the Non-Aligned Conference, the 
Islamic Conference and the Commonwealth. 
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Several speakers i n the present discussion have remarked on the present 
state of international relations — the unrestrained arms race, wars i n various 
regions of the world, hotbeds of international tension and the harsh global economic 
s i t u a t i o n , marked by huge levels of unemployment and unu t i l i z e d i n d u s t r i a l capacity 
m the developed countries and escalating debt, stagnation and deepening misery 
m the poorest countries. These elements of the present s i t u a t i o n both r e f l e c t 
and account for the degradation of the international climate, the palpable loss 
of trust and confidence and the ensuing breakdown and impasse i n international 
m u l t i l a t e r a l as well as b i l a t e r a l negotiations, especially i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament. 

In attempts to analyse the underlying causes of the present s i t u a t i o n certain 
linkages suggest themselves and have indeed stimulated considerable debate and 
documentation. One of these linkages i s that between disarmament and development 
which figures i n the mandate of t h i s Conference. The Honourable President of 
Bangladesh has already pointed out that the l i n k between disarmament and development 
i s based upon the theory of opportunity cost which i t s e l f i s of undoubtedly modern 
o r i g i n . Our own experience suggests there are several other linkages, some well 
known and others perhaps unsuspected, which have yet to be f u l l y investigated and 
whose relevancemay, therefore, have been ignored. I refer for example, to the 
i n s i d i o u s l y dreadful l i n k between war and famine which i s at least as old as 
human history. 

In 1943 the people of Bangladesh glimpsed apocalypse. That was the year 
of the Great Bengal Famine which i s aut h o r i t a t i v e l y estimated as accounting f o r 
3 m i l l i o n deaths. According to one authority the famine at i t s peak exacted 
26,000 deaths a week, which must surely make i t one of the most e f f i c i e n t k i l l e r s 
of modern times. 

There were many remarkable things about t h i s famine. For instance, i t was 
acknowledged on a l l sides that the famine was related to the war sit u a t i o n even 
though the area of i t s occurrence was not i n the immediate v i c i n i t y of a theatre 
of operations. Another feature was that the famine was, i n the v i v i d phrase of 
Professor A.K. Sen, "a boom famine". I t occurred amidst h i s t o r i c a l l y high 
foodstocks. 

The "excess rate of mortality" continued well a f t e r the peak i n December 1943 
which suggests p a r a l l e l s with the projected mortality rates and patterns of 
certain modern weapons of masa destruction. In 1943» m short, f o r the people 
of Bangladesh famine was war fought by other means. Ve believe therefore that 
a study of the relationship between war and famine may yet y i e l d important 
insights f o r the programme of general and complete disarmament. 

In 1967 the great s c i e n t i s t Professor Abdus Salam, Nobel Laureate i n 
physics, issued a memorable warning. He warned against f a l l i n g into what he 
called the "technological trap". My delegation r e s p e c t f u l l y believes that 
Professor Salam's warning, .though voiced i n a t o t a l l y d i f f e r e n t context, continúes 
to be of profound relevance, especially f o r disarmament negotiations today. There 
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i s a tendency to believe that certain modern weapon systems are so awesome i n 
their potential f o r annihilation that t h e i r very existence invalidates the 
livingAstock of human experience since nothing i n that experience corresponds to 
the paradigm of ultimate destruction. In our view t h i s i s an apt example of the 
"technological trap". Disarmament negotiations are conducted by men for whom the 
available stock of l i v i n g human experience remains the primary source of reference 
and of i n s p i r a t i o n . To *this stock of human experience countries small or great, 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t or m i l i t a r i l y n e g l i g i b l e , have"something to contribute. 
I t i s i n t h i s sense that we understand the words of the P i n a l Document where i t 
says that disarmament i s of universal i n t e r e s t , and l a t e r that a l l States have 
a r i g h t to par t i c i p a t e i n disarmament negotiations; and i t i s f o r t h i s reason that 
Bangladesh believes that our own h i s t o r i c a l experience may be of some relevance. 

In 1979 Bangladesh acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). We did 
so i n the conviction that -this Treaty was one of the momentous steps forward i n 
the f i e l d of disarmament and i n the search of the international community for an 
adequate system of security. Bangladesh w i l l a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a te i n the 
Third Heview Conference to be held i n 1985 because ue believe that the non-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime of the Treaty continues to be viable and contains elements 
of growth and v i t a l i t y . I t i s also one of those areas where m i l i t a r i l y n e g l i g i b l e 
States have been able to make a s i g n i f i c a n t contribution. Indeed, i t i s perhaps 
remarkable that of the over 100 States Parties to the HPT about half may be 
described as m i l i t a r i l y n e g l i b l e , including my own. 

Bangladesh has consistently supported, with many other like-minded developing 
countries, the early conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. In our view 
t h i s constitutes one of the highest p r i o r i t i e s of an eventual comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. I t would, we believe, lead to the eventual freeze i n 
the production, research and deployment of nuclear weapons and t h e i r delivery 
systems. In'our opinion the twin p r i n c i p l e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n and access have a 
key significance i n t h i s f i e l d . Naturally, we welcome the submission t h i s week 
of the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts. I t i s our hope that an 
early implementation of the recommendations of th i s Ad Hoc Group w i l l contribute 
p o s i t i v e l y tô the development of a global seismological v e r i f i c a t i o n system which 
i s of paramount importance for the conclusion of the comprehensive test-ban 
treaty i t s e l f . 

Bangladesh has always believed that the complete and ef f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the development, production and st o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and th e i r 
destruction should constitute one of the most urgent measures of disarmament. 
We therefore f e e l encouraged by the pos i t i v e e f f o r t s which have been undertaken 
i n t h i s Conference for thé conclusion of a comprehensive Convention on Chemical 
Weapons. The time and atmoshpere may have never been so opportune as i t i s now to 
achieve major breakthroughs i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r f i e l d . Only recently the 
President of the United States of America declared that his country would be 
submitting a draft treaty on chemical weapons to th i s Conference. The 
distinguished representative of the USSR, Ambassador Issraelyan, f o r his part 
declared on 21 February 1984 before t h i s august body the intention of his country 
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to permit the permanent presence of international controllers at s i t e s f o r the 
destruction of chemical weapons. We welcome these p o s i t i v e developments and hope 
that they w i l l lead to an early agreement. 

Another disarmament issue which i s of p a r t i c u l a r urgency i s the prevention 
of an arms race i n newer horizons namely, the extension and the escalation of 
the arms race i n outer space. We believe that a l l attempts to use outer space 
for m i l i t a r y purposes should be halted immediately and outer space declared to 
remain as the common heritage of mankind to be used only f o r peaceful purposes. 

Bangladesh has also a c t i v e l y supported the creation of zones of peace and 
nuclear-free zones i n various parts of the world. We have shown an active 
interest i n the creation i n the Indian Ocean of a zone of peace, and hope that we 
s h a l l ultimately be able to a t t a i n t h i s goal with the co-operation of a l l 
concerned, including the co-operation of a l l l i t t o r a l States — big or small. 
In our own region we have also been making relentless efforts to promote peace 
and s t a b i l i t y through the creation of a climate of t r u s t , understanding and 
co-operation. Bangladesh has made a s p e c i f i c i n i t i a l contribution to the 
creation of the South Asian Regional Forum, which has made s i g n i f i c a n t and 
concrete progress against a l l expectations. 

Mr. President, permit me to conclude my statement by r e i t e r a t i n g our 
conviction that a l l States and a l l people i n the world have a common stake i n 
the preservation of peace and a common r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to promote the cause of 
peace through contributing p o s i t i v e l y to the process of disarmament. We for 
our part are wholly committed to discharging our share of th i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
both here i n t h i s forum and elsewhere. We s h a l l not f a i l to continue, as i n 
the past, to-offer a l l our assistance i n t h i s regard which w i l l be of service 
to the c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t of the international community to a t t a i n peace through 
mutual co-operation and negotiation and through the elaboration and implementation 
o f effective disarmament measures. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bangladesh for his statement 
and for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United States of America, 
Ambassador F i e l d s . 
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great pleasure that I take,the f l o o r under your Presidency of our Conference. For 
myself and my delegation,, I congratulate you and extend our best .wishes. In keeping 
with the warm and f r i e n d l y relations between our two countries ,.̂ thé United States 
delegation looks forward to continuing our work under your guidance for constructive 
progress i n the discharge of the important tasks of the Conference. 

I wish, through you, to salute your distinguished predecessor, 
Ambassador Ion Datcu pf Bomania, and give him a hearty "Well done". 

In my statement today, I wish to address the subject of item 5 of our agenda, 
"Prevention of.an arms race i n outer space". 

My delegation f u l l y r e a l i z e s the important uses of outer space. There are 
many peaceful uses which enrich mankind. These include: the exploration of 
neighbouring planets i n our solar system, the establishment of r e l i a b l e and economic 
world-wide communications, the prediction of weather, the accurate mapping of the 
earth's surface, and the discovery of the keys to unlock the mysteries of the earth's 
past and to help to predict i t s future. I have only mentioned a few of the benefits 
that mankind's e f f o r t s i n space offer us. My country has, I am proud to say, 
contributed much i n these and other peaceful endeavours i n space. Furthermore, we 
recognize that other countries, including the Soviet Union, have also made 
si g n i f i c a n t contributions i n these f i e l d s . 

We likewise recognize that there i s another side to man's use of outer space and 
i t i s c l e a r l y ambiguous. The same s a t e l l i t e s that provide m i l i t a r y i n t e l l i g e n c e , 
information provide an important means of ensuring that parties comply with provisions 
of arms.control agreements. Early-warning s a t e l l i t e s contribute to international 
stability,.by making a surprise attack, nuclear or conventional, a more,difficult and 
risky,-undertaking. Navigational s a t e l l i t e s can a s s i s t both naval and c i v i l maritime 
vessels. F i n a l l y , the same communication s a t e l l i t e s used for the command and 
control of m i l i t a r y forces for'combat are of equal, or even greater, importance i n 
c r i s i s control to prevent war. I t i s t h i s duality which often confuses our e f f o r t s 
to understand t h i s extremely complex subject. 

The United States i s a party to the Outer Space Treaty which bans weapons of 
mass destruction from outer space and l i m i t s the use of c e l e s t i a l bodies exclusively 
to peaeeful purposes. We are also a party to the Treaty on the l i m i t a t i o n of 
a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e systems and, i n f a c t , unlike the Soviet Union, chose not to 
continue to exercise the provision i n that treaty allowing limited a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
m issile system deployments. Long and t i r e l e s s United States e f f o r t s to negotiate 
these agreements are h i s t o r i c a l evidence of my country's commitment to the p r i n c i p l e 
of using outer space i n ways that promote peace and international s t a b i l i t y . We 
appreciate and value the contributions to security which they represent. 

My delegation indicated over a year ago our willingness to consider the vast 
range of issues dealing with the "prevention of an arras race i n outer space" and to 
that end co-sponsored document CD/413 which cal l e d for the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n , through 
substantive examination, of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space. In so doing, the proposed mandate specifies that the Ad hoc Subsidiary 
Body should take into account a l l e x i s t i n g agreements, e x i s t i n g proposals and future 
i n i t i a t i v e s . 
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We therefore reject the assertion that we have held up s i g n i f i c a n t work i n 
t h i s Conference on the question of preventing an arras race i n outer space. The 
Conference's work has been held up by those who persistently s t r i v e to impose 
preconditions on our discussions. They believs the cart should be put before the 
horse. We can hardly t a l k about negotiations before we have a clear idea of the 
issues involved. My dôlegation was prepared a year ago, and continues to be 
prepared, to consider these issues i n d e t a i l i n an ad hoc committee. While I agree 
with those who seek a proper examination of these issues, appeals for immediate 
action, based on the notion that technology w i l l soon pass из by, are not shared by 
my delegation. We simply do not see the l o g i c i n establishing an ad hoc committee 
which uould not begin at the beginning i n order to define c l e a r l y possible areas of 
negotiation. 

On 22 March, my distinguished colleague from the Soviet Union, 
Ambassador Issraelyan, addressed t h i s Conference on the subject of the spread of 
the arms race to outer space. The inconsistency on which his statement was premised 
i s apparent and i t i s unnecessary to dwell upon i t ; however, I am concerned that 
some misperceptions could s t i l l remain, based on the exaggeration and d i s t o r t i o n s 
i n that statement. For t h i s reason, I f e e l i t i s necessary to set the record 
straight. 

F i r s t , l e t me discuss the Soviet announcement of a u n i l a t e r a l moratorium on 
the launching of a n t i - 3 a t e l l i t e weapons. I think i t i s i n s t r u c t i v e to note that 
neither Ambassador Issraelyan nor any other Soviet o f f i c i a l has yet acknowledged 
the existence of the operational Soviet o r b i t a l a n t i - s a t e l l i t e interceptor system. 
I t i s common knowledge that the Soviet Union has tested t h i s weapon system over a 
dozen years. I t i s , and has been for over a decade, the world's only operational 
ASAT weapon system. In addition, t h i s very system was tested i n June I 9 8 2 i n 
conjunction with a major exercise of Soviet nuclear forces, a co-ordinated test 
that m i l i t a r y experts judge to have important strategic implications. Now, having 
established t h i s m i l i t a r y advantage i n space, for the Soviet Union to propose a 
moratorium on testing of such systems st r i k e s my delegation as monumental cynicism. 
The announcement was made p r a c t i c a l l y on the eve of my country's f i r s t test of a 
system designed eventually to counteroalance t h i s long-held Soviet advantage. The 
Soviet Union also proposes to eliminate e x i s t i n g ASAT systems. But the draft treaty 
text deals i n generalities with the enormous v e r i f i c a t i o n problems involved i n such 
agreement. The draft treaty provides for an unspecified combination of national 
and international v e r i f i c a t i o n measures as well as some undefined ''additional 
measures" to be employed to solve these problems. The Soviet objective here i s 
clear and not without precedent. Their objective i s to preserve unchallenged a 
u n i l a t e r a l Soviet strategic capability i n outer space. 

I would l i k e to c a l l your attention to another case that brings into question 
Soviet intentions i n outer space. I refer to the Soviet ocean surveillance 
s a t e l l i t e s designed to provide targeting data for the attack of naval ships and 
maritime vessels. Their existence i s well known since two of these nuclear-powered 
s a t e l l i t e s caused world-wide 3 l e r t s during t h e i r .break-up and re-entries to the 
earth i n 1978 and 1 9 8 3 . On one of those occasions considerable nuclear residue 
was spread on the t e r r i t o r y of a nation represented i n t h i s body today. 

These are two examples of Soviet deeds that are widely known and c e r t a i n l y at 
variance with the Soviet Union's exaggerated claims to a commitment to the 
preservation of outer space for peaceful purposes. 
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Mr.- President, before closing, allow пм to note Ambassador Issraelyan's 

considerable use of the free press of the United States as a source for c r i t i c i s m 
of my Government. He obviously places s i g n i f i c a n t trust i n the accuracy of opinions 
expressed i n that medium. As we are a l l aware, a genuinely free press o f f e r s many 
views, often c o n f l i c t i n g , m order for the reader to assemble the f a c t s , assess the 
arguments and decide for himself. In t h i s s p i r i t , I want to offer additional 
material from a United States publication for the consideration of the representatives 
here. The following paragraphs are from a 1982 New York Times magazine a r t i c l e 
written on the 25th anniversary of the Soviet launching of Sputnik I which marked 
the debut of the Soviet Union's s a t e l l i t e s i n t o outer space: 

"Last year alone, despite severe problems i n i t s domestic industry and 
agriculture, the Soviet Union devoted an estimated $18 b i l l i o n to i t s space 
programme. In proportion to the size of the Soviet economy, that i s f i v e times 
the size of NASA's current budget. In absolute terms, the Soviet budget i s 
three times the size of NASA's and about 30 per cent more than the combined, 
space budgets of NASA and the Department of Defense." 

"The United States l a s t year launched a t o t a l of 18 s a t e l l i t e s , the 
Soviet Union put a staggering 125 s a t e l l i t e s into o r b i t . What do the Russians 
do with a l l of these s a t e l l i t e s ? Sixty-nine per cent are designed f o r m i l i t a r y 
purposes, i n the l a s t two or three years, Moscow has launched 10 times as many 
m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s as Washington." 

"By undertaking a massive military.space programme designed to gain control 
of space, Moscow i s attempting to s h i f t the balance' of power substantially i n 
i t s favor." 

"How much significance should be attached to Russian space stations? 
M i l i t a r y uses of these stations are c e r t a i n l y a part of Soviet planning. Two 
of the seven Salyuts launched thus far have been singled out by the Russians 
themselves as m i l i t a r y , and observers of the Soviet programme believe that 
others may be also." 

These, Mr. President, are the opinions voiced i n the New York Times i n 1982. 

There are numerous other a r t i c l e s along s i m i l a r l i n e s . Taken together they 
present a f a r d i f f e r e n t picture of Soviet intentions i n space than what some would 
have us believe. Wt long for the day when we might see an a r t i c l e i n Izveatiya by 
some prominent Soviet c i t i z e n c r i t i c i z i n g the o f f i c i a l l i n e on the Soviet space 
programmes.' We long for the day when everyone i n the Soviet Union w i l l have the 
a b i l i t y , r i g h t and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to judge the Soviet Government by t h e i r actions 
as well as by t h e i r noble-sounding c a l l s for peace. 

Ky purpose today has been to provide a different perspective from that 
portrayed by my distinguished Soviet colleague on 22 -March. I leave i t to our 
colleagues i n t h i s chamber to decide i f his c r i t i c i s m of my country's actions i s 
well founded, and i f on the other hand h i s country has pursued only peaceful and 
humanitarian go*ls i n outer space. 
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Since my mission today i s to "set the record s t r a i g h t " , I cannot l e t t h i s 
opportunity pass without pointing out, through you, to the distinguished representative 
of Czechoslovakia that the United States Ivs not and does not produce chemical weapons, 
binary or otherwise; furthermore, we hope that we s h a l l not be compelled to 
produce such weapons. The issue i s to a s i g n i f i c a n t degree i n our hands here i n the 
Conference on Disarmament. 

When President Reagan proposed to the Congress the chemical modern!.z ation 
programme, he advised the Congress that he took t h i s action only to redress n 
dangerous imbalance i n chemical weapons which had taken place i n the years since 
1969 — when President Nixon ordered the end of United States production of chemical 
weapons. Regrettably, the Soviet Union did not reciprocate t h i s u n i l a t e r a l gesture, 
and we are now faced with the need to correct the gross imbalance i n t h i s category 
of weapons. The President took the action also i n hi3 words "to provide an 
incentive for the Soviet Union to negotiate i n good f a i t h on a complete and 
v e r i f i a b l e ban on such weapons". 

Thus, i f we are successful nere i n a timely fashion i n producing a v e r i f i a b l e 
ban on these odious weapons, there w i l l ^ be no binary weapons i n the future! 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United States of America for 
his statement and for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian): . 
Mr. President, today the Soviet delegation takes the f l o o r i n order to submit an 
o f f i c i a l document of the Conference on Disarmament, CD/497 » distributed at our 
request, which contains the answers of the General Secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, Konstantin Chernenko, to questions by the newspaper "Pravda", published 
i n the Soviet press on 9 A p r i l 1984. 

These answers touch upon the whole range of the most acute problems of the 
present-day international r e l a t i o n s . They c l e a r l y lay down the position of the USSR̂  
on the basic problems of arms-race l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, including those which" 
are on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , K.U. Chernenko recalled that i t i s not the f i r s t year that the 
Soviet Union i s pressing for an accord directed at preventing tne arms race from 
spreading to outer space. The USSR i s constantly r a i s i n g t h i s question before the 
leadership of the United States. I t i s doing so because the Soviet Union c l e a r l y 
r e a l i z e s the formidable consequences that the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space would 
have. 

"But meantime ",Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out, "the American President 
o f f i c i a l l y informed the United States Congress a few days ago that the Government 
i s s t a r t i n g the fulfilment of э broad programme of the arms race i n outer space 
and has no intention of reaching agreement with the Soviet Union on preventing the 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space supposedly because of the d i f f i c u l t i e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n " . 
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This lack of any desire on the part of the United States to achieve an 
agreement on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s well known to the 
members of the.Conference on Qisarmament, where the United States thwarts the \ 
negotiations on this,item!, Âs,Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out, the United States" 
" i s i expressing геаа^.пеазг to. t a l k with the sole aim of agreeing that accord on t h i s n 

issue i s impossible". Different manoeuvres here i n Geneva, as evidenced s p e c i f i c a l l y 
by today's statement by the representative of the United States, are designed' to 
impose upon the Conference's subsidiary oody on the prevention of the arms race 
i n outer space a mandate which, would be confined to a f r u i t l e s s examination of the 
e x i s t i n g norms of international law concerning the usé of outer space. 

Let us take another issue — the prohibition of chemical weapons. I t was 
already i n 1972 that the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t countries proposed i n the 
Disarmament Committee the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the 
development, production and st o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons and on t h e i r destruction. 
I t was also then that they submitted a draft of such a convention. 

Subsequently the USSR returned to t h i s matter more than once, specifying i t s 
proposals. But a l l these years the United States impeded the conclusion Of a 
convention on the t o t a l prohibition of chemical weapons, suspended i n 1980 the 
b i l a t e r a l Soviet-United States negotiations, which as i s well known to the members 
of the Conference produced many positive r e s u l t s . 

In the answers of Comrade K.U. Chernenko, an important place i s attributed to 
the questions r e l a t i n g to the state of b i l a t e r a l Soviet-United States r e l a t i o n s . 

In t h i s connection the Soviet leader pointed out that i n spite of the fact 
that peace-loving rhetoric 13 sometimes heard from Washington i t i s impossible, 
nowever hard one t r i e s , to discern behind i t any signe whatsoever of readiness to 
back up these words with p r a c t i c a l deeds; i n other words, the introduction of 
new words does not mean a new p o l i c y . 

The actions of the United States, stressed Comrade K.U. Chernenko, "do not 
t a l l y i n any way with the task of ending the arms race. And i t i s not at a l l by 
chance that the United States has deliberately frustrated the very process of 
l i m i t i n g and reducing nuclear arms, and torpedoed the t a l k s both on s t r a t e g i c arms 
and on nuclear arms i n Europe". 

Referring to the necessity for people to stop l i v i n g i n a state of constant 
fear for the world, Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out that f i r s t of a l l i t i s 
necessary for the policy of States, especially States possessing nuclear weapons, 
to be oriented at eliminating the danger of war, and at consolidating peace.' 

Along-with the solution of the other major problems mentioned above, we are 
convinced that a resolute turn f o r the better i n the world Would' hâve been 
f a c i l i t a t e d by an undertaking by a l l nuclear-weapon States not to be the f i r s t to 
use nuclear arms and also on the quantitative and q u a l i t a t i v e freezing of nuclear 
arsenals. 
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I t i s extremely important i n general that certain norms, directed towards 
aims of peace, s h a l l be introduced i n relations between States possessing nuclear 
arms. The position of the USSR and other s o o i a l i s t countries on these issues i s 
l a i d down i n d e t a i l i n documents CD/444 and CD/484. 

The task of creating an atmosphere of trus t i n international relations i s an 
urgent one. This requires a responsible and balanced policy on the part of a l l 
States and also the adoption of relevant p r a c t i c a l measures leading i n t h i s 
d i r e c t i o n . 

"The Soviet Union", Comrade K.U. Chernenko stressed, '"is prepared to 
co-operate with a l l States i n the attainment of these aims." Efforts should be 
directed f i r s t of a l l at stopping and reversing the arms race. I t i s time to move 
from generalities about the usefulness of ta l k s to eliminating the serious obstacles 
that have been erected i n the way of the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of armaments, the 
development of trus t and mutually advantageous co-operation. 

The Soviet delegation expresses the hope that the answers of 
Comrade K.U. Chernenko w i l l be ca r e f u l l y studied by the delegations represented 
at the Conference. 

With regard to the remarks contained i n the statement of the representative 
of the United States at today's meeting, we would l i k e to point out that they 
constitute yet another attempt to camouflage the United States unwillingness to 
negotiate on the question of preventing an arms race i n outer space. However, we 
wish to comment on some points of that statement. 

The representative of the United States attempted to demonstrate that the 
Soviet Union has an alleged superiority i n a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons and that 
supposedly that i s why the USSR i s proposing the introduction of a moratorium on 
such weapons. As we may see, the method i s the .same as the one the United States 
uses i n refusing, for instance, a freeze on nuclear weapons or a moratorium on 
nuclear-weapon t e s t i n g : the method of asserting the existence of a so-called 
"Soviet superiority". 

The question must be asked, however, does the Soviet Union i n .fact-have a 
so-called a n t i - s a t e l l i t e superiority? No, i t does not. In the 1960s the 
United States already began testing such weapon systems. This idea began to be 
carried into practice 20 years ago with the development of the manoeuvrable 
SAINT ( S a t e l l i t e Inspector Technique) spacecraft. In the 1960s, two ground-based 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems were developed: i n 1963, on Kwajalein Island, i n one 
of the Micronesian a t o l l s , on the baeis of Niki-Zeus ant i - m i s s i l e m i s s i l es , 
and i n 1964 on Johnston Island using various modifications of the Thor m i s s i l e . 
Currently, an airborne ASAT a n t i - s a t e l l i t e system based on the F-15 fighter 
i s being completed. I t i s planned to establish two squadrons of F-15 j e t s 
equipped with interceptor missiles with self-guided warheads. 

Or there i s a very recent f a c t : the United States has just used the space 
Shuttle to remove an Earth s a t e l l i t e from i t s o r b i t . That i s a f a c t . On t h i s 
occasion i t was done, we are t o l d , for peaceful purposes. But who can guarantee 
that the United States w i l l not do the same for m i l i t a r y purposes at a convenient 
moment? As i s well known, the Soviet Union has never done anything of the kind. 
Who then can be said to have the superiority i n the development of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems? Ambassador Fields t r i e d to create the impression that the Soviet Union 
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i s i n favour of an arms race i n outer space, and quoted an a r t i c l e from the 
New York Times magazine concerning the 2 5 t h anniversary of the launching of the 
f i r s t Sputnik into space. To reciprocate, so to speak, I s h a l l quote from the Soviet 
press, likewise from an a r t i c l e on the 2 5 t h anniversary of the launching of the 
Soviet Sputnik into space, and answering tne question of the Soviet Union's purposes 
i n space: ''The Soviet Union, which 25 years ago opened the ¿ra of the peaceful use of 
outer space, today remains true to i t s position. Thin i s i l l u s t r a t e d by the successful 
a c t i v i t y of the Soviet section of the international C0SM0S-SAR3AT system for searching 
for ships or a i r c r a f t s which have suffered accidents. Witn the help of ' s a t e l l i t e 
rescue 1, as many Unitad States sources c a l l our 'COSMOS 1 3 8 5 ', a number of a i r c r a f t 
which have been involved i n accidents have already been found. The f l i g h t s of the 
Soviet automatic spacecraft 'Venus-13' and 'Venus-141 which set o f f for that distant, 
e n t i r e l y mysterious planet over a year ago, are of great usefulness for Earth 
sciences. Using Soviet, French and Austrian devices mounted cn tnose spacecraft, 
the study of the atmosphere and surface of Venus i s continuing, and they have carried 
experiments to study interplanetary space.'1 Soviet experiments i n outer space are 
widely used for peaceful purposes, and redound to ЪЫ benefit of manKind. Clear 
evidence of t h i s i s provided by the large number of j o i n t f l i g h t s between Soviet 
cosmonauts and cosmonauts of other countries. And I am glad today to express our 
g r a t i f i c a t i o n that yesterday a j o i n t f l i g h t of Soviet cosmonauts and an Indian 
cosmonaut came to an end; i t had exclusively peaceful purposes, needless to say, 
as i n the case of previous f l i g h t s . 

Another question may be raised: what i s the position of the United States on the 
issue of outer space? Is the United States trying to achieve equality, so to speak, 
i n t h i s f i e l d or not? To t h i s question we must answer with a c l e a ^ negative: t h i s 
i s not what the United States i s t r y i n g to do. They are t r y i n g to extend the arms 
race into outer space, to achieve superiority over the Soviet Union i n t h i s f i e l d 
too. And although ray colleague, Ambassador Field s , c l e a r l y does not l i k e i t when I 
quote from the American newspapers, I cannot help quoting a very i n t e r e s t i n g a r t i c l e , 
which I recommend everyone to read c a r e f u l l y , that appeared i n today's International 
Herald Tribune. The author i s Peter Clausen. Allow me to read out a few extracts 
i n the o r i g i n a l : 

[Speaking i n English]: "Hiding behind dubious arguments about v e r i f i c a t i o n , the 
Reagan Administration refuses to negotiate with the Soviet Union to r e s t r a i n 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. In January, the US Air Force began te s t i n g an 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapon which could wreck hopes of c o n t r o l l i n g these weapons. 
Meanwhile, the United States i s pressing ahead with the President's star wars 
programme - an implausible quest for weapons to shield the American people from 
nuclear attack by intercepting Soviet missiles i n f l i g h t . These i l l - a d v i s e d 
p o l i c i e s foreshadow a new space race at great p e r i l to US security". 

I quote from further on i n the a r t i c l e : "Why then does the Administration 
shun negotiations?'' asks the author of the a r t i c l e . £nd he r e p l i e s : "For two reasons. 
The f i r s t i s straightforward, i f shortsighted: the Administration wants the option 
of attacking Soviet s a t e l l i t e s , even i f the nrice i s to f o r f e i t any r e s t r i c t i o n s on 
Soviet a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. The 3econd reason i s the 'Star Wars1 connection. 
Development and testing of the weapon offers technological stepping stones to 
missile defence systems operating i n space1'. 
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And f i n a l l y , the author draws the following conclusion: 

"To prevent a new arras race i n space, the United States must s h i f t course. I t 
must suspend testing of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons and s t a r t negotiations to h a l t 
the further development of them, and give up the costly, f u t i l e and dangerous 
pursuit of 'Star Wars"' missile defences". 

[Speaking i n Russian] I share the views of the author of t h i s a r t i c l e , and 
should l i k e to point out that whether Ambassador Fields wished i t or not, today he 
has been drawn into a discussion of the draft Soviet treaty on the non-use of force i n 
outer space and from space against the Earth. This i s merely an i l l u s t r a t i o n of the 
fact that both the Soviet d r a f t and the iesue i t s e l f are of c r u c i a l t o p i c a l i t y , and 
that the draft may be the basis of negotiations. 

I should l i k e to point out here that many other delegations have p u b l i c l y , at 
the meetings of the Conference, and i n t a l k s with us put forward t h e i r remarks, 
observations and even amendments concerning the Soviet d r a f t . Surely a l l t h i s indicates 
that the time has come for negotiation: tomorrow may be too l a t e . 

F i n a l l y , I cannot pass over in'silence something to which I have heard references 
too often: I mean the so-called "free press". I read t h i s "free press", which every 
day throws mud at my country, my Motherland, my people; the "free press", i n which a 
good word i s rarely found for the Soviet Union. No one should wait for the day when 
Izvestiya would publish a r t i c l e s c r i t i c i z i n g the position of the Soviet Government on 
the issue that outer space should be peaceful. That w i l l not happen. The Soviet 
people wants outer space to be peaceful, and only a r t i c l e s to that effect appear i n 
Izvestiya. But to have a correct perception of the Soviet press, I would strongly 
urge you, including my colleague from the United States, to read that press better. 
I f у-рд did so, you would know that i t contains a considerable amount of c r i t i c a l 
material concerning various aspects of the l i f e and a c t i v i t i e s of the Soviet people. 
The Soviet people i s a s e l f - c r i t i c a l people; and our press i s s e l f - c r i t i c a l . But to 
publish a r t i c l e s and reports which run counter to the s p i r i t ' o f the people, which has 
suffered from war, which abhors war, to publish a r t i c l e s which are at variance with, 
the feelings of other peoples, which also c a l l for a peaceful outer space, for a 
freeze, for a moratorium — demands shared by the American people and by a l l the 
peoples of the earth — that i s something the Soviet press w i l l not do. 

I apologise, Mr. President, for having had to dwell on t h i s question. I t i s one 
Often raised i n t h i s Conference. As you know, the Soviet delegation endeavours not 
to involve i n the Conference's work issues which are not concerned.with disarmament. 
I believe, however, that my colleagues w i l l understand me. From time to time 
un j u s t i f i e d and gratuitous reproaches have been addressed'~to the Soviet people and 
i t s press at t h i s Conference. I considered i t my duty to reply to them. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics for hü? statement. 

The time i s almost 1 p.m. and we have not concluded our l i s t of speakers. I am 
informed t h a t "the duration of the.statement of the next speaker w i l l be approximately 
half an hour1.0" Bearing i n mind our intention to convene an informal 'meeting to-consider 
organizational questions, I propose to suspend the plenary meeting now and resume i t at 
precisely 3 p.m. i n the afternoon. The f i r s t speaker w i l l be the representative of 
Senegal, Mr. Sy. 

I f I hear no objection, the plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at a. p.m. and rcsuaied at 3 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENTt The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s resumed. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 249th plenary 
meeting, I now give the floor to the representative of Senegal, Mr. Sy. 

Mr. SY (Senegal) (translated from French); Mr. President, allow me f i r s t of 
a l l to extend to you my warmest congratulations on your becoming President of the 
Conference on Disarmament for the month of Ap r i l . My delegation i s very happy to 
see you presiding over the Conference, since your country i s one of the prioneers of 
the movement of non-aligned countries and as such has made a valuable contribution 
to the cause of peace, independence and equality of a l l States. You yourself, 
Mr. President, have demonstrated wisdom, s k i l l and efficiency in the conduct of the 
work of the Conference. 

Allow me also, Mr. President, to thank Ambassador Datcu of Romania for the 
masterly and competent manner in which he guided the work of the Conference,during 
the month of March. 

Mr. President, I should also like to express my gratitude to the delegations 
that were good enough to authorize the participation of my delegation i n the work 
of the 19d4 session of the Conference on Disarmament. 

In deciding to take the floor i n the single multilateral disarmament negotiating 
forum, my delegation wishes primarily to express i t s concern at the dangerous 
situation into which the world i s being increasingly drawn. 

Since the world entered the nuclear age 40 years ago, the spectre of s e l f -
destruction and of a f i n a l holocaust has remained ever present. The nuclear age has 
taken on the Countenance of nuclear terror. As Orwell, the British writer, had 
foreseen, i n the name of peace, the most destructive weapons are being constructed 
and, in the name of security, the lives of b i l l i o n s of people are being held hostage. 
Finally, i n the name of the preservation of the right to l i f e some $800 b i l l i o n are 
being swallowed up i n the building of armaments stockpiles, while b i l l i o n s of persons 
are slowly wasting away because of poverty, malnutrition and famine. 

While we are assured that nuclear weapons have helped to preserve the peace, we 
can only note that since 1945, the peoples of the South have experienced hundreds of 
armed conflicts, including colonial wars, wars by proxy and foreign occupation. 

As to the peoples of the North, who generally belong to the developed countries, 
their enjoyment of the benefits of their economic prosperity i s spoiled by the 
anguish of a sudden catastrophe. 

That international situation, so uncertain, so fraught with threats, has 
suddenly become more serious today. 

The period of détente between the Superpowers, which had proved to be f u l l of 
promise, i s now giving way to confrontation. 

The arms race, which seemed to have slowed somewhat with the agreements on 
strategic weapons, i s taking off again and being extended to outer space. 
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Strategic doctrines are evolving towards the acceptance of the use of nuclear 
weapons. The disarmament negotiations have for the most part come to a s t a n d s t i l l . 

Lastly, the use of force in international relations i s not only increasing but 
is taking place openly, without disguise, In some regions of the world, as i n the 
southern part of Africa, racist and colonial regimes are i n the process of acquiring 
nuclear weapons, thereby threatening the security of a l l African States. 

That combination of situations and factors is leading mankind down the dangerous 
slope of a general conflagration. 

That i s why i t i s now important for measures to be taken urgently to halt the 
nuclear-arms race, to avert the danger of a nuclear war and to strengthen 
international peace and security. 

If there is,now an objective which should be pursued unceasingly and receive 
a l l our attention and a l l our efforts, i t i s indeed the.halting of the nuclear-
weapons race. It i s something which i s aggravating international tension, 
swallowing up vast material and human resources and i s constantly calling into 
question nuclear deterrence, doctrines and measures. Such doctrines and policies, 
on which the nuclear-weapons build-up i s based, are frequently just i f i e d by their 
alleged positive effect on international peace and security. 

The old saying that he who wishes peace should prepare for war would thus 
be confirmed. 

However, in listening to the many complaints by the Superpowers of the loss of 
parity or the strategic advantage of the adversary i n a particular weapons category, 
one cannot help thinking that the arms race has destabilizing effects on the balance 
of power and that the nuclear deterrent i s fundamentally precarious. 

Therefore, how i s i t possible to be sure that such an unstable weapons build
up w i l l always maintain the balance of power and guarantee the non-use of nuclear 
weapons? 

And how can one help thinking that the nuclear deterrent, unlike the 
conventional means of detterence, claims an unduly high price for the stability 
that i t claims to give us? 

-In fact, everything indicates that i t has the result of holding hostage the 
lives of millions of persons i n order to preserve the security of a few States. 

That i s an option which i s morally unacceptable and p o l i t i c a l l y dangerous, 
since the slightest armed conflict can lead to a nuclear war and the annihilation 
of a l l l i f e on Earth. 

It i s because we believe that there can be no st a b i l i t y as long as the nuclear-
arms race continues that we consider that the international community cannot rely 
solely on the nuclear deterrent to ensure the security of a l l . 
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In this regard, strengthening the system of collective security provided for 
by the Charter of the United Nations would be of considerable importance. The 
current deterioration i n international relations i s due, among other things, to the 
fact that the world i s witnessing an increased use of force, particularly against 
the developing countries, but also because détente has been confined to one 
geographical region and has not been extended to the rest of the planet. 

Thus, the process.of the relaxation of international tension which.*as 
envisaged by the Superpowers and which was to accompany and stimulate aras limitation 
has proved to be fragile and inadequate. It has demonstrated the limits of 
bilateralism and shown that security i s the business of a l l and requires the active 
contribution of a l l . 

It i s with these elements in mind that my delegation supports the position of 
the Group of 2 1 that multilateral negotiations on the halting of the nuclear-arms 
race and nuclear disarmament through the adoption of concrete measures are urgently 
required. In this regard, the States.possessing the greatest.nuclear arsenals have 
a very special responsibility and should f a c i l i t a t e the setting up of an ad hoc 
working group on the matter. 

My delegation considers that-the prevention of nuclear war i s an urgent issue, 
although i t recognizes that i t i s a highly complex one. 

It depends to a large extent on an agreement concerning the identification of 
the potential causes of a nuclear conf l i c t . In that regard, attention i s focused 
primarily on the increasing tension"between Superpowers, which gives rise to great 
concern. 

This tension carries the risk of a slide into a nuclear conflict, a risk which 
has proved to be so great that various proposals have been made to promote the 
freeze on nuclear arsenals-and the non-first-use of nuclear weapons. 

My delegation endorses those proposals and considers that they can serve as a 
useful point of departure for negotiations aimed at reducing the d a n g e r of n u c l e a r 
war. 

However, the risk of nuclear war cannot be limited to the deterioration i n 
relations between the Superpowers. Quite the contrary, my delegation considers 
that i t i s also necessary to bear in mind the case of countries such as South Africa 
which have acquired the capacity to manufacture nuclear weapons and which refuse 
to renounce in a clear and verifiable manner the acquisition of nuclear weapons. 

The risk of the use of nuclear weapons i n southern Africa i s a l l the more 
probable since the Pretoria regime i s pursuing a policy of enslaving non-whites' 
which can only meet with resistance and s t i r up violence. The policy of apartheid 
i s a form of'Violence and can only give rise to violence. So long as-a minority 
of people of European origin deprives^the African*majority of i t s fundamental 
human rights, there can be.no hope o f i a stabilization of the situation, whatever 
the efforts made by the apartheid regime to conceal i t s hideous face. 

http://be.no
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It i s because the situation in southern,Africa remains ope of conflict and 
because one of the parties i s trying;to^a,çquire\nuclear weapons that-we believe 
that this question srtiouJLd be. considered i in the event, that',\k working, groups on Çhe 
prevention ôf'nuclear war was established. "We believe that among other'measures , 
a l l efforts should be made to bring South Africa to submit a l l i t s nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s to № е л supervision of the International Atomic Energy, Agency. 

My delegation wishes to join i t s voice tp. tjüose which hayé. exp>efcsed concern 
at the tendency to extend the arms race to outer,space. 

Until quite recently, space had been relatively spared by the arms race", ̂ 'ther'í 
had been.reason to.be optimistic in that regard, since a set of agreements and 
treaties,^both multilateral and bilatéral, had'made i t possible to, curb its, 
m i l i t a r i s a t i o n , o r the introduction of weapons of,mass destruction. For' example',^ 
the"1 Outer Space, Treaty, the'partial nuClear-test ban treaty and the lj}7$*treaty 
relating to the Moon are. phe most prominent--examples i n that regard'.! 'Similarly, 
the agreements, concluded'by the United Spates and the Soviet Union within ¿ñé 
framework of the limitation o f strategic weapons and the prevention, "olfjâ̂ nùcl̂ ea}̂  
war have played a positive and stabilizing role in that sphere. 

Those agreements augur 'well, for the possibility !<bf space activities^ fcfr the 
good and in the interest of a l l countries, whatever their stage^of economic anct 
social, development.^ , 

Sfortura te ly,~ those positive factors are now threatened by certain adyanceè» 
tary rspace' technology, particularly by the'development and'deployment of 

anti-satellite weapons and partlcie-beâm weapon's. f ' 

Q\^j^r^p^c%'Xs ^Щ&^ЪесотХгщ an area of military preparations with every" 
passing day.. РДапз â ià' programmes and considerable resources are.being devoted tb¡ 

the development and "deployment of weapons system's in outer space, ah^ from space 
against the Earth. 

t ^ . ' ^ j^o^ ' l i e ' .effect of anti-satellite weapons and other particle-beam weapons 
i s to ¿sjmr qn.rthe. arms, race, to increase international tension and to threaten" the ' 
security of "a'ïl, countries in the world. As i f land and sea were no£ stifficléntly 
encumbered by dangerous "weapons, the threat from outer space i s nów tó be held0'over1 

the heads o f the peoples of the Earth. 

Tb^y.,can "(Only „watch, in impotent anxiety, the ineluctable process? ot_ the r 

deployment .of "anti^sateLlitë-and ant'i-missile weapons, soon followed^by anti-anti-
sa t e l l i t e s and anti-anti-missile weapons, until'.the day when, this dangerous L 

escalation escapes the control of i t s creators arid ends in the dreaded catastrophe. 

The .new space weapons are undermining the policy of deterrence of the 
Superpowers,"since by making possible the ̂ destruction of their advanced' warning 
systemst_theyVthe.reW make possible a f i r s t strike. Who. can say what temptations 
can arise In such a situation. 
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However, the new weapons are not confined to undermining the system of mutual 
deterrence so carefully developed by the Superpowers. Those weapons circumvent 
some weapons control agreements, i n particular the 1972 anti-Ballistic-Missile 
Treaty. 

Once again the dynamics of the quantitative arms race and technical progress 
has overcome policies aimed at the limitation of weapons. It i s because these 
developments promise nothing positive that many delegations both at the Conference 
on Disarmament and i n the General Assembly have expressed their concern and 
requested that measures should be taken to halt this danger. 

In this regard, i t must be noted that the General Assembly adopted by a very 
large majority a resolution whereby i t expressed i t s conviction of the need to take 
further measures to prevent an arms race i n puter space,. It therefore requested the 
Committee on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on the question at the 
beginning of i t s 1984 session with a view to undertaking negotiations for the 
conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race 
in a l l i t s aspects i n outer space. 

Such a recommendation, which my delegation entirely endorses, should be 
implemented as rapidly as possible by the Conference on Disarmament. 

Unfortunately, i t seems that i n spite of the proposals submitted with a view 
to undertaking negotiations on the prevention of the arms race i n outer space, the 
Conference has net yet reached a satisfactory solution. Nevertheless, i n view of 
the urgency of the question, prompt action i s necessary. 

As the history of the talks on nuclear weapons limitation has shown, i t i s 
easier to prevent the introduction of new weapons than to eliminate those already 
existing. Time i s pressing, and my delegation hopes that the Conference w i l l not 
le t s l i p this opportunity, an opportunity which might not recur. 

Turning now to the question of the prohibition of the development, manufacture, 
stockpiling and u t i l i z a t i o n of a l l chemical weapons, my delegation wishes to re c a l l 
that the tteneral Assembly stated i n 1978, at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to 
disarmament, that the matter concerned one of the most urgent tasks of the 
multilateral negotiations. 

That position i s a l l the more justified since vast stocks of chemical weapons 
exist throughout the world. Moreover, no one has forgotten that chemical weapons 
were used during the Firs t World War and caused about 1,300,000 victims. At 
present, owing to s c i e n t i f i c and technological advances, chemical agents have 
become so toxic that they would cause many more victims. 

It was" in order to prevent the f r i g h t f u l devastation caused by the use of 
chemical weapons that, i n 1925» nations adopted the Geneva Protocol, which prohibits 
the use of chemical and bacteriological weapons. However, because that Protocol 
l e f t aside the development, production and stockpiling of such weapons, i t does not 
constitute an adequate barrier to halt the arms race i n this f i e l d . 

Chemical weapons have the particular characteristic, unlike nuclear weapons, of 
being relatively inexpensive and technologically less sophisticated. As a result, 
any country can acquire such weapons, a fact which considerably increases the 
opportunity for their use. 
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Recent reports on the u t i l i z a t i o n of chemical weapons in some parts of the 
world shed light on this danger and should persuade this Conference to conclude 
without delay i t s negotiations relating to a convention on the prohibition and 
elimination of a l l chemical weapons. 

In this regard, at i t s thirty-eighth session, the General Assembly expressed 
i t s regret that an agreement on the complete and effective prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and on their 
destruction had not yet been elaborated and urged the Conference on Disarmament, as 
a matter of high priority, to intensify during i t s session i n 1984 the negotiations 
on such a convention. 

In that connection, my delegation has noted with pleasure the decision of the 
Conference to re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. 

My delegation has also welcomed with satisfaction the announcement that the 
United States w i l l submit a draft treaty on chemical weapons during the 1984 session 
of the Conference. Similarly, my delegation has taken note with pleasure of the 
announcement made on 21 January 1983 by the Head of the Soviet delegation that his 
country i s now prepared to authorize on-site inspections to verify the destruction 
of chemical weapons within i t s territory. 

Such proposals, together with those made by the United Kingdom, Finland, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden, China and France, constitute 
valuable contributions to the elaboration of the convention. 

Moreover, as Mr. Ekéus, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
has stressed, some progress has been made, particularly with regard to the 
destruction of chemical weapons and i t s verification. 

Of course, d i f f i c u l t i e s remain, but my delegation considers that with sufficient 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l , they can be overcome. 

The adoption of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production 
and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and on their destruction would constitute 
an important disarmament measure, the f i r s t since the 1972 Convention relating to 
bacteriological weapons. This can have only positive effects on the current 
international atmosphere of tension, confrontation and deadlock i n the disarmament 
negotiations. 

It would also help to safeguard the lives of many people, particularly those 
in the Third World. There is no need to stress that since 1945, the Third World 
seems to have, become the preferred area for the use of chemical weapons. 

The negotiations carried out within this body on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons have given rise to great hopes. Their success would contribute considerably 
to accelerating the disarmament process and to increasing the cred i b i l i t y of the 
Conference on Disarmament. It i s to be hoped that they w i l l achieve the results 
expected by a l l peace-loving peoples. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Senegal f o r his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the floor? I give the floor to the representative of Mexico, 
Ambassador García Robles. 
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Thank you, 
Mr. President. My delegation i s pleased to see you guiding our deliberations. 
Аз I said l a s t month i n the Group of 21, where you were acting as co-ordinator, 
you demonstrated t r u l y extraordinary s k i l l and exemplary equanimity and o b j e c t i v i t y * 

My congratulations are also addressed to Ambassador Datcu, who preceded you 
as President of our Conference and did his" utmost to advance our work during the 
month of March. 

I did not intend to take the f l o o r today. However, the statements which 
were made t h i s morning, p a r t i c u l a r l y two of them, showed that t h i s session, even 
though i t has dealt with many questions, w i l l enter the annals of the Conference 
as a session devoted mainly to the question of the prevention of the arms race i n 
outer space. This i s a question to which my delegation attaches special 
importance.^ - Moreover, time i s passing inexorably and quite soon the Conference 
w i l l , I believe^ have to take a decision concerning the establishment and mandate 
of an ad hoc committee. At that time, Mr. President, as has already happened i n 
the case of the proposal for an ad hoc committee on the prohibition of a l l nuclear 
weapons t e s t s , i t would be appropriate i f , unfortunately, i t was not possible to 
set up an ad hoc committee t h i s year and to give i t a suitable mandate, i t would 
be appropriate, I repeat, for the records of the Conference to indicate c l e a r l y 
who bears the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . I t i s for that reason that since I have to date 
referred to t h i s matter on only one occasion, i n the statement I made at the 
opening meeting t h i s year on 7 February, and "I did so then only i n a small part 
of my statement since I had to deal with various subjects, I thought i t 
appropriate to begin to correct t h i s lack of relevant or pertinent information 
i n formal plenary meetings. I say t h i s because i t i s clear that i n informal 
meetings consisting of four or f i v e or even more participants my delegation has 
already taken the opportunity to state i t s position more f u l l y . However, I 
repeat,,.I believe that, as I have frequently said, spoken words f l y away and i t 
i s the written word that remains, according to an old Latin proverb. That i s 
why, at today's meeting, I should l i k e to stress what I said i n passing at the 
opening meeting, namely, that we are not going to deal with t h i s matter as i f 
nothing had happened during thv- l a ^ t Assembly. Something very s i g n i f i c a n t 
occurred at the l a s t Assembly: there was a resolution which obtained the 
greatest number of votes of a l l resolutions concerned with disarmament: 147 votes 
i n favour and only 1 against. That resolution was not the r e s u l t of 
improvization, as I also said at the opening meeting and I s h a l l repeat now; i t 
was the outcome of laborious and patient negotiations i n which two delegations 
had to, play a primary r o l e : yours¡ Mr. President, and the delegation of Egypt. 
There were on that occasion three draft resolutions, one submitted by Mongolia, 
another by a group of Western European States, and the t h i r d was the draft of 
the Group of 21. Following those laborious negotiations, the co-sponsors of the 
f i c s t two draft resolutions did not press t h e i r texts and withdrew them. Then 
the Assembly adopted, by that t r u l y extraordinary vote, the resolution bearing 
the number 38/70. 

A l l those who are interested i n the question w i l l be able to consult the 
f u l l text of t h i s resolution i n the document which the Secretary-General 
transmits to us every year and which contains, i n an annex to his l e t t e r , a l l 
the texts of the resolutions adopted by the Assembly on disarmament matters. 
This document i s CD/428. Nevertheless, i n order that those who may not "Wish to 
take the trouble to consult t h i s document can find i n the record of today's 
meeting the main provisions of resolution 38/70, I s h a l l take the l i b e r t y of reading 
them out now. 
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In the second preambular paragraph, the Assembly recognized "the common 

interest of a l l mankind i n the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful 
purposes". 

In the fourth preambular paragraph, i t reaffirmed the w i l l of a l l States 
"that the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other 
c e l e s t i a l bodies, s h a l l be exclusively for peaceful purposes". 

In the s i x t h preambular paragraph, the Assembly reaffirmed, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
a r t i c l e IV of the Treaty on Principles Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the 
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies, 
which stipulated that "States parties to the Treaty undertake not to place i n 
o r b i t around the earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of 
weapons of mass destruction, i n s t a l l such weapons on c e l e s t i a l bodies or station 
such weapons i n outer space i n any other manner". 

In the following, seventh preambular paragraph, the General Assembly 
reaffirmed also paragraph 80 of the F i n a l Document of the Tenth Special Session 
of the General Assembly i n which i t i s stated, as a l l w i l l r e c a l l , that " i n 
order to prevent an arms race i n outer space, further measures should be taken 
and appropriate international negotiations held i n accordance with the s p i r i t of 
the Treaty" on Principles Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Exploration 
and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies. 

A l i t t l e l a t e r , i n the twelfth preambular paragraph, and t h i s should follow 
from the seventh, the Assembly expressed i t s conviction that "further measures 
are needed for the prevention of an arms race i n outer space". 

Further, i n the sixteenth paragraph, the Assembly stated that i t was "Aware 
of the various proposals submitted by Member States to the Committee on Disarmament, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y concerning the establishment of a working group on outer space and i t s 
draft mandate which had been considered extensively by a contact group". 

There i s a foot-note here i n which i t i s noted that from the date of 
commencement of the current session the working groups are to be known by another 
name. Of course, we know that we have already decided that they w i l l be ca l l e d 
ad hoc committees. 

Lastly, the purpose of the eighteenth paragraph — t h e 1?ot i n the preamble — 
i s to express the Assembly's deep concern and disappointment that "although there 
was no objection, i n p r i n c i p l e , to the establishment without delay of such a 
working group, the Committee on Disarmament" — now the Conference — "has not 
thus f a r been enabled to reach agreement on an acceptable mandate for the working 
group during i t s 1983 session". . The 10 operative paragraphs then follow-. A l l of 
them are c l e a r l y important, but I s h a l l confine myself at t h i s point to quoting 
only four. 

F i r s t of a l l , operative paragraph 2, i n which the Assembly emphasized that 
"further effective measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space should be 
adopted by the international community". 

Operative paragraph 3 i n which the Assembly called upon a l l States, i n 
particular those with major space c a p a b i l i t i e s , to "contribute a c t i v e l y to the 
objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to take immediate measures to 
prevent an arms race i n outer space". 
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Paragraph 5» i n which the Assembly "Requests the Conference on Disarmament to 
consider as a matter of p r i o r i t y the question of preventing an arms race i n outer 
space". 

Lastly, Mr. President, paragraph 7i which i s perhaps the most pertinent for 
us, i n which the Assembly, "Further requests the Conference on Disarmament to 
establish an ad hoc working group at the beginning of i t s session i n 1984, with a 
view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, 
as appropriate, to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n outer space". 

îf what I have just recalled i s examined and compared with the draft mandate 
which was submitted by the Group of 21 on 29 February 1984 and which i s 
reproduced'in document-CD/329/Rev.l, i t w i l l be seen that t h i s draft f a i t h f u l l y 
r e f l e c t s that resolutibn, adopted, l e t us not forget, by 147 votes i n favour, and 
not 10 years ago but on 15 December 1983-

I should l i k e , i n concluding t h i s statement, and i n order to f a c i l i t a t e the 
comparison to which I referred, to read out t h i s draft i n i t s en t i r e t y . I t i s 
very b r i e f and says the following: 

"Reaffirming the p r i n c i p l e that outer space - the common heritage of 
mankind - should be preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes, and i n 
order to prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space, and prohibit 
i t s use for h o s t i l e purposes ; the Conference on Disarmament decides to 
establish an Ad Hoc [subsidiary body]"- there i t said a subsidiary body, 
but we know now that i t i s to be an ad hoc committee - "with a view to 
undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement, or various 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n 
outer space. The Ad Hoc Committee w i l l take into account a l l e x i s t i n g 
proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s and report on the progress of i t s work to 
the Conference on Disarmament." 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Mexico for his statement and 
f o r the kind words addressed to the President. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the fl o o r ? This does not seem to be the case. 

As announced e a r l i e r , I intend now to suspend the plenary meeting and 
convene an informal meeting to consider organizational questions. Immediately 
afterwards, we w i l l resume the plenary meeting of the Conference. 

The plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 4*05 p.m. and resumed at 4.25 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT: The Plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

The secretariat has circulated today an informal paper containing the 
time-table f o r meetings to bo held by the Conference on Disarmament during the 
coming week. As usual, the time-table i s merely i n d i c a t i v e and subject to change, 
i f necessary. I f there i s no objection, I w i l l take i t that the Conference 
adopts the time-table. 

I t was so decided. 
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I understand that there i s general agreement that the second part of the 

1984 session of the Conference should begin on 12 June. I f there i s no 
objection, I w i l l consider that the Conference agrees to that date. 

I t was so decided. 

I am informed that the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic 
Events, contained i n document CD/448, i s now available i n a l l languages. 
Therefore, I w i l l i n v i t e the Conference to take note of i t at our next plenary 
meeting. 

For administrative reasons i t i s necessary to make the following statement 
for the record: 

The Committee on Disarmament, having been redesignated as the Conference on 
Disarmament from 7 February 1984, the following consequential changes of 
designation have taken place with effect from the sane date: 

(a) The Chairman has been redesignated as the President, 

(b) The Secretary has been redesignated as the Secretary-General, 

(c) The Deputy Secretary has been redesignated as the Deputy 
Secretary-General. 

These are changes i n designation and have no f i n a n c i a l or str u c t u r a l 
implications. The rules of procedure have been re-issued i n document CD/8/Rev.2, 
containing consequential changes i n designation. 

As there i s no other business I intend now to adjourn the plenary meeting. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday 17 A p r i l at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.30 р.ш 
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The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s called to. 
order. 

The Conference st a r t s today i t s further consideration of outstanding matters, as 
shown i n the programme of work adopted by the Conference at the beginning of the. 
session. In accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to 
do so may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference. 

As announced at our l a s t plenary meeting, I intend to request the Conference 
today to take note of the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to 
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, 
contained i n document CD/448. 

Our time-table f o r t h i s week also includes the holding of an informal meeting 
to consider organizational questions. As usual, I intend to suspend the plenary 
meeting after we have exhausted our l i s t of speakers and to convene an informal 
meeting to report to" you on the following questions: (a) the establishment of an 
ad hoc committee on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons; (b) the consultations taking place on 
proposals f o r subsidiary bodies under agenda items 1, 2, 3 and 5« 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Peru, Bulgaria 
and Japan. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Peru, Ambassador Cannock. 

Mr. CANNOCK (Peru) (translated from Spanish): Mr. President, the delegation of 
Peru i s p a r t i c u l a r l y pleased to express i t s sincere s a t i s f a c t i o n on seeing you 
preside over our work during t h i s l a s t month of the f i r s t part of the 1984 session 
of the Conference, since the s k i l l with which you recently acted as co-ordinator of 
the Group of 21 augurs well fo r the results of the work of t h i s body. 

It i s not only a question of recognizing your personal q u a l i t i e s but also of 
pointing out that you represent a country f o r which Peru has the greatest respect 
and friendship, a country which the international community remembers as a pioneer 
of the non-aligned movement. 

My delegation also wishes to place on record i t s gratitude and appreciation 
for the u n f a i l i n g dedication and a b i l i t y with which Ambassador Datcu guided the 
Conference and also our admiration f o r the manner i n which Ambassador Turbanski 
presided over i t s work. 

In a previous statement before t h i s plenary, my delegation has already referred 
to some of the items on the agenda of our Conference. On t h i s occasion, 
Mr. President, after more than two months of the f i r s t part of the 1984 session 
have elapsed, and now that i t i s drawing to a close, I wish to make a b r i e f statement 
expressing my views on the way i n which we are carrying out our work. 

Everyone i s aware that at the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, we r e a d i l y agreed to establish a single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiating forum, because of the international community's deep concern 
at the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the arms race and the need to find an urgent solution to 
t h i s complex problem. ' 
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In recent years, we have been faced with two t r u l y alarming facts: on .the. one 
hand, an i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of international tension and, on the other, a very 
considerable increase i n the resources spent d a i l y on armaments, i n p a r t i c u l a r 
nuclear armaments, which endangers the very existence of mankind. 

Let us not forget that t o t a l m i l i t a r y expenditure exceeds $ 6 5 0 b i l l i o n , and that 
t h i s figure i s greater than the t o t a l income of 1 . 5 b i l l i o n persons currently l i v i n g 
i n the 50 least developed countries of the world. I do not believe that i t i s 
necessary, Mr. President, to provide further i l l u s t r a t i o n to stress the aberrant 
s i t u a t i o n facing mankind as a result of the continuing arms race. 

Despite that, we are not using t h i s body for the purposes for which i t was 
established. We are aware that the task of t h i s Conference i s not simple: f a r from 
i t , for i t may be said that by the nature of i t s objectives, we are faced with one of 
the most complex endeavours i n the international f i e l d , a s i t u a t i o n which should 
serve as a stimulus and challenge to undertake a task which would deserve the 
unqualified gratitude of the international community. 

In his message to the Conference on Disarmament on 7 February l a s t , the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations reminded us that "there i s no assurance to 
be found i n the recent sessions of the Committee on Disarmament or the course of the 
present world events that we are moving i n the ri g h t d i r e c t i o n " . My delegation f u l l y 
endorses that statement. Indeed, we regret to see that t h i s Conference i s not an 
authentic forum for negotiations, as desired by the great majority of i t s participants. 
We frequently become bogged down i n lengthy and, i t must be said, tedious discussions 
on procedural questions, and obstacles are placed i n the way of any serious attempt 
at negotiation. I t could well be said that we are engaged i n an exercise i n 
"stagnation diplomacy". 

We believe that procedural problems can be avoided i f we devote ourselves to 
studying with genuine concern the various useful proposals which have been submitted 
by various delegations to that end. In t h i s connection, my delegation wishes to 
support the a c t i v i t y of the so-called Group of Wise Men, whose membership has 
recently been increased, who, i n t h e i r personal capacity, can present to t h i s body 
concrete and p r a c t i c a l guidelines f o r more f r u i t f u l work by t h i s Conference. 

It has not been encouraging for my delegation to see i n recent years that much 
time i s being l o s t i n discussions about the agenda of our work; now some countries--, 
fortunately an increasingly small number — are placing obstacles i n the way of the , 
establishment of subsidiary bodies and the mandate of those bodies f o r fear of the 
word "negotiation". A l l t h i s r e f l e c t s a genuine lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate, 
which cannot be attributed i n any manner to the non-nuclear countries, which have 
always adopted a c o n c i l i a t o r y attitude and repeatedly demonstrated f l e x i b i l i t y . I t 
i s therefore necessary for us to be aware that i n order to negotiate, t h i s 
Conference should conform to what we agreed i n the F i n a l Document of 1 9 7 8 . 

In taking stock of our a c t i v i t i e s , we see that l i t t l e more than two months af t e r 
having begun our work f o r 1984> of the two p r i o r i t y items before i t the Conference has 
made progress on only one: the item r e f e r r i n g to chemical weapons. 

Moreover, we see with regret that a number of countries continue to refuse to 
agree to a mandate which would provide for the holding of negotiations i n a 
subsidiary body on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear te s t s . This i s rather serious, since 
the prohibition of nuclear tests would be a very positive step towards achieving the 
disarmament which we a l l desire, p a r t i c u l a r l y when we consider — as indicated by the 
delegation of Sweden i n document CD/430 — that the number of nuclear tests carried 
out between 1945 and 1983 has increased considerably. 
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Ve cannot f a i l to regret the fact that on Tuesday, 3 A p r i l , the desire of a 
great majority of countries to negotiate on this-issue was once again frustrated. 

With regard to the prevention of a nuclear war, as pointed out i n 
General Assembly resolution 38/183 G, шу delegation considers that t h i s i s a matter 
of the highest p r i o r i t y and of v i t a l interest,- I'repeat, v i t a l " interest to a l l peoples 
of the world. 

The fact that t h i s question i s dealt with f o r the f i r s t time separately m the 
agenda of the Conference constitutes a step forward i n our work, as recognition! fcf 
what,is a most c r i t i c a l and urgent task at the present time. I t i s f o r t h i s reason 
that my delegation "welcomes the fact that the necessary steps are being taken :to set 
up ah ad hoc subsidiary body which can, i n some manner, begin work on the request 
made" by the Group of 21 through document CD/341 and the recommendation contained'in 
the above-mentioned General Assembly resolution, i . e . undertake negotiations with a 
view to achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention 
of a nuclear war. 

Furthermore, we also 'regret that i n spite of the great e f f o r t s made m t h i s 
Conference by many delegations, i t has not yet been possible to achieve the 'icotfsensus 
necessary to set up an'ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race i n otrter <• 
space. This situation,exists i n spite of General Assembly resolution 38/70»' adopted 
by an overwhelming majority of countries, with the sole exception of one country " 
whose vote prevented a consensus. 

My delegation attaches special importance to the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space, considering that i t i s a question of using as another area of 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n an environment which should serve peaceful purposes exclusively. I t 
would, moreover, be simpler and preferable to prevent an arms race rather than to 
become involved l a t e r i n a more arduous task of t r y i n g to disarm outer space, i n 
which vast quantities of money are being invested f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. 

I do not wish to l e t s l i p t h i s opportunity to congratulate very sincerely the 
delegations of Sweden and Argentina on t h e i r statements of 22 and 27 "March-last-
respectively f o r having drawn attention to important relevant elements i n t h i s f i e l d , 
which w i l l undoubtedly help our future work i n the Group of 21 and i n the 
Conference i t s e l f . 

I shoul,d also l i k e to express my delegation's appreciation at the. Report, on 
the seventeenth session of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, 
recently submitted to the Conference. 

My delegation attaches special importance to the work of t h i s Ad Hoc Group of 
Experts, which would greatly f a c i l i t a t e v e r i f i c a t i o n of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear 
tests. I t i s f o r this reason that, without prejudice to transmitting the report to 
my country's authorities, I can already express my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n that 
the Conference has decided to approve the continuation of the work of the Group of 
Experts. 
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Lastly, bearing i n mind that the work of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l 
undoubtedly have an impact on the Third Review Conference of the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons which i s to be held i n 1985 and the Preparatory 
Committee of which has just concluded i t s f i r s t session, I wish to say that although 
the subsidiary body on negative security guarantees has been re-established and that 
i t s work w i l l , f o r obvious reasons, begin at a l a t e r date, my country's delegation 
regrets that on t h i s question the nuclear-weapon Powers are s t i l l maintaining t h e i r 
p o s i t i o n i n r e l a t i o n to countries which do not possess such weapons, a p o s i t i o n to 
which the Group of 21 has referred i n document CD/407 of 4 August I983 and which my 
delegation f u l l y shares. 

The 1985 Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons, i n which Peru w i l l be represented as a State party to that international 
instrument, w i l l have to make a genuine evaluation of the undertakings given-by the 
nuclear-weapon Powers with regard to undertaking disarmament negotiations i n good 
f a i t h . 

We cannot ignore the fact that the f a i l u r e of the nuclear-weapon Powers m t h e i r 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, as provided f o r i n a r t i c l e VI of the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, affects the attitude of many countries 
'which should be able to accede to t h i s international instrument. We also believe 
that i f v e r t i c a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n i s not halted, and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r t h i s must also 
be attributed to the two great nuclear-weapon Powers, the v a l i d i t y and force of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty w i l l be seriously threatened. 

It i s not too l a t e , therefore, f o r the nuclear-weapon Powers to reconsider 
t h e i r p o s i t i o n and to f u l f i l t h e i r obligations. 

I t i s a question of choosing between "existence or extinction". 

Thàrik'you. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Peru for his statement and fo r 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o u r to the representative of Bulgaria, Ambassador Tellalov. 

Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria) (translated from Russian); Mr. President, allow me 
f i r s t of a l l to greet you, Ambassador Dhanapala, the respected representative of the 
f r a t e r n a l Democratic S o d i a l i s t Republic of S r i Lanka, on your occupying the 
responsible o f f i c e of President of the Conference on Disarmament. I should l i k e to 
express our conviction that under your guidance the Conference w i l l be able to make 
progress on the substance of the issues under consideration. 

I should also l i k e to express our appreciation to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Datcu, for his t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s to bring the organizational matters of 
the Conference to a successful conclusion. 

In my statement today I should l i k e to touch upon some of the items on our 
agenda and to express some views concerning the work done at the Conference thus f a r . 

I should l i k e to stress that the Presidents of the Conference i n February and 
March, Ambassador Turbanski and Ambassador Datcu, succeeded, as everyone recognized, 
i n creating favourable conditions f o r business-like work at the Conference on the 
substance of the issues before us. An appreciable r o l e was played i n t h i s by the 
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position of the s o c i a l i s t countries, which, at the very beginning of the session, 
declared t h e i r willingness to enter into negotiations on a l l the questions on the 
agenda and proposed draft mandates f o r the appropriate subsidiary bodies (CD/434)» 
On the s o c i a l i s t countries' i n i t i a t i v e , a change was made i n the mandate of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. Yet, although t h i s i s an issue to which the 
delegations of the western countries claim to attach p a r t i c u l a r importance, r e a l 
negotiations on i t have, i n substance, not yet begun. This cannot be regarded 
otherwise" than as a direct breach of the agreed mandate to hold negotiations. 

Today there i s every ground for asking ourselves whether, i n the two and a ha l f 
summer months of the Conference's work, we s h a l l be able to make up f o r a l l that we 
f a i l e d to do during the spring part of the session. 

It seems to us that there are two approaches to assessing the results of the 
Conference. One i s to judge by the outwardly objective intermediate and f i n a l 
reports i n which groups of countries, or even i n d i v i d u a l States, t r y to have t h e i r 
points of view accurately reflected ; the other i s to start r e a l work and to reach' ' 
solutions of some of the issues. The Bulgarian delegation has always favoured the 
second approach and, together with the other s o c i a l i s t countries, has invariably and 
consistently striven f o r business-like, p r a c t i c a l work. Proceeding from t h i s 
position, our delegation wishes today, as i t has done many times i n the past, to draw 
attention to the lack of a responsible attitude towards m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiations on the part of certain States. Delegates i n t h i s responsible forum are 
more c l e a r l y and d i r e c t l y aware than our colleagues i n other international forums 
that positions adopted on such simple matters as a subsidiary body's mandate, a new 
agenda item, a procedural or organizational discussion, are, i n a p r a c t i c a l sense, 
the r e f l e c t i o n of p o l i c i e s on more complex and deeper problems. These positions are," 
i n r e a l i t y , the expression of a wish to a refusal to take p r a c t i c a l steps towards a 
p o l i c y of detente, towards the restoration of trust i n international r e l a t i o n s , 
towards the solution of burning issues i n the disarmament f i e l d . The p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
of States to take p r a c t i c a l steps i n the disarmament f i e l d i s the only c r i t e r i o n by 
which we should be guided i n assessing the state of a f f a i r s at the Conference on 
Disarmament. Looking the truth straight i n the eyes, we cannot but admit that the 
tangible result which peoples expect from us and which, i f they were achieved, would 
exercise an important positive influence on the whole range of international" 
relations are s t i l l outstanding. 

In our view, the reason f o r stagnation t h i s year, as i n previous ones, i s that 
nothing has changed f o r the better m the behaviour of the Western countries, and 
especially of the United States of America, i n whose p o l i c y i n the l a s t few years the' 
aggressive p r i n c i p l e has become increasingly predominant. As before, there i s nothing" 
i n United States pol i c y that might be favourable to the disarmament process. On the 
contrary, facts which have been cited i n our discussions t e s t i f y to the implementation 
of ever new programmes of development and deployment of nuclear weapons. 

This conclusion finds i t s most direct confirmation i n an assessment of the 
results of our work on items 1, 2 and 3» which relate to v i t a l l y important problems 
of curbing the nuclear arms race and eliminating the nuclear threat. 

It i s no secret that the start of negotiations to reach agreement on the f i r s t 
three items of our agenda i s impeded above a l l by the course steered by the ^ 
United States of America towards building up nuclear arsenals. Another characteristic 
fact i s that i n matters of nuclear disarmament the western countries have not only 
rejected the p o s s i b i l i t y of setting up a subsidiary body but are also ignoring these 
problems i n t h e i r statements. 
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Mention must Ъе made i n this connection of the problem of the prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests. On this point, the united States of America and the 
United Kingdom are maintaining their obstructionist li n e by blocking the expansion of 
the relevant subsidiary body's mandate. As the delegations of Argentina and the 
German Democratic Republic have so aptly remarked, to block negotiations towards the 
achievement of agreement on a comprehensive and complete nuclear test ban i s , among 
other things, to deprive of a l l meaning the many years of activity of the Ad Hoc Group 
of Seismic Experts. 

" As we explained i n detail last March, the Bulgarian delegation attaches 
particular importance to the problem of prevention of nuclear war. We continue 
to strive for the establishment of an ad hoc committee which would discuss and submit 
to the Conference specific measures of a p o l i t i c a l , international-law, or other 
nature. We are prepared to discuss a l l constructive ideas or proposals put forward 
at the Conference. Moreover, we are bound to feel satisfaction at the fact that 
approaches and proposals outlined *by some delegations of the Group of 21, including 
Mexico, India and others, resemble or coincide with the approach of the socialist 
countries. 

I Should like to draw attention to the extremely important ideas and proposals 
contained i n the speech of Mr. Konstantin U. Chernenko (document CD/444) relating to 
the need for the elaboration and adoption by the nuclear-weapon States of certain 
norms to regulate their relations. 

•The application of certain norms pursuing peace objectives i n relations between 
nuclear-weapon States would by no means have the effect of separating them from the 
world community; i t would not grant them special rights or opportunities of any 
kind. In our view, possession of nuclear weapons does not confer upon nuclear-
weapon States any additional prerogatives i n international affa i r s , but only imposes 
on them a special responsibility to present and future generations for the 
maintenance of peace. 

It would be good i f other nuclear-weapon States, too, showed a responsible 
attitude towards problems which touch upon the interests of the whole world. 

It i s surely correct to say that the most important practical issue on the 
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament for this session was the preparation of a 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The socialist countries, which 
have always regarded chemical disarmament as a most important task, adopted a serious 
and responsible attitude towards the interest expressed by other groups of States i n 
achieving progress i n that area. As i s known, this year the socialist countries have 
detached experts from their capitals for a prolonged period and have submitted 
document CD/435 of 20 February 1984 entitled "Improved effectiveness of the work of 
the Conference on Disarmament i n the f i e l d of the prohibition of chemical weapons". 
Many delegations welcomed the new far-reaching proposal made by the Soviet 
delegation on 21 February on matters pertaining to the verification of the destruction 
of chemical-weapon stockpiles. Individual socialist countries, including Bulgaria, 
put forward specific drafts i n the Working Groups on the most important aspects of 
the future convention. We also gave serious consideration to proposals made by the 
delegations"of the Netherlands, the Federal Republic of Germany, China, France,-", the 
United Kingdom and others. The Chairmen of the three Working Groups have ' 
demonstrated their competence and understanding of the tasks entrusted to them. 
Unfortunately, a l l these efforts have as yet failed to lead to the process envisaged 
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m the new mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons: "To sta r t the f u l l 
and complete process of negotiations, developing" and working out the convention, 
except f o r i t s f i n a l drafting" (document ŒD/44O of 28 February 1 9 8 4 ) . I t i s well 
known to everyone who i t i s that has exercised a re s t r a i n i n g effect on these 
negotiations. 

As we a l l know, tomorrow the United States delegation i s to introduce a draft 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The contents of the document w i l l 
speak for themselves. One thing i s obvious m advance: i f the proposal suffers from 
one-sidedness, i t w i l l not serve the cause of chemical disarmament: especially i f , 
as may be expected after hearing the statements of certain o f f i c i a l western 
representatives, i t conceals a prelude to the build-up of the United States m i l i t a r y 
chemical potential. 

The question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space occupies an 
important place i n our work. The growing attention devoted to t h i s issue i s f u l l y 
understandable, since the point at issue i s to nip i n the bud a new and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
dangerous round of the arms race, namely, i t s being carried into outer space, whose 
development and exploitation i s one of mankind's greatest achievements i n t h i s 
century. 

International agreements m force l i m i t the use of outer space for m i l i t a r y 
purposes only to a certain degree; they do not preclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of the 
deployment i n outer space of types of weapons which do not f a l l within the 
d e f i n i t i o n of "means of mass destruction". There i s need for a mechanism i n 
international law r e l i a b l e enough to thwart the designs of the proponents of an arms 
race i n that sphere. 

We share the concern of other delegations i n connection with the elaboration i n 
the United States of programmes for the development of space weapons to destroy 
objects i n outer space, i n the atmosphere and on the surface of the Earth and f o r the 
deployment i n outer space of a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems based on the u t i l i z a t i o n 
of the l a t e s t s c i e n t i f i c achievements i n the f i e l d of laser and particle-beam 
technology. The implementation of these programmes would represent a gross v i o l a t i o n 
of the Soviet-United States treaty on the l i m i t a t i o n of a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems 
signed m 1 9 7 2 . 

At the beginning of t h i s year, the new ASAT a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile system 
launched from F-15 fighters was tested m the United States of America. The 
development of a weapon of t h i s kind carries a direct threat to the use of early-
warning s a t e l l i t e s and increases the danger of nuclear war. 

The United States' openly stated unwillingness to engage m negotiations on 
questions related to the prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s also s i g n i f i c a n t . 

