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The СНЛХЙШК; I declare open the i S j r d plenary meeting of the Committea. 
on Disarmament. 

In accordance with i t s programme of work, the Committee w i l l devote t h i s 
plenary meeting to item 7 of the'agenda, "Prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space". However, i n conformity with the rulas of procedure, members wishing to 
do so may make statements on any other subject relevant to the Committee's work. 

Distinguished delegates, ladies and gentlemen, t h i s i s the l a s t plenary 
meeting of the Committee that I s h a l l have the p r i v i l e g e and the honour to chair.,., 
as Kenya's chairmanship ejcpires at midnight tonight. I would therefore l i k e to 
make a few general observations as permitted by rule 3 0 of the rules of procedure. 

The Committee has closely followed the work programme contained i n 
document CD/304, which we adopted at the Committee's second plenary meeting on 
5 August. Nevertheless, rule 3 0 of the rules of procedure has afforded delegates 
s u f f i c i e n t f l e x i b i l i t y i n handling various items at the time convenient to them. 
A goneral agreement emerged i n the early days of the session that i t would be 
more productive to discuss the items on a selective basis because of the early 
clear indication that progress would not be possible on some of the topics on 
the agenda. The Kenya delegation agreed to that selective approach to the . . 
programme because we were convinced that the limited success of the 
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament, 
several v/eeks before we assembled here for this summer session of the Committee, 
was s t i l l very fresh i n our minds. I expressed the views of ray Government xin 
the outcome of the second special session when I assumed the chairmanship of 
t h i s Coramittoe on 3 August. 

The issues before the Committee for negotiation are complex and require a 
l o t of patience. Unless our e f f o r t s are backed fay a firm p o l i t i c a l w i l l and 
commitment on the part of a l l States, i n p a r t i c u l a r the nuclear-weapon States 
and the other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, progress i n the work of this""^ 
Committee w i l l continue to be very slow indeed. This was, T believe, the 
fundamental reason why most delegations assembled here have favoured and advanced " 
the idea of shelving the work of the ad hoc working groups on a comprohensive 
programme of disarmament, r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and negative security assurances. 
The f a i l u r e of these groups to make r y a l progress i n t h e i r work during the -
spring session of the Committee e a r l i e r t h i s year and the outcome of the 
second special session have blunted the expectations and hopes vested i n t h i s 
Committee by the international community. My delegation therufore hopes that 
r e a l progress w i l l be made when these working groups resume th e i r work i n 1 9 8 3 . 

We welcome the reappointment of iirabassador Garcia Robles i s Chairman of 
the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament which was re
established at the beginning of t h i s session. I wish once more to congratulate 
him on that important reassignment and on his assumption of the Committee's 
chairmanship for the month of September as well as the inter-sessional period — 
between now and next February — when the Committee w i l l convene here again at 
the beginning of i t s 19З3 spring session. 
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I hope that the informal consultations which Ambassador Garcia Robles and 
the chairmen of the other working groups — namely, /uTibassador Ahmad of Pakistan 
and Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany ~ are going to 
conduct within t h e i r respective working groups batwoen now and next February 
w i l l go a long way i n laying the ground for r e a l progress i n these groups 
v/hon they meet next year. 

Progress has been modest or lacking on the other items on our agenda, 
namely, chemical weapons, a nuclear test ban, the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, and the prevention of an arras race i n outer 
space. The formal and informal discussions held since we convened here have 
indicated that a serious impasse s t i l l reigns over the questions of nuclear 
disarmament and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. I t has proved 
d i f f i c u l t to agree on the procedural questions of establishing working groups 
to deal with those issues. 

The Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has commenced i t s work on a 
negative note, with two of the nuclear-weapon States withholding the i r 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n . I hope that the Working Group, under the able leadership of 
Ambassador Curt Lidgard, w i l l overcome i t s d i f f i c u l t i e s and agree on a work 
programme'for i t s future deliberations. I hope, too, that the Committee can 
agree at i t s current session on establishing a working group on outer space, 
with clear terms of reference. The question of the group's chairmanship could 
then be f i n a l i z e d àt the next session of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The VJorking Group on Chemical Weapons has, done some serious work since i t 
convened here oh 20 July. "The "homeviork" groups have done very useful work, 
and I wish to commend Ambassador Sujka of Poland for the good leadership ho 
has provided to the chemical weapons Working Group. 

The questions of the expansion of the membership of the Committee and 
enhancing i t s effectiveness s t i l l remain to be dealt with. These questions are 
highly p o l i t i c a l and sensitive, but I believe i t i s possible to find an acceptable 
compromise on -the membership issue. Obviously, a clear d i s t i n c t i o n exists 
between the two issues, and they should therefore be treated separately. 
Informal consultations held at the levels of groups and ind i v i d u a l delegations 
could be continued. Patience on the part of the applicants v i i l l be necessary. 
A l l delegations appear to me to be i n favour, i n p r i n c i p l e , of some expansion 
of the membership of the Committee. The divergences of opinion that exist '• 
concern the timing of and c r i t e r i a for such expansion. The discussions on 
these should be pursued with some urgency, to enable the Committee to make firm 
recommendations to the United Mations General Assembly at i t s thirty-seventh soósion. 

Of particular and general importance, however, i s the question of improving 
the effectiveness of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee appears not 
to have made up i t s mind on what needs to be done. I t would be advisable, i n 
our viaw, to treat t h i s question аз a separate item on the Committee's agenda. 
Л structured debate on the matter i s essential, and the sooner i t . takes place 
the better. 

Distinguished delegates, the tasks ly i n g ahead of the Committee are thus 
enormous and challenging, and I wish again to express ray f u l l confidence i n the 
leadership of the incoming Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles, and reiterate 
my delegation's support for him. I would also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity 
to inform my colleagues i n the Committee that I s h a l l bu rwturning to Kenya 
shortly, at the end of my tour of duty as Permanent Representative of Kenya to 
the United Nations. My departure was delayed to enable me to undertake the duties 
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of Chairman of t h i s Committee for t h i s month. I s h a l l therefore be returnins 
to New York tomorrow, i n order to prepare f o r my return to Nairobi. I wish 
to bid you farewell and to express my. personal gratitude for the friendship 
and co-operation which you have exten<led to me i n the past four years, during 
which I have had the priv i l e g e of working with you i n t h i s Committee. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , I wish to thank a l l the delegations for the co-operation 
accorded to me during my chairmanship of t h i s Committee. To ray good friend of 
many years, and Secretary of the Committee, Ambassador Rikhi J a i p a l , I extend 
my thanks for the invaluable assistance and advice he has extended to me during 
the past month. My thanks also go to Mr. Berasategui and a l l the other members 
of the secretariat, the secretaries of the various v/orking groups and t h e i r 
contact groups, the interpreters, the translators, the technicians, the 
Conference Room assistants and everybody else who has made a contribution i n 
his or her own way toward the success of the work of the Committee. To them 
a l l I extend my sincere thanks. 

F i n a l l y , l e t me assure you that Kenya w i l l not relax her dedication to 
the cause of disarmament. We s h a l l continue to stress the negotiating 
character of the Committee on Disarmament. We s h a l l , to the best of our a b i l i t y , 
continue to play an active and constructive role i n the disarmament negotiations. 

Before beginning with our regular business for t h i s plenary meeting, may I 
r e c a l l that, as announced at previous meetings of the Committee, I intend to 
put before the Committee for adoption today the schedule of work contained i n 
paragraph 10 of the 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 as 
contained i n document CD/318, as well as the draft communication circulated i n 
Working Paper No. 7 3 . 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Bulgaria, 
S r i Lanka, I t a l y , Canada, Ethiopia, the German Democratic Republic, Algeria, 
the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, China, Mexico and Zaire. 

I give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the distinguished 
representative of Bulgaria, His Excellency Ambassador Tellalov. 

Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria): Mr. Chairman, before beginning my statement 
today, may I express our appreciation of the businesslike manner i n which you 
have led the Committee i n t h i s important period of our summer session. I am 
very sorry that you are leaving us tomorrow. We should l i k e to wish you 
everything best i n your future appointment which your Government w i l l give you. 

The great importance that the Committee on Disarmament attaches to the 
issue of a nuclear test ban was once again restated during the recent discussions. 
We are a l l f u l l y aware of the firm determination of the overwhelming majority of 
States to put an end to a l l nuclear—weapon tests by a l l States for a l l time. 
A nuclear test-ban treaty i s universally regarded as an affective means to curb 
the q u a l i t a t i v e development and p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons and gradually 
to reduce reliance on these weapons, thus contributing to the prevention of 
nuclear war. 

The Bulgarian delegation welcomed the long-overdue decision of the 
Committee on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on item 1 of the 
agenda, "Nuclear test ban". We hope that under the able chairmanship of 
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden th i s Working Group w i l l make progress towards 
preparing the grounds for a comprehensive test-ban treaty. My delegation w i l l 
do i t s best to contribute to this end. 
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I ain tempted to say a few words about the circumstances' i n which the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has started i t s deliberations. 

We f a i l to understand why, at our l a s t plenary meeting, the distinguished 
Ambassador of the United States, Mr. Fields, reacted so harshly to the w e l l -
founded c r i t i c i s m addressed to the United States following i t s inconsistent 
approach to the issue of a nuclear test ban. Harsh words and general goodwill 
declarations do not have a persuasive power to deny f a c t s . Let us see how the 
facts stand on the record of the Committee on Disarmament. 

F i r s t . I t was the.United States delegation that once again confirmed at 
the beginning of our summer session that that country no longer considered a 
nuclear test ban as a p r i o r i t y issue but that i t regarded the conclusion of 
a CTBT as an element i n the f u l l range of i t s arms control objectives, to be 
dealt with i n the process of achieving nuclear disarmament. At the same, time, 
however, it'objected to s t a r t i n g negotiations on item 2 of our agenda. Can 
we reasonably consider as normal a procedure envisaging that the reduction of 
nuclear weapons should precede the halting of nuclear weapon tests? Together 
with the majority of delegates we have d i f f i c u l t i e s i n understanding such an 
approach. Vie share the doubts expressed by the delegation of Sweden as to whether 
the lumping together of the CTB and "the broad range of nuclear issues" can be 
i n f u l l conformity with the l e g a l l y binding commitments of the United States, 
assumed i n the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of 1965> where a l l States parties pledged 
to seek the achievement of "the discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear 
weapons for a l l time"... How can the Ad hoc Working Group on item 1 seriously, 
examine and negotiate v e r i f i c a t i o n issues r e l a t i n g to a nuclear test-ban treaty 
i f the delegation, which has i n i t i a t e d i t s present mandate i s guided by the 
b e l i e f that "the present time i s not propitious for the negotiation, of such a 
ban"? 

Second. Many delegations, including my own, have repeatedly underlined the 
importance of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. The delegation of Bulgaria associated 
i t s e l f with those who welcomed the report of 30 July 198O, which stated: 
"The three negotiating parties have come far i n t h e i r pursuit of a sound treaty 
and continue to believe that t h e i r t r i l a t e r a l negotiations o f f e r the best way 
forward. They are determined to exert t h e i r best e f f o r t s and necessary w i l l and 
persistence to bring the negotiations to an early and successful conclusion". 
Only two years after this encouraging statement was made, the present 
administration of the United States, having f i r s t u n i l a t e r a l l y discontinued the 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations, decided not to resume them any more. The United States 
Government went even further i n undermining the present basis for completely 
outlawing nucloar-weapon testing and announced that i t would not r a t i f y the 
Soviet-American treaties on the l i m i t a t i o n of underground nuclear-weapon tests 
and cn underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. I t would be a pity 
of what has been achieved by the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations i s to be l o s t . 

Third. Not only have many delegations i n the Committee on Disarmament, but 
the entire international community has been seriously worried by reported 
o f f i c i a l statements that the United States i s "going to need testing and perhaps 
even tasting above the 1 5 0~kiioton l e v e l for a long time to come''. The distinguished 
Ambassador of Mexico, Mr. Garcia Robles, convincingly pointed to the reasons vihy 
the United States administration may need to continue the testing of nuclear 
weapons. Upon reading the experts' testimony to che Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee one cannot but arrive at the conclusion that whenever international 
e f f o r t s acquire a more positivo inomentum towards achieving a CTB, "the a n t i -
ban forces i n the USA immediately go to work"' and destroy everything achieved. 
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These are some facts which are known not only to delegations to the 
Committee on Disarmament but as I mentioned the whole world i s aware of them. 
Ws therefore associate ourselves with those who have firmly stated that they 
are not prepared to tolerate a si t u a t i o n i n which the Committee i s being used 
to conceal from the public a policy of continued nuclear-weapon testing by the 
United States. 