Such actions by the United States Government are having an effect on the work of 
our Conference. Problems of outer space have appeared on our agenda for almost 
three years. However, through the f a u l t of the United States of America, consideration 
of and consultations on t h i s question have not yet led to the establishment of a 
subsidiary body which might, m a serious and responsible way, devote i t s e l f to the 
elaboration of a comprehensive international agreement or agreements on the prohibition 
of an arms race i n outer space. I subscribe to the view expressed by the distinguished 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Alfonso García Robles, that we cannot treat the 
issue as i f nothing had happened. The vote on resolution 3 8 / 7 0 at the l a t e s t session 
of the United Nations General Assembly convincingly confirms the international 
community's steadily growing concern i n connection with the danger of outer space 
being transformed into an arena of the arms race. At the Conference on Disarmament 
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there are enough ideas and proposals on t h i s urgent issue ~ a l l that i s needed 
i s to create the necessary preconditions i n order to embark on s p e c i f i c negj t i a t i o n s 
within the framework of an appropriate ad hoc committee, which should be given a 
mandate of f u l l value. 

It may well, be that to some delegates our po s i t i o n appears crude and s i m p l i s t i c ; 
they think we are saying that the s o c i a l i s t countries are for disarmament and peace, 
and the" western countries, on the contrary, are for an arms build-up and for war. 
Such assertions are unfounded. In a statement made on 22 March 1984, at which I had 
the honour of being present, Mr. Todor Zhivkov, the Bulgarian leader, said: 

" I t would be a serious p o l i t i c a l error to think that the adventurist course 
of m i l i t a n t i m p e r i a l i s t reaction enjoys the complete and unconditional support 
of a l l party, State and public figures and a l l business c i r c l e s i n the 
United States of America and other NATO countries and that, therefore, the s l i d e 
towards thermonuclear war i s inevitable and i r r e v e r s i b l e " . 

The s o c i a l i s t countries, as has been said repeatedly by our leaders, continue to 
be convinced that common sense w i l l p r e v a i l and are therefore ready to co-operate with 
a l l States towards the goal of maintaining peace and international security and 
achieving disarmament. Our eff o r t s w i l l continue and increase.. 

I should l i k e to emphasize that the time has come for the United States of America 
and t h e i r a l l i e s to embark upon the removal of the serious obstacles they themselves 
have placed i n the way of the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of armaments. 

Ve are deeply convinced that i f a l l nuclear-weapon States -undertook to renounce 
the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons, i f they agreed to freeze t h e i r nuclear arsenals 
both i n quantitative and i n qu a l i t a t i v e terms, they would be making a decisive 
contribution towards improving the international p o l i t i c a l climate. 

The solution of these issues does not require complex negotiations. 

There also exist other major proposals, among which the s o c i a l i s t countries' 
i n i t i a t i v e f o r the conclusion of a treaty on the non-use of force and the maintenance 
of peaceful relations between the Varsaw .Treaty member States and the NATO States 
occupies a prominent position. 

In t h i s room i t i s very often said that the main reason for the stagnation of 
disarmament t a l k s i s the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of certain States. 
Vhether they choose to admit t h i s , or whether they seek to cover i t up with nebulous 
and general declarations and promises, t h i s fact remains a f a c t . In the presence of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l , even the most d i f f i c u l t questions can be resolved. The histor y of 
international relations i s f u l l of examples to prove i t . 

The tasks facing the Conference on Disarmament are numerous and complex but they 
are not insoluble. Ve should set about t h e i r p r a c t i c a l solution with a sense of 
great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and as quickly as possible. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bulgaria f o r his statement and f o r 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Japan, Ambassador Imai. 
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Mr. M A I (Japan): Mr. President, l e t me take t h i s opportunity to congratulate 
you on -the assumption of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. My 
delegation would l i k e to express i t s sincere f e l i c i t a t i o n s i n seeing the distinguished 
representative of a fellow Asian country i n the Presidency. I am sure that under 
your experienced and s k i l l e d guidance, the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be able 
to conclude the' spring part of i t s session with achievements which w i l l foster hopes 
for the succeeding part of i t s session. I would also l i k e to express our 
appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassador Datcu of Romania, f o r his Presidency 
during the month of March, and for h i s e f f o r t s to bring about a convergence of views 
within the Conference. 

During t h e " f i r s t week of t h i s session i n February, I had an opportunity to 
state the basic approaches and positions of my country regarding the problems of 
disarmament, I emphasized then that disarmament and national security are two sides 
of the same coin f o r a l l the countries of the world and that therefore meaningful 
results could be accomplished only through the accumulation of eff e c t i v e and 
v e r i f i a b l e steps. Indeed, we cannot deny the fact that the Conference on Disarmament, 
or the Committee on Disarmament which preceded i t , did not achieve the sort of 
results expected of i t 'in the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. This lack of achievement of the sole 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body on disarmament undoubtedly created a considerable 
sense of f r u s t r a t i o n i n various quarters. Also, from the point of view of 
promoting nuclear disarmament, as w e l l as i n the context of f u l f i l l i n g i n good 
f a i t h the obligations under A r t i c l e VI of the NPT, we cannot ignore the fact that 
important b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union 
have been suspended f o r almost h a l f a year i n spite of the urgent c a l l f o r t h e i r 
resumption expressed by one of the parties and supported by the countries of the 
world. 

When we look back over the more than two months of deliberations i n the 
Conference on Disarmament, we have to express deep concern that a good deal of our 
work has beer* on procedural issues, and although*these procedural debates might 
r e f l e c t various p o l i t i c a l motivations, they have not led to substantive progress 
i n achieving disarmament measures. 

Today, I have asked for the f l o o r i n the desire to express something of the 
fundamental pr i n c i p l e s and philosophy regarding the problems which the Conference 
on Disarmament 5 s faced with. 

From the long history of international negotiations, we are a l l aware that 
immediate and c l e a r l y v i s i b l e giant steps to improve international peace and 
security are not always ready at hand. Disarmament i s not an exception to the r u l e , 
and t h i s means that there i s always a need to build up small but effective steps 
with a great deal of patience. Allow me to r e c a l l that at a b r i e f one-week session 
of the Preparatory Committee for the Third HPT Review Conference very recently, 
I had to make a repeated plea from the chair to a l l the delegations to be 
exceptionally patient i n -prder to achieve meaningful consensus. Although we 
certainly expect that the procedural matters which the Conference on Disarmament 
i s now working on would f i n d solutions under the wisdom and guidance of you, 
Mr. President, as w e l l as of your predecessors, at the same time I would,like to 
emphasize that our patient e f f o r t s should be directed toward the solutions which 
would enable t h i s forum to get on with the job f o r which t h i s body has been created; 
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In p r a c t i c a l terms, the foregoing would mean that we have to f i n d an appropriate 

compromise between two things. One of the two i s a comprehensive approach based on 
expressions of disarmament i d e a l s , while the other factor is' various d e t a i l s of 
actual measures, including i n s t i t u t i o n s and technologies of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In other 
words, i f an agreement i n the abstract on comprehensive and declaratory measures 
can achieve a goal of t r u l y effective disarmament, that w i l l indeed be,a very-
welcome s i t u a t i o n . That t h i s i s not always the case may be clear i f we take the 
example of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. To think that the idealism and p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
w i l l be s u f f i c i e n t i s unfortunately optimistic i n today's world, and I made this 
point clear m the statement I delivered i n February. In order that disarmament 
measures can be effective and credible as an arrangement among nations, i t i s 
essential that the member States can have confidence that others are f a i t h f u l l y 
observing the terms of such conventions. This i s an understandable s i t u a t i o n when 
national security i s involved and when science and technology of modern weapon 
systems have become highly sophisticated and complicated as they are today. 

As I emphasize the importance of v e r i f i c a t i o n , I would l i k e to hasten to add 
that there i s a danger also of extremism i n t h i s regard sa w e l l . I f one starts by 
assuming the occurrence of a l l the violations which are t h e o r e t i c a l l y possible, but 
p r a c t i c a l l y u n l i k e l y , and i n s i s t s that an agreement i s meaningless unless a l l such 
cases are covered, then we are overstating the virtue of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I would l i k e to refer here to some of my own experiences regarding the 
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards which, as you are a l l aware, concern 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures against nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n . I t took a very long time to 
distinguish what i s useful and necessary from what may be less p r a c t i c a l . There 
was a group of people who i n s i s t e d that mere nominal arrangements to prevent 
diversion of nuclear material from peaceful to m i l i t a r y uses were s u f f i c i e n t . This 
po s i t i o n was not accepted by most countries and as a r e s u l t , detailed negotiations 
on i n s t i t u t i o n a l and technical arrangements f o r effective safeguards took place. 
On the other hand, from over-eagerness scenarios were sometimes depicted which, f o r 
those who are knowledgeable i n the nuclsar industry, could not even be visualized 
as p r a c t i c a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s . What exists today as the IAEA safeguards i s the 
product of compromise between such exxreme positions. I have mentioned t h i s example 
not i n any way as an attempt to malee an assessment of our current discussion about 
v e r i f i c a t i o n on a nuclear—test ban or the pr o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, but 
merely to indicate that i n our view t h i s i s a general point worth remembering. 

In t h i s context, I would l i k e to mention the following. For one thing, i t i s 
important that basic p o l i t i c a l agreement exists to form the ground f o r any 
disarmament arrangements. On the other hand, there should be a s c i e n t i f i c and 
technical approach i n putting such agreements into r e a l i t y . These two elements 
must have a complete understanding of each other. I t i s possible, m the absence 
of such understanding, that the p o l i t i c a l c i r c l e s and the technological c i r c l e s may 
be speaking two di f f e r e n t languages, and t h i s i s an assured way to confuse the 
s i t u a t i o n . I r e c a l l , i n the case of IAEA safeguards, that there were occasions m 
which s c i e n t i s t s , i n the absence of f u l l comprehension of the basic p o l i t i c a l 
requirements, gave replies such as "What i s required i s technically possible m 
p r i n c i p l e , i f certain conditions are met". The p o l i t i c a l side ignored the conditions 
and only accepted " I t i s possible i n p r i n c i p l e " . In f a c t , among these conditions 
were such items as " i f the continuous presence of inspectors i s possible", or " i f 
determination of diversion can be accepted at an 80 per cent confidence l e v e l " , or 
" i f a certain amount of material per annum can be l e f t unaccounted f o r as an 
accumulation of measurement errors". You can see that these conditions which are 
related to the p o l i t i c a l objective of the arrangemenxs ce r t a i n l y required serious 
consideration. 
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A number of statements havre been made m'this or other forums to the e f f e c t , 
f o r instance, that there are no more technical problems remaining with regard to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear-test ban. Some have even i n s i s t e d that' a l l the 
underground nuclear explosions can be detected" and i d e n t i f i e d . I have had the 
opportunity to t a l k with some of the authors whose writings i n t h i s respect have 
been extensively quoted i n t h i s forum as w e l l . I have been to l d by these very 
authors that the system of seismic detection they base t h e i r arguments on i s not 
what i s currently available and e x i s t i n g i n the world.. They have to beIupgraded 
into a better network incorporating more advarees m seismology, including a 
considerable number of so-called black boxes i n the countries 'concerned. 
Furthermore, t h e i r argument i s based on the assumption that geological conditions 
around the test s i t e s as well as the mode of dissemination of seismic signals 
through the geological formation between the s i t e of the explosion and seismic 
stations are known i n d e t a i l . Of course, I am not an expert on the subject and the 
reports of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts give a description of some of 
these problems, while I believe that the upcoming seismic data exchange experiments 
w i l l help c l a r i f y these points. I have merely mentioned t h i s case to point out 
again the importance of satisfactory dialogue between the p o l i t i c a l and the 
s c i e n t i f i c communities. 

The example of IAEA seems to me to indicate another very important point. I t 
was extremely convenient, and indeed fortunate, i n the case of the KPT that.an 
international organization" was already i n existence whose Statute specified the 
safeguards for the purpose of preventing diversion from peaceful to m i l i t a r y 
purposes as i t s main function. Although not on the scale of today, the i n s t i t u t i o n a l 
arrangements to gather and a^ply necessary technology at "the international- l e v e l were 
already functioning. As the- distinguished delegates are aware, t h i s enabled the HPT 
merely to r e f e r , i n i t s A r t i c l e 3, to the application of these arrangements-. In 
spite of that, the parties 1 to the Treaty had to spend more than a'year i n a 
conference to reorganize the system,' establish the technological requirements, 
determine rights and duties of inspectors, agree on the methodology f o r determination 
of diversion p o s s i b i l i t i e s , and to agree on the sharing of f i n a n c i a l burdens. 

This lesson indicates то me that we have to bear i n mind, by the time we are at 
the actual stages of determining v e r i f i c a t i o n of a prohibition of nuclear t e s t i n g 
or chemical weapons, as the case may be, that we have to get on, as the песезвагу 
f i r s t ' steps, with the job of establishing such international v e r i f i c a t i o n organs. 
Of course, by saying t h i s , I do not mean to i n s i s t that the arrangements under the 
HPT are the best or even the most desirable formula i n the case of other 
disarmament agreements. I t i c nevertheless important that within the negotiation 
process i n the Conference ou Disarmament, a l l due attention should be given to the 
nature o f v e r i f i c a t i o n requirements as w e l l as the structure of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
arrangements which would best' s u i t the purpose of each agreement. Without such 
attention, I am a f r a i d , disarmament agreements cannot function i n such a way that 
the parties to them can place confidence i n t h e i r effectiveness. 

I have used e a r l i e r an expression "extremism", and implied that over-emphasis 
on p o l i t i c a l w i l l alone, or on s c i e n t i f i c d e t a i l s alone, would not lead to a 
meaningful disarmament arrangement«. In our approach to problems, we should have i n 
mind the expression about "the virtue of taking the middle-of-the-road position", 
which means not tLac the eyact mid-point of two extremisms i s necessarily the best 
solution, but that there i s always a need to open our minds and eyes to different 
points of view. With regard to НТВ considerations today, f o r example, efforts to 
understand the c a p a b i l i t i e s and l i m i t a t i o n s of the available m u l t i l a t e r a l 
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v e r i f i c a t i o n measures seem to represent t h i s virtue of a "middle-of-the-road" 
approach. This w i l l enable us to take up various related matters that constitute 
elements of a future nuclear-test ban (NTB) agreement, including the problems 
of how to deal with nuclear explosions i n the unverifiable range. I do not need 
to repeat that Japan considers the НТВ as the highest p r i o r i t y item i n disarmament. 
We have stated our po s i t i o n a number of times i n t h i s and other fora. I t i s i n 
t h i s context that the establishment of m u l t i l a t e r a l v e r i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s , 
given the e x i s t i n g technology, and then taking steps towards t h e i r gradual 
improvement, i s i n our view, what the Conference on Disarmament can meaningfully 
accomplish today as long as we are looking at the НТВ as a m u l t i l a t e r a l measure. 
With regard to chemical weapons, we are a l l aware that the nations of the world 
are showing a very positive attitude towards t h e i r p r o h i b i t i o n and elimination, 
and the related v e r i f i c a t i o n . As active negotiations are taking place, my 
delegation i s second to none i n pursuing the objective of an early conclusion of 
a chemical-weapons convention and we take pride i n having made various contributions 
i n the past. Here also, I should l i k e to mention that a workable chemical-weapons 
agreement should take care to avoid the p i t f a l l s of possible extremism. I f the 
outcome of our negotiations would lead either to a very large loophole i n 
v e r i f i c a t i o n or on the other hand to a claim f o r v i r t u a l i n t e r national control 
over the entire chemical or pharmaceutical industries of the world, not only 
would that raise l e g a l problems, but also i t would mean either a very unreliable 
treaty or a highly impractical s i t u a t i o n . I s h a l l r e f r a i n from further 
references to the example of IAEA, but merely note that the willingness of the 
Conference on Disarmament to take i t s experience i n t o account i n defining the 
range of v e r i f i c a t i o n requirements regarding either chemicals or t h e i r precursors 
would be extremely important. I should l i k e to take future opportunities again 
to present our detailed position to the Conference on Disarmament i n due course. 
Неге I would l i k e to add very b r i e f l y that there i s a s i m i l a r problem with regard 
to the outer space. Peaceful outer space i s obviously a very important item, 
to which Japan attaches high p r i o r i t y . However, as f a r as we are concerned, 

' except f o r a l i m i t e d knowledge and experience regarding exploration of outer 
space f o r peaceful uses, we have to confess that our understanding and knowledge 
of the related space a c t i v i t i e s are not at a l l based on our own experience. I t 
i s very d i f f i c u l t , therefore, f o r us to engage i n detailed discussions on space 
arms control on the basis of published and often popular information. We believe 
that the examination of the problem of outer space s t a r t i n g from an exploratory 
approach at the outset, with those i n a position to know providing information, 
would be most appropriate and meaningful. 

What I have stated today may be more a way of thinking than detailed 
proposals. At a time when m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations are not making 
v i s i b l e progress, and at a time when the world i s expressing deep concern at 
such a s i t u a t i o n , we consider i t useful to stop and exainine the reasons f o r i t . 
By removing such reasons, one by one, we should be t r a v e l l i n g along the road to 
the f i n a l solution. My delegation does not hold i l l u s i o n s that disarmament can 
be achieved tomorrow, much as i t may be desirable. At the same time, we do not 
hold the view that solutions are impossible. When we t a l k about a step-by-step 
approach, i t i s with t h i s i n mind; and cer t a i n l y as f a r as our national position 
i s concerned, we s h a l l continue to make positive contributions i n the process of 
accumulating meaningful steps towards the f i n a l success. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Japan f o r his statement and 
f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 
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(The President) 
That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation 

wish to take the floor? I see none. 

I intend now to suspend the plenary meeting and convene an informal meeting 
to consider some organizational questions. Ve will, afterwards, resume the 
plenary meeting of the Conference. The plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 11.55 a.m. and reconvened at 12.40 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

Working Paper No. 126, l / containing a draft decision on the establishment 
of an ad hoc committee on radiological weapons, is before the Conference today. 
Is there any objection to the draft decision which appears in 
Working Paper No. 126? I see no objection. 

It was do decided. 

May I extend to Ambassador Vejvoda our congratulations on his appointment. 
His experience and diplomatic s k i l l will be of great assistance to the 
Ad Hoc Committee. 

As announced at the opening of this plenary meeting, I suggest now that 
the Conference takes note of the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect 
and Identify Seismic Events, contained in document CD/448. 

It was so decided. 

As there is no other business, I intend now to adjourn the plenary meeting. 
The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held tomorrow, 
Wednesday 18 April, at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 P.m. 
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The PRESIDENT; The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s called 
to order. 

At the outset I wish to welcome the"presence among us today of the distinguished 
Vice-President of the United States of America, the Honourable George Bush, who w i l l 
address the Conference as the f i r s t speaker. The Honourable Mr. Bush addressed 1}he^ 
Committee on Disarmament last year on 4 February and needs~ho introduction", not б Ш у 
becuase of his high office but also because of the number of" impo'rtaht diplomatic 
posts he has held before, including the post of Permanent Representative of The 
United States of America to the United Nations. Several members of the Conference 
may have known him earlier and I am sure that a l l members join me i n welcoming him 
again to address the Conference. 

The Conference continues today i t s further consideration of outstanding matters, 
as stated i n the programme of work adopted at the beginning of the session. In 
accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may 
raise any subject relevant to the/work of the Conference. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of the 
United States of America, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Mongolia, 
Australia, Mexico, the German Democratic Republic and France. 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the Vice-President of the 
United States of America, the Honourable George Bush. 

Mr. BUSH (United States of America); Let me just f i r s t thank and pay my respects 
to those in the United Nations Organization, the Director-General and others, for the 
arrangements, for their wonderful way of receiving guests who put such inordinate 
pressures on the normal proceedings of this important Conference, and to you, 
Mr. President. I understand that there has been some accommodation of schedule to 
make i t easier for me to come here and I am most grateful for that;. And, I should 
li k e to express to the Secretary-General of the Conference, my appreciation. And l e t 
me say that I regret that my schedule i s such that, although I flew here last night, 
that when this i s over I must leave for a press conference and f l y right back to the 
United States. But that should i n no way be interpreted as less than interest i n the 
proceedings of this important Conference, but rather that the schedule dictates i t . 
Our very able Ambassador, Ambassador Fields, and others w i l l be here to follow-up and 
to discuss at the Conference's convenience some of the matters that I raise. You 
very generously mentioned, Mr. President, my having been here m February a year ago, 
and i t i s an honour to come before this Conference again today, on behalf of our 
President, to reaffirm our strong commitment to arms control. 

And I have come to reaffirm, as well, a resolve that has dominated the American 
position i n a l l arms control discussions over the last year; the resolve that the 
growth i n the number of the most dreaded weapons of modern warfare must not simply 
be slowed; i t must indeed be reversed. In the matter before us — chemical weapons — 
they must be totally banned. 

I have brought with ».e today the latest expression of the firm United Spates 
resolve — a draft treaty banning entirely the possession, production, acquisition, 
retention or transfer of chemical weapons. 
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(Mr. Bush» United States; 

This draft treaty includes an e n t i r e l y new concept f o r overcoming the great 
obstacle that has impeded progress i n the past toward a f u l l chemical weapons 
ban, namely, the obstacle of v e r i f i c a t i o n . This new concept i s part of a package 
of sound and reasonable procedures to v e r i f y compliance with a l l the draft 
treaty's terms. 

Except on close inspection, chemical weapons, these insidious chemical 
weapom, are v i r t u a l l y i d e n t i c a l in appearance to ordinary weapons 5 plants 
for producing chemical ueapons are d i f f i c u l t to distinguish from plants 
producing chemicals f o r industry and, m f a c t , some chemicals with peaceful 
u t i l i t y are s t r u c t u r a l l y s i m i l a r to some chemicals that are used i n warfare. So 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i s p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t with chemical weapons. 

Our new concept i s an arms control v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure that we c a l l "open 
i n v i t a t i o n " . But before I outline t h i s unprecedented procedure, l e t me review 
some of the concerns that have led the United States to propose such a step. 

When I appeared before you i n February l a s t year, I quoted 
Franklin Roosevelt's comment that the use of chemical weapons "has been 
outlawed by the general opinion of c i v i l i z e d mankind". 

Unfortunately, despite the horror that these weapons evoke i n a l l decent 
men and women; despite s p e c i f i c prohibitions such as the Geneva Protocol of 
1925 and the 1972 B i o l o g i c a l and Toxin Weapons Convention, there have been 
repeated instances of use over the past s i x decades, against combatants and 
innocent c i v i l i a n s a l i k e —• always, I might note, against those l e a s t able to 
defend themselves, those l e a s t able to r e t a l i a t e against such an attack. 

In the l a s t three years alone the world has heard of frequent vi o l a t i o n s 
of these agreements from such places as South-East A s i a , Afghanistan and the 
Middle East, and one important reason that chemical weapons use continues i s 
that neither the 1925 Geneva Protocol nor the 1972 Convention include any form of 
effective v e r i f i c a t i o n or enforcement. 

Parties signed a piece of paper, attached some stamps and some seals of 
their own. Arsenals remained, ready f o r use against any who lacked a deterrent. 

The United States has advooated reinforcement of the e x i s t i n g agreements. 
We, together with other countries, have long supported proposals t a di r e c t the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations to i n i t i a t e investigations of reported 
vi o l a t i o n s . 

We regret that some United Nations Members States have disputed the need for 
such investigations and have, to date, prevented or impeded enquiries. We 
believe that international investigations of th i s sort could serve as a step 
toward the kind of openness required f o r a comprehensive chemical weapons treaty 
that would work. 
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(Mr. Bush, United States) 

Surely the consequences of the absence of effec t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n , as seen i n 
the reports of continued use of chemical weapons, can only provoke profound 
concern among a l l of us today: 

F i r s t , there i s t h i s unspeakable horror v i s i t e d upon the victims of such 
weapons, many of them innocents simply caught up i n the path of war. 

Second, the use of chemical weapons violates e x i s t i n g international 
agreements, and so undermines the arms control process. 

F i n a l l y , and perhaps most disturbing, there i s the chance that, as reports 
of use continue, the world might actually get callous, act hardened to th i s 
news. I t might come numbly to accept these weapons and to abandon e f f o r t s to 
r i d future generations of t h i s p e r i l . 

Ve owe i t to ourselves anC to our children to prevent t h i s from 
happening. 

For more than a decade, the United States has exercised r e s t r a i n t i n the 
f i e l d of chemical weapons, and we w i l l continue to do so. Ve desire an arms 
control solution to the chemical weapons threat. But our r e s t r a i n t has not 
induced a l l other States to exercise comparable r e s t r a i n t , and t h i s i s why we 
are taking steps to prepare f o r the p o s s i b i l i t y that modern chemical weapons 
might have to be produced i n the absence of a comprehensive ban. However, we 
must and we w i l l do a l l we can to achieve a treaty that eliminates any need 
for new production. 

The President asked me to come here again t h i s year to stress the urgency 
of t h i s issue. He believes that we must do a l l we can to eliminate the ex i s t i n g 
stocks of chemical weapons and the f a c i l i t i e s that produce them. He wants to 
ensure that such weapons w i l l never be developed or used again. 

How, to that end, the President has asked me to present to th i s Conference 
today the United States draft text of a comprehensive treaty banning chemical 
weapons, and I ask that t h i s draft be circulated as an o f f i c i a l document of the 
Conference on Disarmament. 

The provisions of the draft treaty c l o s e l y follow the "detailed views" that 
my Government presented to th i s Conference l a s t year, and they also incorporate 
the views of many other delegations which have given us the benefit of their 
thoughts. 

This treaty would prohobit the development, the production, the 
sto c k p i l i n g , the ac q u i s i t i o n , the retention or the transfer of chemical weapons. 
The p r i n c i p a l c r i t e r i o n f o r distinguishing between permitted and banned 
a c t i v i t i e s would be the purpose for which an a c t i v i t y i s being conducted. 

In recognition of the need for confidence m such an agreement, the draft 
also contains sound and reasonable procedures — among these, "open i n v i t a t i o n " 
inspections — f o r v e r i f y i n g compliance with a l l i t s provisions. 
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(Mr. Bush. United States) 

Por a chemical weapons ban to work, each party must have confidence that the 
other parties are abiding by i t . This elementary, commonsense p r i n c i p l e i s the 
essence of what we mean by v e r i f i c a t i o n . No sensible Government enters into 
those international contracts known as treaties unless i t can ascertain — or 
v e r i f y — that i t i s getting what i t contracted f o r . 

Lack of effective v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance mechanisms has been a major 
obstacles to achieving a true and eff e c t i v e ban on these weapons. 

As I mentioned at the beginning, the technical s i m i l a r i t i e s between chemical 
weapons production f a c i l i t i e s and commercial production f a c i l i t i e s , the 
s i m i l a r i t y between chemical weapons agents and chemicals f o r peaceful uses, and 
the s i m i l a r i t y between chemical munitions and conventional munitions makes 
discrimination impossible without very, very close observation. 

And, perhaps most importantly, s t r i c t v e r i f i c a t i o n i s needed to protect 
those who do not possess chemical weapons, or are w i l l i n g to give them up, from 
those who might maintain possession s u r r e p t i t i o u s l y . 

The goal of our proposal i s a treaty to require States to declare the sizes 
and locations of t h e i r chemical weapons stocks and t h e i r production f a c i l i t i e s , 
to destroy the stocks and f a c i l i t i e s and to foreswear creating any new chemical 
weapons. 

I f they are to sign such a contract, States must have confidence, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , that they can know: 

F i r s t , that a l l stocks have been destroyed; 

Second, that a l l declared production f a c i l i t i e s have been destroyed$ 

Third, that the declared stocks r e a l l y do constitute a l l the stocks; 

And fourthly, that the declared f a c i l i t i e s are a l l the f a c i l i t i e s . 

• Without such firm assurance we cannot — and I think everybody here knows 
thi s — we cannot claim to have banned chemical weapons. In t h i s regard, the 
United States Government has taken note of the Soviet Union's announced willingness 
to consider accepting the continuous stationing of international inspection teams 
at the locations where declared stockpiles are to be destroyed, and we welcome 
that. 

We are encouraged by this recognition of the mdispensability of on-site 
inspection, a matter that was tabled r i g h t here i n t h i s room, I think by 
Ambassador Issraelyan. The Soviet Union's announcement has advanced the 
negotiations toward establishing confidence i n the f i r s t of the four c r i t i c a l 
requirements, that i s , that a l l declared stocks be destroyed. 

To address the second of the four c r i t e r i a — that a l l declared production 
f a c i l i t i e s be destroyed — we propose a si m i l a r continuous, on-site monitoring 
and periodic inspection. 

The v e r i f i c a t i o n d i f f i c u l t i e s inherent i n the problem of undeclared 
s i t e s — determining that there are no hidden stocks and no clandestine production 
f a c i l i t i e s — remain our most formidable challenge. I t i s formidable because the 
problem of undeclared s i t e s can be resolved only i f States commit themselves to 
a new, but absolutely necessary degree of openness. 
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(Mr, Bush. United States) 

Let us face r e a l i t y . Chemical weapons are not d i f f i c u l t to hide and are 
not d i f f i c u l t to produce i n a clandestine manner. Many States have the capacity 
to do t h i s . We can r i d the world of these weapons only i f we a l l make i t 
d i f f i c u l t f o r anyone, for ourselves то do such things without detection. 

The opportunity for undetected violations i s the undoing of arms control. 
I f that opportunity p e r s i s t s , i t would render whatever chemical weapons ban we 
conclude i l l u s o r y and r e a l l y would set back the cause of peace. 

And so, f o r that reason, the United States Government i s putting forward the 
unprecedented "open i n v i t a t i o n " v e r i f i c a t i o n proposal to which I referred earlier.. 
As part of a chemical weapons ban, the United States i s w i l l i n g to j o i n other parties 
in a mutual obligation to open for international inspection on short notice a l l 
of i t s m i l i t a r y or government-owned or government-controlled f a c i l i t i e s . 

This pledge to an "open i n v i t a t i o n " for inspections i s not made l i g h t l y . 
We make i t because i t i s indispensable to an effective chemical weapons ban. The 
essence of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s deterrence of v i o l a t i o n s through the r i s k of detection. 
The "open i n v i t a t i o n " procedures w i l l increase the chances that v i o l a t i o n s w i l l 
be detected and the chances that, m the event of v i o l a t i o n s , the evidence 
necessary for an appropriate international response can be collected. That i s 
the heart of deterring v i o l a t i o n s . 

I f the international community recognizes that such a provision i s the 
sine qua non of an effective chemical weapons ban and joins us i n subscribing 
to i t , we w i l l not only bave realized the noble longing for a treaty thai; a ctually 
bans chemical weapons, but we w i l l have changed m an altogether salutory manner 
the way governments do business. 

We w i l l have set a bold example f o r overcoming barriers that impede 
effecTive arms control i n other areas. And we w i l l have engendered the kind of 
openness among nations that dissipates these ungrounded suspicions and allows 
peace to breathe and thrive. 

We recognize that a l l governments have secrets. Some speak as i f openness 
and eff e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n cut against t h e i r interests alone. But openness ent a i l s 
burdens for very State, every single State, including the United States of America. 
Openness of the kind we are proposing f o r the chemical weapons ban would come at 
a p r i c e . 

But an effective ban cn chemical weapons requires t h i s kind of "open 
i n v i t a t i o n " inspections we propose. We, our President;, the United States 
Government, are w i l l i n g to pay the price cf such openness. The enormous value 
of an eff e c t i v e ban warrants our doing so. 

I know that the United States delegation to t h i s body i s eager f o r the 
process of negotiating a chemical weapons ban to begin to unfold. We hope and 
trust that the seriousness of this work, i t s urgency and perhaps most of a l l , the 
humane aspirations of the peoples represented here, w i l l spur a l l i n t h i s 
Conference towards an early and successful agreement. 
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(Mr. Bush. United States) 

We do not underestimate the d i f f i c u l t i e s that t h i s task presents. I have said 
that the key to an effective convention — a convention that could eliminate 
the p o s s i b i l i t y o f chemical warfare forever — i s enforcement of compliance 
through eff e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Our emphasis on this point (and our "open i n v i t a t i o n " v e r i f i c a t i o n proposal) 
springs from a desire that the ban work permanently and e f f e c t i v e l y , to provide 
the security that a l l of us seek. 

The United States i s encouraged that these negotiations to ban chemical 
weapons have already achieved broad international support. I t i s s i g n i f i c a n t -
as well that the work on t h i s treaty i s widely recognized to o f f e r a promising -'• 
opportunity f o r enhancing not only East-West co-operation, but also co-operation 
among a l l nations. 

Our delegation looks forward to serious consultations with the Soviet 
delegation, and to detailed discussions with a l l other participants, on the 
elaboration of these provisions and other necessary aspects of an e f f e c t i v e 
agreement. Our aim i n these negotiations w i l l be a p r a c t i c a l one — to work hard 
and i n good f a i t h ; to build a mutual confidence — that, frankly, i s lacking 
r i g h t now — and to achieve r e a l r e s u l t s . 

The President has asked me and I saw him just before I l e f t f o r Geneva, to 
assure you again that the American commitment to work for effective arms control 
extends to a l l of the work of t h i s Conference and to reassure you that i t extends 
to the work beyond th i s Conference as w e l l . We are pleased to be making progress 
i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n Stockholm on confidence-building measures i n 
Europe pleased to have resumed East-West talks i n Vienna on reducing conventional 
forces i n Europe. 

Our commitment to results i s equally strong on the all-important issue of 
nuclear arms control, where the United States believes i t i s essential to 
accelerate e f f e c t i v e , v e r i f i a b l e agreements, and as I think most people here know, 
we also seek deep reductions i n the world's nuclear arsenals and the greater 
international s t a b i l i t y that would follow. 

Here, today, I again i n v i t e the Soviet Union to return to the two nuclear 
arms negotiations i t suspended f i v e months ago and to resume with us the c r u c i a l 
task of reducing nuclear arms. The United States remains ready to explore a l l 
ideas', without preconditions, at any time that the Soviet Union chooses to 
renew the dialogue. 

We f e e l strongly about i t , and i n t h i s Conference whose day-to-day work.is 
dedicated i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l way to arms reduction, I f e e l that I had to make 
that point — we are ready, here, b i l a t e r a l l y or whatever the form i t takes. 

As the President said i n h i s 16 January address on United States-Soviet 
r e l a t i o n s , "co-operation begins with communications". This concept i s part of 
our entire approach to East-West relations and to a l l issues on the East-West 
agenda — be i t arms control, or regional problems, or human ri g h t s or an 
improvement i n mutual understanding. We are ready — as the President has made 
clear i n word and action — to tackle the d i f f i c u l t work of genuine co-operation. 
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(Mr. Bush, United States) 

The United States has i n f a c t reduced the o v e r - a l l size of i t s own nuclear arsenals 
over the l a s t two decades, but, we are ready to work for solutions and results — 
i n Geneva, i n Vienna, i n Stockholm or indeed i n any place where men and women 
of good f a i t h are w i l l i n g to s i t down and negotiate i n earnest. 

Since my v i s i t here l a s t year, the United States has laboured long and 
thought very c a r e f u l l y about the contents of this treaty. We r e a l l y are hopeful that 
other countries w i l l c a r e f u l l y study i t and j o i n us i n serious negotiations. 

I am saddened and disappointed that some — without even seeing a draft — 
have chosen to issue statements charging that the introduction of t h i s treaty text 
here today i s the r e s u l t of some simple p o l i t i c a l motivation. 

I hope that we can convince those who have those reservations, who have 
made those statements, that we are sincere and that they w i l l come to see, 
through the negotiations, our s i n c e r i t y . Isn't i t time that we focused on the 
concrete, open and universal desire of a l l people for reducing the weapons and 
the risks of war? 

The United States has repeatedly over the l a s t several years demonstrated 
i t s determination not simply to slow the rate of growth of the world's arsenals, 
but to reduce these arsenals. 

I mentioned that we have reduced the o v e r - a l l size of our own nuclear 
arsenals over the l a s t two decades I don't think a l o t of people even i n my 
own country understand t h i s , but the number of nuclear weapons i n the American 
inventory was one-third higher i n 1967 than i n 19835 while from i960 to l a s t 
year, United States nuclear megatonnage dropped by 75 per cent. 

In the l a s t year, we've heard a l o t of t a l k about the НАТО modernization 
programme. In 1979» the НАТО countries decided to seek arms control negotiations, 
but i n the absence of an arms control agreement, to deploy 572 Pershing I I and, 
Ground-Launched Cruise M i s s i l e s . 

But agreement or no agreement, the NATO countries decided at the same time 
to remove 1,000 nuclear weapons from Europe, and these 1,000 weapons are now gone. 
Last year at Montebello, the НАТО a l l i e s decided to reduce t h e i r arsenal by 
another 1,400 nuclear weapons. And whenever a Pershing-2 or Ground-Launched 
Cruise M i s s i l e i s put i n place, an ex i s t i n g weapon w i l l be taken out of service. 

The r e s u l t of a l l t h i s i s that, i n the absence of a treaty, NATO w i l l deploy 
the entire 572 new mi s s i l e s . NATO w i l l s t i l l have removed f i v e nuclear weapons 
for every one that has been added. 

In the nuclear arms control tal k s over the l a s t several years, the 
United States has sought m u l t i l a t e r a l agreements that would make even deeper 
cuts possible. 

In.the Intermediate Nuclear Force talks two and a half years ago, we 
proposed the "zero option". The "zero option" would eliminate the entire class 
of land-based INF mi s s i l e s , and l a t e r , we indicated 'our willingness to agree to 
an interim step involving more limited reductions. 
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In the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks which you are a l l f a m i l i a r wi~tnY,,wé • 
proposed-, nearly two years ago, a one-third reduction i n the number of warheads 
on Soviet and American b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s . We subsequently also proposed 
alternative paths of "building-down" and of "trading-off" i n order to move the 
negotiations forward. 

We regret profoundly that the Soviet Union chose to leave, to walk out of 
the START and the INF negotiations, even while the i r unprecedented, and,-, 
unparalleled deployment of strategic and INF systems continued. We know that 
we are joined by others here at the Conference on Disarmament i n urging the 
Soviet leaders to resume these important negotiations on which the world's 
hopes depend so much. 

At the same time, we look forward to genuine progress i n the Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reductions negotiations i n Vienna, and i n Stockholm at those 
important talks i n the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building 
Measures and Disarmament i n Europe. 

We seek effective and equitable cuts i n the world's nuclear, conventional 
and chemical forces. We want to prevent t h e i r use and that i s our goal and the 
determination to which we s h a l l continue to dedicate ourselves. 

' We are determined that future generations w i l l not look back on these and 
, the other arms control'negotiations of our time, as we look back on those of 
^generations past, and shrug and say: "Of course a l l they did was, perhaps, to 
slow ttie'pace of the arms race of that period. They didn't stop i t , or reverse 
i t — and they probably couldn't have". We want to do better than that. 

In conclusion, l e t me just say something about chemical weapons. There i s 
a, need, as I said i n these comments, to reduce tension. I f ever i n the histor y 
bf mankind there was something on which people from--every single country 
agreed, not1 us,' Government o f f i c i a l s , Excellencies or a l l of that, but l e t us 
put i t i n terms of the people. In my view, as a father and grandfather who i s 
getting older, (I served with many of you around t h i s table when I was a father 
but not a grandfather) i n my view there i s no difference between a family walking 
along the streets of Vladivostock or Leningrad, Peoria, I l l i n o i s , or Paris or 
London, Caracas, Belgrade or anywhere else — every single family, every c h i l d , 
i f they know about i t , i s scared to death of chemical weapons. And we have come 
here today with a proposal that i s very' very broàd. I t reaches way out, goes 
way beyond what I would have believed my own country (we pride ourselves on 
openness), way beyond what we would have done a few years ago. A l o t of that 
i s i n response to the f e e l i n g of people. I have tra v e l l e d to A f r i c a , people 
mentioned i t there, i n a l l these di f f e r e n t continents there i s concern about a l l 
kinds of things, East-West r e l a t i o n s , nuclear weapons-and, a l l of t h i s , but 
everywhere there i s agreement on chemical weapons.' Thatrás why I personally 
sound l i k e I do. But as the second highest o f f i c i a l i n the United States of 
America % X came to, t his Conference today. We are not suggesting there w i l l be 
no c r i t i c i s m of what we have suggested. We are not saying that we are perfect, 
that everything must be exactly the way, and w i l l end -up exactly the way, that -, 
that treaty i s drafted. But I just didn't want to leave-here without t e l l i n g some 
former colleagues, some new friends, some with whom my country may have differences, 
that we come here i n a s p i r i t of goodwill, and we came here t r y i n g to address 
ourselves to perhaps the most fundamental question on arms exi s t i n g i n the world 
today, that i s , how do we, as c i v i l i z e d r a t i o n a l people, eliminate, ban i n 
entirety, i n a v e r i f i a b l e way, a l l chemical weapons from the face of the Earth? 
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Mr. President, the Soviet delegation welcomes the presence of the Vice-President 
of the United States, Mr. George Bush at today's meeting of the Conference, We 
have listened to his presentation of the viewpoint of the United States of America 
on some arms l i m i t a t i o n issues. As the General Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the 
Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union, Mr. K.U. Chernenko, stated: "Today too we are 
i n favour of having normal, stable relations with the United States of America, 
relations based on equality, equal security and non-interference i n each other's 
int e r n a l a f f a i r s " . 

In i t s statement the Soviet delegation would l i k e to touch upon a question of 
great importance for any negotiations between States, including those on the issue 
of arms l i m i t a t i o n . We have i n mind the problem of confidence between States. 
I t i s well known that international confidence has recently been considerably 
undermined as a res u l t of the attempts of the United States to obtain u n i l a t e r a l 
m i l i t a r y advantages to the detriment of the other side, the Soviet Union, spreading 
various kinds of doctrines and concepts substantiating the p o s s i b i l i t y of victory 
i n nuclear war and the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons to t h i s end. I t i s important 
now to undertake concrete steps i n order to restore the atmosphere of international 
confidence. 

Peace-loving rhetoric and assurances of a desire to improve relations alone do 
not s u f f i c a ; what i s needed i s a readiness to back up words with p r a c t i c a l deeds, 
constructive proposals taking into account also the position of the other side, of 
a l l the participants i n the negotiations, and not only those stemming from one's own 
pa r t i c u l a r s e l f i s h i n t e r e s t s . We are i n favour of a dialogue, but a dialogue which 
i s honest and business-like, aimed at the elaboration of agreements corresponding to 
the p r i n c i p l e of equality and equal security. At the same time we are opposed to 
t a l k about dialogue for the purposes of propaganda and in t e r n a l p o l i c y . 

There are p o s s i b i l i t i e s for s t a r t i n g to tackle the scores of outstanding world 
problems; there are many such p o s s i b i l i t i e s . What i s needed i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
and determination to s t r i v e constructively, and not by words, for the normalization 
of the international s i t u a t i o n . 

One of the measures to strengthen mutual confidence i n compliance with 
disarmament agreements, and thus international confidence, i s v e r i f i c a t i o n , as i s 
well known, and we would l i k e to dwell on t h i s i n pa r t i c u l a r today. The Soviet 
concept of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s based on the following: the main function of the system 
assuring compliance with the disarmament agreements, an i n t e g r a l part of which i s 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , consists i n ensuring confidence i n t h e i r implementation by a l l parties 
to the agreements, and through certain forms of co-operation f a c i l i t a t i n g the 
settlement of disputes, thus providing for honest implementation by a l l States 
parties of t h e i r undertakings, and building confidence between them. The forms and 
conditions of v e r i f i c a t i o n or control envisaged i n any s p e c i f i c agreement depend 
upon the purposes, scope and nature of a given agreement and are determined by them. 

We approach the questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n concretely and not i n terms of general 
declarations or abstract views. This approach of ours has been enshrined i n the 
strategic arms l i m i t a t i o n agreements, as well as i n other e x i s t i n g agreements i n 
the f i e l d of disarmament. Our policy on questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s far-reaching. 
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As Comrade K.U. Chernenko stressed recently, "considering the policy and 
practice of the United States we are interested not less but probably more than the 
United States in reliable verification, in adequate concrete measures of arms 
limitation and disarmament". 

The Soviet Union has made recently many far-reaching proposals on the 
verification problems concerning compliance with various arms limitation agreements. 
As an example l e t us take the negotiations on a chemical-weapon ban. During those / 
negotiations we propose agreement on a whole range of different verification 
methods. These include national control, control with the employment of different 
national technical means, based on the latest s c i e n t i f i c achievements, mandatory 
systematic or permanent international on-site verification, and f i n a l l y the "challenge1' 
inspections. Of course, the selection of any particular verification method i s 
entirely determined by the goals of the chemical-weapon ban which i t i s intended to 
further. There i s no universal system of control: each verification method must be 
linked to a specific activity prohibited or permitted under the convention. We have 
no unjustified leaning i n favour of any single verification method, and we do not. 
play with verification i n order in fact to block the negotiations. The complex 
approach of the USSR to the questions of verification of a chemical-weapon ban 
completely ensures, we are deeply convinced, the effective implementation of the 
future convention. 

Experience of international negotiations confirms that the basis for the solution 
of verification problems always consists in whether or not different sides taking 
part i n the negotiations have the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to conclude an appropriate agreement. 
In spite of the great d i f f i c u l t i e s connected with the solution of complex 
verification problems, including technical problems, i t turned out to be possible 
to conclude, for example, the strategic arms limitation treaties between the USSR 
and the United States, as well as the agreements on the limitation of underground 
tests of nuclear weapons, on underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes 
and the whole set of multilateral international agreements containing the relevant 
provisions on verification. 

"I wish to emphasize most firmly" stated A.A. Gromyko at a press conference 
on 2 A p r i l 1983 — that for the Soviet Union verification has never been a stumbling 
block for the implementation of agreements or negotiations i n the course of 
agreements, though we have heard from the other side a greal deal of demagogy on that 
score,, particularly away from the negotiating table. 

However, verification i s impossible without appropriate agreements on the 
limitation of the arms race and disarmament. Just as disarmament i s hardly 
probable without control, likewise there cannot be control without disarmament. 
It cannot be considered feasible, on the one hand, to block the elaboration of 
appropriate agreements in the f i e l d of disarmament, oppose negotiations and block 
appropriate mandates for subsidiary bodies, and, on the other, achieve agreements 
on verification measures. 

The, course pursued by the United States and the United Kingdom on the question 
of a nuclear-weapon-test ban can serve as an example of such a distorted approach 
to the, verification problem. These countries continue to block negotiations aimed 
at achieving an agreement on anuclear-test ban, while insisting at the same time on 
the continuation of the discussion of verification. 



CD/PV.260 
13 

Mr. Issraelyan (USSR) 

They t e l l us t h a t the time for negotiations has not come, not everything i s 
clear i n the f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n . We "decisively disagree, with t h i s manner of 
approaching the question. We are convinced, and t h i s i s confirmed by many-.Reports 
from various sources, including United States ones, that behind i t , títere,-fire -plans 
for expanded nuclear-weapon testing with a view to the development of new types of 
nuclear arms. In our opinion a l l problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n , without.exception,, could 
be solved during appropriate negotiations i f a l l sides display p o l i t i c a l w¿Ll ¿o , -
achieve an agreement. In order to show once again our goodwill, the Soviet^delegaiion 
would l i k e tjoday to state the following. 

In the event that the mandate of the Conference's subsidiary body on a. nuclear-
test ban i s revised and the elaboration of a draft treaty, on the, complete,and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests i s begun, the Soviet Union would be ready ,to. 
consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of organizing, as has been proposed by Sweden, the,,exchange 
of data on the r a d i o a c t i v i t y of a i r masses with the establishment of approoriate 
international data centres on the same basis as i s envisaged Дп respect of the 
seismic data exchange. We could speak about t h i s i n d e t a i l within the framework of 
the subsidiary body. 

I t i s not by chance that today we refer to the problem of a nuclear-test .ban. 
I t s solution w i l l seriously hinder the q u a l i t a t i v e nuclear-arms race, i n particular, 
the appearance of the most d e s t a b i l i z i n g types of such weapons, designed to carry 
out a f i r s t s t r i k e . One can therefore say that the cessation of tests without 
delay a,lso r e f l e c t s the m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l intentions of States, a kind of 
material expression of the readiness to renounce preparing for a nuclear attack. 
F i n a l l y , the renunciation of tests i s also tantamount to v e r i f i c a t i o n of adherence 
to the non-proliferation regime, since conducting nuclear explosions represents .a, 
necessary l i n k i n the development of nuclear weapons. Under current conditions,,( the , 
question of a nuclear-weapon-test ban has acquired p a r t i c u l a r importance and.urgency. 

Soviet policy i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, as i n a l l other 
f i e l d s , i s based on p r i n c i p l e and i s not subject to the fluctuations of expediency. 

I t i s .the Leninist policy of peace and friendship with a l l Statee and peoples. 
One of i t s d i s t i n c t i v e features i s i t s active and i n i t i a t o r y character. Thisjîas 
once again heen confirmed by the views of the Soviet Union on the questions of-
naval a c t i v i t y and naval arms l i m i t a t i o n contained i n the l e t t e r of the F i r s t Deputy 
Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers and Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of the „„ 
USSR, A.A. Gromyko, to the Secretary-General of the United Nations. This l e t t e r 
lays down a number of concrete proposals aimed at reducing m i l i t a r y confrontation i n 
the seas and oceans of our planet. At the request of the USSR delegation, the 
l e t t e r has-been circulated as an o f f i c i a l document of the Conference (CD/498) . 

We are,convinced that there are many p o s s i b i l i t i e s , including within the 
framework of the Conference, to reduce the threat of nuclear war through concrete 
deeds today, and to promote the improvement of the international s i t u a t i o n . As 
was stressed by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and 
President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Comrade K.U.-Chernenko, 
"The USSR w i l l j.n f u l l measure interact with a l l States which are. ïjeàdy by 
p r a c t i c a l deeds to help to reduce international tension, to create an atmosphere.of, 
confidence i n the world. In other words, with those who w i l l r e a l l y s t r i v e not-fpr. 
preparing war, but for strengthening the foundations of peace". 

The V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United S t a t e s , Mr. Bush, p r i m a r i l y devoted h i s 
statement to commenting on the United States d r a f t which ле, n a t u r a l l y , w i l l study 
as we study a l l documents brought before the Conference f o r i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n . At 
the same time, ne b r i e f l y touched on issues r e l a t i n g to the START and INF t a l k s . 
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In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to refer to the statement of the 
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU and President of the Presidium 
of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Comrade K.U. Chernenko: 

"Of course, i t i s the b r i d l i n g of the nuclear arms" race that i s of key 
importance to peace and the security of peoples, the Soviet Union's position 
on that issue i s clear. We are against r i v a l r y i n building up nuclear arms 1 

arsenals. We were and remain proponents of the prohibition and elimination of 
a l l types of those weapons. Our proposals qn t h i s score were submitted long 
ago, both to the United Nations and to the Geneva Disarmament Conftà'ttee, but 
discussion on them i s being blocked by the United States and i t s a l l i e s . ' 

t - - t 

As for Europe, we s t i l l stand for i t being free from nuclear weapons, both 
medium-range and t a c t i c a l ones. 

We stand for both sides making the f i r s t major step i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n 
without wasting time. In so,-doing, the Soviet Union has no intention of 
strengthening i t s security at the expense of, others but wants equal security 
for a l l . 

Regrettably, the United States has turned i t s par t i c i p a t i o n i n talk s on 
t h i s subject [the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear weapons i n Europe and the l i m i t a t i o n 
and reduction of strategic arms] into a tool of propaganda to camouflage the 
arms race and cold war p o l i c y . We w i l l not participate i n t h i s game. The 
Americans created obstacles to the talk s both on 'European' and on strategic 
nuclear weapons by deploying t h e i r missiles i n Europe. I t i s the removal of 
these obstacles (which would also remove the heed for our measures taken i n 
response). That offers the way to working out a mutually acceptable accord"."'''1 

Consequently, the-Soviet Union cannot regard the appeals addressed to us to 
renew t a l k s , at the same time as the deployment of the' Pershing I I arid' Cruise missiles 
continues i n western Europe ffind such weapons remain there, otherwise than as a 
manoeuvre designed to divert attention"from the a c t i v i t i e s of the United States to'^ 
upset the m i l i t a r y balance between the USSR and the United States. Peace-loving 
rhetoric concerning negotiations and dialogue i s not enough; what are required are 
genuine steps and acts, which-would demonstrate the intention of the United ¡States 
to conduct business with the USSR on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e of equality and.equal 
security. 

. / 

Mr. BRDEMBIi,EGv (Mongolia), (translated from Russian) : Allow me first'- to welcome 
you, the representative of f r i e n d l y S r i Lanka,'to the post of President of•the 
Conference on Disarmament for the month of A p r i l and to wish•you success i n your 
responsible o f f i c e . 

The-Mongolian delegation expresses i t s thanks to Comrade I. Datcu, the 
Ambassador of Romania, for, the great e f f o r t s he exerted as President of the 
Conference i n March. 

The Mongolian delegation would l i k e to begin i t s statement today by referring' 
-to matters under the f i r s t item on our agenda. 

The.problem of complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests should, 
-in our view, be counted as one of the highest p r i o r i t y issues i n the f i e l d o f nuclear 
disarmament. The e a r l i e s t achievement of agreement on t h i s problem would -constitute 
an important measure of a material nature. 
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A comprehensive solution of the problem of a nuclear-test ban-would block a l l 
channels of further refinement and proliferation of nuclear weapons in any form and 
would ultimately erect a reliable barrier to the escalation of thé nuclear-arms 
race. Failing such a solution, the large-scale development and production of new, 
s t i l l more destructive types and systems of nuclear weapons w i l l continue in future 
and the danger of an outbreak of nuclear war w i l l steadily Increase. 

As i s known, a group of so c i a l i s t States, including Mongolia, recently submitted 
to the Conference on Disarmament working paper CD/484, i n which i t again stated i t s 
firm and decisive position on the question of prevention of nuclear war. The 
document covers the nain areas in which the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries 
are concentrating their consistent peace-loving efforts. 

In this connection I should like to refer specifically tô the important statement, 
approved at the recent session of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, by the Soviet 
Government on i t s future a c t i v i t i e s in the f i e l d of foreign policy. The document 
states, in particular ь.that agreement among the nuclear-weapon Powers on the joint 
adoption of a certain set of norms to govern relations among them would play an 
especially important role in ridding mankind of the threat of nuclear war. As i s 
known, this idea, which corresponds to the interest and hopes of a l l peoples, was 
put forward, by the head of the Soviet State, K.U. Chernenko, in his statement to 
voters i n Moscow on 2 March 1984. 

In i t s statement, the Soviet Government reaffirmed, inter a l i a , i t s readiness 
and determination to seek ways of implementing the idea of a nuclear-weapon freeze, 
to intensify its, efforts and to make use of a l l available p o s s i b i l i t i e s of ensuring 
that the threat of the arms race spreading to outer space should cease to exist. 

In our view, in the elaboration of measures on the freezing of nuclear weapons 
under appropriate verification, provision should be made, among other things, for 
measures on the establishment of a moratorium on a l l tests of nuclear weapons and 
on tests of new kinds and types of their delivery systems. 

On the other hand, the so c i a l i s t countries consider that the proclamation by 
a l l nuclear-weapon States of a moratorium on a l l nuclear explosions u n t i l the 
conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests 
would assist the earliest elaboration of such a treaty. 

The adoption of such measures would undoubtedly serve the cause of halting the 
qualitative refinement of nuclear weapons and the development of ever new types and 
systems of such weapons and would assist the cause of limiting the arms race and 
reducing the danger of an outbreak of nuclear war. 

It should also be added that there i s urgent need for the adoption of decisive 
measures to strengthen the international regime of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 
in any form, which means not handing over' such weapons or control over them to 
anybody, not to deploy them in the territory of countries where there are none and 
not to spread the nuclear-arms race to new spheres. 

The Conference on Disarmament has, at earlier plenary meetings, considered and 
taken note of the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group, of Scientific Experts to Consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Sei3mic Events. We 
feel that since 1976 the Group of Seismic Experts has, on the whole, done useful work. 
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I t s reports are important documents whose use w i l l be indispensable i n 

negotiations i n connection with the elaboration of a treaty on the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tes t s . 

Technical issues involved i n the elaboration of the appropriate provisions of 
a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s , i n 
particular those connected with the development of an international system of seismic 
data exchange, the establishment of International Data Centres, and the transmission 
of seismic data through communication channels of the World Meteorological Organization 
have, i n our view, been dealt with i n the most detailed manner. That, of course, 
i s a positive element. On the other hand, we are put on our guard by the lack, i n 
t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum, of any kino, of serious negotiations on the 
elaboration of the treaty i t s e l f . This s i t u a t i o n has arisen, f i r s t and foremost, as 
a result of the unwillingness of certain States to advance towards the conclusion of 
a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . In order 
to cover up their reluctance, the representatives of the United States of America and 
the United Kingdom are deliberately over-emphasizing the question of the system of 
verification,-,, whose importance i s recognized by a l l the parties i n favour of 
considering the .'substance of the matter. In short, persistent attempts are being 
made to impose upon the Conference on Disarmament a li m i t e d and c u r t a i l e d mandate 
for i t s subsidiary body cal l e d upon to conduct negotiations on a comprehensive 
prohibition of nuclear te s t s . 

• 1 ' 

In accordance with the recommendation of the United Nations General Assembly, 
a group of s o c i a l i s t countries and the Group of 21 continue to support the adoption 
of a mandate which would make i t possible tc embark without delay on negotiations 
with the aim of the elaboration of an appropriate international treaty. Two draft 
mandates have been presented, one by a group of s o c i a l i s t States (CD/434) and the 
other by the Group of '21 (CD/492). Despite these constructive e f f o r t s by 
delegations belonging oc these two groups of countries, i t has proved impossible, 
owing to the obstructionist position of the United States of America and the 
United Kingdom, to roach consensus on drafting a mandate and on the question of 
setting up an ad hoc committee on a nuclear-test ban having a suitable mandate. 

We are disturbed by the fact that China and France continue to stand aside from 
participating i n the consideration of the substance of t h i s important question.» 

I should l i k e to stress that the delegations of s o c i a l i s t States, reaffirming 
t h e i r position of principle on questions of real disarmament proceeding from the need 
to reach agreement on r a d i c a l measures towards the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of 
vreapons on the just basis of the p r i n c i p l e of equality and equal security, have 
always shown f l e x i b i l i t y , taking account of mutual in t e r e s t s , and have striven to 
find a-mutually acceptable solution. 

In t h i s connection, we note with s a t i s f a c t i o n that i n his statement at today's 
meeting the representative of the Soviet Union expressed readiness, i n the event of 
the r e v i s i o n of the mandate of the Conference's subsidiary body on a nuclear-test 
ban and the beginning of the elaboration of a draft treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nu'clear-ijeapon tes;s, to consider the p o s s i b i l i t y of organizing an 
exchange of data on the r a d i o a c t i v i t y of a i r masses with the establishment of 
appropriate international data centres. 



CD/PV.260 
22 

Mr. Erdembileg (Mongolia) 

We believe that t h i s statement by the Soviet,Union t e s t i f i e s yet again to i t s 
readiness to reach agreement on one of the p r i o r i t y .issues on the Conference agenda. 

Taking advantage of the opportunity given me today to speak at a plenary meeting, 
I should l i k e to touch b r i e f l y upon the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. 

At the current session, the Conference on Disarmament, a f t e r prolonged and 
complicated consultations, at l a s t re-established a subsidiary body which i s now 
functioning under the name of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. A new 
mandate was agreed for t h i s |body, containing the provision "to s t a r t the f u l l and 
complete process of negotiations, developing and working out the convention, except 
for i t s f i n a l d r a f t i n g , taking into aocount a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and drafts as well 
as future i n i t i a t i v e s with a view to giving the Conference a p o s s i b i l i t y to achieve 
an agreement as soon as possible". Such a mandate, we think, offers the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of s t a r t i n g an important new stage i n negotiations, on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. 

From the very beginning of t h i s session of the Conference, the s o c i a l i s t countries 
have expressed t h e i r readiness to participate, i n the new stage of negotiations i n a 
businesslike and constructive manner. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries' approach of p r i n c i p l e and t h e i r views on improving the 
effectiveness of the work of the Conference i n the f i e l d of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons are reflected i n s p e c i f i c terms i n working paper CD/435* 

Mention should also be made of the t o p i c a l nature of the proposal by the Warsaw 
Treaty Member States to the States members of NATO on the question of freeing Europe 
of chemical weapons.. Mongolia f i r m l y believes that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e provides yet 
another v i v i d confirmation of the s o c i a l i s t countries' sincere desire to remove the 
threat of chemical warfare from the .States and peoples of Europe and the whole world 
and to speed up the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

Evidence of i t s constructive and f l e x i b l e p o s i t i o n , genuine i n t e r e s t i n making 
progress i n negotiations and search for mutually acceptable solutions was the 
Soviet Union's readiness to give positive consideration to the proposal for the 
permanent presence of the representatives of international control at special 
f a c i l i t i e s for the destruction of stocks. 

In i t s statements the Mongolian delegation has repeatedly stressed the need f o r 
an approach to the d e f i n i t i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures commensurate with the 
requirements of the future convention. I t has been emphasized again and again that 
the s o c i a l i s t countries attach no less importance than, say, the western States to 
the exercise of e f f e c t i v e control over compliance with the implementation of the 
future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. They have proposed a very 
broad range of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. These include, for example, national control, 
international inspection by challenge, systematic international inspection and, i n 
certain cases, permanent on-site inspections. The Soviet Union's numerous proposals 
and i n i t i a t i v e s on v e r i f i c a t i o n , which enjoy broad support i n the negotiating body 
i n question, are of great interest and significance i n t h i s respect. 
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líe believe that a sensible approach i s called for towards determining the most 
e f f i c i e n t v e r i f i c a t i o n systems. I t i s out of place to suggest that some States are 
concerned with v e r i f i c a t i o n , are ready for i t and open to i t from every point of view, 
uhile others t h i r k of nothing but preserving loopholes and v i o l a t i n g the future 
convention. Participants i n the negotiations are well aware of the u n r e a l i s t i c 
demands of the united States of America i n control matters, demands which are divorced 
from the requirements of the future convention. Today i n the Conference on 
Disarmament we heard the statement of the Vice-President of the United States, 
Mr. George Bush. The United States presented i t s views on a convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons о The Mongolian delegation i s prepared to study t h i s 
document i n order tc determine i t s position concerning i t . 

We агэ forming the impression that certain western countries, under cover of a 
touching s o l i c i t u d e for commercial i n t e r e s t s , are i n fact trying to remove from the 
scope of control a p o t e n t i a l l y dangerous form of a c t i v i t y , namely, the production at 
commercial enterprises of tne most up-to-date and dangerous v a r i e t i e s of chemical 
weapons. They claim that many hundreds of tons of the most super-toxic l e t h a l 
chemicals, allegedly proposed for peaceful uses can b<» freely traded on the market. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries propose thac the production of super-toxic l e t h a l 
chemicals for any permitted prrpose wnat¿oever should oe l i m i t e d , for any State party, 
to one metric ton a year and that such production should be concentrated i n a 
specialized f a c i l i t y . Such a c t i v i t i e s would be placed under s t r i c t international 
control. And what do the western covntnes propose? They are i n favour of permitting 
the production of one ton of super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals for anti-chemical 
protective purposes, and of imposing no l i m i t a t i o n on the production of such chemicals 
i n a l l other cases » 

The s o c i a l i s t countries, anxious to find a way out of the genuinely d i f f i c u l t 
s i tuation conditioncc on the one hand by the emergence of binary weapons and the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of producing t h e i r components at p r a c t i c a l l y any chemical plant and, 
on the other hand, by the i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y of interference i n the economic a f f a i r s 
of States, have submitted appropriate proposals. These amount to the complete 
exclusion from peaceful chemical production of one highly s p e c i f i c category of 
chemical compounds, namely, those containing the methyl-phosphorus bond. I t i s 
t h i s category which, as i t were, sustains a l l the most dangerous super-toxic l e t h a l 
chemical weapons, including binary weapons, and t h i s category i s p r a c t i c a l l y not 
used for peaceful purposes. 

In conclusion, I should l i k e to draw attention to a fact of considerable -
significance , I t has become known that the Pentagon i s seeking a Congress 
appropriation for the production of binary weapons. I t i s planned to increase 
stockpiles of chemical munitions from 3 m i l l i o n to 5 m i l l i o n units and to build 
s t o c k p i l i n g bases outside the confinée of the United States of America. Up to 
10 b i l l i o n dollars i s to be spent on the implementation of t h i s programme. We 
doubt whether anycne would deny that such action! are not compatible with the 
confidence bviidmg nec?ssa y i>r ne£o< .a ̂ ons on the n-ohxb?tion of chemical weapons. 

In stating some of i t s views on the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons, the Mongolian dele&ation, l i k e rcany others, i s guided by a sincere desire 
to a s s i s t the progress of the Conference's ef f o r t s i n connection with the 
elaboration of a future convention on the complete prohibition of t h i s dangerous 
class of weapons of mass destruction. 
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The'PBJSSIDENT: I thank the representative of Mongolia f o r his statement and f o r 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of A u s t r a l i a , Ambassador Butler. 

Mr. BUTLER (A u s t r a l i a ) : My delegation i s inscribed on the l i s t of speakers today 
to address the subject covered by the Vice-President of the United States of America, 
chemical weapons. 

More than half a century ago, A u s t r a l i a acceded to the Geneva Protocol 
P r o h i b i t i n g the Use i n War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases. That action 
gave expression, i n international law, to the abhorrence f e l t by the Australian 
people for, t h i s dreadful and i n d i s c r i mi natory class of weapons. 

The .first-involvement i n wider international r e l a t i o n s of the then newly u n i f i e d 
Australian nation was by Australian troops who went to Europe i n 1914-18, every one 
of them v o l u n t a r i l y , to a s s i s t i n the defence of Europe. Many of those young 
Australians were gassed. They were amongst the f i r s t victims of the use of chemical 
weapons. That horrible experience endures i n d e l i b l y i n the Australian national 
consciousness and hist o r y . I t was a deeply traumatic experience and-it remains 
today a potent source of Austr a l i a ' s deep commitment against chemical weapons. These 
weapons are abhorrent. They must be outlawed' and elimina ted. 

The Geneva Protocol was necessary and A u s t r a l i a continues to support i t , but i t 
muet be recognised that the Geneva Protocol i s an incomplete instrument. I t f a i l s , 
f o r example, to outlaw the development, production, or s t o c k - p i l i n g of chemical 
weapons. These weapons continue to e x i s t , reportedly i n quantities and kinds 
greater than ever before. What i s worse, these weapons continue to be used. 

Pour weeks ago the Secretary-General of the United Nations sent a team of 
experts to Iran to investigate the alleged use of chemical weapons i n the war i n the 
Gulf. An Australian s c i e n t i s t was a member of that team. The experts' report was 
unambiguous, unanimous, and deeply disturbing. Mustard gas has been used i n the 
Gulf war and, f o r the f i r s t time i n documented history, a nerve agent has been used. 

A new international convention preventing the use of chemical weapons and 
ensuring that such use i s made impossible through the destruction of a l l chemical 
weapons i s urgently required. The making of such a convention i s a task of great 
magnitude. But i t i s a challenge we must accept. 

The action of the Government of the United States i n presenting to th i s 
Conference a comprehensive draft convention on chemical weapons picks up that 
challenge with courage and Лetermination. The earnestness of the United States' 
intentions at th i s time has been demonstrated by the presence here today of the 
Vice-President of the United States of America. The length and d e t a i l of the 
document which has ju s t been distributed and i t s presentation t e l l of the e f f o r t 
which has gone into i t s preparation. 
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I t i s sometimes said that " p o l i t i c s i s the a r t of the possible". . In our view 
i t i s more important i n p o l i t i c s and i n history that an opportunity l o s t , or not 
recognized i n time, can be an opportunity l o s t forever.. 

In the present case of chemical weapons, my- Government believes that t h i s 
Conference now faces an unprecedented opportunity. I t i s an opportunity, and a 
p o s s i b i l i t y , that we should not l e t s l i p through our fingers. Our peoples, and 
succeeding generations, would f a i l to understand i f we did not grasp i t . 

We have a s o l i d foundation f o r developing the f i n a l text of a chemical weapons 
convention such as i s demanded by a l l members of t h i s Conference. 

The Soviet Union and the United States held extensive b i l a t e r a l discussions on 
outlawing chemical weapons from 1976 to I960. Those discussions produced agreement 
on many issues fundamental to an all-embracing ban on chemical weapons and t h i s was 
communicated to the Committee on Disarmament i n a j o i n t paper at the time. The 
conference and i t s predecessor bodies have also worked for many years towards t h i s 
convention. 

During the l a s t three or four years t h i s process has been carried further. 
A great deal of constructive work towards a convention has been done within the 
Committee on Disarmament. Many Member States have made s i g n i f i c a n t contributions. 
Well over 100 working documents covering many di f f e r e n t aspects of matters essential 
to the convention have been tabled and discussed i n t h i s Conference. 

This process of b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l consultation has produoed an 
impressive degree of consensus on such matters as d e f i n i t i o n s , the prohibitions 
needed, the need to destroy weapons stocks and decommission production f a c i l i t i e s , 
and the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of a c t i v i t i e s which need to be regulated by the, convention. 

Just how f a r we have come towards common views can be seen from the 
s i g n i f i c a n t area of accord between the Soviet Union's 1982 basic provisions f o r a 
chemical weapons convention presented to the Second Special Session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament— and the United States draft that ha,s been 
tabled today. Both documents of course draw on the work and achievements of t h i s 
Conference. Our work towards eliminating chemical weapons has now been given added 
impetus and relevance by t h i s United States i n i t i a t i v e . 

What w i l l be of c r i t i c a l importance i s that a l l concerned resolve now to 
negotiate i n good f a i t h . That negotiation w i l l necessarily raise many issues of 
r e a l contention and-concern. But because of the stakes at issue, because the 
weapons concerned are t e r r i b l e , because the security of a l l of our peoples i s 
involved, we must not be daunted by the size of the job. 

Negotiation o f - t h i s Convention i s no less ambitious an undertaking than was 
the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and i t s associated i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements." 
That Treaty and i t s mechanisms were successfully negotiated despite the d i f f i c u l t y 
of the enterprise. There were an abundance of sceptics who said i t could not be 
done, but i t has been done. That Treaty i s i n force i n 124 nations and i n the 
opinion of most of us i t works we l l . S i m i l a r l y with the chemical weapons 
convention? i t can and i t must be done. 
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A u s t r a l i a believes that, f o r an eff e c t i v e chemical weapons convention, special 

emphasis must be given to three essential elements: f i r s t , an uncompromising 
proh i b i t i o n of the use of chemical weapons; second, provision f o r the destruction 
of e x i s t i n g stocks of chemical weapons and f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of the future 
development and production of such weapons; t h i r d , a v e r i f i c a t i o n regime that w i l l 
ensure that these treaty commitments are being honoured. 

Rigorous standards w i l l be involved, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
There can be no security i n such a convention unless the means of v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
compliance with the convention are eff e c t i v e and seen to be e f f e c t i v e . We must 
negotiate the v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions with great care. 

We are aware that there are d i f f e r i n g views on what arrangements for 
v e r i f i c a t i o n would be required to ensure confidence that the obligations of the 
convention are being observed. The United States draft i s p a r t i c u l a r l y valuable 
i n pointing to the standard of v e r i f i c a t i o n needed f o r t h i s purpose. 

We appreciated the statement by the Soviet Ambassador to t h i s Conference on 
21 February, with regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n of the destruction of stock-piles. That 
statement addressed one of the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t 
seemed to indicate a willingness to f i n d negotiated answers to the problems of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and my delegation heard again with great interest today further 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n from the Soviet Ambassador on t h i s point. 

I t i s c r i t i c a l that we proceed further to extend these negotiations, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y with regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

My Government believes that i t i s not beyond the ingenuity of the members 
of t h i s Conference to f i n d the required solutions to these problems, without 
compromising our respective national i n t e r e s t s . 

A u s t r a l i a deeply appreciates the p o l i t i c a l commitment expressed today by 
the Vice-President of the United States m presenting t h i s draft and the stated 
willingness of the United States to enter into negotiations with f u l l commitment 
and good f a i t h . 

We also deeply appreciate that t h i s draft convention has been presented 
here to t h i s Conference on Disarmament. That action confirms the stated and 
acknowledged role of t h i s Conference. I t validates a p r i n c i p l e to which a l l 
members of t h i s Conference are deeply attached, that arms control and disarmament 
agreements can be negotiated m u l t i l a t e r a l l y and must be because the interests 
of a l l of us are involved. 

A u s t r a l i a accepts the present challenge. I t w i l l not f a i l to seize the 
present opportunity. I t w i l l p a r t i c i p a t e with a l l possible vigour, with i t s 
fellow members of t h i s Conference, to bring into existence, as soon as possible, 
a convention which w i l l ensure that chemical weapons are never again used and 
which w i l l eliminate those weapons f o r a l l time. 
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); We have listened with the 
utmost interest to the statement made today by the distinguished representative of 
the United1 States, who, on this occasion, has been the Honourable. George Bush, the 
country's Vice-President, on the frequently, heralded draft convention for the 
elimination o f chemical weapons. We propose to consider that important document with 
the care i t deserves, ana in due course we shall present here whatever observations 
appear desirable in that regard. 

Concerning the issues relating to nuclear weapons to which Mr. Bush also 
referred, my delegation's position has been set out on various occasions and I shall 
not repeat i t . I shall merely mention the opening meeting of 7 February, the 
255th meeting on Tuesday, 3 April, at which, as i t w i l l be recalled, the Conference 
on Disarmament was unable to adopt the draft submitted by ,the Group of 21 on account 
of the negative, attitude of two delegations, and the item concerning the cessation 
of any arms race.'in outer space, concerning which I expanded, my i n i t i a l remarks, 
made at the opening meeting, at the 258th meeting on,Thursday, 12 April. The 
statements of à general nature made today by Vice-President Bush do not suggest that 
we may perhaps witness shortly a more positive attitude on concrete issues on the 
part of the United States. 

Meanwhile, áñd taking advantage of the fact that the third item on our agenda 
covers not only the" prevention of nuclear war £nc$,he s t r i c t sense but also " a l l 
related matters^', Í shalj. broadly describe," using ,tne faculty allowed by rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure, some of the events we consider most pertinent i n this regard 
which took place during the recent Latin American trip of the President of Mexico, 
Mr. Miguel de la Madrid. 

That t r i p , which took place between 26 ilarcb and 7 Apr*], and covered five 
countries of the Latin American subcontinent — chronologically, Colombia, Brazil, 
Argentina, Venezuela and Panama, in other words, the other three countries which 
together with Mexico form the so-called "Contadora Group1', and Argentina and Brazil 
gave rise to a number of statements and agreements at the highest level which w i l l 
certainly help to strengthen basic principles of international co-existence, such 
as those set out i n paragraph j¿ of the Final Document of Tthe, f i r s t special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Those principles are "respect for 
sovereignty, refraining from the .threat or use of force against the t e r r i t o r i a l 
integrity or p o l i t i c a l independence of any State, the peaceful settlement of , 
disputes and non-intervention and non-interference i n the internal affairs of 
States", the faithful observance of which, moreover, i s an essential condition for 
the achievement, of one of the fundamental purposes of the United Nations Charter, 
namely, the self-determination of peoples. 

I shall',therefore review_ very briefly the statements and agreements,to which I 
referred above. 

. At, the dinner offered for him by the President of Colombia, His Excellency 
Belisario Betançpr, on 25 March, the^dáy of his arrival in Bogota, the Head of the 
Mexican Government stated inter a l i a : 
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"For the f u l l exercise of our sovereignty, we must leave behind us the era of 
divergences, of submission to the hegemonic centres and the models which deny 
the originality of our his t o r i c a l and cultural heritage. Latin America has 
always been a grand design of liberation: the time has come to carry i t out ... 

In Central America, the flames of intervention are being fanned, but the 
conflicts in the area, i n their origins and their long-term effects, are not 
the result of the East-West co n f l i c t . We demand that there should be no 
mystification of the facts... 

We, the four countries of the Contadora Group, have proposed, through negotiation 
'and dialogue, viable agreements aimed at reaching peace. We wish to eliminate 
tensions which have nothing to do with the root of the problem. We know the 
region well, and we know that without interference and with a genuine w i l l for 
understanding such measures not only would avoid war but also could ensure the '• 
future s t a b i l i t y and welfare of Central America. Contadora i s a Latin American 
effort to resolve a Latin American conflict." 

On the following day, 27 March, the two Presidents signed a joint declaration 
which stresses "the urgent need to foster an atmosphere of understanding which would 
help to reduce international tension" and reiterated "the need for the major Powers 
to conclude as rapidly as possible agreements on the limitation of strategic and 
intermediate-range weapons, and to undertake effectively to carry out general and 
complete disarmament under international control". 

Further on, the joi n t declaration stresses that: 

"The Presidents examined with particular attention the situation i n Central 
America and carried out a broad review of the peace efforts undertaken by the 
Contadora Group, consisting of Panama and Venezuela as well as Colombia and 
Mexico. They reiterated their unswerving determination tó continue their 
effort's for negotiated solutions and for f u l l respect for the principles of 
non-intervention, the self-determination of peoples4, the' prohibition of the 
threat and use of force, the peaceful settlement o^áisputes and co-operation 
for development. They agreed that the Contadora process was the Latin American 
response to the options of force which threatened to make Central America the 
setting for a generalized struggle and an arena for confrontation between the 
Great Powers. 

They stated that while that process had certainly helped to avert the outbreak 
of war i n Central America and to generate the elements for an honourable and 
equitable negotiation, they remained seriously concerned at the increase i n the 
foreign military presence, i n the arms race, i n destabilizing a c t i v i t i e s , i n 
displays of force and the violation of human rights ... 

They therefore urged the States which exercised p o l i t i c a l influence and provide 
military assistance i n the area to refrain from carrying out actions which might 
accentuate antagonisms, and to lend their active collaboration to the process of 
building peace". 
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In the following stage of the t r i p to which I am referring, 
President de la Madrid arrived in Brazil, in whose capital, B r a s i l i a , he stated on 
30 March in his speech before the Brazilian Congress: 

"In the face of the conflicts raging i n Central America, our countries clearly 
and decidedly urge the option of dialogue and negotiation, which they oppose 
to acts of confrontation, déstabilisation and interference. They are also 
opposed to the a r t i f i c i a l involvement in the confrontation between the 
super-Powers of a conflict rooted i n economic backwardness and social 
inequality." 

In the Brazilian capital on the same day a joint declaration was also signed by 
the Mexican Chief of State and the President of Brazil, His 
Excellency Joao Baptista Pigueiredo, which contains the following: 

"The Heads of State noted With concern the deterioration i n the world p o l i t i c a l 
Setting ... observing that,'unfortunately, peace has become more precarious and 
p o l i t i c a l negotiations between the major Powers have in fact been interrupted ... 
The arms race is absorbing an increasing amount of resources which are thus 
removed from use on behalf of development. Intervention and déstabilisation 
ac t i v i t i e s , which largely worsen the atmosphere of international relations, are 
tfri 'the rise ... 

They therefore reiterated the urgent need for the restoration of dialogue àt a l l 
levels between the super-Powers and, in particular, that disarmament 
negotiations should be resumed, leading to the curbing of the arms race and 
allowing general and complete disarmament under effective international' control. 
The entire international community should participate in these negotiations 
through the bodies set up for that purpose, particularly the Conference on 
Disarmament." '' 

With regard to the situation i n Central America and i t s prospects, the : 

Presidents held a detailed dialogue, as a result of which: 

"They noted that in recent months peace had been very seriously threatened 
and the risk of a regional conflict had increased. I f the latter should occur, 
international peace and s t a b i l i t y would be jeopardized and relations in the 
hemisphere would be irreparably damaged. Consequently, the two Presidents agreed 
to stress the importance of strengthening the efforts of the Contadora Group on 
behalf of peace,' the allaying of tensions and the economic and social development 
of the Central America^ countries. The President of Brazil reiterated his ' 
Government's firm solidarity and support for such efforts ... 

They noted that i n view of the prospects of peace and understanding stemming 
from the activities of the Contadora Group, i t was essential that a l l countries 
with interests in the region and the Central Americarj countries themselves should 
refrain from carrying out actions which could jeopardize them or further worsen 
the situation ..." 
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In Buenos Aires, where he arrived on 2 A p r i l , i n his speech at the dinner 
offered on 3 April by the President of the Argentine Republic, 
His Excellency Raul Ricardo Álfónsín, the President of Mexico stated: 

"Mexico does not admit any kind of tutelage which jeopardizes the 
capacity of peoples for self-determination. On the other hand, i t advocates 
subordination to the law and the use of peaceful means to settle disputes ... 

In calling for a renewal of détente, dialogue and negotiation, we are 
affirming our right to l i v e i n concord and harmony. We do not accept being' 
hostages of the confrontation between the super-Powers. We reject the 
condition of being mere spectators of our time, which the conflict of 
interests of the super-Powers seeks to impose upon us ... 

Pacification i n Central America cannot be separated from the 
Latin American approach of the countries promoting dialogue ... hence the 
importance and significance of the Argentine Government's endorsement of the 
approaches and the'work of'conciliation and diplomatic negotiation fostered 
by the Contadora Group. 

In the face of the growing and inadmissible threats of intervention and 
the reiterated displays of the absurd force of bayonets in Central America, 
Argentina and Mexico reaffirm their unshakeable faith i n the f i n a l and ~ ', ~ 
decisive victory of solidarity, law and justice." 

On the following day, the two Heads of State issued a joint declaration i n 
which, after referring to the Tároad exchange of views they had had on the complex 
arid dangerous situation in the' world", they asserted "the independent nature of 
the forelgrr* policy óf their couhtries" ; noted that "the policy of confrontation 
of the 'blocs i s a "threat to mankind and runs counter to the aspirations of 
self-determination and democracy of peoples"; and condemned the arms race, 
"particularly the acquisition and accumulation of weapons of mass destruction, 
stressing the incoherence of the super-Powers' strategy of deterrence and the 
i r r a t i o n a l i t y of allocating vast resources'for destruction, when urgent problems 
of development, and i n many cases problems of survival, exist i n large areas of 
the planet". In reviewing the present international situation, they reiterated 
"their unswerving belief that relations between States should be based on the s t r i c t 
observance of principles of international law and co-existence", and agreed that 
"halting the arms race and preventing nuclear war constitute a priority task for 
the present". They expressed their "profound concern at the danger inherent i n 
the constant qualitative and quantitative increase i n nuclear arsenals and their 
propagation around the world", and declared "their commitment to promote effective 
measures aimed at achieving the f i n a l goal of general and complete 'nuclear 
disarmament on a non-discriminatory basis". 

The two Presidents carried out a thorough analysis of the situation i n 
Central"America, and "pointed out that the Central American c r i s i s was the most 
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disturbing problem on the immediate horizon" and therefore "there was an increasingly 
urgent need for solutions and channels of understanding which would eliminate the 
danger of an armed conflict, which, i f i t were to break out, would have repercussions 
for the s t a b i l i t y and development of a l l the countries in the region and would 
irreparably damage relations in the hemisphere". Thus, they stressed "the 
fundamental role played by the Contadora Group which represents the Latin American 
response to what i s clearly a regional problem". They recognize that "the 
acceptance by the Central American countries of the Document on Objectives, in' 
September 1983* was a p o l i t i c a l commitment which had opened up real prospects for 
negotiation"; they expressed "their concern at the persistence of the intimidatory 
practices and destabilizing actions occurring daily, which were designed to impose 
a false military option and which hindered the work of the Contadora Group aimed at 
finding a just and honourable diplomatic solution for a l l parties", reiterating 
their "appeal to a l l countries with interests or links in Central America to suspend 
carrying out actions which would certainly aggravate the situation prevailing 
in the area". 

Caracas was the fourth stop in the .President of Mexico's itinerary. At the 
dinner, offered for him, on.5 April by his Venezuelan colleague, 
His Excellency Jaime Lusinchi, he said the following: 

"A peaceful international atmosphere, free of tension and confrontation, 
i s inconceivable i f our region,continues vpo be a r t i f i c i a l l y converted into 
the battleground for alien conflicts, as,is now the case in Central America д... 

"In Central America, through the Contadora Group, in which our countries 
participate together with Colombia and Panama, we are carrying out a 
sustained and tireless effort in the interests of peace, the alleviation of 
tension and development. We do not wish to see, i n this area which L» near 
to us and to our hearts, the outbreak of a conflict brought in from outside, 
but rather the common search for solutions, i n solidarity, plurality and 
understanding. It i s therefore particularly urgent that ac t i v i t i e s which 
exacerbate confrontation, jeopardize s t a b i l i t y and hinder development, should 
bé stopped¿" 

As i n the three previous cases, the v i s i t to Venezuela culminated i n the 
signing of a joint statement in which the two Heads of State noted that "East-West 
tension and the stagnation of North-South co-operation are aspects of the same, 
c r i t i c a l situation, which has a negative impact on the p o l i t i c a l and economic 
development of the developing countries". They pointed out that "the advance of 
the nuclear and conventional arms race was an affront which threatened survival and 
absorbed financial and technological resources which were essential for development"; 
while "the virtual breaking-off of effective p o l i t i c a l communication between the 
major Powers worsened the international atmosphere and narrowed the f i e l d of, 
co-operation". In the face of this situation, they stressed "the need for 3,11 
States, and especially the most powerful States, f a i t h f u l l y to observe the 
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v principles of non-intervention, self-determination of peoples, prohibition of the 
threat and use of force and peaceful settlement of dispute", as well as the need 
"to" revitalize disarmament negotiations and make new efforts to a l l e v i a t e 
existing tensions". 

The Presidents examined the situation in Central America and noted that i t 
entails very serious risks, since "events had occurred which, far from helping 
to alleviate tensions, tended to worsen them and to increase the danger of 
generalized confl i c t , which would affect the whole of the region and cause 
irreparable damage to relations in the hemisphere"' The two Heads of State 
"reaffirmed their unshakeable w i l l to continue, within the Contadora Group, the 
search for peaceful and negotiated solutions to the Central American conflict", 
stressing that "for that purpose i t was essential to abandon the policy of 
destabilizing actions, frontier incidents and m i l i t a r i s t projects which hindered 
the purposes of regional dialogue and conciliation. They also agreed on the 
urgent need for the countries with links and interests in the region to give 
effective support to the Contadora process, and that the Central American 
countries themselves should abide by the undertakings they had entered into 
when adopting the Document of Objectives, i n order to consolidate the understandings 
and arrive at legal agreements which would f i n a l l y establish an atmosphere of 
peace and co-operation". 

Panama, whose Contadora island gave i t s name to the group of four 
Latin American countries formed there on 9 January 1983t was the country whose 
capital constituted the last stop on the President of Mexico's Latin American 
t r i p . On his arrival at "Omar Torrijos" airport on 7 April, he stated, when 
addressing his host, the President of the Republic of Panama, 
His Excellency Jorge Illueca: 

"Latin America i s currently facing problems and opportunities. The 
principle problem i s the threat to peace in Central America ... 

"Nothing durable, nothing healthy can be b u i l t on force and violence. 
Violence cannot be invoked to build democracy and freedom. Democracy and 
freedom need peace ... 

"The solution of the Central American problem depends essentially on 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of the Central American peoples and governments. This 
i s the right which Mexico defends; this i s the right which the 
Contadora Group affirms". 

t 

As a result of the broad exchange of opinions carried out, the two Heads 
of State on that day signed a joint communique in which, with regard to the world 
p o l i t i o a l situation, they deplored the deterioration in that situation and stressed 
the "need to restore the p o l i t i c a l dialogue between the Great Powers and to find 
channels of negotiation leading to a reconciliation of their differences and to 
achieving effective agreements, particularly in disarmament matters". 
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With regard to the, Central American situation, the two Presidents "agreed 
that the conflicts and disorders i n the Central American countries were rooted 
in the economic, p o l i t i c a l and social conditions prevailing in each of them, 
and that i t was unacceptable to set them i n the framework of East-West 
confrontation". They expressed concern at the "intensification of the escalation 
of tension and conflict i n Central America, destabilizing practices and the 
persistence of foreign interference and aggression which endangered international 
peace and security"; they stressed the importance, "for the purposes of 
pacification in the area, of the support given by the international community to 
the Contadora Group", considering i t opportune to rec a l l in that connection 
"the reiteration by the United Nations General Assembly of the right of a l l the 
Central American countries to liv e i n peace and to determine their own future 
free from a l l foreign interference". They appealed both to the Central American 
governments and to "the countries with links and interests in the region to 
display by deeds their willingness to support the efforts of the Contadora Group". 

The viewpoints expressed by the President of Mexico and the Presidents 
of the other five Latin American Republics he visited during his recent t r i p 
are so similar that i t was possible without any d i f f i c u l t y to adopt the various 
joint declarations of which I have just quoted the paragraphs of greatest 
interest to such a body as the Conference on Disarmament. 

The texts of those paragraphs are clearly what i s usually described as 
self-explanatory. Nevertheless, I shall venture to emphasize that they clearly 
reflect the general opinion of a l l the Heads of State in question concerning 
the urgent need to restore the dialogue between the super-Powers and 
particularly to resume disarmament negotiations. 

I also think i t necessary to stress that, with regard to Central America, 
there i s consensus in proclaiming that the conflicts and, disorders in the 
area are rooted i n the economic, p o l i t i c a l and social conditions of the 
countries concerned and have nothing to do with the East-West confrontation, 
as i t i s sometimes a r t i f i c i a l l y claimed. It i s therefore essential to desist 
from what are variously designated in the joint statements as "destabilizing 
actions", "intimidatory practices", or "militarist designs", and for the 
governments of those States "having links and interests in the region" or which 
"exercise p o l i t i c a l influence and provide military assistance" in the region to 
demonstrate through acts,, the support which they have proclaimed for the 
Contadora Group, and to refrain from any open or disguised interference i n the 
affairs of the region. 

As Mexico stated at the United Nations during the recent Security Council 
debates which culminated in the veto by one of i t s permanent members of a 
resolution which received 13 votes i n favour, Mexico considers that the claim 
which has been made i n Central America of "bringing about peace by making'war" 
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is absurd. Therefore, the Ministers f o r Foreign Affairs of Colombia, Mexico, 
Panana'and Venezuela, as members of the Contadora Group, met i n Panama on the 
day following the end of ithe President of Mexico's t r i p , on 8 Aprtl, and 
adopted a communiqué which.contains the following three paragraphs: , 

' • •• 

"They noted that during recent weeks the regional scene shows signs 
of serious deterioration. The a c t i v i t i e s of irregular forces, supported 
by supplies and-communication centres located i n the territory of',' 
neighbouring'countries and aimed at destabilizing the governments qf the 
aPéaV have been stepped up. Sophisticated arms, novel military methods, 
and dangerous forms of attack have been introduced. Actions such ^s the 
mining of ports have been undertaken which damage the economy, disrupt, 
trade and,jeopardize the freedom of navigation. 

They also noted with concern the increasingly overt presence of 
foreign troops and advisers, the heightening of the arms build-up, the 
proliferation of military actions and manoeuvres, a l l of which contribute 
to intensifying tension and increasing mistrust. 

, They therefore consider i t essential for the countries with links 
and interests in the' region to demonstrate by concrete acts the support^ 
they have expressed for the Contadora Group, emphasizing once again that 
a wider conflict would have profound repercussions on a l l the countries 
of the region and would affect the entire continent." 

The soundness of these remarks i s clear i f i t i s borne in mind that,legally 
Security Council resolution 530 <1983) i s s t i l l in f u l l force. The resolution^ 
was adopted by unanimity by the Council's 15 Permanent Members and non-permaneñt 
members on 19 May last year. I t endorsed the appeal of the Contadora Group 
"in that the deliberations of the Council should strengthen the"principles of 
self-determination aftd rnon-intervention i n the affa i r s of other States,,the 
obligation not to allow the territory of a State to be used to commit acts of' 
aggression against another, the peaceful settlement of disputes,and the, 
prohibition of the. threat or use of force to resolve" conflicts", and 
reaffirmed "the right of Nicaragua and a l l the countries of the region to liy« 
in peace and security free of external interference". 

That i s certainly why the Secretary-General of the United .Nations, 
Javier Pérèï de Cuéllar, i n his recent v i s i t to Mexico., after'referring 
specifically to resolution 530 which I have just mentioned*-made the following 
statement: 

"The conviction of the Contadora Group that i t i s necessary to seek 
solutions through negotiation, and i n them to. envisage the fundamental 
roots, social as weli as economic, of-the problems, has set them on a 
sound course and w i l l lead them to just results. Their rejection of any 



CD/PV.260 
35 

(Mr. García Robles, Mexico) 

attempt to import into the region the factors of the present confrontation 
between Bast and West, with a l l i t s definitely negative repercussions, i s 
also a matter for commendation. As Secretary-General, apart from my 
constant ava i l a b i l i t y , my role, according to this resolution, i s to support 
the Contadora Group, and to inform the Security Council*" 

As a member of this Group, whose acti v i t i e s for peace in Central America 
are based on "the observance of the principles of international law which 
govern the acts of States" and which were included in the so-called "Document 
of Objectives" adopted last September, Mexico i s convinced that tnis right 
should be taken very seriously and that no attempt should ever be made, by 
sophistry and sleight of hand, to try to justify acts of State terrorism which 
are even more serious than individual terrorism. 

That i s why we venture to hope that the time may soon come for the 
implementation of the measures which the Contadora Group has promoted and which, 
as President [Miguel de la Madrid recalled, i n the message he addressed to his 
people on 9 April, on the occasion of his return to Mexico, are "the cessation 
of h o s t i l i t i e s and of acts of war or preparations for war, the curbing of the 
arms build-up, the commitment of a l l countries of the region not to support 
subversion and déstabilisation i n neighbouring countries, and the withdrawal of 
foreign military forces". 

It should be borne in mind that the declarations and appeals i n this 
connection which abound in the joint statements of the Latin American t r i p to 
which I have referred come from the highest-level spokesmen of six countries —» 
Colombia, Brazil, Argentina, Venezuela, Panama and Mexico — which represent 
78 per cent of the surface area of Latin America and 75 Per cent of i t s 
population, while their economies account for 77 per cent of the regional t o t a l . 
For those who consider s t a t i s t i c s decisive or at least of capital importance, we 
believe that the above figures should encourage them not to treat these statements 
and exhortations l i g h t l y . 

The PRESIDENT: There are two more speakers on my l i s t , and in view of the 
lateness of the hour I propose to suspend the plenary meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament now and resume i t at 3*30 P»m. Is there any objection? I hear 
none. 

Before I suspend the Conference may I announce that the contact group 
meeting under agenda item number 5 " i l l now not take place at 3*30 p.m. i n 
Room C.I08 азтoriginally scheduled; i t w i l l take place after the plenary meeting 
of the Conference on Disarmament. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.55 P*m. and reconvened at 3.30 P»m. 
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The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s resumed. 

I have remaining on my l i s t of speakers for today the German Democratic Republic 
and Prance. 

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

Mr. 'ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Mr. President, today, my delegation 
would like to dwell upon agenda item 5 f "Prevention of an arms race i n outer space". 

In the efforts for achieving international security and disarmament, 
developments in outer space have increasingly entered the minds of the peoples during 
the past few years. These developments are playing an ever more important role i n 
the policy of States. The time i s now ripe to set a course i n the interest of peace. 
Either we w i l l be able to maintain and strengthen freedom for the peaceful 
exploration and use of outer space, to the benefit of a l l States, or outer space 
w i l l be' included in the arms race, with a l l i t s dangerous consequences. 

The launching of the f i r s t a r t i f i c i a l earth s a t e l l i t e toy the Soviet^-Union almost 
30 years ago opened up the age of practical exploration and use of outer space. 
Utopian ideas of former generations came true. In international treaties, States' 
undertook to use outer space for peaceful purposes. People a l l over the world 
followed with great sympathy the sensational success of scientists and cosmonauts. 
New dimensions for co-operation between States having different-^social systems 
became apparent. In particular, the joint space venture of the^USSR and the 
United States was -regarded as a promising sign in this respect. 

However',' the United States i s now doing an about*turn: . :-lt i s undermining'world
wide consensus on freedom and peace in outer space by including space in i t s 
adventurous policy. Relevant facts have already been outlined here," there i s no 
need to repeat them. We share the view that 3uch ac t i v i t i e s cannot be separated 
from the deployment of Pershing-2 and Cruise missiles аз nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e weapons 
in Europe. Our continent i s regarded as a potential nuclear battlefield, whereas 
the>United-States should 0be shielded by a large-scale and space-based a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
missile system against a retaliatory strike. ' Those plans and actions are now as 
before dominated by the doctrine of a limited nuclear war proceeding from the ' J 

assumption that such a war i s wageable and winnable. 

The extension of the arms race into outer space cannot be ju s t i f i e d by any 
argument whatsoever. On Thursday last week, the delegation of the United States 
has reiterated pretexts, which i t has put forward for years now, against the 
conclusion of international agreements. 

We have the following observations to make upon that statement. F i r s t l y , i t 
i s remarkable that -the representative of the United States, confined his statement 
to the question of an t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, i.e., he referred only to one aspect 
of his country's military a c t i v i t i e s concerning outer space. Once again, the attempt 
was made to allege an advantageous position of the Soviet Union in this f i e l d . 
Only the naive can believe that, for instance, the Shuttle project has nothing to 
do with military a c t i v i t i e s including actions against sat e l l i t e s belonging to other 
States. We also r e c a l l that i n 19791 the United States broke off negotiations with 
the Soviet Union on anti-satellite weapons. This i s another proof of the endeavour 
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to include outer space in the arras drive and war preparation. The rejection of a l l 
obligations l i k e l y to hinder this course i s part and parcel of such a policy. The 
refusal to join the moratorium declared by the Soviet Union gives strong evidence 
of that conclusion. 

Secondly, the delegation of the United States avoided any reference to the 
comprehensive plans known as the "Star Wars" concept which was proclaimed in March 
last year at the highest level, accompanied by a large propaganda campaign, and 
which became only recently, by Directive 119, a binding guideline of that country's 
policy. It stands to геазоп that in considering measures against an arms race in 
outer space, such dangerous plans deserve our special attention. 

The following facts cannot be refuted. The creation of a space-based anti-
b a l l i s t i c missile system would upset the relationship between the limitation of 
strategic defensive and strategic offensive weapons and would thus inevitably 
increase the danger of nuclear war. This concern even became the subject of 
international agreements. The preamble of the Treaty between the United Stat ¡3 and 
the USSR on the limitation of a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems of 26 May 1972 stresses 
that effective measures to limit a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems would lead to a 
decrease i n the risk of outbreak of war involving nuclear weapons. That means, as 
a matter of logical thinking, that the envisaged a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems w i l l 
render more probable a nuclear war. They are a firm part of a strategy of a 
nuclear f i r s t strike. This i s in contradiction with international law. Article V, 
paragraph 1, of the aforementioned Treaty stipulates the fundamental obligation that 
"Each Party undertakes not to develop, test, or deploy a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile' systems 
or components which are sea-based, air-based, space-based — I repeat space-based — 
or mobile land-based." To our understanding, this i s the basic norm of the Treaty, 
which has also to be the guideline f o r a l l the other concrete stipulations. 

It cannot be contested that thi Outer Space Treaty of 2-7 January 1967 stipulates 
the peaceful exploration and use of outer space. Moreover, i t assures each 
individual State the concrete right to take part in these ac t i v i t i e s without any 
discrimination. The militarization of outer space as strived for by the 
United States w i l l inevitably result in this right being restrained or even abolished. 
Therefore, we associate ourselves with a l l those delegations which regard the'planned 
activities as incompatible with the Outer Space Treaty. 

It should be possible to prevent an arms race in outer space since almost a l l 
States in supporting resolution 3 8 / 7 0 of the latest General Assembly favoured 
negotiations on the issue. It is our hopa that in the United States too 
comprehension that the militarization of outer space w i l l not bring the desired 
military and p o l i t i c a l advantages w i l l gain the upper hand. The only feasible way 
towards strengthening national and international security i s the cessation of the 
arms race and gradual disarmament by means of international agreements. 

At this Conference, different approaches to the question became evident. The 
great majority of delegations request the establishment of a Committee with a 
negotiating mandate, as already provided for in resolution 38/70, which was also 
supported by ray country. There i s no "false bottom" to our policy. We, therefore, 
advocate the consistent implementation of that resolution. This applies, above a l l , 
to operative paragraph 7• 

We may ask, what are the elements s t i l l to be identified or examined in non
committal discussions concerning the prevention of an arms race in outer space as -
suggested by the delegation of the United States. We ha.e at our disposal the text 
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of a draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from 
outer space against the Earth, submitted by the Soviet Union. This treaty not only 
identifies a l l relevant problems but also offers concrete solutions. It fully 
corresponds to the complexity of the subject. The draft clearly and unambiguously 
provides that no weapon of any kind whatsoever shall be put into outer space. The 
main question i s not whether to work out one or several agreements. What we need is 
a comprehensive solution. The draft treaty submitted, which takes into account 
constructive considerations of other States, offers the Conference a good basis for 
negotiations, and in this negotiating process, i t is up to everybody to propose 
amendments or supplements. To speak in clear terms: My delegation does not at a l l 
want to come to a situation similar to that which has been created by the opponents 
of a comprehensive test ban. 

It only can serve a useful purpose to clearly spell out how things are going. 
O f f i c i a l statements of the United States Administration reveal i t s great efforts and 
the immense^material means i t is investing in the development, testing and production 
of different'types of space weapons. In contrast, considerations of preventing an 
extension of the arms race to outer space and concluding international agreements 
are evidently for .appearances1 sake only. In substance those agreements and 
negotiations are rejected. Consequently, this Conference should invite the 
United States to reconsider i t s position and take into account what the great majority 
of States demand in the interests of international security and disarmament. 

My delegation w i l l .address the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons 
in (the further course of our session. Today, I would like to make only a few 
remarks on this issue. 

The German Democratic Republic, like the other socialist countries, is striving 
for a speedy and radical solution in this f i e l d . I may re c a l l resolution 58/187A, 
of the last General Assembly, which was initiated by my country. The proposal on the 
establishment of a chemical-weapon-free zone in Europe i s also aimed at this objective. 

In order to reach a comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, i t i s 
necessary to intensify the negotiations within the framework'of this Conference. A 
number of proposals Jiave improved the conditions in this respect. This applies, 
in particular, to the far-reaching Soviet i n i t i a t i v e of 21 February 1984 concerning 
the elimination of stocks of chemical weapons. The working paper of China on major 
elements of a future convention and that of Yugoslavia on national verification 
measures contain valuable ideas. The mechanism of verification proposed by the 
United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands and France in 
different CD documents are the subject of thorough examination by us. This w i l l also 
be our approach to the draft convention submitted today. In any case, the yardstick 
w i l l be to what extent a l l the documents contribute to the speedy elaboration of a 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

However, i t seems to us quite strange that one of the draft treaties was linked 
with a motion addressed to Congress for granting huge sume for a programme for the 
production of qualitatively new chemical weapons. It is well known how d i f f i c u l t i t 
i s to prohibit weapons once production of them has already started. Conducting 
negotiations in good faith means refraining from actions directed against the purpose 
of those negotiations. 

Mr. de la GORCE (France) (translated from French): The French delegation wishes 
to express i t s profound satisfaction at the presentation today of the United States 
draft treaty on chemical weapons announced in January in Stockholm by 
Mr. George Shultz. We particularly appreciate the fact that i t was presented 
by the Vice-President of the United States, Mr. George Bush. 
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This event c e r t a i n l y marks a very Important stage i n the negotiations undertaken 
here on chemical weapons. We are sure that t h i s draft w i l l provide a very 
constructive contribution to the negotiations. 

France w i l l do everything i n i t s power to contribute to the success of the 
negotiations. 

The chemical threat looms over the world. In Europe, i t i s an important 
aspect of security concerns. 

Recent events have shown that chemical weapons were used i n other parts of the 
world, and we know that the capacity to produce them i s quite widespread. 

Chemical disarmament i s therefore not a matter f o r regional solutions but f o r a 
general solution: a m u l t i l a t e r a l treaty of universal scope. 

The French Government has long advocated the conclusion of such a treaty which 
should include, i n p a r t i c u l a r , a detailed time-table f o r the destruction of stocks 
and the dismantling of production f a c i l i t i e s . A few days ago, the French delegation 
submitted a Working Paper on the subject. Needless to say, the treaty on chemical 
disarmament should include essential v e r i f i c a t i o n measures i n order to create among 
States Parties the necessary degree of confidence i n the respect f o r i t s provisions. 

The PRESIDENT: That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other 
delegation wish to take the floor? I see none. 

I would l i k e to repeat the announcement that the meeting of the contact group 
under item number 5 of the agenda w i l l take place i n Room C.108 immediately a f t e r 
the adjournment of this plenary meeting. As there i s no other business f o r today, 
I intend to adjourn the plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting of the 
Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on Tuesday, 24 A p r i l , at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. 

The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4 . 0 5 P.m. 
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The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s c a l l e d 
to order. 

The Conference continues today i t s further consideration of outstanding matters, 
as reflected i n the Programme of Work adopted at the beginning of i t s 19-84 session. 
In accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so 
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference. 

As you know, our l a s t plenary meeting w i l l be held on Thursday. On that 
occasion, I intend to convene an informal meeting of the Conference to consider some 
pending organizational matters. I f there i s no objection, we w i l l proceed 
accordingly. 

I t was so decided. 

At that informal meeting we w i l l consider the results of the consultations 
held i n the contact groups, established to consider proposals under agenda items 1, 
2, 3 and 5i which have been meeting up to now and that w i l l continue between today 
and tomorrow, tie should also consider the l e t t e r addressed to me by the Chairman 
of the F i r s t Session of the Preparatory Committee for the Third Review Conference 
of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. That 
l e t t e r was c i r c u l a t e d i n delegations' boxes on 17 A p r i l and i s being c i r c u l a t e d 
again today for information of Members. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Cuba, Sweden, 
Burma, Romania, Pakistan, Senegal and China. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Cuba, Ambassador Lechuga. 

Mr. LECHUGA HEVIA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Ambassador Dhanapala, 
allow me to begin by expressing our appreciation of the e f f o r t s which you have been 
making to promote the work of the Conference. Like your predecessor i n the Chair, 
Ambassador Datcu, you have t r i e d persuasion and have spent a good deal of time 
endeavouring to help из advance i n our work. 

It i s , however, clear that we are very f a r from being i n a serious negotiating 
process, very far from replacing demagogic rhetoric and propaganda devices by -
s p e c i f i c achievements helping us to a t t a i n the disarmament to which a l l mankind 
aspires, to lighten the atmosphere of war which today envelops the world and to 
establish sound bases for co-operation among a l l nations. 

The serious and dangerous si t u a t i o n i n which we f i n d ourselves i s c e r t a i n l y 
not due to the structure of the Conference. It i s due.to the warlike behaviour 
of a great Power, the United States, and the more or less enthusiastic support of 
some of i t s a l l i e s . One does not have to dis very deep to reach t h i s conclusion, 
since the facts are there for a l l to see. As regards the prohibition of nuclear 
weapon t e s t s , there i s an imposing amount of documentation and a wealth of experience 
accumulated over the 20 years during which the matter has been under discussion, 
yet the United States s t i l l considers that we are only just taking' the f i r s t steps 
towards eventual negotiations. The s i t u a t i o n i s the same regarding the cessation 
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. In t h i s area, i t has not even 
been possible to establish a subsidiary organ with a l i m i t e d mandate. The question 
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of preventing an arms race in outer space encounters the same obstacles. There i s 
simply no desire to negotiate. We could go on adding to the l i s t of frustrations 
with which we and world public opinion are confronted. 

At the close of this f i r s t part of the Conference's annual session, the 
so-called spring session, we do not present the f e r t i l e and flourishing pioture 
which would be appropriate to the season but, rather, a grim polar landscape i n 
which sleight of hand is used to trick us into seeing something which does not 
exist. Seldom before in the history of international relations has there been 
such a persistent and deceitful campaign to manipulate public opinion and distort 
the facts as the one which we are now witnessing. 

г 

The present juncture i s characterized by a refusal to negotiate and, of course, 
to negotiate i n good fa i t h . There i s not a single forum in which one can point 
to some positive achievement, wrcrV.r in p o l i t i c a l , economic or military matters. 
Consequently, the virtual par-lysis of this Conference has i t s origins elsewhere. 
There i s an entire policy of avoiding bilateral or multilateral commitments, 
understanding i s shunned in the area of disarmament, because the aim i s to gain 
military superiority and then negotiate from positions of strength. While there 
is talk of peace, new weapons of great destructive force are installed. At a 
recent NATO meeting in Turkey, the United States Secretary of Defense stated that 
his country would not negotiate any treaty prohibiting anti-missile weapons. 
The United States Department of Energy i s requesting additional funds to ready a 
new underground nuclear-weapon-testing sice in the State of Nevada as part of a 
long-term multi-billion-dollar plan to increase stocks of land-, a i r - and sea-based 
nuclear weapons. 

While the Conference has, for the last two years, been attempting to i n i t i a t e 
negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear tests, the United States Government has 
been preparing a testing site at Pahut? Mesa in the State of Nevada with a view 
to carrying out approximately 30 nuclear tests in 1935, since there i s no longer 
any room for such tests at the Yuca Flats s i t e . It i s here maintained that the 
obstacle i s verification, when -ft i s common knowledge.that verification problems 
have basically been resolved, as has just been affirmed by the Ad Hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
Identify Seismic Events and as was already stated 22 years ago by the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations. It i s not verification that i s hampering 
negotiations — the fact i s that there is a nuclear testing programme for the 
next few years and there i s an unwillingness to abandon i t . 

Negotiations at the Conference on matters concerning the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament are opposed on the grounds that this i s 
a question for bilateral discussions. However, this i s to overlook the statement 
made in the Final Document of 1978, as reaffirmed in 1982, that "Since the process 
of disarmament affecte the v i t a l security interests of a l l States, they must a l l 
be actively concerned with and contribute to the measures of disarmament and arms 
limitation". It i s also to overlook the very raison d'être of this body — although 
i t receives self-serving praise on other occasions, as happened last week when 
the United States submitted '--he draft convention on chemical weapons. It i s obvious 
that, to keep up appearances, a pretence is being made of respect for the Conference 
when in actual fact such respect doe3 not exist. 

It should be noted in passing that a vast publicity campaign has been mounted 
in connection with the prohibition of chemical weapons. While nobody doubts that 
this i s a very important question, i t cannot serve as a smokescreen to conceal the 
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lack of constructive dialogue on other v i t a l issues, which i s really t'he'aimV 
The usé of chemical weapons i s so serious that the Vietnamese people i s s t i l l ' 
suffering from the consequences of the chemical weapons used years ago on i t s 
territory by the armed forces of the United States. We are a l l interested in 
prohibiting chemical weapons, and none of us needs to be lectured on the 
desirability of a treaty for that purpose.' Vhat now'needs to be examined i s 
whether the draft i s a serious document or a text with hidden p i t f a l l s designed 
precisely to prevent i t from being adopted. -

The outlook for-the Conference's next session could not be less promising. 
It has already been announced that the SALT II clauses w i l l not be observed next 
year. The President of the United States has declared that no possible agreement 
beyond those already governing military a c t i v i t i e s ' i n outer space is' considered 
of global interest for the United States and i t s a l l i e s . The United States'' 
refuse's to pledge non-first use of nuclear weapons. In no area i s a window of 
hope for negotiation opening up. 

The climate of confrontation 3n international relations which determines the 
course óf the Conferehce i s worsening daily. Dialogue has given way to threats, 
hos t i l i t y and aggression. An outstanding example of this warmongering policy 
is provided by the situation in Central America and the Caribbean, which i s 
serving to heighten tensions throughout the world. The praiseworthy efforts of 
the countries of the áo-called Contadora Group to settle differences through 
dialogue and a peaceful solution are met by the raining of Nicaragua's ports, the 
vetoing of a Security Council resolution condemning this practice and the 
announcement that any ruling on this question w i l l be ignored, the -acceleration 
of the virtual military occupation of Honduras, recourse to State terrorism, 
intensified"aggression, contempt for public opinion and the flouting of 
intériíatfcnál commitments and the principles of the Charter of the United- Nations-^ 

r "We a l l know that the present international situation i 3 unfavourable. 
Precisely for this reason/"however, the countries interested in breaking the 
current' aeadldck in-negotiations, which constitute thé vast majority of the 
international .cormaunity, as reflected each year i n the resolutions adopted by 
the Gsneral Assembly calling for dialogue on an equal footing with a view to -
progressing towards the objective of general and completa disarmament under 
effective international control, w i l l go on pressing more and шоге forcefully 
and ргчяН jr..itely for a f r u i t f u l outcome to the work of the Conference, despite the 
existing obstacles. The-manipulation of public opinion to conceal the truth i s 
ultimately doomed to failure, and ther? are already signs that this i s happening. 

- It i s 'important tnat the Conference should properly reflect this 
unproductiveness of the negotiations - in i t s report to the General Assembly and 
should not. by omission, become a party to the deluding of public opinion, that 
the Conference should strengthen i t s own•authority and recover i t s role, as sole 
negotiating body," and that i t should speak out about what i s really happening and 
opeftíy déclare that productive agreements could be reached i f the small group of • 
States which i s obstructing the negotiations were to show p o l i t i c a l w i l l . This 
is-thé message•wé must convey to international public opinion as often as may be 
песеззагу. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Cuba for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Sweden, Ambassador Theorini 
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Mrs : THEQRDr (Sweden); Mr. President, the f i r s t session of the Conference on 
Disarmament i s coming to a close. 

, Ve are meeting at a time when the nuclear arms race between the United States 
and the Soviet Union i s continuing unabated. I t has been given a free r e i n . 
According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SLPRl), the 
United States has added the equivalent of one Hiroshima bomb (12.5 kt) to i t s 
are anal about every 30 minutes since World War I I , that i s , one Hiroshima bomb 
eyeryL ЗО minutes for 38 years, day and night, 7 days a week. The USSR has 
increased the explosive power of i t s nuclear stockpile to roughly the same l e v e l 
as the United States stoc k p i l e . New, even more d e s t a b i l i z i n g nuclear weapons 
are "being deployed and developed at an accelerating pace. 

- We are meeting at a time when new rungs are being added to the escalation 
ladder that might give r i s e to dangerous i l l u s i o n s that a nuclear war could be 
lim i t e d t o Europe. Doctrines of horizontal escalation are threatening to spread 
m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s from one region to another. 

The nuclear-arms race i s being f u e l l e d on the one 3ide by i l l u s o r y hopes of 
achieving supremacy and i n v u l n e r a b i l i t y and on the other by the mutual fear of the 
two major nuclear-weapon Powers that rthe other i s seeking a f i r s t - s t r i k e c a p a b i l i t y . 

The t e s t i n g of new warheads and the eff o r t s to use outer space i n nuclear 
warfare play a major role i n th i s context. 

The foundation for an i n t e n s i f i e d nuclear—arms race i n the years and decades 
to oome i s being l a i d i n "the laboratories of death", on the test ranges of the 
major Powers and i n the "think tanks" of nuclear—use theoreticians conceptualizing 
new strategic and t a c t i c doctrines f o r the f i g h t i n g of a? nuclear war on Earth'and 
i n space. 

We are meeting at a time when we have just learnt about findings i n d i c a t i n g 
the devastating effects to the human species and to life-supporting systems that 
under certain conditions would follow on already a l i m i t e d nuclear war. I refe r 
to the yearnings of the prospects o f a "nuclear winter" s e t t l i n g over the Northern 
hemisphere and of the "nuclear cloud" spreading also to the Southern hemisphere' 
threatening the very conditions on which human l i f e on Earth i s b u i l t . 

We axe meeting at a time when the citizens of th i s planet are increasingly 
questioning the right f o r any nation to use nuclear weapons and i * i p a r t i c u l a r to 
be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. 

This challenge i s coming from many directions} from the United Nations, 
from churches and trade unions, from international lawyers and from st r a t e g i c 
thinkers. 

Has t h i s growing concern among the general public bee* adequately r e f l e c t e d 
i n our work during t h i s f i r s t session? 

I t Ьяя of course been present i n many of the statements made at the Conference. 
But when i t comes to our ef f o r t s to enter into and even to approach concrete 
negotiations on the nuclear issues, there has been a complete lack of progress. 
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We have been unable to agree on when, how and even i f to s t a r t . In some cases 
there seems to be an unwillingness even to enter into negotiations on the c r u c i a l 
issues concerning measures r e l a t i n g to cessation of the nuclear-arms race and to 
disarmament. 

I p a r t i c u l a r l y r e f e r to obstacles raised to our e f f o r t s to seek to achieve the 
discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons through a comprehensive 
test-ban t r e a t y 5 to stop the emerging arms race i n outer space and to s t a r t working 
on the prevention of nuclear war. This unwillingness to negotiate on nuclear 
disarmament issues i n the Conference on Disarmament takes place at a time when no 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations are going on between the two major nuclear-weapon Powers. 

I t i s hard to see how the parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons can avoid judging t h i s as a v i o l a t i o n of a r t i c l e VI of the- Treaty. 
Only decisive progress i n "negotiations i n good f a i t h on effective measures 
r e l a t i n g to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear 
disarmament" i n the coming year i s acceptable. 

F i f t e e n months from now most of us w i l l take part i n the Third Review 
Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. That conference w i l l be of importance 
f o r the future of the KPT regime i n a world where the technical capacity "to go 
nuclear" i s spreading. Before 1995 a conference s h a l l be convened to decide 
whether the Treaty s h a l l continue to be i n force. The decision w i l l be taken by 
a majority of the Parties to the Treaty. I f we want an extension of the Treaty — 
and Sweden considers i t v i t a l f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y — the Third 
Review Conference must not be allowed to become yet another f a i l u r e . 

An agreement on a comprehensive test—ban treaty would greatly f a c i l i t a t e a 
successful outcome of the Review Conference, as w e l l as a future extension of the 
Non-Pro Dlferation Treaty. 

I t i s with the deepest concern that I c a l l the attention of the Conference to 
the oóííplete lack of progress during t h i s session i n the work towards a 
comprehensive test-ban treaty. The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y reste heavily on those nuclear-, 
weapon States which are presently blocking progress to the reaching of such an 
agreement, thereby endangering peace and security. 

I t i s of v i t a l i n t e r e st that we now s t a r t working on the CTB issue with the 
view to reaching agreement on a treaty i n time for the HPT Review Conference. ~ 
This goal i s r e f l e c t e d i n the mandate proposed by the Group of 21. 

We a l l know that there are no insurmountable technical obstacles to a 
comprehensive test—ban treaty. I t i s , therefore, obvious to us that some States 
give p r i o r i t y to a continued development of new types of weapons instead of 
honouring t h e i r commitments i n the l i m i t e d test-ban Treaty and the Non—Proliferation 
Treaty. This i s a dangerous and shortsighted a t t i t u d e . •• 

In our view every nuclear test constitutes i n fact a rehearsal f o r a nuclear 
war that would r i s k to destroy conditions f o r human l i f e on t h i s planet. My 
question i s : Who has'gdven the nuclear Powers that r i g h t ? An overwhelming 
majority of tho citizens of chis planet i s asking the question: Who gave you the . 
r i g h t to plan for and rehearse a nuclear war? 

A comprehensive test-ban treaty i s not only a p r i o r i t y f o r governments, but 
p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r women and men c f t h i s planet. I t i s up to us to respond to 
that demand. 
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The l a t e s t United Nations General Assembly assigned to os the task, as a matter 
of p r i o r i t y , to address the question of the prevention of the arms race i n outer 
space. The rapid technological development gives a p a r t i c u l a r sense of urgéney-to 
our work on t h i s issue i n the Conference on Disarmament. Our e f f o r t s to h a l t - t h e 
arms race i n outer space must not wait. Our task w i l l be i n f i n i t e l y more d i f f i c u l t 
tomorrow i f we f a i l to set our work i n t r a i n today, at a time when enormous 
f i n a n c i a l and s c i e n t i f i c resources are already being used to f u e l a threatening, 
d e s t a b i l i z i n g and expensive arms race i n outer space. 

This race touches upon fundamental aspects of international security. The 
major m i l i t a r y Powers seem haunted by the temptation to seek security through an 
i l l u s o r y i n v u l n e r a b i l i t y achieved by supremacy i n space warfare. The consequence 
w i l l however not be increased security. Instead the result w i l l be increased 
insec u r i t y . 

Both the Soviet Union and the United States have carried out tests of 
a n t i s a t e l l i t e systems. There i s a close l i n k between development of AS AT weapons 
and'ABM systems. The construction of dual—capacity weapons, which can be used 
against both s a t e l l i t e s and b a l l i s t i c missiles* i s indeed f e a s i b l e . Development 
and t e s t i n g of ASAT weapons could also be used f o r the circumvention of the ABM 
Treaty. % 

The Conference on Disarmament should now respond to the task entrusted upon 
i t by the General Assembly. Ve should prepare f o r urgent negotiations on an 
international treaty banning a l l space weapons, including weapons directed against 
targets i n space.' An ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space should urgently be set up. Time i s pressing. 

The nuclear-arms race and the deep suspicion between the two major nuclear-
weapon Powers are factors characterizing i n an ominous way the World today. • No 
e f f o r t must be spared to break the e v i l c i r c l e of increasing tensions and an 
accelerating and unharnessed arms race. Ve must promote the creation and a gradual 
broadening of a dialogue between the two major nuclear Powers on security concepts. 
The non-aligned and the neutral States as w e l l as a l l the members of the alliances 
should a c t i v e l y participate i n such a dialogue. The aim of that dialogue should be 
to develop ways giving primacy to p o l i t i c a l dimensions of security such as détente 
and disarmament as w e l l as improved development ef f o r t s to disarm the " s o c i a l bomb"* 

Untiring e f f o r t s must be made to further the building of confidence between 
the United States and the Soviet Union through disarmament, arms control'and 
m i l i t a r y confidence building. Creative imagination, pedagogic and persuasive 
s k i l l s w i l l be called for i n these e f f o r t s . With regard to the Conference on 
Disarmament an ad hoc committee on the prevention of nuclear war should be the 
f o c a l point for such e f f o r t s . 

Five years ago the United States and the Soviet Union submitted i d e n t i c a l 
draft treaties on Radiological Weapons e n t i t l e d "Joint USSR-USA proposal on 
major elements of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, s t o c k p i l i n g 
and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons". . 

Since 1979 the deliberations on a treaty prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare 
are being carried out at the Conference on Disarmament. 
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Last year exploratory discussions an4 negotiations were carried out i n the 
Ad Hoc Working Group, both on prohibiting development and production of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons and on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare i n the form of attacks on 
nuclear energy f a c i l i t i e s . 

Sweden i s prepared to participate a c t i v e l y i n negotiations on both tracks. 

Radiological weapons as such do not e x i s t i n the present. This fact - provides 
ив with an opportunity to negotiate a model convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
possible future means of warfare. Such a convention should contain provisions on 
concrete measures to halt research and development of new weapon systems and even, 
weapon concepts. Our goal should be to reach provisions that are more ambitious 
than those developed i n the Convention on the P r o h i b i t i o n of M i l i t a r y or Any Other. 
Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques ( E H M O D ) . 

My delegation would, i n a s p i r i t to f a c i l i t a t e the work on track A, l i k e to 
reit e r a t e a proposal, presented i n the Ad Hoc Working Group i n June l a s t year for, 
a formula f o r a positive d e f i n i t i o n on the concept of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons that 
i n our view solves the problem of not l e g i t i m i z i n g nuclear weapons. 

Sweden i s working on the problem of delimiting the concept of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons from that of particle-beam weapons not having mass destruction effects 
and based on the p r i n c i p l e of accelerated r a d i o a c t i v i t y . 

As to track A v e r i f i c a t i o n , we think that safeguarding the r e l a t i v e l y few, 
deposits of- radioactive material that are large enough to be s i g n i f i c a n t as 
pote n t i a l sources f o r production of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, should such weapons ever 
be produced, would be a r e l a t i v e l y simple one. The experience gained regarding 
international safeguards aimed at preventing diversion of material from peaceful 
uses to weapons i s considerable . 

The most powerful means of conducting r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare i s an attack on 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . Let me give you a few examples. 

The radioactive e f f e c t s of an attack on an ordinary power reactor could cause 
immediate effects comparable to the f a l l - o u t from a 20 kT nuclear-^weapon surface . 
explosion, while the long-term radioactive effects- could be i n orders of magnitude 
more severe than those f o r a nuclear explosion. I t would be noted i n t h i s 
connection that .the production rate of radioactive substances i n a 1 ООО MW nuclear 
e l e c t r i c a l generating s t a t i o n i s equal to that of one 60 kT atomic bomb every day. 
Aft e r some time of operation, the core of such a reactor i s very dangerous indeed, 
i f brought into the open. 

Although only rather modest amounts of short-lived compounds would emanate 
from the burnt out reactor a substantial amount of long-lived compounds would be 
released, which would contaminate and render uninhabitable a considerable area f o r 
decades. 

I f an attack i s carried out with a nuclear weapon the effects w i l l be 
disastrous. Immense driving force for dispersal of radioactive substances would be 
added by the nuclear, explosion. The r a d i o a c t i v i t y contained i n the reactor would 
also be added to the r a d i o a c t i v i t y produced by the bomb i t s e l f . 
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The reactor contains r e l a t i v e l y small amounts of short-lived r a d i o a c t i v i t y 
and would only contribute modestly to the t o t a l dose rate during the f i r s t week 
aft e r the detonation. However, the amounts of the more long-lived compounds 
are very substantial i n the reactor and a f t e r only one week the r a d i o a c t i v i t y 
that emanates from the burat-out reactor would overshadow the r a d i o a c t i v i t y of 
the bomb i t s e l f . 

I f a one-megaton bomb i s detonated, the area affected by a r a d i a t i o n dose 
exceeding 100 rads would be some 2,000 square kilometres. I f the same bomb h i t s 
a nuclear reactor of 1,000 megawatt — a common size — the area affected by the 
same radi a t i o n dose of 100 rads perimeter would encompass an about 20 times 
larger area or about 30 to 40,000 square kilometresi The consequences of a 
nuclear bomb explosion on a storage tank could be even more disastrous and 
r e s u l t i n doses exceeding 100 rads i n an area of more than 50,000 square kilometres. 

I t i s thus quite obvious that the damage i n f l i c t e d on countries where many 
reactors are i n operation and many more are being b u i l t or planned would be 
disastrous indeed. Attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s would make p r a c t i c a l l y the 
whole of these and neighbouring countries uninhabitable f o r years or decades. 

Attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s involve r i s k s f o r mass destruction i n many 
countries where such f a c i l i t i e s e x i s t and i n neighbouring countries as well. 
These r i s k s e x i s t r i g h t now. I do not have to remind anyone here that this i s 
a means of warfare- that does not necessarily require the possession of nuclear 
weapons on the part of the attacking side. 

An agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks, including nuclear attacks on 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s should be simple and straightforward. Attacks on nuclear 
reactors, reprocessing f a c i l i t i e s , spent f u e l storages and waste deposits on 
land should be prohibited. My delegation w i l l present a concrete proposal i n 
these terms. 

On the question of the l i n k between tracks A and B, the Swedish position 
i s rather f l e x i b l e . O r i g i n a l l y the Swedish delegation considered the track В 
proposal as a s p e c i f i c a t i o n to draft a r t i c l e I I I i n the United S'tates/tJSSfi: 

proposal of 1979» But other solutions to secure the l i n k are possible. 
Substance i s more important than form. 

Shocking events during the past months have emphasized the importance of 
our efforts to make a major breakthrough i n the negotiations of a treaty on a 
comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. 

The Swedish Government condemns the use of chemical weapons, which has 
been established by the team of experts eent to Iran by1 the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations. This constitutes a grave v i o l a t i o n of international 
law and the 1925 Geneva Protocol which prohibits the use of chemical and 
bacteriological weapons. I t has caused great human suffering and i s contrary 
to fundamental rules of humanitarian law. 
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I t i s of the greatest importance that international agreements and 
p r i n c i p l e s of international law are f u l l y respected and that a l l alleged 
vi o l a t i o n s are investigated. 

A heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y rests upon every Government committing such 
v i o l a t i o n s of the Geneva Protocol and international law. Every e f f o r t must be 
made to prevent any further use of chemical weapons. 

Last week Vice-President Bush presented a draft convention on a 
comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. I t was a valuable contribution to the 
ongoing negotiations. Another valuable input was made by Ambassador Issraelyan 
on 21 February when he developed the p o s i t i o n of the Soviet Union with respect 
to the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n of destruction of stockpiles. 

New hopes have been raised by these contributions which we welcome as 
signs of commitment to serious negotiations i n good f a i t h with a view to 
reaching an early agreement. 

I t i s important that t h i s p o s i t i v e development be f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n the 
negotiations i n the Ad Hoc Committee. The lack of confidence between the two 
major Powers must not be allowed to lead to a loss of t h i s opportunity. 

I t i s against t h i s background that I would l i k e to express our concern, 
at any lack of constraints as regards the production of chemical weapons. 
History t e l l s us c l e a r l y that disarmament never can be achieved -through 
armament. There i s no need f o r production of chemical weapons — binary or 
other chemical weapons. A l l States should r e f r a i n from producing chemical 
weapons during these important negotiations. 

Let me end by expressing my hope that the s t a r t of our substantive 
negotiations on a treaty on a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons w i l l have 
a stimulating e f f e c t . Renewed eff o r t s must be made during our break to 
prepare f o r an early consensus on the mandate for the work of the 
Ad Hoc Committees on the urgent issues related to the e f f o r t s to h a l t the 
nuclear arms race. Our e f f o r t s should be redoubled when seen i n the context 
of the preparations needed to guarantee a successful Third NPT Review 
Conference. 

New nuclear-weapon tests take place every week. The concern and 
anxiety of the peoples are growing. We, the members of the Conference on 
Disarmament, have been given a special task.. We can only l i v e up,to the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y embedded i n t h i s task through negotiating e f f o r t s , pursued 
seriously and i n good f a i t h . 
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ïï MAMG MAUNG GYI (Burma) :Î Mr. President, I would like to take this opportunity 
to-say how pleased we are to see you, the distinguished representative of Sr i Lanka, 
assume the Presidency for this monm OL Aprix. The spring part of the session of the 
Conference i s drawing to a close and my delegation wishes to express our 
appreciation to you for the effective manner in which you have conducted the duties 
of your office and the contribution you have made to overcome outstanding procedural 
issues. May I also express my delegation's appreciation to Ambassador Datcu of 
Romania for the able direction he has given to the Conference during his tenure of 
the Presidency. 

Security and survival are the foremost concern of our times and the world 
community has never been more conscious of this concern; the challenge we now face 
is to find measures that w i l l inhibit, reduce and ultimately eliminate the threat 
of a nuclear war. In so far as the work of this Conference i s concerned, the item 
on nuclear war prevention has now been on the agenda for over a year. Since then, 
the Conference has accumulated a considerable wealth of ideas i n the form of 
working papers and proposals presented by delegations and groups of delegations, 
which' should provide us with enough material for the selection of specific and 
urgent measures that are necessary i n our work on nuclear war prevention. If the 
Conference is to move forward on this item, my delegation considers i t necessary 
to reiterate that a subsidiary body with an appropriate mandate should be created 
to make i t possible to examine a l l proposals with a view to selecting measures that 
warrant foremost priority. 

My delegation has on several occasions already expressed our,views on what we 
consider to be pr i o r i t y measures necessary to reduce the risks of nuclear war, and 
i t i s not my intention to repeat them today; the purpose of my statement being to 
emphasize the important role that prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons plays 
in nuclear war prevention. Such a prohibition becomes particularly significant 
when we look at i t from the perspectives of: the strengthening of the existing 
principles of international law; the practice of pro" i b i t i n g the use of certain 
kinds of weapons before their reduction and elimination from arsenals of States 
are possible; and above all, the need to enhance global security through the rule 
of law. 

There have been assertions that nuclear war prevention should be considered 
in the context of prevention of a l l wars, as i t is assumed that the causes of war, 
whether conventional or nuclear, are the same. In a sense there is some valid i t y 
to this concept, for seen in the broader context, wars arise out of the adverse 
consequences of relations between States, which are generally p o l i t i c a l i n nature. 
However, in the age of nuclear weapons, when the security interests of the 
Great Powers are founded on the reliance on nuclear weapons, to assume that the 
causes of a l l wars, whether nuclear or conventional, are similar in nature, i s to 
overlook the rea l i t i e s of the nuclear-arms race i t s e l f , with a l l i t s attendant 
risks. Doctrines of deterrence.and their corollaries, far from providing security, 
are oriented towards the continuation of the nuclear-arms race. Such doctrines 
are predicated upon recourse to the use of nuclear weapons, and i n times of cr i s i s 
when decision-makers can no longer control évente, the danger of a nuclear 
confrontation becomes imminent. , 

Since ancient times, mankind, while waging wars, has also contemplated i t s 
causes. During the war between Sparta and Athens, the Greek historian Thucydides 
differentiated between the immediate causes and the underlying causes of war. He 
said that the latter can be compared to the accumulation of a mass of combustible 
material, the former as the match which sets the accumulated material ablaze. What 
Thucydides said some thousands of years ago can aptly be applied to the situation 
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pr e v a i l i n g i n the nuclear age., f o r the growing accumulation of nuclear weapons 
constitutes the combustible material which could precipitate a nuclear war on times-
of grave international c r i s i s . International peace and security cannot be founded 
on the reliance on nuclear weapons, f o r i n the f i n a l analysis nuclear war cannot be 
prevented by the possession and continued accumulation of the very instruments f o r 
waging such a war. 

Many authoritative sources consider the use of nuclear weapons as contrary to 
the p r i n c i p l e s of e x i s t i n g international law. Nuclear weapons were not yet i n 
existence when the laws of war came to be codified. However, the absence of 
express prohibitions i s not tantamount to the lawfulness of the weapons i n question 
f o r any new method of destruction must also conform to the fundamental pr i n c i p l e s of 
the laws of war and n e u t r a l i t y , and above a l l the p r i n c i p l e of humanity. The 
indiscriminate and uncontrollable destructive effects of nuclear weapons f a r surpass 
those weapons and methods of warfare which were i n existence and were prohibited 
when the laws of war came into existence, and there can be no ambiguous interpretation 
of the i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r use on several counts. Ambassador Meiszter of 
Hungary has most i n c i s i v e l y dealt v?ith t h i s issue i n his statement of 15 March 1984* 

The use of nuclear weapons would bring destruction and suffering to mankind on 
a scale much larger than the use of those weapons that are s p e c i f i c a l l y prohibited 
under international agreements and declarations. 

However, the need to strengthen e x i s t i n g laws through express p r o h i b i t i o n of 
the use of nuclear weapons goes f a r beyond the need to consolidate the humanitarian 
p r i n c i p l e s of the laws of war, f o r i t concerns the very survival of mankind. This 
need i s c l e a r l y evident i f we re f e r to paragraph 47 of the P i n a l Document, which 
states that: "Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the 
survival of c i v i l i z a t i o n . " In addition, reference may also be made to paragraph 58 
of the P i n a l Document, which states that: "In p a r t i c u l a r , nuclear-weapon States 
should consider'as soon as possible various proposals designed to secure the 
avoidance of the use- of nuclear weapons, the prevention of nuclear war and related 
objectives, where possible, through international agreements, a^d thereby ensure 
that the s u r v i v a l of mankind i s not endangered." The P i n a l Document has emphasized 
the prevention not only of nuclear war, but also of the use of nuclear weapons 
which embraces a broader concept than the former, and has s p e c i f i c a l l y emphasized 
the need f o r l e g a l prohibitions on the use of nuclear weapons. 

Although the prevention of nuclear war and the non-use of nuclear weapons have 
recently been the focus of attention i n the United Nations General Assembly and i n 
t h i s forum, which i s the outcome of the growing concern by the international 
community on the danger of a nuclear war such ef f o r t s can i n no way be interpreted 
as new developments. Por over the years numerous i n i t i a t i v e s at the international 
l e v e l have been made on the l i m i t a t i o n and the prohibition of nuclear weapons. 
Resolution I653 (XVl) adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
sixteenth session, i n 1961, has declared the i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y and i l l e g a l i t y of the 
use of nuclear weapons, as contrary to the laws of humanity and a crime under 
international law. The resolution i n t e r a l i a declared that: 

(a) The use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons i s contrary to the s p i r i t , 
l e t t e r and aims of the United Nations and, as such, a direct v i o l a t i o n of the 
Charter of the United Nations; 

(b) The use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons would exceed even the scope 
of war and cause indiscriminate suffering and destruction to mankind and c i v i l i z a t i o n 
and, as such, i s contrary to the rules of international law and to the laws of 
humanity; 
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(c) The use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons i s a war directed not against 
an enemy or enemies alone, hut also against mankind in general, since the peoples of 
the world not involved in such a war w i l l he subjected to a l l the evils generated 
by the use of such weapons} 

(d) Any State using nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons i s to be considered as 
violating the Charter of the United Nations, as acting contrary to the laws of 
humanity and as committing a crime against mankind and c i v i l i z a t i o n . 

Resolution 165З (XVl) has categorically declared the use of nuclear weapons as 
i l l e g a l under existing principles of international law and as a direct violation of 
the Charter of the United Nations. The continuation of efforts on the prohibition 
of the use of nuclear weapons and the prevention of nuclear war have an organic 
relationship with this resolution, the importance of which cannot be exaggerated. 

Ve do not know to what extent the so-called doctrines of deterrence contribute 
to the avoidance of direct conflicts between the two Great Powers. But we share 
the belief with the majority of the international society that such doctrines are 
illusory in terms of securing a permanent system of world peace. 

In looking at doctrines of deterrence from the broader perspective of 
international security, which also takes into account the security of non-nuclear-
weapon States, particularly those of the Third Vorld, i t can be seen that although 
no wars have taken place between the nuclear-weapon States, deterrence has not 
prevented conflicts in which nuclear-weapon States were involved vis-à-vis the 
non-nuclear-weapon States. This has been mentioned in the I960 report of the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations on nuclear weapons which states that: 

"While i t is d i f f i c u l t to state whether and to what extent i t has contributed 
to avoiding war between the supex-Pjvers, i t is clear that i t has not sheltered 
the non-nuclear-weapon States from the threat of others, nor prevented a 
number of conflicts involving both nuclear and non-nuclear Powers." 

Bearing" i n mind this authoritative statement, i t is evident that doctrines of 
deterrence, apart from other negative attributes, do not contribute to the security 
of the non-nuclear-weapon States. Such doctrines and the blurring of the 
distinction between nuclear and conventional weapons, in which tactical nuclear 
weapons play a contributory factor, have deleterious effects on the security of 
the non-nuclear-weapon States. Prom this perspective, commitments by the nuclear-
weapon Powers not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, and the progressive 
development of prohibitions on the use of nuclear weapons, can contribute towards 
the strengthening of security of a l l States, nuclear and non-nuclear alike. 

My delegation believes that there i s an objective approach by which we can 
subscribe to nuclear war prevention by drawing upon "Che progressive historical 
,development of law on war prevention m general which arose out of the practical 
d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered in efforts to prevent wars through lav;. Prom the 
Covenant of the League of Nations of 1919 and the Kellog-Briand Pact of 1928, to 
the Charter of the United Nations, there has been a shift in emphasis from the 
prohibition of war to banning the threat of use of force. 

Article 2 (4) of the Charter, vihich prohibits the threat or use of force, 
avoids the tecnnical d i f f i c u l t i e s which were encountered under previous instruments 
which arose out of the interpretation of the meaning of the term "war". If the 
objectives of nuclear war prevention are to be consistent with Article 2 (4) of the 
United Nations Charter, the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons becomes 
particularly significant. 
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The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Burma f o r h i s statement and fo r the 
kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Romania, Ambassador Datcu. 

Mr. DATCU (Romania) (translated from French) : As the work of the f i r s t part 
of the annual session of our Conference draws to a close, the Romanian delegation 
would l i k e to express some views on the topics r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament which 
appear on the agenda. 

I t has been а СОГРЕЮП keynote of the speeches made by most delegations that 
during the past period the international s i t u a t i o n has deteriorated. The arms race, 
above a l l the nuclear arms race, has taken on fresh scope. P o l i c i e s of force, threat 
of the use of force, and interference i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of other States have 
been i n t e n s i f i e d . 

The arms race has entered a new and extremely dangerous phase, more p a r t i c u l a r l y 
a f t e r the deployment of infcermsdiate-range nuclear missiles by the United States of 
America i n some countries of western Europe and the application of countermeasures 
announced by the Soviet Union. S c i e n t i s t s , including United States and Soviet ones, 
warn us that the u t i l i z a t i o n of even a part of the e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals would 
lead to the disappearance of l i f e on cur planet. îTicolae Ceausescu, the President of 
Romania, has said t h a t 5 t h i r beirg so, the fundamental problem i s to h a l t the nuclear-
arms race, to тцесееа m shopping the Jeployment of United States nuclear m i s s i l e s 
i n Europe and the c o u r r i c r m e a s u r e s announced by the Soviet Union, and to ensure the 
resumption of the G e n e v a negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union 
and the elaboration o f en agrrexsnt on the complete elimination of those m i s s i l e s , 
as well as of a l l nuclear- reasons i n Europe. The appeal of the Grand National Assembly 
of Romania to the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, the Congress of the United States of 
America, the pc-rlianentd of European countries on whose t e r r i t o r i e s intermediate-range 
missiles are i n s t a l l e d , and the parliaments of other European countries and Canada, 
giving expression to the feelings оГ the Romanian people, stresses the need to 
"concert our e f f o r t s and to act to^ei-her to help reduce international tension, cease 
the nuclear—arris race r.id reach agreements opening the prospect of the t o t a l 
elimination of nvclcar weapons from the continent and of the danger of a devastating 
nuclear war" (docur.ent CD/493 of 2 A p r i l 1984). 

The fundamental inte r e s t s of çeace and of the v-sry existence of manki nd c a l l 
for. the r e j e c t i o n of anr theory concernirj the acceptance of nuclear weapons as a 
f a t a l necessity and, s t i l l more', the -possibility of t h e i r use "within certain l i m i t s " . 
Such theories should be rejected as inmoral, and the General Assembly of the 
United Nations has done so by declaring, r i g h t l y , that recourse to nuclear weapons 
constitutes a crime againet hxuaanity; while h i s t o r y provides numerous examples 
showing how conventional wars end, there i s no precedent as f a r as nuclear h o s t i l i t i e s 
are concerned-, Analysts emphasise the fur-lamcntal difference that e x i s t s between 
the two types o f r a r , and mosL o f them have arrived at the conclusion that i n a nuclear 
war, any erding other than o r n i n i l i a t i o n i s d i f f i c u l t to foresee. This proves that 
i t i s impossible te fomulate any credible theory on the " l i m i t a t i o n " of nuclear 
war, especially sinee any nuclear war must, of necessity, be a world war, with a l l 
the tragic consequences that t h i s e n t a i l s . A nuclear war cannot be " l i m i t e d " , 
whether from the pome of view of its? e f f e c t s , or of i t s i n t e n s i t y , or of the 
geographical area m which i ' ; tc¿zez place. 
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This i s why we cannot accept the argument that nuclear weapons are a f a t a l i t y 
that mankind must learn to l i v e with, f o r to do so would he tantamount to accepting 
an inescapable s l i d e towards nuclear disaster. 

To our great regret, nuclear disarmament topics axe precisely those on which 
the work of our Conference i s bogged down i n a state of i n e r t i a , or even of paralysis, 
as several speakers, including today, have said before me. On the f i r s t item on 
our agenda, that of the nuclear test ban, the Conference has not succeeded i n 
drawing up a unanimously acceptable mandate, thus preventing the establishment of 
an ad hoc committee. On the second .item, e n t i t l e d "Cessation of the nuclear-arms 
race and nuclear disarmament", informal consultations have shown that there i s 
p r a c t i c a l l y no chance of a subsidiary body beginning i t s work t h i s year. As f o r 
item 3, "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related matters", although some 
progress has been recorded with regard to the acceptance of the idea of establishing 
an ad hoc committee, the necessary consensus on the mandate of that body has not 
yet been achieved. 

The Ad Hoc Committee established i n connection with item 6 e n t i t l e d "Effective 
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons" i s not functioning. What conclusion can be 
drawn? The conclusion i s devastatingly obvious that the Conference on Disarmament, 
the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating body, i s prevented from playing a 
central role i n matters of p r i o r i t y and of the greatest urgency, those of nuclear 
disarmament. 

\ 
The f u l l gravity of that conclusion can be measured by the ongoing accumulation 

and incessant modernization of nuclear weapons. 
The Romanian delegation cannot accept, even t a c i t l y , the Conference's lack of 

progress i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. 

The deterioration of the internacional s i t u a t i o n and the fact that there are 
no longer any b i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear matters, the complexity of the 
problems.involved, t h e i r impact on international security, the choices available to 
the m i l i t a r y blocs and the strategic theories that have recently begun to be put 
forward, cannot, i n our view, constitute arguments against s t a r t i n g negotiations. 
Quite on the contrary, they plead i n favour of prompt and responsible action aimed 
at putting an end to the race towards disaster. 

No argument can or should prevent us from acting without further delay at the 
Geneva Conference on Disarmament. 

We should l i k e on t h i s occasion to reaffirm our f u l l support of the t i r e l e s s , 
competent and dedicated a c t i v i t i e s pursued by our distinguished President f o r 
A p r i l 1984» Ambassador Dhanapala of S r i Lanka, with a view to the establishment of 
subsidiary bodies on items 1, 2 and 3 of the agenda r e l a t i v e to nuclear disarmament. 

Nevertheless, I should l i k e to i n j e c t a sense of urgency into the informal 
discussions on that subject. I t goes without saying that, i f at the beginning of 
the second part of chis year's session, the Conference proves unable to address 
i t s e l f i n a p r a c t i c a l manner, through negotiations, to problems r e l a t i n g to the 
nuclear test ban, the prevention of nuclear war and security guarantees, we s h a l l 
f i n d ourselves i n a s i t u a t i o n of unprecedented gravity i n the long hist o r y of the 
negotiations i n Geneva. 
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We axe going to enter a stage where the fundamental concern w i l l he with 
achieving "balance" or "parity". The upward balance, on which the doctrine and the 
theories of "deterrence" are based, i s not only inoperative —• encouraging, as i t 
does above a l l , the trend towards superiority, each party being concerned with 
"redressing the balance" — but also exercises a d e s t a b i l i z i n g and demobilizing e f f e c t . 

In the present s i t u a t i o n where the structures of the defence forces of States 
axe, by d e f i n i t i o n , asymmetrical, the exercise of comparing them i n order to 
establish the types and the exact number of weapons capable of ensuring p a r i t y i s 
tantamount to comparing things that axe incomparable. 

The equation seems to have no solution. Balance between whom and what? Between 
two or several States? Between m i l i t a r y blocs? Between nuclear and conventional 
weapons? Between systems of weapons or between t o t a l i t i e s of systems, on a global 
or a regional b a s i s 7 etc., etc. 

This process leads to nothing but the conclusion — an unacceptable one — 
that nuclear weapons axe a f a t a l i t y before which we are powerless. 

To stop t h i s process i s not impossible. There i s no shortage of concrete ideas. 
The tabulation of proposals concerning nuclear disarmament made between the 
establishment of the United Nations and the convening of the f i r s t special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament alone (document CD/293) l i s t s 
355 s p e c i f i c i n i t i a t i v e s of t h i s nature. 

We think that a l l these ideas, and others too, deserve to be analysed by our 
Conference, or — better s t i l l — that studying them i s our reason f o r existence. 
This i s why the Romanian delegation has proposed that a l l i n i t i a t i v e s aimed at the 
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament should form the subject 
of the a c t i v i t i e s of a subsidiary body established to that end. This body should 
be entrusted with implementing paragraph 5° of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament and should i d e n t i f y basic issues to be 
dealt with i n m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations, including the elaboration and planning of 
the. stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged i n the F i n a l Document, as has been 
proposed by the Group of 21. 

This subsidiary body would also f a c i l i t a t e the holding of structured discussions 
with a view to the establishment of ad hoc committees on s p e c i f i c aspects of nuclear 
disarmament. At the same time, we could use the framework offered by such a body 
i n order to ensure the necessary correlation between various negotiations on 
nuclear and other topics taking place at the Geneva Conference or i n other forums. 

In-a statement e a r l i e r t h i s month I said: " I f the subsidiary bodies on 
hi g h - p r i o r i t y issues axe not set up, the very c r e d i b i l i t y of our Conference w i l l be 
seriously jeopardized". 

The f i r s t part of our annual session w i l l end shortly. We are convinced that 
a l l delegations w i l l use the break i n our work i n order to analyse thoroughly, i n 
t h e i r respective c a p i t a l s , the status of the negotiations and the measures cal l e d 
f o r . We hope that t h i s process w i l l enable the Conference, from the outset of the 
second part of the session, to set up subsidiary bodies on h i g h - p r i o r i t y issues of 
nuclear disarmament, so that r e a l negotiations i n good f a i t h on the p r i o r i t y items 
on our agenda can get under way. 
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Mr. АНЖР (Pakistan): Mr. President, i t i s a source of great pleasure f o r my 
delegation to see you presiding over the Conference on Disarmament f o r the month of 
A p r i l . The manner i n which you have guided our deliberations has been e n t i r e l y i n 
keeping with the high standards of professional competence and diplomatic s k i l l 
that we have come to associate with S r i Lankan diplomats. You represent, 
Mr. President, a f r i e n d l y neighbouring country with which we not only have excellent 
relations but also share common perceptions on important regional and international 
issues. 

May I also a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity to express my delegation's deep 
appreciation to the distinguished representative of Romania, Ambassador Datcu, f o r 
the great patience and determination with which he conducted the business of t h i s 
forum during the month of March. 

I intend to confine my statement today to item 6 of our agenda, namely, 
"Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against 
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons", better known as "Negative Security 
Assurances". This subject has been under negotiation i n t h i s forum since 1979» 
Unfortunately, i t s i n i t i a l promise petered out not long a f t e r i t was taken up by 
the Committee on Disarmament. Today the p o s s i b i l i t y of any forward movement has 
diminished to a point where t h i s item of our agenda has been v i r t u a l l y l e f t to 
wither away. 

The Pakistan delegation approached the commencement of negotiations on negative 
security assurances with the conviction that a successful conclusion of work on t h i s 
item would s i g n i f i c a n t l y contribute towards defusing international tension and 
reducing the increasing r i s k of the use of nuclear weapons. 

In our e f f o r t s to develop a uniform formula of security assurances which could 
be incorporated i n an international l e g a l l y binding instrument, the Pakistan 
delegation l e f t no stone unturned. We explored endlessly various questions that 
were raised regarding the nature and scope of negative security assurances. We 
looked into the p o s s i b i l i t y of interim arrangements, e.g., a Security Council 
resolution. We examined both the form and the substance of such assurances but a l l 
to no a v a i l . 

While recognizing that the most effective assurance against the nuclear threat 
l a y i n the prohibition of use of nuclear weapons and i n nuclear disarmament, 
Pakistan has been of the view that -until the larger objective i s achieved, some 
measures must be adopted to assure the non-nuclear—weapon States against the use 
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or threat of use of nuclear weapons. For us, negative security assurances constitute 
a f i r s t step towards ensuring the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States i n à 
nuclear world which i s not of t h e i r making. We believe that i t i s p o l i t i c a l l y , 
l e g a l l y and tec h n i c a l l y possible to provide such assurances. We have pointed 
out that i f these are not provided, the alternative f o r non-nuclear-weapon States 
would perforce be to seek protection under the nuclear umbrella of one of the 
major nuclear Powers, thereby accentuating the already e x i s t i n g dangerous bipolarity.-
I t could even mean creating conditions i n which the number of nuclear-weapon 
States s t a r t s increasing. 

The u n i l a t e r a l declarations of the f i v e nuclear-weapon Powers extending 
security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States which were made i n 1978 represented 
a promising beginning. In f a c t , the declaration by China was from our point of 
view e n t i r e l y acceptable. S i m i l a r l y , the recognition that there was no objection 
i n p r i n c i p l e to an international convention on the subject was i n our view another 
important advance. But that i s where the forward movement came to a grinding 
ha l t and f o r the l a s t two years the e f f o r t s of the Group of 21 have been completely 
stonewallêd. In'fact what began as a legitimate demand of the non-nuclear--weapon 
States has become an issue between the two all i a n c e s and t h e i r special i n t e r e s t s . 
I can do no better here than r e f e r to the excellent analysis of the different 
u n i l a t e r a l declarations made by my distinguished colleague the Ambassador of B r a z i l 
i n h i s statement before the plenary on 9 August 1983. His conclusions were f u l l y 
confirmed, i f such a confirmation was necessary, by paragraph 22 of the 1983 
Heport of the Working Group dealing with t h i s subject ( I r e f e r to document CD/417) 
where i t was pointed out that a State can use any means i t deems appropriate i n 
the exercise of i t s r i g h t of self-defence, even when the use of nuclear weapons 
has been s p e c i f i c a l l y declared a crime against humanity by the United Nations 
General Assembly. 