V/e a l l noted with regret the statement made at our l a s t plenary meeting 
to the effect that whether popular or unpopular the United States position would 
continue to be determined mainly by the security interests of the United States. 
A l l States members of t h i s Committee have thei r own security i n t e r e s t s . This 
i s , however, no reason for them to follow an approach that t o t a l l y disregards 
the common interests of the international community of States and questions the 
very existence of the Committee on Disarmament. 

In t h i s regard, one cannot but recognize that the Soviet Union, which 
certainly has i t s own security concerns, i s the only nuclear-weapon State ready 
to contribute to the achievement of the CTBT and to nuclear disarmament as a 
whole- Here, I cannot f a i l to register our regret and disappointment that the 
People's Republic of China and France have refused to participate i n the 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. 

I wish to turn now to some of the issues discussed i n the Ad Hoc 
Viorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. 

F i r s t . As a l l of us know, the great majority of the delegations i n the 
Committee on Disarmament accepted i n a s p i r i t of compromise a limited mandate 
with the hope that discussing and defining issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance would help us prepare for the actual drafting of a CTB treaty. 
However, one cannot but notice a clear-cut attempt to draw the Group into ^ 
kind of abstract exercise, which has nothing to do with the purposes of evolving 
common ground for negotiating a CTB treaty. And i f the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the 
Working Group's i n a b i l i t y to st a r t right away i t s substantive work should be 
attributed, as suggested at the l a s t meeting by the distinguished ;uTiba3sador 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, Mr. Wegener, we have to point to those 
delegations which have persisted i n the i r opposition to the VJorking Group's 
defining an understanding on the relationship of the v e r i f i c a t i o n examination 
to the scope and other related issues of the future CTB treaty. Referring to 
one or another working assumption just does not s u f f i c e i f we are to carry out 
a p o l i t i c a l rather than an academic examination of the problem. I need not 
elaborate now on our ideas of the main slements of the future treaty, since 
t h i s has already been eloquently dona i n the statements of the distinguished 
representatives of the German Democratic Republic and Caechcslovakia. 

Second. The Group i s f a c i l i t a t e d by the fact that the outlines of a 
r e a l i s t i c system of v e r i f i c a t i o n providing a satisfactory degree of assurance 
that clandestine tests w i l l be detected have emerged for quite some time.. The 
t r i p a r t i t e report referred to i t s basic components — national technical means 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n , international exchange of seismic data, other provisions for 
consultations and co-operation, including on-site inspections on challenge, 
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procedures for complaints and possible additional arrangements between two or 
more parties to the treaty. A balanced combination of these elements may form 
the skeleton of a r e l i a b l e system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . The discussion being carried 
out i n the Working Group has strengthened the conviction of the majority of 
delegations that the present technical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n are s u f f i c i e n t to 
ensure compliance with a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

Third. We highly appreciate the work done so far by the Ad Hoc Group"of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts. The Bulgarian delegation w i l l continue to contribute to 
the e f f o r t s aimed at f u l f i l l i n g the tasks assigned to the Group by the 
Committee on Disarmament. Here we should l i k e to be very clear i n respect 
of what the s c i e n t i f i c experts are requested to do. We agree that following 
closely a l l new technical developments i s an a t t r a c t i v e goal for s c i e n t i s t s . 
The seismic expert Group should, however, concentrate on the elaboration of an 
international seismic data exchange system serving s t r i c t l y the purposes of 
a CTBT — no more, no l e s s . The basic elements of such a system, i n our opinion, 
were already formulated i n the consensus reports contained i n documents CCD/558 
and CD/43. At the same time we should l i k e to underline that such a system can 
be of p r a c t i c a l value only i n the context of a c l e a r l y defined course of 
international action towards drafting a CTB treaty. The extent to which the 
international data exchange procedures might be developed and u t i l i z e d by 
States parties to the treaty could be f i n a l l y determined when and i f , the 
scope, the potential parties, the duration and a l l other p o l i t i c a l and legal 
aspects of the future treaty are known. 

I would l i k e to touch b r i e f l y now on the question of the "Prevention of 
an arms race i n outer space", that being the subject for our meeting today. 
We have only one plenary meeting for the discussion of t h i s issue, but the 
series of informal meetings during the spring and the summer session have amply 
demonstrated the growing interest i n the probleu, as well as the urgent need to 
establish appropriate organizational structures for negotiations and the 
elaboration of agreements i n t h i s f i e l d . 

Шеп taking up the subject of the prevention of tne spread of the arms 
race to outer space, we should f i r s t of a l l stress the fact that the cosmos 
i s being turned more and more into a constant f i e l d of human a c t i v i t y that i s 
of ever-growing importance to the o v e r - a l l development of mankind. In the 
quarter of a century that has elapsed since the f i r s t Soviet "sputnik", a 
number of agreements regulating the exploration and the u t i l i z a t i o n of outer 
space have been elaborated, including a treaty banning the stationing of any 
kind of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction i n outer space. 

While Including t h i s item i n our agenda and programme of work for 1982 
we are aware of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the Committee on Disarmament for the 
elaboration of a universally acceptable international legal instrument designed 
to erect a s o l i d barrier to the extension of the arms race to outer space. 
Such a course of action would be i n f u l l conformity with and would constitute 
a natural continuation of the existing agreements i n t h i s domain of international 
law. 
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I t i s i n t h i s l i g h t that we evaluate the merits of the draft treaty on 
the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind' i n outer space vrtiich 
was introduced by the Soviet Union at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the 
General Assembly and circulated i n t h i s Committee' as document CD/274. 
A r t i c l e 3 of the draft st i p u l a t e s : "Each State'Party undertakes not to 
destroy, damage, disturb the normal functioning or change the f l i g h t 
trajectory of space objects of other States Parties, i f such objects were 
placed i n o r b i t i n s t r i c t accordance with a r t i c l e 1, paragraph 1, of t h i s 
treaty". 

Does th i s approach not cover the meaning of both relevant resolutions 
adopted at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly? Is not i t the 
rig h t moment to s t a r t elaborating mutually acceptable measures regulating the 
conduct of States with a view to the l a t e s t developments and thus to prevent 
a new extremely dangerous and costly stage of the arms r'ace i n outer space? 
Or do we prefer to become helpless witnesses of the transformation of the 
Hollywood scenarios of "Star Wars" into a t e r r i f y i n g r e a l i t y of our own 
c i v i l i z a t i o n ? 

Our position on the creation of a subsidiary body on t h i s item i s well 
known. We note with s a t i s f a c t i o n that p r a c t i c a l l y a l l members of the Committee, 
with the notable exception of the leading western State, are i n favour of 
purposeful discussions and negotiations on these issues. The draft mandate 
submitted by the delegation of Mongolia i s a basis offering wide p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
for various approaches to the matter. We believe that, bearing i n mind the 
considerations presented by the delegations of I t a l y , Mexico, S r i Lanka and 
others i n the course of the informal meetings, we should continue the 
consultations on a possible mandate for an ad hoc working group to be created 
before the end of the current session. This would mean that as early as 
next February we could proceed i n a concrete manner with our discussion 
and negotiations, supported by national experts, as has been suggested by 
some delegations. 

From 15 to 25 August, the Second International Assembly of Children, 
"Banner of Peace", took place i n Sofia, uniting young representatives of 
110 countf'ies of the world, under the noble motto, "Unity, c r e a t i v i t y , 
beautyÎ". Along with many events, a meeting of a youth and children's 
Parliament ses'sion v/as held. The appeal adopted stated, i n t e r a l i a , the 
following: "Statesmen and public figures, remove forever the horrors of 
war I Protect the'children — the greatest wealth and hope of mankindÎ" 
To my Government and' i t s delegation to the Comtrfittee on Disarmament, and we 
believe to many others, t h i s appeal i s a new impulse and a confirmation that 
we are,on the right track. Only the road to disarmament, mutual understanding 
and peace can secure a happy future for the generations that follow us. 
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!Ше CHâlEMU"; I Шалк the representative of Bulgaria-for h i s statement. Before 
giving the f l o o r to the next speaker on my l i s t , the representative of S r i Lanka, I 
wish to welcome him i n the Committee. I'Ir. Jlrthur Clarke i s an outstaлáing expert i n 
questions r e l a t i n g to outer space. He has a remarkable background i n that p a r t i c u l a r 
area, including academic and s c i e n t i f i c a c t i v i t i e s which have nade him x i e l l known as 
an authority i n the f i e l d . You have the f l o o r , S i r . 

Mr. CLARKE ( S r i Lanka): Mr. Chairman, distinguished delegates, i t i s both an 
honour and a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to appear before you today, to discuss n i l i t a i y a c t i v i t i e s 
i n the l a s t and g3?eatest arena of human a f f a i r s . AlthoiJgh this meeting i s concerned 
with the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, prevention i s only one aspect of 
the problem. As the nathenaticians woTild say, i t i s necessary but not s i i f f i c i e n t . I 
s h a l l also discuss the positive uses of space technology f o r strengthening international 
security. 

Before doing so, may I very b r i e f l y give ny q u a l i f i c a t i o n s for addressing you. I 
became a member of the B r i t i s h Interplanetary Society i n 1934» ^nà was l a t e r i t s 
Chaiiman. In 1951 I presided over the f i r s t London meeting of the International 
Astronautical Federation and I have known most of the leading figures i n the f i e l d . 
Only two months ago, I had the p r i v i l e g e of being hosted at "Star V i l l a g e " by ny friend 
Cosmonaut Alexei Leonov and h i s colleagues. I have written more than 30 books on space, 
and t h i s month spoke at UHISPAGE '82 as a member of the S r i Lanka delegation. 

Back i n 1 9 4 5 , as a Royal'Air Force o f f i c e r , I TOote the paper that outlined the 
principles of s a t e l l i t e communications. A few months l a t e r , my essaj»- "The Rocket and 
the Future of V/arfare" won f i r s t prize i n a compétition set by the Royal A i r Force 
Quarterly. I t has been a strange experience reading that paper again a f t e r almost 
4 0 years, and I would l i k e to quote the l i n e s of Shelley with vhi.-.h the essay began: 

"Ceasei Erain not to i t s dregs the ш?п of b i t t e r prophecy. 
The world i s weary of the past, 
Oh, might i t die or rest at l a s t i j ' 

Nevertheless, " b i t t e r prophecy" i s indeed what we are concerned v;ith today. So 
f i r s t , I must request you — i f you have not already done so — to read Jonathan Schell's 
book The Fate of the Earth, which i s the most convincing account yet given of the 
r e a l i t i e s of nuclear warfare. I t should be required reading f o r every statesman. 

And yet Carl Sagan has summed up the implications of t h i s entire book i n a single 
c h i l l i n g sentence: "World War Tvo once a minute, f o r the length of a lazy sumner 
afternoon." 

One other reference: I hope that you can airange to see the BBC's recent 
HORIZON science programe, "The Race to Ruin", which showed the f i r s t test of laser 
weapons on airborne targets and interviewed both ilnerican and. Russian s c i e n t i s t s on 
the p o s s i b i l i t i e s оГ war i n space. 

This month at UNISPACE '82, there was some confusion as to precisely what i s meant 
by the " m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space". There are very few of nan's artefacts which cannot be 
equally '.íell used f o r peaceful or warlike purposes; what natters i s the intention. 
I t i s impossible to define a class of devices and say that "These must not be developed, 
because they can be enployed offensively". 
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Let гле give an exanple: few things would seem more renote from n i l i t a r y . a f f a i r s 
than the geodetic s a t e l l i t e s used to detect ainute i r r e g u l a r i t i e s i n the earth's 
g r a v i t a t i o n a l f i e l d . At f i r s t sight, t h i s would seen to be of interest only to 
s c i e n t i s t s ; nevertheless, these subtle variations are of vita,! concern to the 
designers of intercontinental missiles, because unless the earth's gravitational 
f i e l d i s accurately mapped, i t i s inpossible to target a missile with precision. 
Thus purely s c i e n t i f i c s a t e l l i t e s , by greatly increasing the accuracy of warheads, 
can have a major inpact on strategy. Yet does anyone suggest that they be prohibited? 