Pakistanis position of principle i s that security assurances to non-nuclear-
weapon States should be without q u a l i f i c a t i o n , not subject to divergent 
interpretations and unlimited i n scope, application and duration. Recognizing the 
existence of the two a l l i a n c e systems as a f a c t , my delegation has been ready to 
look at alternatives pragmatically. I t was m t h i s s p i r i t that we proposed that 
those non-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the security arrangements of 
the two opposing m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s could be excluded from the ambit of negative 
security assurances. This proposal has not been made out of i n s e n s i t i v i t y to the 
nuclear concerns of these States. We f e l t that the case of those who belong to an 
all i a n c e system i n which the nuclear option has been kept open i s di f f e r e n t from 
the case of those non-nuclear-weapon States who are not members of such an a l l i a n c e . 
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In the circumstances i t i s b a s i c a l l y f o r the former to make the choice as to 
whether they wish to ensure t h e i r security through the nuclear protection offered 
by the a l l i a n c e to which they belong or whether they would l i k e to do so by 
dissociating themselves from t h e i r respective security arrangements. Even t h i s 
approach has fo r the time being been frustrated. 

My delegation has looked askance at the suggestions made by some States that 
adherence to the nuclear-weapon No ̂ P r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty should be a p r i o r condition 
f o r extending negative security assurances. The r e j e c t i o n of the nuclear-weapons 
option i s one that has been made solemnly by a l l non-nuclear-weapon States, 
adherents or otherwise to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The non-proliferation of 
nuclear weapons i s a goal to which we are a l l deeply committed. Por us the path 
towards that goal l i e s through the prohibition of use of nuclear weapons and 
nuclear disarmament. Negative security assurances to be extended by the nuclear-
weapon Powers cannot require additional commitments from the non-nuclear-weapon 
States. 

Let,me also take t h i s opportunity to comment very b r i e f l y on another d i s t o r t i o n 
which has come to be injected into the discussion on the subject of non-proliferation. 
The States most staunchly c r i t i c a l of the non-signatories to the NPT are those 
who continue to maintain and improve t h e i r own nuclear arsenals. While lamenting 
the theoretical p o s s i b i l i t i e s of horizontal p r o l i f e r a t i o n , they do hot appear at 
a l l concerned about the continuing q u a l i t a t i v e and quantitative improvement of 
t h e i r own nuclear arsenals and the geographical p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 
The r i s k of a nuclear war r w i l l no.t disappear or even be reduced even i f a l l 
158 States of the United Nations family were to adhere to the NPT. That f a t a l 
p o s s i b i l i t y .emanates exclusively from the possession of nuclear weapons by a 
handful of States and especially the ones whose security doctrines are based on 
the use of Ijhese weapons. 

I would l i k e to conclude by saying that a forward movement i s possible. ' But 
i t i s possible only i f four of the f i v e nuclear-weapon Powers were to review t h e i r 
p o l i c i e s and to formulate revised positions so as to respond p o s i t i v e l y to the 
legitimate.concerns of the neutral non-aligned group of countries. These concerns 
have been f u l l y elaborated i n document CD/280, dated 14 A p r i l 1982 

"^Thê PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Pakistan f o r his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

In'accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 249th plenary 
meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Senegal, Ambassador Sene. 
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Mr. SENE (Senegal) (translated from French): Mr. President, allow me f i r s t 
of a l l to congratulate you on your accession to the Presidency of the Conference 
on Disarmament for the month of April. I should also like to congratulate your 
predecessor, the distinguished Ambassador of Romania, Mr. Datcu. My delegation 
takes pleasure in the fact that the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferatiôn 
of Nuclear Weapons w i l l hold their Third Review Conference next year. As a Party 
to the Treaty, my country attaches great importance to this event, and feryently 
hopes that i t w i l l give fresh impetus to genuine negotiations on the elimination 
of nuclear weapons, strengthen the present non-proliferation regime and provide 
reliable and legally binding assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States against 
the threat or use of nuclear weapons. 

Negotiations have been pursued on this issue since 19791 as the'distinguished 
representative of Pakistan has just reminded us. The strengthening of-the 
security of the non-nuclear-weapon States appears to us a l l the more pressing as ~ 
the international situation has today deteriorated, with heightened tension and 
the increasingly frequent recourse to force. 

As a result, the serious dangers of the vertical and continuous proliferation 
of nuclear weapons i s now compounded by the Increasingly great'risk of horizontal 
proliferation. The probabilities of nuclear war are thus considerably increased. 
Besides the danger i t s e l f of a deliberate nuclear war, there i s also à frightening 
increase i n the danger of nuclear war by accident or by error of calculation 
or interpretation. 

In such a nuclear war, the non-nuclear-weapon States might be the victims 
of nuclear attacks, despite their undertaking not to acquire nuclear weapons. 
For the military installations of the super-Powers throughout the world, their 
navies and their communications and information f a c i l i t i e s , are primary targets 
in the case of nuclear c o n f l i c t . In the present conditions, there i s nothing 
to guarantee that the exchanges would be confined to the nuclear-weapon Powers 
alone. 

In the face of this danger, the non-nuclear-weapon States have, for the time 
being, no protection of ahy kind, not even legally. Although they have undertaken, 
under the Non-Proliferation Treaty and other international instruments, not to 
acquire nuclear weapons, they have received i n return no firm and binding 
undertaking ensuring them that they w i l l not some day be the victims of the use of 
nuclear equipment and technology for military purposes. 

Furthermore, i t must be deplored that the creation of nuclear-weapon-free 
zones has not progressed. Apart from the Tlatelolco Treaty, i t has not been 
possible to set up such zones in Africa, the Middle East, South Asia and other 
parts of the world. 

Likewise, the establishment of zones of peace in the Indian Ocean and the 
Mediterranean has made no headway. 

These scant results explain the demand put forward for several years now by 
the non-nuclear-weapon States to benefit from sure and reliable security 
assurances against the threat or use of nuclear weapons, a matter not covered by 
the NPT but intimately linked with i t . 



CD/PV.261 
25 

(Mr. Sene, Senegal) 

Furthermore, this demand has been recognized as perfectly legitimate by 
the United Nations General Assembly, which i s the conscience of the international 
community. After having undertaken in a legally binding manner to renounce 
the acquisition of nuclear weapons, the non-nuclear-weapon States are perfectly 
entitled to demand similar undertakings from the nuclear-weapon Powers. 

unfortunately, the nuclear-weapon Powers, while having foreefully asserted 
thair aversion to use such weapons, have so far only given undertakings which are 
f a r from meeting the profound aspirations of the non-nuclear-weapon States. 

In the f i r s t place, there i s Security Council resolution 255 (196*8) adopted 
on 19 June 1968 on the i n i t i a t i v e of the united States, the United Kingdom 
and the USSR. 

In this resolution, the Security Council welcomes the intention expressed 
by the three nuclear-weapon States that they w i l l provide or support immediate 
assistance, in accordance with the United Nations Charter, to any non-nuclear-weapon 
State Party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty that i s a victim of an act or an 
object of a threat of aggression i n which nuclear weapons are used. 

While this resolution contains positive elements, i t i s far from satisfying 
the security requirements of the non-nuclear-weapon States. The question 
always arises whether the promise of assistance given i n that resolution w i l l not 
run into the same d i f f i c u l t i e s of application as chapter VII of the Charter, 
which has always come up against the obstacle of the lack of unanimity of the 
permanent members Of the Security Council. 

With regard to the seeond set of general measures which the nuclear-weapon 
Powers have had to undertake to guarantee non-nuclear-weapon States against the 
threat or use of nuclear weapons, these consist of unilateral declarations made 
at different moments. These declarations, although formal and solemn,' are 
somewhat heterogeneous, imprecise, conditional and, above a l l , insufficiently 
binding i n our opinion. 

Furthermore, some of them reflect the strategic doctrines of"their authors 
and do not take sufficiently into account the security needs of the non-nuclear-
weapon States. 

Finally, the last set of assurances given by the nuclear-weapon Powers 
concerns Additional Protocol II of the Tlatèlolco Treaty, which establishes a 
nuclear-weapon-free zone in Latin America. But here again, the nuclear-weapon 
Powers have linked their undertakings with interpretative declarations which 
restric t their obligations. 

This overview shows that the assurances offered cannot f u l l y satisfy the 
non-nuclear-weapon States, because they are heterogeneous, restrictive, 
non-contractual and non-legally binding. It was to remedy this state of affairs 
that the General Assembly, in paragraph 59 of the Final Document of i t s f i r s t 
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special session devoted to disarmament, requested the nuclear-weapon. Powers 
to "pursue efforts to include, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". 

Despite four years of talks and many proposals, the negotiations undertaken 
within the Committee on Disarmament on this matter have not yet given any 
satisfactory results* 

Despite the efforts of many delegations, particularly within the Working Group 
of this item, chaired by Ambassador Ahmad, i t has not been possible to find a 
common formula which could be set forth i n a binding international instrument. 
The lack of consensus due to the attitude of some nuclear-weapon Powers has 
not made i t possible to make the desired progress. 

Nevertheless, this deadlock should not lead to any relaxation of the efforts 
deployed to find workable arrangements. The issue must be discussed i n a more 
comprehensive manner, and an effort must be made to approach i t within the -
framework of the strengthening of the current regime for the non-proliferation of 
nuclear weapons, the prevention of nuclear war and nuclear disarmament. 

With regard to the strengthening of the non-proliferation regime, the 
central p i l l a r of which i s the Non-Proliferation Treaty, my delegation notes that 
while the number of Parties to the Treaty has increased, a good number of..States 
s t i l l remain outside i t . This situation shows that i t has not been possible'to 
take the necessary measures to convince them, despite the fact that most of them 
are States capable of developing nuclear weapons within the not too distant 
future. 

While the nuclear-arms race i n which the super-Powers are indulging i s 
potentially the greatest danger threatening humanity, a similar arms -race by other 
nuclear-weapon States can only compound the risk of use of nuclear weapons. 
My delegation believes that i n addition to the,measures designed to correct the 
unequal and discriminatory nature of the Treaty, provisions must: be adopted 
which assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the threat or use of nuclear 
weapons. An additional protocol to the Treaty, for example, might serve this 
purpose. 

In addition, the nuclear-weapon Powers should deploy a l l necessary efforts 
to encourage the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones or zones of peace, 
particularly i n regions where a broad consensus on doing so exists. 

In this connection, i t i s important that nuclear-weapon Powers should 
unconditionally undertake not to threaten to use or use nuclear weapons i n such 
zones as long as they are denuclearized, and not to introduce nuclear weapons 
into them. This seems particularly important i n the case of Latin America, whose 
status as a nuclear-weapon-free zone should be respected and strengthened i n 
accordance with the wishes of the States of the region. 

•N 

With regard to Africa, my delegation would like to recall that since 1964, 
the heads of State and Government of the OAU member countries have solemnly declared 
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their desire to see Africa become a nuclear-weapon-free zone. This objective, 
which was approved by the General Assembly, i s unfortunately now jeopardized 
by the efforts of the Pretoria regime to acquire nuclear weapons. 

The 1980 united Nations report indicated that South Africa now had the 
capability to produce such weapons, thanks to the overt or disguised assistance 
provided by several countries. And yet co-operation i n the nuclear f i e l d with 
a regime such as that of Pretoria cannot be innocent. 

.There i s no need to stress that the Pretoria regime i s based on r a c i a l 
discrimination, oppression and violence, and therefore constitutes a threat to 
peace and security of the region even i f , apparently, the tensions with neighbouring 
countries are being allayed. Furthermore, a l l the South African nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s w i l l apparently not be subjected to IAEA safeguards. Finally, the 
Pretoria Government Л*аа so far refused to sign the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 
of Nuclear Weapons.. 

Thus, any co-operation i n the nuclear f i e l d which does not take account of 
the special situation of that regime can only harm the objective of creating a 
nuclear-weapon-free zone i n Africa. -

It i s therefore urgent here that the Powers with nuclear links with the 
Pretoria Government should break off any co-foperation i n that sphere liable to 
assist i t i n producing nuclear weapons, and such countries should above a l l . 
i n s i s t that the Pretoria Government accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
subject a l l i t s nuclear installations to IAEA safeguards. 

There i s no need to stress that the v i a b i l i t y of the present non-proliferation 
regime depends above a l l on the active support of the nuclear-weapon Powers. 
That i s why Africa, of which 36 States are Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
i s entitled to ask those Powers to take diligent steps to forestall the .irreparable 
and prevent South Africa from jeopardizing the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-
free zone i n the continent. 

Another important problem which fu l l y j u s t i f i e s the adoption of urgent and 
effective measures to guarantee ,the security of non-nuclear-weapon States i s the 
danger of nuclear war. This risk has become a major issue for the International 
community, affecting both nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States. 

In the face of this threat, at i t s thirty-eighth session the General Assembly 
adopted several resolutions aimed at limiting and prohibiting the use of nuclear 
weapons. 

For a large number of States, the adoption of measures to re s t r i c t the 
right to engage in nuclear retaliation solely to cases of aggression with the 
use of nuclear weapons i s perfectly sound and legitimate. There i s a fundamental 
difference between nuclear weapons and conventional weapons, and i n addition a 
nuclear war can only have catastrophic effects both for the belligerents and for 
a large number of other States not directly involved i n the conf l i c t . 
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My delegation therefore believes that the l i m i t a t i o n of the vise of nuclear 
weapons, pending t h e i r t o t a l prohibition and complete destruction, would not 
only have b e n e f i c i a l effects on the security of a l l States, but would also help 
considerably to reduce the r i s k of tiic use of such weapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States. 

Without wishing to enter the realms of p o l i t i c a l f i c t i o n , i t may be said 
that the l a t t e r group of States has reason to be concerned, simply bearing i n 
mind that i t i s not impossible that since 1945 nuclear-weapon Powers may at some 
time or another have been prompted by some e v i l s p i r i t to use the absolute weapon 
during c o n f l i c t s opposing them to non-nuclear-weapon States. They certainly'had 
second thoughts, considering the incalculable consequences of such an act and 
above a l l the horror and indignation i t would have provoked. Nevertheless, the 
p o s s i b i l i t y may have been envisaged. Given t h i s t e r r i f y i n g , to say the l e a s t , 
hypothesis, the non-nuclear-weapon States are duty-bound to pursue e f f o r t s aimed 
at the universal acceptance of the non-use of nuclear weapons, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
against States which do not have them and which have given binding undertakings not 
to acquire them. 

In the opinion of my delegation, the r i g h t of self-defence recognized by 
a r t i c l e 51 of the Charter does not contradict customary international law, which 
recognizes as one of the conditions for the exercise of that r i g h t that there 
should be proportion i n the means of r e t a l i a t i o n used. The use of nuclear weapons, 
even to r e s i s t aggression by a non-nuclear-weapon State, would seem to many to 
represent a dangerous escalation, an exaggerated and disproportionate response; 
especially bearing i n mind that i t i s the nuclear-weapon Powers which have the 
largest arsenals of conventional weapons and therefore are i n a p o s i t i o n to 
repulse any aggression by a non-nuclear-weapon State without resorting to nuclear 
weapons. 

Another factor which should be taken into consideration i n connection with 
the prevention of nuclear war i s the secret manufacture of such weapons. Today, 
with the dissemination of nuclear technology, эчпо regimes i n A f r i c a and i n 
the Middle East are i n a position to acquire nuclear weapons. Thus, i n t h i s 
connection, South A f r i c a i s suspected on more than one ground of having carried' 
out a nuclear explosion. In order to prevent such regimes from using nuclear ь 

weapons, i t Is therefore important to strengthen the provisions of Security Council 
resolution 255 (1968) on positive guarantees concerning the necessary assistance 
to any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the NPT which Is a vi c t i m of an act or 
an object of a threat of aggression i n which nuclear weapons are used. 

These assurances should take the form of genuine undertakings, and not merely 
declarations of intent. They should r e f l e c t an i n d i v i d u a l or c o l l e c t i v e 
undertaking to a s s i s t a State which i s a victim of a nuclear attack, without 
thereby being an instrument of control or of impingement upon the sovereignty of 
the b e n e f i c i a r i e s . 
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The guarantees for the adoption of which we are pressing canndt, of course., 
replace the obligations of the nuclear-weapon Powers concerning negotiations on 
effective measures for the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. We believe that only the elimination of nuclear weapons would 
provide an adequate guarantee for a l l . Of course, the results obtained i n this 
f i e l d are very small. However, we should not allow ourselves to be overcome by 
discouragement and weariness. The price of failure would be heavy and unbearable 
for the future of c i v i l i z a t i o n . This, then, i s the pressing future task which 
the Parties to the NPT, i n particular the nuclear-weapon Powers, have the heavy 
responsibility to undertake i n conformity with their obligations under the 
Treaty'. 

The current international situation has become too dangerous not to take 
new measures to strengthen the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. For i f 
nothing i s done, there w i l l be a great temptation for some States to cross the 
Rubicon and .openly or secretly acquire nuclear weapons. Given current international 
tensions, there i s a great risk that nuclear weapons would be used, particularly i n 
regions where States, i n desperation, are seeking to impose at any price policies 
of racial discrimination or t e r r i t o r i a l occupation. 

In other words, i t i s therefore necessary to reach agreement i n the efforts 
aimed at establishing legally binding arrangements which prohibit the threat or 
use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States under which the nuclear-
weapon Powers are required to provide their assistance i n case of aggression with 
nuclear weapons. 

In this connection, i t i s important that the nuclear-weapon Powers should 
display the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to break the vicious c i r c l e leading from mistrust and 
ho s t i l i t y to the arms race i n a l l i t s aspects. Without such a change of attitude, 
the worst may be feared. In seeking to maintain at a l l costs the advantages and 
privileges which the possession of nuclear weapons appears to confer, they may be 
led to neglect the rising tide of serious danger inherent i n such a situation, 
which may lead inexorably to disaster. 

To conclude, at the end of this spring part of our session, i n the midst of 
a l l these dangers and risks, we continue firmly to believe that wisdom and reason 
w i l l f i n a l l y triumph. We hope above a l l that an awareness of the long-term 
interests of a l l peoples, the future of peace, the aspirations and requirements 
of development, and the forces of progress of mankind w i l l carry the day over 
other considerations and open progressively broader prospects for genuine 
disarmament. Our duty towards the survival of our species and the continued 
existence of future generations and of society and c i v i l i z a t i o n on our marvellous 
planet Earth certainly bears this price. 1 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Senegal for his statement and 
for his kind words addressed to the Chair. 

I now give the floor to the representative of China, Ambassador OJLan Jiadong. 
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Mr. QIAN JIADONG (China): Mr. Président, f i r s t of a l l , allow me to express 
to you my warmest congratulations on your assumption of the Presidency of the 
Conference on Disarmament for the month of Ap r i l . I am greatly Satisfied to see 
that this month's work i s ссг.гЧ.с'..-c' sr-'z.* tho guidance of the distinguished 
representative of a country which enjoys high prestige in international affairs by 
firmly adhering to a policy of independence and non-alignment and which maintains 
friendly relations with China„ Tiv- friendship between the peoples of Sri Lanka 
and China can be traced back to many centuries ago, and has stood the test of 
history. I am particularly pleased that you, Mr. President, are personally an 
old friend of China. You were once working in China and have contributed to 
promoting the friendship between the two countries. April, being the last month 
of the spring session, i s loaded wich heavy tasks. However, with your diplomatic 
experience and skilled organizational a b i l i t y , as well as your untiring efforts, 
we have made new progress i n our work. 

While paying tribute to you, Mr. President, I would also lik e to take this 
opportunity to express again my gratitude to your predecessor, the distinguished 
Ambassador of Romania, Mr. Datcu, who guided the work of March with success. 

In the past few weeks, a number of delegations have made statements on 
agenda item 5» ' \rer • ..r. of an arms race in outer space", which is an issue of 
real importance» Although the spring session i s now drawing to i t s conclusion, 
the Chinese delegación s t i l i wishes to offer some of i t s views on this issue. 

The importance of the issue of outer space i s twofold: on the one hand, i t 
i s opening up an entiiely new and bright prospect for mankind; and on the other 
hand, It may bring about to the mankind a horrible disaster with unimaginable 
consequences. 

Over the centuries. In ancient mythology and legends, outer space has been 
described as a beautiful and harmonious paradise. With the development of science 
and technology, man has eventually freed himself from the bondage of gravitation, 
broken through the atmosphere and entered this mysterious world. In the 1950s, the 
f i r s t man-made earth s a t e l l i t e was successfully launched. Later, man set foot on 
the moon and spsce exploration exte nded almost to the edges of the solar system. 
Man.is even now able to 3 t r o l l in outer space аз leisurely as i n a courtyard. It 
i s a remarkable achievement that man's a b i l i t y to conquer and u t i l i z e the universe 
has been enhanced so rapidly i n the short span of 30 years. Space technology has 
already been broadly aad effectively applied to many aspects of human l i f e , including 
communication, broadcasting, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys, etc. 
Yet, Its great potential for the promotion of social progress i s just starting to 
manifest i t 3 e l f . With such a bright future in perspective, how can one'help feeling 
exulted and encouraged? 

Unfortunately, however.- the tranquillity of outer space i s not exempt from 
the impact of the c : r r 3 i i t turbulent and* tense international situation; and i t is 
overshadowed by the arms race too. Guided by the doctrine of "He~ who -controls 
outer space dominates the earth", military a c t i v i t i e s in outer space are intensifying, 
with contending development of various kinds of space weapons. One system of space 
weapons has already become operational, another has entered the testing stage, and 
programmes for even more sophisticated weapon systems are being planned. If this 
trend i s l e f t unchecked, outer space, following land, sea and a i r , w i l l before long 
very l i k e l y become the fourth f r a t r i c i d a l battlefield of mankind. Should this 
scenario come true, the paradise of our imaginations would then be turned into a 
h e l l , a fact about which people cannot but be concerned. 
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I think I would not be exaggerating i n saying that we are at a crossroads with 
regard to outer space: either measures must be taken immediately to stop an arms 
race in outer space so that i t may serve exclusively peaceful purposes for the 
benefit of mankind, or no measures w i l l be taken at a l l , and outer space w i l l turn 
into an arena for the arms race threatening mankind with an unprecedented holocaust. 
A false step here may lead to major failure. We can by no means take lig h t l y an 
issue so v i t a l l y important to the future of mankind. 

This i s the third time that the issue of the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space has been included in the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament. 
Since as early as the 1960s, the principles and purposes of "non-militarization 

1 of Outer space" and "the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes" 
have already been widely accepted by States and enshrined i n more than One 
international legal instrument. Yet, to date, the tendency of expanding the arms 
race into outer space has not only been unchecked but even increasingly exacerbated. 
If this issue was not yet crucially urgent a few years ago, now we must-say that i t 
has become so urgent that i t brooks no delay. It was not by accident that the 
Fi r s t Committee of the General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session succeeded in 
combining three draft resolutions and adopted almost by consensus a single 
resolution requesting the Conference on Disarmament to consider as a priority item 
the issue of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. This indicates the 
great importance States have attached to this issue. 

The Chinese delegation shares the view underlined by many delegates and by you, 
Mr. President, that once a weapon comes into being, i t w i l l be very d i f f i c u l t to 
eliminate i t from arsenals, and that i t i s much easier to prevent militarization 
than to demilitarize. In his statement of 18 April, the distinguished representative 
of Australia said: "An opportunity lost, or not recognized i n time, can be an 
opportunity lost forever". In China we have a similar saying: "Do no't l e t s l i p 
an opportunity, for i t may never come again". Ambassador Butler was referring to 
the elaboration of a Convention on a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. 1 B u t I 
feel h i s words are also relevant to the issue of preventing an arms racé i n outer 
space. The question has indeed come to a c r i t i c a l juncture. If we are'unable to 
do anything now, i t w i l l be even more d i f f i c u l t for us to do anything i n t h e future. 
And although the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes has almost 
become a platitude, we s t i l l have to defend i t vigorously. We must seize the 
opportunity before i t i s too late to make correct decisions, so as to save this 
common heritage of mankind — outer space. 

In this area, as in many other areas of disarmament, we cannot but emphasize 
the role of the super-Powers. No one can deny that these two countries, especially 
their scientists, engineers and technicians have made indelible contributions to 
the exploration and u t i l i z a t i o n of outer space. But i t i s equally undeniable that 
the same two countries are embarking on a dangerous path in outer space. They are 
the only two space Powers of today. It i s f u l l y j u s t i f i e d to ask them to use the 
s c i e n t i f i c achievement which embodies human wisdom and labour only for the benefit 
of mankind and not to abuse i t for military purposes. They bear an unshirkable 
ánd^'special responsibility for preventing an arms race in outer space. In the 
common interest of mankind, including their own, they should not merely utter 

'words of peace, but f u l f i l their responsibility by concrete deeds. 
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While emphasizing the importance and urgency of the prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space, we do not i n the least underestimate the-complexity .of the question. 
The systematic analysis of various e x i s t i n g space weapon systems, as well as those 
i n the development stage, made by the distinguished Swedish Ambassador, Mr. Ekéus, 
i n his statement of 22 March, and by Ambassador Theorin i n her statement today, can 
be termed exemplary. The complexity of the question should serve a l l the more as 
a reason f o r us to s t a r t negotiations as early as possible and not a pretext f o r 
procrastination. 

. In our view, the primary task at present should bSjthe prohibition of a l l 
space weapons, including a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons, which impair the s t a b i l i t y of 
outer space. This should include a ban on the development, t e s t i n g , production, 
deployment and use of such weapons and the destruction of e x i s t i n g space weapon 
systems. Admittedly, t h i s can be achieved only through many concrete measures. 
In t h i s connection, the series of measures which should and can be taken, as 
proposed by Ambassador Ekéus, merits our serious study and exploration. 

We are aware that i t i s d i f f i c u l t to carry on a comprehensive discussion of 
the relevant issues a l l at once. However, we can at least begin with the most, 
fundamental and least controversial ones. In our.view, the d e f i n i t i o n of space; ¡ 

weapons i s one such fundamental question. A breakthrough on t h i s question w i l l 
give impetus to the whole process of negotiations on the prevention of an arms 
race i n outer space. 

The d e f i n i t i o n of space weapons i s not a new-subject. Proposals have been 
put forward by some delegations i n the past. The Chinese delegation would also 
l i k e to make an attempt here, and ten t a t i v e l y proposed the following: 

Space weapons are devices or i n s t a l l a t i o n s , either space-, land-, sea-, or 
-atmosphere-based, which are s p e c i a l l y designed to attack or destroy spacecraft 
i n outer space or damage and disturb t h e i r normal functioning or change t h e i r 
f l i g h t t rajectory, and devices or i n s t a l l a t i o n s based i n space (including on the 
moon and other c e l e s t i a l bodies) s p e c i a l l y designed to attack, damage or disturb 
the normal functioning of objects i n the atmosphere as well as on land and sea. 

We do not regard t h i s d e f i n i t i o n as perfect. Further thought and r e f l e c t i o n 
may be needed for i t to denote the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of space weapons i n concise and 
precise terms. Our aim i s to draw attention to the matter and to f a c i l i t a t e 
j o i n t exploration. 

i 
The prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s indeed a d i f f i c u l t task. 

However, we must not lose sight of a more favourable aspect. Not a few 
delegations have enumerated and analysed the e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s , agreements and 
other international l e g a l documents concerning or relevant to outer space. In 
s p i t e of the shortcomings and loopholes, those documents have on the whole 
affirmed the fundamental pri n c i p l e that outer space should be .used f o r peaceful 
purposes. The Treaty on Principles Governing State A c t i v i t i e s i n the Exploration 
and u t i l i z a t i o n of Outer Space Including the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies of 
1967 provides further that the a c t i v i t i e s of States i n outer space should be 
carried out i n accordance with international Law and the United Nations Charter. 
These are achievements r e s u l t i n g from the endeavours of countries f o r many years. 
With such a basis, i t should be possible to elaborate through negotiations an 
international legal instrument on the comprehensive prohibition of space weapons. 
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In the course of t h i s month, under your leadership, further consultations on 
the establishment of a subsidiary body on t h i s subject have been held; but 
regrettably, agreement s t i l l eludes us so f a r . As the spring part of our session 
i s drawing to i t s conclusion, the Chinese delegation sincerely hopes that a l l 
delegations w i l l , i n the same s p i r i t i n which the F i r s t Committee of the 
United Nations General Assembly adopted at i t s thirty-eighth session the resolution 
on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, seek common ground while 
reserving minor differences, so as to reach an agreement on the establishment of 
the said subsidiary body as early as possible during the summer part of the session, 
i f not at the l a s t moment of the present part of the session. The people of the 
world have entrusted t h i s Conference with the important task of preventing an arms 
race i n outer space. We must not l e t them down. 

The PRESIDENT : I thank the representative of China for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the floor? 

I have a few announcements. I wish to inform members that the meeting of the 
Contact Group on agenda item 1 "nuclear test ban", which was scheduled f o r 3*30 P-m. 
today, w i l l now not take place since consultations are continuing. I s h a l l inform 
representatives through the various groups of the new time and date of t h i s 
Contact Group meeting. 

At the request of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons, 
Ambassador Vejvoda, I would l i k e to inform the Conference that he intends to hold 
consultations with those representatives who w i l l be attending the work of the 
Ad Hoc Committee i n Conference Room I tomorrow, Wednesday, at 3»30 p.m. As members 
are aware, there i s a long l i s t of speakers for our plenary meeting on Thursday; 
may I therefore suggest that we s t a r t at 10 a.m. instead of at 10.30 a.m.? 

As there i s no other business f o r today, I intend to adjourn the plenary 
meeting. The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held 
on Thursday, 26 A p r i l 19&Ч, at 10.00 a.m. The plenary meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s called 
to order. 

At the outset allow me to extend a warm welcome to the Deputy Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of Iran, His Excellency Mr. Hossein Sheikholeslam, 
who w i l l be addressing the Conference today as f i r s t speaker. May I wish him a 
useful v i s i t to Geneva. 

You w i l l recall that, at our last plenary meeting, we agreed to hold today an 
informal meeting of the Conference to deal with some pending questions. After we 
have exhausted the l i s t of speakers, I intend to suspend the plenary meeting and 
convene an informal meeting to consider the following questions: a request for 
participation at plenary meetings of the Conference made by a non-member State; the 
results of the consultations held in the contact groups established to consider 
proposals under agenda items 1, 2, 3 and 5; and the letter addressed to me by the 
Chairman of the f i r s t session of the Preparatory Committee for the Third Review 
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 

After that informal meeting, we w i l l resume the plenary meeting in case further 
action might be necessary and we w i l l also adopt a time-table for meetings of the 
Conference and i t s subsidiary bodies during the week 12-15 June. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of 
Iran, Mongolia, the United States of America, the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom, Finland, France, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Czechoslovakia, India, Canada, Indonesia, Australia and Hungary. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Iran, the Deputy Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, His Excellency Mr. Hossein Sheikholeslam. 

Mr. SHEIKHOLESLAM (Islamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, i t i s for me a 
great pleasure to have the opportunity to address the representatives of member 
States in an international meeting, to which a very important task has been assigned. 

The disarmament issue and i t s role in the consolidation of peace and the 
ensuring of international security are clearly known tc a l l of us gathered here. In 
the present circumstances and in view of the international situation of the world, 
the need for dealing firmly and seriously with the issues brought up in the 
Conference on Disarmament i s f e l t much more than ever before. The great and important 
mission assigned by the international community to the representatives of 40 countries 
cannot, be f u l f i l l e d without firmly believing in lofty and humanitarian and peace-
loving ideals and without p o l i t i c a l w i l l and the avoidance of p o l i t i c a l manipulation, 
which unfortunately i s a l l too common in international fora. 

Today, at the moment that I am speaking to you, many years have elapsed since 
the inception of this disarmament forum and you are on the threshold of achieving 
your f i r s t considerable success. I am referring to the convention on chemical 
weapons which, i f realised in the form desired, would be deemed one of the important 
achievements of the present Conference. 
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This i s indeed a welcome opportunity for the representative of a country that 
has been the target and victim of the massive use of chemical weapons to take part in 
this meeting and to convey to you his feelings regarding ûhe need for expediting the 
preparation of this convention. 

During the whole lifetime of the United Nations Organization Iran has, I think, 
been the only victim of chemical weapons whose use against i t has been confirmed by 
international authorities following investigations o f f i c i a l l y conducted by them. We 
have, therefore, more than anyone else, the right to urge the international community, 
and especially the Conference on Disarmament, to take more serious and rapid steps 
for the completion of this convention. 

A l l of you, as Members of this Conference, are well aware that document S/16433» 
dated 26 March 1984, of the Security Council, which reflects the report of the on-site 
investigations, conducted by the experts despatched by the United Nations 
Secretary-General, clearly confirms the use of chemical weapons and poison gas, 
consisting of mustard gas and a nerve agent, prohibited by international conventions. 
This delegation, composed of Dr. Gustav Anderson, Senior Research Chemist from the 
National Defence Research Institute of Sweden, Dr. Manuel Domínguez, Professor of 
Preventive Medicine from the University of Madrid, Dr. Peter Dunn, Superintending 
Scientist of the Materials Research Laboratory of the Australian Department of Defence, 
Colonel Ulrich Imobersteg, Chief of the NBC Defence Division of the Swiss Defence 
Ministry, and Mr. Eqbal Reza, representing the Secretary-General, paid a v i s i t to the 
Islamic Republic of Iran from 13 to 19 March 1984. Members of the delegation visited 
and examined those injured by chemical weapons. They also collected samples of the 
substances used in such weapons. Besides examining fragments remaining from the 
weapons and munitions used, the delegation made films and photographs of such evidence. 

Many of the Iranians injured by chemical weapons were sent to hospitals in the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Belgium, Britain, Sweden, Japan, Austria, the Netherlands, 
and Switzerland for medical treatment. The treating physicians in these hospitals have 
confirmed the use of chemical substances; the medical reports of the University-of 
Ghent, in Belgium, and German, Austrian and Swedish hospitals may be quoted as 
supporting evidence of this use of chemical weapons. In a few months' time a medical 
seminar wi l l meet i n Teheran. A l l physicians and experts from Government and non
governmental organizations are invited to go to Iran and examine the victims of this 
inhuman crime. I am sure that the deliberations of this seminar w i l l be useful and 
of interest to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. 

The aggressor Iraqi regime, disappointed and frustrated by the' ineffectiveness 
of i t s most sophisticated weapons obtained from certain major Powers, in return for 
the riches and wealth of the oppressed nations of the region, desperately committed 
these barbarous crimes. 

A short time after the outbreak of the war, we announced the use of chemical 
weapons by the Iraqi regime in various international fora and on 3 November 1983, we 
o f f i c i a l l y informed the United Nations that such weapons were being used by Iraq. 
This was reflected in the document S/l6l28 which was then distributed among member 
States. Further, one-and-a-half months before the promulgation of the report of the 
United Nations experts, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of 
Iran, in his address to this very Conference, informed the international community 
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of thé inhuman acts of Iraq. But what was the r e s u l t ? Nothing but silence and 
indifference on the part of the international community; t h i s reaction encouraged 
the Baathist Ira q i regime to continue i t s crimes which have wounded human honour and 
dignit y , unfortunately not even the Non-Aligned Movement made any s i g n i f i c a n t 
gesture. Does the Non-Aligned Movement no more subscribe to the F i n a l Act of the 
Lusaka Summit Conference of 1970, i n which the development, production and sto c k p i l i n g 
of chemical weapons were c l e a r l y banned? I f t h i s were not the case would i t so 
calmly remain s i l e n t ? 

As has been b r i e f l y mentioned, and as the distinguished members of t h i s 
Conference know very w e l l , there already ex i s t international commitments and 
undertakings on the non-use of chemical weapons. But the basic fact that should be 
taken into consideration i n the new convention i s the promotion of such commitments by 
preventive and enforcement measures against any v i o l a t o r . Effective international 
measures and c o l l e c t i v e actions to punish vio l a t o r s should be envisaged on occasions 
when such violations occur. Otherwise the new Convention w i l l suffer the same fate 
as the Geneva Protocol of 1925, and the Security Council w i l l deal with the reports 
of on-site inspections under the new Convention as i t did with the report of the team 
of experts despatched by the Secretary-General to the Islamic Republic of Iran. 

The 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 
Stockpiling of Bacteriological and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, apart from 
not being comprehensive, neglects such important aspects of the matter as v e r i f i c a t i o n 
systems. 

As can be seen i n the report of the United Nations experts, especially the l a s t 
paragraph of page 7, one or several countries have helped Iraq i n manufacturing 
chemical bombs; Iraq i s not technically able to make even the casings which were 
described i n t h i s report. Those countries that supply Iraq with such weapons are 
equally i f not more responsible than Iraq before the human community. The Islamic 
Republic of Iran c a l l s upon the responsible members of the present Conference to urge 
i n any possible way the United Nations Secretary-General to conduct investigations to 
determine which countries have participated i n supplying these weapons to Iraq. 

As we have repeatedly mentioned, negligence i n taking serious measures against 
the v i o l a t i o n of important international conventions w i l l encourage the v i o l a t o r to 
continue his v i o l a t i o n s . The price of t h i s negligence as regarde the prohibition of 
attack on r e s i d e n t i a l areas has been paid i n the past three years by the Islamic 
Republic of Iran through the loss of the l i v e s of so many of i t s innocent and 
defenceless c i t i z e n s . For your information, only yesterday, 17 of my dear compatriots 
were martyred i n the bombardment of the c i t y of Piran Shar by the I r a q i regime. 
Another negative effect of such negligenoe i s that the v i o l a t o r Is encouraged to 
commit moro crimes and aggressions. There i s no doubt that t h i s has been one of the 
main factors that has encouraged the I r a q i regime to use chemical weapons. 

While i n international legal terms we have a free hand to use chemical weapons 
against Iraq, we declare that, due to humanitarian considerations, we s h a l l not 
embark upon such r e t a l i a t o r y action. But, as you know, while the United Nations 
experts were i n Iran and even af t e r the d i s t r i b u t i o n of the United Nations report on 
the use by Iraq of chemical weapons against Iran, and the condemnation of t h i s war 
crime by the people of the world, Iraq continued i t s use of l e t h a l chemical weapons. 
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Is the human conscience able to tolerate this attitude of negligence and failure 
on the part of the nations to take serious measures to this effect? 

Mr. President, do you not think that, at a time when the people of my country 
are the target of extensive use of chemical weapons, the people of the world, 
especially my compatriots, should deduce that the super-Powers' long and 
inconclusive talks and negotiations and the many plans they propose are i n fact 
hypocritical measures taken by the super-Powers, as the main producers of chemical 
weapons, i n order to deceive world public opinion and evade their own direct 
responsibility for the use of chemical weapons? Is the indescribable enthusiasm 
of the super-Powers, especially i n this Conference, anything but crocodile tears? 

Should the silence of certain countries and their refusal to condemn the use 
of chemical weapons i n general terms be interpreted as anything but their consent to 
the production and the extended use of chemical weapons? Is there any p o l i t i c a l 
consideration more important than the security of the whole international 
community? 

The position of certain other countries that have somehow related the use of 
chemical weapons to the war i s not much better than the position of the countries 
to which I have just referred. If this i l l o g i c a l linking between the two does 
not directly suggest that the use of chemical weapons i s permissible i n certain 
conditions, at least such a thing i s indirectly understood from i t . In this 
'connection, I refer to the declaration of the European Community. It i s 
astonishing for us to see that the victims of the inhuman use of chemical weapons 
i n World War I, who have since then prohibited the use of chemical weapons have, 
while t a c i t l y condemning Iraq, linked the stoppage of the use of chemical weapons 
to the conditions for ending the war. Of course we have a lot to say about the 
causes of the continuation of our legitimate defence, but this meeting i s not the 
right place for such a matter to be discussed. We wish to ask the countries who 
have signed the Geneva Protocol of 1925 i f the continuation of the war for any 
reason could j u s t i f y Iraq's commission of war crimes. Do you not think that m 
these circumstances, negotiating with such a regime would mean that chemical 
weapons are effective? Such an admission would certainly tend to encourage their 
use i n the future. 

We have a l l witnessed how certain countries, whose delegates are present i n 
this very conference, refrained from the implementation of United Nations 
General Assembly resolution No. 57/98 D of 1 9 8 2 , concerning the use of chemical 
weapons. Is i t not an adequate reason to suspect the goodwill of such countries 
as regards the adoption of the convention now being prepared by the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons? The lack of a verification system for 
continuous international control i s an important defect m the existing 
international conventions that should be eliminated from the new convention. 
What i s more important, we strongly c a l l for guarantees and p r i o r i t y to be given 
to the inclusion of the question of the use of chemical weapons and the proper 
verification measures i t requires m the future convention on chemical weapons. 
Otherwise what is the benefit of commitments undertaken on paper but not carried out 
and verified? Such verification should, i n order to be effective, include a l l 
the different stages of development, production, stockpiling, acquiring and 
transfer of technology of such weapons, and more especially their use. Ve 
propose that the use of chemical weapons should be considered as a war crime for 
which the perpetrators would be internationally punished. 
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Certain countries, especially the United States, argue that they are obliged to 
b u i l d up t h e i r arsenals of chemical weapons i n order to oblige other countries to 
s i t at the negotiating tables. This, we believe, amounts to the elimination of the 
bad by the worse. Such an argument i s as baseless and pointless as the other 
side's claim that chemical-weapon-free zones, such as Europe f o r example, should be 
created. How i s one to believe that the United States, which has allocated to 
chemical weapons some seven b i l l i o n dollars by 1987 and some eight more b i l l i o n 
dollars f o r the following f i v e years, r e a l l y means what i t says concerning the 
need f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons? And how can we accept that the use 
of chemical weapons i s prohibited i n Europe while t h e i r production stockpiling and 
use i s permitted i n the Middle East or the Far East? 

The vast gap between words and deeds has made the climate of international 
meetings gloomy and bleak and i s f r u s t r a t i n g the l a s t rays of hope. The 
international community i s s t i l l hopeful with regard to more positive future 
developments that the Conference on Disarmament may bring about i n i t s e f f o r t s to 
face the great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y assigned to i t . 

Certainly the international community w i l l f ollow the e f f o r t s of t h i s 
Conférence with enthusiasm. 

I hope that the present Conference would respond p o s i t i v e l y to t h i s 
expectation by expediting i t s deliberations. 

In conclusion, I wish to express my gratitude to His Excellency 
Javier Perez de Cuellar, the United Nations Secretary-General, f o r the measures 
he has taken; I wish also to thank the experts of the United Nations team 
despatched to Iran and t h e i r respective governments as well as the countries that 
have condemned the use of chemical weapons by the I r a q i regime against the 
Islamic Republic of Iran and those countries that have supported the report of the 
Secretary-General's expert team. And f i n a l l y I have to express appreciation to 
the countries that have provided medical care f o r the injured Iranians. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. President, t h i s i s 
the l a s t plenary meeting of the spring part of the session of the Conference on 
Disarmament and i t i s now three months since t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body 
began functioning under the t i t l e of "Conference on Disarmament". At t h i s point 
i n i t s work there i s not much that can b e said about forward movement. I t i s 
regrettable to have to note the Conference's i n a c t i v i t y i n seeking solutions f o r 
such agenda items of the highest p r i o r i t y as the prevention of nuclear war, the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race, a complete and general nuclear test ban and 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

The constructive e f f o r t s of a group of s o c i a l i s t States and the Group of 21 
speedily to i n i t i a t e r e a l negotiations with a view to preparing appropriate 
international treaties and agreements i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament have, as 
i n the past, encountered stubborn resistance from the United States and i t s 
p r i n c i p a l a l l i e s . 
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Prom the very beginning of the Conference's work, the s o c i a l i s t countries c a l l e d 
f o r the effective organization of the work of t h i s forum, stressing i t s character as 
a negotiating-b_Qdy. They again expressed t h e i r concern, that the Conference was, i n 
effect, not carrying out the tasks i t had been assigned with regard to nuclear 
disarmament. 

Guided by the sincere desire to f a c i l i t a t e the commencement of negotiations on 
the urgent questions of nuclear disarmament, a group of s o c i a l i s t countries put 
forward the s p e c i f i c proposals reproduced i n document CD/454. The.Conference i s 
also well aware of the constructive e f f o r t s of the States of the Group of 21 i n 
t h i s regard. 

Nevertheless, matters remain at a s t a n d s t i l l . The p r i n c i p a l reason f o r t h i s 
deplorable s i t u a t i o n , i n our opinion, i s to be found i n the obstructionist p o s i t i o n 
of the Western countries, which continue to act i n a way that would convert.'.this 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum into a forum of academic discussion* In -dcang so, 
they put forward a series of preliminary conditions f o r engaging i n negotiations, 
and t r y to impose a method of work unacceptable to the Conference. In the view 
of the s o c i a l i s t countries, such an approach i s contrary to the very mandate l a i d 
down f o r the Conference on Disarmament m the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. What i s more, that 
approach also runs counter to t h i s forum's own rules of procedure. 

In our opinion, the obstruction of the Western countries condemns to i n a c t i v i t y 
the Conference on Disarmament, which has been c a l l e d upon to examine and decide, the 
most pressing problems of cessation of the arms race and disarmament, especially-
nuclear disarmament, and thereby to j u s t i f y the profound hopes of a l l peoples, who 
are longing f o r l a s t i n g peace on Earth. 

I t must be stated b l u n t l y that owing to the absence of a desire on the part 
of the representatives of Western countries to enter into serious negotiations i n 
t h i s body, the Conference on Disarmament has again not succeeded m s e t t l i n g the 
question of establishing subsidiary bodies with appropriate mandates on such 
highly important agenda items as a nuclear test ban, prevention of nuclear war, 
cessation of the "huclea^ arms -race-aad-nuGlear-disarmament, and prevention of an 
axms race i n outer space. 

The communiqué of the regular meeting of the Committee of" Foreign Ministers 
of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, recently held at Budapest, stresses 
that "questions pertaining to the elimination of the threat of nuclear war and the 
search f o r practical'ways of putting an end to the arms race and proceeding to 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear disarmament, should occupy the most important 
place i n the present-day p o l i t i c a l dialogue". 

The participants i n the Budapest meeting again emphasize that the s o c i a l i s t 
States are i n favour of embarking more rapi d l y upon the businesslike consideration 
and solution of'such important issues as the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear^weapon'tests, a quantitative and q u a l i t a t i v e freeze of nuclear weapons, 
proh i b i t i o n of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space and of the use of force i n 
outer space and from space against the Earth, and the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons on a global scale. 



CD/PV.262 
13 

(Mr. Erdembileg. Mongolia) 

They also confirm that a l l of the proposals and initiatives on that score put 
forward jointly or individually by them remain in force, and that they are ready to 
study attentively, i n a positive s p i r i t , proposals by other countries aimed at 
reducing and eliminating the threat of nuclear war, halting the arms race, 
proceeding to disarmament and consolidating international security. 

The results of the work of that meeting of s o c i a l i s t States Parties to the 
Warsaw Treaty met with f u l l support i n the Mongolian People's Republic. We consider 
those results another clear confirmation of the unalterable foreign-policy approach 
of the countries of socialism, aimed at strengthening peace and détente, at curbing 
the arms race and proceeding to disarmament, and at developing peaceful co-operation 
i n Europe and throughout the world. 

Allow me, Mr. President, to dwell for a moment on the question of establishing 
a subsidiary working body on agenda item 5. 

During the 1982 and 1983 sessions, the socialist countries consistently 
adhered to their position of principle, namely, that the Committee on Disarmament, 
as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, should, i n fulfilment of 
i t s responsibility, immediately begin negotiations and should for that purpose 
create a subsidiary body with an appropriate mandate. In keeping with that 
position, and with a view to carrying out a number of General Assembly 
recommendations, the s o c i a l i s t countries took further action, on the one hand, by 
putting forward proposals and specific drafts and, on the other, supporting the 
proposals and texts of other countries, i n particular the non-aligned and neutral 
countries. 

At the beginning of the 1984 session, a group of socialist countries proposed 
the following draft mandate, contained i n document CD/434: 

"The Conference on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of 
the 1984 session, an ad hoc subsidiary body with a view to undertaking 
negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, 
to prevent an arms race m a l l i t s aspects i n outer space, taking into account 
a l l relevant proposals, including consideration of the proposal for a treaty on 
the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against 
the Earth. The ad hoc subsidiary body w i l l report to the Conference on 
Disarmament on the progress of i t s work at the end of the second part of 
i t s 1984 session." 

This draft mandate i s i n f u l l accord with resolution 38/70, the only relevant 
resolution of the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
adopted as a result of intensive and persevering efforts by interested States and 
as a result of the withdrawal of two other draft resolutions. The record of the 
voting shows that resolution 38/70 was adopted by the overwhelming majority of 
I47 votes. The United States voted against, while the United Kingdom abstained. 

At the current session of the Conference on Disarmament, various consultations 
were held under the guidance of i t s Presidents for March and A p r i l with a view to 
reaching consensus on drafting the mandate of the ad hoc committee on agenda item 5» 
During those consultations w? again, as happened last year, encountered the 
obstruction of the group of Western countries, or more precisely, of one or two 
members of that group, who seek by every means and i n s i s t as before on limitation 
-of the mandate of the future ad hoc committee by including the words "to identify, 
through substantive examination, issues relevant to the prevention of an arms 
race i n outer space". 
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The mandate proposed,.by the Western group, as we have repeatedly stated 

e a r l i e r , i n p a r t i c u l a r on 30 August 1983 at the 238th plenary meeting, "does not 
take account of the interests and po s i t i o n of the group of s o c i a l i s t countries, 
since i t makes no mention of the need for negotiations directed at the conclusion 
of an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race i n outer space" 
(CD/PV.238). 

The s o c i a l i s t countries continue to support the draft mandate contained i n 
document CD/434. 

Nevertheless, the s o c i a l i s t countries demonstrated f l e x i b i l i t y during the 
consultations and expressed t h e i r readiness to take into account some of the views 
of representatives of Western countries. That i s what happened when the Mongolian 
delegation was prepared to consider the draft of the Western countries with the 
amendment proposed on 20 March by the Group of 21 which contained the following 
provision: "With a view to undertaking negotiations f o r the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n outer space". 

Continuing i t s e f f o r t s to arrive at an agreed solution, the Mongolian 
delegation proposed an amendment to the f i r s t paragraph of the proposed mandate, 
so that i t would read as follows: "The Conference on Disarmament decides to 
establish an ad"hoc committee with a view to undertaking negotiations on 
agenda item 5, e n t i t l e d 'Prevention of an arms race i n outer space"*. 

To our deep regret, however, our proposal was not accepted by the group of 
Western countries. I t should be added that the delegations of the Group of 21 were 
agreeable to the adoption of that amendment. 

The Mongolian delegation considers that the draft mandate proposed by the 
Western countries i s li m i t e d i n that i t f a i l s to mention the p r i n c i p a l objective, 
namely, negotiations with a view to preparing an appropriate agreement or agreements 
for preventing an arms race i n outer space. That draft mandate which i s inherently 
bogus, can i n no way contribute to achieving the p r i n c i p a l task of proceeding to 
negotiations on the substance of the matter. 

In t h i s connection I should l i k e to return to what I said at the 
251st plenary meeting on 20 March: 

"The negative experience of the work i n t h i s forum, when i t s subsidiary 
.body was set up with a deliberately r e s t r i c t e d and narrow mandate, must not 
be repeated. I f some delegations of the Western countries again i n s i s t 
on t h e i r obstructionist p o s i t i o n , such an approach can only be seen as a 
pretext to avoid a businesslike sol u t i o n of the problems facing the Conference." 

F i n a l l y , I should l i k e to add a few words to what I said i n my statement of 
l a s t Wednesday, 18 A p r i l , concerning the negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons. 

The Mongolian delegation attaches great importance to the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i n any r e a l disarmament measures. In t h i s connection we advocate a 
p r i n c i p l e d , reasonable and r e a l i s t i c approach to working out an e f f e c t i v e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system, but without going to extremes and without preconceptions. We 
have advocated and continue to advocate a v e r i f i c a t i o n system which takes into 
account mutual interests and i s based on the p r i n c i p l e of equality and equal security. 
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Seen from t h i s viewpoint, the so-called "open i n v i t a t i o n " inspection proposed 
i n the United States draft convention does not, i n our opinion, respond to the 
above p r i n c i p l e s . To agree to such an approach would be to harm the int e r e s t s of 
States and would represent a crude v i o l a t i o n of t h e i r sovereign r i g h t s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. President, f o r the United States, 
the elimination of the threat of chemical weapons — and the elimination of the 
t e r r i b l e r e a l i t y of chemical warfare — i s a paramount objective f o r strengthening 
international security. To t h i s end, the United States i s resolved to pursue a 
complete, effective and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons. 

The h i s t o r y of t h i s e f f o r t i s well known. In 1977» the United States and tha 
Soviet Union began formal b i l a t e r a l negotiations on chemical weapons. In 1980, the 
United States moved i t s ef f o r t s to ban chemical weapons to th i s body, i n recognition 
that the a b o l i t i o n of chemical weapons i s an issue that concerns a l l States. In 
February 1983» after long and intensive discussions both here and i n Washington, 
my delegation tabled i t s detailed views on the content of an agreement. Since then, 
we have elaborated our detailed views as we participated i n the work of t h i s 
Conference. In July 1983, my delegation also presented a comprehensive paper that 
set f o r t h i l l u s t r a t i v e on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures for destruction of chemical 
weapons. Last Autumn, further to accelerate work i n i h i s area, the United States 
invited member and observer delegations to th i s Conference to v i s i t an operating 
f a c i l i t y f o r the destruction of our chemical weapons. Participants gained a 
first-hand look at the actual destruction procedures used by the United States 
and at the v e r i f i c a t i o n measures necessary to ensure effective v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
that destruction. 

Then, l a s t week, President Reagan once again sent Vice—President Eush to 
Geneva. In a new ef f o r t to create momentum i n the negotiating process, the 
Vice-President came before t h i s body and presented the draft United States 
convention for a chemical weapons ban. The Vice-President emphasized yet again 
the importance the United States attaches to the conclusion of such a ban. The 
Vice-President also spoke of his personal concern, as a father and a grandfather, 
and stated his personal resolve that chemical weapons be e f f e c t i v e l y eliminated 
for a l l time. This i s a point on which surely we a l l can agree. In t h i s context, 
I want to make i t perf e c t l y clear that the United States condemns any use of 
chemical weapons whenever and wherever i t occurs. 

This hist o r y shows a continuing Uni^ced States e f f o r t to work hard and work 
sincerely f o r an agreement on the effective and v e r i f i a b l e ban of chemical weapons, 
the cornerstone of which e f f o r t i s the draft convention which we presented here 
l a s t week. Accordingly, I would l i k e to take some time now to explain the major 
provisions of the United States draft convention. 

The essence of the draft convention i s i n i t s f i r s t a r t i c l e , which contains 
the basic prohibitions. The parties would agree not to develop, produce, otherwise 
acquire, stockpile, r e t a i n or transfer chemical weapons. The parties would further 
agree not to conduct other a c t i v i t i e s i n preparation f o r the use of chemical 
weapons, use chemical weapons i n any armed c o n f l i c t , or ass i s t others to engage 
i n prohibited a c t i v i t i e s . In including a ban on the use of chemical weapons, the 
United States has been mindful of the importance attached to such a provision by 
many delegations. Taken together, a r t i c l e s I and XTV would ensure that the 
convention would supplement, and not replace, the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 



CD/PV.262 
16 

(Mr. F i e l d s . United States) 

A r t i c l e I I presents the definitions of terms which are necessary f o r -fche 
implementation of the convention. Chemicals which could be used i n weapons are 
divided into three categories according to the danger they pose — "super-toxic 
l e t h a l " , "other l e t h a l " and "other harmful". The convention would regulate these 
di f f e r e n t categories i n di f f e r e n t ways. The most important of the d e f i n i t i o n s i s 
that of "chemical weapons". We have formulated t h i s d e f i n i t i o n using the d e f i n i t i o n 
that was agreed to i n document CD/112. Furthermore, we have formulated the 
d e f i n i t i o n of "toxic chemicals" to take into account the points of view of China 
and other members of t h i s Conference. The d e f i n i t i o n of "chemical weapons" i s 
drawn very broadly so as to include a l l l e t h a l and incapacitating chemicals and 
t h e i r precursors which are not j u s t i f i e d f o r permitted purposes. I t does not 
include chemicals which are j u s t i f i e d f o r peaceful purposes, such as those used i n 
agriculture, research, medicine and domestic law enforcement. 

Permitted uses of toxic chemicals are s p e c i f i c a l l y protected i n a r t i c l e I I I , 
so that peaceful chemical a c t i v i t i e s w i l l not be s i g n i f i c a n t l y hindered. In ord-»r 
that any misuse of these chemicals can be detected, a r t i c l e 111 also places l i m i t s 
on the amount of super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals and key precursors that any State 
party may possess f o r protective purposes. S i m i l a r l y , the draft convention provides 
that the States parties may produce super-toxic chemicals f o r protective purposes 
only i n a single f a c i l i t y , and must annually declare a l l t oxic chemicals f o r 
protective purposes which could also be used for weapons. The parties also would 
be li m i t e d i n the extent to which they may transfer super-toxic chemicals and key 
precursors to other States. A r t i c l e I I I also provides special measures on c e r t a i n 
types of chemicals that are used for peaceful purposes, as l i s t e d i n schedules A, 
В and С to the convention, to ensure that these chemicals w i l l not be diverted to 
use i n weapons. 

Once the convention enters into force, each party would f i l e an i n i t i a l 
declaration of i t s e x i s t i n g chemical weapons, production f a c i l i t i e s and past 
transfers. A r t i c l e s ГУ, V and VI sti p u l a t e the information that must be included 
i n these declarations. The parties would be required to destroy any chemical 
weapons and production f a c i l i t i e s over a 10-year period, and annually provide 
information concerning such destruction. There would be guaranteed access for 
on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n to monitor the chemical weapons and production f a c i l i t i e s , as 
well as the destruction process. The effect of these various declarations and 
monitoring a c t i v i t i e s would be to provide confidence i n compliance by g i v i n g the 
parties comprehensive knowledge of the chemical weapons and production f a c i l i t i e s 
i n existence, and by confirming t h e i r eventual destruction. 

The proposed convention also contains a variety of other provisions to aid 
i n i t s implementation. As suggested by t h i s Conference, a Consultative Committee 
would be established pursuant to a r t i c l e VII to oversee the implementation of the 
convention and promote the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with i t . Through i t s 
subordinate bodies t h i s Committee would conduct the on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n 
a c t i v i t i e s required by the convention. We have also adopted the concept of an 
Executive Council, as developed by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
l a s t year. This body would be delegated the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the continuing 
work of the Committee. 

A r t i c l e s IX, X and XI provide procedures for resolving compliance issues. 
Under a r t i c l e IX, the parties are required to consult and co-operate on any 
matter which may be raised r e l a t i n g to the objectives of the convention, and to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n f a c t - f i n d i n g i n q u i r i e s . Any party may request that the 
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Consultative Committee conduct appropriate f a c t - f i n d i n g i n q u i r i e s , including 
on-site inspections. The f a c t - f i n d i n g in q u i r i e s must be completed within 
two months, and i f any party s t i l l has concerns about compliance which have not 
been resolved, i t may request a special meeting of the Consultative Committee. 

In a r t i c l e X, the parties would authorize special on-site inspections, 
whereby each party must consent, on 24-hour notice, to a special inspection of 
one of the s i t e s f o r which inspection i s authorized by a r t i c l e s I I I , V or VI, or 
of any m i l i t a r y or government-owned or controlled location or f a c i l i t y . This 
provision has been the object of most of the comments which my delegation has 
heard during the past week. As Vice-President Bush stressed, the United States 
i s o f f e r i n g an "open i n v i t a t i o n " for inspection of many p o t e n t i a l l y suspect s i t e s 
i n i t s own t e r r i t o r y . Ve recognize that t h i s provision could open sensitive 
United States f a c i l i t i e s and a c t i v i t i e s to international inspection. Nevertheless 
the United States i s f u l l y prepared to accept these r i s k s i n order to ensure an 
e f f e c t i v e ban of t h i s entire class of weapons of mass destruction. Ve have found 
no-other approach which can s a t i s f a c t o r i l y deal with the problem of possible 
undeclared chemical weapons or clandestine production f a c i l i t i e s . I n view cf the 
gains 1 i n r e l a t i o n to the costs involved — that i s , the potential of some intrusion 
essential to resolve concerns that the convention i s being circumvented — t h i s 
step i s both reasonable and prudent. There are some who have objected that 
the "open i n v i t a t i o n s " approach i s unfair because i t may place a greater burden 
on some States than on others« No imbalance i s either contemplated or desired. 
The United States delegation i s ready to work with others to ensure that the 
"open i n v i t a t i o n " approach applies f a i r l y to d i f f e r i n g economic and p o l i t i c a l 
systems. Without t h i s or a comparable measure, no State can rest i n the knowledge 
that these weapons have been t r u l y banished. 

The next a r t i c l e i n the United States draft convention, a r t i c l e XI, authorizes 
ad hoc on-site inspections. Such inspections may be made of a l l locations that are 
not covered by a r t i c l e X. A party must consent to an ad hoc inspection requested 
by the Consultative Committee except f o r the most exceptional reasons, which must 
be explained. Upon consideration the Committee may send the party another 
request, and i f t h i s i s also refused, the Security Council would immediately be 
informed. 

The convention would also require a number of detailed provisions f o r i t s 
implementation, which we propose to place i n annexes to the main text. These 
annexes would be i n t e g r a l parts of the convention. Accordingly, i n addition to 
the draft convention which was presented l a s t week, the United States also 
presented i t s detailed views on the contents of these annexes. 

Annex I provides many de t a i l s concerning the Consultative Committee, including 
provisions f o r the working of that Committee. I t also contains provisions f o r 
the creation of an Executive Council, f a c t - f i n d i n g panel, and a technical 
secretariat, as well as provisions for the convening of special meetings of the 
Committee. 

Annex I I provides detailed views on v e r i f i c a t i o n . Section A of t h i s annex 
stipulates the detailed information that would have to be provided i n the various 
declarations required by the convention, such as the declarations concerning 
chemical weapons, production f a c i l i t i e s , and destruction a c t i v i t i e s . Section В of 
annex I I i s concerned with procedures f o r on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n , including 
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inspections. I t provides detailed rules f o r on-site inspections and the use o f 
on-site monitoring equipment, and provides rules to protect the rights of both 
inspectors and host States. I t also provides f o r the inspection and monitoring of 
chemical weapons, production f a c i l i t i e s , protective a c t i v i t i e s and destruction 
a c t i v i t i e s . F i n a l l y , t h i s section stipulates c r i t e r i a to be used by the Consultative 
Committee i n evaluating requests f o r ad hoc inspections. 

Annex I I I provides the basis f o r the three schedules which l i s t the chemicals 
that have legitimate uses but which also pose a r i s k of diversion to chemical 
weapons purposes. In addition, there i s a fourth schedule, embodying parts of 
document CD/CW/WP.30, to specify methods for measuring the t o x i c i t y of chemicals. 

I also wish to draw attention to two actions which should be taken before the 
convention can enter into force. F i r s t , upon signature, every State should declare 
whether chemical weapons or production f a c i l i t i e s are under i t s control anywhere 
or located within i t s t e r r i t o r y . In f a c t , many States have already made such 
statements, including the United States. We would urge others to do so as wel l . 
Second, there should be a preparatory commission convened once the convention i s 
open f o r signature to plan for the implementation of the convention. These actions 
would be agreed i n a document associated with the convention, but separate from i t . 

This has been a b r i e f summary of the contents of the United States d r a f t . I 
would l i k e to point out what has no doubt been obvious i n your study of our dra f t : 
that much of i t has been drawn from the agreements which we have previously reached 
i n t h i s Conference and the discussions we have held over the past several years i n 
the Committee on Disarmament. My Government appreciates and recognizes the value 
of the work done i n the Committee and the Conference on Disarmament, w i l l continue 
to contribute to i t , and has incorporated as much as possible into our dra f t . In 
view of the length and the complexity of the provisions of the d r a f t convention, there 
w i l l undoubtedly be many points on which further c l a r i f i c a t i o n may be h e l p f u l . The 
United States delegation i s prepared to undertake this task and indeed i s w i l l i n g 
to do so. - We have sponsored one question-and-answer session open to a l l delegations, 
and we are prepared to provide further such c l a r i f i c a t i o n s on a delegation—to-
delegation basis. 

Let me make i t c l e a r , the United States draft i s not presented on a "take-it-or 
l e a v e - i t n basis. I t does however, i l l u s t r a t e our approach to a ban, and i t w i l l 
provide the basis for papers presented by United States representatives on s p e c i f i c 
aspects as they are discussed. But we have no monopoly on c r e a t i v i t y . We are 
ready and w i l l i n g to consider alternative approaches and alternative formulations, 
so long as these would provide an effec t i v e ban. 

As Vice-President Bush emphasized, the United States delegation looks forward 
to close and serious consultations with a l l delegations i n these negotiations. We 
are prepared to take an active and constructive r o l e i n the f u l l and complete 
process of negotiation of the text of the chemical weapons convention. 

I t i s disturbing that some chose to c r i t i c i z e the draft convention — and the 
motivations of the United States — before the draft was act u a l l y presented. Some 
have charged that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e i s only a b i t of p o l i t i c a l showmanship as part 
of our Pr e s i d e n t i a l election campaign or i s part of an e f f o r t to win approval for 
production of binary chemical weapons. 
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_ These allegations..are simply untrue. Our goal i s to accelerate the-
negotiations m t h i s body. Four times i n a l i t t l e more than a- year the 
United States has made major i n i t i a t i v e s toward that end. Twice during that 
period the second highest elected o f f i c i a l of my Government has come to Geneva 
to emphasize the commitment of President Reagan and the United States, the people 
of the United States, to the work of the Conference on Disarmament on a chemical 
weapons ban. The United States i s not afr a i d of c r i t i c i s m . But we hope that 
before others c r i t i c i z e our draft they w i l l read i t c a r e f u l l y — and come forward 
with comprehensive proposals of t h e i r own. 

The United States delegation i s encouraged by the evidence that most 
delegations are approaching the negotiations seriously and that the work i s 
beginning to i n t e n s i f y . The important Working Paper introduced by the delegation 
of China, CD/443, i s being studied with careful interest by our experts. We were 
pleased by the statement of the distinguished Soviet representative, 
Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February regarding inspection of destruction of 
chemical weapons and further encouraged by his statement on 18 A p r i l that the 

1 United States draft convention would be c a r e f u l l y studied. We have" also noted 
a number of constructive suggestions contained i n the Working Paper submitted 
by a group of s o c i a l i s t States, CD/435, e n t i t l e d "improved effectiveness of the 
work of the Conference on Disarmament i n the f i e l d of p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons". We hope that these suggestions w i l l be further explored and, as 
appropriate, implemented. A number of other very useful documents have been 
introduced i n 1984» such as the working papers from the delegations of the 
United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, France, 
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia. Furthermore, the f l e x i b i l i t y shown by a number 
of delegations has led to progress i n formulating key d e f i n i t i o n s ; Unfortunately, 
there remain important subjects which a few delegations are apparently not ready 
to discuss and resolve — f o r example, the- declaration and elimination of 
chemical weapons production f a c i l i t i e s . This i s to be deeply regretted. We hope 
that our break w i l l allow sober r e f l e c t i o n on ihe urgent need for progress on 
a l l fronts i n t h i s negotiation. 

For i t s part the United States delegation w i l l do whatever i t can, under 
the able leadership of Ambassador Ekeus, to ensure that the negotiations can 
be successfully completed as soon as possible. To quote Vice-President Bush 
"Our aim I n these negotiations w i l l be a p r a c t i c a l one — to work- hard and 
i n good faith? to build mutual confidence; to achieve r e a l r e s u l t s " . 

Humanity demands no less of us. Accomplishing r e a l r e s u l t s ' w i l l not be 
easy, but my delegation, myself, my Government and the people of-the 
United States are committed to the achievement of an effective bah of 
chemical weapons nnce and for a l l . I know that the members of t h i s Conference 
are equally dedicated to t h i s goal, and with that dedication, S i r , I am 
convinced that we w i l l succeed. 
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Mr. President, the Soviet delegation takes the f l o o r i n order to give our assessment 
of the r e s u l t s of the f i r s t part of the session of the Conference on Disarmament. 

The USSR delegation, l i k e the delegations of many other countries, t h i s year 
also made new ef f o r t s i n order to take the Conference on Disarmament out of the 
state of deep and protracted c r i s i s . There i s not a single t o p i c a l problem of arms 
race l i m i t a t i o n on which the delegation of the Soviet Union did not put forward 
constructive considerations, make concrete proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s , or submit 
working papers. In doing so we have always endeavoured to take into account the 
security i n t e r e s t s of a l l States, to comply with the pr i n c i p l e of equality and equal 
security, on the basis of which alone one can conduct disarmament negotiations. 

Let us take, f o r example, the range of questions on the prevention of nuclear 
war and nuclear disarmament, which are the p r i o r i t y items of the Conference's agenda. 
By undertaking u n i l a t e r a l l y not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, the 
Soviet Union l a i d a good basis f o r negotiations i n t h i s f i e l d . Our subsequent 
proposals on a freeze of nuclear arsenals and moratorium on explosions have also been 
designed to achieve progress i n the negotiations i n t h i s f i e l d . 

During the current session of the Conference, the Soviet Union has developed 
these i n i t i a t i v e s . The General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and President 
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, K.U. Chernenko, i n h i s statement 
of 2 March 1984 put forward new proposals on the elaboration of certain norms regulating 
relations between the nuclear-weapon Powers. Ve are ready to reach agreement at any 
time with the other nuclear-weapon Powers on the j o i n t recognition of norms of t h i s 
kind and on giving them a mandatory character. 

Ve regard the problem of the prevention of nuclear war not as an academic one, 
but i n terms of adopting concrete p r a c t i c a l measures. Our proposals on t h i s score 
have been l a i d down i n concise form i n the Vorking Paper of a group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries (CD/484). 

During the session the Soviet delegation reaffirmed i t s i n t e r e s t i n the e a r l i e s t 
solution of one of the p r i o r i t y issues of present international p o l i t i c s -— the 
prohi b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s . In p a r t i c u l a r , we expressed our readiness to consider 
the question of data exchange on r a d i o a c t i v i t y of a i r masses within the framework 
of negotiations on a nuclear-weapon-test ban. 

Constructive steps have been also made by us on the problem of a chemical-weapon 
ban. Hardly anyone w i l l deny that the delegations of the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t 
countries were the main sources of impetus i n the Conference's a c t i v i t y i n considering 
the problems of a chemical—weapon ban. 

The Soviet delegation submitted a whole set of proposals on another p r i o r i t y 
issue of our time—-the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. These took the 
form of a draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force i n outer space and 
from outer space against the Earth, which i s on the negotiating table. The Soviet 
draft caused considerable interest and was broadly commented upon by the delegations. 
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An important step i n the way towards eliminating the m i l i t a r y threat and 

disarmament would Ъе the implementation of the set of measures designed to curb the 
arms race at sea. The detailed proposals of the USSR on t h i s issue are contained 
i n a l e t t e r of the F i r s t Deputy Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers and 
Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the USSR, A.A. Gromyko, to the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations, Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar, of 9 A p r i l 1984, of which the participants 
of the Conference have been n o t i f i e d . 

Those are some of the new proposals put forward by the Soviet Union during the 
spring part of the session of the Conference on Disarmament. 

At the same time, looking back at the spring part of the 1934 session of the 
Conference on Disarmament, one cannot but recognize that i n spite of constructive 
steps undertaken by the Soviet Union, other s o c i a l i s t countries and the non-aligned 
States, the Conference continues to make no headway. 

Moreover, one has to note with regret that i n a sense today on many questions 
we are even further from agreement than a few years ago. The Conference de facto 
has l o s t a l l subsidiary working bodies, bar one or two. The state of the discussion 
of such important agenda items as the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and 
strengthening the security guarantees of non-nuclear-weapon States i s u t t e r l y 
hopeless. To some extent, t h i s also applies to the prohibition of rad i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. 

On the highest p r i o r i t y issues, such as the prevention of nuclear war, the 
curbing of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, the nuclear-test ban and 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, the Conference has not even been able 
to agree on organizational questions. 

What are the reasons f o r t h i s situation? 

I t i s known that i n order to conduct negotiations with a view to achieving 
constructive solutions, the desire and readiness of only one side do not s u f f i c e . 
I t i s necessary f o r the other side also to display an interest i n constructive 
negotiations> to seek solutions to urgent problems, to clear up the obstacles 
recently p i l e d up i n the way of international dialogue i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 
However, during the current session we have faced a policy of our negotiating 
partners which has taken precisely the opposite orientation. Here i s the explanation 
f o r the absence of any notable r e s u l t s as we approach the conclusion of the f i r s t 
h a l f of the 1984 session. 

Within the Conference on Disarmament the opponents of progress use the entire 
range of different means designed to prevent the undertaking of constructive 
negotiations. They include the direct refusal to pursue negotiations, imposing 
ersatz mandates f o r subsidiary bodies of the Conference, and submitting proposals 
which are deliberately unacceptable to others on the questions on which talk s have 
already been i n i t i a t e d . 

In the f i r s t statement made by the Soviet delegation during the current session 
of the Conference on Disarmament on 7 February, we analysed i n d e t a i l the international 
s i t u a t i o n and United States policy on arms-limitation issues. We noted that, taking 
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the course of tr i g g e r i n g o f f a new s p i r a l i n the arms race, the United States and 
the NATO countries thwart negotiations, use them as a cover f o r t h e i r m i l i t a r i s t i c 
preparations, and recently, as experience shows, also f o r rhetorics aimed i n t e r a l i a 
at achieving domestic p o l i t i c a l goals. 

A f t e r that statement some delegations of Western States blamed us f o r what they 
considered an exceedingly gloomy assessment of the international s i t u a t i o n as a 
whole and United States, p o l i c y on arms-limitation m p a r t i c u l a r . However, the 
deliberations of the f i r s t part of the 1984 session confirmed that our assessment 
was correct. The United States continues to block any advance i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament and uses i t s p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the negotiations f o r propaganda purposes 
to camouflage i t s true course aimed at achieving m i l i t a r y superiority over the 
USSR,t^uiLeashing the arms race where i t did not exist before, i n outer space, f o r 
instance, and spurring i t on i n those areas where i t was imposed on the world long 
ago by the United States m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l complex. 

The. l a t e s t , I would зау, graphic example of t h i s attitude on the part of the 
United States to arms-limitation and disarmament issues i s the broadly-publicized 
draft convention on the proh i b i t i o n of chemical weapons submitted by the United States 
delegation on 18 A p r i l 1984» Contrary to a l l promises, even i f there are some 
changes i n the obstructionist p o s i t i o n of the United States on a chemical-weapons ban, 
they are i n no way for the better. Previously, i n order to bar the conclusion-of an 
agreement on a chemical-weapon ban the United States i n s i s t e d on a v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system under which other States should at the f i r s t request allow foreign inspectors 
access to any chemical f a c i l i t y regardless of whether or not i t has anything to do • 
with the production"!of chemical weapons. Now Washington proposes that States should 
agree i n advance and unconditionally to unimpeded access of foreign inspectors 
"anywhere and at any time". 

It hardly requires very keen insight to understand that what i s involved here 
i s not v e r i f i c a t i o n which i s r e a l l y necessary f o r confidence i n s t r i c t compliance 
with agreements; i n which, i n c i d e n t a l l y , the USSR i s no le s s interested than the 
United States. The main point i s the following — putting forward demands on 
unimpeded access to -the t f r i i t o r i e s of other States to continue to block the 
achievement of agreement on a chemical-weapon ban. 

In r e a l i t y , the United States draft can only throw the negotiations on a 
chemical-weapons ban many years back. I t not only' suffers from extremism, i t not only 
cancels the ef f o r t s of many years made by many States with a view to elaborating 
r e a l i s t i c solutions to v e r i f i c a t i o n problems, but i t i s b u i l t on a b l a t a n t l y 
discriminatory basis, and places States with d i f f e r e n t s o c i a l systems i n unequal 
situations. This was also recognized i n today's statement by the representative of 
the United States. I t s implementation would i n f l i c t damage to the economic and 
defence interests of a number of States, f i r s t of a l l those of the s o c i a l i s t States, 
but not only t h e i r s . 

Today the representative of the United States referred to the statement of the 
Soviet delegation of 21 February. I should l i k e to r e c a l l what was said i n that 
statement. I quote from the English t r a n s l a t i o n . "In declaring today our readiness 
i n p r i n c i p l e to consider m a positive manner the proposal f o r the permanent 
presence of the representatives of international control at the special f a c i l i t i e s 
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for the destruction of stocks, we would l i k e p a r t i c u l a r l y to stress that our premise 
i s that our partners at negotiations w i l l also f o r t h e i r part prove t h e i r readiness, 
not i n words but i n deeds, to seek mutually acceptable solutions." And now we have 
before us the United States d r a f t , which should have taken into account, as we 
hoped, the viewpoint of the Soviet Union as w e l l , which i s very well known to the 
United Stabes inasmuch as we have been carrying on negotiations with the United States 
f o r eight years at least on both a b i l a t e r a l and a m u l t i l a t e r a l basis. 

The question must be asked: Why was i t necessary f o r the United States to put 
forward such a proposal which i s deliberately unacceptable f o r the Soviet Union and 
many other States? Incidentally, many high United States o f f i c i a l s have said that 
i t i s deliberately unacceptable. In f a c t , they could not expect that agreement could 
be achieved on the basis of i t . Ho, of course, nobody expected that. And the 
achievement of an agreement was hardly the goal of the authors of the d r a f t . We are 
deeply convinced that the draft was submitted merely i n order to t r y to cover by 
the noisy p u b l i c i t y around the United States draft the r e a l i t y of what the American 
administration i s engaging i n — t h e intensive preparation of the implementation of 
the 10 b i l l i o n d o l l a r "United States chemical rearmament" programme proclaimed by 
President Reagan. 

Those are the considerations which the Soviet delegation would l i k e to share 
concerning xhe results of the spring part of the 1984 session of the Conference on 
Disarmament. As we see 5 the results do not inspire p a r t i c u l a r optimism. 

But i t would be dangerous to give way to desperate pessimism. The experience 
of the deliberations of the Committee on Disarmament during the 1960s and 1970s shows 
that the work of the Conference on Disarmament may be effective and f r u i t f u l only 
when there exists a mutual w i l l to pursue negotiations and achieve agreements and 
compromises on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e of equality and equal security. 

The Soviet delegation does not lack that w i l l . As was stated recently by the 
Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the USSR, A.A. Gromyko, "The philosophy of f a t a l 
doom i s a l i e n to the Soviet Union and i t 3 policy. I t rejects both the policy of 
•balance of fear' and increasing tension. Peaceful Soviet foreign policy was 

- reaffirmed by the recent session of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR. We continue 
to be convinced that there are p o s s i b i l i t i e s of preserving and strengthening peace". 

The Soviet delegation, together with other delegations, w i l l continue i t s 
endeavours to achieve agreements on the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race and disarmament 
during the second part of t h i s year's session. 

Mr. М Д Ш Ш Ш (United Kingdom): I t i s , at t h i s l a s t plenary meeting of the 
spring part of our session, a l i t t l e l a t e to welcome you to the Presidency of the 
Conference. I Bhould nevertheless wish to record the pleasure that my delegation 
has f e l t i n seeing you preside over us t h i s month, and our thanks to Ambassador Datcu 
of Romania f o r h i s guidance of our work i n March. 
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Tue plenary debate i n t h i s session has Ъееп marred Ъу polemics i n which my 
delegation has no desire to j o i n . But I would begin by commenting1 b r i e f l y on the 
repeated allegations of "support f o r concepts substantiating the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
vi c t o r y i n nuclear war and the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons to t h i s end". Such 
remarks, I assume, were not directed at nry delegation. The B r i t i s h Government's 
polic y on the role of nuclear-weapons was set out by the Prime Minister, 
Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, on 23-June 1982. What she said at the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament i s no doubt f a m i l i a r to 
many of you, but i t bears repeating. She said: "There would be no v i c t o r i n a 
nuclear exchange. Indeed to start a war among nuclear Powers i s not a r a t i o n a l 
option. These weapons succeedin so f a r as they prevent war. And f o r 37 years 
nuclear weapons have kept the peace between East and West. That i s a priceless 
achievement. Provided there i s the w i l l and good sense deterrence can be maintained 
at substantially reduced l e v e l s of nuclear weapons". I would also r e c a l l the solemn 
c o l l e c t i v e undertaking given by NATO leaders that no NATO weapons, nuclear or 
conventional, would ever be used except i n response to attack. 

The B r i t i s h Government i s f i r m l y committed to achieving reductions i n nuclear 
weapons. As Mr. Luce, the Minister of State f o r Foreign and Commonwealth A f f a i r s , 
said i n t h i s Conference on 14 February, the f i r s t p r i o r i t y i s f o r the Soviet Union 
and the United States, which control between them 90 per cent of the nuclear 
weapons on t h i s planet, to negotiate deep reductions i n t h e i r arsenals. The B r i t i s h 
Government has frequently stressed i t s desire to see b i l a t e r a l negotiations between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, which were broken o f f by the l a t t e r l a s t 
year, resumed as soon as possible. The Vice-President of the United States i n t h i s 
Conference on 18 A p r i l urged the Soviet leaders to resume these important negotiations 
on which so much of the world's hopes depends. My delegation strongly supports 
that c a l l . 

My Government takes very seriously the growing danger posed by chemical weapons. 
Not only do some countries hold large and increasing stocks of these weapons, but 
they have recently been used i n defiance of international, condemnation. At t h i s 
time,-it i s , therefore, more important than ever that we should secure a comprehensive 
ban on these weapons. Agreement on a treaty, I believe i t i s u n i v e r s a l l y agreed, 
would- constitute a measure of r e a l disarmament and a major contribution to international 
security. My delegation was pleased that, at least i n t h i s area of our work, we 
have been able to make progress during the current session. We ra p i d l y reached 
agreement on the formation of an Ad Hoc Committee and on the formation of working 
groups on par t i c u l a r topics. Within these-groups some progress has been made. 
Mr. Luce tabled a paper on challenge inspection on 14 February, the l a t e s t i n a 
series of proposals that have beer, made by the United Kingdom i n the Committee and 
the Conference on Disarmament. We have been g r a t i f i e d by the interest shown i n 
these proposals and by the serious way i n which they have been discussed, both i n 
the working groups and i n b i l a t e r a l conversations. 
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The tabling last week of the draft convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons by the Vice-President of the United States, Mr. George Bush, was an event 
of the highest significance. The B r i t i s h Government warmly supports this latest 
i n i t i a t i v e by the United States, which w i l l mark a milestone on the-long path 
towards a total ban on these appalling weapons. My Government shareв the United States 
view that s t i i c t verification i s needed to assure a l l States that the4 prohibitions 
of any future convention are being observed. My delegation was glad to'note from 
the statement on 18 April by the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union 
that-his delegation was prepared to agree, i n negotiations on this subject, to a 
whole range of different verification methods, inoluding mandatory systematic or 
permanent international on-site inspection, as well as inspections by challenge. 
My delegation believes that a combination of these two types of verification w i l l 
be needed, both'to give confidence that a l l chemical weapons stocks and production 
f a c i l i t i e s are destroyed} and, on a permanent basis, to give confidence that they 
are not clandestinely restored or created. We hope that the United States draft, by 
virtue of i t s comprehensive character and-wealth of ideas, w i l l provide a major 
impetus to our work i n spite of the negative, reactions that we have heard from 
certain delegations this morning. The complex nature of the proposals, indeed of 
the subject i t s e l f , hardly needs stressing, but we continue to hope that a l l 
delegations to this Conference w i l l give the draft most careful study i n the weeks 
to come and w i l l return, as my delegation intends to do, ready to undertake 
detailed negotiations. 

With the exception of chemical weapons, this has not been a good session. The 
hopes that we expressed earlier i n the session that the change of name from Committee 
to Conference'would be accompanied by a change of approach have not been realized. 
Of the four Ad Hoc Committees we have set up to deal with particular aspects of our 
work two have not met and one has been i n existence only one week. We have f a i l e d 
to agree on mandates for three other Ad Hoc Committees after weeks of discussion 
and of extensive and praiseworthy efforts by successive occupants of the Presidency. 
We share the concern of other delegations at this state of a f f a i r s , even i f we do 
not a l l agree on the reasons for i t or the remedies to be applied. 

There i s , i n our view, one basic reason for our failure to get over procedural 
hurdles and to begin substantive work— the fact that we have different concepts of 
"negotiations'" and the role of the Conference i n that respect. We discern an 
underlying t r a i n of logic i n the attitude of some delegations. The Conference i s a 
negotiating body} conferences have ad hoc committees as subsidiary bodies} 
therefore, a l l ad hoc' committees must also be negotiating bodies. There i s a 
deceptive simplicity about such a syllogism. Deceptive because i t ignores the real 
differences of substance which divide delegations and the different levels of 
agreement which have been attained on different agenda items. My delegation 
approaches our work differently. We attach importance to the role of the Conference 
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as a negotiating body, but before negotiations can begin ve believe that ve must 
jointly identify an aim and then establish the basis on vhich i t might be achievable. 
It i s not acceptable to us to agree to enter into negotiations on a vague and 
ill - d e f i n e d b a s i s — t h a t would certainly be a recipe for fai l u r e . 

It i s for this reason that we have not been able to agree to negotiate on 
"appropriate and practical measures" for the prevention of nuclear war before ve 
have defined what form such measures might take. There i s now agreement, I am 
glad to say, that the phase of identifying such measures i s an essential preliminary 
and we recognize the f l e x i b i l i t y shown by the Group of 21 i n this respect. 

Ve have, however, yet to reach agreement on a mandate. It s t i l l seems to my 
delegation that had the suggestion of informal meetings made by western States 
been taken up last summer, or indeed even i f i t had been taken up earlier this 
session, we could have at least made a start on the substance of the question. 
Instead, because of the insistence on form—<-because of the insistence on doing 
this work only i n the framework of an ad hoc committee —we have yet to begin our 
study of the subject. 

Si.mi.lar considerations apply to the procedural debate on outer space, where 
although we have agreed i n principle to form an ad hoc committee we are s t i l l 
caught up i n arguments over i t s precise terms of reference. Once again i t i s the 
vord "negotiation" vhich canses the d i f f i c u l t y ; once again i t i s the attempt to 
enter into negotiations befors we know what we are going to negotiate on and the 
attempt to resolve fundamental differences of approach within the terms of a 
mandate which prevents us dealing with the substance of the question. We believe 
that the proposals put forward by western States form a sound basis on which work 
might begin. 

Our problems with the formation of an ad hoc committee on the nuclear test 
ban are somewhat different. We kr.rr what needs to be dô e- but we also know what 
fundamental differences of view exist on certain aspects of the problem. We do • 
not believe that these differences can be resolved simply by entering into 
negotiations; nor can we prêterd* °ч soue do, that these differences do not exist. 
These d i f f i c u l t i e s w i l l not be solved by selective quotation from reports of 
earlier negotiations or reliance on supposed authorities outside this Conference. 
It i s right, i n our view, that the Conference should, on a multilateral basis, 
try to establish basic common ground before negotiations are started. As Mr. Luce 
said on 14 February, "It would do.no one any service to pretend that we can begin 
to negotiate the language of a treaty when we remain so far apart on basic 
principles". We remain ready to participate actively i n an ad hoc committee, i n the 
hope of resolving these d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

http://Si.mi.lar
http://do.no
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A brighter note was struck i n March with the submission of the Third Report 
of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts which my delegation joins others i n 
welcoming. My delegation supports and w i l l contribute to further work by the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and would l i k e to pay p a r t i c u l a r t r i b u t e to the work 
of the Chairman of the Group, Dr. Ola Dahlman, and of the S c i e n t i f i c Secretary, 
Dr. Erode Ringdal. The contributions of Norway and other non-member States of 
the Conference on Disarmament have added greatly to the value of the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group. 

The Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has done valuable work but we think i t 
over simplifying the matter to state that the Ad Hoc Group has " c l a r i f i e d a l l 
relevant questions". We see i m p l i c i t i n the report the considerable d i f f i c u l t i e s 
which remain even i n data exchange. There i s a substantial task before us i n 
achieving greater compatibility i n technical s k i l l s between different national 
seismic centres. There i s a need f o r the i n s t a l l a t i o n of modern systems i n 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g seismograph stations and f o r the establishment of more high q u a l i t y 
stations i n the Southern Hemisphere. Improvements i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n w i l l only be 
possible i f the States concerned are ready' to take the necessary steps. There 
s t i l l e x i s t differences of view as to the degree to which Level I I data should be 
made available. And we must not forget that the work of the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts i s concerned only with data exchange; i t does not answer 
d i r e c t l y important questions r e l a t i n g to the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of 
nuclear explosions. 

F i l i a l l y , we can take some s a t i s f a c t i o n i n the fact that we succeeded at l a s t 
i n setting up an Ad. Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons on the basis of the former 
mandate l a s t week. The outside observer might, however, j u s t i f i a b l y ask why i t took 
so long. The only obstacle was i n fact the proposal of one group to a l t e r r a d i c a l l y 
the competence ,of the Ad Hoc Committee by suggesting that the mandate provide f o r 
the negotiation of a comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of new weapons of mass 
destruction —-a proposal consistently rejected by many delegations f o r reasons 
set out i n successive annual reports. The only r e s u l t of t h i s t a c t i c , whose motive 
remains obscure to us, was to delay formation of the Ad Hoc Committee u n t i l the 
l a s t weeks of the session. We hope that after t h i s delay a rapid start to the 
work of the Committee can be made under Ambassador Vejvoda's chairmanship when ve 
resume i n June. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of the United Kingdom f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s 249th plenary 
meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Finland, Ambassador, Pietinen, 
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Mr. PIETINEN (Finland): At the outset, allow me to congratulate you, 
Mr. President, on your assumption of the Presidency of this Conference for the 
month of Ap r i l . I also wish to pay tribute to Ambassador Datcu of Romania who so 
s k i l l f u l l y guided the work of the Conference during the month of March. 

It i s a sad fact of our times that the arms race, both nuclear and conventional, 
not only continues unabated, but i s also in i t s e l f a growing threat to world peace. 
Distrust and fear instead of co-operation and confidence seem to govern the present 
international relations. Yet these burning problems of today should i n the f i r s t 
place be addressed i n a constructive dialogue between the leading military Powers, 
but apart from that, also i n the framework of the Conference on Disarmament as the 
only multilateral disarmament negotiating body of the world community. 

My delegation has already had the opportunity to address some of the important 
issues on the agenda of this year's session of the Conference on Disarmament. I w i l l 
return to the question of a chemical weapons ban later i n my statement, but I would 
f i r s t l i k e to share with you some of our thoughts on agenda item 6 of the Conference, 
namely negative security assurances (NSA). I do so as a representative of a small 
and neutral non-nuclear-weapon State which has formally and i n a most comprehensive 
way given up the so-called nuclear option and which should thus clearly qualify as a 
country whose status should be respected i n a l l circumstances. He have noted with 
concern that this body has so far not been able to give a concrete content 1to the 
concept of negative security assurances either i n a legally binding instrument or 
otherwise. 

This i s a matter of serious concern to Finland, which has actively sought to 
promote this concept in i t s disarmament policy and has also submitted i t s ideas on 
this subject i n the earlier stages of the work of the Committee on Disarmament. I 
would, i n particular, li k e to refer to document CD/75 submitted by Finland In 1980. 
Зл view of the importance of the subject we regret the absence of concrete 
negotiations on negative security assurances during the work of the Committee and the 
Conference on Disarmament last year and this year. 

I would like to stress at the outset that there i s no complete assurance as long 
as nuclear weapons exist. It i s equally true that no assurances can replace nuclear 
disarmament, which should be our ultimate objective. But pending real nuclear 
disarmament measures, ways and means to strengthen the security of non-nuclear-weapon 
States should be actively explored. By committing themselves to a non-nuclear status 
the non-nuclear-weapon States have made a significant contribution to the strengthening 
of the international security. The strengthening of their status and the respect for 
i t can thus only have a positive effect i n international relations as a whole as a 
stabilizing factor and i n lessening the risks of speculation concerning the intentions 
of the non-nuclear-weapon States. At the same time, the question of negative security 
assurances should be approached from the point of view of the non-nuclear-weapon 
States. Although the security concerns of the nuclear-weapon States are recognized 
we think that the objective of negotiations on the negative security assurances i s and 
must be to do something in the interests of non-nuclear-weapon States. Finland, for 
i t s part, welcomes a l l concrete ideas that can help to eliminate the risk of the use 
or threat of use of nuclear weapons against the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
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The rapid development of nuclear weapons technology and. in particular, 
strategic doctrines directly affect the security of other States, thus making their 
security situation a more complicated one. The po s s i b i l i t i e s of the States concerned 
to counteract this trend are understandably rather limited. The advancement of the 
concept of negative security assurances is one such measure. 

This concept has so far been generally understood to encompass only the direct 
use or direct threat of use of nuclear, weapons against the non-nuclear-weapon States 
themselves as objects of use or threat of use. It can, however, easily be seen that 
in certain cases the threat can be indirect, i.e., the non-nuclear-weapon State i n 
question i s i t s e l f not intended to be the object of use or threat of use. The 
Government of Finland therefore considers that the concept of negative security 
assurances should be comprehensive and cover not only the normally discussed use and 
threat of use, but also, a l l other eventualities involving nuclear weapons through 
which the security of non-nuclear-weapon States can be affected. As examples of this 
indirect threat I can refer to the possibility of a nuclear missile that has strayed 
from i t s intended course as well as the danger of the radioactive fallout from nuclear 
explosions that have taken place far beyond international borders. The problem of 
delivery vehicles of nuclear weapons using the a i r space of the non-nuclear-weapon 
States i s another case in point. Modern delivery systems are particularly problematic 
from the point of view of these States. " International law already prohibits the use 
of force against another State, guarantees the i n v i o l a b i l i t y of frontiers and 
t e r r i t o r i a l integrity of States. But the existence of this legally binding norm 
notwithstanding, i t seems indisputable that modern technology has by i t s rapid 
development brought new elements into the legal and p o l i t i c a l framework under which 
the concept of negative security assurances has to be considered.' It would therefore 
seem particularly important to us that the scope of the problem of negative security 
assurances should be widened so as to include in international negotiations aspects 
of negative security assurances to which I have referred above. What i s needed now 
is concrete negotiations aimed at keeping the non-nuclear-weapon States outside a l l 
nuclear strategic speculations. 

Countries that have given up the nuclear option are entitled to no less than 
this. 

The non-nuclear-weapon States have a right to stay outsids the direct effects 
of the nuclear-arms race, of the development of military doctrines and of the 
strategic planning that sets the stage for the military posture of the States 
concerned. Unless counteracted, the ongoing development might undermine the whole 
concept of negative security assurances and frustrate the efforts that have been 
displayed i n particular i n this forum. It i s the hope of my delegation that during 
the latter part of this year's session of the Conference on Disarmament the question 
of negative security assurances can be addressed with the seriousness the problem 
deserves. 

The question Of a chemical weapons bah has been another basic priority i n the 
disarmament policy of Finland,. The results of our longstanding verification project, 
in this f i e l d have been regularly presented in the Committee on Disarmament. I am 
this time in a position to announce that a new so-called "Blue Book", which w i l l be 
entitled "Technical Evaluation of Selected Scientific Methods for the Verification 
of Chemical Disarmament" w i l l be presented to the relevant Ad Hoc Committee in June. 
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The contribution of Finland w i l l this year be presented in a form that i s somewhat 
different from what has been the case before. It i s our intention now to submit a 
comprehensive analysis of a l l the results that have been achieved in the course of 
this ten-year project. 

The Working Paper i s intended to cover a l l aspects of verification. In 
particular, i t w i l l discuss possible verification tasks that might be required i n 
the future convention and the technical means for verification of chemical agents, 
containing automated monitoring sample collection, mobile f i e l d laboratories and a 
central laboratory. Applications are given describing combined use of the -technical 
means. It does not give numerical data, but describes the technology and* i s thus 
comprehensible for a larger public. 

Recent events involving the use of chemical weapons in a conflict have made the 
efforts to achieve a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons more urgent than ever. We 
have noted with interest the latest developments i n the Conference 4>n Disarmament in 
this matter. These include, in particular, the statement by the Soviet Union in 
February on some aspects of verification and the presentation of a draft chemical 
weapons treaty introduced last week by the Vice-President of the United States. We 
see these developments as a sign of willingness of those governments to come to 
grips with the d i f f i c u l t problems faced by the Conference on Disarmament during the 
negotiations. As a further positive element we note that the relevant subsidiary 
body has been able to start actual negotiations. 

„ , We are looking forward to early concrete results from the Committee already 
during the course of the summer session. Finland i s , as i n the past, ready to give 
i t s contribution со these negotiations i n particular i n the f i e l d of verification 
technology. 

In conclusion I would like to use this opportunity to r e c a l l the interest of 
Finland i n f u l l membership of the Conference. If elected, Finland would as a member 
intensify i t s co-operation with a l l parties in the Conference on Disarmament, in 
particular with other countries outside military alliances. We would then also 
ensure that the delegation of rinland so the Conference would be provided with the 
necessary personnel and other f a c i l i t i e s in order to make immediately possible an 
activé and constructive contribution to the work of the Conference in a l l fields of 
i t s a c t i v i t y . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Finland for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of France, Ambassador,de l a Gorce. 

Mr. de l a GORCE (France) (translated from French): Mr. President, the 
delegation of France would like to make some remarks on this spring part of the 
session, which i s ending totiay.. 
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How i t s outcome i s assessed w i l l naturally depend on delegations' positions with 
regard to the various aspects of disarmament, but, to some extent, we a l l have 
reasons both for satisfaction and for disappointment. 

In terms of satisfaction, the delegation of France ranks the rather rapid 
resumption and expansion of the negotiations on chemical weapons f i r s t . We are a l l 
aware how much i s at stake in these negotiations and how timely they are and we hope 
that, in the not too distant future, they w i l l lead to the most important disarmament 
treaty ever concluded at the international l e v e l . 

A great deal of time and effort has gone into the work on chemical weapons*. 
Procedure has never prevailed over substance — a rare occurrence indeed. Above a l l , 
extremely valuable contributions have beeriinade to the negotiations. In chronological 
order, the f i r s t was the" statement made on~2l February by our Soviet colleague, 
Ambassador Issraelyan. The position he put forward on the on-site inspection of 
operations to destroy stockpiles represents'a major step forward'JLn the,-reconciliation 
of views on a basic condition for verification. 

We have also received other extremely valuable contributions, including that by 
China, which represents a remarkable attempt at cl a r i f i c a t i o n and conciliation, 
particularly with regard'tó the problem of definitions. The delegation pf France also 
greatly appreciated the technical documents submitted by the United Kingdom, the 
Netherlands, the Federal Republic of Germany, Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia. It, too, 
was anxious to make i t s own contribution. 

The submission by the Vice-President of,thé United States of the United States 
draft treaty was the highlight of this session'and we welcomed i t with the greatest 
satisfaction. This document IS of considerable importance and we are studying i t 
carefully. 

The'-Ad Hoc Committee and Its three Working Groups have adopted a serious and. 
determined approach to the task entrusted to them. The results may appear to be 
uneven, but the d i f f i c u l t i e s themselves were not of the same order. Undeniable 
progress has been made on the question of definitions. 

We have great hopes that, at the second part of the session, steps w i l l be 
taken to overcome-certain problems and! derive"the best possible .advantage from the, 
work already àceoéjpîishéd. In this ,connection% we expect a great deal from the, , 
Presidency'.1 '^ítíe•'delegation of Prance wishes to Jcqngratulate our, ̂ d i ^ h . colleague, 
Mbas8a^or>t^éus',rraôrwell as tjhé1 Chairmen [ot 'the Working Groups,, ,Mr^jDuar,tè, 
Mr. Akkértett'áfld Mr. Thielicke'.r f W their efforts. 1 It has f u l l confidence i n them 
for láhe futtíreV 

Wé would also like negotiations to be held "this summer̂  on,, masters relating to 
the prohibition of use and i t s verification, .^ese isaues .have, hot been entrusted 
to a working group, but \till be discussed during t̂ ié, consultatjipnff trç, be,, conducted 
by our colleague from Canada, Ambassador Beesley. Wê hjave confidence in 1г1щ,as well 
and HiSh him every 'success in his work. 
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iïhis work and the progress tha.t has- been rn^de should now pave the way for a 
new stage, namely, the drafting of a convention. The Conference now has the 
resources i t needs to carry out this .Important task: the United States draft treaty 
and the documents prepared under the auspices of Ambassador Ekéus should a l l be taken 
into account .In the formulation of the text. 

The biggest disappointment far us has been the lack of success' of the 
^consultations relating to the mandate of a subsidiary body on the item of our agenda 
entitled "prevention of an arms race i n outer space''. The' delegation of France 
attaches the greatest importance to this question and i t s consideration by our 
Conference. Although we s t i l l have an open-minded attitude towards the mandate in 
question, we are of the opinion that the formula worked out by the contact group 
would, together, i f necessary, with an explanatory,statement by the President, make 
i t possible to do the necessary exploratory work in such a complex area ; such work 
would, moreover, probably have taken up a l l the time set aside for an ad hoc 
comma ttee-^at the current.session. We deeply regret the fact that á group of 
delegations objected to an arrangement which would have made i t possible for the 
work to begin. 

In the f i r s t statement i t made in plenary, the delegation of France said that 
.it would be wiser at once to devote to essentially preparatory work the time we 
r i s k losing i n a possibly fruit l e s s discussion i n an effort to attain a more 
ambitious mandate. . We are sorry that we were right, but we s t i l l hope that a 
solution may be found during the summer session. 

I would l i k e to refer to the consultations that dealt with agenda item 3. on 
"prevention of nuclear war„ including a l l related matters". The delegation of 
France.recalled i t s position on that question i n the statement i t made on 6 March., 
Last year, i t agreed to the inclusion of that item on the agenda, despite serious' 
reservations and i n order to put an end to an abusive and deplorable obstruction of 
our work. It i s of the opinion that the item relates specifically to disarmament 
only to ОДе .extent that the achievement of nuclear disarmament would,, by definition, 
exclude the use of nuclear weapons. 

We also note that item 3 does not relate to the prevention' of nuolear war as 
a specific and separate issue, something to which we could not have agreed, but, 
rather, to rtthe. prevention-of nuclear war, including a l l related matters". As we 
have often stated, this clearly means that the prevention of nuclear war cannot be 
dealt with separately from the prevention of war I t s e l f , i . e . conventional war. What 
i s at issue i s the problem of security or, i n other words| the p o l i t i c a l ajtd military 
conditions for security. We w i l l not go into a \ l the often-stated reasons why the 
nuclear factor continues, i n the present circumstances, to be a basic condition for 
the balance needed for security by my country and others. We take note of the 
opposition to which our concept of security gives rise i n this body.. We note that 
demands are being made in various quarters,for the cancellation of the nuclear 
factor, not only by means of nuclear disarmament, but also without delay and 
primarily by means of the prohibition of the use or f i r s t Use of nuclear weapons. 
We are, however, convinced that such measures would provoke p o l i t i c a l and strategic 
destabilization with incalculable consequences reaching far beyond the boundaries 
of the alliances. 
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The opposing views we have heard in the Conference obviously limit the results 
we can expect from our consideration of item 3. 

We are nevertheless of the opinion that this item must be considered. This i s 
why we took an active part in the consultations which you held, Mr. ~Preeident, to 
try to firïd ân acceptable formula for the mandate of á subsidiary b-ódjr,, in case a 
consensus was reached on the establishment of a subsidiary body. - The'delegation of 
France wishes to pay a tribute to the serenity, goodwill and s p i r i t ol 1 conciliation 
that characterized the consultations. It particularly appreciated7 the opehmindedriess 
and understanding demonstrated by our distinguished colleague from India, who spoke 
on behalf of the neutral and non-aligned countries. 

t. 

We have given careful consideration to the proposals by Ambassador Dubey1,,' which 
definitely offer substantial possibilities for a solution. 

We agree with him' that the adoption of a negotiating mandate i s not possible 
and that only a' very broad formulation which takes account of the concerns of a l l 
may offer a way out. We therefore endorse the proposal made by our colleague from 
Belgium, Ambassador Dépasse. It refers to the concept of security, which i s , by 
i t s very nature, linked to the prevention of nuclear war and war of any kind, and 
calls for consideration of a l l current and future proposals. 

We are of the opinion that the contact group's consultations w i l l now have 
provided a basis for a solution i f the necessary s p i r i t of conciliation f i n a l l y 
prevails, particularly among the delegations that have called for the establishment 
of a subsidiary body'. 

We do not know whether the consideration of item 3 w i l l identify issues that 
w i l l lend themselves to specific negotiations, but we do not think that such 
negotiations can relate to matters that are within the competence of the nuclear-
weapon Powers. 

Regardless of the problems and differences of opinion that may arise and the 
procedures that may be chosen, however, we are i n favour of in-depth consideration 
of a l l the matters covered by agenda item 3* These are issues that are of major 
interest to a l l States. Their discussion i s a matter of legitimate concern to the 
international community and the Conference on Disarmament i s for the time being the 
only body in which such a discussion can take place. 

Mr. President, I would not like to conclude this statement without expressing 
the French delegation's congratulations and thanks for the"authority, competence, 
courtesy and unfailing patience with which you have conducted our work during a 
period that has been f u l l of problems and d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of France, for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of the Federal Republic rof Germany, 
Ambassador Wegener. 
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Mr. WEGENER ( F e d e r a l R e p u b l i c of Germany): Mr. P r e s i d e n t , o u r adjournment 
today i s a mere m a t t e r o f e x p e d i e n c y , and has no meaning beyond t h a t . We make 
room f o r an i m p o r t a n t disarmament meeting i n New York. We do n o t have t o r e p o r t 
about t h e s p r i n g p a r t o f o u r s e s s i o n nor o t h e r w i s e t o a s s e s s o u r work i n a f o r m a l 
manner. Yet, one i s tempted t o e v a l u a t e t h e f i r s t t h r e e months of, our work аз a 
Conference o n Disarmament, and I see t h a t I am h o t t h e o n l y one to csuccumb t o t h a t 
t e m p t a t i o n . ' The b a l a n c e s h e e t , however, i s n o t a l t o g e t h e r f a v o u r a b l e . Cur 
s e s s i o n so f a r l e a v e s a n amb i v a l e n t i m p r e s s i o n . We no t e p o s i t i v e and n e g a t i v e 
elements s i d e by s i d e . 

L e t me s t a r t w i t h t h e n e g a t i v e ' s i d e o f t h e b a l a n c e s h e e t . A g a i n , t h i s 
assembly has wasted an e x c e s s i v e amount o f i t s m e eting t i m e on p r o c e d u r e . O b v i o u s l y , 
t h e 1еззоп o f t h e p r e v i o u s y e a r , when al m o s t t h e e n t i r e s p r i n g p a r t o f the- s e s s i o n 
was wasted on such p r o c e d u r a l i s s u e s , has n o t been heeded. . The r e s u l t , i s Chat an 
e s s e n t i a l a r e a s o f o u r work assignment we have n o t gone beyond t h e p r e p a r a t o r y 
s t a g e . That has p r e v e n t e d us from c r e a t i n g an environment i n which t h e Conference 
c o u l d c o n duct a s e r i o u s ' d i s c u s s i o n o f i s s u e s , a serious"common s e a r c h f o r p o s s i b l e • 
consensus a r e a s i n which r e g u l a t o r y , n e g o t i a t i n g e f f o r t s c o u l d be l a u n c h e d . The 
consequence i s t h a t we remain on-the l e v e l o f monologue, and t h a t our o p p o r t u n i t y 
f o r t r u e a r g u m e n t a t i v e d i s c o u r s e , and t h e r e b y p r o g r e s s , i s l o s t . M y . d e l e g a t i o n 
r e g r e t s t h a t t o o many d e l e g a t i o n s s e e m i n g l y p l a c e f o r m a l i s m and s e m a n t i c s h i g h e r 
on t h e i r v a l u e s c a l e t h a n t h e c o n t e n t s o f t h e problems b e f o r e u s . I do n o t p u r p o r t 
t o c r i t i c i z e anybody i n p a r t i c u l a r , but t o p o i n t t o a g e n e r a l s t a t e o f m i s e r y i n o u r 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s . 

T h i s s i t u a t i o n s h o u l d m o t i v a t e us t o I O O K f o r p o s s i b i l i t i e s o f a m e l i o r a t i n g 
s e r i o u s l y o u r working mode. A l t h o u g h no a r t i c l e o f o u r r u l e s o f p r o c e d u r e compels 
us t o do s o , we have u n f o r t u n a t e l y e s t a b l i s h e d a p r a c t i c e by which s u b o r d i n a t e 
o rgans o f t h e Conference a r e i n e v e r y i n s t a n c e t o be equipped w i t h terms o f 
r e f e r e n c e — a m a n d a t e - - t h a t r e a c h e s f a r i n t o t h e s u b s t a n c e m a t t e r o f d i s c u s s i o n . 
Do we n o t succumb t h e r e t o a f a l l a c y ? Do we n o t attempt t o o much? I B i t n o t 
i m p o s s i b l e t o t r y t o reconcilíate fundamental d i f f e r e n c e s o f s e c u r i t y p h i l o s o p h y 
i n t h e few l i n e s o f a mandate even b e f o r e i n - d e p t h d i s c u s s i o n on t h e s u b j e c t i s 
undertaken? Would i t n o t be p r e f e r a b l e t o s e t t l e f o r a broad d e s c r i p t i o n o f t h e 
f i e l d o f a c t i v i t y o f each s u b o r d i n a t e organ, l e a v i n g i t t o t h e wor k i n g body i t s e l f 
t o shape i t s assignment by l i v e l y debate between d e l e g a t i o n s ? I n t h i s . c o n t e x t I 
f i n d t h e i d e a c i r c u l a t e d by Ambassador V i d a s o f Y u g o s l a v i a p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t r i g u i n g . 
A s i m p l e , n o n - s p e c i f i c model f o r t h e terms o f r e f e r e n c e o f ad hoc committees and 
o t h e r c o n c e i v a b l e s u b s i d i a r y organs would, i n t h e view o f my d e l e g a t i o n , be an 
a p p r o p r i a t e s u b j e c t o f s t u d y f o r our Conference (and, p o s s i b l y , f o r a d o p t i o n ) , i n 
o r d e r t o a l l o w t h e Conference t o d i s p e n s e w i t h long-drawn d i s c u s s i o n s on mandates 
i n t h e f u t u r e . L e t me e x p r e s s t h e hope t h a t our group o f seven,so a p p r o p r i a t e l y 
l a b e l l e d "Group o f Wise Men", w i l l soon be i n a p o s i t i o n t o p r o v i d e us w i t h 
c o n c r e t e s u g g e s t i o n s i n t h i s v e i n . 

J t i s w i t h p a r t i c u l a r rejgret t h a t my d e l e g a t i o n o b s e r v e s t h e f a i l u r e o f t h e , 
Conference t o agree on t h e terms o f r e f e r e n c e f o r a s p e c i f i c w o r k i n g organ on t h e 
p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war i n c l u d i n g a l l r e l a t e d m a t t e r s . T h i s s u b j e c t which 
o b v i o u s l y e n c o u n t e r s t h e i n t e r e s t o f a l l d e l e g a t i o n s t h e i r d i f f e r i n g p e r s p e c t i v e s 
n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g t h a t . I t i s t h e r e f o r e p a r t i c u l a r l y p r e o c c u p y i n g t h a t , i n s p i t e 
o f t h e f l e x i b i l i t y d i s p l a y e d by so many d e l e g a t i o n s , a p r a g m a t i c o r g a n i z a t i o n a l 
s o l u t i o n has e l u d e d u s . Our f a i l u r e t o d e a l w i t h t h e p r e s s i n g s u b j e c t o f war 
p r e v e n t i o n has p r e j u d i c e d o u r a b i l i t y t o d e a l w i t h t h e major problems b e f o r e t h e 
Conference i n a b a l a n c e d manner. I t i s perhaps n o t f u t i l e t o a n t i c i p a t e t h a t o u r 
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r e c e s s e x e r t s a s a i u t o r y e f f e c t on t h e f u r t h e r e v o l u t i o n o f t h i s 1ззие. Here as i n 
s e v e r a l o t h e r a r e a s our f a i l u r e t o come t o terms w i t h t h e p r o c e d u r a l d i f f i c u l t i e s a r e 
p a r t i c u l a r l y s a d d e n i n g because t h e y have d e p r i v e d you, Mr. P r e s i d e n t , o f t h e w e l l 
d e s e r v e d ' f r u i t s o f y o u r p a t i e n t l a b o u r s . The d i l i g e n c e and i n v e n t i v e n e s s w i t h wfcich 
you have conducted a m u l t i f a c e t e d c o n s u l t a t i o n p r o c e s s b e h i n d t h e scenes h a s , however, 
n o t gone u n n o t i c e d . My d e l e g a t i o n , as o t h e r s , w i l l remember the p e r i o d o f y o u r 
P r e s i d e n c y as one o f good p o l i t i c a l common sense and e x c e p t i o n a l d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 

The n e g a t i v e s i d e o f o u r b a l a n c e s h e e t i s , however, h a p p i l y compensated f o r by 
a number o f p o s i t i v e a s p e c t s . 

L e t me f i r s t s t r e s s t h e f a c t t h a t i n s p i t o o f a p a r t i c u l a r l y t e n s e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c l i m a t e a t t h e t u r n o f t h e y e a r , t h e - s p r i n g p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n o f o u r Conference 
under i t s new more p r e s t i g i o u s d e s i g n a t i o n - - w a s a b l e t o embark on i t s work i n a 
c o - o p e r a t i v e mode and e mit a g e n e r a l w i l l i n g n e s s t o f o s t e r t i e s and n o t t o i m p a i r 
them. P r e d i c t i o n s about an impending t o t a l s t a n d s t i l l o f a l l disarmament and arms 
c o n t r o l a f f a i r s proved u n t r u e . J u s t as t h e Stockholm Conference on C o n f i d e n c e -
and S e c u r i t y - B u i l d i n g Measures i n Europe and, more r e c e n t l y , t h e resume o f V i e n n a 
t a l k s on Mutual and B a l a n c e d F o r c e Reductions i n C e n t r a l Europe, o u r Conference 
managed t o r e a c h c r u i s i n g speed a f t e r a v e r y b r i e f s p e l l o f h e s i t a t i o n , and, used 
t o s e r i o u s work and r a t i o n a l argument, t h e m a j o r i t y o f d e l e g a t i o n s brushed a s i d e t h e 
s e v e r a l examples o f u n d i f f e r e n t i a t e d and unfounded p o l e m i c s w i t h o u t which a p p a r e n t l y 
one group o f c o u n t r i e s , a l t h o u g h o t h e r w i s e c o - o p e r a t i v e , c o u l d n o t do. 

However, t h e major r e a s o n f o r s a t i s f a c t i o n i s t h e quantum l e a p which we have 
been a b l e t o make i n t h e f i e l d o f c h e m i c a l weapons. The q u i c k d e t e r m i n e d s t e p s 
which t h e Conference took i n F e b r u a r y t o e s t a b l i s h i t s Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons w i t h a comprehensive and f o r w a r d l o o k i n g mandate p r o v i d e d t n e a p p r o p r i a t e 
ambiance i n which many d e l e g a t i o n s c o u l d go on r e c o r d w i t h new and c o n s t r u c t i v e v i e w s . 
My d e l e g a t i o n has, i n s e v e r a l s t e p s , attempted t o c o n t r i b u t e t o t h a t p r o c e s s . But 
I would a l s o l i k e t o c i t e as an e n c o u r a g i n g element t h a t t h e d e l e g a t i o n o f t h e 
S o v i e t Union has a g a i n t a k e n a more a c t i v e i n t e r e s t i n t h e s u b j e c t o f c h e m i c a l 
weapons, d e s i g n a t i n g i t , i n a s t a t e m e n t i n u a r l y F e b r u a r y , as one o f t h e p r i o r i t y 
s u b j e c t s o f n e g o t i a t i o n s o f t h i s C o n f e r e n c e . The s e v e r a l s u g g e s t i o n s which the 
S o v i e t Union has s u b m i t t e d , i n p a r t i c u l a r i n a major p o l i c y s t a t e m e n t on 
21 F e b r u a r y , and i t s d e c l a r e d g e n e r a l r e a d i n e s s t o c o n t r i b u t e c o n s t r u c t i v e l y t o t h e 
s o l u t i o n o f a l l p ending v e r i f i c a t i o n problems o f t h e c o n v e n t i o n have been h e l p f u l and 
w i l l p l a y an i m p o r t a n t r o l e i n f u t u r e n e g o t i a t i o n s . My d e l e g a t i o n has a l s o n o t e d 
w i t h a t t e n t i o n t h e u n d e r t a k i n g g i v e n by-Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n on 18 A p r i l 1984 t h a t 
t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s d r a f t on a c h e m i c a l weapons c o n v e n t i o n w i l l r e c e i v e s e r i o u s s t u d y 
by t h e S o v i e t s i d e ; even i n h i s more c r i t i c a l remarks o f t h i s morning, I f i n d 
n o t h i n g t h a t c o n t r a d i c t s t h i s welcome u n d e r t a k i n g . 

H e r a l d e d by S e c r e t a r y S h u l t z ' f o r m a l announcement on 16 January, t h e 
i n t r o d u c t i o n o f t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s d r a f t by t h e V i c e - P r e s i d e n t o f t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s o f 
America on 18 A p r i l has c e r t a i n l y been t h e major e v e n t o f t h e s p r i n g p a r t o f o u r 
s e s s i o n . There i s no doubt t h a t t h e d r a f t r e p r e s e n t s an u n p r e c e d e n t e d endeavour 
by one o f t h e two l e a d i n g m i l i t a r y Powers t o p r o v i d e complex s o l u t i o n s t o t h e problems 
i n h e r e n t i n t h e problem o f banning c h e m i c a l weapons. My d e l e g a t i o n has n o t e d w i t h 
s a t i s f a c t i o n t h a t t h e d r a f t n o t o n l y r e p r e s e n t s d e t a i l e d U n i t e d S t a t e s views on a l l 
a s p e c t s o f t h e f u t u r e c o n v e n t i o n but a l s o i n c o r p o r a t e s c o n t r i b u t i o n s o f many o t h e r 
d e l e g a t i o n s i n t h e Conference on Disarmament, and i n d e e d the r e s u l t s o f t h e 
c o l l e c t i v e n e g o t i a t i n g p r o c e s s o f l a s t y e a r . My d e l e g a t i o n i s c o n v i n c e d t h a t , t h e 
U n i t e d S t a t e s d r a f t w i l l become an i m p o r t a n t b a s i s f o r f u t u r e n e g o t i a t i o n s and, 
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indeed, one of i t s determining elements. The document i s proof of the p o l i t i c a l 
determination of the United States of America to see these negotiations to a good 
end i n the shortest possible time. The assurance given by Vice—President Bush 
asidla moment ago echoed by Ambassador Fields that the United States have introduced 
t h e i r draft with every intention to provide negotiating f l e x i b i l i t y when needed 
underscores the significance of the event. 

As could be expected i n such an immensely complex subject-matter, the 
United States draft contains many aspects that w i l l evoke controversy within the 
Conference and i n part have already done so. Some of the views concerning 
v e r i f i c a t i o n are new and bold. Whatever position delegations might take vis-à-vis 
certain parts of the recommended v e r i f i c a t i o n system i t must be recognized that 
the draft provides new impulses that should stimulate serious argument. 

In t h i s context i t i s important that the United States views on v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and especially i t s new concept concerning special and on-challenge v e r i f i c a t i o n 
be taken at face value. The provisions on open-invitation mandatory inspections 
f o r v e r i f y i n g compliance demonstrate an unprecedented measure of audacity. 
Delegations that evaluate the proposal i n t h i s respect should not only look at 
what the United States demands from others but what they are prepared to give 
themselves. Openness i s offered on the basis of r e c i p r o c i t y . . I t i s a new 
phenomenon that a s i g n i f i c a n t m i l i t a r y Power i s prepared to pay such a high price 
i n order to ensure compliance with a disarmament convention. My delegation i s 
impressed with the readiness of the United States delegation to j o i n i n a mutual 
obligation to open f o r international inspection a substantial segment of i t s 
sensitive m i l i t a r y i n s t a l l a t i o n s . Whatever the f i n a l outcome of negotiations w i l l 
be, we should look' at t h i s o f f e r as a strength of the United States approach, and 
my delegation would advise that a l l delegations remain mindful of the p o l i t i c a l , 
dimension o f " t h i s open-invitation philosophy. I t provides f o r a far-sighted, 
indeed unique approach aiming at changing the way Governments deal with each other 
i n an important f i e l d of national security. This new concept contrasts favourably 
with c e r t a i n antiquated views pretending that mystification and excessive-secrecy 
axe the nucleus of States' sovereignty. This new creative approach deserves a 
thorough discussion and my delegation would wish that a l l delegations engage i n 
such endeavour i n good f a i t h . 

As fax as we are concerned, we axe prepared to accept the challenge that.the 
United States draft contains. The forthcoming intersessional period w i l l o f f e r 
a l l of us the advantage to study more c a r e f u l l y certain provisions which, on f i r s t 
sight appear at variance with views our respective delegations have taken i n 
previous negotiations. 

My own delegation has submitted several working papers on the question of 
. v e r i f i c a t i o n , the l a t e s t , document CD/326, already couched i n formal language, 
such as the d r a f t i n g of the future treaty w i l l require. We have always looked 
fo r a comprehensive and mutually balanced international v e r i f i c a t i o n system 
where l e v e l s of intrusiveness and inspection e f f o r t s would be c a r e f u l l y dosed 
and measured by the sole c r i t e r i o n of e f f i c i e n c y . From th i s vantage point, the 
detailed v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions Of the United States draft deserve a generally 
po s i t i v e assessment. 

The destruction of chemical weapons i s , from the po s i t i o n of a Central 
European country, a goal of foremost urgency. The mechanism f o r a v e r i f i e d 
destruction of stocks should, however, not be complicated i n a way that i s not 
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called for by the purposes of the Convention, In t h i s respect we s h a l l have to 
study thoroughly and with some hesitat i o n those parts of the United States proposal 
that deal with the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the i n i t i a l declarations. I have already 
referred to the statement by the Soviet delegation of 21 February 1984 with regard 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n of destruction of stockpiles. This i s an area, where a consensus 
i n p r i n c i p l e appears now within reach. My delegation i s cautiously optimistic 
that we s h a l l f i n d negotiated answers to the more detailed problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of destruction of stocks. 

We are equally concerned that the mechanisms envisaged f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of nonproduction, as l a i d out i n the United States draft, should not e n t a i l 
unnecessary burdens for the c i v i l i a n chemical industry. In the Federal Republic 
of Germany, the chemical industry i s an important p i l l a r of our o v e r — a l l economic 
performance. I t i s therefore a legitimate consideration to seek to avoid intrusive 
measures that would not d i r e c t l y r a i s e the l e v e l of effectiveness of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
Our j o i n t endeavours should be directed towards establishing a correct balance 
between two contrasting p r i n c i p l e s : the f i r s t , that the convention should function 
and international v e r i f i c a t i o n be e f f e c t i v e , the other that the r e s t r i c t i o n s imposed 
by the convention upon the performance of chemical industry must not lead to 
excessive constraints and burdensome, costly controls. On the basis of our strong 
general endorsement for "the relevant provisions of the United States draft 
concerning the v e r i f i c a t i o n of non-production on a selective and random basis, 
many of the d e t a i l s w i l l have to be sorted out i n an earnest endeavour. 

The distinguished Deputy Foreign Minister of Iran has today f o r c e f u l l y 
reminded us that our negotiations on a permanent ban on chemical weapons are not 
conducted i n a vacuum, but that the production and use of chemical weapons i s 
a grim r e a l i t y of our "time, i n h i s region as m others-. The Federal Government 
has taken note with utmost concern of the report of the experts who went to Iran 
at the request of the Secretary-General of the United Nations i n order to 
investigate the alleged use of chemical agents i n the war between Iran and Iraq. 
On the basis of t h i s report i t must be assumed that one side to the c o n f l i c t 
has indeed used chemical weapons. The Federal Government has stated i t s position 
on these occurrences p u b l i c l y , and i n an unequivocal manner. I t regrets and 
condemns the use of chemical weapons as a clear v i o l a t i o n of the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925 which prohibits the use of such weapons i n war. The findings of the 
United Nations mission underline, once more, the v i t a l importance of the early 
conclusion of a comprehensive world-wide and r e l i a b l y v e r i f i a b l e ban on a l l 
chemical weapons. 

Let me return to a hopefully more positive aspect of our negotiations on 
chemical weapons. You, Mr. President, and colleagues are aware of the i n v i t a t i o n 
issued to a l l members of the Conference as well as to interested observers to 
participate i n an international chemical weapons workshop i n Northern Germany, 
scheduled from afternoon of 12 тю morning of 14 June 1984. As I stressed i n 
my i n d i v i d u a l l e t t e r s of i n v i t a t i o n , i t i s the aim of the Federal Government 
to embed this workshop as closely as possible i n t o the ongoing negotiation 
process. I am therefore p a r t i c u l a r l y grateful f o r the l i v e l y response which 
the i n v i t a t i o n has found and I should l i k e to express gratitude to a l l 
delegations who have nominated t h e i r participants. Letters to a l l nominees 
acknowledging t h e i r kind response and specifying departure time, as well as 
other elements of the programme, are currently i n the mail. My delegation i s 
looking forward to welcoming the participants i n the Federal Republic of Germany 
and hopes for an outcome of the workshop that w i l l be conducive to our negotiations. 
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In conclusion l e t me revert to the larger perspectives of the international 
disarmament process. A few days ago the States Members of the Warsaw Treaty 
Organization met'and published a communiqué r e f l e c t i n g t h e i r proceedings. The 
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has welcomed the constructive tone 
of the communiqué issued by the Foreign Ministers of the Warsaw Pact and sees 
i n them a confirmation of i t s own persevering e f f o r t s together with i t s partners 
i n the A t l a n t i c "Alliance to i n t e n s i f y dialogue and co-operation on a broad basis 
with the Eastern European countries and the Soviet Union. I t sees i n the Vording 
of the communiqué a positive sign to the effect that the Foreign Ministers of the 
Warsaw Pact have taken i n t o account the signal contained i n the A t l a n t i c Alliance's 
Brussels Declaration of December 1983. The communiqué says that there are íñó-
problems that cannot be solved on the basis of negotiations and that no opportunity 
should go unused i n attempting to return to negotiations. This i s i n keeping 
with the thinking of my Government. I t must however also apply-to the important 
nuclear negotiations that were recently interrupted by the Soviet Union. In 
t h i s sense, the members of the A t l a n t i c A l liance have emphasized, i n t h e i r 
Brussels Declaration, and repeatedly since then that they are w i l l i n g at any " 
time and without any p r i o r conditions to conduct negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n 
and reduction of nuclear weapons. In view of the importance of the subject-
matter for global security and f o r the work we have been assigned, I thought i t 
f i t t i n g that I r e c a l l t h i s o f f e r at the time when we adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT : We have now exhausted the time available to us t h i s morning. 
I f I hear no objection, I propose that we suspend now the plenary meeting and 
resume i t at 3.00 p.m. The plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed at 5 P.m. 

The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

I suggest now that we l i s t e n to those speakers l i s t e d f o r t h i s afternoon. 
I have on my l i s t of speakers Czechoslovakia, India, Canada, Indonesia, A u s t r a l i a 
and Hungary. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Czechoslovakia, 
Ambassador Vejvoda. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. President, f i r s t of a l l allow me to say 
a few words of appraisal of your a c t i v i t i e s during t h i s month. On a very personal 
note, I would also l i k e to praise the fact that you pronounce my name so 
cor r e c t l y . 

Since t h i s i s our l a s t plenary meeting of the spring part of our session, I , 
l i k e several speakers before me, deem i t appropriate b r i e f l y to look back at 
what has been achieved i n the course of the l a s t three months. 

After the adoption of the agenda for this year, i n which appropriate place 
was given to the p r i o r i t y items, including that of the prevention of nuclear war, 
my delegation hoped that the Conference would soon be i n a p o s i t i o n to deal 
e f f e c t i v e l y with a l l i t s agenda items. Our group demonstrated c l e a r l y what we 
mean by dealing e f f e c t i v e l y with items v i r t u a l l y at the beginning of the session. 
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Our mémorandum o f 17 F e b r u a r y , i s s u e d as document CD/434, i s e x p l i c i t i n t h i s 
r e s p e c t . i t c o n t a i n s p r o p o s a l s f o r t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f working organs on 
i n d i v i d u a l agenda items, ás weï.1 as s u g g e s t e d mandates c a l l i n g f o r t h e 
u n d e r t a k i n g o f r e l e v a n t n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

R e g r e t t a b l y , two months a f t e r t h e a d o p t i o n o f t h e agenda we a r e s t i l l f a r 
from h a v i n g e s t a b l i s h e d s u b s i d i a r y b o d i e s on such p r i o r i t y items as t h e p r e v e n t i o n 
o f n u c l e a r war, a n u c l e a r - t e s t ban, n u c l e a r disarmament and p r e v e n t i o n o f an 
arms r a c e i n o u t e r s p a c e . T h i s s i t u a t i o n i s , u n f o r t u n a t e l y , n o t new i n t h i s 
body and t h e l e a d i n g r o l e s , p l a y e d by i n d i v i d u a l p a r t i c i p a n t s , have h a r d l y 
changed. There a g a i n remains a c o u p l e o f d e l e g a t i o n s which, c o n t r a r y t o t h e 
demands o f the overwhelming m a j o r i t y o f t h i s Conference and the recommendations 
o f t h e U n i t e d N a t i o n s G e n e r a l Assembly, c o n t i n u e t o b l o c k the e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f 
t h e C o n f e r e n c e ' s s u b s i d i a r y b o d i e s w i t h n e g o t i a t i n g mandates on p r i o r i t y i t e m s 
mentioned above. And t h e i r attempts t o i n t r o d u c e a r b i t r a r i l y l i m i t e d terms o f 
r e f e r e n c e a r e now o n l y t o o o b v i o u s l y o u t o f p l a c e . 

One o f t h e few p o s i t i v e s i g n s o f t h e s p r i n g p a r t o f our s e s s i o n was t h e 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f t h e Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons w i t h a mandate "... t o 
s t a r t t h e f u l l and complete p r o c e s s o f n e g o t i a t i o n s , d e v e l o p i n g and working o u t 
t h e c o n v e n t i o n ...". As t o whether we have s t a r t e d t o f u l f i l t h e mandate, 
l o o k i n g a t what has been done one has t o admit t h a t much more c o u l d have been 
a c h i e v e d i n t h e Ad Hoc Committee and i t s t h r e e Working Groups had a l l d e l e g a t i o n s 
t a k e n an a c t i v e p a r t i n t h e i r a c t i v i t y . At t h e same tim e , we a p p r e c i a t e t h e efforts 
of the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, .идЬавэааог Ekéus, • 
as well as the chairmen of the three Working Groups. Further useful 
exchange o f views has t a k e n p l a c e and d r a f t i n g on some a s p e c t s was u n d e r t a k e n . 
C e r t a i n p r o g r e s s has been made on s e v e r a l q u e s t i o n s , f o r example, w i t h r e g a r d 
t o t h e scope and- d e f i n i t i o n s o f t h e f u t u r e c o n v e n t i o n . We w i t n e s s e d a l s o 
d e m o n s t r a t i o n s o f goodwill on t h e p a r t o f many d e l e g a t i o n s a s w e l l as e f f o r t s 
t o b r i d g e r e m a i n i n g d i f f e r e n c e s . However, on t h e whole i t was a g a i n proved 
t h a t a v e r y l i m i t e d number o f d e l e g a t i o n s , even one d e l e g a t i o n , can p r e v e n t 
us from s u b s t a n t i a l l y moving ahead. But l e t me remind d i s t i n g u i s h e d c o l l e a g u e s 
that'-we o f f e r e d o u r more d e t a i l e d views on what has been a c h i e v e d w i t h i n t h e 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons i n my statement o f 12 A p r i l . 

I would t h e r e f o r e l i m i t m y s e l f now t o r e i t e r a t i n g t h e deep r e g r e t o f my 
d e l e g a t i o n t h a t t h e i m p o r t a n t p r o p o s a l c o n c e r n i n g t h e v e r i f i c a t i o n o f t h e 
d e s t r u c t i o n o f chemical-weapon s t o c k p i l e s , i n t r o d u c e d by Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n 
on 21 F e b r u a r y has not been matched by a s i m i l a r move on t h e p a r t o f western 
c o u n t r i e s , e s p e c i a l l y t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s . I t s d r a f t c o n v e n t i o n , i n t r o d u c e d o n 
18 A p r i l , f a i l e d t o b r i n g about such a c o n s t r u c t i v e s t e p . Moreover, w h i l e n o t 
moving' añ i n c h towards the p o s i t i o n s o f o t h e r c o u n t r i e s , t h e d r a f t r a i s e d new 
unfounded r e q u i r e m e n t s e s p e c i a l l y i n t h e f i e l d o f v e r i f i c a t i o n . The a u t h o r s 
o f t h e concept o f "open i n v i t a t i o n " n o t o n l y r e a l i z e d b u t u n d o u b t e d l y proceeded 
from i t s o b v i o u s u n a c c e p t a b i l i t y f o r many c o u n t r i e s . I t i s p o l i t i c a l l y naive" 
t o assume t h a t S t a t e s would be s e r i o u s l y p r e p a r e d t o open, on 24-hours n o t i c e , 
a l l t h e i r m i l i t a r y i n s t a l l a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g t h o s e o f s t r a t e g i c s i g n i f i c a n c e , t o 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s p e c t o r s l o o k i n g a t random f o r " h i d d e n " c h e m i c a l weapons. 
We b e l i e v e t h a t t h i s f u l l y a p p l i e s a l s o t o t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s i t s e l f . 
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The United States draft convention i s also somehow behind what has been 
achieved so far i n the Conference on Disarmament. For example, the definition 
of "toxic chemical" used i s s c i e n t i f i c a l l y unacceptable, using the term "chemical 
action" which i s unknown to toxicologists throughput the world. The definition 
of precursors i s related only, to production which does not imply i t s use as 
component of binary or qiulticompónent weapon technology. We also miss a 
définition of key-precursor. , Instead one can only find an incomplete and 
arbitrary l i s t of such compounds scattered i n schedules A and C. 

Thé concept of l i s t s without definitions and the effort to relate various 
measures only to l i s t s , as reflected also i n the a r t i c l e dealing with permitted 
a c t i v i t i e s , i s unacceptable for my delegation. We are convinced that at the 
tlme-,of signing the Convention, there must be a clear and binding line, which 
can be drawn only by means of definitions which are s c i e n t i f i c a l l y based, 
delimited by the purpose-criterion limited and concisely elaborated. 

„ Binary chemical weapons have traditionally been a taboo subject i n the 
United" States newspapers. But i t i s s t i l l surprising that they are s t i l l 
ignored even in a comprehensive draft convention. At least i n this regard, the 
United States draft i s "consistent". This i s very much apparent from schedule A, 
where the most dangerous chemicals are said to be.summarized. We maintain that 
sùcfi a schedule should contain also a l l key precursors of super-toxic l e t h a l 
chemicals, which, in the United States draft, It does not. For instance, the 
key precursor of the most toxic contemporary super-toxic lethal nerve agent 
forming a substantive part of the united States chemical arsenal, VX, that i s , 
0-e€hyl O-2-diisopropylaminoeïhyl methylphosphinite has been "forgotten". 

The draft convention i s also lacking i n i t s undifferentiated approach to 
destruction, with no schedule of destruction according, to the danger of-
partlcular elements of chemical weapons aimed at avoiding one-sided military 
advantage during the destruction period. 

With regard to old chemical weapons, this, proposal conserves also the 
anachronistic and unreasonable view, which i s unacceptable for small countries 
not possessing chemical weapons'and having therefore no destruction f a c i l i t i e s . 
Such countries (and they w i l l form the majority of States parties to the 
future convention) need to have the right to address other States parties and 
the Consultative Committee in seeking know-how and/or assistance for the safe 
destruction of rarely-found old individual chemical weapons, rather than being 
submitted to verification concerning whether some kilograms of toxic material 
were'really destroyed or illusory transferred to non-existing chemical arsenals. 
Bebdes, a number of delega t i oris, including mine, have serious reservations 
with regard to a description i n i n i t i a l declarations of the exact locations 
of chemical weapons. 

If we are to achieve some tangible results during the summer part of our 
session, a l l delegations should realize that the only way to do so l i e s 
through an effort to accommodate each other, to find mutually acceptable 
solutions and to bridge existing differences, instead of widening them. 
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Mr. DUBEY ( I n d i a ) : Mr. P r e s i d e n t , i t has in d e e d been ve r y g r a t i f y i n g f o r my 
d e l e g a t i o n t o have you, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f our с1озе neighbour, S r i Lanka, as 
th e P r e s i d e n t o f t h e Conference on Disarmament f o r t h e month o f A p r i l . With 
S r i Lanka, I n d i a has enjoye d c e n t u r i e s o f f r a t e r n a l v i e s based on h i s t o r y , c u l t u r e , 
s p i r i t u a l v a l u e s and tempor a l p h i l o s o p h y . In t h i s Conference on Disarmament, i t 
i s p e r t i n e n t t o r e c a l l t h a t both our c o u n t r i e s a r e the i n h e r i t o r s o f t n e g l o r i o u s 
t r a d i t i o n o f Emperor Ashok who, 2 ,500 y e a r s ago, renounced war as an i n s t r u m e n t o f 
s t a t e c r a f t , d i s a r m e d h i s army and devot e d t h e r e s t o f h i s l i f e t o p r e a c h i n g peace 
and n o n - v i o l e n c e . Our c o u n t r i e s t h u s l e a r n t the l e s s o n o f disarmament n o t today 
or i n t h i s c e n t u r y , but thousands o f y e a r s ago. As your P r e s i d e n c y o f t h e 
Conference on Disarmament i s coming t o a c l o s e , I would l i k e t o p l a c e on r e c o r d 
t h e deep a p p r e c i a t i o n o f my d e l e g a t i o n f o r t h e t i r e l e s s e f f o r t you have made and 
th e remarkable d i p l o m a t i c s k i l l you have d i s p l a y e d i n h e l p i n g us i n our e f f o r t t o 
r e s o l v e some o f t h e p r o c e d u r a l and s u b s t a n t i v e i s s u e s we have been g r a p p l i n g w i t h 
s i n c e t h e b e g i n n i n g o f t h e c u r r e n t s e s s i o n o f t h e Conference on Disarmament. 

I would a l s o l i k e t o e x p r e s s my deep and s i n c e r e a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r t h e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n made by t h e p r e v i o u s P r e s i d e n t , Ambassador Ion Datcu o f Romania, t o 
th e work o f t h e Conference. Through h i s numerous c o n s u l t a t i o n s and t h e a b l e 
manner i n which he conducted t h e d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n t h e p l e n a r y meetings, he d i d h i s 
utmost t o h e l p t h e Conference t o move ahead i n v a r i o u s a r e a s o f n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

I i n t e n d today t o speak on agenda i t e m 5, P r e v e n t i o n o f an arms r a c e i n 
o u t e r s p a c e . Tne p e r i l s o f t h e e x t e n s i o n o f t h e arms r a c e i n t o o u t e r space were 
c l e a r l y seen a t t h e f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f t h e Ge n e r a l Assembly devoted t o 
disarmament. The F i n a l Document t h a t emerged from t h a t s e s s i o n c a l l e d f o r 
a p p r o p r i a t e i n t e r n a t i o n a l n e g o t i a t i o n s i n o r d e r t o p r e v e n t such an arms r a c e . I t 
took f o u r y e a r s a f t e r t h a t t o g e t an it e m on t h i s s u b j e c t i n c l u d e d on t h e agenda 
o f t h e t h e n Committee on Disarmament. And d u r i n g t h e l a s t two y e a r s t h a t t h i s i t e m 
has been on t h e agenda, i n s p i t e o f the overwhelming d e s i r e o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community, r e f l e c t e d i n v a r i o u s G e n e r a l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s , t o commence 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t w i t h a view t o r e a c h i n g an agreement o r agreements, 
t h i s body has n o t been a b l e t o commence any work a t a l l on t h i s c r u c i a l i s s u e . 
During t h i s p e r i o d , t h e s i t u a t i o n on t h e ground w i t h r e g a r d t o t h e arms r a c e i n 
o u t e r space, has undergone a r a p i d and a l a r m i n g t r a n s f o r m a t i o n . Developments o f 
c a t a s t r o p h i c i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r t h e f a t e o f mankind a r e t a k i n g p l a c e i n t h i s f i e l d . 
And, y e t , the Conference on Disarmament remains p a r a l y s e d f o r want o f a mandate f o r 
the ad hoc committee t o be s e t up t o d i s c u s s t h i s s u b j e c t . 

Some two thousand y e a r s ago, t h e r e was a k i n g i n I t a l y who was f i d d l i n g w h i l e 
Rome was b u r n i n g . Today, t h e r e a r e f o r t y d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f 
s o v e r e i g n governments members o f t h e Conference on Disarmament and e n t r u s t e d w i t h 
perhaps t h e g r a v e s t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f modern t i m e s , q u i b b l i n g o v e r a mandate f o r 
t h e i r work on t h i s s u b j e c t w h i l e o u t e r space i s on i t s way t o b e i n g m i l i t a r i z e d 
t o t h e p o i n t o f s a t u r a t i o n . The d i f f e r e n c e , however, i s t h a t whereas i n s p i t e o f 
th e Roman k i n g ' s f i d d l i n g , t h e c i t y o f Rome s u r v i v e d , t h e consequences o f our 
q u i b b l i n g might v e r y w e l l deny t h e human r a c e t h e l a s t chance o f i t s s u r v i v a l . 
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There i s more than adequate evidence to show that the militarization of outer 
space has already•begun in a big way, and that i f unchecked, i t is soon going to 
acquire unmanageable and uncontrollable proportions. While i t i s true that since 
i t s very inception in the 1950s, advance in space technology has contributed to 
enhancing the force, accuracy and sophistication of the weapon systems of the 
nuclear-weapon Powers, the last few years have seen the development of directly 
and clearly identifiable military a c t i v i t i e s born out of space technology. What 
is more i s that this increasing military orientation of space technology has led 
to the development of the war machines of the super-Powers containing some of the 
most dangerous weapon systems, such as the thermo-nuclear warheads, the strategic 
and intermediate-range missiles and bombers and the space-based means to 
manipulate a total planetary war. The latest to enter in the f i e l d are the 
anti-sâtellite weapons and the space-based ABM system. 

These latest weapons are no longer confined to science f i c t i o n ; they are 
fast becoming a r e a l i t y . Pronouncements have been made at the highest level 
indicating intentions to develop these weapons. Sizeable amounts of resources 
running into b i l l i o n s of dollars have been allocated for the purpose of research 
and development.of these weapons. One of the ASAT systems i s already in place, 
whereas tests have been carried out for the development of a more sophisticated 
one. The repeated attempt to find loopholes in the existing legal instruments 
in order to go ahead with the development of these weapons i s yet another proof, 
i f proof i s needed. Moreover we find that already the language of rationalization 
so far associated with the nuclear-arms race based on the doctrine of parity or 
deterrence, has begun to be used in the context of the агтз race in outer space 
also. A highly placed o f f i c i a l of one of the super-Powers has recently stated 
that his Government has decided to develop i t s ASAT system because the other side 
i s also engaged in the race, making i t necessary for his country to catch up and 
deny the other side unilateral control of outer space. 

Against this background i t i s naive to believe that the programme already 
launched w i l l remain confined to the stage of research and development. 
Technological developments of military significance have a momentum of their own 
that creates a forward drive for the deployment of the weapons once they become 
technically feasible. The technological problems that remain to be solved also 
do not constitute an insurmountable hurdle because the past experience of the 
development of sophisticated weapon systems have shown that given the commitment 
of Governments, such problems can be overcome and also because i t has been 
publicly stated that these weapon systems are worth developing even i f i t may 
not be possible to solve a l l the technological problems. 

It i s , therefore, not too soon to examine the serious implications of 
these new weapon,systems and explain these implications to the people of the 
world. It i s my intention to devote most of the remaining part of my statement 
to this purpose. 

• 

A relatively less serious, but more talked about, implication of the 
deployment of these systems i s that i t w i l l render the doctrine of deterrence 
redundant, and would on the whole have a destabilizing effect on the international 
security system. Many of us here would not shed tears on account of this 
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consequence because of our b e l i e f that nuclear deterrence provides no s t a b i l i t y 
at a l l and that, on the other hand, much to the contrary, by virtue of being 
the p r i n c i p a l j u s t i f i c a t i o n of the nuclear-arms race, i t has already created a 
s i t u a t i o n of extreme i n s t a b i l i t y . The use of the word " s t a b i l i t y " i n the current 
inherently unstable s i t u a t i o n i s a cruel joke. Can one r e a l l y think of security 
or s t a b i l i t y i n the presence of the massive and ever-mounting accumulation of 
nuclear weapons? 

There i s also a concern about the development of these new weapon systems 
re s u l t i n g i n a decoupling of the security of the a l l i a n c e partners and rendering 
impotent and obsolete the nuclear deterrence systems of the nuclear—weapon 
Powers among these nations. I t i s also feared that no ABM protection w i l l be 
able to save Europe — either Eastern or Western countries — from the devastations 
of a nuclear war with low f l y i n g Cruise m i s s i l e s , short-range m i s s i l e s , t a c t i c a l 
nuclear weapons dropped from a i r c r a f t or used as a r t i l l e r y munition. In response 
to these concerns, assurances have been given i n recent weeks that the new 
weapons system w i l l be so designed as to deal not only with intercontinental 
m i s s i l e s , but also with t a c t i c a l missiles and other nuclear or conventional 
missiles which might be used i n the European theatre. 

There are, however, more serious implications of the development of these 
weapons which are l e s s talked about. I f the present trend i s not reversed and 
the development of these weapons i s not banned, by f a r the gravest consequence 
w i l l be " t o t a l armament", culminating i n a " t o t a l " nuclear holocaust. There i s 
no j u s t i f i c a t i o n for the claim that the possession of ABM system by the two 
super—Powers w i l l make nuclear weapons impotent and obsolete. These weapon 
systems w i l l make the world more dangerous than any weapon has hitherto done. 

For i t i s just not true that these weapons are merely defensive. The fact 
i s that they can neither remain merely defensive nor f u l l y defend. In t h i s 
context, the use of the term "Star Wars" i n r e l a t i o n to the development of beam 
weapons i s dangerously misleading. This term erroneously underlines the exotic 
nature of these weapons and seeks to convey a sense of remoteness about the 
impact of these weapons. The fact i s that what happens i n outer space i s 
intimately connected with our fate on Earth. The use of the new ABM weapon 
system would not trigger a S t e l l a r War,'light years away from our planet, but a 
war on this very good Earth. In f a c t , even with the present-day technology, 
i t would be only a matter of hours before a war i n outer space would turn into 
a holocaust on Earth. 

These so-called defensive weapons w i l l , at the same time, be offensive, or 
weapons of f i r s t s t r i k e . This i s clear from the f a c t that l a s e r and p a r t i c l e 
beams can not only intercept and destroy missiles i n f l i g h t , but also have the 
p o t e n t i a l i t y of destroying them i n t h e i r s i l o s . Tbere i s absolutely no 
guarantee that these dual-purpose Weapons w i l l remain only defensive. 

Moreover, these weapon sys'tems w i l l open the floodgates of unprecedented 
and p o t e n t i a l l y uncontrollable arms race both i n the outer space and on Earth. 
The development and deployment of an ABM system by one super-Power would 
naturally be sought to be matched by the other super-Power. Even the other 
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nucleax-weapon Powers, finding that t h e i r independent nuclear deterrence has been 
rendered obsolete, may, e i t h e r s i n g l y or j o i n t l y , go i n f o r t h e i r own ABM system, 
irrespective of the cost i t may involve. 

Moreover, i n spite of the hundreds of b i l l i o n s of dollars to be spent on 
them, the new weapon systems w i l l not provide f u l l protection. And to quote 
the words of the I t a l i a n Nobel laureate, Eugenio Móntale, i n a somewhat 
di f f e r e n t context, i t i s not only the small fishes that would escape from the 
net. As already pointed out, some categories of m i s s i l e s , such as the ground-
hugging Cruise missiles and Stealth bombers arc u n l i k e l y to come within the 
targets of the new ABM weapon system. Taking into account even the lowest 
percentage of leakage, enough nuclear weapons w i l l escape the ABM weapons to 
reach t h e i r targets and wreak havoc with human c i v i l i z a t i o n . Moreover, the new 
system would be vulnerable to counter-measures which can acquire a variety of 
forms. In spite of these loopholes, i t i s sought to j u s t i f y the development 
of these weapons on the cynical ground that i t would destroy the f i r s t - s t r i k e 
c a p a b i l i t y of the other side to the maximum extent possible and impose on i t an 
intolerable f i n a n c i a l and material burden i n the process of developing i t s own 
ABM system. 

• Moreover, there are strong reasons to believe that the development and 
ac q u i s i t i o n of these new weapon systems w i l l trigger nuclear war i n the 
process. Taking the ASAT system f i r s t , the destruction of an adversary's 
s a t e l l i t e i s not an event l o s t i n the wilderness of outer space. I t would be 
an attack on one of the most advanced components of the war machine of the 
other side which w i l l most l i k e l y provoke r e t a l i a t i o n . 

As regards tha now ABM system, a very dangerous s i t u a t i o n u i l l a r i s e vhen 
one of the super-Powers i s able to deploy i t s system and the other i s s t i l l i n 
the process of catching up — a s i t u a t i o n which may p r e v a i l for a long time. 
One can v i s u a l i s e two scenarios i n that event. In the f i r s t scenario, the former 
may decide that i t can take out the mis s i l e force of the other side i n a f i r s t 
s t r i k e and i t can protect i t s own force from r e t a l i a t i o n . The new ABM technology 
thus makes recourse to nuclear weapons r e l a t i v e l y easier and safer for the 
Power enjoying superiority i n t h i s f i e l d . In the second scenario, the l a t t e r 
super-Power which has s t i l l not caught up, may be provoked into a panicky 
pre-emptive nuclear attack. 

When both the super-Powers deploy thei r own space-based ABM systems, i t 
w i l l fundamentally change the entire international security s i t u a t i o n anO 
international power r e l a t i o n s . The world w i l l revert to the bi-polar era of 
the e a r l y 50s under conditions aggravated by the immense increase i n the force 
and e f f i c i e n c y of the. weapon systems. The reversal to the st r a t e g i c b i p o l a r i t y 
of the world w i l l have such serious consequences as much strengthened 
technological, economic and p o l i t i c a l hegemony, reducing a l l other nations to 
security dependence, resorting to l i m i t e d or protracted nuclear war i n l o c a l i z e d 
theatres f a r from any worry that such wars would engulf t h e i r own t e r r i t o r i e s , 
and' even encourgement to surrogate Powers to develop thei r own nuclear weapons 
to be used f o r the strategic purpose of the super-Powers. Disarmament w i l l be 
the f i r s t casualty i n such a s i t u a t i o n . 
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F i n a l l y , the basic motives which w i l l lead the super-Powers or other 
technologically advanced nations to develop the new weapon systems and the 
attitude that the possession of these systems would f o s t e r , w i l l b e ( a n t i t h e t i c a l 
to the objective of the establishment of a new international"economic, or p o l i t i c a l 
order. The whole attitude'behind-such an arms race i s that of gaining absolute 
power and dominance irrespective of the price that i s to be paid f o r i t . Such 
an attitude m i l i t a t e s against the s p i r i t of co-operation f o r equity, j u s t i c e and 
f a i r play. This w i l l change the very character of the North-South dialogue and 
other global negotiations. 

Considering the colossal resource implications of these weapon systems, 
t h e i r competitive developments might very well shatter the very foundations of 
the world economy. No type of weapons and no f i e l d of t h e i r application w i l l be 
as resources-consuming as the development and deployment of weapons i n outer 
space. The estimates f o r the development of a complete new ABM system by one 
super-Power vary from 120 to 500 b i l l i o n d o l l a r s . The current world economic 
problems, . w i l l be greatly multiplied and "aggravated i f the massive resources 
required,.for the development of the' new space weapon systems are to be mobilized. 
Moreover, the diversion of s k i l l e d manpower and material resources involved i n 
the process would have a c r i p p l i n g effect on a c t i v i t i e s i n the soci a l and economic 
sectors. This may very well result i n a setback f o r the recovery process, a 
continued stagnation of the economies of the advanced countries, or at best t h e i r 
just limping forward during the remaining part of t h i s century. The impact of 
these developments on the already beleaguered economies of developing countries 
would indeed be devastating. Such a bleak economic prospect may frustrate the 
very purpose — gaining a pos i t i o n of absolute dominance and hegemony — f o r 
the attainment of which these weapons are being developed. 