Even ueteorological s a t e l l i t e s , one of the most benign of a l l applications of 
space technology, because they have already saved thousands of l i v e s , are of obvious 
n i l i t a r y importance. 

Sim i l a r l y , comunications s a t e l l i t e s would play an absolutely v i t a l role i n 
n i l i t a r y operations. Yet neither represents a d i r e c t threat to peace. 

Just a3"military helicopters can be used f o r disaster r e l i e f work, so sone 
n i l i t a i y space systems can be p o s i t i v e l y benign. Indeed, we night not be al i v e today 
without the s t a b i l i z i n g influence of the reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s operated by both 
the -United States and the USSR. 

Let ше renind you of a piece of recent h i s t o r y : i n the early 1960s, there was 
a vigorous- campaign i n the united States c l a i n i n g that the USSR was f a r i n advance 
i n the development of intercontinental b a l l i s t i c m issiles. 'The so-called "missile gap" 
was a najor theme i n the Kennedy-Nixon campaign, and n i l l i o n s of words were written 
urging that the United States st a r t a crash progranne to overcone the Soviet Union's 
"enomous" lead. . 

That missile gap was a t o t a l i l l u s i o n — destroyed when American reconnaissance 
s a t e l l i t e s revealed the true extent of Soviet rocket deploynent. President Johnson 
l a t e r remarked that reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s had saved the United States many tines 
the cost of the space prograone, by naking i t unnecessary to b u i l d the counter-force 
o r i g i n a l l y intended. 

By-a fantastic coincidence, just yesterday I discovered President Johnson's 
actual words, and I quote: 

•"We were doing things we didn't need to do; we were building things we didn't 
need to b u i l d ; we were harbourin»" fears we didn't need to harbour." (l'^- i t a l i c s . ) 

However, i n a sense, that infonnation nay have cone too l a t e . One can picture the 
feelings of the Soviet n i l i t a r y planners when contenplating t h i s Anerican debate. ' S h e y 
knew they did not ĥ ave the weapons the United States clained, so л/hat was the purpose 
of the exercise? Were the Americans deliberately creating an excuse to rearn? That 
night have seemed the most plausible ass'unption — but i n fact, ignorance rather than 
na l i c e was the explanation. In any event, the Soviet Union decided i t nust produce the 
missiles which, at that tirje, existed only i n the inagination of the Anericans. So 
the seeds of a space ams ra,ce were planted, almost a q v e ^ v t e r cf a centurj' ago. 

I t i s possible to play a u-unbers gane \íith payloads and launching to prove alnost 
anything. S t a t i s t i c s indicate that the Soviet Union has new launched about twice as 
nany "military*' payloads as the United States ~ by 1981, roug'hly 860 against 4 2 0 . 
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Does th i s mean"that the Soviet Union i s twice as aggressive as the United States? ÎTot 
at a l l , because the Soviet Union's reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s are planned to operate 
for only a few weeks whereas the much bigger. American s a t e l l i t e s remain i n orbit f o r 
many months. So the quantity of American reconnaissance information i s probably much 
greater than that of the Soviet Union, a point to which we w i l l return l a t e r . 

However, photographic or te l e v i s i o n reconnaissance i s limited by cloud conditions; 
only radar can give all-weather coverage. And only the USSR has used radar s a t e l l i t e s , 
powered by nuclear reactors to reconnoitre the movements of ships at sea, as was 
revealed when Kosmos 9 5 4 crashed i n Canada i n 1978* 

Another área of confusion and controversy i s that of Landsats or earth resources 
s a t e l l i t e s , which give superb views of our planet, of enormous value to farmers, 
i n d u s t r i a l i s t s , c i t y planners, fishermen — i n fa c t , anyone concerned with the use and 
abuse of Mother Earth. The United States has made i t s Landsat photographs, which have 
a ground resolution of roughly 80 metres, available to a l l nations. Not surprisingly, 
there has been some concern about the m i l i t a r y information that these photographs 
ine v i t a b l y contain. That concern w i l l be increased now that Landsat D has started 
operations with a resolution of 3 0 metres; I was stunned by the beauty and d e f i n i t i o n 
of the f i r s t photographs when they were shown to us at UNISPACE a fe\-r weeks ago. 
The French SPOT s a t e l l i t e v r i l l have even better resolution (lO - 20 metres) and th i s 
i s rapidly approaching the area of m i l i t a r y importance, although i t i s nowhere near 
(perhaps by a factor of one hundred) the d e f i n i t i o n of the best reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s 
under favourable conditions. 

There i s a continuous spectrum between the a b i l i t i e s of the earth resources 
s a t e l l i t e s and the reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s , and i t i s impossible to say that one i s 
m i l i t a r y and the other i s not. What natters i s , again, intention. 

One may sun up the situ a t i o n by saying that although these s a t e l l i t e s may be 
annoying to sone nations, they are not aggressive; and that i s the essential factor. 

More confusion has now been'created by the American space shuttle, which has been 
heavily c r i t i c i z e d i n the Soviet Union. I t i s p e r f e c t l y true that many of the shuttle's 
missions w i l l be m i l i t a r y — ye-t,it i s as p o t e n t i a l l y neutral as any other vehicle. 

The one new factor the shuttle does introduce i s that, f o r the f i r s t time, i t 
gives a space-faring power the a b i l i t y to exam.ine, and perhaps to retrieve, s a t e l l i t e s 
belonging to somebody else, thus opening up prospects of "space piracy" — as the 
Soviet Union has put i t . However, one cannot help thJ.nking that fears on this score 
have been greatly exaggerated. I f you do not x-zant anyone to capture your s a t e l l i t e , 
i t i s absurdly sinple to boobytrap i t and thus to destroy, with very l i t t l e trouble, 
an extremely expensive r i v a l space system. 

From past experience, I would venture a, prediction i n t h i s area. When only the 
United States possessed reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s , there was a great outcry i n the 
Soviet Union about these " i l l e g a l spy devices". Шеп the Soviet Union also possessed 
them, t h i s cry was suddenly s t i l l e d . In the sane чау, when the Soviet shuttle i s 
launched, perhaps we v i i l l hear no more talk of space piracy ... 

The essential point i s that a l l these systens — communications, meteorological, 
geodetic, reconnaissa,nce, and the shuttle i t s e l f — thou¿;h they represent some degree 
cf n i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space, are s t i l l , f o r the moment, defensive or even benign. 
Зоше countries nay be upset by certain applications, but they can a l l l i v e w i t h then, 
accepting t h e i r benefits as well as th e i r disadvantages. The new factor which has now ^ 
entered the discussion i s that of deliberately destructive space systens, i.e._weapons. 
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I t seems to have Ъееп forgotten that the f i r s t weapons were- introduced into 

space alnost 20 years ago Ъу the United States, which exploded several nuclear warheads 
above the atnosphere i n tests of a possible a n t i - s a t e l l i t e syoten. This approach was 
abandoned when i t led to the discovery — only recently rediscovered, to the 
consternation of n i l i t a r y planners — that a few nuclear blasts i n space could knock 
out a l l s a t e l l i t e s , simply by the i n t e n s i t y of the radiation pulse. 

The fact hovers oninously over a l l discussions of space weapons systens. A 
desperate country could bl i n d and cripple a l l i t s enemy's s a t e l l i t e s — as well as 
everyone else's — by a few large nuclear explosions above the atnosphere. 

Such lack of d i s c r i n i n a t i o n has led to a search f o r precision weapons. Since 
as f a r back as I 9 6 8 , the Soviet Union has nade more than 20 tests of a non-nuclear 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e destroyer, or ASAT, which hovers near i t s v i c t i n and explodes i n a 
shower of fragnents. In June 1982, i t tested t h i s s a t e l l i t e systen f o r the f i r s t 
time i n conjunction with large-scale b a l l i s t i c n i s s i l e launches from s i l o s and 
submarines. 

The int e r e s t i n g question arises — why are the Russians so concerned with, 
developing an ASAT systen, with i t s obvious d e s t a b i l i z i n g i n p l i c a t i o n s ? One can only 
assune that the Soviet Union, which i s able to obtain a great anount -of information 
about the United States m i l i t a r y establishment by old-fashioned techniques (such as 
b-uying trade nagazines on the news-staлds), r e a l i z e s that reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s 
are nuch nore v i t a l to the Anericans than to i t s e l f . 

Predictably, the United States has not been i n d i f f e r e n t to t h i s Russian lead. 
President Reagan has now announced the development of an ASAT systen nuch nore advanced 
than the Soviet s a t e l l i t e - k i l l e r s ; indeed, i t introduces a new dimension into space 
warfare, 

• The Anerican weapon i s launched, not fron the ground but from high-flying a i r c r a f t , 
thus jumping up out of the atnosphere to horie on a s a t e l l i t e as i t passes overhead. 
This nakes i t very f l e x i b l e and extremely d i f f i c u l t to intercept, as i t co\ild be 
laxaiched fron any point on the earth at very short' notice. 

Doubtless, s c i e n t i s t s i n the Soviet Union are attenpting to f i n d a coiinter to t h i s 
system and so the insane escalation of weapons w i l l continue — unless something can 
be done to check i t . 

Neither the United States nor the IÍSSE-ASAT systems w i l l be operational f o r some 
years, so perhaps there i s a l a s t chance to prevent the introduction of offensive (as 
opposed to defensive) systens into space. The inportance of h a l t i n g this ams race 
before i t gets t r u l y under way w i l l be enphasized when one re a l i z e s that these planned 
ASATs are only the p r i n i t i v e precursors of systens now being contenplated. For a 
h o r r i f y i n g description of the next phase of space warfare I re f e r you to the recently 
published "High Frontier" study directed by General Daniel 0, C-rahan, This envisages 
building scores of o r b i t a l fortresses to intercept onconing ICBMs before they could 
reach t h e i r targets. Such a systen"would cost not b i l l i o n s , but hundreds of b i l l i o n s 
of do l l a r s and of course would only be a stepping stone to sonething even nore 
expensive, which i s the "Star Wars" just nentioned by the distinguished representative 
of Bulgaria. 
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Tf'/hich leads inevitably to the subject of laser and p a r t i c l e bean weapons. ÎTow 

that the long-iiaagined "death ray" i s technically possible, i t has been seized upon 
as a solution to the problem of defence against nuclear n i s s i l e s . A vigorous debate 
i s i n progress over the p r a c t i c a b i l i t y of such systens and the consensus appears to be 
that although they are theoretically possible, i t w i l l be decades rather than years 
before they can become operational, except f o r r e l a t i v e l y close-range purposes. 

Hoxiever, I am always suspicious of negative jijdgements, because I remember v i v i d l y 
the debate i n the United States over the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of long-range rockets i n the 
late 1 9 4 0 s . Let me quote again the notorious pronouncement nade by the chief American 
defence s c i e n t i s t , Dr. Vannevar Bush, i n 1 9 4 5 ! 

"There has been a great deal said about a 3>000 mile high-angle rocket ... 
I don't think anyone i n the world lcna-/s how to do such a thing, and I f e e l 
confident that i t w i l l not be done f o r a long period of time to come .,» 
I thiiik we can leave that out of our thinking. I wish the American public 
would leave that out of t h e i r thinking." 

The. American public d i d ; but the Russians didn't. 

I f something i s t h e o r e t i c a l l y possible, and someone needs i t badly enough, i t 
w i l l be achieved eventioally, whatever the cost. And гЛеп one side develops a new 
system, the other v / i l l t r y to outdo i t . The two Superpoivers are both led by i n t e l l i g e n t 
and responsible men, yet they sonetines appear l i k e small boys stainding i n a pool of 
gasoline — each trying to acquire more mtches than the other,- when a single one i s 
more than s u f f i c i e n t . 

I t i s no longer true that wars begin i n the ninds of men; they can ncm start i n 
the c i r c u i t s of computers. Yet the technologies which could destroy us can also be 
used f o r our salvation. Prom th e i r very nature^ space systens are uniquely adapted to 
provide global f a c i l i t i e s , equally b e n e f i c i a l to a l l nations. 