In an a r t i c l e i n "be Monde" of 27 March 1984, the French journalist 
Michel Tatu has quoted Mr. Keyworth, S c i e n t i f i c Adviser to the White House and a 
supporter of the new ABM system, as having said: " I t i s d i f f i c u l t to have 
stabilityчunder conditions of pa r i t y " . From there to say that the programme f o i 
developing ABM system w i l l permit the establishment of a superiority i s but a 
small step. On the other hand, when an exhortation f o r developing the new weapons 
system was given at the highest l e v e l by the United States Government early l a s t 
year, the response of the USSR, again at the highest l e v e l , was: " A l l attempts 
at achieving m i l i t a r y superiority over the USSR are f u t i l e . , The Soviet Union 
w i l l never allowthem to succeed". The net result i s going to be, as i n the case 
of the nuclear-arms race, neither superiority nor parity," .but a new l e v e l of 
escalation of the arms race, both i n outer space and on Earth, with a l l the 
grave implications which I have t r i e d to outline. 

A key question before t h i s Conference i s : Are these weapons v e r i f i a b l e , 
and i f not, i s i t feasible to ban them? The expert opinion on whether the control 
or elimination of these weapon systems i s v e r i f i a b l e or not i s by no means 
unanimous^ For example, the National Council of the Federation of American 
Scientists has- stated- i n i t s November 1983 report that "further,deployment and 
te s t i n g of USSR's ASAT system w i l l be e a s i l y v e r i f i a b l e . I f there i s a 
v e r i f i c a t i o n problem, i t i s with the f a r more sophisticated United States system". 
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On the other hand, some -experts have stated that the more sophisticated 
United States system i s easier to v e r i f y . Another expert view i s that an 
absolute ban, including the development of ASAT systems, would c e r t a i n l y pose 
v e r i f i c a t i o n problems, but such a ban i s not c r i t i c a l . The banning of t e s t i n g 
and deployment could r e a l l y be monitored and w i l l achieve the key objectives 
of preventing the further development and p r o l i f e r a t i o n of these weapons. 

In any event, the way m i l i t a r y technology, including that f o r space-weapon 
systems, i s developing, most of the new weapon systems are l i k e l y to become 
unverifiable sooner or l a t e r . According to one expert opinion, the new arms 
w i l l be based on a technology that has been miniaturized to an extent which w i l l 
not make them amenable to v e r i f i c a t i o n . To develop weapon systems which could 
beat v e r i f i c a t i o n has now become a p r i n c i p a l challenge of the nations engaged 
m the arms race i n the mistaken notion of seeking security by t h i s means. 

What i s going to happen i n that event? W i l l there be no arms l i m i t a t i o n 
or disarmament simply because such measures cannot be ve r i f i e d ? In the opinion 
of my delegation, that w i l l only demonstrate how mistaken t h i s absolute emphasis 
on v e r i f i c a t i o n has been and how t h i s has been used as a pretext f o r not engaging 
i n serious and genuine negotiations f o r h a l t i n g and reversing the nuclear-arms 
race and now the arms race i n outer space. 

when we take a l l the implications of the recent developments into account, 
the conclusion i s obvious, and i t i s that the present i s the moment to act. I f 
we can succeed i n urgently negotiating an agreement or agreements, we w i l l have 
prohibited the newest round of build-up of f u t u r i s t i c weapons which w i l l take us 
to a point of no return. Ve should not be misled by the argument that there i s 
no urgency because the new weapon systems are s t i l l at the phase of development 
and research. I t i s p r e c i s e l y at t h i s phase that i t w i l l be feasible f o r us to 
ban t h i s new arms race. I f we miss t h i s opportunity, these weapons w i l l already 
become another frightening r e a l i t y of our l i f e and may be so integrated with the 
weapon systems as a whole and with the security doctrines of the powers possessing 
these weapons that negotiations f o r c o n t r o l l i n g or banning them w i l l become as -
intractable and f r u s t r a t i n g as the negotiations on nuclear disarmament. In f a c t , 
i n some respects, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the case of the ASAT system, i t already seems 
to have reached that hopeless stage. 

In such a s i t u a t i o n how can we afford the luxury of a non-negotiating 
mandate f o r an ad hoc committee on t h i s subject? How can any of ua, i n a l l 
honesty and sincerity," suggest that we should be content with merely i d e n t i f y i n g 
those space—weapon systems which could have a d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t , or the 
issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race i n the outer space, or by 
analysing the lacunae i n the e x i s t i n g international agreements having a bearing 
on the arms race i n outer space, or adopt a progressive approach s t a r t i n g f i r s t 
with the question of the immunity of s a t e l l i t e s and l a t e r on going to new weapon 
systems? The l a t t e r suggestion could have been acceptable when i t was ma.de i n 
the early 1960s, but not now. As regards our making an analysis of the e x i s t i n g 
relevant international t r e a t i e s as a point of departure, such an exercise could 
have been of some value a few years ago, but not today. Ve now know that i n 
spite of these t r e a t i e s , the new weapon systems are being developed and tested. 
Our f i r s t and foremost task i s to reverse t h i s trends 
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A l l the conditions for starting serious negotiations on this subject are 
present. There are f i r s t of a l l the grave implications of the recent developments 
staring at our face. These developments have taken place in spite of and by means 
of a transgression of the existing legal regimes. Nothing short of a new regime 
wi l l do in these circumstances. 

There i s also a draft treaty submitted by the USSR on the subject. 
Practically every delegation which has commented on this draft treaty has drawn 
our attention to i t s positive features and the tremendous improvement that i t 
represents over the proposals submitted by the USSR"óñ the same subject in 19.81 • 
Its provisions for banning not only the deployment of space-based, weapons but also 
their testing and development, banning new anti-satellite systems and the 
elimination of the existing ones, and for verification are i t s particularly 
welcome features. Some questions have been asked about the adequacy of i t s 
provisions on verification. We have, here, the assurance of the leader of the 
USSR delegation that,these provisions are negotiable with a view to being 
elaborated and improved upon. Draft legal instruments are not supposed to be only 
generally commented upon in the plenary statements in this Conference; the whole 
purpose of submitting them i s to take them up as a basis for serious negotiation. 

Since the dawning of the space era, we have had occasions to exult in 
successive human achievements in the conquest of outer space. In this we have 
shared with the nationals of the countries concerned, their excitement at each 
successful mission of the United States Space Shuttles, the USSR's Salyut and 
Soyuzj, and the European Space Agency's Ariane, as though these were our own 
achievements. Very recently, our whole nation became, through the television 
network, an active participant in the glory of the achievements in outer space of 
two Soviet cosmonauts and the f i r s t Indian cosmonaut, Rakesh Sharma. 

We, therefore, shudder even to think about, let alone accept the fact of, 
these great adventures of the human s p i r i t being turned to use for destructive 
purposes, having the potentiality of triggering a nuclear holocaust. We urge with 
a l l the force and conviction at our command that we must arrest this trend and 
prevent the development of these space weapons. We must without further delay 
commence negotiations for elaborating a new instrument, or instruments, the need 
for which i s established beyond any shred of doubt. Space technology fortunately 
does not,as yet carry the stigma of a Hiroshima, and the world s t i l l cherishes 
Yuri Gagarin's f i r s t space exploration and Neil Armstrong's great leap for mankind. 
By arresting the militarization of outer space and preventing the arms race there, 
not only w i l l we be able to pull the human race at least a few inches away from the 
brink of disaster, but also we w i l l contribute to disarmament and to Man's continued 
exploration of the peaceful potentialities of outer space. 

The"*PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of India for his statement, and 
would like to express my genuine and sincere gratitude for the kind words addressed 
to the President by the representative of a friendly neighbour who i s also the 
Chairman of the Non-Aligned Movement. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Canada, Ambassador Beesley. 
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Mr. 3SESLEY (Canada): Mr. President, I have asked for the floor to stress 
the urgency ana importance wnich the Canadian Government accords to certain of 
the arms control and disarmament issues before us and in so doing to take stock 
of our progress on them. 

Before doing so, I would like to join others in congratulating you on the 
assumption of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. Canada and 
Sri Lanka have had a long and f r u i t f u l association, cemented by Commonwealth ties, 
going back well beyond the origin of the Colombo plan and -.indeed our shared views 
on world peace and security were most recently publicly proclaimed in the 
Declaration at the end of the Commonwealth Heads of Government Summit held at Goa 
last year. 

The method of consultations with the President has been, in our view, both 
welcome and effective in dealing with the procedural issues before us. Your 
i n i t i a t i v e and determination in this regard have been and are particularly 
valuable. 

In commenting on some of the issues we consider most urgent and important now 
before the Conference on Disarmament, we propose to address both substance and 
procedure. 

As a general comment, we deeply regret that i t has not proved possible to 
make more progress in the Conference on Disarmament this year, even on matters of 
procedure. It i s open to serious question whether we can afford to maintain the 
present practice of reviewing each year, as i f a l l items were new, the necessity 
for and thé terms of reference of, each of the Conference on Disarmament's 
subsidiary bodies. Most w i l l agree that the time expended is disproportionate to 
the results obtained and indeed, as many have suggested, may well be unnecessary. 
We fu l l y support efforts now underway to improve our work methods. This said, 
process cannot be confused with progress. 

There i s no point either, as we see i t , in repeating the need for 
governments to implement in a concrete fashion the rhetoric they have so often 
voiced on arms control. This need i s obvious, and has been expressed many times. 
What 13 needed, i f this body i s -to retain i t s c r e d i b i l i t y , i s to begin to 
register, as the result of decisions made in capitals, .the progress that so many 
have demanded and which i s so clearly required for the maintenance and 
strengthening Of mutual 'security. 

The process in the Conference on Disarmament as i t pertains to the chemical-
weapons issue had apparently developed and matured and had succeeded in concluding 
for the year on an up-beat note. Some dared to suggest, perhaps optimistically, 
tnat for the 1984 session, the experience gained in that area might inject i t s e l f 
into other areas of immediate concern. 

I must confess however that i f this has occurred, i t i s not immediately 
apparent. The impression of the process — and the public impression, I have no 
doubt -- i s that there i s a danger of spreading even more thinly our limited 
resources over a proliferation of issues many of which are not central to the 
significant issues of the day. In this body there i s no lack of commitment, and 
indeed no absence of world-wide deeply held concerns, but this contrasts strongly 
with the lack of practical progress in the negotiation of matters that are among 
the most complex, urgent — and v i t a l — issues of our times. 
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I t i s , however, i n our view pointless and unfair to c r i t i c i z e the Conference 
on Disarmament for t h i s lack of progress. In the f i n a l analysis, d i f f i c u l t i e s 1 

experienced i n t h i s Conference nearly always r e f l e c t substantive concerns àrising-
out of perceptions concerning national security, and those d i f f i c u l t i e s can only 
be resolved i n c a p i t a l s . Unfortunately, what i s lacking i n a l l too many сазез i s 
the willingness to negotiate seriously on those very issues on which informed 
public opinion the world over i s demanding urgent action. 

I now wish to turn to three of the issues which we consider of paramount 
importance, on which, I suggest, our major e f f o r t s could be concentrated during 
the summer part of our session. These issues are a chemical weapons treaty, a 
nuclear test ban and outer space. I propose to comment also, very b r i e f l y , on 
the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

It' i s common ground that i t i s i n our negotiations on a chemical weapons ban 
that the greatest progress has' been made. A l l members of the Conference have 
contributed: f i r s t , through the more than 200 working papers which had 
been submitted to form the basis for our negotiation and, secondly, through the 
negotiating process from which the consensus report (CD/416) emerged l a s t summer. 
The momentum has been sustained by a number of s i g n i f i c a n t developments since the 
f i r s t of the year. There are, of course, at least three draft treaties dating 
back to 1972 and more than 20 other working papers, including four from Canada, 
pertaining to s p e c i f i c aspects of a convention. But certainly the United States 
submission on 18 A p r i l 1984 of t h e i r draft treaty i s the most comprehensive and 
detailed draft treaty and one which, i f i t could be put into force tomorrow, 
would v i r t u a l l y assure a chemical-weapon-free world within ten years. 

Many have commented on the recent i n i t i a t i v e s undertaken by both the 
United States and the Soviet Union i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons. In our view, 
they r e f l e c t a common desire to proceed with a serious negotiation aimed at 
achieving concrete r e s u l t s . 

E a r l i e r t h i s session, i n our statement of 21 February, we welcomed the 
Soviet proposal for on-site inspection of destruction of chemical weapons stocks. 
At the time, speaking immediately after Ambassador Issraelyan, we said that t h i s 
Soviet i n i t i a t i v e was a most welcome development i n the ongoing negotiating 
process on a ban on chemical weapons, and represented a s i g n i f i c a n t step forward. 
We also said that we hoped that t h i s Soviet proposal had broader implications. 
We reaffirm our s a t i s f a c t i o n at t h i s Soviet i n i t i a t i v e , which we are confident 
w i l l assist i n providing impetus, along with the recently-tabled United States 
draft on a chemical weapons ban, to our negotiations on t h i s subject. 

The unpalatable truth about chemical weapons i s that r e s t r a i n t i n t h e i r use 
i n many cases has been motivated more by fear of r e t a l i a t i o n than by legal 
considerations. Whatever one's leg a l position may be about the universality of 
the le g a l principles embodied i n the Geneva Protocol of 1925, we must assume that 
there i s s u f f i c i e n t general agreement on the need for the banning of the 
development, production, s t o c k p i l i n g , retention, transfer and use of chemical 
weapons that there i s a r e a l i s t i c prospect for agreement. S i m i l a r l y , however, 
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i t i s our view t h a t t h e r e must be a c c e p t a n c e of t h e p r i n c i p l e t h a t u n l e s s t h e r e 
i s adequate a s s u r a n c e o f v e r i f i c a t i o n o f co m p l i a n c e w i t h t h e terms o f t h e 
Co n v e n t i o n by a l l p a r t i e s , S t a t e s w i l l be e x t r e m e l y f e a r f u l o f g i v i n g up t h e i r 
d e t e r r e n t . 

Many a r e s t i l l s t u d y i n g t h e u n i t e d S t a t e s d r a f t t r e a t y s u b m i t t e d by 
V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush l a s t week ; many a r e a l s o a w a i t i n g f u r t h e r e l a b o r a t i o n o f t h e 
S o v i e t p o s i t i o n on o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n o f t h e d e s t r u c t i o n o f chemical-weapon 
s t o c k 3 . The t e s t i s now whether t h e s e two r e l a t e d p r o p o s a l s w i l l g i v e t h e needed 
impetus t o t h e n e g o t i a t i o n — a r i , we t r u s t , g e n e r a l a c c e p t a n c e -— o f t h e 
e s s e n t i a l agreement we a r e p u r s u i n g . 

The U n i t e d S t a t e s pi-oposal i s , a s a l r e a d y p o i n t e d o u t , t h e most 
comprehensive and, n o t s u r p r i s i n g l y , t h e most d e t a i l e d . L i k e t h e USSR approach, 
i t a l s o embodies a b o l d s t e p f o r w a r d on t n e p a t h we a l l wish t o f o l l o w . With 
r e s p e c t t o t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s p r o p o s a l , we s h o u l d r e c o g n i z e t h i s i n i t i a t i v e as a 
genuine attempt on t h e p a r t o f a super-Power t o b r i n g about disarmament on 
c h e m i c a l weapons. Whatever t h e r e a c t i o n t o t h e s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s , the d r a f t 
t r e a t y must be r e c o g n i z e d as a development o f major i m p o r t a n c e . W h i l e £here a r e 
s t i p u l a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h e compliance aspects, o f t h e t r e a t y , . w h i c h may be 
viewed as s t r i n g e n t , n e v e r t h e l e s s , t h e s e p r o v i s i o n s a r e inte n d e d , a s m u t u a l l y 
a p p l i c a b l e , i n d e e d g e n e r a l l y a p p l i c a b l e . By i n c l u d i n g them i n t h e d r a f t , t h e 
U n i t e d S t a t e s has s i g n a l l e d , i n advance, i t s w i l l i n g n e s s t o comply. I t i s 
fundamental, i n our view, t o r e c o g n i z e a t t h e o u t s e t o f our n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
treaty language t h a t t h e a l t e r n a t i v e t o e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n i s e i t h e r complete 
t r u s t o r c o n t i n u i n g r e l i a n c e on a S t a t e ' s own c a p a b i l i t i e s ; t h e former i s 
perhaps t h e i d e a l , but i s u n f o r t u n a t e l y u n r e a l i s t i c ; t h e l a t t e r i s t h e r e v e r s e 
o f t h e i d e a l , and i t i s o b v i o u s l y u n d e s i r a b l e . C l e a r l y , o n l y v e r y s t r i n g e n t 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures would m o t i v a t e S t a t e s t o put t h e i r f a i t h ~ and t h e i r 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y — i n t r e a t y p r o v i s i o n s r a t h e r than s e l f - h e l p . T h i s i s an 
a p p a r e n t t r u i s m , b u t one which w a r r a n t s most c a r e f u l c o n s i d e r a t i o n . S t r i n g e n t 
v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s may be n o t o n l y our b e s t a l t e r n a t i v e t o s e l f - h e l p , w i t h 
a l l t h e a t t e n d a n t h o r r o r s , but t h e o n l y a l t e r n a t i v e . 

The U n i t e d S t a t e s i n i t i a t i v e , which i c d i r e c t e d a t r e p l a c i n g d e t e r r e n t 
s t o c k p i l e s o f c h e m i c a l weapons by t r e a t y s a f e g u a r d s , t h u s c o n s t i t u t e s a v e r y 
s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n towards our common g o a l o f a c h i e v i n g a g l o b a l ban on 
c h e m i c a l weapons, a l o n g - s t a n d i n g Canadian o b j e c t i v e o f prime i m p o r t a n c e . We 
pl e d g e our r e a d i n e s s — i n d e e d our d e t e r m i n a t i o n -- t o p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y 
i n a c h i e v i n g t h i s o b j e c t i v e , ̂ and we encourage a l l members o f t h e Co n f e r e n c e on 
Disarmament t o approach t h e p r o p o s a l i n an open-minded and c o - o p e r a t i v e manner. 
We must bear i n mind t h a t ;?c a r e -21 h e r e n o t o n l y as r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f our 
r e s p e c t i v e governments but i n a b r o a d e r c a p a c i t y r e p r e s e n t i n g t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community as a whole. I f problems a r e e n c o u n t e r e d , they s h o u l d be met w i t h 
a l t e r n a t i v e p r a c t i c a l s u g g e s t i o n s . 

I t i s e s s e n t i a l a l s o as we see i t t h a t we r e c o g n i z e t h a t a c h e m i c a l 
weapons c o n v e n t i o n c o u l c s e r v e a d o u o l e o b j e c t i v e . I f s u c c e s s f u l l y n e g o t i a t e d 
and c o n c l u d e d , i t w i l l c o n t r i b u t e t o mutual s e c u r i t y by d e f i n i n g and c o n t r o l l i n g 
a ban amongst those who now p o s s e s s c h e m i c a l weapons. Of e q u a l importance, 
however, a t r e a t y b a nning c h e m i c a l weapons would have a h o r i z o n t a l d i m e n s i o n to 
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complement t h i s v e r t i c a l dimension: i t would regulate and control the enforcement 
of a ban amongst countries not now possessing chemical weapons. I t i s i n t h i s 
sense of non-proliferation as a fundamental objective, that such a treaty could 
have t r u l y universal implications. I t s effectiveness, however, and even the degree 
of i t s u n i v e r s a l i t y , could be proportional to i t s enforceability, a point we have 
already emphasized. 

There i s yet another consideration of potentially far-reaching importance: 
while our negotiating process on chemical weapons i s s i g n i f i c a n t i n i t s own r i g h t , 
i t may have implications going well beyond chemical weapons. Even our progress 
to date provides evidence that mutual security — and the mechanisms necessary 
to ensure i t ~ are not simply the product of a process whereby gains i n security 
by one or more parties r e s u l t i n a lessening of the security" of others. Surely 
i t i s obvious that the successful negotiation of a generally acceptable 
convention prohibiting the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of chemical weapons would' contribute to 
the security of a l l . 

There are, of course, p o l i t i c a l and even leg a l as well as p r a c t i c a l 
technical and procedural d i f f i c u l t i e s . Each government has i t s own perception 
of i t s respective national interests as regards a chemical weapons Convention, 
and understandably so. A l l these interests must be f u l l y taken into account 
through the negotiating process i n order to create a document representing the 
highest common denominator of agreement on the essential goals we are pursuing. 
I f the negotiating process i s to work, these d i f f i c u l t issues mentioned must be 
faced squarely and honestly, without, I suggest, resorting to polemics or casting 
doubt upon one smother's motives. 

The r e a l i t y of the use of chemical weapons i n some areas of the world serves 
to underline the urgency and importance of the task which confronts us. This 
Conference has, we think, been wise to i s o l a t e such t r a g i c events from our 
ongoing negotiations, except as a constant reminder of the immediacy of our work. 

Before concluding our comments on the subject of chemical weapons, I should 
l i k e to point out that our experience i n t h i s matter proves d e f i n i t i v e l y that 
we can overcome procedural problems when there 1з a common desire — i n t h i s 
case, perhaps a determination — to do so. 

We are, of course, g r a t i f i e d that procedural problems were overcome, and 
that the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group for the period l 6 January - 6 February 
was adopted by consensus at t h i s session. We are mindful of the f a c t , however, 
that notwithstanding the recommendation i n that report that negotiations on a 
chemical-weapons convention begin immediately, procedural d i f f i c u l t i e s again 
prevented such an immediate commencement of negotiations by t h i s body. That such 
procedural d i f f i c u l t i e s should occur, i n the l i g h t of a carefully-negotiated 
pre-existing consensus document — one of the major aims of which was to avoid 
such delays — i s p a r t i c u l a r l y regrettable, and, I suggest, provides a lesson 
to a l l of us concerned to preserve both the effectiveness and c r e d i b i l i t y of 
t h i s forum. This i s a matter to which we should give most careful consideration, 
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not merely because, as I mentioned earlier, we are here in a representative 
capacity, but because we are a l l answerable — admittedly to varying degrees — to 
our respective publics. Like i t or not, we are collectively answerable to world 
public opinion, and we would do well to remember this and ensure that this forum 
is not misused. 

I should like to take this opportunity of singling out Ambassador Ekéus as 
a classic'example of a "servant of the Conference" who, as Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, has shown us how i t i s ..possible, given 
patience and perseverence, coupled with concern and commitment, to move our 
work along, in the face of a series of procedural problems, some familiar and 
some new. It i s to his credit, and to his Working Group Co-ordinators, 
Messrs. Akkerman of the Netherlands, Duarte of Brazil and Th£elicke of the 
German Democratic Republic, that we have been able to resume our work which was 
as we see i t unnecessarily interrupted. Indeed, Ambassador Ekéus has shown us, 
as did his predecessor Ambassador McPhail, how we can pick our way through a 
procedural maze, when we are sufficiently motivated to do so. 

I might mention that we are honoured that Ambassador Ekéus has asked Canada 
to undertake consultations on his behalf to determine how the question of use 
may best be incorporated into the terms of the convention. We for our part 
shall undertake these consultations objectively and impartially with a view to 
achieving the best possible result for a l l . 

Turning now to the issue of a comprehensive nuclear test ban, I need hardly 
remind this Conference that an NTB was one of the four basic elements of the 
strategy of suffocation proposed by Prime Minister Trudeau at the f i r s t special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1978* It remains a 
fundamental objective of the Canadian Government. As the Prime Minister observed 
at the time, such a ban could be implemented only by the mutual agreement of 
those nations carrying out such tests. Unfortunately, i t i s not r e a l i s t i c i n 
present conditions to expect a unilateral acceptance of a comprehensive test 
ban. 

For this Conference there are"two sides of the nuclear'test ban which must 
be addressed. There i s the procedural dimension, that i s , the need for the 
establishment of an ad hoc committee, which i s the responsibility of member 
nations represented here. The goal of a nuclear test ban has been a basic goal 
for a l l of us — at least I assume i t i s the goal of a l l of us — for two decades. 
Indeed, two treaties implemented, or at least observed, over the last 20 years, 
the Limited Test BanTreatt of 1965,'and the Threshold Test Ban Treaty of 1974, have 
moved us some distance in the right direction. On 9 February this year, in 
Canada's House of Commons, Prime Minister Trudeau stated that r a t i f i c a t i o n of the 
latter treaty by both the United States and the USSR' would have both a practical 
and symbolic effect in raising the clouds of suspicion which seem to continue to 
hinder the negotiating process. A halt to a l l testing was, of course, the 
original goal of the negotiations that led to the 1963 Treaty, i t i s worth 
recalling that the Threshold Test Ban was described by the United States President 
in 1976 as a "wholly inadequate step beyond the limited test ban". As a result, 
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he was i n s t r u m e n t a l i n e s t a b l i s h i n g t h e t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s w i t h the aim o f a c h i e v i n g 
a t o t a l ban i n 1977* The a b i l i t y t o v e r i f y c o mpliance became a c e n t r a l a r e a o f 
d i s p u t e and, r e g r e t t a b l y , t h e s e t a l k s were suspended i n 1980. 

The c o n t e s t e d l e g a c y o f t h e s e t a l k s has f a l l e n t o t h e Conference, and t h e 
achievement o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban remains t h e g o a l , d i s t a n t o r o t h e r w i s e , o f 
t h i s C o n f e r e n c e . From the Canadian p e r s p e c t i v e , i t i s e s s e n t i a l t h a t an 
ad hoc committee be e s t a b l i s h e d as a matter o f urgency t o a d d r e s s t h e p o l i t i c a l 
dimension and our e f f o r t s w i l l be d i r e c t e d towards t h a t o b j e c t i v e . At t h e same 
time i t i s e q u a l l y " e s s e n t i a l , i n our view, t h a t we r e c o g n i z e t h a t p r o g r e s s w i l l 
be n e g l i g i b l e u n l e s s t h e p r a c t i c a l a s p e c t s o f v e r i f i c a t i o n o f compliance a r e 
r e s o l v e d . L e t us s e t up the mechanism as soon as - p o s s i b l e t o enable us t o 
determine i f we have r e s o l v e d t h a t problem. 

I t f o l l o w s t h a t from t h e s t a n d p o i n t o f t h i s C o n f e r e n c e , t h e s i g n i f i c a n c e 
o f t h e Ad Hoc Group o f S e i s m i c E x p e r t s and i t s c o n t i n u i n g work programme ' Cannot 
be over-emphasized. We i n t e n d t o i n t e n s i f y our s u p p o r t o f t h e Ad Hoc Group's 
a c t i v i t i e s and we l o o k forward t o p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l S e i s m i c 
Data Exchange e x e r c i s e i n t h e autumn o f 19Ô4. I t i s t h e development o f 
p r a c t i c a l d e m o n s t r a t i o n s such as t h i s which w i l l p r o v i d e the e s s e n t i a l d a t a t o 
s u p p o r t t h e p o l i t i c a l and d i p l o m a t i c work o f the Conference i n a c h i e v i n g a 
g l o b a l n u c l e a r t e s t ban, thus h e l p i n g t o s u f f o c a t e weapon development. 

In our view, our debate o v e r t h e mandate o f the Ad Hoc Committee on a 
N u c l e a r T e s t Ban i s so r a r e f i e d as t o be almost a r t i f i c i a l . Some argue t h a t 
our p r e s e n t mandate has not y e t been f u l f i l l e d , w h i l e o t h e r s m a i n t a i n t h a t 
p r o g r e s s toward a t e s t ban cannot be made u n l e s s the Committee i s immediately 
a c c o r d e d a mandate t o n e g o t i a t e . That s u b s t a n t i v e p r o g r e s s can be r e g i s t e r e d , 
and t h a t agreement i s i n d e e d p o s s i b l e , i s i l l u s t r a t e d by t h e accomplishments o f 
t h e Ad Hoc Group o f S e i s m i c E x p e r t s , i t s e l f working w i t h i n a l i m i t e d mandate. 
Must we c o n t i n u e t b mark time, and even r e t r o g r e s s , because o f d i f f e r e n c e s , f o r 
example, o v e r t h e i n c l u s i o n o f t h e word " n e g o t i a t i o n s " i n t h e mandate? I s i t 
not p o s s i b l e t o g e t on w i t h our work w i t h o u t d o i n g v i o l e n c e t o t h e 
p o s i t i o n — e x p r e s s e d as a m a t t e r o f p r i n c i p l e — o f any p a r t i c i p a n t ? 

I f we l o o k a t our work on c h e m i c a l weapons as an i n s t r u c t i v e example — a 
p r e c e d e n t , i f you wish — we were a b l e t o do much u s e f u l work, c u l m i n a t i n g i n a 
consensus document, under a mandate which d i d n o t i n c l u d e the word " n e g o t i a t e " . 
L e t t h e r e be no m i s u n d e r s t a n d i n g . We can a c c e p t a " n e g o t i a t i n g " mandate on NTB. 
Indeed, we s t r o n g l y s u p p o r t i t . But i s t h i s i s s u e worth f o r e g o i n g any u s e f u l 
work o f any k i n d ? 

Such a s t a l e m a t e i s t a i l o r e d t o o r d e r f o r anyone — and I t r u s t t h e r e i s 
none such here — who wants no p r o g r e s s whatsoever on th e m a t t e r . On t h i s s i n g l e 
i s s u e we may be i n danger o f d e s t r o y i n g the c r e d i b i l i t y — and thus t h e 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s — o f the Conference on Disarmament. 

We s u p p o r t a s t e p - b y - s t e p a p p r o a c h : l e t us f i r s t o f a l l agree on a mandate. 
I t i s our view t h a t we s h o u l d then seek t o e s t a b l i s h common u n d e r s t a n d i n g as 
q u i c k l y as p o s s i b l e i n one a r e a , which may be a p r e - c o n d i t i o n t o f u r t h e r p r o g r e s s , 
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namely t h e means o f v e r i f y i n g an agreement, and t h e n move q u i c k l y on t o t h e nect 
a r e a . C l e a r l y , 1 n e g o t i a t i o n s must be our o b j e c t i v e — c e r t a i n l y t h a t i s t h e 
Canadian p o s i t i o n — b ut t h e n e c e s s a r y f o u n d a t i o n s f o r c o n c r e t e n e g o t i a t i o n s can 
and s h o u l d f i r s t be l a i d . 

I must now a d d r e s s an i s s u e whose importance and urgency can h a r d l y be 
over-emphasized. I r e f e r t o t h e q u e s t i o n o f arms c o n t r o l and o u t e r s p a c e . 

We have viewed w i t h c o n s i d e r a b l e a p p r e h e n s i o n and r e g r e t t h e a p p a r e n t 
i n a b i l i t y o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament t o come t o g r i p s w i t h - t h e v a r y r e a l 
and p r e s s i n g problems o f arms c o n t r o l and o u t e r s p a c e , an i s s u e w i t h a p o t e n t i a l 
f o r s e r i o u s l y d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s , n o t t o mention t h e p o s s i b l e f i n a n c i a l 
o u t l a y s o f a l m o s t u n i m a g i n a b l e d i m e n s i o n s . I t would be u n p r o d u c t i v e , as we see 
i t , t o attempt t o a t t r i b u t e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r l a c k o f movement i n t h i s i s s u e . 
The f a c t i s t h a t no ad hoc working group was e s t a b l i s h e d l a s t y e a r and we.have 
not y e t been a b l e t o agree on t h e c r e a t i o n o f a s u b s i d i a r y body a t the c u r r e n t 
s e s s i o n . L e t me s u g g e s t t h a t , as i n t h e c a s e o f our g o a l o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban, 

we use t h e e x p e r i e n c e g a i n e d i n o t h e r a r e a s of. n e g o t i a t i o n t o r e c o g n i z e t h e 
e s s e n t i a l s r e q u i r e d . We a r e f a c i n g an a l m o s t u n i q u e s i t u a t i o n i n t h a t t h i s 
Conference' i s b e i n g o f f e r e d an O p p o r t u n i t y — and a c h a l l e n g e — t o t a c k l e a 
new, s u b s t a n t i v e and v i t a l i s s u e . No m a t t e r what t h e scope o f t h e mandate 
agre e d t o , i n i t i a l l y , s u r e l y no one would deny t h a t c e r t a i n b a s i c r e s e a r c h i s 
r e q u i r e d . I t i s n o t u n r e a s o n a b l e t o assume t h a t a s u r v e y o f e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s 
and i n t e r n a t i o n a l law as i t p e r t a i n s t o t h e s u b j e c t i s a n e c e s s a r y f i r s t s t e p . 
I t f o l l o w s t h a t t h e d e f i n i t i o n a l a s p e c t s a l s o c o n s t i t u t e b a s i c and e s s e n t i a l 
elements which must be a d d r e s s e d a t t h e o u t s e t . 

I s u g g e s t t h e r e f o r e t h a t we can and s h o u l d a g r e e i m m e d i a t e l y t o t h e f o r m a t 
o f an ad hoc committee t o t a k e up t h e s e a s p e c t s and i f p o s s i b l e o t h e r a s p e c t s o f 
th e o u t e r s p a c e i s s u e . I f p a s t e x p e r i e n c e i s an example, t h e r e i s more than 
enough work t o occupy an ad hoc committee w i t h s u c h a mandate f o r t h e remainder 
o f t h e summer p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n . In any c a s e , upon the s u c c e s s f u l and, we hope, 
speedy f u l f i l m e n t o f t h i s i n i t i a l mandate, t h e Conference c o u l d t h e n move t o o t h e r 
and more d e t a i l e d c o n s e q u e n t i a l a s p e c t s o f t h e i s s u e . 

In c a s e t h e r e i s any doubt as t o where Canada s t a n d s on t h i s m a t t e r , I 
would remind t h e Conference t h a t Prime M i n i s t e r Trudeau a t t h e second s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n o f t h e G e n e r a l Assembly d e v o t e d t o disarmament, i n June 1Q82, urged t h e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community t o u n d e r t a k e t h e n e g o t i a t i o n , o f a t r e a t y t o ban weapons 
f o r use i n o u t e r s p a c e . T h i s remains one o f t h e most i m p o r t a n t Canadian arms 
c o n t r o l o b j e c t i v e s . Indeed, Canada was one o f t h e f i r s t d e l e g a t i o n s t o t a b l e , 
i n t h i s C o n f e r e n c e , a s u b s t a n t i v e working paper on t h e s u b j e c t i n 1982. That 
paper d e a l t w i t h t h e s t a b i l i z i n g and d e s t a b i l i z i n g f e a t u r e s o f systems i n s p a c e . 
Our message th e n was t h a t i n d e a l i n g w i t h t h e o u t e r space i s s u e , i t would be 
n e c e s s a r y t o c o n s i d e r , w i t h a l l due d e l i b e r a t i o n , t h e o v e r - a l l n e t e f f e c t s on a 
system-by-system b a s i s . For example, t h e arms c o n t r o l a s p e c t s o f r e c o n n a i s s a n c e 
s a t e l l i t e s might w e l l outweigh t h e i r t a r g e t i n g c a p a b i l i t i e s . 
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Since then, however, the Prime Minister stated in the House of Commons on 
9 February 19&Ч his intention to circulate in the Conference on Disarmament a 
proposal to ban high-altitude anti-satellite systems. The Canadian Government, 
has now initiated a number of long-range studies on certain aspects of the outer 
space issue. It i s our intention to contribute in an innovative manner to the 
deliberations of the proposed ad hoc committee, making use of the resultant 
research. We propose to deal with outer space as a whole as well as specific 
aspects related to low and high altitude. The distinction between low and high 
altitude i s one which we believe merits particular attention, and i s one which 
Prime Minister Trudeau drew attention to i n a speech in Montreal last November 
in relation to ASATs. We intend, at an appropriate stage, to contribute a 
number of working papers which w i l l provide a more detailed discussion of the 
approach, particularly as i t pertains to high altitudes. 

I propose now to comment very briefly on the question of radiological weapons. 
This issue, i n which progress has long appeared possible, i s one on which we seem 
to have shown a singular lack of imagination and commitment. .The effort expended 
by successive chairmen of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons, and I 
single out as a particular example Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, has been nothing short of prodigious. Last year, the Soviet Union 
and the United States chaired contact groups which attempted to reach consensus 
but ultimately f e l l short of the mark. I suggest that we should a l l review our 
positions with the objective of coming to an agreement and approving a draft 
treaty during the summer session. Let us consider the opportunities. F i r s t , i t 
is an area in which the Soviet Union and the United States are In agreement, as 
indicated in their 1979 proposals. Surely this in i t s e l f i s an important fact 
of l i f e for this Conference. Secondly, a draft treaty would effectively ban a 
weapon system before i t has been developed and deployed. Indeed, i t would 
preclude the research and development of such a system. Finally, and of no small 
importance, i t would give a psychological l i f t to the international community, 
which by a l l accounts not only needs but deserves i t . We could provide a 
message of hope, where one i s badly needed, and on a future-oriented problem 
which might contain lessons applicable to other issues. 

We recognize that there are deeply-held convictions that the joint treaty 
of 1979 should deal with other aspects. While not disagreeing with those who 
argue that such other matters should be addressed, we suggest that such 
questions be addressed in subsequent negotiations. The Canadian delegation 
supports a review of the issues pertaining directly to radiological weapons 
with the objective of simplifying the negotiating process. Indeed, we could 
agree to a draft based on the original 1979 submission. It i s in fact an 
embarrassment to us and, we suggest, to the Conference, that this relatively 
straightforward issue should remain unresolved. It would serve us a l l well to 
remove radiological weapons from our agenda by reaching consensus on a draft 
treaty. This would permit us, i n turn, to focus our attention on other 
substantive issues. 



CD/PV.262 
56 

(Mr. Beesley, Canada) 

Before closing, I would like to draw the Conference's attention to the fact 
that last week the Canadian Government introduced into Parliament a draft b i l l 
to create an independent, publicly' funded, "Canadian Institute for International 
Peace and Security". The purpose of the Institute i s two-fold. F i r s t , i t 
would increase knowledge of issues related to international peace and security, 
with particular emphasis on defence, arms control and disarmament through the 
collection and dissemination of information and ideas on these subjects. 
Second, i t would encourage public discussion on international peace? âftd 
security issues^ This wou^d be achieved through the promotion of scholarship, 
the fostering, funding and conducting of research, as well as by the sponsoring 
or convening of conferences or seminars in a l l parts of Canada. 

It i s the Canadian Government's intention that the Institute w i l l have 
maximum f l e x i b i l i t y and independence and w i l l be free to engage in research, 
information gathering and dissemination, as well as publishing, as i t sees f i t . 
Our hope i s to create a world-class institute which w i l l make a major 
contribution to deepening and widening Canadian consciousness and understanding 
of the fundamental question of. international peace-ánd security and "in the 
process enhance.our a b i l i t y to contribute at the international'level to the 
solution ,of the v i t a l problems of arma control and disarmament. 

In closing, I would, now lik e to offer some further very brief comments on 
public perceptions of ttji's Conference and i t s a b i l i t y to negotiate conventions. 
I think wè would a l l agrée that the. international community has a right'' to 
expect progress on urgent arms control and disarmament matters from a forum 
which i s , after a l l , entitled "The Conference on Disarmament11. Whether the" 
blame l i e s with governments or their representatives here,- including ourselves, 
or both, regrettably, we have l i t t l e to show for our labours during this spring 
session. It i s our conviction that we must make better use of the summer part 
of our session so that wë can give évidence of tangible progress to- the 
peoples of,the world, who expect so much of us — so much more than we have thus 
far delivered. 

The "PRESIDENT: I thank, the representative of Canada for his statement and 
for the kihd words addressed to the President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of,Indonesia, 
Ambassador Sutowardoyo. 
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Mr. SUTOWARDOYO ( I n d o n e s i a ) : Mr. P r e s i d e n t , s i n c e I am s p e a k i n g today f a r 
t h e f i r s t t ime i n t h i s august b o d y , ' a l l o w me, f i r s t o f a l l , t o c o n g r a t u l a t e v y Q u on 
t h e e x c e l l e n t manner i n which you have been c o n d u c t i n g t h e P r e s i d e n c y of¡thee i 
C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament d u r i n g "the p r e s e n t , l a s t month o f our s p r i n g ses-tiOfiv 
I t g i v e s .my d e l e g a t i o n g r e a t . ' s a t i s f a c t i o n t o see you, t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f a f e l l o w A s i a n c o u n t r y , w i t h which I n d o n e s i a m a i n t a i n s t h e b e s t 
o f r e l a t i o n s , i n t h e C h a i r . 

My d e l e g a t i o n w i l l c o n t i n u e , as always, t o g i v e i t s wholehearted s u p p o r t and 
f u l l c o - o p e r a t i o n t o t h e P r e s i d e n c y * 

I s h o u l d a l s o l i k e t o expreás my d e l e g a t i o n ' s s i n c e r e a p p r e c i a t i o n t o your 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d p r e d e c e s s o r s , Ambassador T u r b a n s k i o f Poland and Ambassador Datcu 
o f Romania, f o r th e exemplary way i n which they have a c q u i t t e d themselves o f t h e 
e x a c t i n g t a s k i n t h e p r e v i o u s two months. 

A l l o w me f u r t h e r , as a newcomer, t o e x p r e s s my g r a t i t u d e t o t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , i n c l u d i n g you y o u r s e l f , Mr. P r e s i d e n t , i n your c a p a c i t y as Head 
o f t h e D e l e g a t i o n o f S r i Lanka, who have extended a warm we'Icome t o me and t h e 
o t h e r new a r r i v a l s i n t h e i r e a r l i e r i n t e r v e n t i o n s . To them I p l e d g e my d e l e g a t i o n ' s 
c o n t i n u e d r e a d i n e s s t o m a i n t a i n t h e b e s t p o s s i b l e working r e l a t i o n s h i p and t o 
c o l l a b o r a t e i n t h e p u r s u i t o f our common g o a l i n the framework o f t h e Conference 
on Disarmament. 

My thanks a l s o go t o t h e S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l , Ambassador J a i p a l , t o t h e 
Deputy S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l and t o t h e o t h e r members o f the s e c r e t a r i a t f o r t h e i r 
k i n d n e s s and u n f a i l i n g a s s i s t a n c e t o me and t o t h e members o f my d e l e g a t i o n . 

P e r s o n a l l y I c o n s i d e r i t an honour and a g r e a t p r i v i l e g e i n d e e d t o j o i n t h i s 
s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body f o r disarmament m a t t e r s , which c o u n t s among 
i t s members many i l l u s t r i o u s p e r s o n a l i t i e s . I must c o n f e s s t h a t i t was not w i t h o u t 
t r e p i d a t i o n t h a t I l e f t my c o u n t r y f o r Geneva. 

.fiaving s a i d t h a t , I hope I do not sound d i s r e s p e c t f u l o r c y n i c a l i f I 
immediately proceed t o add my v o i c e t o t h e l a m e n t a t i o n and r e p r o a c h which have been 
heard i n s i d e and o u t s i d e o f t h i s Chamber d e p l o r i n g t h e s c a n t p r o g r e s s , o r l a c k o f 
s u b s t a n t i v e p r o g r e s s , i n our c o l l e c t i v e work so f a r . 

Speakers b e f o r e me h a v e taken s t o c k o f what has been a c h i e v e d , and what has 
not been a c h i e v e d a t , our c u r r e n t s e s s i o n , and d u r i n g t h e time t h i s Conference was 
known as the Committee on Disarmament. There i s ho d e n y i n g t h a t , by any s t a n d a r d , 
t h e r e s u l t a c h i e v e d s o - f a n has been d i s m a l l y l i t t l e ' i n d e e d . Do we have t o a c c e p t 
t h e d e f e a t i s t view that'disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g our d e l i b e r a t i o n s h e r e , 
a r e i n e s c a p a b l y f a t e d t o - f a i l o r can, a t b e s t , o n l y a c h i e v e l i m i t e d r e s u l t s ? 

, S e v e r a l s p e a k e r s have g i v e n us t h e b e n e f i t o f t h e i r a n a l y s i s o f t h e s i t u a t i o n 
o r e x p l a i n e d t h e p h i l o s o p h y behind disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , t e l l i n g us i f not who 
a r e t o blame, th e n what not t o expect o r why we s h o u l d not p e r s i s t i n t h i s o r t h a t 
c o u r s e o r how we s h o u l d proceed .±n o r d e r t o be c o n s t r u c t i v e . I f you asked me, - j 
Mr. P r e s i d e n t , I s h o u l d say t h a t i n my s i m p l e and' s t i l l c o n f u s e d mind, J t e n d t o 
agree w i t h most i f not a l l o f them. I t e n d t o agree b e c a u s e , . I must c o n f e s s , I 
have d i f f i c u l t y d e t e c t i n g any f l a w i n t h e i r r e a s o n i n g . ' T h e i r r a t i o n a l i t y , i s , so 
t o say, u n a s s a i l a b l e . 
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But then, i f I act accordingly and take a position which leads to acceptance 
of, or resignation to, what would amount to inaction on most of what to my delegation 
and many other delegations, notably of the Group of 21, constitute high priority 
items on our agenda, I w i l l have trouble with my conscience, because i t would imply 
recognizing that the overwhelming majority of the world's population behind the 
Final Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament and the .various General Assembly resolutions which guide our work had 
been wrong. 

So here I feel I must sound a warning against "rationalism", or "excessive 
rationalism" i f you l i k e , by which I mean the attitude of taking what i s rational — 
or, more correctly stated, given man's limited faculty, what may appear to be 
rational at any given time, including the present, for instance —- as the ultimate 
truth and of dismissing anything else as being not worthy of further consideration. 

Perhaps I can make myself clear by citing this piece of ancient wisdom from 
my country. One single thing, for instance, something that we do which may be 
disturbing to other people, may draw different reactions from different people even 
though the message they want to get across to us i s actually the same'. A man of 
instruction may come to us and t e l l us that what we are doing i s wrong. He may 
even t e l l us the reason why i t i s wrong. A less educated man may just c a l l on us 
to stop what we are doing. Another man of s t i l l less instruction w i l l probably 
get angry and heap abuse on us. 

The reactions of the three different people are different, but what'all of 
them want of us i s the same. It i s up to us how to .respond. A wise man, according 
to the ancient teaching, w i l l not return the third man';s anger, w i l l not ignore 
the second, or f a i l to give heed to the f i r s t . Irrespective of how the case i s 
presented to him, on the substance of the issue, he will, respond in the same manner. 
He w i l l do what i s reasonably expected of him, that i s , stop what he i s doing. 

So much for this piece of Oriental wisdom. The point I want to make i s that 
lack of^sufficient knowledge and or experience on the part of some of our members 
on some subject matters should not be a valid reason for some other members to hold 
up discussions or to prevent negotiations altogether on that particular subject. 

In my delegation's view, contrary to what has been alluded to in this Chamber, 
the process of learning, i f i t ever comes to that, can take place at the same time 
as the process of discussion and negotiation. This view, of course, predicates a 
readiness to acquire the necessary knowledge in order to be. able to take part i n 
the processes i f not intelligently then at least reasonably, and certainly with the 
best of intentions to be constructive. Another point, a corollary to what I have 
tried to explain, i s that one should keep an open mind. One must always be ready 
to try to see other people's viewpoints, to recognize any merit one may find i n 
their arguments and to change one's own point of view accordingly whenever 
subsequent events or a new development in human comprehension prove the other party's 
view to be the,, c o r r e c t one. 

An open mind, realism and idealism are necessary requisites for f r u i t f u l 
discussion. In the light of the present state of our deliberations, and disarmament, 
negotiations in general, I should say that a heavy dose of idealism i s what i s 
particularly needed at present. I am s t i l l r e a l i s t i c enough not to expect that 
everybody could be induced to behave in consonance with the s p i r i t of one other 
piece of Oriental wisdom which says that truth can be arrived at through the 
performance of deeds involving s e l f - s a c r i f i c e . 

However, in this connection, I cannot help being reminded of the slogan much 
employed by peace demonstrators for many years exhorting that "peace be given a chance" 
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i m p l y i n g t h a t some " r a c r i f i c e " s h o u l d be ciade, i n t h e form o f what may appear a s 
" l e s s s e c u r i t y " , i n o r d e r t o ensure l a s t i n g peace. The same s p i r i t , I would s u r m i s e , 
must have more o r l e s s i n s p i r e d t h e t h e n Prime M i n i s t e r o f t h e U n i t e d Kingdom, 
H a r o l d M a c M i l l a n , who s a i d , when c e m e n t i n g or. t h e . s t i l l uncompleted comprehensive 
t e s t ban t r e a t y i n 1959, "We ought t o t a k e r i s k s f o r so g r e a t a p r i z e " . 

I n t h e l i g h t o f t h e p r e c e n t s i t u a t i o n i n which, as has been a l l u d e d t o i n t h i s 
Chamber, t h e o p p o r t u n i t y s t i l l e x i s t i n g , a t the moment t o h a l t t h e i n e x o r a b l e s l i d e 
o f the w o r l d towards h o l o c a u s t may be t h e l a s t , and i f not now s e i z e d may never come 
back a g a i n , and as t h e r e i s no b e t t e r a l t e r n a t i v e , would n o t such " r i s k - t a k i n g " 
prove t o be r e a l i s t i c a f t e r a l l , aad r a t i o n a l t o o ? 

On t h e Items o f our agenda, I w i ] l s p a r e t h e Conference a r e s t a t e m e n t o f my 
d e l e g a t i o n ' s well-known p o s i t i o n . S i f f i c e i b f o r me t o say t h a t on a l l t h o s e e i g h t 
i t e m s t h e p o s i t i o n o f my d e l e g a t i o n , as e x p l a i n e d by my p r e d e c e s s o r i n l a s t y e a r ' s 
s e s s i o n , remains unchanged. Moreover, on 3uch s u b j e c t s аз t h e comprehensive t e s t 
ban, p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war and r e l a t e d m a t t e r s , c e s s a t i o n o f t h e n u c l e a r - a r m s 
r a c e and n u p l e a r disarmament, and p r e v e n t i o n o f an arms r a c e i n o u t e r s p a c e , o t h e r 
s p e a k e r s o f the Group o f 21 have s t a t e d o v r common views w i t h g r e a t e r e loquence and 
c l a r i t y t h a n I would e v e r dare hope t o be a o l e t o do. My d e l e g a t i o n f u l l y s u p p o r t s 
t h e p o s i t i o n o f the Group o f 21, cn t h o s e and o t h e r items as e l u c i d a t e d by i t s , 
spokesmen,- i n c l u d i n g t h e demand f o r t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f t h e r e l e v a n t ad hoc 
committees, which must be g i v e n adequate mandates. 

My d e l e g a t i o n welcomes the T h i r d F e p o r t o f the Ad Hoc Group o f S e i s m i c E x p e r t s 
and t h a n k s i t s members f o r t h e e x c e l l e n t work done. We hope i t w i l l b r i n g us n e a r e r 
tpk,the, commencement o f r e a l work by t h i s Co.iference on a comprehensive t e s t - b a n t r e a t y . 

On^-the matter o f chemical-weapons, I s h o u l d l i k e t o say a few words. F i r s t , pf, 
a l l I wish t o ехргезз my d e l e g a t i o n ' s s i n c e r e a p p r e c i a t i o n t o t h e Chairman o f the~ 
Ad. Hoc-Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador R o l f Ekeus o f Sweden, f o r h i s 
exemplary d e v o t i o n and u n t i r i n g e f f o r t s i n the p r e p a r a t i o n o f a. working s t r u c t u r e 
f o r t h e n e g o t i a t i o n s on c h e m i c a l weapons. 

My d e l e g a t i o n welcomes the r e a d i n e s s o f the S o v i e t Union, announced by 
Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n l a s t F e b r u a r y , c o n c e r n i n g t h e p o s i t i o n o f t h e S o v i e t Union on 
th e q u e s t i o n o f t h e permanent p r e s e n c e , f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n p u r poses, o f r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l a t s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t i e s d u r i n g t h e p r o c e s s o f t h e 
d e s t r u c t i o n o f c h e m i c a l weapons s t o c k s . My d e l e g a t i o n l i k e w i s e welcomes t h e d r a f t 
c o n v e n t i o n on t h e p r o h i b i t i o n o f c h e m i c a l кеаропз p r e s e n t e d by U n i t e d S t a t e s 
V i c e - P r e V " Mt- on 18 Apr„l. Vie hope t h e s e two i m p o r t a n t developments w i l l f a c i l i t a t e 
the'work o f the Conference so t h a t vre may have an a g r e e d t e x t , a c c e p t a b l e t o us a l l , , 
s o on. The urgeney яГ a c o n v e n t i o n c n c h e m i c a l weapons has been brought home t o u s ^ 
once a g a i n i n t h e statement o f the Deputy M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f I r a n which 
we a l l have heard here t h i s morning. 

My d e l e g a t i o n s t a n d s ready t o do i t s p a r t i n t h a t p r o c e s s o f a t t a i n i n g a ' 
c o n v e n t i o n on c h e m ' - l weapons. But l e - me emphasize here t h a t my d e l e g a t i o n i s n o t 
p r e p a r e d t o do t h a t i f I t would i n v o l v e i n p r a c t i c e a s s i g n i n g l e s s e r importance t o 
o t h e r items on t h e agenda t o which my d e l e g a t i o n a t t a c h e s h i g h p r i o r i t y . 

The PRESIDENT: I thanl' t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f I n d o n e s i a f o r h i s statement and 
f o r t h e k i n d words p d d r e ^ s c d t e ггз P r e s i d e n 1 : . 

I now g i v e the f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f A u s t r a l i a , Ambassador B u t l e r . 
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Mr. BUTLER ( A u s t r a l i a ) : A number o f d e l e g a t i o n s have spoken t o d a y i n o r d e r t o 
comment^ on t h i s s p r i n g p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament. Indeed, 
t h e ' d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f t h e S o v i e t Union o f f e r e d what he d e s c r i b e d a s 
h i s d e l e g a t i o n ' s "assessment'' o f t h e s i t u a t i o n . Now, I w i l l n o t p r e t e n d t o make 
such an "assessment"^ but my d e l e g a t i o n does want t o p u t o n t o t h e r e c o r d o f t h i s 
l a s t p l e n a r y m e e ting some views o f t h e i s s u e s we have f a c e d and on t h e t a s k t h a t 
l i e s ahead. 

There i s a h e r o i c metaphor used i n t h e E n g l i s h language, which speaks o f a man 
s u r v i v i n g ^ a l m o s t overwhelming d i f f i c u l t i e s as h a v i n g " s n a t c h e d v i c t o r y from t h e 
jaws o f defeat 1*". In my d e l e g a t i o n ' s view, our work d u r i n g t h e l a s t t h r e e months 
cannot be so d e s c r i b e d . Indeed, we f e a r t h a t i t may more a p t l y be d e s c r i b e d a s 
our h a v i n g e x e r t e d g r e a t but unrewarded e f f o r t w i t h t h e r e s u l t t h a t we have p o s s i b l y 
s n a t c h e d d e f e a t from t h e jaws o f v i c t o r y . 

A u s t r a l i a d e e p l y v a l u e s i t s membership o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament. That 
membership e n a b l e s ùs t o take p a r t i n t h e n e g o t i a t i o n and t h e d i s c u s s i o n o f t h e v i t a l 
i s s u e s on t o d a y ' s i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l agenda and, t o t a k e p a r t i n t h e attempt t o 
s o l v e thé'greatest c h a l l e n g e o f o u r t i m e — t o b r i n g about an end t o t h e arms r a c e , 
t o a s s u r e peace and s e c u r i t y t h r o u g h arms c o n t r o l . 

T h i s work" i s designed t o f u l f i l t h e b a s i c promise we b e l i e v e a l l r e s p o n s i b l e 
governments-make^ t o t h e i r p e o p l e , one which i s the c e n t r a l meaning o f t h e p r i n c i p l e s 
e n s h r i n e d i n t h e C h a r t e r o f t h e U n i t e d N a t i o n s : t h a t i s , t h a t a l l p e o p l e have a r i g h t 
t o pursue a d e c e n t s t a n d a r d o f l i v i n g and t o l i v e i n a framework o f peace. 

"50иГ Conference'ià u n i q u e both i n i t s o r i g i n and i t s mandate. I t has two 
f u n c t i o n s , t o negotiate agreements on'disarmament and t o p r o v i d e a m u l t i l a t e r a l forum 
f o r p o l i t i c a l d i s c u s s i o n o f t h e v i t a l i s s u e s which i n d e e d shape t h a t framework o f 
p e a c e . The l a t t e r d i s c u s s i o n i s a l l t h e more i m p o r t a n t under p r e s e n t c i r c u m s t a n c e s 
o f h e i g h t e n e d p o l i t i c a l t e n s i o n , because t h e o n l y way t o r e d u c e t h a t t e n s i o n i s t o 
d i s c u s s t h e issueà' arid t h e c o n c e r n s which a r e a t i t s s o u r c e . T h i s must l e a d t o t h e -
p r a c t i c a l s t e p o f negotiation. N e g o t i a t i o n i s t h e way we g i v e r e a l i t y t o our 
a c t i o n s . That i s what ou r mandate c a l l s upon us t o do. 

I n t h e f i r s t s t a t e m e n t I made oh b e h a l f o f my Government a t t h i s C o n f e r e n c e , 
on 14 F e b r u a r y , t h i s y e a r , I asked t h e q u e s t i o n "What i s t h e r e t o be f e a r e d i n t h e 
p r o c e s s o f n e g o t i a t i o n . " ' . I r e p e a t t h a t q u e s t i o n t o d a y — what iâ t o be f e a r e d ? 

The A u s t r a l i a n view o f n e g o t i a t i o n i s d i f f e r e n t from t h e view once a t t r i b u t e d 
t o L e n i n , who said,' "Never e n t e r i n t o a n e g o t i a t i o n when v i t a l i n t e r e s t s a r e a t 
s t a k e " . Who can doubt t h a t t h e v i t a l i n t e r e s t s o f a l l o f us a r e a t s t a k e i n t h e 
s u b j e c t s on t h e agenda o f t h i s C o n f e r e n c e ? I t i s p r e c i s e l y because v i t a l i n t e r e s t s 
a r e a t s t a k e t h a t wë'must n e g o t i a t e . The A u s t r a l i a n view o f n e g o t i a t i o n i s t h a t 
i t s h o u l d bé a process t h r o u g h which t h e r e a l n a t u r e o f t h o s e v i t a l i n t e r e s t s i s 
f i r s t e x p l o r e d and d e f i n e d , and which t h e n l e a d s t o t h e r e a l i z a t i o n o f s h a r e d 
i n t e r e s t s and common g o a l s . 
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One of the greatest of those goals i s surely the reduction, and where possible 
the a b o l i t i o n , of those arms which so t e r r i b l y threaten us a l l today., Entering into 
a negotiation i n these terms does not threaten anybody. I f at the end of the day i t 
proves that a particular approach to the solution of an arms control problem i s 
i n e f f e c t i v e , or does not work, then, even i n that sense, the negotiation has been 
f r u i t f u l because i t would have shown us that we need to s t a r t again to take another 
approach, to be more creative. 

I f on the other hand a negotiation i s successful, that i s , i f an arms control 
objective has been achieved i n a way that i s acceptable to everyone and which does not 
threaten security, then the next step i s open to us a l l , that i s to adopt and 
implement such an agreement. 

A number of speakers have today sought to apportion blame to certain delegations 
for the lack of progress during the past three months. In the view of my delegation, 
i t i s deeply regrettable to apportion blame. What does i t achieve? Does name-calling 
help us f i n d the consensus that we a l l seek? Does i t create a better atmosphere,for 
negotiation? I think we a l l know the answer. I t i s negative and destructive, 
behaviour, and i t should not occur. And what i s worse, t h i s has been done sometimes 
without regard to the t r u t h . One delegation, and I won't name i t , said here t h i s 
morning that the entire blame for the lack of progress on the nuclear-test-ban-issue 
rested with one delegation and the group of which i t i s a member. The charge that 
was made was simply untrue. - I t ignored the fact i n addition that the group of 
countries of which the delegation that made that charge was i t s e l f preventing progress 
on the outer space mandate. 

Such claims are s t e r i l e , they are counter-productive, and they do not help us. 
They are doubly destructive when they i n fact rest upon a d i s t o r t i o n of the t r u t h . 

I want i t to be clear that my delegation i s instructed to do whatever i t can to 
minimize the extent to which procedural or formal disputes, disputes about rules and 
not substance, are allowed to divert us from our r e a l job. This Conference made a 
good s t a r t i n the f i r s t two weeks i n adopting an agenda and programme of work, but 
that programme of work has barely been started,because we continue to argue about 
the procedural conditions under which we should s t a r t our work. Australia deeply 
regrets t h i s s i t u a t i o n . We are not so naive as to f a i l to recognize that,, procedural 
or formal disputes are often a shield for issues of r e a l substance. But there must 
be some proportion to t h i s . 

Some delegations seem to be more concerned, as our Canadian.colleague.pointed 
out a few minutes ago, to define one p a r t i c u l a r word i n a ^draft mandate than lto lget 
on with the work at hand. Too often such delegations are i n fact unable to explain 
convincingly why that word i s so important or are unable to demonstrate that the 
work could not proceed i n a p r a c t i c a l way i f some other .compromise of the relevant 
mandate language were found. 

We must a l l be active i n the recess ahead of us so that these outstanding 
procedural issues can be cleared away and we can s t a r t r e a l work on our whole agenda 
immediately at the beginning of the sunmer part of our session. 
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One clearly positive development during the part of the session that i s closing 
today vas" the presentation to the Conference by the United States Government of a 
draft treaty on chemical weapons. On the day that that treaty was presented to the 
Conference Г spoke on behalf of my Government saying that the United States Gbverarœnt 
has given us an opportunity that we must not lose, and that we would not be forgiven 
i f we lost i t . This remains my Government's view. 

We reject utterly the assertions that have been made here today, that the 
United States has acted i n some way insincerely and that the terms of i t s draft 
suggest that i t i s not "serious i n wanting a chemical weapons convention. In our 
view the United States" has acted in good faith and Australia proposes to take part 
vigorously in the negotiation of an effective chemical weapons treaty, and we 
assume that the substantial majority of a l l other delegations i n this Conference 
w i l l do the same. 

Our deepest concern i s the failure of this Conference during i t s present 
session to work on a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. That work has not yet 
started precisely because of one of the formal disputes I have already mentioned. 
Simply, this must not continue. We must not overlook the clear and v i t a l -connection 
between what i s required and*what we do oh1-this issue of a comprehensive 
rtuclear-test-ban and the review process о if the NPT. 

I think i t i s a sound principle in l i f e that one should always do what one 
does for the right rather than the wrong reasons. I think i t i s also important 
to draw the correct conclusions from any given body of data with which we are 
presented. I am reminded of a story of a scientist who wanted to study the 
characteristics of the common f l y . As part of this study he f i r s t trained the 
f l y to jump over a pencil. Then he wondered what would happen i f he removed one of 
i t s legs. Could i t s t i l l , at his command, jump over the pencil, as he had taught 
i t to do s c i e n t i f i c a l l y ? He removed orie' of i t s legs, told i t to jump over the 
pencil and the f l y managed to do so again. He continued the experiment and after 
the Removal of each of the legs, one by one, the f l y could s t i l l jump over'the ' 
pencil. Then came the last leg. He removed i t and commanded the f l y to jump over-
the pencil.- The f l y remained motionless and the scientist had to draw his conclusion. 
With riveting logic, the conclusion he drew Was that i f you remove the lees from à~ 
f l y i t goes deaf. 

We must draw the right conclusion from the situation that we face," but with 
better logic than the scientist. The conclusion of my Government i s that we 
cannot interpret the present lack of substantial progress i n our Conference as 
showing that we are riot committed to the negotiation of disarmament measures. At 
the risk of stretching my story too far, none of us wants a dialogue of the deaf.' 

I said that my Government attaches great importance to i t s membership of this 
Conference, and that is undoubtedly true. Arms control and disarmament has been u 
assigned a very high priority in Australian foreign policy by the Australian 
Labour Government: My Government's policies in this f i e l d are deeply supported 
by the Australian* people. 

On Sunday 15 April, over a quarter of a million of those people voluntarily 
took part i n public meetings around Australia, that i s , about one i n 32 Australian 
voters. The main purpose of those public meetings and r a l l i e s was to demand an 
end to the arms race, and i n particular the nuclear-arms race. 
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(Mr. Butler, Australia) 

Precisely the same s p i r i t and the same aspirations exist i n a l l of the 
countries represented at this table and in a great many of those which are not, 
which in a' sense we represent. We must not disappoint those people. We must 
f u l f i l our mandate; we must negotiate; and we must begin to do so- with a clear 
and renewed purpose when we return here on 12 June. 

Mr..MEISZTER (Hungary) (translated from Russian); Mr. President, at this late 
hour of.our spring session I have asked for the floor to introduce document 
which contains the communiqué of the meeting of the Committee of Foreign Ministers 
of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty which, as you know, was held on 
19 and 20, April 1984, i n Budapest. 

, In the course of the meeting i t was noted that an already tense situation has 
become s t i l l more acute owing to the deployment of United States medium-range 
nuclear missiles which has begun in certain NATO countries, i n i t i a t i n g a new and 
particularly dangerous stage i n the nuclear-arms race on the continent of Europe. 
Ap a<result of the escalation,,of the nuclear-arms race that i s taking place, the 
threap of nuclear war with a l l - i t s catastrophic consequences for mankind has 
sharply increased. 

Emphasis was placed at the meeting on the conviction of the States Parties 
to the Warsaw Treaty that an improvement of the situation and a return, to détente^ 
c a l l for a dialogue between States on fundamental problems of the preservation 
and strengthening of peace. At the same time, the participants i n the meeting 
express the firm conviction that there are no questions which cannot be resolvea 
by negotiations, provided they are conducted on the basis of a constructive"' 
approach and p o l i t i c a l w i l l to achieve positive results, 'taking f u l l account of 
the v i t a l interests of peoples, the interests of peace and international security. 

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty proceed from the fact that questions 
pertaining to the elimination of the tnreat of nuclear war and the search of 
practical ways of putting an end to the arms race and proceeding to disarmament, 
particularly nuclear disarmament, should occupy the most important place in the . 
present-day p o l i t i c a l dialogue. Not considering the present course of events to, 
be irreversible, they emphasize that the question of the reduction of both 
intermediate-range and tactical nuclear weapons in Europe u n t i l their complete 
elimination can be resolved by constructive negotiations. 

The v i t a l requirement for peace and. security in Europe under today's conditions 
i s the cessation of 'the accumulation of new nuclear weapons on the continent. In 
that connection, the States represented at the meeting ins i s t on the cessation of 
deployment i n western Europe of United States intermediate-range nuclear missiles 
and declare that i f such measures, leading to the withdrawal of missiles already 
deployed, are adopted, steps for the, cancellation of countermeasurps w i l l be out 
into effect simultaneously. This w i l l create a basis for the renewal of 
negotiations with the aim of reaching appropriate agreements to free Europe from 4 

nuclear weapons, both intermediate-range and t a c t i c a l . Not a single possibility, 
not a single chance must be missed for a resumption of negotiations. 

In this connection, the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty address a special 
appeal to the States Members of NATO to co-operate in the interests of stopping 
the deployment of new intermediate-range nuclear missiles, the withdrawal of those 
already deployed, and the implementation of effective nuclear disarmament measures 
in Europe. 
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(Mr. Meiszter, Hungary) 

A l l the e a r l i e r proposals and i n i t i a t i v e s put forward j o i n t l y or i n d i v i d u a l l y 
by the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty on nuclear disarmament, prohibition of 
the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space, the prohibition and elimination of chemical 
weapons on a global scale, remain i n force. As regards the work of our Conference, 
the conviction was expressed at the meeting that agreements of importance to 
international security can be reached at the Conference on Disarmament at Geneva, 
i f a i l p articipants work towards t h i s end i n a persistent and purpose-oriented 
manner.'"'At the request of the Hungarian delegation, document CD/501 w i i l be 
Circulated by the secretariat i n a l l the o f f i c i a l languages of the Conference. 

I welcome the fact that my neighbour on the r i g h t , the' distinguished 
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, has already commented on the 
work'of the' meeting and I am confident that a study of the document by members 
of the' Conference w i l l have a positive effect on the work of the summer part of 
the session o f the Conference on Disarmament. 

In conclusion, I should l i k e , on behalf of the group of s o c i a l i s t countries, 
to express our gratitude for the t i r e l e s s and resourceful way i n which you have 
endeavoured to guide the work of our Conference i n the d i r e c t i o n of .^practical 
a c t i v i t i e s and for the composed and balanced nature of your chairmansnip. With 
your permission, Mr.~ President, I should l i k e to express our thanks to 
Ambassador J a i p a l and Mr. Berasategui, as well as to the entire secretariat for 
t h e i r indefatigable e f f o r t s to ensure the necessary conditions for our work. 

The PRESIDENT: ' l thank the representative of Hungary for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation 
wish to take the fl o o r ? 

Mr. DUBEY (India): So far as I understand, i t i s your intention to convert 
the plenary into an informal meeting and to reconvene the plenary thereafter. 
I f that i s so, then I would prefer to make a b r i e f statement i n that meeting of the 
plenary. I f that i s not the case, then I would l i k e to do so now. 

The PRESIDE?":: I thank the distinguished Ambassador of India. I t i s my 
in t e n t i o n to convene an informal meeting now and thereafter to resume the plenary 
session, a t which stage I w i l l give the distinguished Ambassador of India the 
opportunity of making a statement. 

I now intend to suspend the plenary meeting and convene i n f i v e minutes time 
an informal meeting of the Conference to consider those pending questions to which 
I referred at the opening .of t h i s plenary meeting. The plenary meeting i s 
suspended. 

The"meeting was suspended at 5«25 P»m. and reconvened at 5-45'p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT; The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s resumed. 

I put before the Conference the draft decision contained m Working Paper No. 127> 
concerning a request from"'the representative of Iraq to participate i n plenary meetings 
of the Conference. Is there any objection to the draft decision? 

Mr. SIRJANI (islamic Republic of Iran): The question of Iraq's request to 
participate or make a statement i n the plenary meetings of the Conference on Disarmament 
i s being raised at a time when the world has condemned Iraq's massive use of chemical 
weapons against m i l i t a r y targets as well as the c i v i l i a n population, and the 
Government of Iraq has s t i l l not desisted from the use of such inhumane weapons which the 
United Nations Organization has profoundly deplored. 

Some two thousand m i l i t a r y as well as c i v i l i a n persons have been the victims of 
the use of chemical weapons by Iraq. This does not merely concern the Government of 
the Islamic Republic of Iran; rather, what i s at issue i s the damage done to the 
common human conscience. The contemporary c i v i l i z e d human community cannot and should 
not tolerate such crimes; we are sincerely thankful and appreciative to those delegation 
who share our view and have expressed t h e i r condemnation of the continuous use made of 
chemical weapons by Iraq. The Government of Iraq has used chemical weapons also i n the 
l a s t week, and the la t e s t use of such weapons has been made early t h i s week. Iraq has 
never desisted from the use of such weapons although i t has requested the Conference on 
Disarmament to give i t the opportunity to participate m i t s work — i t did not even 
desist from using chemical weapons when the mission of the Secretary-General was i n 
Iran i n order to investigate the use of such weapons. I t did not even r e f r a i n from 
using chemical weapons on that occasion. This august body, i s a disarmament conference, 
and i t respects and honours the very humane r e s p o n s i b i l i t y assigned to i t . It i s not 
an armament conference that Iraq i s going to address. In the face of the grave assault 
done to the conscience of a l l men due to the use of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y prohibited chemical 
weapons by Iraq and the continuation of that crime, we oppose any kind of p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of Iraq i n the Conference's 1984 session. We do not believe that the Conference should 
accept the humiliation done to i t by t h i s request. 

Mr. HASSAN (Egypt) (translated from Arabic): During t h i s session, the Conference 
has received numerous requests from various States not members of the Conference to 
participate i n i t s plenary meetings and make general statements on the various agenda 
items. The Conference has, so f a r , acceded to a l l of those requests and, although i t 
was sometimes f e l t that some delegations might have reservations concerning some of 
those requests, no delegation has objected to t h e i r acceptance since the Conference 
f u l l y recognizes the interests of a l l , as well as the r i g h t which the P i n a l Document 
gives to a l l States to express t h e i r views on issues of v i t a l importance such as 
disarmament. In accordance with t h i s p r i n c i p l e and m keeping with t h i s t r a d i t i o n , 
we had hoped that Iraq's request would be treated i n the same manner and that Iraq 
would be permitted to make general statements before the Conference. However, since 
we are working on the basis of consensus, the objection of a single State implies 
reje?tion of that request. Nevertheless, we hope that informal consultations w i l l 
continue i n an attempt to f i n d a solution to such problems m the future. 
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Mr. SKALLI (Morocco) (translated from French); Ve recently learned that Iraq, 
wished to make a statement to our Conference. Already, on 2 April 1984, that 
country submitted a request to us that i t should be allowed to participate i n our 
work. As everyone i s aware, as a result of the objection of a member State of the 
Conference, i t was not possible to reach a consensus to accede to this request. 
Today, the point 4at issue i s a request different from the preceding one. Indeed, in a 
gesture of goodwill, Iraq wishes to express i t s views on a matter which concerns us 
a l l , since there is every reason to believe that the statement by the Iraqi 
representative w i l l focus on the problem of the use of chemical weapons. It seems to 
us that a l l the members of the Conference, without any exception, would find i t 
useful to hear the Iraqi point of view in order to be in a position to form a clear 
opinion and also in order to define the responsibilities in that regard. 

The Moroccan delegation would like to express i t s sincere regrets that i t was 
not possible, as the result of the attitude of one delegation, to reach a consensus on 
the request made by Iraq to participate in our work, particularly since thus far the 
Conference has never barred representatives, who so desired, from addressing us. 

In view of the serious charges that have been made against Iraq, i t would have 
been f a i r and equitable to allow the Iraqi representative to come before us and 
to present the point of view of his Government on the unquestionably important issue 
of the use or non-use of chemical weapons. 

Mr. SIRJAM (Islamic Republic of Iran): I w i l l rake a brief statement to respond 
to the statements of the distinguished delegates of Egypt and Morocco. 

Vith regard to my Egyptian colleague who said that the Conference has accepted, 
on many occasions, such requests, I think that is a very good point; I think that 
should be the case. But, the very fact that the Conference has to decide on such 
requests reflects the concern that the Conference should have the option of making a 
selection with regard to such requests. Not every State can have the right to 
comment, to take the time of this important body, when i t i s i t s e l f violating 
the very principle that this body i s going to promote. Vho i s going to address the 
v i t a l matters discussed in the Conference? I ask my Egyptian colleague: Vho i s 
going to address these v i t a l matters that the Conference has before i t ? The State 
which i s openly violating i t ? And what does i t want to say here? My colleague 
from Morocco says that the representative of Iraq should be given a chance to come 
here to bring clarifications concerning the accusations levelled against i t . 
I think, and I think everybody knows here, that the report of the Secretary-General's 
mission to Iran to investigate the use of chemical weapons i s very clear and contains 
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(Mr. Sir.jani, Islamic Republic of Iran) 
a l l necessary c l a r i f i c a t i o n s . I think only that the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the Ira q i 
representative i n t h i s Conference i s nothing but a humiliation of t h i s august body. 
We re i t e r a t e once again that as long as Iraq i s using chemical weapons, and I said 
that early t h i s week Iraq again used chemical weapons against Iranian forces, as 
long as t h i s continues, there i s no chance of Iraq taking part i n t h i s honoured body. 

The PPJSSIDENT: Is there any other distinguished representative who would l i k e to 
take the f l o o r on t h i s matter? 

I see none. In view of the statement just made I have to announce that there i s 
no consensus at present on the request made by the representative of Iraq. 

I now turn to the l e t t e r addressed to me by the Chairman of the f i r s t session of 
the Preparatory Committee f o r the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, which, I believe, has been circulated 
to a l l delegations. I understand that the dia tinguished Ambassador of Mexico would 
l i k e to have the f l o o r . 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Thank you, Mr. President. 
I believe, l i k e you, Mr. President, that a l l the distinguished members of the 
Conference are i n possession of the l e t t e r which Ambassador Imai, i n his capacity 
as Chairman of the f i r s t session of the Preparatory Committee f o r the Third Review 
Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, addressed on 16 A p r i l to 
you, i n your capacity as President of the Conference. The l e t t e r i s very 
straightforward and alludes to a request made by the Preparatory Committee that the 
Conference should prepare f o r the Committee's second session, which w i l l take place 
i n Geneva from 1 to 12 October 1984» the three working papers specified i n i t . 
One i s related to what i s known as the Nuclear Test Ban; one i s concerned with 
item 5 of the Conference agenda; and the t h i r d refers to the so-called negative 
guarantees which also appear on the Conference agenda. 

Since t h i s request, as you w i l l r e c a l l , Mr. President, was adopted by consensus 
i n the Preparatory Committee and since the second'session of the Committee f o r 
which t h i s working document was requested w i l l not take place u n t i l October, 
from 1 to 12 October, I would suggest that the members of the Conference should make 
use of the recess which w i l l start tomorrow m order to exchange views informally 
on what the best procedure f o r meeting the request of the Preparatory Committee 
would be, and that when we resume our work i n June we'should examine t h i s matter i n 
either a formal or an informal meeting. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Mexico. A formal 
proposal*has been made that we defer taking a decision on t h i s request made to the 
Conference u n t i l the summer part of our session. ' I give the f l o o r to the 
distinguished Ambassador of B r a z i l . 
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Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : I have t a k e n n o t e o f t h e p r o p o s a l j u s t made 
by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mexico t h a t t h e d e c i s i o n be d e f e r r e d u n t i l t h e 
summer p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n o f our C o n f e r e n c e . Meanwhile, I wish t o e x p r e s e t h e 
o p i n i o n o f my d e l e g a t i o n , which a p p l i e s today as much as when we t a k e up t h i s 
m a t t e r a g a i n . I r e a d w i t h g r e a t a t t e n t i o n t h e l e t t e r s e n t us by Ambassador Imai 
j u s t as I r e a d w i t h g r e a t a t t e n t i o n e v e r y t h i n g t h a t comes from o u r d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
c o l l e a g u e from Japan. I would have welcomed t h a t th e s i t u a t i o n s h o u l d be t h e 
o t h e r way round, t h a t i s , a l e t t e r from t h e P a r t i e s t o t h e NPT s t a t i n g what t h e y 
have done a c c o r d i n g t o t h e i r commitments under t h a t T r e a t y c o n c e r n i n g t h e n u c l e a r 
t e s t ban, t h e arms r a c e and so on. With r e g a r d t o a r e q u e s t f o r t h e p r e p a r a t i o n 
o f a r e p o r t by t h i s C o n f e r e n c e t o the P r e p a r a t o r y Committee f o r t h e Review 
C o n f e r e n c e o f the NPT, I f i n d a t e c h n i c a l d i f f i c u l t y i n t h a t r e s p e c t : I do n o t 
know how my d e l e g a t i o n can c o n c u r i n p r e p a r i n g a document f o r a Committee t o which 
we do n o t b e l o n g . F o r t h a t m a t t e r , S i r , I t h i n k t h a t t h e r e c e s s might be u s e f u l 
f o r f i n d i n g a n o t h e r s o l u t i o n , s uch as th e one adopted i n 1980 whereby t h e 
C o n f e r e n c e put a t t h e d i s p o s a l o f e v e r y member o f t h e Committee, governmental o r 
p r i v a t e , t h e F i n a l R e p o r t o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e . My d e l e g a t i o n would have no 
o b j e c t i o n t o t h a t . 

Mr. CARASALES ( A r g e n t i n a ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from S p a n i s h ) : My d e l e g a t i o n - h a s -
c e r t a i n l y no o b j e c t i o n t o t h e postponement proposed by the Ambassador o f Mexico 
f o r t a k i n g a d e c i s i o n on t h e note a d d r e s s e d t o us by t h e Chairman o f t h e 
P r e p a r a t o r y Committee f o r t h e T h i r d Review C o n f e r e n c e o f t h e P a r t i e s t o t h e 
N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n T r e a t y . I n any c a s e , my d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e t o p l a c e on 
r e c o r d t h a t t h e note p r e s e n t e d by an organ e x t r a n e o u s t o the C o n f e r e n c e c o n t a i n i n g 
r e q u e s t s t o i t would, i f a g r e e d t o , i n v o l v e q u e s t i o n s o f p r i n c i p l e i n r e s p e c t o f 
t h e r e l a t i o n s o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e w i t h o t h e r i n t e r n a t i o n a l o r g a n i z a t i o n s . Moreover, 
i f a c c e p t e d , t h e consequence would be t h e p r o c e s s o f p r e p a r i n g s u c h r e p o r t s , t h e 
d i f f i c u l t i e s o f which we can e a s i l y v i s u a l i z e . My d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s t h a t t h e 
p r o c e d u r e adopted on t h e e a r l i e r o c c a s i o n , namely, t h e t r a n s m i s s i o n t o t h e 
r e q u e s t i n g o r g a n o f the r e l e v a n t a n n u a l r e p o r t o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e t h r o u g h t h e 
a p p r o p r i a t e S e c r e t a r i a t c h a n n e l s , might c o n s t i t u t e a s u i t a b l e s o l u t i o n f o r 
r e s o l v i n g t h i s s i t u a t i o n . F u r t h e r , i n s u c h an e v e n t u a l i t y and r e g a r d b e i n g had 
t o t h e f u t u r e , t h e r e p o r t o f our C o n f e r e n c e might be s u i t a b l y d e t a i l e d I n r e s p e c t 
o f t h e s p e c i f i c a s p e c t s which a r e germane t o t h e r e q u e s t by t h e P r e p a r a t o r y 
Committee f o r the T h i r d Review C o n f e r e n c e o f t h e NPT. 

Mr. HASSAN (Egypt) ( t r a n s l a t e d from A r a b i c ) : I s h a l l be e x t r e m e l y b r i e f . 
We have now l i s t e n e d t o a number o f views c o n c e r n i n g t h e r e q u e s t which t h e 
C o n f e r e n c e has r e c e i v e d from the Chairman o f t h e f i r s t s e s s i o n o f t h e P r e p a r a t o r y 
Committee f o r t h e T h i r d Review C o n f e r e n c e o f t h e N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n T r e a t y . S i n c e 
t h o s e views c o n t a i n v a r i o u s p r o p o s a l s , t h e r e i s a need f o r f u r t h e r c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
and exchanges o f v i e w s b e f o r e t h e C o n f e r e n c e t a k e s a d e c i s i o n i n t h i s r e s p e c t . 
C o n s e q u e n t l y , my c o u n t r y ' s d e l e g a t i o n s u p p o r t s t h e p r o p o s a l made by t h e 
Ambassador o f Mexico t h a t a d e c i s i o n on t h i s m a t t e r s h o u l d be d e f e r r e d u n t i l t h e 
summer p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n . Thank you . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f E g y p t . I s t h e r e 
any o b j e c t i o n t o t h e p r o p o s a l o f t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mexico t h a t we 
d e f e r t a k i n g a d e c i s i o n on t h e r e q u e s t we have r e c e i v e d u n t i l t h e summer s e s s i o n ? 
I see none. 

I t was s o d e c i d e d . 

The PRESIDENT: I now g i v e t h e f l o o r t o t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f 
I n d i a , Ambassador Dubey. 
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Mr. DUBEY ( I n d i a ) : Í have sought the f l o o r f o r the second time today i n my 
c a p a c i t y as the C o - o r d i n a t o r o f the Group o f 21 f o r i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s t h a t 
have been t a k i n g p l a c e f o r t h e purpose o f r e a c h i n g agreement on the e s t a b l i s h m e n t , 
w i t h an a p p r o p r i a t e mandate, of an ad hoc committee on agenda i t e m 3: p r e v e n t i o n 
o f n u c l e a r war and a l l r e l a t e d m a t t e r s . I want t o p l a c e on r e c o r d the e x t e n t t o 
which the Group o f 21 went towards f i n d i n g a s o l u t i o n t o t h i s problem, t h e 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g t h a t they showed, the accommodation t h a t they made and how, i n s p i t e 
o f a s u s t a i n e d e f f o r t l a s t i n g f o r more than two months, we a r e now back t o t h e 
p o i n t where we s t a r t e d . 

I do not have t o emphasize the supreme urgency o f t m s C o n f e r e n c e s t a r t i n g 
i t s work on t h i s s u b j e c t . T h i s has been c l e a r l y d r i v e n home by G e n e r a l Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 38/183/G on t h i s s u b j e c t , which was adopted by an overwhelming m a j o r i t y 
o f t h e Member S t a t e s o f t h e U n i t e d N a t i o n s , w i t h o u t o p p o s i t i o n by any Member S t a t e . 
T h i s r e s o l u t i o n r e q u e s t e d t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament, t o u n d e r t a k e , as a m a t t e r 
o f h i g h e s t p r i o r i t y , n e g o t i a t i o n s on a p p r o p r i a t e and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r t h e 
p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war. 

I n t h e c o n s u l t a t i o n s , t h e r e f o r e , the Group o f 21 n a t u r a l l y r e i t e r a t e d i t s 
r e q u e s t f o r thé e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f an ad hoc committee on t h i s s u b j e c t , and s u b m i t t e d 
the mandate c o n t a i n e d i n the G e n e r a l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n f o r a c c e p t a n c e by o t h e r 
g r o u p s , f h e Group o f 21 a l s o emphasized the urgency o f s e t t i n g up t h e ad hoc 
committee and f o r m u l a t e d an a g r e e d mandate f o r i t w e l l b e f o r e t h e end o f t h e 
s p r i n g p a r t o f t h e s e s s i o n o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e . A t t h e same time, we made i t c l e a r 
from the v e r y b e g i n n i n g t h a t we were w i l l i n g t o n e g o t i a t e and do our utmost t o 
accommodate t h e p o i n t s o f v iew o f t h e Group o f w e s t e r n c o u n t r i e s , g i v e n t h e f a c t 
t h a t t h e r e was a l r e a d y a convergence between, i f n o t i d e n t i t y o f , t h e p o s i t i o n s 
o f t h e Group o f 21 on the one hand and t h o s e o f th e s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s and C h i n a 
on the o t h e r . 

Without l o s i n g any time, i n th e v e r y i n i t i a l s t a g e o f th e c o n s u l t a t i o n s , we 
t o l d t h e Group o f western c o u n t r i e s t h a t we were c o n s c i o u s o f t h e i r c o n c e r n s 
e x p r e s s e d i n th e p l e n a r y s t a t e m e n t s and t h e working papers s u b m i t t e d by them on 
t h i s i m p o r t a n t i s s u e . c1iie, t h e r e f o r e , o f f e r e d t o r e v i s e o u r d r a f t mandate and go 
more than h a l f way i n m e eting the c o n c e r n s o f t h a t Group i n the f o l l o w i n g 
i m p o r t a n t r e s p e c t s . 

F¿£sfeíy, we were p r e p a r e d t o a c c e p t a n o n - n e g o t i a t i n g mandate f o r t h e ad hoc 
committee'so l o n g as i t was r e c o g n i z e d t h a t the o b j e c t i v e o f u n d e r t a k i n g 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t would be r e f l e c t e d i n some form o r a n o t h e r and s o 
l o n g as t h e b a s i c t h r u s t o f t h e mandaté was t o a l l o w a thorough c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f 
a l l t h e p r o p o s a l s f o r a p p r o p r i a t e and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r war. 

n S e c o n d l y , we u n e q u i v o c a l l y s t a t e d t h a t i t was our i n t e n t i o n t h a t a l l t h e 
p r o p o s a l s , i n c l u d i n g t n o s e s u b m i t t e d by th e western c o u n t r i e s , s h o u l d be 
c o n s i d e r e d w i t h o u t a s s i g n i n g any p r i o r i t y among them. 
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T h i r d l y , we a l s o e x p l a i n e a t h a t a t t h i s s t a g e our o b j e c t i v e was t o 
examine a l l a s p e c t s — l e g a l , p o l i t i c a l , t e c h n i c a l , m i l i t a r y — o f each o f 
th e p r o p o s a l s b e f o r e t h e C o n f e r e n c e and each o f t h e app r o a c h e s t o t h i s 
problem, and on t h a t b a s i s p r e s e n t a w e l l - s t r u c t u r e d and comprehensive r e p o r t 
t o t h e C o n f e r e n c e , and thr o u g h i t t o the G e n e r a l Assembly. 

We i n d i a t e d t h a t we would be g l a d t o make a v a i l a b l e a r e v i s e d t e x t o f 
t h e mandate g i v e n t o t h e o t h e r Groups as soon as t h e Group o f we s t e r n c o u n t r i e s 
i n d i c a t e d t o us t h e y a g r e e d i n p r i n c i p l e t o t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f an ad hoc 
committee. A f t e r w a i t i n g f o r a good t h r e e t o f o u r weeks, we were t o l d by t h e 
Western Group t h a t though t h e y were not n e c e s s a r i l y opposed t o t h e 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f an ad hoc committee, t h e i r f i n a l agreement t o i t would depend 
upon whether i t would be p o s s i b l e t o agree upon a mandate which t h e y found 
s a t i s f a c t o r y . Thereupon, we imm e d i a t e l y made a v a i l a b l e t o them and t h e o t h e r 
Groups a r e v i s e d d r a f t mandate on our b e h a l f . The i n i t i a l r e s p o n s e o f t h e 
Group o f we s t e r n c o u n t r i e s t o t h i s mandate was g e n e r a l l y p o s i t i v e . The 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s and C h i n a were w i l l i n g t o go a l o n g w i t h t h e d r a f t mandate 
s u g g e s t e d by u s . 

A d r a f t mandate f o r t h e ad hoc committee was a l s o made a v a i l a b l e by t h e 
C o - o r d i n a t o r o f t h e Western Group. T h i s d r a f t d i f f e r e d from t h e d r a f t 
s u b m i t t e d on b e h a l f o f t h e Group o f 21 i n two i m p o r t a n t r e s p e c t s . F i r s t l y , 
i t d i d n o t c o n t a i n any p r o v i s i o n r e l a t i n g t o t h e l o n g e r term o b j e c t i v e o f 
u n d e r t a k i n g n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s m a t t e r , and s e c o n d l y , i t p u r p o r t e d c o m p l e t e l y 
t o change t h e v e r y n a t u r e o f t h e agenda i t e m by p r o v i d i n g f o r u n d e r t a k i n g a 
comprehensive r e v i e w o f t h e c o n d i t i o n s o f peace and s e c u r i t y i n a n u c l e a r a g e . 
T h i s was, t h e r e f o r e , n o t a c c e p t a b l e t o t h e Group o f 21. F o r t h e v e r y c o r e 
o f t h e c o n c e r n o f more than two t h i r d s o f mankind about t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r war l i e s i n a d o p t i n g measures f o r e n s u r i n g t h e s u r v i v a l o f human 
s p e c i e s on t h i s p l a n e t , and not t h e s e c u r i t y o f a h a n d f u l o f S t a t e s . The 
Group o f 21 has s t a t e d on numerous o c c a s i o n s i n t h e C o n f e r e n c e and i n o t h e r 
forums t h a t s u r v i v a l must t a k e precedence o v e r s e c u r i t y . 

We, however, d i d n o t r e j e c t t h e d r a f t p r e s e n t e d on b e h a l f o f t h e 
Western Group b u t , i n a s p i r i t o f accommodation t s u g g e s t e d two a l t e r n a t i v e 
t e x t s . I n b o t h t h e s e a l t e r n a t i v e s , i n o r d e r t o accommodate t h e p o s i t i o n o f 
th e w e s t e r n c o u n t r i e s , r e f e r e n c e t o the G e n e r a l Assembly r e s o l u t i o n f o r 
k e e p i n g i n mind t h e o b j e c t i v e o f u n d e r t a k i n g n e g o t i a t i o n s , was d e l e t e d and i n 
p l a c e o f t h i s t h e ph r a s e "as a p a r t o f t h e n e g o t i a t i n g p r o c e s s " was i n s e r t e d . r 

I n one o f t h e a l t e r n a t i v e s , t h e main f o c u s on t h e c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f a p p r o p r i a t e -< 
and p r a c t i c a l measures was c o n s i d e r a b l y m o d i f i e d , a g a i n i n o r d e r t o meet t h e 
p o i n t o f view o f t h e Group o f western c o u n t r i e s . I n t h e second a l t e r n a t i v e , 
i n o r d e r t o ta k e i n t o a c c o u n t t h e c o n c e r n o f t h e western c o u n t r i e s r e g a r d i n g 
s e c u r i t y , i t was s u g g e s t e d t h a t t h e c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f t h e p r o p o s a l w i l l t a k e 
p l a c e " i n t h e g e n e r a l c o n t e x t o f t h e o b j e c t i v e s o f t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
o f s t r e n g t h e n i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and e n s u r i n g human s u r v i v a l . " 
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The Group of western countries took the f i r s t alternative suggested by 
the Group of 21 as a basis. They reformulated the core mandate so as to 
s h i f t the focus further away from p r a c t i c a l and appropriate measures and they 
did not include any formulation on the longer term objective of undertaking 
negotiations except i n so f a r as i t was implied i n the very mandate of the 
Conference on Disarmament. 

Yesterday, the Group of 21, after giving very careful consideration to the 
f i n a l version of the Western Group dr a f t , decided to adopt an extremely f l e x i b l e 
and positive attitude i n the discussion on t h i s subject i n the Contact Group 
which met i n the afternoon, so as to conclude an agreement without further delay. 
Unfortunately, they wero told by the Co-ordinator of the Group of-western 
countries right at the beginning of the meeting of the Contact Group, that t h e i r 
own draft was not acceptable to some of t h e i r member countries. I would l i k e 
to c l a r i f y here that this draft was submitted on the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the 
Co-ordinator and that i t was, of course, done so ad referendum. 

Thus, the consultations which held out the best promise so f a r for 
reaching agreement, have come to naught. We w i l l , of course, continue our 
e f f o r t a fter the resumption of the session of the Conference on Disarmament 
i n June. I would l i k e here to express my deep gratitude and pay t r i b u t e for 
the painstaking e f f o r t made and the remarkable understanding shown by the 
Co-ordinator of the Western Group, the distinguished Ambassador of Belgium, 
and by other representatives, including the distinguished Ambassador of France 
who helped him. 

However, there i s no denying the fact that the l a s t minute developments 
yesterday have thrown the entire consultations on t h i s subject out of gear 
and into a state of uncertainty. I t i s very d i f f i c u l t to predict what w i l l 
happen when we resume our session. However, one thing i s certain and i t i s 
that time i s not on our side. Unless we are able to take a decision within 
the very f i r s t week after the resumption of the session of the Conference, 
there w i l l j u st not be enough time between then and the preparation of the 
report of the Conference for conducting a r e a l l y thorough discussion from a l l 
angles on t h i s subject, which has been long overdue. 

I t i s also extremely important that our point of departure for the 
consultations after we resume, should be the two alternative drafts submitted " 
by the Group of 21, the response to that draft submitted by the Western Group 
and the draft of the s o c i a l i s t countries. I f an attempt i s made to go back 
on the l a t e s t positions as reflected i n these drafts , we would never succeed 
i n our e f f o r t . 

I would appeal to the representatives of the western countries not to 
return to t h e i r old positions, that the subject should be discussed i n 
Informal meetings of the plenary. I do not want to waste the time of the 
Conference by repeating the arguments as to why such an approach cannot be 
considered as a serious response to the importance and the urgency that the 
vast majority of the nations of the world, as well as a large section of 
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public opinion i n the western countries themselves, attach to t h i s subject. 
I would also l i k e to stress that the draft mandate must r e f l e c t i n an 
appropriate and mutually acceptable manner, that the exercise we w i l l be 
undertaking should be but a step towards i d e n t i f y i n g negotiating issues and 
for f a c i l i t a t i n g such a negotiation. 

In the forthcoming consultations, the Group of 21 w i l l maintain the same 
s p i r i t of understanding and accommodation as i t has displayed u n t i l now. 
However, the negotiation u n t i l now has involved a successive erosion of the 
o r i g i n a l position of the Group of 21 i n an attempt to accommodate the point of 
view of other Groups. There i s , therefore, no "give" l e f t i n our p o s i t i o n . 
Unless the western countries show an understanding of the extent to which we 
have gone i n accommodating t h e i r point of view and persuade t h e i r governments -
that the Group of 21 has already been as f l e x i b l e and reasonable as i s possible 
i n the circumstances, i t w i l l not be possible to reach an agreement. 

I would l i k e to stress that the mere placing of a separate item on t h i s 
subject on the agenda of the Conference does not represent any change from the 
s i t u a t i o n that has prevailed so f a r . I t does not s t i l l enable us to respond 
to the question being asked from a l l quarters: What i s t h i s sole m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body on disarmament doing to prevent a nuclear war? 

This morning I was reassured to hear from the distinguished Ambassador of 
France and h i s remarks were reinforced by the distinguished Ambassador of 
the Federal Republic of Germany — that his Government was i n favour of a 
thorough discussion of the subject. I would l i k e to submit that a l l that the 
various drafts of the mandate presented by me on behalf of the Group of 21 
sought to do was to provide for such a discussion. We wanted the text of the 
mandate to remain as general and wide as possible and not to emphasize i n the 
text i t s e l f the aspects to which we would l i k e p r i o r i t y to be given' or the 
approach we would l i k e to be favoured. I would, therefore, once again appeal 
that we should work for a general mandate without r a i s i n g issues i n the 
context of the drafting of the mandate i t s e l f , on which d i f f e r e n t groups of 
countries have di f f e r e n t positions. 

I would request those western countries which could not go along with the 
consensus that was within our grasp l a s t evening to shed t h e i r misapprehension.-
I would l i k e to assure them that we are not going to use the consideration of 
t h i s subject i n an ad hoc committee as a weapon against them, and therefore, 
there i s no reason for them to come forward with t h e i r deterrence and"deploy 
i t at the stage of the formulation of the draft mandate i t s e l f . 

The PRESIDENT: I have two more speakers who have requested the f l o o r , 
and before I give them the f l o o r may I announce that the Secretariat has 
advised me that we should conclude our meeting as early as possible since the 
interpreters have already exhausted the three-hour period that they have worked. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished Ambassador of Bulgaria. 
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Mr. TELLALOV ( B u l g a r i a ) : L e t me b r i e f l y t o u c h upon t h e q u e s t i o n o f t h e p r e v e n t i o n 
o f n u c l e a r war as I had t h e honour t o r e p r e s e n t t h e s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i n t h e 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t . 

The s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s d e e p l y r e g r e t t h e f a i l u r e o f t h e e f f o r t s t o s e t up an 
ad hoc committee on agenda i t e m 3, " P r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war, i n c l u d i n g a l l r e l a t e d 
m a t t e r s " . Our d i s a p p o i n t m e n t i s easy t o un d e r s t a n d s i n c e t h e s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s 
not o n l y c o n t r i b u t e a new d e t a i l e d Working Paper on t h e i s s u e , document CD/484, and 
put f o r w a r d a d r a f t o f an a p p r o p r i a t e mandate i n document CD/434, but a l s o showed 
maximum f l e x i b i l i t y i n o r d e r t o s t a r t p r a c t i c a l work on t h i s Item. 

Any d e l e g a t i o n which has f o l l o w e d t h o s e e f f o r t s c l o s e l y cannot but acknowledge 
our f l e x i b i l i t y . I n d i s p l a y i n g r e a d i n e s s t o seek a compromise f o r m u l a f o r a d r a f t 
mandate, t h e s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s had i n mind t h e c o n c e p t u a l p r o x i m i t y w i t h t h e g o a l s 
and p o s i t i o n s o f t h e members o f t h e Group o f 21. The st a t e m e n t s made by r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
o f t h a t Group, n o t a b l y by t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f I n d i a t o d a y , i s a n o t h e r 
p r o o f o f t h e wide p o l i t i c a l s u p p o r t which e x i s t s f o r u n d e r t a k i n g p r a c t i c a l s t e p s t o 
s o l v e t h e problem o f n u c l e a r war. I a v a i l m y s e l f o f t h i s o p p o r t u n i t y t o c o n g r a t u l a t e 
Ambassador Dubey f o r h i s p e r s o n a l Involvement and e f f o r t s i n t n i s c o n t e x t . 

The whole r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r t h e f a i l u r e o f t h e Co n f e r e n c e t o i n i t i a t e p r a c t i c a l 
work on t h e i t e m " P r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war, i n c l u d i n g a l l r e l a t e d m a t t e r s " r e s t s 
w i t h t h e western S t a t e s p o s s e s s i n g n u c l e a r weapons, which d i s p l a y e d complete 
d i s r e g a r d f o r t h e views and p o s i t i o n s o f o t h e r s . Our e x p e r i e n c e i n t h e s e 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s p l a c e s a major questionmark on t h e a b i l i t y and d e s i r e o f t h o s e S t a t e s 
t o conduct b u s i n e s s i n good f a i t h , w i t h o u t t r y i n g t o d e c e i v e o t h e r p a r t i c i p a n t s . We 
have no c h o i c e but t o ta k e t h i s a t t i t u d e i n t o a c c o u n t and draw t h e a p p r o p r i a t e 
c o n c l u s i o n s . The outcome o f t h e c o n s u l t a t i o n s has d e f e r r e d t h e b e g i n n i n g o f p r a c t i c a l 
work on t h e s u b j e c t more than e v e r b e f o r e . We l o s t a r e a l chance, and no one can 
say when such a chanco w i l l appear a g a i n . 

The s i t u a t i o n r e g a r d i n g agenda i t e m 3 has c o n f i r m e d t h e c o n c l u s i o n t h a t t h e 
e f f o r t s t o remove t h e t h r e a t o f n u c l e a r war ar«.j b e i n g o b s t r u c t e d by t h e m i l i t a r i s t i c ч 

p o l i c y o f t h e l e a d i n g western S t a t e and i t s c l o s e s t a l l i e s . T h i s dangerous s i t u a t i o n 
s h o u l d n o t be a l l o w e d t o p r e v a i l . The s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s s t a n d ready t o p u r s u e and 
m u l t i p l y t h e e f f o r t s t o b e g i n r e a l p r a c t i c a l work on agenda i t e m 3 and w i l l work 
c o n s i s t e n t l y f o r an a p p r o p r i a t e mandate. 

Mr- PROKOFIEV (Union o f S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) : 
The S o v i e t d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e t o make u s e o f I t s r i g h t o f r e p l y i n c o n n e c t i o n 
w i t h t h e statement j u s t made by t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f A u s t r a l i a . 

The S o v i e t d e l e g a t i o n n o t e s t h e a t t e n t i o n p a i d by t h e A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n t o 
the t h e o r e t i c a l h e r i t a g e o f t h e found e r o f t h e S o v i e t S t a t e , Mr. V. I . L e n i n . 

I s h o u l d l i k e t o p o i n t o u t t o the A u s t r a l i a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e t h e i m p o s s i b i l i t y 
o f q u o t i n g i n any way from an o r i g i n a l s o u r c e out o f c o n t e x t , w i t h o u t r e f e r e n c e t o 
the p a r t i c u l a r h i s t o r i c a l o c c a s i o n on which the words were s a i d . T h i s i s a l l t h e 
more t r u e i n t h e ca s e o f e v e n t s which o c c u r r e d more t h a n h a l f a c e n t u r y ago. 

The f o l l o w i n g q u o t a t i o n from t h e works o f t h e n o b l e L e n i n , c o n t a i n e d i n t h e work 
e n t i t l e d " C o n c e r n i n g t h e disarmament s l o g a n " : "Disarmament i s t h e i d e a l o f 
s o c i a l i s m " , i s s t i l l a p p r o p r i a t e — and I would emphasize t h a t f a c t — t o t h e work o f 
our Geneva Conference on Disarmament, j u s t as f o r any o t h e r i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum. 
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The e n t i r e h i s t o r y o f our p a r t i c i p a t i o n in- t h e disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , both 
b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l , s p e a k s f o r i t s e l f . We do, n p t need * l e s s o n s from- any 1 

q u a r t e r on how we s h o u l d c o n d u c t o u r n e g o t i a t i o n s . We are- i n f a v o u r o f n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
but honest, c o n s t r u c t i v e , b u s i n e s s - l i k e and s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s . T h i s i s p r o v e d 
by t h o s e numerous i m p o r t a n t S o v i e t i n i t i a t i v e s and p r o p o s a l s o % q u e s t i o n s o f l i m i t i n g 
t h e arms r a c e and a c h i e v i n g disarmament, which implement in- a c o n s i s t e n t , manner t h e 
S o v i e t L e n i n i s t c o n c e p t o f disarmament. Our p r o p o s a l s e n j o y wide s u p p o r t , a n d meet--
w i t h a b r o a d r e s p o n s e t h r o u g h o u t the w o r l d because t h e y c o n s i d e r t h e c h i e f p roblem 
o f our t i m e s — t h e removal o f t h e t h r e a t o f n u c l e a r war; because t h e y make,a, r e a l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n t o t h e oause, n o t o n l y o f a r r e s t i n g t h e arms r a c e , but o f c u r t a i l i n g 
i t ; p r o c e e d from t h e p r i n c i p l e o f t h e e q u a l i t y and e q u a l s e c u r i t y o f both s i d e s ; 
p r esuppose the g o o d w i l l and c o - o p e r a t i o n o f S t a t e s b e l o n g i n g t o . d i f f e r e n t m i l i t a r y 
and p o l i t i c a l a l l i a n c e s ; t a k e a c c o u n t o f t h e w i ^ l and i n t e r e s t s o f o t h e r n a t i o n s 
and o f wide s e c t o r s o f t h e e n t i r e w o r l d community; and h e l p t o improve mutual 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g and t h e g e n e r a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere. 

- The .PRESIDENT: I,have had two more r e q u e s t s f o r t h e f l o o r . May I announce ' 
now t h a t I have been a d v i s e d t h a t u n l e s s we c o n c l u d e our p r o c e e d i n g s i n 10 minutes 
we w i l l be c o n s t r a i n e d t o have a n o t h e r p l e n a r y m e e ting tomorrow i n o r d e r t o c o h t i n u e 
our. work. 

B e a r i n g t h i s i n niind, I now g i v e ' t h e f l o o r t o t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f 
B e l gium. 

Mr. DEPASSE (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r e n c h ) : I s h a l l be a l l t h e more b r i e f 
and t o thé p o i n t , s i n c e I have no g e n e r a l c r i t i c i s m c o n c e r n i n g the. r e p o r t made t o 
ús by t h e Ambassador o f I n d i a . I c o n s i d e r h i s c h r o n o l o g i c a l a c c o u n t o f the 
d i s c u s s i o n c o n c e r n i n g t h e mandate o f t h e ad hoc committee on t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r war t o be c o m p l e t e l y a c c u r a t e , i n d e e d so much so t h a t , w h i l e I am n o t 
e n t i r e l y i n agreement w i t h e v e r y one o f h i s shades o f o p i n i o n , I b e l i e v e t h a t t h e 
s p i r i t i n which he p r e s e n t e d i t i s such t h a t i t i s c o m p l e t e l y p o i n t l e s s t o q u i b b l e 
o v e r p o i n t s o f d e t a i l . » The main f a c t o r i n t h i s a f f a i r i s t h e w i l l i n g n e s s shown by 
t h e JGroup o f 21 t o t a k e a c c o u n t o f the b a s i c c o n c e r n s o f t h e w e s t e r n c o u n t r i e s , and 
I b e l i e v e t h a t t h e r e i s ^ no p o s s i b i l i t y o f d i s a g r e e m e n t between i t and o u r s e l v e s i n 
t h a t r e g a r d . 

My statement now w i l l be e x t r e m e l y s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d . I do n o t t h i n k t h a t 
a n y t h i n g has been l o s t because t h e i n t e r v e n i n g i n c i d e n t t h a t l e d t o what I b e l i e v e 
i s a t e m p o r a r y - s e t b a c k -in t h e q u e s t f o r a mandate on t h e p r e v e n t i o n _ o f nucleaç war 
was m a i n l y due t o t h e l a c k o f t i m e . We were c o m p e l l e d t o adopt c o n t a i n p o s i t i o n s 
w i t h o u t h a v i n g the complete freedom t o n o t i f y t h e a u t h o r i t i e s i n t h e c a p i t a l s o f t h e 
way i n which the d i s c u s s i o n had e v o l v e d . That d i s c u s s i o n t u r n e d on an u n u s u a l l y 
s e n s i t i v e a s p e c t o f t h e s e c u r i t y o f t h e w e s t e r n c o u n t r i e s . The a s p e c t i s one on 
which i t i s n e c e s s a r y t o h o l d v e r y h i g h - l e v e l c o n s u l t a t i o n s , such as a r e n o t r e a d i l y 
a c c e s s i b l e . T h i s feedback between c a p i t a l s and d e l e g a t i o n s here may n o t always 
have been as s i m p l e as we would have w i s h e d . I c o n t i n u e t o b e l i e v e t h a t w h i l e 
the w estern c o u n t r i e s have f u l l y a p p r e c i a t e d t h e open-mindedness shown by the 
Group o f 21, t h e l a t t e r , t h r o u g h i t s r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , Ambassador Dubey., t o whose 
p a t i e n c e , ' t e n a c i t y and g r a c l o u s n e s s I s h o u l d l i k e t o pay t r i b u t e , has 
u n q u e s t i o n a b l y on i t s s i d e t h e f a c t t h a t t h e w estern c o u n t r i e s which i n t h e p a s t 
r e j e c t e d t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f a committee o r working groups on t h i s t o p i c , a r e now 
f i n a l l y committed t o i t , w i t h t h e f i r m w i l l t o succeed ift t h e q u e s t f o r a mandate. 
The e x e r c i s e w i l l go on, and i t i s e n t i r e l y i n a p p r o p r i a t e a t t h i s j u n c t u r e t o t r y , 
as the Ambassador o f B u l g a r i a has done, t o add f u e l t o the f i r e , t o a s s i g n 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and t o make c h a r g e s . T h i s i s c e r t a i n l y n o t t h e p l a c e t o do s o . 
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I c a t e g o r i c a l l y o b j e c t t o t h e s e c h a r g e s , which I am g l a d t o see have n o t been t a k e n 
up by Ambassador Dubey. I am c o n v i n c e d t h a t w i t h t h e p a t i e n c e and f l e x i b i l i t y we 
have a l l d e c i d e d t o employ, t h e r e i s a v e r y good chance o f b r i n g i n g t h i s mandate t o 
a p o i n t where i t w i l l be a b l e t o a c h i e v e a consensus h e r e . 

Mr. BEESLEY (Canada): I w i l l be v e r y b r i e f , Mr. P r e s i d e n t , and I hope 
n o n - c o n t r o v e r s i a l . I merely wanted t o say t h a t , i n s p i t e o f t h e l a t e n e s s o f t h e 
hour, I would l i k e t o e x p r e s s t h e view which I hope i s n o t c o n s i d e r e d t o o r a d i c a l , 
t h a t we i n t h e Canadian d e l e g a t i o n , and i n d e e d t h e Canadian Government i t s e l f , do 
not c o n s i d e r t h e concept o f s e c u r i t y o f S t a t e s , whether Western o r o t h e r w i s e , and 
t h e c o n c e p t o f s u r v i v a l o f mankind as m u t u a l l y e x c l u s i v e c o n c e p t s . We f a i l t o see 
the l o g i c i n any such t r a i n o f t h o u g h t , and I hope we can p i c k up t h a t p o i n t when 
we meet a g a i n . Now i t may be t h a t t h e s e p h r a s e s have become buzz words t h a t have a 
p a r t i c u l a r meaning t o some p e o p l e o r some d e l e g a t i o n s , but n o t f o r us, and i t remains, 
o n l y on t h a t i s s u e perhaps, t o say t h a t i n t h e l i g h t o f what was j*ust s a i d by t h e 
- d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Belgium i t would be presumptuous f o r me t o add 
a n y t h i n g c o n c e r n i n g t h e good f a i t h and t h e m o d e r a t i o n shown by t h e Group o f 21. One 
o t h e r p o i n t I would l i k e t o make; and t h a t i s t h a t i t i s f o r t h e s e v e r y r e a s o n s 
t h a t we do n o t c o n s i d e r s e c u r i t y as a t t a i n a b l e u n i l a t e r a l l y , and we e x p r e s s s o 
o f t e n t h e c o n cept o f mutual s e c u r i t y . I do not c a r e i f o t h e r s l i k e a d i f f e r e n t 
p h r a s e , such as "common s e c u r i t y " , but I would l i k e t o be a b l e t o use t h e term 
" s e c u r i t y " w i t h o u t h a v i n g i t t u r n e d i n t o a d i r t y word. 

One o t h e r p o i n t I would l i k e t o make, and i t was a g a i n made here i n 
F e b r u a r y 1983 by Canada's Deputy Prime M i n i s t e r and M i n i s t e r o f E x t e r n a l A f f a i r s , 
i s t h a t t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l forum cannot r e a l l y i n v o l v e i t s e l f d e e p l y i n o t h e r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t go on o u t s i d e i t , f o r i n s t a n c e on t h e N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n T r e a t y , 
which my c o u n t r y r e g a r d s as b e n e f i c i a l t o a l l S t a t e s , and t h a t i s e a s i l y seen i f 
one r e g a r d s t h e s i t u a t i o n we would f i n d o u r s e l v e s i n i f we d i d n o t have t h a t T r e a t y ; 
I t h i n k we would a l l be s c r a m b l i n g t o a c q u i r e n u c l e a r weapons; and I am t h i n k i n g 
a l s o o f t h e b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s which were g o i n g on h e r e . N e v e r t h e l e s s , even 
though we are not i n v o l v e d i n e i t h e r t h e INF o r START n e g o t i a t i o n s , we s t r e s s , i n 
t h e words o f o u r Deputy Prime M i n i s t e r , t h a t " t h o s e n e g o t i a t i o n s a f f e c t t h e f a t e 
o f a l l o f us", and we a l l have a v e r y d i r e c t and v i t a l i n t e r e s t i n them, whether 
we come from Europe o r N o r t h America o r any o t h e r p a r t o f t h e w o r l d . And I wanted 
merely t o c o n c l u d e w i t h a v e r y s i n c e r e p l e a t h a t t h o s e n e g o t i a t i o n s which we 
c o n s i d e r t o be d i r e c t l y r e l e v a n t t o t h i s q u e s t i o n o f t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war 
be resumed. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Canada f o r h i s 
s t atement. May I now t u r n t o t h e t i m e - t a b l e which t h e s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d 
today f o r meetings t o be h o l d by t h e C o n f erence and i t s s u b s i d i a r y b o d i e s from 
12 t o 15 June, the f i r s t week o f the second p a r t o f t h e a n n u a l s e s s i o n . The 
t i m e - t a b l e has been p r e p a r e d i n c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h t h e Chairmen o f t h e Ad Hoc 
Committees o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e . As u s u a l , the t i m e - t a b l e i s merely i n d i c a t i v e and 
s u b j e c t t o change, i f n e c e s s a r y . I f t h e r e i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l t a k e i t t h a t 
the Conference adopts the d r a f t d e c i s i o n . 

I t was so d e c i d e d . 
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The PRESIDEUT: Distinguished colleagues, t h i s w i l l he the f i n a l plenary 
meeting f o r the month of A p r i l when the delegation of S r i Lanka has the p r i v i l e g e 
of being i n the Chair. I w i l l not attempt to sum up the work of the Conference 
f o r the month of A p r i l or f o r the f i r s t h a l f of our session. Many speakers 
today have done so from t h e i r i n d i v i d u a l points of view. We have had a f u l l 
programme of work i n our plenary sessions during which we were addressed by many 
distinguished personalities, enhancing the importance of t h i s body as the single 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating forum. The Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, under the able CJhairmanship of Ambassador Skéus, has continued i t s work 
and I am glad that we were able to establish an Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological 
Weapons under the Chairmanship of Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia t h i s month. 

I would l i k e to thank a l l delegations f o r the unstinted co-ôperation extended 
to me. I would l i k e to pay tri b u t e to the patience and s k i l l of my two* 
predecessors, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland and Ambassador Datcu of Romania. ( 

To the secretariat, and especially to our Secretary-General, Ambassador Ri k h i J a i p a l , 
and Deputy Secretary-General, Mr. Berasategui, I express my deep appreciation f o r 
t h e i r courteous assistance. I also thank the interpreters and the technical 
s t a f f f o r t h e i r co-operation. 

F i l i a l l y , I wish to o f f e r my congratulations to the Ambassador of Sweden and 
to welcome him as the President of the Conference f o r the month of June when we 
return a f t e r our recess. I extend to him my sincere good wishes f o r a 
successful tenure and pledge the support of my delegation to him i n h i s task. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 12 June, at 10.50 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 6.45 P.m. 
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The PRESIDENT: The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s called 
to order. 

At the outset, allow me to extend, on behalf of the Conference, a warm welcome 
to His Excellency Mr. Shin' ro Abe, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan, who 
i s addressing the Conference today as f i r s t speaker. His presence among us today i s 
further evidence of the interest taken by Japan in the work of this multilateral 
negotiating body. We are looking forward to hearing his statement, and we wish him 
a useful v i s i t to Geneva. 

May I also cordially welcome Ambassador Robert Jan van Schaik, the new 
representative of the Netherlands, who joins us today for the f i r s t time. I am 
sure we are a l l looking forward to co-operating with him i n advancing the work of 
the Conference. 

I am convinced that I represent the whole Conference when expressing appreciation 
of and gratitude for the highly qualified services of Ambassador Jalpal, the 
Secretary-General of the Conference, as well as of Mr. Berasategui, the Deputy 
Secretary-General, and of a l l the other members of the secretariat. We count on 
their unfailing support also for this summer's work. 

It i s Indeed an honour and a challenge for my delegation to take up the 
presidency of the Conference of Disarmament for the month of June. In preparing for 
this task we have had the valuable help of Ambassador Dhanapala, the outgoing 
President, who has shared with us his experiences, impressions and advice. 

I think i t i s f a i r to say that the f i r s t part of this year's session was 
probably — aper*: from some encouraging progress i n the work on a chemical weapons 
convention— one of the most disappointing" in the whole history of this negotiating 
body. When we should have dealt with the real task of this Conference, that i s , to 
negotiate multilateral disarmament agreements, we instead lost much time and effort 
in deliberations on procedural matters. As a consequence, we now face an 
extraordinarily long l i s t of unsolved problems for the rest of the session. However, 
this perspective should not discourage us i n our work. It makes imperative s t i l l 
greater efforts. In this context, I would like to urge delegations to present their 
positions clearly and in substance here i n the Conference and i n i t s subsidiary 
bodies, rather than to try to disguise them In a continuing and f r u i t l e s s debate over 
the establishment or not of such bediea. 

I take i t for granted that basically a l l Governments here represented consider 
i t to be i n their self-interest, as i t i s i n the common interest of mankind, to 
pursue real and serious disECTa^n. I do not have to remind anyone here that nuclear 
war i s — w i t h o u t comparison—the greatest threat the world has ever had to face, 
that there i s indeed a risk that the use of nuclear arms would constitute global 
suicide. 

We have recently, o n May, seen one expression of this urge to stop the arms 
race in the form of a Joint Declaration by Heads of State and Prime Ministers of. 
India, Mexico, Tanzania, Greece, Argentina and Sweden. The p o l i t i c a l leaders of 
these countries stress the increased risk of nuclear war caused by a lack of 
constructive dialogue among the nuclear States. They point out the fact that the 
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people they represent are no less threatened by nuclear war,than the c i t i z e n s of the 
nuclear States. They warn that the probability of nuclear holocaust increases as 
warning time decreases and weapons become swifter, more accurate.and more deadly. 
They appeal for general and complete disarmament and assure the nuclear States of t h e i r 
good o f f i c e s to f a c i l i t a t e agreement. The Declaration concludes that today the world 
hangs in-the-balanoe between war and peace. 

I t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s Conference to contribute to avoiding the 
unspeakable tragedies of war. This i s what i s expected from us and i t i s with t h i s 
i n mind that we must now resume our work. Among the items on the agenda-^ âl"L of them 
important — there are three which I would l i k e to mention p a r t i c u l a r l y because of the 
urgency of the subject-matters as well as the attention they a t t r a c t among the -
general public. I am thinking of the nuclear,, test ban, the prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space and the prevention of nuclear war. 

The test-ban issue i s the number one item on our agenda and i n essence the 
c l a s s i c task of t h i s body. The continuing f a i l u r e to achieve any progress i s of 
serious concern. I t must be our immediate task and constant preoccupation to 
establish a mutually acceptable work format for t h i s issue i n order to make i t 
possible to solve the remaining substantive problems with regard to a treaty on ja 
nuclear test ban. 

The arms race i n outer space i s a r e l a t i v e l y new item on the agenda of the / 
Conference. The urgency of bringing the development of weapons and the use of force 
i n space under control of international law by creating appropriate agreements should 
be obvious to us a l l . The accelerating pace -of uncontrollable m i l i t a r y technology 
and absurd m i l i t a r y spending would, i f unhampered, further seriously threaten an 
already precarious international peace. 

Nuclear weapons and the p o s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r use have brought the very survival' 
of humankind into jeopardy. With t h i s frightening prospect, i t must be the duty^ of 
nations to пике a l l e f f o r t s to prevent a nuclear war. I t i s obvious that the 
Conference on Disarmament must give i t s f u l l attention to" t h i s p r i o r i t y question. 

In our view, and f o r the reasons I have mentioned, i t i s essential that we' 
jreach agreement soon on hpv to tackle these three issues in a substantive way. A l l 
'delegations must bring t h e i r e f f o r t s to bear to that 4end. I t i s , ' however,' obvious 
that without preparedness to compromise and CC-operate we w i l l not achieve progress.' ' 
I f we succeed now i n establishing an agreed framework for these riterns, we w i l l stand 
a good chance of seeing some concrete' progress by the end of the session. I f we 
f a i l , we w i l l , am a f r a i d , face one of lítíe graivest cris e s of mult i lateral disarmament 
t a l k s , and t h i s at a p a r t i c u l a r l y serious moment i n history,- when concrete 
negotiations are absolutely necessary, and only a year before the next NPT Review 
Conference.'.^ Such a s l t t & t i o n cannot be permitted' to develop. I f must be avoided 
through our c o l l e c t i v e effort.' 

Another item of importance during t h i s session w i l l , of course, be continued 
work on a chemical weapons convention. We are obviously faced here with the eminent 
r i s k of uncontrolled rprol i f era fc • on of these weapons to more and эо re countries. I t 
i s therefore necessary that these negotiations are carried on s w i f t l y and e f f i c i e n t l y 
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and in a s p i r i t of constructive co-operation. If so, a draft convention can be put 
together soon and be presented to the members of the Conference and other States 
for their consideration. 

It i s gratifying that the Conference has been able to establish an ad hoc 
committee for the item of radiological weapons. With the ski l l e d and experienced 
chairmanship of Ambassador Vejvoda, there are good prospects for some tangible progress 
with regard to this question. 

Finally, l e t me mention one remaining issue that the Conference should face as 
scon as possible during this session, that i s the review of the membership of the 
Conference. A number of States, deeply committed to the cause of disarmament, have 
announced their interest i n being members of the Conference. We have an obligation to 
react i n a proper and expedient way to these demands. 

I have mentioned some but not a l l of the important issues i n front of us. My 
delegation offers you i t s services during i t s presidency. We must a l l take our 
responsibility so that the Conference can embark upon the substantive tasks at hand. 

Let us now go to work. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Japan, Yugoslavia 
and France. 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , His Excellency 
Mr. Shintaro Abe, the Minister for .Foreign Affairs of Japan. 

Mr. ABE (Japan): Madam President, It i s indeed a great pleasure for me to 
attend this Conference on Disarmament today. 

" On behalf of the Government of Japan, I should l i k e to express to you my 
sincere congratulations on your assumption of the Heavy responsibilities of the 
Presidency for this month. I hope"that this Conference w i l l produce f r u i t f u l results 
under your wise ^-uida^ce and with the benefit of your great knowledge and experiences. 

I should also lik e to express our appreciation to the distinguished representative 
of Sri Lanka, your predecessor and President for the month of April, for his valuable 
contribution to the Conference. 

The question of peace and disarmament has never been so serious as i t i s now for 
the peoples of the world. 

The tense international situation in recent years i s hanging heavily on the 
minds of a l l people. In this situation, several important b i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiations and even this Conference, the sole body for multilateral disarmament 
negotiations, have, frankly speaking, failed of late to make such progress as w i l l 
meet f u l l y the expectations of the people of the world. 

J Since I took office as Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan, I have energetically 
toured many countries, in consideration of Japan's attitude of pursuing the peace of 
the world, not only as a member of Asia, but as a member of human society on Earth, 
and had the opportunity of exchanging views with United States, Soviet and other 
leaders on the course mankind should follow in the future. The honest impression I 
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obtained~from "those dialogues i s that the world i s permeated with the sense of 
fr u s t r a t i o n and impatience and that the inmost concern and profound apprehensions of 
the people of the entire world are bent to t h i s question of peace; > i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
there i s a strong, desire for ensuring peace and security against the ever-intensifying 
arms race and i t s unchecked continuation.^ 

Bearing i n mind such a sense of unrest shared by so папу people of the world, I 
have come to attend t h i s Conference on Disarmament as the f i r s t Japanese Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s to do so, i n t h i s f i f t e e n t h year of Japan's membership of' the 
Conference, i n order to express my views on peace and disarmament and to stress that 
i t i s high ^ime .for t h i s Conference, which has successfully made several b r i l l i a n t 
achievement^, including the Non-Proliferation Treaty, to take action in-concrete 
terms and.bepome a driving force f o r the advancement of world-wide disarmament. 

What i s the cause of a l l t h i s tenseness of the current international situation? 
r 

I t goes without saying that i t s fundamental cause l i e s i n the f a c t that ... 
East-West r e l a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y those between the United States and the-Soviet Union, 
have never.been so cold i n recent times as they are now, because of the vicious cycle 
of unerasable fe e l i n g of d i s t r u s t between the two sides, causing -them- to seek' t h e i r 
security i n the expansion of armaments, which i n turn gives r i s e to renewed d i s t r u s t . 

Of course, I am in c l i n e d to believe that the relations between the United States 
and the Soviet Union at the present time-are not i n such a c r i t i c a l condition as they 
were at the time of the Ber l i n or Cuban c r i s e s . But I do believe that the present 
tensions i n East-West relations have especially serious implications of an 
unprecedented nature for the sur v i v a l of the whole human тасе. 

Mankind now possesses highly developed s c i e n t i f i c technologies that makôïfree 
movement i n outer space possible, andfyet, or because of that, i t has not succeeded 
i n preventing the vast quantitative increase and the appalling q u a l i t a t i v e advance 
of the modern weapons systems. Consequently, there ex i s t on Earth large 
accumulations of nuclear weapons, said to be the ultimate weapons,- .and numerous 
other dreadful modern weapons i n such volumes as w i l l annihilate the human species 
several times over. 

In t h i s state of a f f a i r s , i f the tensions i n East-West r e l a t i o n s should continue 
as they are and a nuclear war should break out, intentionally-or accidentally, the 
Earth would undergo, within a matter of ten minutes or*1 so, a holocaust act an 
unimaginable scale and from t h i s the whole of mankind would be the loser, being 
brought to the verge of t o t a l a n n i h i l a t i o n , as every informe*¡personiall over the 
world points out. 

How wisely we, as human beings, should cope with such a-situation; i n more 
concrete terms, how we should control and reduce the instruments of horror, mankind has 
created with i t s own c i v i l i z a t i o n , without ruining ourselves overwhelmed by such 
instruments, and how we should maintain peace and transmit'peace and prosperity on -
Earth to posterity; that i s the most c r u c i a l problem facing us today* 

This i s the very consideration, I believe, that should be the s t a r t i n g point of 
disarmament. 

In considering t h i s problem, I cannot but c a l l upon the United States and 
the Soviet Union, the Powers possessing the majority of the ex i s t i n g nuclear arsenals 
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and ¿he c a p a b i l i t i e s of most modern weapons systems i n space and other non-nuclear 
f i e l d s , to r e a l i z e t h e i r very s p e c i a l . r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to mankind. I t i s earnestly 
required of the two Powers that they íshould Indeed take the I n i t i a t i v e i n practicing 
disarmament i n concrete terms, accompanied by eff e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, and that 
i s the way they should respond to the hopes and expectations of mankind. In other 
words, the world peace rests f i r s t and foremost with,the leaders of these two Powers. 

In t h i s connection, I now wish to point out several matters. 

F i r s t , I would l i k e to take up the very important issue of nuclear disarmament 
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union, that i s , the START and the 
INF negotiations. These negotiations have been suspended since the end of l a s t year, 
and regrettably there i s not even the f a i n t e s t sign of t h e i r possible resumption now. 

At the London Summit held a few days ago, the p a r t i c i p a t i n g Western democracies, 
including Japan, expressed t h e i r conviction that international problems must be resolved 
through reasoned dialogue and negotiation and stated that they would support a l l e f f o r t s 
to that end. They also expressed t h e i r wish to see the speedy resumption of the now 
suspended disarmament negotiations. 

I have been advocating, on every occasion, a resolution of the INF negotiations 
on a global basis and i n a manner that w i l l not i n j u r e the security of Asia, including 
Japan. I may take t h i s opportunity to re-emphasize t h i s point and urge strongly the 
Soviet Union to recognize i t s heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as a major nuclear Power and return 
to the negotiating table at the e a r l i e s t possible time for substantive progress of 
nuclear disarmament negotiations with the United States. 

I t goes without saying that progress i n the nuclear disarmament negotiations 
between the Soviet Union and the United States i s v i t a l l y important also f o r 
maintaining and strengthening the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) regime. 

Many non-nuclear-weapon States, including Japan, have chosen to count on the 
nuclear-weapon States' w i l l to take every precaution to control nuclear weapons and 
to make every e f f o r t to promote nuclear disarmament. On that account, the 
non-nuclear-weapon States renounced on t h e i r own the so-called nuclear options. With 
the Third Review Conference of the NPT scheduled for next year, I am convinced that 
i t i s a matter of h i s t o r i c a l significance i n eliminating the sense of d i s t r u s t of the 
non-nuclear-weapon States and the non-NPT-member States toward the regime that the 
nuclear-weapon States should pursue negotiations i n good f a i t h on e f f e c t i v e measures 
for the r e a l i z a t i o n of nuclear disarmament. 

Now there are 120 countries which have joined the NPT. We should c o r r e c t l y 
evaluate the important role the NPT regime has played i n preventing the increase i n 
the number of nuclear-weapon States. We should also reaffirm the need for positive 
e f f o r t s of various countries to enhance the u n i v e r s a l i t y of the treaty and the 
strength of the NPT regime. For t h i s reason, I would also l i k e to urge a l l the 
non-member States to the NPT, including China and France, to accede to t h i s Treaty 
at the e a r l i e s t possible opportunity. 
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Let mé now turn to another major nuclear disarmament issue: nuclear test ban. 

This issue has been taken up as a matter of " f i r s t priority i n response to 
honest wishes of people for a long time since the dawning of the Nuclear Age. 
Nevertheless, i t i s regrettable to note that a comprehensive nuclear test ban i s i n 
reality s t i l l very far away. 

To our knowledge, as many as some f i f t y underground nuclear test explosions 
were conducted J i h the course of the past year. Japan has been steadfastly opposed 
to any nuclear test explosions conducted by any States. Accordingly, I wish to urge 
strongly again that the nuclear-weapon States should do their best to restrain 
themselves from conducting nuclear test explosions. 

It i s to be regretted that negotiations, on a nuclear test ban at this 
Conference should have come to sta n d s t i l l , owing to the lack of consensus on 
solutions to the verification problems. In order to find a breakthrough in this 
impasse, I believe that now i s the time when the nuclear-weapon States, particularly 
the Soviet Union and the United States, should exert their maximum efforts ,to find 
a way towards a more " r e a l i s t i c 1 1 solution. 

Therefore, I would like to submit the following proposal: 

If a CTB cannot be achieved at one stroke, we should make an in-depth study 
on a second-best measure, namely, a step-by-step formula, under which underground 
nuclear test explosions of a yield now considered technically verifiable on a 
multinational basis w i l l be taken as the threshold, an agreement w i l l be reached on 
banning test explosions overstepping this threshold and then the threshold w i l l be 
lowered by improving the verification capability i t s e l f . 

Needless to say, thé objective of this proposal i s nothing but the acceleration 
of the process for a CTB, in view of the fact that no substantial progress has been 
made toward that goal over a long period. Therefore, in addition to improvement 
of technical verification capability, i t should naturally be accompanied by a 
search for a means by which effective verification and inspection, based on trust 
among States, i s made possible. I honestly believe that, i n the present situation, 
this formula i s the most r e a l i s t i c option l e f t to us and I earnestly hope that i t 
w i l l open a way for an early realization of a CTB. I also take this opportunity 
to assure a l l of you that Japan is- prepared to make available even further our 
advanced technology of seismic detection to increase the verification capability in 
this f i e l d , when such an approach has been accepted. 

Next, I must not f a i l to mention the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons as well. 

Chemical weapons cause far-reáching injuries and effects, extensively as well 
as indiscriminately, not only on combatants but also on ordinary citizens. The fact 
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that chemical weapons are actually incorporated in the weapons systems of a number 
of countries and are stockpiled i n enormous quantities on this Earth poses a grave 
threat to the peace and security of international society. In fact, there occurred 
this year an inadmissible event in that chemical weapons were actually used i n the 
Iran-Iraq con f l i c t . 

• i ' 
This i s eloquent testimony of the need for us not only urgently to reduce and 

destroy the existing large amount of chemical weapons stocks, but also to seek $he 
early conclusion of a global and comprehensive convention banning chemica 1 .weapons 
so as" to preclude their development and production. -

In April this year, Vice-President Bush of the United States, by attending 
in person a meeting of this Conference and presenting a draft convention, expressed 
the positive attitude of the United States Government toward this particular .issue. 
Prior to this, i n February of this year, the Soviet Union also gave a positive., >, 
sign regarding verification matters, though limited; i n scope to the destruction of, 
chemical weapons stocks. 

Ï appreciate and welcome such concrete proposals put forward by.the 
United States and the Soviet Union. Japan w i l l continue to participate actively, 
as i n the past, in the deliberations and negotiations on the question of the 
prohibition of chemical weapons at this Conference. I wish Japan's advanced 
technologies would make some contribution in this f i e l d . 

Finally, I would l i k e to touch bri e f l y upon the,question o f prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space. Outer space, which we may c a l l the la s t remaining • 
frontier for mankind, has i n f i n i t e potentiality as a stage, f o r our future a c t i v i t i e s . 
As a country promoting various projects for the peaceful use of outer space, 
Japan i s keenly interested i n the prevention of an arms race i n i t . I hope that i n 
thip f i e l d , too, a study i n concrete terms w i l l be made at,the Conference on 
Disarmament. To that end, also, i t i s desirable that the United States and the 
Soviet Union both take a positive stance. 

I have now expressed my earnest desire that the United States and the 
Soviet Union, of a l l countries, address themselves, seriously and ahead of other 
countries, to accelerating disarmament. 

By this I do not mean to say that other countries, Including my own, can 
remain idle with folded arms. Various multilateral agreements which this --
Conference on Disarmament i s trying to conclude as i t s goal must be acceptable 
to a l l of the 4С member countries that the distinguished delegates i n this 
Chamber represent and, therefore, the concerted, and,positive efforts o f , a l l the 
countries are required for the attainment of this goal. 

Japan had the greater, part of her land ravaged and the lives of millions of 
i t s people were lost during the last war. From this sad experience, the 
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d e t e r m i n a t i o n t h a t "the s c o u r g e o f war must never be r e p e a t e d a g a i n " i s f i r m l y 
i m p r i n t e d i n the mind o f e v e r y Japanese. The Government o f Japan, on t h e b a s i s 
o f t h i s commitment o f i t s p e o p l e t o peace, has c o n s t a n t l y made i t i t s b a s i c 
f o r e i g n p o l i c y n o t t o become a m i l i t a r y Power t h a t may menace t h e n e i g h b o u r i n g 
c o u n t r i e s , t o adhere t o the t h r e e n o n - n u c l e a r p r i n c i p l e s o f n o t p o s s e s s i n g 
n u c l e a r weapons, n o t p r o d u c i n g them and n o t p e r m i t t i n g t h e i r i n t r o d u c t i o n i n t o 
J a p a n , and t h u s t o s t r i v e f o r t h e promotion o f disarmament. 

P r e s e r v a t i o n o f peace i s a common d e s i r e s h a r e d by a l l mankind. I t i s 
e s s e n t i a l t h a t we s h o u l d r e a l i z e , s t e a d i l y and p a t i e n t l y , f e a s i b l e and c o n c r e t e 
disarmament measures one a f t e r anotherV'whil'e f u l l y r e c o g n i z i n g t h e r e a l i t y o f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o c i e t y . To t h a t end, I b e l i e v e we can choose no o t h e r way t h a n t o 
i n c r e a s e mutual u n d e r s t a n d i n g and mutua;! t r u s t t hrough c o n s t a n t d i a l o g u e and 
c o n t a c t , b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l , and seek p o i n t s o f agreement. I n t h i s 
s e n s e , I am s t r o n g l y reminded o f the importance o f t h e r o l e t o be p l a y e d by t h i s 
C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament and o f t h e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ' t o be borne by e v e r y one o f us 
h e r e t a k i n g p a r t i n the C o n f e r e n c e . 

Geneva " i s a c i t y where, s i n c e the b e g i n n i n g o f t h e modern age, p e o p l e have 
g a t h e r e d and c o n f e r r e d on numberless o c c a s i o n s i n s e a r c h o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g and c o - o p e r a t i o n and o f ways f o r overcoming d i f f i c u l t i e s i whenever 
mankind has s t o o d a t t h e c r o s s r o a d s o f war and peace. T h e i r n o b l e s p i r i t i s e n g r a v e d 
i n e v e r y c o r n e r o f t h e town and w i l l n e v e r fade away.. Now we must r e c a l l anew t h e 
p a i n s t a k i n g e f f o r t s o f our predecessors-who have l e f t t h e i r f o o t p r i n t s i n t h i s 
c i t y and s e r i o u s l y t h i n k o f t h e heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y we bear n o t o n l y f o r 
o u r s e l v e s , but a l s o f o r the . p r o s p e r i t y and w e l l - b e i n g o f our p o s t e r i t y . -

The f u t u r e o f mankind depends on us who a r e l i v i n g t o d a y . Our r o a d alicau 
w i l l n o t be f l a t and smooth. L e t us make f u r t h e r e f f o r t s t o g e t h e r f o r the 
a t t a i n m e n t o f our common u l t i m a t e goal,.a g e n e r a l and complete disarmament, by 
t r a n s c e n d i n g d i f f e r e n c e s o f our p o s i t i o n s , i n a s p i r i t as e x p r e s s e d i n an 
o r i e n t a l s a y i n g , " C o n s t a n t d r i p p i n g wears away a s t o n e " . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Japan f o r h i s 
important' statement and f o r thé k i n d words a d d r e s s e d t o the P r e s i d e n t . 

I now g i v e the f l o o r t o t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Y u g o s l a v i a , Ambassador V i d a s . 

Mr. VIDAS ( Y u g o s l a v i a ) : Madam P r e s i d e n t , a t t h e o u t s e t o f t h e summer s e s s i o n , 
o f t h e C o n f erence on Disarmament, I would l i k e , f i r s t o f a l l , t o c o n g r a t u l a t e you, 
t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f f r i e n d l y Sweden, on your appointment as P r e s i d e n t o f t h e 
C o n f e rence f o r the month o f June and t o w ish you s u c c e s s i n c a r r y i n g o u t your 
r e s p o n s i b l e t a s k . By i t s i n i t i a t i v e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h e G e n e r a l Assembly o f t h e 
U n i t e d N a t i o n s and t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament, Sweden has s i g n i f i c a n t l y 
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contributed to disarmament negotiations. The Conference on Disarmament has 
benefited a great deal on many occasions from the expertise offered by the 
Swedish experts. The delegation of Yugoslavia has always had very close 
co-operation with the delegation of Sweden, sharing the same views and having 
the same preoccupations on the magnitude of disarmament problems. I would like 
to assure you this time again that you. may count on my delegation's f u l l support and 
co-operation i n the discharge of the tasks facing you. 

I would also like to express our appreciation to the distinguished representative 
of S r i Lanka, Ambassador Dhanapala, for the .successfully accomplished task as 
President f o r the month of April. His efficient stewardship and personal 
qualities greatly contributed to unimpeded work by the Conference. 

We have listened with great attention and interest to, "the statement by the 
distinguished Foreign Minister of Japan, His Excellency Mr* Shintaro Abe, and i t , 
i s r indeed, a great pleasure for me to welcome him,. 

The Conference on Disarmament, during the spring session as i n the past years, 
has been prevented from achieving any substantive progress i n negotiations; on the 
items of the agenda under consideration. More specifically, since May 1977» when 
the Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of 
Environmental Modification Techniques was signed i n Geneva, this forum has.not 
concluded any new agreement. A l l efforts made to that effect by the majority 
of members have been of no a v a i l . In the f i r s t part of i t s 1984 session the 
Conference achieved less than i n the same period last year. Out of a l l subsidiary 
negotiating bodies, only the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons continued i t s 
work. I t took, however, more than one month to agree on this. 

At the same time, the arms race continues unabated. World military 
expenditures w i l l reach this year the fantastic amount of 970 b i l l i o n dollars. 
This figure by far exceeds the total debt of a l l developing countries, which amounts 
to some 800 b i l l i o n dollars. According to the published information, spending for 
armament in real terms i s increasing an average of 3.1 per cent a year, while 
development finance is encountering many insurmountable d i f f i c u l t i e s . The high 
level of spending.on arms has reached such drastic proportions that,-if - continued, 
w i l l have grave consequences for both East-West and North-South relations'as well' 
as for peace and security i n the world. 

Failure to halt the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear 
weapons, in which a comprehensive test ban would be the f i r s t necessary step, 
leading "to their gradual reduction, reflects a complete lack of responsibility 
for the destiny of mankind. Our age has seen the most dangerous development of 
nuclear weapons in terms of their unimaginable destructive capabilities. I f we are 
to avoid a nuclear catastrophe and i t s aftermath and destruction of a l l l i f e on 
Earth, the current insane arms race must be stopped. The use of nuclear weapons 
would bring about an ecological and demographic catastrophe. Given the present 
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level of nuclear weapons in the world, no nuclear-weapon State, particularly not 
those which are most heavily armed, can shirk i t s .share of responsibility. The 
excess of nuclear weapons i s no guarantee of an increased; security, nor does it.-
remove the dariger of world holocaust. Quite the^opposite. The world i s one and 
indivisible. Therefore, the threat of i t s total destruction i s hanging over a l l of 
us. In such circumstances, military or p o l i t i c a l alliances become completely 
irrelevant. The consequences of nuclear catastrophe w i l l be borne .by East and г> 
West, North and South, developed and, developing alike. It i s hard to imagine that 
anyone who survives the nuclear catastrophe w i l l be able to rejoice i n the victory 
won by the superiority of his arms or his social system. 

Scientists, politicians and military experts haye long ago,drawn attention 
to the possible consequences of nuclear war. We are reiterating this here today 
because we, as members of the Conference on Disarmament, are responsible, not-only 
before our own Governments but aleo before the whole world for doing everything 
i n our power to prevent such catastrophe. We believe that this task 1з not 
unattainable. What, is needed i s more determination and p o l i t i c a l will'-to open up 
the negotiating channels, as well as, concerted, p o l i t i c a l action to overcome the 
present Impasse through negotiations conducive to specific weapons agreements ** 
and gradually^leading to the, ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament, 

The f i r s t and most important step to be undertaken now by the Cciiferencfr should, 
be to establish without delay an ad hoc committee on prevention of;nuclear war. -
On the basis of the proposals submitted or to be submitted to the Conference when 
i t resumes i t s work, the ad hoc committee should elaborate i t s programme of work. 
My delegation in/the statement to the Conference on 21 February of this year has-

already made some suggestions in that respect. Such a process i s 1 r s overdue. 

Instead of such, a pragmatic approach, we have witnessed that тяг.у i i i i t i a t i v e s 
and concrete proposals submitted to the Conference with respect to ths prohibition 
and elimination of specific types of weapons are a p r i o r i rejected, с/en before 
the minimum effort i s made to see their merits and to amend thea, i f necessary. 
The proof, i n fact, the only, proof-that somebody i s willing to curb <,he arms race' 
and contribute to \,he strengthening of world;security at a lower levsi of 
armaments are negotiations,on arms reduction and limitation and on disarmament. 
It i s the re-sons v.hich; are usually stated-as excuse for the research, production 
and deployment of new weapons systems, particularly i n areas-:where ^ey do not 
exist, that should be the driving force behind the launching and msir.',er.ance of 
negotiations., The restoration of military balance of power is-.most often used to' 
justify the i>-areata of one's own weapons arsenals or military-badges. ,,The 
re-establishment of the disturbed balance of power is,-as atrdie, sought at a higher 
level hof armaments о This, in turn, invariably causes suspicion by Ь\тз protagonists 
of the arms race that the other side i s trying to achieve military superiority and, 
consequently, to acquire the nuclear "first-strike'' capability. Thir i s the logio 
of no return, of a vicious c i r c l e of the arms race, of^constaht interaction of 
causes and consequences. There i s no end to this process. Instead of making 
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counterproposals, through the process of negotiation, and instead of the search 
for acceptable compromise solutions* rejection i s often chosen as a response to the 
concrete draft agreement proposed to the Conference. What i s , perhaps, seen by one-
side as a proposal exclusively motivated by propaganda reasons, or as a proposal 
aimed at solving only one of the many requirements of the agreement, must not be the 
reason for easily dismissing the proposals put forward by the sovereign 
Governments eqm1 members of the Conference. 

The re-establishment of the Ad hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban i s the most 
urgent task the Conference should proceed to as soon as possible. The Conference 
should most seriously undertake the consideration of the draft agreements 
submitted to i t i n 1983 by the Soviet delegation and by the Swedish delegation. 
The consideration of these drafts would be an opportunity for those delegations which 
have reservations on some parts thereof to make their counterproposals. The draft 
convention banning chemical weapons submitted by the United States delegation i s 
proof of such an approach. This i s the only way i n which a negotiating forum can 
work. 

The Yugoslav delegation has repeatedly pointed out that the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space has acquired particular urgency. Today we are even more 
confirmed i n our conviction that urgent steps are needed to prevent the process of 
militarization of outer space from assuming irreversible proportions. The 
contribution that could be made by the Conference in the consideration of this 
question through an ad hoc committee, which should be set up as early as possible, 
i s both timely and indispensable. The f i r s t task, however, should be to 
discontinue immediately any existing plans and programmes to militarize outer space; 
Instead of carrying on discussion on who might or might not be i n possession of 
sophisticated weapons systems in outer space, i t i s indispensable for the 
respective Governments to announce publicly and as soon as possible their 
p o l i t i c a l decisions not to develop such systems and to assume, as a f i r s t step, 
the obligation not to use the existing ones, i f any, under any conditions. A 
second urgent step immediately following the above decision would be the 
negotiation and adoption of a verifiable agreement between the Governments concerned 
on the dismantling or,removal of such systems. No protracted negotiations are 
necessary to achieve the foregoing because what i s at stake are the p o l i t i c a l 
decisions of Governments to put an immediate stop to the new arms race i n outer 
space, with i t s unforeseeable consequences for humanity. After this indispensable 
i n i t i a l step, the Conference, as an appropriate forum, could undertake the 
preparation of adequate instruments. 

The last contribution during the spring session to the elaboration of the 
convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of 
chemical.weapons and on their destruction was made by the United States delegation 
through, the submission of their text of a draft convention. In our view, this and 
other.proposals considered in the Ad hoc.Committee offer a sound basis for the 
Conference to present already this year i n i t s report to the General Assembly the 
f i r s t agreed provisions of the convention and to fina l i z e i t next. year. Less than 
this would be equal to failure of the Conference. 
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The Yugoslav delegation i s awaiting with interest the renewal of the work of 'the 
Ad Hoc Connnittees on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, Eadiological Weapons 
and so-called Negative security assurances. These are the problems to which the 
Conference gave much attention i n the past period, questions on which i t has gone 
beyond the mere i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of problems and positions of i n d i v i d u a l countries. 
What remains to be done i s the most d i f f i c u l t t a s k — t o translate what has been 
accomplished into the language of an agreement or the text of a disarmament programme. 
We believe -that any of these subsidiary bodies can go a step further i n comparison 
with t h e i r l a s t year ls performance. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y true of the Ad Hoc Committees 
on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and Radiological Weapons. As f a r as, 
the organization of work of ad hoc committees i s concerned, we believe we should be 
more pragmatic. Taking into account the resolution adopted by the t h i r t y - e i g h t h session 
of the General Assembly concerning rad i o l o g i c a l weapons, i t seems that the f i r s t step 
to be taken by the Conference would be to resolve the s i t u a t i o n with regard to the 
prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons per se. In view of the l i m i t e d number of meetings 
of the ad hoc committees, we should, i n our opinion, t r y to agree, at t h i s stage, on 
the text of the agreement on the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, without 
prejudicing the f i n a l positions of States. The next s'tep would be to address a l l 
unresolved issues related to the ban on any attack on nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . Of 
course, t h i s order of things can be reversed. When t h i s i s achieved, and depending 
on the agreement reached i n connection with the relationship between these two ; 
conventions, we should either adopt the former or defer i t s adoption i f agreement i s 
achieved on the elaboration of a single instrument. 

Regarding negative security assurances, we consider that i n conditions of 
widespread deployment of nuclear weapons on land, i n international seas and oceans, 
i t would be i l l u s o r y to expect anyone to be -spared t h e i r disastrous effect i n "case of 
a nuclear c o n f l i c t . The only security assurance i s to completely eliminate these 
weapons. Because of t h e i r properties as well as evaluations that the use of nuclear 
weapons could lead to global escalation, the nuclear threat cannot be viewed i n 
i s o l a t i o n . The attempts to adopt a common l e g a l l y binding formula f o r effective 
international arrangements to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons have f a i l e d , among other things, because e l l non-
nuclear-weapon- States do not f i n d themselves i n the same position. There are different 
categories of these States, and different l e g a l , p o l i t i c a l and other considerations 
which have to be taken into account. Therefore, i t might be useful i f the Ad Hoc 
Committee adopted a new approach when i t renews i t s work. I f we agree that the 
consequences of the use of nuclear weapons would be equally dangerous f o r a l l , that 
they would be global, then the solutions f o r security assurances should be sought on 
that same global basis. To give a non-nuclear-weapon State security assurances today, 
i n conditions of global deployment of nuclear weapons, against the use of such 
weapons i s a very poor consolation. I f used i n other parts of the world, l e t alone 
i n the immediate neighbourhood, the effects of nuclear weapons would be also very 
d r a s t i c a l l y f e l t on the t e r r i t o r y of the State which has been given security 
assurances. I t appears that, under the present circumstances, u n t i l nuclear weapons 
are t o t a l l y eliminated, the only r e a l and p o l i t i c a l l y and morally j u s t i f i a b l e security 
assurances i s the prohibition of nuclear weapons. This should be the f i r s t necessary 
step p a r a l l e l to a j o i n t or u n i l a t e r a l declaration of the nuclear-weapon States that 
they w i l l not be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. Such declarations have already 
been made by the Governments of China and the USSR. These steps should then be 
followed by others, constantly expanding the scope of common security assurances. 
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The Yugoslav delegation has on several occasions expressed i t s views and made 
concrete proposals i n r e l a t i o n to the need f o r promoting the effectiveness of the 
Conference. Several other delegations have also put forward useful proposals i n that 
respect. The Conference, as i s known, has appointed an informal group of representatives 
to consider a number of issues whose solution could promote the work of the Conference. 
We hope that t h i s informal group w i l l , at t h i s session, succeed i n preparing proposals 
which, i f adopted by the Conference, could help i t to carry i t s work smoothly, without 
s t a n d s t i l l s over the adoption of the agenda, continuity of i t s work, establishment 
of the subsidiary working bodies, p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-members i n the work of the 
Conference and the preparation of the annual, report to the General Assembly. We are 
confident that t h i s group w i l l discharge i t s tasks speedily and e f f e c t i v e l y so that 
the- Conference w i l l be able to take necessary decisions at the end of the current' 
session i n order to commence i t s work next уегг without any hindrance. My delegation 
w i l l spare no e f f o r t to contribute f u l l y to that end. 

And, before concluding, I also wish to extend our welcome to the new representative 
of the Netherlands, Ambassador В..J. van Schaik, and to assure him that our two 
delegations w i l l continue i n f r u i t f u l co-operation. 

The PBESIDENT: I thank the representative of Yugoslavia f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Prance, Ambassador de l a Gorce. 

Mr. DE LA GORCE ("France) (translated from French) : Madam President, my 
delegation would l i k e to begin by extending to you i t s congratulations and i t s best, 
wishes. We are happy to see you presiding over the resumption of our work and are 
certain that, under your guidance and that of Ambassador Skeus, i t w i l l proceed 
under the best possible conditions. 

Assurance of t h i s i s given by the outstanding q u a l i t i e s displayed by our Swedish 
colleague, es p e c i a l l y at the head of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons. The 
Swedish delegation i s pursuing here with the greatest d i s t i n c t i o n a l o f t y national 
t r a d i t i o n to which the French delegation i s pleased to pay t r i b u t e . Sweden has, 
indeed, won f o r i t s e l f a leading place in'the international community by reason of i t s 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n co-operative e f f o r t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

Today we open the second part of our annua,"! session. I t i s the f i r m hope of 
the'French delegation that i t w i l l be marked by progress. F i r s t of a l l i n the sphere 
of chemical disarmament. We are resuming our task with proven methods and on the 
basis of p a r t i c u l a r l y comprehensive documentation. Our wish i s the same as regards 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, an item on which negotiation must be continued i n the framework 
of the Ad Hoc Committee that we have re-established. We also hope that the committee 
dealing with negative security assurances w i l l be able to resume a task, i n which we 
continue to be very keenly interested. F i n a l l y , the Conference w i l l have to consider 
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what;is to be done with regard to the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
concerning whic&'we' have also re-established an ad hoc committee. 