As you are well aware, i n 197S "̂ he French Govemnent proposed the establishment oí* 
an international s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency to help enforce peace treaties and to 
monitor m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s ; This has been the subject of a detailed study by a 
United Nations Committee (see United Nations document A/AC . 2 0 6 / 1 4 of 16 August I 9 8 I ) 
conducted by Hubert Bortzneyer. The conclusion i s that such a system could well play 
a major role i n the preservation of peace. 

The operational and p o l i t i c a l d i f f i c u l t i e s are obviously very great, yet they are 
t r i v i a l when compared with the possible advantages. The expense — one or two 
b i l l i o n d o l l a r s — i s also hardly a v a l i d objection. I t has been estimated that i t s 
recoanaissance s a t e l l i t e s saved the United States the best part of a t r i l l i o n d o l l a r s . 
A global system night be an even better investment; and who can set a cash value on 
the price of peace? 

However, the United States and the Soviet Union, anxious to preserve t h e i r j o i n t 
monopoly of reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s , are strongly opposed to such a scheme, the 
B r i t i s h Govemnent i s also lukewarm, to say the least. 

Nevertheless, vre have seen that i n natters of great, though lesser, importance, 
such as international connimications, i t i s possible to have extremely effective 
co-operation between a hundred or more countries, even with v i o l e n t l y opposing 
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ideologies. Intelsat i s a priae exanple, as on a smaller scale i s Intersputnik, and i n 
the near futtire Arahsat w i l l establish i t s regional space systen. There i s no doubt 
that the resources e x i s t i n the Third World, independently of the space-faring powers, 
to establish an international monitoring systen — i f the w i l l e x i s t s , 

I l i k e the nane PEACESAT, and although that has already been pre-enpted by the 
P a c i f i c Radio Network using the s a t e l l i t e ATS 1, I w i l l use the tern, with due 
acknowledgenent, for the remainder of this talk. 

Reactions at ХШЗРАСЕ '82 and elsewhere suggest that the PEACESAT i s an idea whose 
tine has cone. Those who are sceptical about i t s p r a c t i c a b i l i t y should realize that 
nost of i t s elenents are present, at least i n rudimentary fom, i n e x i s t i n g or planned 
systens. The French SPOT s a t e l l i t e , with a ground resolution of 10-20 netres, has 
already been nentioned. Whether the Superpowers wish i t or not, the f a c i l i t i e s of an 
enbryo PEACESAT system w i l l soon be availa,ble to a l l countries i n the near future. 

May I renind ny Russian and Anerican friends that i t i s wise to co-operate with the 
inevitable? and wiser s t i l l to exploit the inevitable, 

PEACESATS could develop i n a non-controversial manner out of what Howard Km-tz, 
t h e i r long-tine advocate, has ca l l e d the Global Infoixiation Co-operative. 

This could be a consortium of agencies f o r weather, napping, search and rescue, 
resources and p o l l u t i o n monitoring, disaster watch, .infomation r e t r i e v a l and, of 
course, сonnmications» No one denies the need f o r these f a c i l i t i e s . I f they were 
provided globally, they would in e v i t a b l y do nuch of the work of a PEACESAT systen. 
The only extra elenent required would be the evaluation and i n t e l l i g e n c e teams needed 
to analyse the information obtained, 

• 
The organization, financing and operation of a PEACESAT systen has been discussed 

i n the United Nations report, to which I r e f e r you. I t i s not a nagic solution to a l l 
the problems of peace; there i s no such thing. But at least i t i s worthy of seriotis 
consideration, as one way of escape fron our present predicanent —• a l l of us standing 
i n that pool of gasoline, naking our Mutual Assured Destruction ever nore assured. 
To quote from General Graham of the High Frontier Project: "We should abandon t h i s 
inmoral and m i l i t a r i l y bankrupt theory ... and nove fron Mutual Assured Destruction to 
Assured Survival .., Should the Soviet Union wish to j o i n i n this endeavour ,.. we 
vrould, of course, j i o t object..." 

I would l i k e to end, as I began, with the conclusion of ny I 9 4 6 essay, "The Rocket 
and the Futiure of Warfare". 

"The only defence against the weapons of the future i s to prevent then ever, 
being used. In other words, the problem i s p o l i t i c a l and not n i l i t a r y at a l l . 
A co-untry's arned forces can no longer defend i t ; the nost they can pronise 
i s the destruction of the attacker ,.. 

"Upon us, the heirs to a l l the past and the trustees of a future which our 
f o l l y can slay before i t s b i r t h , l i e s a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y no ether age has 
ever loiotm. I f we f a i l i n our generation, those vmo cone af t e r us nay be 
too few to rebuild the vrorld when the dust of the c i t i e s has descended, 
and the radiation of the rocks iaas died av/ay," 
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Mr. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) : Mr. Chairman, since I spoke l a s t , other eminent members 
of t h i s Committee have l e f t . I t i s with regret that I note the departure of the 
distinguished representatives of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vrhunec, and Algeria, 
Ambassador Salah-iáey, and wish them well i n the i r new assignments. At the same 
time, I would l i k e to extend a warm v?elcome to the new-representative of Peru, 
Ambassador Cannock, who, I am certain, w i l l give an appreciable contribution to 
the work of t h i s Committee. 

I would l i k e to address today item 7 of our agenda, e n t i t l e d "Prevention of 
an arras race i n outer space". I am glad to note that the Committee has allocated 
formal plenary meetings for t h i s item and that our discussions.progress with the 
active participation of a l l delegations. In t h i s regard, we have listened with 
attention to the very interesting contribution just made by the distinguished 
delegate of S r i Lanka, Mr. Clarke, who spoke with the knowledge, the eloquence and 
the frankness we would expect from an expert of his reputation. 

The recently concluded United Nations Conference devoted to the peaceful uses 
of outer space (UNISPACE'82) should serve as a further inducement for us to advance 
with determination i n our substantive examination. I t i s to the credit of the 
United Nations, i n particular of the COPUOS, the motive force i n international 
co-operation, that progress i n space-science and technology i s being achieved i n 
an orderly manner and benefiting mankind as a whole. The Committee on Disarmament 
i s c a l l e d upon to complement that work from a different angle, that of arms control 
and disarmament proper. In carrying out t h i s exploratory stage of our proceedings, 
we have to bear i n mind the goal that t h i s Committee, heeding the recommendations of 
the General Assembly, has set for i t s e l f . Our task i s not just to deal i n general 
with space-related weaponry, but to try to prevent an arms race i n t h i s new 
dimension of human a c t i v i t y . I t i s therefore essential to have a clear perception 
of the avenue or avenues vihereby an arms race might be introduced into outer space. 
We regard the present stage of our work as mainly directed towards acquiring that 
perception v/hich, in turn, would enable us to establish an order of p r i o r i t i e s and 
to orient our future endeavours. 

The view of my delegation i n that regard i s known: we believe that the 
development of physical and technical means to destroy or damage space objects or 
to interfere with t h e i r operation i s the most immediately threatening problem 
confronting us. V/e believe that i n t h i s s p e c i f i c area the ingredients for a 
m i l i t a r y competition are present: the importance of s a t e l l i t e s as targets, the 
development of a panoply of physical and technical a n t i - s a t e l l i t e moans which 
would give the holder a considerable strategic advantage, the d i f f i c u l t i e s of 
protecting s a t e l l i t e s by making them less vulnerable etc., a l l these factors could 
set i n motion —• i n our view — the reactive cycle which characterizes an arms 
race. 

Besides a n t i - s a t e l l i t e s systems, more exotic types of weapons have been 
mentioned i n the course of our discussions, notably the "directed energy weapons". 
That old favourite of science-fiction writers, the laser gun, as well as p a r t i c l e -
beam weapons have been mentioned as having a s p e c i f i c potential as space-related 
weapons. By t h i s term of space-related weapons we mean weapons that are such by 
reason of the location of the weapon launcher or the location of the target. However, 
whether and when this potential can be translated into an operational capability 
remains a moot question. 
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Though lasers represent a branch of electronic technology that has been i n 
existence for over 20 years now, i t appears that substantive d i f f i c u l t i e s remain 
to be overcome before the p r i n c i p l e can be put to f u l l f r u i t i o n , including i t s 
m i l i t a r y applicatioris. The necessary requirement of cost-effectiveness makes 
that task incomparably harder. 

These are the conclusions of various authoritative studies which have been 
made public so f a r , one of the most s i g n i f i c a n t being that carried out by 
Richard L. Garwin, a s c i e n t i s t with an exceptional background i n the more exotic 
f r o n t i e r s of technology. A revealing a r t i c l e was recently published i n the 
Reviews of modern physics which gave the results of a collaboration between 
American and Soviet researchers i n the f i e l d of lasers. The authors stated, 
i n t e r a l i a , that the achievement of certain extra progress which i s now needed 
to proceed further i n the application of that kind of technology- "presents as 
d i f f i c u l t a challenge as any that Man has ever undertaken". They further stated: 
"We cannot t r u l y say whether we are closer to the goal today than i n the past, 
since i t i s not even possible to assert that the goal w i l l ever be reached". 

Nearly a l l the problems encountered i n laser technology would affect p a r t i c l e -
beam systems, i n p a r t i c u l a r the hydrogen-atom beam, which i s the only p a r t i c l e -
beam useful i n space. Moreover, particle-beams present certain d i f f i c u l t i e s 
peculiar to themselves. 

' A r e a l i s t i c assessment of where l i e the r e a l dangers confronting mankind i n 
r e l a t i o n to outer space i s essential to our work. Vie can a l l participate i n 
evolving such an assessment, but only States possessing major space c a p a b i l i t i e s 
can make a d e f i n i t i v e contribution. In t h i s f i e l d perhaps mors than i n other 
f i e l d s of disarmament we depend on the contribution of those who have a f u l l 
knowledge of the subject matter. 

We appreciate the argument that we should aim for a comprehensive agreement 
capable of sealing off a l l possible avenues tov;ards an arms race i n space. I t 
has been said here that i t i s easier to prohibit something before i t comes into 
existence. 

We believe, however, that, i n t h i s case, adopting such an approach from the 
beginning might well result i n one of two things: either an i n e f f e c t i v e agreement 
unable to stem the extension of the arms race to outer space or, more probably, the 
unnecessary delaying of more limited but urgently needed measures. 

On balance, we continue to believe that the attention of t h i s Committee 
should concentrate with absolute p r i o r i t y on those space-related weapons v;hich 
are currently operational; our task would then be a true disarmament task, as 
we would s t r i v e to prohibit and eliminate systems which are i n the arsenals and 
have been deployed. 

S a t e l l i t e s can be destroyed or damaged at present by co-orbital intercept, by 
o r b i t a l intercept and by direct ascent from the ground. 

In our statement of 30 March we undertook a preliminary e f f o r t i n order to 
i d e n t i f y some of the issues r e l a t i n g to a ban on A S h T systems. V?e stated that 
foremost among those issues were the d e f i n i t i o n a l questions of what constitutes 
an " a n t i - s a t e l l i t e system" and what constitutes an " a n t i - s a t e l l i t e a c t i v i t y " . 

Following on those considerations I would add that the ansv?er to those questions 
would also depend on the kind of agreement we seek and on what v/e actually want to 
prohibit. Should we try to ban both weapons and a c t i v i t i e s ? How e f f e c t i v e would 



CD/PV.183 
21 

(Mr. A l e s s i , Italy) 

be an agreement that confined the prohibition to attacks on or acts of interference 
with s a t e l l i t e s , irrespective of the systems used to bring about such attacks or 
acts of interference? 

Vie noted, for instance, that, i n i t s reply to the Secretary-General's note 
regarding the second special session devoted to disarmament, Sweden mentioned as 
one of the possible options an agreement r e s t r i c t i n g or prohibiting a c t i v i t i e s 
characterized as interference with or attacks on space objects carried out both 
from space i t s e l f and from Earth. 

V/ith regard to ASAT weapons, a basic issue would appear to be that of the 
scope of the prohibition. I t would be necessary to consider c a r e f u l l y which of 
the various stages — development, testing, deployment, acquisition, use, etc. — 
should be included i n the scope. 

Destruction of ex i s t i n g ASAT systems would also be a major issue to address. 

The question of v e r i f i c a t i o n should be considered simultaneously since i t 
would be relevant to a d e f i n i t i o n of the scope of the pr o h i b i t i o n . In the case of 
ASAT systems, v e r i f i c a t i o n would be as important an issue as ever. Even a limited 
ASAT ca p a b i l i t y , retained or acquired i n evasion of an international agreement, 
could be of s i g n i f i c a n t m i l i t a r y value. For t h i s very reason the question of 
destroying existing ASAT systems and th e i r component parts, and providing for 
v e r i f i a b l e dismantling procedures, could not be avoided i n the course of discussions. 

Outer space i s s t i l l a medium mainly free from kill-mechanisms. Existing ASAT 
systems seem to be effective only against low alt i t u d e o r b i t i n g s a t e l l i t e s . The 
f u l l t e s t i n g i n space of operational ASAT weapons against high-altitude space 
objects might foreclose the p o s s i b i l i t y of a r r i v i n g at an adequately v e r i f i a b l e 
ban on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. Such an eventuality can only be regarded with 
apprehension: an ASAT world i s a more dangerous world. The human and material 
resources which are available should be used to promote our security and xvell-baing. 
S a t e l l i t e s today perform a fundamental roie i n th i s respect, and the precious 
contributions that s a t e l l i t e s have made to international co-operation and peace have 
been eloquently underlined by the speaker who preceded me. 

We no longer l i v e i n an age when a world vmr would stem from the assassination 
of an archduke; i t i s the i n s t a b i l i t y of the situ a t i o n and not the i n s t i g a t i n g 
event which i s l i k e l y to be responsible for such an eventuality and which must be 
avoided. 

An effective and v e r i f i a b l e treaty banning ASAT systems would be an important 
contribution towards t h i s objective. 

Last week, an International Symposium on the prevention of nuclear war was 
held at Erice, a small town i n S i c i l y , under the auspices of tho Centre Majorana. 
S c i e n t i s t s and analysts of the highest reputation from many parts of the world 
took part i n the deliberations. One of the issues evoked there, among many others, 
was that of the outstanding importance of certain typos of s a t e l l i t e s for that 
purpose. Providing adequate protection for s a t e l l i t e s would also be a si g n i f i c a n t 
contribution i n th i s respect. The opportunity before us i s ripe but perishable. We 
should seize i t without delay. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be remiss i f I concluded my stateracnt without extending 
to you our warmest wishes for your future. The talents that once again you have 
displayed i n providing such an able leadership to the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
undoubtedly be of great value i n the now assignment that awaits you i n Keny?.. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of I t a l y for his statement and kind 
words addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of Canada, Mr. Skinner. 

Mr. SKINNER (Canada): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t I would l i k e to j o i n other speakers 
who have congratulated you on the way i n which you have conducted our meetings 
t h i s month. I think we have, i n spite of a number of enormous d i f f i c u l t i e s , 
actually achieved quite a l o t and a good deal of the credit belongs to you. At 
the same time, I would l i k e to say how sorry we are that you are leaving us 
as indeed are other speakers who have addressed the question of your departure — 
we are sorry, but we'wish you the very best. Before I begin my statement on 
outer space, I would l i k e to say a word or two about why Canada may have some 
credentials to address t h i s problem. One i s the question of our land mass. 
Ever since there has been a consciousness about outer space, i t has been c r i t i c a l 
to us, as a country, to be involved i n the question because of the communications 
aspect that the curve of the earth presents to us as a country. Through 
s a t e l l i t e s we are able to communicate with each other within our own country and 
for t h i s reason we are perhaps one of the leading countries i n space technology. 
Not only do we contribute to space technology but we have also been the recipients 
of i t through the contributions of others, either d i r e c t l y , that i s through 
co-operation with other State Powers, or i n d i r e c t l y , when we have received, of 
course, our Cosmos 954 which has been an interesting expérience. 

I would l i k e now to address the question of outer space i n some d e t a i l . In 
approaching the problems of arras control and outer space, we are taking up the f i r s t 
arras control issue of the twenty-first century. Mr. Arthur Clarke, i n his statement 
a few minutes ago, has given us, I think, a pretty good idea of the dimensions of 
the problems. Even so, we are only beginning to gauge the immensity of the issues: 
we are less than l 8 years from the y'jar 2000 and the negotiations we undertake 
here could have an important effect on the manner i n which we approach the next 
century. 

Several important events have taken place between sessions of the Committee 
on Disarmament, I mean, i n terms of outer space. The completion of the test phase 
of the United States space shi^ttle programme, culminating, as i t did, almost 
25 years ago after Sputnik I, portends certain commercial aspects of the application 
of space technology which could r i v a l as a benchmark i n the exploration of space 
of placing the f i r s t s a t e l l i t e i n o r b i t . The appearance of a reusable space 
vehicle — that i s , the world's f i r s t true spaceship — has implications, the 
dimensions of which are not always easy to grasp. On the Soviet side i s the 
increasing i n t e r n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n of i t s space programme along with i t s technological 
perfection. While Columbia was completing i t s f i n a l test f l i g h t , a French space-man 
was orb i t i n g the earth i n a Soviet spaceship, thus creating vihat i s a unique 
si t u a t i o n of having both astronauts and cosmonauts of three nations i n o r b i t at one 
time. Truly, space i s being internationalized i n a r e a l as well as a conceptual, 
that i s , i n a le g a l manner. 
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The second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
despite the disappointment many f e e l , may have had one positive benefit among 
others. I t dispensed with i l l u s i o n and stands as an object lesson of the necessity 
of working within the framework of what i s possible. Already we see, at the 
summer session of this Committee, a renewed sense of realism, and t h i s sense i s as 
important for our deliberations i n outer space as on any other issue which may 
appear before the Committee. 

In t h i s regard we should consider the effects of UNISPACE ' 8 2 recently concluded 
i n Vienna. I t i s readily apparent that the mandate of the outer space Committee 
on peaceful use and the mandate of t h i s Committee on arms control issues may be 
considered to have i n some respects a mere mirror image aspect. I do not wish to 
deal at great length with the organizational aspects of arms control and 
disarmament; t h i s i s a matter which seems to be of endless fascination, not only 
to t h i s Committee but elsewhere as w e l l . Ue believe i t would be better to move on 
to more substantive matters. i^Ievertheless, i t i s our view that the basic 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r preventing an arms race i n outer space has been placed upon th i s 
Committee by the General Assembly. Ue should therefore take up our work i n an 
energetic fashion. I t i s equally clear that there i s a background i n the outer 
space Committee discussions which w i l l be of immense value here i n the Committee 
on Disarmament: for example, the 196? outer space Treaty i s a product of the outer 
space Committee. As we build upon the outer space Treaty and other aspects of space 
law i n developing the arms control treaty, which we a l l hope for, we must ensure 
that the experiences of the outer space Committee as well as of the CD, the CCD 
and the ENDC are f u l l y u t i l i z e d . We do not think, at t h i s stage, that i t would 
be productive to prolong discussion about whether or not to set up a working group 
on outer space i f .these discussions actually i n h i b i t the Committee from addressing 
the substantive issues. 

On l 8 June, before the General Assembly's second special session on 
disarmament, Prime Minister Trudeau underscored the urgency of coming to grips with 
the development of new weaponry for use i n outer space. He noted that 25 years 
ago, the f i r s t mai-raade s a t e l l i t e was lauiched. That evenc marked a leap i n nan's 
mastery of the natural environment. I have a note here on ray paper, vmich i s a 
term that Mr. Arthur Clarke used i n t h i s regard; he called i t the l a s t and greatest 
arena of human a f f a i r s . 

Mr. Trudeau noted that 15 years ago i t did not seem premature to close off the 
p o s s i b i l i t y that space might be used for other than peaceful purposes. He observed 
that today 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 i s , i n our view, patently inadequate. 

The need, therefore, i s clear and unequivocal. 
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I have noted that the Committee on Disarmament has a considerable wealth of 
experience to draw upon. F i r s t and foremost i s our negotiating experience based 
upon other issues, and a good amount of useful work can be undertaken i n preparation 
for substantive negotiations. For example, an inventory of background material 
relevant to outer space i s es s e n t i a l . There are a number of t r e a t i e s , both 
m u l t i l a t e r a l and b i l a t e r a l , which have served to attempt to reserve the "use of outer 
space for peaceful purposes". In addition to the 19^7 outer space Treaty there i s 
the 1963 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, certain aspects of SALT I and SALT I I , the ABM 
Treaty and m u l t i l a t e r a l t r e a t i e s such as the 1979 moon Treaty, a l l of which have 
a certain significance i n t h i s regard. A compendium of relevant portions of these 
and other aspects of space law, dravm up i n a fashion s i m i l a r to that used'by the 
experts i n United Nations document A/AC.206/14 on the implications of establishing 
an international s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency would, i n our view, be useful indeed. 

There i s a considerable scope, i n these preliminary stages, for dealing with 
other essential and basic matters such as d e f i n i t i o n s , for i t must be recognized^ at 
the outset that i f we are to proceed i n t h i s Committee we must do so on the basis 
of a common and understood language. 

For t h i s reason, and i n t h i s regard, I wish to table i n t h i s Committee a 
working paper on arms control i n outer space which presents the issue i n what we 
have sought to make a balanced and non-controversial manner. This working paper 
has been prepared i n order to put forward under one cover some of the considerations 
i n developing an approach for t h i s Committee. You w i l l see now that i t appears 
i n document CD/520 which has just been di s t r i b u t e d . Among other things, the paper 
presents the dangers i n attempting to categorize space systems i n a r i g i d manner — 
that i s , some systems might lend themselves to categorization; most, however, have 
characteristics which, depending upon the s i t u a t i o n , can be either s t a b i l i z i n g or 
d e s t a b i l i z i n g . You w i l l notice, i n c i d e n t a l l y , as you go through t h i s paper i n 
the fourth paragraph from the end of CD/520, there i s a reference to a table which, 
you w i l l note, does not appear i n the document. The reason for t h i s i s because of 
what I have just s a i d . After a long consideration i t was decided that i t vrould 
serve no useful purpose to try to categorize systems at t h i s stage. Therefore, I 
would ask that a correction be issued to remove that paragraph. 

In any event, I hope th i s working paper w i l l be useful to members and w i l l 
serve as a basic presentation of some of the issues, thereby contributing to a 
measure of common understanding.-

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Canada for his statement and for 
his kind words addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of Ethiopia, His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe. 



CD/PV.103 
25 

Mr. TERREFE (Ethiopia): № , Chairman, i t i s wi'th particular pleasure and 
personal s a t i s f a c t i o n even at this l a t e date that I seize the occasion to 
con'^ratulate you on your assurapbion of the chairmanship for the month of August, 
a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y v/hich you have so ably diяcnarged during a d i f f i c u l t month when 
the Committee had to r e f l e c t on the disappointing results of cha second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and at the sane t i n s plan 
i t s future programme. The particular pleasure and s a t i s f a c t i o n that I express to 
you originate in che fact that our two neighbourly countries have enjoyod for a 
long .time the best of relationships, going back to the time of the heroic struggle 
of your people against colonialism. This bond of friendship betv/een our two 
countries has since been further strengthened by our common struggle against the 
forces which attempt to divide our regional and subregional unity. On a more personal 
note, as you ara about to leave us to take up other appointments, may I express my 
warmest congratulations to you on a Job well done and wish you continued success i n 
your future assignment. My congratulations also go to Ambassador Okawa of Japan 
for the many s i g n i f i c a n t contributions he has made not only during his term of 
o f f i c e but throughout the years he has been associated with the Committee. 
Ambassadors Venkataswaran of India, Valdivieso of Peru and Yu Pelwan of China have 
l e f t us, and Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia i s about to leave us also. My 
dalogation wishes a l l of them success i n t h e i r new assignments. My delegation also 
welcomes to t h i s Committee Ambassadors Datcu of Romania and Cannock of Peru and 
looks forward to co-operating and working closely viith them. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s m-iating at a juncture whon, after four years 
of negotiations under a reorganized machinery, the Committsa has l i t t l e to show by 
way of concrete r e s u l t s . The reasons, at least as far as the non-aligned members 
of t h i s Committee are concerned, are given i n t h e i r common assessment of the 
implementation of the decisions and recommendations of the f i r s t special session 
of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and I hardly need bo 
Elaborate on them. Suffice i t to r e c a l l hero that the review has underlined a 
number of factors constituting major obstacles to the implementation of the programme 
of action for dis irmamenb agrjed upon at oho f i r s t soecial session. These are the 
doctrine of nuclear deterrence, the concept of the so-called "limited nuclear war", 
the suspended negotiations between the two major nuclea.-weapon States, the delay 
in r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I a-^reement, tho refusal by soma nuclear-weapon States 
to accord the highest p r i o r i t y to negotiations on the cessation of nuclear-weapon 
testing i n a l l environments and the gradual elimination of nuclear weapons from 
'Chair arsenals. 