Further tasks await us i n the days ahead: the resumption of consultations 
concerning the establishment of subsidiary bodies i n r e l a t i o n to other items on our 
agenda and the d e f i n i t i o n of t h e i r terms of reference. Among those items, there i s 
one to which the French Government attaches major importance, namely, the prevention 
of an arms race i n outer space. 

The French delegation, acting on "instructions from i t s Government, would l i k e 
today to set out France's views on t h i s matter. I t has already referred on several 
occasions to the problems of the m i l i t a r y use of space and l a s t year devoted a working 
paper, CD/375, dated 14 A p r i l 1983, to the subject. 

The French delegation has also taken note with the greatest interest of the 
positions and ideas expressed by other delegations. I t remarks the importance and 
interest which the international community now attaches to t h i s question. 

I should now l i k e to explain: 

Why my Governments feels i t necessary to set out today, on the occasion of the 
resumption of our session, i t s o v e r - a l l position on these problems; 

What are i t s concerns i n connection both with the aspects r e l a t i n g to the 
deployment of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and with the prospects of -the development of 
anti-missile defense systems. 

France i s worried about the new turn, whether as regards anti-mi a s i l e systems or 
as regards a n t i — s a t e l l i t e devices, that competition f o r the m i l i t a r y use of space i s " 
l i k e l y to take. Anti-missile systems and a n t i - s a t e l l i t e devices a l i k e eventually 
e n t a i l serious r i s k s of d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n because of the scope of the e f f o r t s that the 
USSR or the United States have undertaken or are preparing to undertake. Such a 
development would naturally have direct implications f o r France, f o r her security and 
fo r that of Europe. I t would also affect the balance of East-West relations and 
international security. I t i s therefore of relevance to the entire international 
community, i f only because of i t s impact upon the prospects f o r co-operation i n 
developing the peaceful uses of outer space to which France remains deeply attached. 

International opinion i s j u s t i f i a b l y disturbed at such developments, which seem 
to introduce a new and dangerous dimension into the arms race. I t i s important to 
assert that they do not constitute the only possible outcome i n t h i s respect and 
that there i s an alternative i n the form of negotiations with a view to specif iо and 
v e r i f i a b l e r e s u l t s . 

I f we have chosen to take a stand today i n order to express as c l e a r l y as possible 
the conclusions we have reached, i t i s because there i s a Consensus that the 
Conference on Disarmament i s the appropriate m u l t i l a t e r a l forum. Such an approach 
naturally does not preclude direct contacts between the United States and the USSR. 
At the recent m i n i s t e r i a l session of the A t l a n t i c A l l i a n c e , on 31 May l a s t , France, 
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l i k e i t s a l l i e s — and I quote the communiqués — welcomed "the United States willingness 
to discuss with the Soviet Union programmes of research on strategic defence". 

Whether i t he with regard to the l i m i t a t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems or to that 
of anti-missile systems, we consider that appropriate contacts between those two 
countries should he encouraged. The question i s none the l e s s of concern to a l l 
the countries i n the world, and the Conference on Disarmament, which i s representative 
of the entire international community, i s therefore the appropriate body f o r i t s 
discussion. 

I s h a l l now turn to the second point: what are France's thoughts and proposals? 

- . F i r s t l y , the prospect of the development of new a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile technologies 
i s disturbing i n several respects. 

Deterrence, which has played a v i t a l role i n the maintenance of peace i n Europe, 
i s based on the maintenance, i n the face of an attack, of an assured strike-back 
c a p a b i l i t y . The various technological developments notwithstanding, i t has so f a r 
been possible to maintain such a capacity. 

But nowadays France, l i k e the entire international community, i s i n e v i t a b l y 
disturbed at the appearance of new technologies that might jeopardize the s t a b i l i t y — 
and hence the peace — that has so f a r resulted from the very high degree of 
i n v u l n e r a b i l i t y of the means f o r nuclear second st r i k e s and from the direct control of 
those means by the p o l i t i c a l a u thorities. 

A s i t u a t i o n i n which each of the two main Powers sought to render i t s t e r r i t o r y 
t o t a l l y invulnerable, that i s to evade a l l second strikes — without, i n c i d e n t a l l y , 
being at a l l sure of success i n that respect — would be fraught with danger. 

On the one hand, the mere announcement of an intention to press ahead with the 
development of such systems would i t s e l f constitute an incitement to the r e v i v a l of the 
offensive arms race: each Power vrould seek to saturate the a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile 
systems planned by the other and to multiply i t s n o n - b a l l i s t i c delivery vehicles 
(such as cruise m i s s i l e s ) . 

Hence, f a r from promoting the reduction of offensive systems, the prospect of the 
deployment of new defensive systems i s l i k e l y to lead to contrary developments. 

On the other hand, the devices i n question, some of which would be automatic, might, 
for reasons having to do with the technologies involved, uncontrollably replace 
p o l i t i c a l decision-making. 

The substantial research programmes i n question have so f a r developed on each side 
without i n f r i n g i n g the provisions of the e x i s t i n g international agreements, notably the 
United States-Soviet treaty on a n t i - b a l l a s t i c missile systems that was concluded i n 
1972. They are nevertheless of such a kind as to create, henceforth, a momentum that 
would be contrary to the restoration of strategic balances at the lowest possible l e v e l . 

That i s why the French Government i s concerned at the e f f o r t s undertaken both 
by the United States and by the USSR to hasten the development of these new 
a n t i - b a l l a s t i c missile systems. 
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Secondly, the Frehch Government would l i k e the new and future a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
technology to be the subject of serious negotiation with a view to reaching 
agreement on v e r i f i a b l e l i m i t s that would come into effect before i r r e v e r s i b l e 
developments have occurred. 

A l l the countries of the world have a common interest i n seeing the 
restoration and maintenance of the strategic balance, followed by the reduction 
of the l e v e l of armaments and, therefore, to see the successful conclusion of the 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations i n i t i a t e d between the United States and the USSR. 

That interest i s , of course, shared by France, too. My country confirmed 
l a s t September, hefore the United Nations General Assembly, the conditions under 
which i t , i n i t s turn, would be able to participate i n the e f f o r t s to reduce 
nuclear weapons; i t emphasized the v i t a l importance of maintaining a l i m i t on 
ABM systems. 

To return to the past, France paid t r i b u t e to the effort and reciprocal 
l i m i t a t i o n that characterized the b i l a t e r a l United States-Soviet t r e a t y of 1972 
on a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m issile systems, even though that document permits the 
retention, i n each country, of a not inconsiderable capacity f o r whose 
modernization i t provides. 

Further, France, as a party to the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, i s very anxious 
that i t should be observed. But, as the President of the Republic pointed out 
i n his statement to the t h i r t y - e i g h t h United Nations General Assembly, that 
treaty provides only a p a r t i a l response to'the questions raised by the 
development of space technologies, since i t does not prohibit the permanent 
stationing of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction. 

Thirdly, France proposes that a l l the countries concerned, and f i r s t and 
foremost the United States and the USSR, should engage i n a genuine m u l t i l a t e r a l 
dialogue with a view to the duly monitored l i m i t a t i o n of new a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
technologies. 

In view of the i n t e r a c t i o n between a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and ABM systems, 
France believes that i t i s the resultant whole that should be the subject of 
thorough examination. 

I t i s already u n r e a l i s t i c even now, and i t would not necessarily be 
desirable, to f i x as the objective the complete d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space. I t 
is,-however, desirable and possible to achieve undertakings that would have the 
following features: 1 

They would be l i m i t e d , having as t h e i r objective the f o r e s t a l l i n g of 
d e s t a b i l i z i n g m i l i t a r y developments without a f f e c t i n g the m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s that 
contribute to strategic s t a b i l i t y and those that can be of assistance' i n the 
monitoring of disarmament agreements, account being taken of the j o i n t nature of 
certain c i v i l and m i l i t a r y uses of space; 

They would be progressive, with a view to l i m i t i n g as a matter of p r i o r i t y 
those developments that would be l i k e l y to create a state of a f f a i r s that would be 
i r r e v e r s i b l e because i t would not lend i t s e l f to subsequent v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

F i n a l l y , they would be v e r i f i a b l e ; a l l States must f e e l confident of respect 
for the application of such l i m i t a t i o n s and none must f i n d i t s e l f i n a position to 
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benefit from a v i o l a t i o n or the evasion of the agreed l i m i t s . There i s a need to 
t h i s end f o r the rapid i n i t i a t i o n of an e f f o r t at international consultation 
covering the following points: 

(1) The very s t r i c t l i m i t a t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, including i n 
p a r t i c u l a r the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l such systems capable of h i t t i n g s a t e l l i t e s i n 
high o r b i t , the preservation of which i s the most important from the point of 
view of strategic balance; 
(2) The p r o h i b i t i o n , f o r a renewable period of f i v e years, of the deployment 
on the ground, i n the atmosphere or i n space of beam-weapon systems capable of 
destroying b a l l i s t i c missiles or s a t e l l i t e s at great distances and, as the 
c o r o l l a r y to t h i s , the banning of the^corresponding t e s t s ; 

(3) The strengthening of the present system of declaration as established by 
the Convention of 14 June 1975 on the r e g i s t r a t i o n of space objects, with each 
State or launching agency undertaking to provide more detailed information on 
the'specifications and purposes of objects launched so as to improve the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 
(4) A pledge by the United States and the USSR to extend to the s a t e l l i t e s of 
t h i r d countries the provisions concerning the immunity of certain space objects 
on which they have reached b i l a t e r a l agreement between themselves. 

The action proposed by the French Government therefore aims to preserve 
the great prospects f o r progress held out to the international community by the 
peaceful use of outer space. I t also seeks to preserve i n the actual m i l i t a r y 
sphere the observation, coimmmication and monitoring tools that contribute to 
s t a b i l i t y and, as a r e s u l t , to security and peace. 

Ve cannot resign ourselves to the introduction and p r o l i f e r a t i o n i n space 
of new weapons that would create serious r i s k s of déstabilisation and would 
t r i g g e r a new and ruinous arms race, r 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of France f o r his statement 
and f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegation 
wish to take the floor? 

I now give the f l o o r to the Personal Representative of the Secretary-General 
and Secretary-General of the Conference, Ambassador J a i p a l , who w i l l make a 
b r i e f statement f o r the information of the Conference. 

Mr. JAIPAL (Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament and Personal 
Representative of the Secretary-General): Madam President, I wish to inform 
the members of the Conference that l a s t month, when the Conference was not i n 
session, we received 75 l e t t e r s from various persons i n the 
United States of America supporting the United States proposals f o r banning 
the production of chemical weapons and also supporting the establishment of 
ad hoc subsidiary bodies on nuclear test ban, prevention of nuclear war and 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space. These communications are i n my 
o f f i c e and may be read by interested delegations. 
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the Personal Representative of the Secretary-General 
and Secretary-General of the Conference for his statement. 

I would now l i k e to turn to another subject. The secretariat has circulated 
today two working papers. Working Paper 128 contains a draft programme of work 
fo r the second part of the 1984 session of the Conference. I do not intend to 
take up t h i s working paper today, since members would need time to consider i t . 
I would l i k e , however, to say that the draft programme of work follows closely the 
order of the programme f o r the f i r s t part of the session and I hope we s h a l l 
quickly reach consensus on i t . The a l l o c a t i o n of time f o r the second part of the 
session, as f o r the f i r s t part, i s divided equally among each substantive item, 
i . e . one working week f o r each item. I should also note that items are l i s t e d i n 
the same order i n which they appear i n the annual agenda f o r the present session. 

I t i s hoped that by 10 August, the subsidiary bodies of the Conference w i l l 
have concluded t h e i r work, so that the plenary may then consider t h e i r reports. 
By that time, the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International 
Co-operative Measures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events would also have 
concluded i t s work and submitted i t s report to the Conference. The period from 
13 to the end of August covers consideration of the reports of subsidiary bodies, 
organizational questions, and consideration and adoption of our annual report to 
the General Assembly of the United Nations. In grouping together these three 
topics, i t i s intended to provide some f l e x i b i l i t y i n t h e i r consideration. 

You w i l l also notice that no closing date has been given i n the draft 
programme of work. In accordance with past practice, i t i s presumed that the 
Conference w i l l not extend beyond 31 August, and the Conference may be able even 
to adjourn e a r l i e r . The decision on the closing date may be taken nearer the 
time. 

The second Working Paper, No. 129, deals with a draft decision on the 
request received from Norway, which was circulated i n document CD/451» When that 
request was received, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons had not been 
established and, accordingly, the Conference could not extend an i n v i t a t i o n to 
Norway to participate i n the Radiological Weapons Committee. The Ad Hoc 
Committee on Radiological Weapons has now been established and w i l l meet next 
Friday. The Conference may now approve the request made by Norway. 

You w i l l r e c a l l that at the l a s t plenary meeting of the f i r s t part of the 
session we adopted a time-table f o r meetings to be held during t h i s week and i t was 
agreed that we would hold an informal meeting on Thursday, 14 June, to consider 
organizational questions. I intend to convene that informal meeting at 3»30 p.m. 
on 14 June to consider the draft programme of work and other organizational 
matters. We could then take up Working Papers 128 and 129» In that connection, 
may I r e c a l l that consultations have been proceeding for some time i n contact 
groups concerning the question of the establishment of additional subsidiary 
bodies under various items on the agenda. I intend to consult members as to how 
best to pursue t h i s question further. 

As there i s no other business, I intend now to adjourn the plenary meeting. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 14 June, at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.05 P«m. 
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The PRESIDENT; The p l e n a r y meeting o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e on -Disarmament-is - c a l l e d 
t o o r d e r . 

At t h e b e g i n n i n g , a l l o w me t o extend a warm welcome t o Ambassador V i c t o r 
F l o r e s O l e a , U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico, who i s a d d r e s s i n g t h e 
Co n f e r e n c e t o d a y . Ambassador F l o r e s O l e a i s an e x p e r i e n c e d d i p l o m a t who has a l s o , 
s e r v e d i n o t h e r i m p o r t a n t p o s i t i o n s i n t h e Mexican Government. I w i s h him a 
s u c c e s s f u l v i s i t t o Geneva. 

I have on my l i s t o f s p e a k e r s f o r today t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f Mexico, Peru, 
I t a l y and t h e German D e m o c r a t i c R e p u b l i c . 

I now g i v e t h e f l o o r t o Ambassador F l o r e s O l e a , U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n 
A f f a i r s o f Me x i c o . 

Mr. FLORES OLEA (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from S p a n i s h ) ; Madam P r e s i d e n t , I s h o u l d 
l i k e , f i r s t o f a l l , t o extend t o you my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s a t yo u r assumption o f t h e 
P r e s i d e n c y o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament f o r t h e month o f June. Sweden's f i r m 
and t r a d i t i o n a l s u p p o r t f o r disarmament, and yo u r own proven d e d i c a t i o n t o t h a t cause, 
on which a l l t h e p e o p l e s o f t h e E a r t h a g r e e , a r e today t h e b e s t augury o f t h e 
achievement by t h e Co n f e r e n c e o f c o n c r e t e r e s u l t s i n t h e c r u c i a l t a s k e n t r u s t e d t o 
i t by t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

I would a l s o l i k e t o a d d r e s s my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s t o yo u r p r e d e c e s s o r , t h e 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f S r i Lanka,-Ambassador Dhanapala, who so s k i l l f u l l y 
g u i d e d t h e d i s c u s s i o n s o f t h e C o n f e r e n c e d u r i n g t h e month o f May. 

For me, i t i s an honour t o a t t e n d t h i s forum f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
disarmament i n o r d e r t o demonstrate once a g a i n t h e c o n c e r n o f Mexico f o r t h e peace 
and s e c u r i t y o f n a t i o n s . The v o i c e o f my c o u n t r y has been h e a r d h e r e on many 
o c c a s i o n s , t h r o u g h t h e i n t e l l i g e n c e , e r u d i t i o n and u n s h a k e a b l e w i l l o f one o f our 
e r a ' s g r e a t e s t champions o f t h e n o b l e cause o f r e a s o n and d i a l o g u e between- S t a t e s , 
Ambassador A l f o n s o García R o b l e s . My words w i l l be but an attempt t o r e f ^ e e t - t h e -
l i n e o f thought and t h e p r o p o s a l s put f o r w a r d a t p r e v i o u s s e s s i o n s by t h a t I l l u s t r i o u s 
maestro and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Mexico. 

The C o n f e r e n c e on Disarmament und o u b t e d l y i n c a r n a t e s t h e h i g h e s t i n t e r e s t s o f 
t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. I t i s a f u r t h e r honour f o r me t o a d d r e s s " d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
d e l e g a t e s who have d e v o t e d t h e i r e f f o r t s and a c o n s i d e r a b l e p a r t o f t h e i r l i v e s t o 
t h e i d e a l o f disarmament. 

We a r e meeting a t a tim e o f g r a v e t e n s i o n s t h a t endanger t h e s t a b i l i t y o f t h e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l system. I n t h e sharp c o n f r o n t a t i o n between E a s t and West, t h e r e looms 
once a g a i n t h e s p e c t r e o f war. V a r i o u s r e g i o n a l c o n f l i c t s a r e u n d e r m i n i n g peace and 
a r e i n danger o f becoming g l o b a l c o n f r o n t a t i o n s . The p r e s e n t e s c a l a t i o n o f t h e arms 
r a c e i s b o t h t h e cause and t h e e f f e c t o f t h e p r e s e n t - d a y i n s e c u r i t y . 
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(Mr. Fj,ores Olea, Mexico) 

Since 1962, the international community has created various i n s t i t u t i o n s f o r 
debating and negotiating disarmament, issues. Paradoxically, th^is organic e f f o r t , 
to which we have a l l contributed, has not stopped the arms race, тцсд",less channelled 
the 1 resources now being used to k i l l towards improving the quality of l i f e . 

In the'past two decades,rwe have been, preparing a l e g a l framework .which, .although 
clearly- inadequate, represents appreciable progress towards general, and compílete 
disarmament under effe c t i v e international control. The P a r t i a l Test Ban Treaty, 
the Non-Proliferation Treaty, and various regional agreements, including, i n 
par t i c u l a r , the Treaty of Tlatelolco, have established the bases for broader future 
agreements-. 

However, since 1979» we have been unable to f u l f i l our mandate, to,(aohieyj3 i n , 
t h i s forum international treaties or agreements on disarmament. To t h i s paralysis 
of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations was added, recently, the breakdown of" the ta l k s between 
the united•States of«America and the Soviet Union on strategic and intermediate-range 
weapons. Thus, because of the absence of a p o l i t i c a l w i l l , the gpaJLs.established by 
the International community i n the Fina l Document of the f i r s t special session of , 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are receding further and further i n t o the 
distance. 

On that occasion, the member States declared that "genuine; and l a s t i n g peace can 
only be created through the effec t i v e implementation of the security system provided 
for i n the Charter of the United Nations and the speedy and substantial reduction 
of arms and-armed forces". 

t ' 
'Notwithstanding' the foregoing, the present s p i r a l l i n g of the .nuclear and 

conventional arms racéis leading to the accumulation of enormous, arsenals and . 
promoting the production of more powerful weapons of destruction. Technological 
development, at the service of an i r r a t i o n a l t h i r s t for-extermination, has created -
a generation of more accurate and swifter nuclear weapons that are bringing us to 
the brink of an n i h i l a t i o n . The doctrines that would have us believe i n the 
f e a s i b i l i t y of a limited nuclear war increase the p o s s i b i l i t y of c o n f l i c t . Today-a,n 

•false'alarm can provoke the holocaust. 
Today,'more than ever, the doctrine of mutual deterrence, based on a balance of 

te r r o r , makes' disarmament d i f f i c u l t and threatens the exi s t i n g tenuous peace. Fear 
only breeds d i s t r u s t and the s t e r i l e temptation to speed up-the arms race. In view 
of the present capacity for r e t a l i a t i o n , including the l e t h a l range of modern weapons, 
the outbreak' of nuclear war also presupposes the destruction of the aggressor; 
dialogué and detente constitute the only firm-foundation for genuine and l a s t i n g 
security for a l l States-. 

In view of the deterioration of the international s i t u a t i o n , i t i s urgently 
necessary to make a persistent and conscientious ef f o r t to banish the danger bf the 
complete destruction of l i f e on t h i s planet. Mexico has always been firmly, committed 
to disarmament. For that reason, on 22 May l a s t , President Miguel de l a Madrid, 
together with the Heads of State of Argentina and Tanzania and,-the Prime Ministers 
of Greece, India and Sweden, announced t h e i r commitment- to 'Italia constructive action 
towards halting and reversing the nuclear-arms race".. He wentVon to say" t h a i , .while 
i t was primarily the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s to prevent a 
nuclear catastrophe, the "problem i s too important to be l e f t to those States alone". 
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This Declaration — which has already been reproduced as a document of the 
Conference on Disarmament — i s aimed at stimulating the p o l i t i c a l resolve of a l l 
States and, through i t s wide circulation, at calling once more on world public 
opinion to realize f u l l y the grave threat confronting us. It i s , however, not only 
a question of mobilizing broad sectors, but of supporting the deliberations on 
disarmament in the various United Nations forums. My country, with the other 
signatories of that Joint Declaration, has expressed i t s intention of continuing 
the consultations necessary to f a c i l i t a t e agreement among the nuclear-weapon States. 

In this Conference, we reiterate our c a l l for the Powers to halt the testing, 
production and deployment of nuclear weapons and of their delivery systems. That i s 
an essential f i r s t step for i n i t i a t i n g negotiations leading to a substantial reduction 
in the existing arsenals. 

The road to disarmament has never been easy, but we are certain that the measures 
we propose would be useful and practicable in the short term, provided there i s 
the'necessary w i l l for their adoption. Parity between the two super-Powers should 
permit the immediate freezing of the existing arsenals. The suspension of nuclear 
tests would halt the advance of a technology which, with each passing day,' i s 
moving closer to the extermination of mankind. It i s absurd and contradictory that 
Man's spectacular dominion over nature should be used for purposes of annihilation, 
instead of for resolving the immense problems affecting the greater part of the 
Earth's population. 

The measures we suggest must be accompanied by other specific i n i t i a t i v e s which 
Mexico has been advocating for years i n this forum. I refer, in the f i r s t place, 
to the desirability of nuclear-weapon States' undertaking unilaterally not to be 
the f i r s t to use those weapons. If the five Powers assumed that obligation, the 
agreement could be spelt out in an instrument which, through the law, would remove 
the cause of the present fear. 

The Conference cannot remain passive in face of the lack of communication 
between the two super-Powers. We must create mechanisms appropriate to the 
multilateral negotiation of concrete disarmament measures. My delegation, therefore, 
Insists on the need to establish suitable subsidiary bodies for the efficient 
discharge of our mandate. In our view, the formation of an ad hoc Committee to deal 
with the item relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament i s particularly important. 

The negotiations to prevent the build-up of arsenals destined for outer space 
deserve special attention. We consider i t essential and extremely urgent that 
preventive action should be taken by this Conference so as to avoid, from the 
outset, a climate of mounting uncertainty which could defeat a l l efforts to arrest 
the arms race in that region. 

Resolution 58/70, adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
thirty-eighth session, reiterated "that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single 
inuitilateral disarmament negotiating forum, has a primary role i n the negotiation 
of an agreement or agreements', as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race i n 
a l l i t s aspects In outer space*1. 

Recent events compel us, likewise, to accord priority to the conclusion of a 
treaty that would completely remove the danger of chemical warfare. We are 
encouraged by the proposals submitted in this connection by the two super-Powers. 
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(Mr. F l o r e s O l e a , Mexico) 

We hope t h a t , on t h e b a s i s o f t h e p r o m i s i n g fundamental convergence o f views, t h e 
r e l e v a n t ad hoc committee w i l l soon overcome t h e d i f f e r e n c e s e x p r e s s e d i n r e g a r d 
t o t h e means o f v e r i f y i n g agreements. 

Mexico w i l l r e l e n t l e s s l y pursue i t s e f f o r t s t o a c h i e v e t h e peace and s e c u r i t y 
o f t h e n a t i o n s . We a r e c o n v i n c e d t h a t t h e arms r a c e b l o c k s o f f a l l t h e r o a d s t o 
development; disarmament i s , i n consequence, an i n e l u c t a b l e c o n d i t i o n f o r t h e 
economic and s o c i a l w e l f a r e o f a l l p e o p l e s . 

My c o u n t r y c o n s i d e r s t h a t , a t t h e r e g i o n a l l e v e l , t h e L a t i n American disarmament 
experiment o f c r e a t i n g a n u c l e a r - w e a p o n - f r e e zone s h o u l d be extended t o o t h e r p a r t s o f 
t h e w o r l d . As p o i n t e d out by Mr. A l f o n s o García R o b l e s , "The T r e a t y o f T l a t e l o l c o , 
which was t h e spontaneous f r u i t o f t h e w i l l o f t h e L a t i n American S t a t e s , was t h e 
f i r s t — and so f a r remains t h e o n l y — i n s t r u m e n t whereby i t has been p o s s i b l e t o 
e s t a b l i s h a regime o f t h e complete absence o f n u c l e a r weapons i n d e n s e l y p o p u l a t e d 
t e r r i t o r i e s " . We c o n s i d e r t h a t t h e d e n u c l e a r i z a t i o n o f C e n t r a l Europe, an a r e a o f 
s t r a t e g i c c o n f r o n t a t i o n , would c o n t r i b u t e d e c i s i v e l y t o t h e c a use o f peace. . 

At t h e s e a t o f t h e community o f n a t i o n s , we e x h o r t a l l S t a t e s t o c o - o p e r a t e 
u n e q u i v o c a l l y i n e f f o r t s ' t o a c h i e v e t h e s u c c e s s o f t h e T h i r d Review C o n f e r e n c e on 
t h e T r e a t y on t h e N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n o f N u c l e a r Weapons. T h i s i s a fundamental 
i n s t r u m e n t f o r p r e v e n t i n g - n u c l e a r war, demanding a f a i r b a l a n c e between t h e 
o b l i g a t i o n s o f t h e non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s and t h o s e o f t h e n u c l e a r Powers. 
H o r i z o n t a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n i s c l o s e l y l i n k e d t o a t w o f o l d o b l i g a t i o n : t h a t o f t h e 
v e r t i c a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f t h o s e t e r r i b l e i n s t r u m e n t s o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n , a 
concept t h a t i s e x p r e s s l y embodied i n a r t i c l e VI o f t h e T r e a t y , which p r o v i d e s f o r 
t h e c e s s a t i o n o f t h e n u c l e a r arms r a c e , and t h a t o f t h e promotion, i n c o n f o r m i t y 
w i t h t h e p r o v i s i o n s o f a r t i c l e TV, o f t h e p e a c e f u l use o f n u c l e a r energy i n o r d e r 
t o h e l p meet t h e needs o f t h e d e v e l o p i n g w o r l d . 

The f u t u r e o f disarmament depends i n l a r g e measure on an u n d e r s t a n d i n g between 
t h e g r e a t Powers. We would r e p e a t , t h e r e f o r e , t h e u n i v e r s a l call t o t h e 
U n i t e d .States and t h e S o v i e t Union t o renew, on m u t u a l l y a c c e p t a b l e bases, t h e i r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on s t r a t e g i c and i n t e r m e d i a t e - r a n g e weapons. Mexico i s aware o f t h e 
b i l a t e r a l n a t u r e o f t h a t d i a l o g u e but, i n a c o n s t r u c t i v e s p i r i t , once a g a i n proposes 
t h a t such t a l k s s h o u l d be merged i n a s i n g l e forum and i n c l u d e what a r e c a l l e d t h e 
t a c t i c a l weapons as w e l l . 

We a l s o r e a f f i r m my c o u n t r y ' s d e c i s i o n t o do i t s utmost t o promote m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . In them, t h e i n t e r e s t s o f t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l comnjunity a s 
a whole aré d u l y c o n s i d e r e d . T h i s C o n f e r e n c e has t h e fundamental r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f 
a c h i e v i n g l e g a l agreements t h a t w i l l check t h e march towards s e l f - d e s t r u c t i o n . 
The p e o p l e s o f t h e w o r l d today a r e i m p e r i o u s l y demanding t h a t we ensure t h e s u r v i v a l 
o f humanity and remove f o r e v e r t h e t h r e a t o f n u c l e a r war. 

Disarmament i s t h e v i t a l c o n c e r n o f a l l n a t i o n s . We a r e c o n f i d e n t t h a t 
n e g o t i a t i o n and t h e r e s o u r c e s o f t h e human mind a r e bound t o p r e v a i l o v e r t h e r u l e 
o f f o r c e . Human b e i n g s can c r e a t e a w o r l d f r e e from t h e s p e c t r e o f a n n i h i l a t i o n . 
Faced w i t h t h e c h o i c e between war and peace, t h e community o f n a t i o n s must choose 
w i t h o u t h e s i t a t i o n t h e p a t h d i c t a t e d by r e a s o n . 

P r e s i d e n t M i g u e l de l a M a d r i d , s p e a k i n g b e f o r e t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s Congress on 
16 May l a s t , d e c l a r e d : 

"The t a l k s t h a t may l e a d t o a s i g n i f i c a n t r e d u c t i o n i n n u c l e a r a r s e n a l s 
and, u l t i m a t e l y , t o t h e i r complete d e s t r u c t i o n must be resumed w i t h o u t d e l a y . 
The g r e a t Powers have an i n e s c a p a b l e duty t o g u a r a n t e e t h e ^ c o n t i n u i t y o f h i s t o r y 
and t o c o - o p e r a t e i n t h e t a s k o f e l i m i n a t i n g t h e d i s t r e s s i n g consequences o f 
backwardness and d e p r i v a t i o n " . 
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico f o r 
h i s i m p o r t a n t s t a t e m e n t and f o r t h e k i n d words a d d r e s s e d t o th e P r e s i d e n t . -

I now g i v e t h e f l o o r t o t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Peru, Mr. C a a t i l l o Ramirez. 

Mr. CASTILLO RAMIREZ (Peru) ( t r a n s l a t e d from S p a n i s h ) : Madam P r e s i d e n t , p e r m i t 
me f i r s t t o e x p r e s s the p a r t i c u l a r s a t i s f a c t i o n o f the d e l e g a t i o n o f Peru a t h a v i n g 
you as P r e s i d e n t o f t h i s forum a t t h e b e g i n n i n g o f t h e second p a r t o f t h e 19&Ч s e s s i o n , 
f o r Sweden has d i s t i n g u i s h e d i t s e l f by i t s v a l u a b l e and c o n t i n u o u s c o n t r i b u t i o n s t o 
disarmament. We wish you e v e r y s u c c e s s and can a s s u r e you t h a t our d e l e g a t i o n s t a n d s 
f u l l y ready t o c o - o p e r a t e w i t h you i n what we know w i l l be your u n f l a g g i n g e f f o r t s 
t o f u r t h e r t h e o b j e c t i v e s o f t h i s C o n f e r e n c e . 

I s h o u l d a l s o l i k e , t h r o u g h you, t o extend t h e warmest welcome t o 
L i c e n c i a d o Víctor F l o r e s O l e a , U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico, t o 
whom my d e l e g a t i o n wishes t o e x p r e s s i t s s i n c e r e s t c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s f o r h i s s t a t e m e n t 
t o t h i s p l e n a r y , i n which he e x p r e s s e d i d e a s t h a t m e r i t our c l o s e s t c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

Today, t h e d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Mexico Informed t h i s C onference o f 
t h e i m p o r t a n t D e c l a r a t i o n i s s u e d on 22 May l a s t by L i c e n c i a d o Hurtado de l a M a d r i d , 
P r e s i d e n t o f Mexico,, together w i t h Dr. Raúl A l f o n s f n , P r e s i d e n t o f A r g e n t i n a , 
Mr. Andreas Papandreou, Prime M i n i s t e r o f Greece, Mrs. I n d i r a Gandhi, Prime M i n i s t e r 
o f I n d i a , Mr. O l o f Palme, Prime M i n i s t e r o f Sweden and Mr. J u l i u s N y e r e r e , 
P r e s i d e n t o f T a n z a n i a , i n which t h e y c a l l upon the major' n u c l e a r Powers t o h a l t and 
r e v e r s e t h e arms r a c e . 

In t h i s c o n n e c t i o n , I s h o u l d l i k e t o r e a d the s u b s t a n t i v e p o r t i o n o f t h e 
communication which Dr. Sandro Mariátegui, P r e s i d e n t o f t h e C o u n c i l o f M i n i s t e r s . a n d 
M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Peru, a d d r e s s e d on 31 May l a s t t o 
L i c e n c i a d o Bernardo S e p u l v e d a , M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico, o f f e r i n g t h e 
f u l l e s t s u p p o r t o f the P e r u v i a n Government f o r t h i s i m p o r t a n t peace i n i t i a t i v e : 

"Whether i n the U n i t e d N a t i o n s G e n e r a l Assembly, the Committee on 
Disarmament, t h e C o n f erence on Disarmament o r o t h e r i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums, Peru 
has c o n s t a n t l y e x p r e s s e d i t s s e r i o u s c o n c e r n a t t h e growing t e n s i o n i n t h e 
w o r l d and a t the s e r i o u s t h r e a t posed by n u c l e a r weapons, which, i n an 
e x t r a v a g a n c e o f e x p e n d i t u r e and s o p h i s t i c a t i o n , a r e d a i l y b e i n g m u l t i p l i e d 
and r e f i n e d , d r a i n i n g r e s o u r c e s t h a t c o u l d v e r y w e l l be d i r e c t e d t o meeting 
t h e p r e s s i n g needs o f mankind. 

"Aware o f t h e need f o r i a n e f f o r t on t h e p a r t o f t h e e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community t o ward o f f the l a t e n t danger o f n u c l e a r war, my c o u n t r y has f u l l y 
assumed i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n t h e maintenance o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and 
s e c u r i t y as a S t a t e p a r t y t o the T r e a t y on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n o f N u c l e a r 
Weapons and t h e T r e a t y o f T l a t e l o l c o . 

" I t t h e r e f o r e c o n s i d e r s as e x t r e m e l y i m p o r t a n t the c a l l t h a t has j u s t 
been made, u r g i n g t h e Governments o f the U n i t e d S t a t e s , the^ S o v i e t Union, 
the U n i t e d Kingdom, France and China t o h a l t a l l ' t e s t i n g , p r o d u c t i o n and 
deployment o f n u c l e a r weapons and t h e i r d e l i v e r y systems, t o be i m m e d i a t e l y 
f o l l o w e d by s u b s t a n t i a l r e d u c t i o n s i n n u c l e a r f o r c e s . 

"The danger o f a n u c l e a r war, which would a f f e c t t h e e n t i r e human r a c e , 
makes i t e s s e n t i a l t o c o - o r d i n a t e a c t i o n t o h a l t and r e v e r s e t h e n u c l e a r 
arms r a c e ~ a c t i o n t h a t r e q u i r e s a r a d i c a l change o f a t t i t u d e . 
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(Mr. C a s t i l l o Ramirez, Peru) 

"In t h i s s p i r i t , I am happy t o e x p r e s s t o Your E x c e l l e n c y , on b e h a l f o f t h e 
Government o f Peru, t h e f u l l e s t p o s s i b l e s u p p o r t f o r t h e i n i t i a t i v e t a k e n i n t h e 
d e c l a r a t i o n which Your E x c e l l e n c y t r a n s m i t t e d t o me." 

I t i s l o g i c a l t h a t the c a l l by t h e s i x Heads o f S t a t e s o r Government from 
v a r i o u s r e g i o n s o f t h e w o r l d s h o u l d b e g i n by u r g i n g t h e f i v e n u c l e a r Powers t o h a l t 
a l l t y p e s o f n u c l e a r weapon t e s t s , f o r t h a t i s u n q u e s t i o n a b l y t h e most s i g n i f i c a n t 
and i m p o r t a n t c o n c r e t e measure t o be t a k e n t o r e i n f o r c e and u n i v e r s a l i z e t h e n u c l e a r 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime s i n c e i t would p r e v e n t the p e r f e c t i n g and manufacture o f 
new weapons. 

The l a t e s t s t a t i s t i c s from i n s t i t u t i o n s i n which we have e v e r y c o n f i d e n c e have 
c o n f i r m e d t h e i n c e s s a n t i n c r e a s e i n n u c l e a r t e s t i n g and t h a t i s why t h e r e i s an u r g e n t 
need t o r e a c h agreement i n t h i s unique m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forum on a t r e a t y 
t h a t w i l l i n d e e d p r o h i b i t a l l t y p e s o f nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

T h i s forum must, t h e r e f o r e , b e g i n , once and f o r a l l , c o n c r e t e n e g o t i a t i o n s i n 
t h a t r e s p e c t , t o which end t h e nuclear-weapon S t a t e s s h o u l d g i v e a c l e a r u n d e r t a k i n g 
t o r e a c h agreement as a m atter o f urgency and, i f p o s s i b l e , w i t h i n a s p e c i f i e d 
t i m e - l i m i t , on a t r e a t y banning n u c l e a r t e s t s . 

F o r t h a t t r e a t y t o be e f f e c t i v e , a l l t h e n u c l e a r Powers would have t o be t h e 
f i r s t t o accede t o i t , an a c t by which they would demonstrate t h e i r f a i t h f u l 
c o mpliance w i t h t h e o b l i g a t i o n s assumed i n the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n T r e a t y ; they s h o u l d 
be f o l l o w e d by t h e non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s t h a t a r e n o t p a r t i e s t o t h e NPT, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y t h o s e among them t h a t a r e on t h e p o i n t o f a c q u i r i n g — i f t h e y have n o t 
a l r e a d y a c q u i r e d — a n u c l e a r c a p a c i t y ; t o t h a t would be added the a c c e s s i o n o f t h e 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s t h a t a r e p a r t i e s t o t h e NPT. 

As i n d i c a t e d i n t h e a p p e a l by t h e Heads o f S t a t e o r Government, the c e s s a t i o n 
o f n u c l e a r t e s t i n g s h o u l d be p a r a l l e l e d by t h e s u s p e n s i o n o f t h e p r o d u c t i o n and 
deployment o f n u c l e a r weapons and t h e i r d e l i v e r y systems; i n c o n c e i v a b l e though t h a t 
may seem, n u c l e a r weapons now exceed t h e d e s t r u c t i v e c a p a c i t y o f t h e u n i v e r s e . 
These v i t a l s t e p s i n f a v o u r o f disarmament must be f o l l o w e d i mmediately by t h e 
s u b s t a n t i a l r e d u c t i o n o f n u c l e a r f o r c e s and, t h e r e a f t e r , by t h e p u r s u i t o f an 
u n i n t e r r u p t e d programme o f arms r e d u c t i o n s u n t i l such time as g e n e r a l and complete 
disarmament, has been a c h i e v e d . 

The a p p e a l by t h e Heads o f S t a t e o r Government o f A r g e n t i n a , Greece, I n d i a , 
Mexico, Sweden and- T a n z a n i a , t o which my Government has g i v e n i t s f u l l e s t and 
f i r m e s t s u p p o r t , was made i n view o f the n e c e s s i t y o f demanding o f the n u c l e a r 
Powers t h a t t h e y s h o u l d t a k e account o f t h e i r solemn r e s p o n s i b i l i t y p ursuant t o th e 
o b l i g a t i o n s p l a c e d upon them by the t r e a t i e s now i n f o r c e , p a r t i c u l a r l y t h e NPT, 
t o c o n duct n e g o t i a t i o n s i n good f a i t h i n o r d e r t o make a r e a l i t y o f c e s s a t i o n o f t h e 
arms r a c e and o f n u c l e a r disarmament. I t i s now f o r t h e g r e a t Powers, e s p e c i a l l y 
the n u c l e a r Powers t o g i v e e v i d e n c e o f t h a t good f a i t h and t o prove t o us t h e 
c r e d i b i l i t y o f t h e i r r e s o u n d i n g d e c l a r a t i o n s . 

I would not wish t o end t h i s statement w i t h o u t emphasizing the words o f the 
S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l o f the U n i t e d N a t i o n s , who has d e s c r i b e d t h e peace i n i t i a t i v e by 
the s i x Heads o f S t a t e o r Government as a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n t o t h e r e d u c t i o n 
o f t h e danger o f n u c l e a r war because the n u c l e a r arms r a c e i s one o f the most 
p r e s s i n g a s p e c t s o f p r e s e n t day i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . We e n t i r e l y agree w i t h 
t h a t view. 
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The PRESIDENT : I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Peru f o r h i s s t a t e m e n t and f o r t h e 
k i n d words a d d r e s s e d t o t h e P r e s i d e n t and t o my c o u n t r y . 

I now g i v e t h e f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f I t a l y , Ambassador A l e s s i . 

Mr. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from F r e n c h ) ; Madam, I s h o u l d l i k e f i r s t o f a l l 
t o c o n g r a t u l a t e you on y o u r a c c e s s i o n t o t h e l o f t y and r e s p o n s i b l e p o s t o f 
P r e s i d e n t o f t h e C o n f erence on Disarmament f o r t h e month o f June. You a r e t h e worthy 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f a c o u n t r y t h a t i s j u s t l y t h e o b j e c t o f v e r y h i g h esteem i n t h e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community f o r t h e major c o n t r i b u t i o n i t has made t o t h e cause o f 
disarmament. I am c o n v i n c e d t h a t , under your g u i d a n c e , the C o n f erence w i l l s e t t o 
work v e r y soon and I w i s h you e v e r y s u c c e s s . 

I a l s o want t o e x p r e s s my d e l e g a t i o n ' s g r a t i t u d e t o your p r e d e c e s s o r 
Ambassador Dhanapala, f o r h i s p r a i s e w o r t h y and p e r s i s t e n t e f f o r t s d u r i n g t h e month 
of, A p r i l t o advance our work. 

Permit me a l s o t o a s s o c i a t e m y s e l f w i t h y o u r e x p r e s s i o n o f welcome t o 
H i s E x c e l l e n c y Mr. F l o r e s O l e a , U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico, from 
whom we have heard t h i s morning a statement o f the g r e a t e s t i n t e r e s t . 

I a l s o wish t o e x t e n d a v e r y warm welcome t o t h e new r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f a 
f r i e n d l y c o u n t r y , Ambassador van S c h a i k o f t h e N e t h e r l a n d s , and t o o f f e r ray b e s t 
wishes f o r h i s m i s s i o n i n Geneva. 

The atmosphere i n which the C o n f erence on Disarmament i s resuming i t s work i s 
s c a r c e l y e n c o u r a g i n g . The n e g a t i v e f a c t o r s which have s t o o d i n t h e way o f an 
improvement i n t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n a r e u n f o r t u n a t e l y s t i l l p r e s e n t . They 
a r e t o be found n o t o n l y i n t h e m i s t r u s t which, t o d a y , dominates t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
scene, but deeper t h a n t h a t , i n t h e c a u s e s u n d e r l y i n g t h a t m i s t r u s t : u n c e r t a i n t y 
about the o t h e r s i d e ' s i n t e n t i o n s and m o t i v e s , c o n t i n u i n g s e r i o u s v i o l a t i o n s o f 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e s o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. 

For our p a r t , however, we do n o t b e l i e v e t h a t t h e way o f d i a l o g u e i s b l o c k e d . 
The o f f e r o f an u n c o n d i t i o n a l r e s u m p t i o n o f the Geneva n u c l e a r t a l k s put f o r w a r d 
many ti m e s by t h e c o u n t r i e s o f t h e A t l a n t i c A l l i a n c e t o t h e S o v i e t Union i s s t i l l 
v a l i d . I t was r e i t e r a t e d once a g a i n i n t h e Washington d e c l a r a t i o n on E a s t - W e s t 
r e l a t i o n s adopted a t m i n i s t e r i a l l e v e l by t h e NATO C o u n c i l on 31 May l a s t . 

I t i s t h e I t a l i a n Government's e a r n e s t hope t h a t t h e l e a d e r s o f t h e S o v i e t Union 
w i l l n o t wish t o p e r s i s t i n t h e i r r e f u s a l and t h a t t h e y w i l l r e t u r n t o t h e 
n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e . We c a r e t o s e e i n some o f t h e remarks c o n t a i n e d i n t h e 
d e c l a r a t i o n i s s u e d by t h e Warsaw Pact c o u n t r i e s i n Budapest on 20 A p r i l 1984 p o s i t i v e 
s i g n s t h a t may, we hope, l e a d t o more t a n g i b l e developments. As Mr. A n d r e o t t i , 
t h e I t a l i a n M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s , s a i d on l6 May f o l l o w i n g h i s v i s i t t o 
Budapest and Moscow, "the most u r g e n t t a s k " , w h i l e w a i t i n g f o r t h e c o n d i t i o n s f o r 
such r e s u m p t i o n t o mature, " i s t o work towards a s u b s t a n t i a l improvement i n t h e 
c l i m a t e o f East-West r e l a t i o n s " . 
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The v e r y f e e t o f the t h e absence o f b i l a t e r a l d i a l o g u e ш е г е а з е з the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f m u l t i l a t e r a l forums, both as r e g a r d s t h e p u r s u i t o f t h e s p e c i f i c 
o b j e c t i v e s l a i d down by t h e i r mandates and as r e g a r d s the maintenance o f a c h a n n e l 
o f communication between super-Powers on q u e s t i o n s o f s e c u r i t y and disarmament. 
Here I s h o u l d l i k e t o r e c a l l t h a t both i n Stockholm and i n Vienna t h e western 
c o u n t r i e s have put f o r w a r d s p e c i f i c p r o p o s a l s d e s i g n e d t o advance the n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s o f t h e Conference on Disarmament, d i s t i n g u i s h e d as i t i s 
by i t s u n i v e r s a l n a t u r e , a r e a l s o i n c r e a s e d , and s i g n i f i c a n t l y s o . We must t a k e 
c o g n i z a n c e o f t h i s f a c t and t r y t o see, w i t h r e a l i s m and d e t e r m i n a t i o n , which o f 
the i t e m s on our agenda o f f e r genuine p r o s p e c t s o f p r o g r e s s . T h i s w i l l mean 
d i s p o s i n g r a p i d l y o f o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and p r o c e d u r a l problems so as t o make thorough 
use o f t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body's f u l l p o t e n t i a l and t o ensure t h a t our work does 
n o t s u f f e r t o o much from t h e d e a d l o c k t© Which some disarmament s e c t o r s a r e 
condemned t o d a y . 

The I t a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n i s c o n v i n c e d t h a t i n the f i e l d o f p r e v e n t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r war, w i t h a l l t h e i s s u e s p e r t a i n i n g t h e r e t o , t h e Conference on Disarmament 
can and must e n t e r henceforward upon an o p e r a t i o n a l s t a g e w i t h o u t d w e l l i n g any . > 
f u r t h e r on q u e s t i o n s o f t h e d r a f t i n g o f the mandate o f an ad hoc committee.' The 
terms employed i n a mandate w i l l n o t , a f t e r a l l , a l t e r c e r t a i n b a s i c f a c t s . The 
f i r s t o f t h o s e f a c t s i s t h e u n a n i m i t y o f views as t o the importance o f th e t o p i c 
and t h e need t o g i v e i t thorough s t u d y ; t h e second i s t h a t t h e v a r i e t y o f t h e 
p r o p o s a l s which have been s u b m i t t e d makes i t e s s e n t i a l t o s e t a s i d e a p r e l i m i n a r y 
s t a g e f o r d i s c u s s i o n and t h e i d e n t i f i c a t i o n o f those among them t h a t can l e n d 
themselves t o n e g o t i a t i o n . We a l l know t h a t some o f t h o s e p r o p o s a l s w i l l n o t 
command the n e c e s s a r y c o n s e n s u s . 

In our view, work on t h i s agenda i t e m s h o u l d be conducted from the p o i n t o f 
view o f problems o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t h e n u c l e a r age. I t i s from t h a t 
a n g l e t h a t we c o n s i d e r t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war as an a s p e c t o f t h e 
p r e v e n t i o n o f a l l war and, c o n s e q u e n t l y , r e l a t e i t t o t h e o b l i g a t i o n n o t t o 
r e s o r t t o t h e use — o r t h e t h r e a t o f use — o f f o r c e . The p r i n c i p l e o f non-use 
o f f o r c e i s a u n i v e r s a l one t o which a l l c o u n t r i e s Members o f the U n i t e d N a t i o n s 
have s u b s c r i b e d by a c c e d i n g t o the C h a r t e r ; a l l e f f o r t s aimed a t e s t a b l i s h i n g 
c o n f i d e n c e between S t a t e s , i n c r e a s i n g s e c u r i t y , i m p r o v i n g mechanisms f o r 
d e a l i n g w i t h c r i s e s , a v e r t i n g t h e r i s k o f n u c l e a r war due t o a c c i d e n t o r e r r o r , 
p u r s u i n g a more s t a b l e s t r a t e g i c b a l a n c e a t t h e l o w e s t l e v e l o f armament and 
e n s u r i n g the v e r i f i c a t i o n and observance o f a l l p a s t and f u t u r e disarmament 
agreements s h o u l d l e a d towards s t r e n g t h e n i n g t h e u n i v e r s a l r e s p e c t and 
a p p l i c a t i o n o f t h i s p r i n c i p l e . 

The I t a l i a n Government has a l r e a d y had o c c a s i o n t o e x p r e s s p u b l i c l y i t s 
i n t e r e s t i n a l l p r o p o s a l s t h a t - s e r i o u s l y and s p e c i f i c a l l y aim a t t h i s g o a l . In 
t h i s ,context i t has s t r e s s e d t h e t i m e l i n e s s o f a g r e e i n g t o t h e h o l d i n g o f a 
debate i n the a p p r o p r i a t e forum on a d e c l a r a t i o n o f non-use o f f o r c e . 
P r e s i d e n t Reagan's speech b e f o r e t h e I r i s h P a r l i a m e n t has opened new p e r s p e c t i v e s 
i n t h a t c o n n e c t i o n and may o f f e r the p r e c o n d i t i o n s f o r a resumption o f t h e 
East-West d i a l o g u e . 
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I n t h e same c o n t e x t , I s h o u l d l i k e t o r e c a l l t h a t , i n t h e Washington 
d e c l a r a t i o n I have a l r e a d y mentioned, the c o u n t r i e s o f t h e A t l a n t i c A l l i a n c e 
s o l e m n l y r e a f f i r m e d t h a t none o f t h e i r weapons w i l l e v e r be used u n l e s s i t be i n 
r e s p o n s e t o an armed a t t a c k . 

The I t a l i a n Government r e g a r d s t h e n u c l e a r n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime as one 
o f t h e p i l l a r s on which i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r 
c o n f l i c t s r e s t t o d a y . 

In view o f the a p p r o a c h i n g date o f the Review Conference on t h e 
N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n T r e a t y , s p e c i a l importance must be a t t a c h e d t o t h e e f f o r t o u r 
Governments w i l l make t o a c h i e v e p r o g r e s s on t h o s e items on t h e agenda o f t h e 
Conference on Disarmament t h a t a r e more o r l e s s d i r e c t l y c o n n e c t e d w i t h t h e 
i m p l e m e n t a t i o n o f a r t i c l e VI o f t h e T r e a t y . B e s i d e s t h e i t e m on p r e v e n t i o n o f 
n u c l e a r war, t h a t u n q e s t i o n a b l y i n c l u d e s t h e items on g u a r a n t e e s f o r n o n - n u c l e a r 
S t a t e s and on a comprehensive n u c l e a r t e s t ban. 

With r e g a r d t o t h e l a t t e r t o p i c , my d e l e g a t i o n would have no d i f f i c u l t y i n 
a c c e p t i n g f o r t h e s u b s i d i a r y body broad e r terms o f r e f e r e n c e embracing, i n 
a d d i t i o n t o t h e i s s u e s o f v e r i f i c a t i o n and i m p l e m e n t a t i o n , t h e problems r e l a t i n g 
t o t h e scope o f a f u t u r e n u c l e a r t e s t ban t r e a t y . 

My d e l e g a t i o n must, however, d e p l o r e t h e f a c t t h a t the ad hoc committee on 
i t e m 1 o f our agenda has n o t been r e - e s t a b l i s h e d , owing t o t h e inadequacy o f 
t h e p r e v i o u s mandate. While working upon t h e r e v i e w o f t h e mandate d e s i r e d by a 
l a r g e number o f d e l e g a t i o n s , we c o u l d have a v o i d e d , and s t i l l can a v o i d completely-
s t e r i l i z i n g t h e debate on t h i s p r i o r i t y t o p i c and p r e s e n t i n g t h e NPT Review 
Conference w i t h a n e g a t i v e b a l a n c e a t even tne p r o c e d u r a l l e v e l . 

I n t h a t c o n n e c t i o n , we l i s t e n e d w i t h t h e k e e n e s t i n t e r e s t t o t h e p r o p o s a l 
advanced a t our meeting o f 12 June by Mr. S h i n t a r o Abe, M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n 
A f f a i r s o f Japan, f o r a g r a d u a l and r e a l i s t i c a pproach t o t h e p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
underground n u c l e a r t e s t s . We t h i n k t h i s p r o p o s a l d e s e r v e s t h e most s e r i o u s 
a t t e n t i o n and b e l i e v e t h a t i t c o u l d open up new p e r s p e c t i v e s f o r our work. 

I n t h e n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h e p r o h i b i t i o n o f c h e m i c a l weapons, some p r o g r e s s 
was a c h i e v e d d u r i n g t h e s p r i n g s e s s i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h e d r a f t i n g o f c e r t a i n 
key d e f i n i t i o n s . P r o g r e s s s h o u l d a l s o be p o s s i b l e i n t h e f i e l d o f t h e 
e l i m i n a t i o n o f s t o c k p i l e s and o f t h e i r v e r i f i c a t i o n . Most o f us have j u s t 
r e t u r n e d from Munster, where t h e Government o f the F e d e r a l R e p u b l i c o f Germany 
o r g a n i z e d , a d m i r a b l y , a seminar on t h e s e i s s u e s . I wish warmly t o c o n g r a t u l a t e 
Ambassador Wegener and, t h r o u g h him, h i s a u t h o r i t i e s on t h e s u c c e s s o f t h a t 
i n i t i a t i v e . I was, u n f o r t u n a t e l y , u n a b l e t o p a r t i c i p a t e p e r s o n a l l y i n t h e 
seminar, but I know t h a t i t f u l l y a c h i e v e d i t s o b j e c t i v e : c o n s e q u e n t l y , f a r from 
b e i n g an academic e x e r c i s e , i t r e p r e s e n t s a p a r t o f t h e n e g o t i a t i n g p r o c e s s and 
w i l l , I am s u r e , prove a p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n t o i t s p r o g r e s s . 
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J u s t b e f o r e t h e end o f the s p r i n g s e s s i o n , the Chairman o f the 
Ad Hoc Committee s u b m i t t e d t o us document CD/CW/WP.81 c o n t a i n i n g compromise 
p r o p o s a l s d r a f t e d i n t h e form o f t r e a t y a r t i c l e s . My d e l e g a t i o n s u p p o r t s t h a t 
i n i t i a t i v e by Ambassador Ekéus. At the p r e s e n t s t a g e , the i m p u l s e - g i v i n g and 
m e d i a t i n g r o l e o f the Chairman o f the Ad Hoc Committee may prove o f c a p i t a l 
i m p o r t a n c e . Document WP.81 r e c o g n i z e s t h a t no thorough c o n s i d e r a t i o n has been 
g i v e n t o the s t r u c t u r e o f the f u t u r e c o n v e n t i o n . We t h i n k t h a t t h i s q u e s t i o n , as 
w e l l as t h a t o f the pro c e d u r e t o be f o l l o w e d i n embarking upon t h e d r a f t i n g o f t h e 
c o n v e n t i o n , s h o u l d be t a c k l e d f o r t h w i t h . Working paper CD/435 s u b m i t t e d by a 
group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s c o n t a i n s u s e f u l s u g g e s t i o n s i n t h a t r e s p e c t . 

The n e g o t i a t i o n s which w i l l be h e l d d u r i n g t h e summer s e s s i o n w i l l have t h e 
b e n e f i t o f the d r a f t t r e a t y t h a t t h e V i c e - P r e s i d e n t o f t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s p r e s e n t e d 
t o t h e Conference on 18 A p r i l l a s t . T h i s d r a f t c o n t a i n s a c o h e r e n t s e t o f 
p r o v i s i o n s r e g u l a t i n g a l l a s p e c t s , down t o t h e s m a l l e s t d e t a i l s , o f the h i g h l y 
complex problems o f a u n i v e r s a l and g l o b a l p r o h i b i t i o n o f c h e m i c a l weapons. I t 
t h e r e f o r e t a k e s t h e n e g o t i a t i o n s a s t a g e f u r t h e r . I t i s , so f a r , p r i n c i p a l l y 
t h e p r o v i s i o n s on v e r i f i c a t i o n t h a t have been t h e s u b j e c t o f p r e l i m i n a r y 
r e a c t i o n s . 

I t has t o be r e c o g n i z e d t h a t t h e p r o d u c t i o n o f c h e m i c a l weapons i s i n t i m a t e l y 
l i n k e d w i t h p r o d u c t i o n f o r p e a c e f u l ends i n c i v i l i n d u s t r y * For t h e m o n i t o r i n g 
o f the non-manufacture o f c h e m i c a l weapons t o be e f f e c t i v e , S t a t e s p a r t i e s t o 
the c o n v e n t i o n must a c c e p t i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s p e c t i o n . 

The problem o f p o s s i b l e c l a n d e s t i n e s t o c k p i l i n g and t h a t o f p o s s i b l e 
c l a n d e s t i n e p r o d u c t i o n e x i s t and a r e f o r m i d a b l e i n d e e d \ t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s d r a f t 
t r e a t y s u p p l i e s a courageous and e f f i c i e n t answer t o them. That answer compels 
us t o t h i n k s e r i o u s l y , s i n c e i t r e p r e s e n t e n o t o n l y a t e c h n i c a l s o l u t i o n but 
a l s o , above a l l , a new approach t o i n t e r - S t a t e r e l a t i o n s i n the s e c u r i t y f i e l d . 

I n h i s statement on 26 A p r i l l a s t , Ambassador F i e l d s f u r n i s h e d i m p o r t a n t 
, e x p l a n a t i o n s , s t a t i n g t h a t the , ropen i n v i t a t i o n " a p p r oach was n o t i n t e n d e d t o 
impose a h e a v i e r burden on some S t a t e s than on o t h e r s . We hope t h a t t h i s 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n , which i n d i c a t e s t h a t t h e "open i n v i t a t i o n " approach i s t o be 
a p p l i e d f a i r l y t o d i f f e r i n g economic and p o l i t i c a l systems w i l l be r i g h t l y , 
understood.. I t bears w i t n e s s t o the r e a d i n e s s o f th e , . d r a f t ' s a u t h o r s t o 
n e g o t i a t e i n a c o n s t r u c t i v e s p i r i t . 

Chemical weapons remain weapons o f f e a r f u l e f f i c i e n c y . The use made o f 
them i n the c o n f l i c t between I r a n and I r a q and, p r o b a b l y , i n o t h e r p a r t s o f t h e 
wor l d as w e l l , has s u r p r i s e d and aroused p u b l i c o p i n i o n . The s p e c i a l i z e d p r e s s 
r e c e n t l y r e p o r t e d t h e t e s t i n g o f new m i s s i l e s s p e c i a l l y d e s i g n e d t o c a r r y 
c h e m i c a l charges'.. This-shows once a g a i n t o what an e x t e n t c h e m i c a l weapons 
remain an i m p o r t a n t element i n Ge n e r a l S t a f f p l a n s and i n the q u a l i t a t i v e 
development o f m i l i t a r y a r s e n a l s . 
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Before acceding to a convention prohibiting chemical weapons for a l l time, 
each State w i l l wish above a l l to make sure that the convention w i l l be s t r i c t l y 
respected,by a l l p a r t i e s . 

With the exception of chemical weapons, the other matters appearing i n our 
programme of work s t i l l await substantive consideration. The appointment of so 
experienced a colleague as Ambassador Vejvoda to the chairmanship of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Radiological Weapons ensures that a fresh impulse w i l l be given to 
negotiations on that subject. A convention prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
would, i n the present poor international climate, have a p o l i t i c a l significance 
well above i t s i n t r i n s i c value. A success i n t h i s f i e l d would t e s t i f y to a 
r e v i v a l of confidence. 

Agreement on agenda item 5 i s possible, as we a l l know. A l l that i s needed 
i s to want i t . By comparison with l a s t A p r i l , I see at least two new reasons which 
should induce us to t r y to reach a positive conclusion to our consultations and 
to establish an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 
F i r s t , there i s the session of the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space which 
i s taking place i n Vienna at t h i s very time. Owing to a confusion as to competence 
that we consider deplorable, the question of what i s termed the " m i l i t a r i z a t i o n " 
of outer space appears as the f i r s t item on the agenda for that session. I t must 
be admitted that the lack of any progress i n the Conference on Disarmament, the 
appropriate forum for discussing matters of t h i s kind, i s obviously conducive t o 
such regrettable dispersion of e f f o r t . 

The second reason i s the contents of the report to the United States Congress 
on United States space policy which was distributed to us on 12 A p r i l l a s t . I 
am sure that a l l delegations found that document as i n s t r u c t i v e and interesting 
to read as did my own. I t i s a document of a global and detailed nature which 
tackles frankly the s a l i e n t aspects of the m i l i t a r y uses of outer space. I t 
explains, i n t e r a l i a , the factors which, i n the view of the authorities i n 
Washington^ stand i n the way of the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of eff e c t i v e measures that 
could be negotiated at once. Di f f e r i n g opinions are, of course, possible, but 
they ought to be expressed with a comparable degree of precision. I f a discussion 
of that kind took place within the framework of an ad hoc committee with a general 
mandate of an exploratory nature, we would be able to perform the important 
background work that i s required. By doing so we would accomplish the f i r s t step 
which, at t h i s stage, can only be the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the questions connected 
with the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. A whole session would not 
s u f f i c e for an in-depth discussion of a l l the issues raised by the report I have 
mentioned. 

The penultimate chapter of t h i s report contains a preliminary evaluation of 
i n i t i a t i v e s taken by the Soviet Union with regard to the prevention of an arms 
race i n outer space. I f , within the framework of an ad hoc committee, the 
Soviet delegation could reply to the comments made i n the report, we could do the 
work which the distinguished representative of India eloquently requested on 
26 A p r i l l a s t . 

Furthermore, some detailed views on the subject were put forward by our 
distinguished French colleague, Ambassador de La Gorce, on behalf of his 
Government at our l a s t meeting. They deserve our f u l l attention. 
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In these circumstances, insistence on the Insertion of one word rather than 
another i n a mandate becomes incomprehensible. I f i t i s desired to reach 
agreements, there i s only one way of going about i t : engaging i n a dialogue. My 
delegation takes the l i b e r t y of appealing once more to the reason and moderation 
of a l l so that such a dialogue may commence i n t h i s c r u c i a l f i e l d . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of I t a l y for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President and to my country. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the German Democratic Republic, 
Ambassador Rose. 

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Madam, i t gives me par t i c u l a r pleasure 
to congratulate you on the assumption of the Presidency of t h i s Conference f o r the 
month of June. We are convinced that your dedication and s k i l f u l diplomacy W i l l 
enable the Conference to have a good s t a r t of the second part of i t s 19&Ч session. 
The excellent record of your country In disarmament negotiations, especially i n 
the CD, i s well known. The German Democratic Republic and Sweden enjoy close good 
neighbourly relations which, we are sure, w i l l be further strengthened by the 
forthcoming v i s i t of Premier 01of Palme to my country at the end of June. I should 
also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to convey to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Dhanapala of S r i Lanka, my thanks and appreciation f o r the manner i n 
which he carried out his tasks as President of the Conference for the month of 
A p r i l . And l e t me also welcome i n our midst a new Ambassador for the Netherlands, 
Ambassador van Schaik; we wish him much success. 

At the end of the spring session, the Conference on Disarmament was said to 
have got into a c r i s i s . This i s unfortunately no exaggeration, but a sober 
characterization of the s i t u a t i o n . How else to describe a s i t u a t i o n such that 
already for several years no substantial results have been achieved? 

Moreover, negotiations on p r i o r i t y questions of the agenda, which today move 
a l l mankind, have not yet started. 

A turning-point i n the a c t i v i t y of the conference i s imperative. To t h i s goal 
our e f f o r t s should be even more persistently directed at achieving tangible progress 
at t h i s summer-session. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic w i l l do i t s utmost to reach 
t h i s . This corresponds to the prin c i p l e s of the foreign policy which my country 
has been pursuing since i t s hour of b i r t h 35 years ago. 

The special geographic s i t u a t i o n and the h i s t o r i c pledge to ensure that never 
again a war. .starts from German s o i l p a r t i c u l a r l y determine our commitment to peace 
and security. 

However, the conditions for the a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s conference have i n no way , 
improved over the l a s t few months. Nothing indicates the readiness of the 
United States Administration to change i t s adventurous course of confrontation and 
massive arms build-up and to keep an honest balance i n the interest of the cessation 
of the arms race. 
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As was to be expected, the deployment of the new nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e weapons 
in some countries of western Europe has proved to be an especially heavy blow 
against European and global security. The international trust based on the 
principle, of equality and equal security and particularly the relations between the 
USSR and the United States, which are decisive for world peace, have been heavily 
undermined. 

Nobody could seriously think that the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty 
would accept this attempt at the destruction of the military balance and the acute 
threat to their security. A l l those who believed i n the promises from overseas 
should have known that the soc i a l i s t States could not be blackmailed. 

In order to resume negotiations worthy of the name, logically their basis 
must be.restored, That means a stop to any further deployment of nuclear 
medium-range, weapons and the return of those already deployed to. their country of 
origin. The sooner, the better., It has been proved; more weapons do not mean 
more security to anybody. On the contrary, the danger of a nuclear war, which 
could,start iri Europe and which would bring down death and destruction upon the 
peoples, Is growing. 

.Together with the other s o c i a l i s t States!, the German Democratic Republic i s 
determined to make every effort to strengthen peace and security. 

When talking about the unfavourable conditions for our conference, we also 
have in mind the recent NATO meeting in Washington. 

Instead of a positive reaction towards the constructive proposals made i n I983 
and this year by the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty in Prague, Moscow and 
Budapest, the f i n a l communiqué of that NATO meeting reaffirmed the so-called policy 
of strength and the continuation of a massive arms build-up. We are also looking 
in vain for proposals which could constitute concrete' points of departure for 
solving the tasks of this Conference 

The same applies to the recent London Summit of Western countries. For 
instance, no attention was paid to the devastating consequences of the arms race 
to economic and social development. This arms race i s shaking the international 
economic l i f e more and more. The close connection between financing the huge arms 
expenditure of the United States, the high interest rates and the growing debts 
of the developing countries i s obvious. Once again the poor f i l l the pockets of c 

the armaments monopolies. From whatever angle you might consider the consequences 
of this arms mania, they are a heavy burden on the peoples and increasingly 
endanger their very existence. This but underlines the necessity to consistently 
use a l l po s s i b i l i t i e s of this disarmament conference. 

For this summer session, my delegation reaffirms that we regard measures 
aiming at the prevention of a nuclear war as the task of highest p r i o r i t y . There 
i s no sensible reason to further postpone the consideration and elaboration of 
these measures in a committee. 

As to the contents, we would again lik e to refer to the working paper CD/484, 
which was introduced .by my delegation on behalf of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries. 
We repeat our readiness to talk about any other relevant proposals. The urgency 
of this matter has only recently been underlined in the Joint Declaration of the 
Heads of State or Government of India, Mexico, Tanzania, Greece, Argentina and 
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Sweden and which was e x p l a i n e d so c o n v i n c i n g l y j u s t a few minutes ago by 
His E x c e l l e n c y Mr. F l o r e s O l e a , U n d e r - S e c r e t a r y f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s o f Mexico. I n 
t h i s D e c l a r a t i o n , t h e propaganda a c c o r d i n g t o which the p r o b a b i l i t y o f n u c l e a r war 
has d i m i n i s h e d has bean r i g h t l y r e j e c t e d . I t s t a t e s , i n t e r a l i a , t h a t "The 
p r o b a b i l i t y o f n u c l e a r h o l o c a u s t i n c r e a s e s as warning t i m e d e c r e a s e s and t h e 
weapons become s w i f t e r , more a c c u r a t e and more d e a d l y . The r u s h towards g l o b a l 
s u i c i d e must be stopped and then r e v e r s e d . " * 

The s t r o n g a p p e a l t o t h e nuclear-weapon S t a t e s t o s t o p t h e t e s t i n g , p r o d u c t i o n 
and deployment o f n u c l e a r weapons and t o s t a r t w i t h t h e i r r e d u c t i o n has found a 
broad, p o s i t i v e response i n my c o u n t r y and we hope t h a t i t w i l l a l s o s t i m u l a t e t h e 
a c t i v i t i e s o f t h i s C o n f e r e n c e . 

The s t a r t o f n e g o t i a t i o n s a i m i n g a t a t r e a t y on t h e complete s t o p o f n u c l e a r 
weapon t e s t i n g i s o v e r due. In t h e p a s t two y e a r s , my d e l e g a t i o n , as w e l l as many 
o t h e r d e l e g a t i o n s , has t a k e n p a r t i n t h e d i s c u s s i o n s on t h e b a s i s o f a l i m i t e d 
mandate d e s p i t e c o n s i d e r a b l e doubt. 

•л 

These c o n c e s s i o n s have i n no way been r e c i p r o c a t e d . On t h e c o n t r a r y . The 
opponents o f n e g o t i a t i o n s o b v i o u s l y i n t e n d t o c o n t i n u e t h i s u s e l e s s e x e r c i s e and 
may even m a i n t a i n i n t h e end t h a t t h e Conference s e r i o u s l y d e a l s w i t h t h i s m a t t e r . 

We t h e r e f o r e i n s i s t on a n e g o t i a t i n g mandate f o r t h e committee which w i l l have 
t o be e s t a b l i s h e d . Now i t i s up t o t h o s e who have so f a r p r e v e n t e d any p r o g r e s s 
t o show the n e c e s s a r y r e a d i n e s s t o come t o an u n d e r s t a n d i n g . 

In view o f t h e u n r e s t r a i n e d t e r r i t o r i a l e x t e n s i o n o f t h e arms r a c e by t h e 
U n i t e d S t a t e s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , t h e w o r r i e s c o n c e r n i n g t h e f a t e o f o u t e r space have 
been g r o w i n g . My d e l e g a t i o n d e a l t w i t h t h a t m a tter i n t h e p l e n a r y d u r i n g t h e 
s p r i n g s e s s i o n . Today we would j u s t l i k e t o r e f e r t o t h a f a c t t h a t t h e l a s t 
s e s s i o n o f t h e U n i t e d N a t i o n s G e n e r a l Assembly, w i t h o n l y one v o t e a g a i n s t , adopted 
r e s o l u t i o n 38/70 on t h e p r e v e n t i o n o f an arms r a c e i n o u t e r space and demanded 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on a c o r r e s p o n d i n g t r e a t y w i t h h i g h p r i o r i t y . Time i s p r e s s i n g , much 
i s a t s t a k e . The m i l i t a r i z a t i o n o f space would not o n l y mean a q u a n t i t a t i v e 
i n c r e a s e o f h i g h l y s o p h i s t i c a t e d weapon systems, but i t would a l s o undermine 
e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s and g e n e r a l l y impede the v e r i f i c a t i o n o f any f u t u r e agreements 
on disarmament. In t h i s way, t h e arms r a c e would g e t c o m p l e t e l y o u t o f c o n t r o l . 

Our Conference s h o u l d i mmediately s e t about the e l a b o r a t i o n o f an agreement. 
Ihe d r a f t t r e a t y o f t h e S o v i e t Union, t o which the a f o r e m e n t i o n e d r e s o l u t i o n 38/70 
r e f e r s , c o n s t i t u t e s a s o l i d b a s i s . T h i s d r a f t does n o t o n l y i d e n t i f y t h e r e l e v a n t 
m a t t e r s , but i t a l s o o f f e r s s u g g e s t i o n s f o r t h e i r s o l u t i o n . 

T a l k i n g about the t e r r i t o r i a l d i m e n s i o n o f the arms r a c e , and i n t h i s 
c o n n e c t i o n ray d e l e g a t i o n w i l l s t u d y v e r y c a r e f u l l y t h e i n t e r e s t i n g i d e a s which were 
o u t l i n e d l a s t Tuesday by Ambassador de La Gorce o f F r a n c e , one must not l e a v e o u t 
o f account the growing use o f t h e seas and oceans f o r m i l i t a r y p u r p o s e s . T h e i r 
misuse f o r i m p e r i a l i s t e x p a n s i o n o f power, e s p e c i a l l y by d e p l o y i n g n u c l e a r weapons 
and by gun-boat diplomacy have c o n s i d e r a b l y i n c r e a s e d . 

Connected w i t h t h a t a r e a s s a u l t s on s o v e r e i g n S t a t e s . New c o n f l i c t s a r e 
k i n d l e d and t h o s e a l r e a d y e x i s t i n g a r e a g g r a v a t e d . The r e c e n t d e c i s i o n o f t h e 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Court o f J u s t i c e a g a i n s t well-known m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n 
C e n t r a l America p r o v e s t h a t t h e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n o f t h e seas and oceans i s c l o s e l y 
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linked with mounting v i o l a t i o n of the basic p r i n c i p l e s of international law. 
Consequently, agreements on the reduction of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s on seas and oceans 
are imperative. Therefore the Germen-Democratic Republic supports the Bulgarian 
motion to the forthcoming session of the United Nations General Assembly to discuss 
t h i s matter аз a separate item of the agenda. 

My delegation i s going to address t h i s Conference concerning the single items 
of the agenda, i n p a r t i c u l a r i n connection with the prohibition of chemical 
ueapons. 1 He consider i t feasible that, with a serious and reasonable approach of 
a l l sides, progress could be reached. The chairman of the Committee, 
Ambassador Екеия, by Working Paper 8 l supplied a good foundation, f o r further 
negotiations. 

Before concluding, allow me, Madam President, to make a remark as to the 
procedural aspect of our work. As i t was not possible to reach agreement on 
establishing a number of subsidiary bodies and t h e i r mandates during the spring 
session, we are faced i:ith tliat task again. The controversies do not concern 
matters of procedure i n i t s proper sense. They much more r e f l e c t the contradictory 
positions towards the substance I t s e l f . We reject a l l attempts to hold responsible 
for lacking"results those delegations which only demand what was decided on by 
consensus i n the Fi n a l Document of che f i r s t ' s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament 
and what the agenda of our Conference c a l l e f o r . Once again my delegation wants 
to siat e c l e a r l y : those States which refuse negotiations about the most important 
items of the agenda v i o l a t e t h e i r obligations under international law. 

They are pushing t h i s Conference even more into a stalemate. The simple t r u t h 
remains: those who r e a l l y want our Conference to f u l f i l i t s proper function, namely 
the elaboration of agreements on reduction о*' armament and for disarmament, must 
be ready f o r negotiations. Ttfis readiness for negotiations i s a c r u c i a l c r i t e r i o n 
for the attitude of the States coijaids the basic questions of our time. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the German Democratic Republic 
for h is statement and for the lcinc vord3 addressed r.o the President and' to my 
country. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the f l o o r ? 

i The secretariat has oircúlated today an informal pape" containing a time-table 
for meetings o f the.conference and it& 3ub3idiary bodies during the coming week: 
The time-tablo has been prepared i n consultation viVn ¿he chairman ro IT the ad" hoc* , 
committeeo of the Conference. As usual, the time-tbb"' e 1з nerely i n d i c a t i v e and 
subject со change, i f necessary^ I f there i s no object\on, I s h a l l consider that 
the Conference adopts the informal paper-

I t was eo decided. 

I intend now to suspend unis pJonary meeting and resume i t i n the afternoon 
at the end of our scheduled informal meeting, зо that ve may adopt formally certain 
decisions cn organizational matters. I f there i s no objection, that procedure w i l l 
be followed. 

Kb was so. decided. 
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The informal meeting wi l l begin this afternoon at 3«30 p.m. to consider the 
draft programme of work and other organizational questions. The plenary meeting 
i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.05 p.m. and reconvened at 4«40 P«m. 

The PRESIDENT; The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

I wish now to put before the Conference for decision Working Paper 128, as 
amended. If there i s no objection, I shall take i t that the Conference adopts i t s 
programme of work for the «econr" p?-t of the s e ^ o n . 

It was so decided. 

May I now turn to Working Paper 129, 1/ containing a request from Norway to 
participate in the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons. I presume that there 
i s no objection. If this i s the case, the request i s accepted. 

It was so decided. 

As there i s no furthsr business for today, I intend now to adjourn the 
plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l 
be held on Tuesday, 19 June at 10.50 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.45 P«m. 

11 In response to the request from Norway (CD/45D and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides to invite the 
representative of Norway to participate during 1984 i n the subsidiary body 
established under item 7 of i t s agenda. 
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