These obstructive attitudes c l e a r l y manifested themselves i n o f f i c i a l 
statements made during the second special sf^ssion and the neTiotiatino; sessions. 
The present climate of international tension and confrontation coupl;;d with 
instances of aggression, intimidation, p o l i t i c a l and econo'nic coercion, directed 
p a r t i c u l a r l y against developing countries, have aggravated the prevailing threat 
to world peace and international security. In such a f l u i d aituncion, the existence 
of nuclear weapona jeopardizes a l l the more the security interests of a l l States. 
The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which threatens the whole of 
:nankind, should have been a focal point for our deliberations and negotiations. 
For these reasons, negotiations should have been i n t e n s i f i e d v;ith a viow to halting 
tho arms race and bringin.r^ 4bout a ,^radual reduction of nuclear weanons u n t i l they 
are completely eliminated from tho arsenals of war. Cut vy- iaiow, ••^egrettably, that 
this viaz not the case. In fact the r e v e r s o was the trend — .^va.-ilng th-- nain issues 
by exaggerating problems such as those conn".cted with v r r l f i c a t i o n inscead of showing 
p o l i t i c a l connitment to essential requirepi-jnts for p..-oceedi.-,.g with substantive 
negotiations. 
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In the past decades e f f o r t s to increase and refine nuclear weapons and 
t h e i r delivery systems have been intenaifled to such an extent that' i t i s now 
possibl-'î to deliver nuclear weapons at distances of thousands of kilometres 
with such, accuracy that no place i n the world i s safe-

The variety of nuclear arsenals i s such that, It i s now contemplated for 
increasing numbers of m i l i t a r y personnel to exercise decisions on t h i s most 
destructive weapon, thus r i s k i n g nuclear war by deliberate design as supported 
by various reports suggesting methods of winning "a protracted nuclear war". 
Even i f these reports are challenged, the r i s k of the outbreak of nuclear war 
by accident, miscalculation, as a result of the escalation of international 
tension, l o c a l wars, etc., i s not ruled out. I t i s for t h i s reason that the 
people of the world attach the greatest importance and urgency to the halting 
of the nuclear .arms race and to proceeding to general and complete disarmament 
under s t r i c t and effective international control. 

The nuclear arms raco threatens the survival of mankind and i t s prevention 
i s , as stated i n the Final Document, "the most acute and urgent task of the 
present day", ^'iewed within such a global framework i t i s d i f f i c u l t to j u s t i f y 
the policy of certain States which conceive t h e i r national security interests 
as the sole c r i t e r i o n to vjhich a l l other States must conform, and defend nuclear 
weapons on grounds of security and national int-srast. This raises a fundamental 
question: whereas the inh^irent right of a State to protect i t s security i s 
recognized, does that right extend to a point where the extinction of mankind 
becomes an acceptable r i s k ? Such an attitude, c e r t a i n l y , i s at variance with 
international norms governing inter-State behaviour. I t further aggravates the 
already tense international climat.-' and inspires mutual mistrust and thus 
weakens confidence-building e f f o r t s which could clear the way for more 
substantive disarmament measures. 

It i s undeniable that the arms race i s a manifestation of attempts to use 
or threaten to use force against the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of oth^r States.' 
Attempts such as interferenc-i i n the internal a f f a i r s of other States, the 
perpetuation of colonial and neo-colonial domination, maintaining under various 
guises the present unjust and inequitable international economic rel a t i o n s , a l l 
o f these f a l l under the same category of manifestation of behaviour contrary to 
enhancing International peace and security. National security interests are 
misconstrued whan chey are used as a means of d e s t a b i l i z i n g other countries and 
rei?ions or simply for claiming them as part of that country's region of " v i t a l 
intr-rest" or when these countries and r'îgions are us'̂ d as demonstration grounds 
for exercising war games with unpredictable consequences for the countries of the 
region concerned. Such an aggressive policy has bean recently witnessed i n 
Lebanon, resulting i n untold misery and suffering of the Lebanese and Palestinian 
people and causing ruthless destruction of l i f e and property which my delegation 
condemns. 

The study entitl.^d "Relationship between disarmament and international 
security" (A/36/597) by vhe Group of Experts appointed by the Secretary-General, 
states that "stretching the demands of national security interests unreasonably 
far would present an obstacle to disarmament". 

"Ло subj ic t matter- has arouS'.̂ d i4'-'eat..r concern я 1 п с э tho Second World I'ar than 
the question of nuclear w'japons, and cho unceasing 'iffortd ever з 1 п с а to prohibit 
'their use. For tí =icades now Ethiopia's position has been that, pending general and 
complete disarmament, the aras r a c j , p a r t i c u l a r l y In i t s nuclear aspect, nust be 
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halted. It was i n t h i s s p i r i t that Ethiopia took the i n i t i a t i v e i n submitting the 
proposal for the t o t a l prohibition'bf the use of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons. 
This proposal was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
sixteenth session i n resolution 1Ô53 (XVl) , which declared the use of nuclear and 
thermonuclear weapons to be contrary to the United Nations Charter and a crime 
against humanity and c i v i l i z a t i o n . The resolution i n i t s operative paragraph (c) 
states : 

"The use of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons i s a war directed not 
against an enemy or enemies alohe but also against mankind i n general, since 
the peoples of the world hot involved i n such a war w i l l be subjected to a l l 
the e v i l s generated by the use of such weapons. " 

I t i s i n - t h i s s p i r i t that Ethiopia received with enthusiasm the declaration by 
the USSR during the second special session that the USSR w i l l "not be the f i r s t to 
use nuclear weapons". We express the hope that t h i s declaration, together with 
e a r l i e r Soviet and Chineae declarations, w i l l induce other nuclear-weapon States to 
make equivalent declarations-banning the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons. 

Like many other countries, Ethiopia had entertained the hope that disarmament 
measures such as the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and the non-proliferation Treaty would 
lead to more s i g n i f i c a n t disarmament measures- But to our dismay, there has been a 
continued upward s p i r a l of the q u a l i t a t i v e and quantitative nuclear arms race. 

To come back"to the focal question of the prevention of the outbreak of nuclear 
war, I would l i k e ' t o quote a passage from the study that I Just referred to: 

"As nuclear arsenals grow with a greater variety of weapons under the 
control or custody of an"increasing number of m i l i t a r y personnel, the danger 
of a nuclear war by inadvertence grows. A nuclear war could be unleashed as 
a result of human or mechanical f a i l u r e , by accident, by miscalôulation, as 
a res u l t of i n e f f e c t i v e command, control and communication procedures or 
capacities, the escalation of a l o c a l conventional war, as a re s u l t of 
blackmail or terrorism or through sheer madness". 

Therefore an urgent task facing us at present i s to remove the danger of the 
outbreak of nuclear war.' 

I t i s with t h i s frame of mind that my delegation considered the positive 
proposal by the delegation of India to establish an ad hoc working group on the 
prevention of nuclear war. This proposal, supported for some time now by many 
delegations, receives our f u l l e s t endor^dament. 

My delegation i s pleased that at long l a s t the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear 
Test Ban has begun i t s d i f f i c u l t work. As the task of the Tforking Group i s made a l l 
the more d i f f i c u l t by the limited nature of i t s mandate, we are assured nevertheless 
by the fact that i t i s chaired by thd distinguished Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden and 
hia very competent delegation. Wo regret, however, that China and France have 
decided not to. participate i n the NTB Working Group. I t i s the view of my delegation 
that a nuclear test ban could hardly be effective without the participation of a l l 
the nuclear-weapon States. Vie hope that the two States w i l l seriously reconsider 
their positions and recognize the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y placed upon them by virtu? of the i r 
nuclear status. 
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At'^vary opportunity that my delegation has had to refer to the comprehensive 
test ban treaty, i t has always expressed i t s favour for the continuation of. the : 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a CTBT. In t h i s connection, the decision of the 
United States not to resume the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i s therefore regrettable 
and such a move would appear to dash the prospects of a meaningful progress on a 
nuclear test ban at present. 

I i-fould now l i k e to say a few words regarding the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
Thc-î Ethiopian delegation has no intention of underestimating nor downgrading the 
importance of an effective v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism for a given disarmament measure. 
The importance and the necessity of v e r i f i c a t i o n for disarmament measures are widely 
recognized by a l l . Lately, however, the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n has been used by a 
few delegations i n the Committee i n a disproportionate manner. We do not question 
at a l l the legitimate concerns expressed by those seeking adequate measures of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n to ensure compliance with any agreement to be concluded. We believe 
t h i s concern i s shared by a l l . However, to engage the Committee i n discussing and 
negotiating o n detailed procedures for v e r i f i c a t i o n without regard to the scope or 
the nature of each particular measure i s to make negotiations contingent upon and 
hostage to the structures of the v e r i f i c a t i o n process. I t would be appropriate, 
therefore, as expressed by the majority of the members of t h i s Committee, r a t i o n a l l y 
to address the.issues of scope and i t s commensurate.compliance procedures. 

We express the hope that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons w i l l show 
progress corresponding to i t s current intensified. work. In t h i s context I would 
l i k e to express the admiration of my delegation for the able and dynamic leadership 
that Ambassador Sujka has provided to the chemical weapons Working Group. The 
emphasis placed on working out a composite text on the various elements needs to be 
urgently reinforced by a new demonstration of a strong p o l i t i c a l input so as to 
generate meaningful progress. In t h i s regard, the Ethiopian delegation would l i k e 
to re i t e r a t e i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n , already expressed-at the second special session, at 
the i n i t i a t i v e undertaken by the Soviet Union i n submitting a draft document on the 
basic provisions of a chemical weapons convention. 

The provisions r e l a t i n g to international on-site inspections to v e r i f y the 
destruction of chemical weapons stockpiles and to control the production of those 
chemicals permissible under a future convention are most notable. The Soviet draft, 
i n our view, provides an impetus for serious negotiations on chemical weapons. We 
would appeal to and encourage those delegations vihich have addressed t h e i r legitimate 
inq u i r i e s to the Soviet delegation and sought c l a r i f i c a t i o n s on the Soviet provisions, 
to undertake likewise a corresponding bold i n i t i a t i v e on this urgent and important 
subject. 

Before concluding, l e t me touch yery b r i e f l y upon the item inscribed on our 
agenda for today's plenary meeting, "prevention of an arms race i n outer space", a 
subject with which we have to deal more f u l l y i n the future. The Ethiopian 
delegation believes that space technology should be u.'-ied s o l e l y for peaceful purposes. 
Therefore, any m i l i t a r y applications or any h o s t i l e use of space should be s t r i c t l y 
prohibited by an international treaty or international agreements. Faced with rapid 
space technology and i t s frightening dimensions, our e f f o r t s to prevent an arms, race 
i n outer space w i l l face -^rsat-^r d i f f i c u l t i e s the longer the r e a l i z a t i o n ' o f the'' 
objective of a demilitarized outer space i s delayed by lack of a common approach. 
It i s our earnest hope, therefore, that through the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group, concrete proposals can be pursued, developed and negotiated for a 
common approach to make outer space a l a s t i n g and peaceful heritage of mankind. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thahl; the representative of Ethiopia f o r hie statement and 
for the kind remarks that he lias addressed to the Chair. I пом give the f l o o r 
to the distinguished representative of the Geiraan Democratic Republic, His 
Excellency Aabaasador Herder. 

Ilr. lEKDER (German Democratic Republic); In accordance with i t s programme 
of work, tho Committee takes up toda.y itera 7 — the prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space. Therefore, I would l i k e to d%/ell upon t l i i s question i n the f i r c t 
part of my statement. Afteri-rards, I am going to touch upon some aspects of the 
work of the 1-ШЗ Uorking Group. 

There i s no doubt that nuclear dioanaament, including p a r t i c u l a r l y a 
comprehensive test ban, i s the item of liighcst p r i o r i t y t h i s Committee has to 
deal v;ith. At the same time we cejinot leave out of sight developments i n other 
f i e l d s irhich — i f not prevented at an early stage — could have serious 
d e s t a b i l i z i n g and dangerous consequences for international security and the 
maintenance of peace i n the future. Recent events prove tho-t the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n 
of outer space i s becoming a r e a l i t y . I t i s no longer a question of science 
f i c t i o n . I t i s also no secret bhat certain m i l i t a r y planners regard outer space 
as the " b a t t l e f i e l d of the future". Their programmes of super-arnament i n outer 
space have become part and psrcel of t h e i r concept aimed at achieving m i l i t a r y 
superiority. 

Taking into account these dangerous developments, my countrj'" fa,vours the 
prohibition of the deployrîient of any kinds of vœapons i n outer space, Isi appropriate 
international agreement would e f f e c t i v e l y curb an arras гэ.се i n outer space oAid 
promote the peaceful uses of th i s area. 

Ue were very much s a t i s f i e d that t h i s basic position \,'as adhered to by almost 
a l l delegations at the recently concluded Conference, ШПЗГАСЕ I I . 

As f a r as t M s Committee i s concerned, ny delegation i s led by the following 
approach; 

F i r s t l y , the ban should be a comprehensive one. I t should prohibit the 
deployment of any kinds of ггеаропв i n outer space. Thus, the b z n would include 
the prohibition of r n t i - s a t e l l i t e vreapons, but ̂ rould not be lim i t e d to i t . 
Focusing on. a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons only would not exclude the extension of the 
arms race i n outer space into other directions. 

Secondly, following the request of the United Hâtions General Assembly contained 
i n resolution 36/99» "the Committee on Dis?rmaraent should embark on negotiations, 

Ue regret tha,t some States seem, up to novi, not to be prepared to accept the 
negotiating role of bhe Committee concerning t l i i s iter.i. 
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But how long should WG v a i t for r e a l necotis-tioiiG, not to spaalc abaut__ 
measures to curb -'zhe an:is race i n outer а-,".се? Ve hr,VG to i-ke into account the 
fact that the united Ьгг.ьзс сог.е ¿"e-.-.rs .ago jroLc .ГГ b i l a t e r a l talks on the 
cessation of the ап'лз race i n outer space. Even uore- as i s well кпото, the 
United States only гесолЫу set- up a militr.r;-' cuter space соппг-nd and i s 
iuplementing л hufe n i l i s a r y progrcaiae i n cutsx space. 

Therefore, no efforts shoulrl Ъс spared to start innediately necotiations on 
the prohibition of tiic aras race i n outer space. The draft treaty tabled by the 
UbSn l a s t year represents rai appropriate basis f o r reaJ nego crrtions. 

Л V/orkin/r Croup chould be cet up on t l i i c cubject. \/here should a l l substantive 
problems be discussed end. e::plored i f not i n the framework of such a body? 

One cannot pronounce oneself i n favour of the consideration of concrete 
measures against the amis race i n outer space wMle at the sane time r e j e c t i n g the 
establishment of appropriate bodies to deal with a l l the proposals, draft treaties 
and documents wMch he.ve been submitted on t l i i s subject, hy delegation f u l l y 
supports the draft mandate for such a Uorking Group proposed by the Hongolian 
People's Republic i n document CD/272, The Committee should taJce action on t l i i s 
proposal and not confine i t s e l f to a non-committing acadenic e::ercioe on the 
prevention of the ams race i n outer space. 

Ну delegation w i l l suppoi>t every i n i t i a t i v e to t l i i s end. 

In the course of this session, шу delegation has already on ceveral occe.sions 
explained i t s position concerning sone basic as well as current problems \rith 
regard to a conprehensive test ban. Since the ne\rly established ITTB l/orking Group 
i s novr i n an advajiced sta-go of i t s ijork, allow ne to uelze sone further couments 
i n this connection. 

ily country вЛ'^еЫлез great iaportance .o the Golution of the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
problens connected мИЪ. a, CTB. ^Ippropriante v e r i f i c a t i o n neasures should ensure 
compliance with the obligations of the treaty, enliance confidence i n i t , and 
thereby induce countrieu to ?dhere to i t . At the sone tine, i с strnds to reason 
thr.t issues concerning verifica^tion cannot be diacussed and solved i n a vacuun, 
but only i n close connection i.d th the basic question of the ti-eaty — ;;he scope 
of the prohibition. Concrete v e r i f i c a t i o n ueacures are onlj' tc be a^greed upon i f 
i t i s кпогт precisely what i s to be prohibited rxid, thus, to be v e r i f i e d . 

This rela'cionship between scope rnd v e r i f i c a t i c u was clca,rly spellou out i n 
paragraph 31 of !̂he Pin a l Dccuuent of the lirsfc special cGCsion on disarnanent. 
Concerning the \rark of t h i s Group, ny delegation, l i k e the t.olcgations of other 
s o c i a l i s t countries, nroceeca fron the understanding that issues relating- to 
verifica.tion of conpliaaice with с CTBT -,,'ill be eiicuined ac r e p l i e d to a treaty 
\/hÍGh would prohibit a l l test er.nlosiono of nuclear ъ-еапопз i n any environment, 
which would be of unlinited Ourrtion, '.rauld provide for г soluticn, acceptable 

file:///rith
file:///rark


CD/PV.185 
31 

(llr. Herder, German Deraocratic Republic) 

to a l l parties, of the problem of underground explosions f o r peaceful purposes, 
and would include eimong i t s pa.rticipзлts a l l nuclear-wee.pon States, In close 
connection with such an understanding on the scope of a CTB, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries proposed a l i s t of seven items r e l a t i n g to verifica.tion to be discussed, 
i n the NTB Uorking- Group. 

Unfortunately, i t was not possible to agree at the begiiming of the work of 
thi s Group on an outline of i t s programme of work based on a clear understanding 
on the scope of the pro l i i b i t i o n . 

iin abstract discussion on v e r i f i c a t i o n questions, i . e . , without relevance 
to a s p e c i f i c scope, could he-rdly lead to concrete conclusions with rega,rd to 
CTB v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

liy delegation highly appreciates the efforts of the Chairman of the 
ilTB Uorking Group, Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden, and his alternate, Hr. Hyltenius, 
to f u l f i l the mandate of t h i s Group. The \Jcrking Group has so f a r had an 
in t e r e s t i n g exchaJige of views on the scope of the prohibition as v/ell as on ba-sic 
questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Ue appreciate the contributions made i n t i i i s regard 
by the delegations of the Soviet Union, India and. Sweden, among others, as \rell 
as by the Chairman of the seismic experts Group, i l r . Ericsson. 

i-t the same time, ue cannot but express our concern at the tendency shovm by 
some delegations to involve the \/orking Group i n acaxlemic debates on v e r i f i c a t i o n 
questions having no other purpose than to make the Cor-imittee forget a l l the 
useful experience accumulated during more than 2 C years of negotiations on CTB 
issues. Those delegations even seem to neg'lect the results of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations i n vihich some of them participated. In these negotiations, a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l v e r i f i c a t i o n systev.-. f o r a CTB'j? was ela.borated. I t iras a ma.tter c f 
great s a t i s f a c t i o n to ray delegation thrt the USSR only recently re-emphasized 
that i t regards t l i i s verifica,tion system as adequate. 

In the judgement of my delegation, the îlTB V/orking Group seems- to- be now 
at a turning point; either, i t v.iig'ht proceed from the assumption tliat a,ll the 
teclinical means necessary for verifying- coupliance i r i t h a СТБТ v i t h a s u f f i c i e n t 
degree of certaintj'' exist aiid i t i s now time to elafüorate the p o l i bical a.nd legal 
framework or elements of such a v e r i f i c a t i o n syntem; or, i t might go the other 
way round, o-nd start a new detailed, debate on highly technical issues, and study 
a l l pros and cons of the пеэ.пз of v e r i f i c t ^ t i o n x.'ith the hope of obtaining i n the 
distant future an iôea cf a possible v e r i f i c a t i o n syster.i. This a.lternative i s 
not news both trends determined also the discussions held i n the I 9 6 C 3 and IS'TOs 
i n this Coiiimittee on a СТБ. 

But should vre not tal-:e into account the e::perience gained i n order to avoid 
the f a i l u r e s of the past? 
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In the IS'TOs t\,'c raain viov/s uere i n the centre cf debates on CTB v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Ths f i r s t View UOG that the v e r i f i c a t i o n problem cculd be resolved on the 
basis of пэ-tional means, i . e . remote control, supplemented and improved upon by 
international co-operation and procedures. These two methods \70uld complement 
each other. Tliis opinion was expressed i n 1171 by nine non-aligned ?nd neutral 
countries i n working paper СС1.'/354. L s i m i l a r position was held by the s o c i a l i s t 
countries. The second view was that seismic methods of detecting and i d e n t i f y i n g 
underground nuclear e:;cplosions vrould not be capable of providing adequate 
national technical means of v e r i f y i n g я CTB. The conclusion v/ac dra^m that there 
v;as a continuing need for study and research into seismic uethods of detection 
and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of underground events. This 'viev; was held, i n t e r a l i a , by the 
United King6.ora i n document С0Ъ/А\,2, L s i m i l a r position vras taken by the 
United States delegation which declared, for example, i n 1974: "Por us, the most 
promising approach to acliieving a СТБ l i e s i n continuing serious vrork on the 
technical issues that must be resolved, s p e c i f i c a l l y those involved i n the problem 
of verification''' (CCD/PV , 6G4 ) . 

I t i s , of course, important to c l a r i f y and solve technical problems connected 
with v e r i f i c a t i o n of a CTB. Hov/ever, at some point a p o l i t i c a l decision should 
be talcen. Other^/ise, thore would bo a danger of converting negotiations into 
technical deliberations, and t h e i r purpose — a CTBT — would be buried under a 
heap of technical papers. 

In vievr of the actual inportance of t l i i s question, шу delegation has discussed 
this ''technical approach" already i n deta.il i n the НТВ Working Group. I t 
especially dv/elt upon the questions of evasion techjiiques vmich i n tho 197Gs 
vrare advanced by the delegations of the United States and the United iiingdoni and 
which, i n t h e i r view, could very much hamper the effic i e n c y of seisnic means. 

Gf course, such p o s s i b i l i t i e s may theoretica.lly, and even p r a c t i c a l l y , not 
be excluded. But here again, should one not f i r s t of a l l take into a^ccount the 
p o l i t i c a l aspect of this matter? I t i s only too obvious that a vrauld-be v i o l a t o r 
of a CTBT would have to vreigh up the possible m i l i t a r y advantages gained by 
cheating using the above-mentioned methods against the p o l i t i c a l disadvantages i n 
the event of the v i o l a t i o n being detected. Iloreover, the Government concerned 
must talce into account the ca p a b i l i t y of on international seismic netvrork to 
detect' the viola,tion. Furthermore, would i t then not be advisable to look for 
an appropriate p o l i t i c a l solution of t l i i s problem? Tliis could be an obligation 
by each State party to a CTBT not to impede the national technical neans of the 
other parties, including the prohibition of the use of ccncealuent measures, 
i n t e r a l i a , evasion techjiiquos. 

Another question vjhich played an important role i n the CTB discussions vras 
the problem of on-site inspections. In s c i e n t i f i c literai,ture i t i s broa.dly 
enphasized that those i'nspectio'ns could only aa^rginally axld to the eff i c i e n c y 
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of a seismic netu-o.rl:. Tliis view v;as also broadly shared by many delegations i n 
the discussions on СТ?Б questions which have teJcen place i n t l i i s Committee over 
the years. In this regard, I v/ould l i k e to dravr your attention to document CCD//J.01 
tabled i n 1976 by the Swedish delegs^tion. Cn the other hand, the United States 
delegation i n particular stressed the iraportajice of on-site inspection. I t stated 
for example i n 1976 that "adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of a СТБ continues to require 
some on-site inspection" (CCD/?V ,704). However, that delegation never provided 
a clea.r answer to the question of v h 3 . t i s meant by "adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n " and 
vrhat special purpose on-site inspection would serve. In 197^, the USSR decla.red 
i t s support f o r the " v e r i f i c a t i o n by challenge" concept and includeô an appropria-te 
provision i n i t s dra,ft trea.ty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear 
weapon tests (CCD/523). Tlius, one mi/rht have thou£Íit that United States concerns 
ЬаЛ been met. Eovrever, the course a^d the actual sta.te of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations, as vrell a.s the work of this Committee, provoke the question: what 
i s given more importance i n the position of the United Sta.tes — the sea-rch f o r 
"adequa.te v e r i f i c a t i o n " , or the interest i n continuing nuclear weapons tests to 
develop the nev/ nuclea.r warheads necessary f o r the implementation of th e i r new 
nuclear vrarfare doctrines? 

l/hen considering issues of CTB verifica.tion, \re should not allow ourselves 
to be bogged doini i n a wealth of teclinical detaàls and unreal questions. The 
overriding questions are p o l i t i c a l ones and \re must fi n d p o l i t i c a l ans^rers to 
them, corroborated by certain teclinicad methodn, e g , , i n the f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
lioreover, e x i s t i n g technical mea,ns ?.lread.y provide a, s u f f i c i e n t c a p a b i l i t y for 
CTB verifica.tion. Therefore, I cannot but a.gree with the former reprecenta.tive 
of Canada to the Committee on Disa-rmanent, Amba^ssaxlor Pea,rson, ;;lio stated i n 1979^ 

''The ea fcablishjnent of a f u l l y - t e s t e d world dâ tâ  exchange system to 
\<rhich a l l of us can contribute could be one of the most effective methods 
availa-ble to the international comraunitj'- for setting up a comprehensive 
test ban regime. Let us be clear, however, that problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
are a natter of judgement, not of technical perfection''. (CD/?V . 4 ) 

I t vrould also be d i f f i c u l t not to agree with the conclusion contained i n the 
already quoted Swedish vrorlcing paper, CCD/¿Í81: " I t would be impossible to create 
a v e r i f i c a t i o n system that \iould secure tlie timely detection of any viola.tion of 
a treaty at anjr time". To loolc f o r sucli a "perfect" v e r i f i c a t i o n system could 
only i n d e f i n i t e l y postpone the elaboration and conclusion of a CTBT. U i t h a l l 
seriousness we siiould ra.ther faxe the q^uestion: wliicli danger i s greater — the 
threat caused by the absence of a GTDT, or the low r i c i : noced by a not 
100 per cent v e r i f i c a t i o n systeu? Given tho nrscent sta-te c f seismic a.rt, no 
country could rea.listica.llj'- expect to conceal Glaлdostine tests except perhaps 
tests of small y i e l d weapons of l i t t l e m i l i t a r y value. 
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Thus, uy delega-tion shares the opinion expressed c.lready i n 1972 hy the 
United nations Secretary-General: 

"ШоНе I recognize xnat differences of vieus s t i l l reaain concerning-
the effcctivenearj of seismic n^thods of det-;ction ar.cl i'.entification of 
underground nuclear tcrb--, e::perts of the hJ-ghost standing believe that i t 
i s possible to i d e n t i f y a l l such explosions doim to the l e v e l of ̂  few 
l:ilotons. Even i f a feu such tests cculd be conducteci clandestinely, i t 
i s most unlikely that a sex-isc of such tests could escape detection. Iloreover, 
i t nry be quesbioned vdiether there are any inportrnt strategic reasons for 
continuing such tests or, indeed, \/he ьлсг there x/ould be nuch n i l i t a r y 
significance to tests of such s n a i l uagiiitude. 

"\/lien one takes into account che e::isting neans of v e r i f i c a t i o n by 
seisnic and other methods, ajid the p o s s i b i l i t i e s provided Ъу international 
procedures of v e r i f i c a t i o n such сs consultation, inquiry and v h c t has cone 
to be knoim as 'verifica^tion by challenge' or 'inspection by i n v i t a t i o n ' , 
i t i s d i f f i c u l t to understand further delay i n achieving agreement on an 
underground test ban. 

"In the l i g h t of a l l these considerations, I share the inesca.pable 
conclusion that the potential r i s k s of continuing underground nuclear weapon 
tests xrould f a r outweigh any possible ri s k s from ending such tests". 

This viexf v/as clso broa-dly sha-rod among experts i n the United 3ta,tas. In a 
statement made i n 1^76, the Arnc Control Association said the following: 

"The conbination of inprovement i n seisnic detection systens riid 
s a t e l l i t e surveillance capabiii-cies hcs led пглу ams control experts to 
conclude that a CTB could be adequately v e r i f i e d st the present tine by 
national means. They stress that the v e r i f i c a t i o n question i s not whether 
an extremely s n a i l nuclea-r test {& f^w ki].otons) ca.n go undetected, but 
rather whether the r i s k of not being able to detect such s n a i l tests would 
be of any n i l i t a r y significance. Furthernore, the country contenplating 
such a v i o l a t i o n of a CTB would also need to e::anine M h e t h e x a weapon tost 
of such a smell y i e l d would produce l a i l i t a r y benefits v o v t h r i s k i n g detection 
and the abrogation of the treatj-". 

Last but not least l e t ras quote fron a statenent delxvered i n 1572 by the 
former United States representative to the CCD and tixLs Connitteo, 
.'uabassador Adrian Fisher, before the Senate Foreign Relations Coanittee: 

"Ue have solved nany of the problens of d i c c r i n i n a t i n g be tween 
earthquakes and explosiona; \те can i d e n t i f y explosions down to yields of 
Э few kilotons. Thci-e w i l l always, no na-tter h o v v>uch research we do, be 
sone events of low yieldi tha.t cannot be i d e n t i f i e d . Tliis doesn't ,.]ea.n, 
however, that a conprchenoive test ban i s undesirohlo. 
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"But let'с put thing's i n proper perspective; verifica,tion of a 
comprehensive test ban lies alirays been only part of the problem. The ma,in 
question which existed i n 195^ and exists today, 14 years l a t e r , i s r e a l l y 
this one: do we \rant to continue testing nuclear ггеаропз? ... 

" I f we decide that i t i s i n our best interest to ban tcots, I do'believe 
that lac]: of a. pi-ecise c a p a b i l i t y to distinguish earthqualces from explosions 
at very lo\r magnitudec v i i l l not stand i n the way of our moving tovrard a 
comprehensive tost ban t x Q a t j . \Je do not need to deploy a single nevr piece 
of equipment or a\;ait tho developuent of s t i l l more data to be i n a position 
to start negotiations. 

"\/e should continue research i n the means of seismic discrimination. 
I t i s l i k e l y to recuit i n more r e l i a b l e , more e f f i c i e n t sjaà probably s t i l l 
more accurate means of disci-imination, but i t i s not now the r e a l obstacle 
to the comprehensive test ban treaty that I hope t l i i s administration w i l l 
пог: decide seriously to pursue", 

I thinlc that these questions, touched upon by ^.mbassador Fisher i n 1S72, 
have not — after 10 yearc — l o s t t h e i r importance and t o p i c a l i t y . On the 
contrary. 

Let rae summarize: i n discucsing- v e r i f i c a t i o n questions r e l a t i n g to a CTB, 
Me should c a r e f u l l y take into account the experience of the past. Ue cannot neglect 
the ba,sic ideas v/hich vrere already developed lábh regard to CTB v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
E f f o r t s to start the whole exercise from the very beginning- — "from scratch" — 
V70uld not serve any pra,cticaJ purpose. They would ra.ther lead to a new protracted 
verifica^tion debate. 

In j o i n i n g the concensus on tho — franlily speaJcing — modest raanda.te of the 
ИТБ Uorking Group, i t MPS the understanding of my delegation that this mandate 
could not be any long-term solution. The Committee should, rather, a.t the end 
of this session or at the beginning- of the 19^5 session, decide on a new, more 
for\-/ard-looking and action-orientated mandate. 

The CHAIlHI/i'T; I tliajilc tho rcpresentabive of the German Democratic Republic 
fo r his statement. 

Ue have exhausted the tine rvaila,ble f o r this morning's meeting, so I suggest 
that Vie suspend the plenary meeting пом and. resume i t tMs afternoon at 5oO p.m. 

I f there i s no objection, we w i l l oroceed a,ccording-ly. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 .15 Р-и. and resumed at 5 . 5 0 Р»ш» 

file:///rant


CD/FV.135 
5¿ 

The CI-IillHII/iIí; The I C ^ v l plenary meeting of the Committee on Bisarmament i s 
resumed. 

I noir give the f l o o r to the distinjiaióhed representative of Algeria, l i r . Taffar. 

Ш. T/uHJ'ijJI (Algeria) (translated from French); I-Ir. Chairman, allow me f i r s t 
of a l l to offer you the congratulations of the Algerian delegation on the v;ay i n which 
you have been presiding over слхг Committee, and to t e l l you how happy my delegation 
Is to r-ee the representative of an African country guiding оггг work during this-
month cf August. 

Ue should also l i k e to congratulate your predecessor, ikibassador Okawa, who, 
vrith the s k i l l with which we are a l l f a m i l i a r , presided over the fortunes of the 
Committee at a c r u c i a l time i n our work. 

I should, l a s t l y , l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express the gratitude of 
Ambassador Salah-Bey to a l l those who have v/ished him everj'' success i n his new 
appointment. 

Since this, i s the f i r s t time that my delegation i s taking the f l o o r at a plenary 
meeting, I beg you to allow i t , i n accordance 'rith rule 31 of оггг rules of procedure, 
to refer to various matters which are of particular concern to us. 

I t vras hig h l y - s i g n i f i c a n t that at the very moment t/hen the General Assembly, 
meeting in special session, was discussing problem.s of disarmament and security, 
the "Zionist entity", encouraged by complicity of a l l kinds, was launching a new and 
barbarous aggression against the Lebanese and'Palestinian peoples with the c l e a r l y 
declared aim of li n u i d a t i n g the Palestinian people. This aggression, which amounted 
vir"tually to genocide, reminded us once again, i f that \газ necessary, how pointless 
i s our search f o r peace and security throu.gh general and complete disarmament so long 
as international relations are based on the exercise of force and domination. 

The second special session cf the General Assembly devoted to disarmament ended 
i n failuTP, as many delegations here have pointed out. There i s no need, however, 
to look f a r f o r the causes of t h i s setback. The outcome of that session nevertheless 
confirmed the elementary truth that i t i s the lack cf p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of 
certain powers that i c the main stur.foling-bloch to any substantial progress i n the 
sphere of disarmament. True, the constant deterioration in the international climate 
i n not conducive to the success of such gatherings, as ma'ny delegations around t h i s 
table have r i g h t l y stressed. Hoi.rever, i t mt\st be recornized that t h i s deterioration 
i s caused and maintained by a system based on pri n c i p l e s of â.omination and exploitation. 
But the root cause of the f a i l u r e i s undoubtedly the attitude of certain powers which 
conceive and apprehend problems of securitj' only in terms of relations of strength 
and the balance of power, an approach \;hich-inevitably leads to an attempt to gain 
supremacy through a feverish arms race. I t i s t h i s stuiübling-blocií, the lack of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l , which prevents the Committee on Bisarmament from undertaking r e a l 
negotiations on the v i t a l l y important questions which are before i t . A:; a r e s u l t , 
the entire m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating process on disarmament matters i s at an im.passe. 
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The disappointment we r i g h t l y f e e l at the failiH?e of the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament i s a l l the greater v/hen \ i e remember 
the e f f o r t s made by the non-aligned countries and the f l e x i b i l i t y they shovred 
throughout that session. Me vrere j u s t i f i e d i n hoping that in response to such an 
attitude the States Tihich vrere blocking a consensus vrould make an effort to help 
reach a compromise. -Unfortunately that was not the case. 

This frustration ought not, hov/ever, to paralyse us. On the contrary, v;e must 
redouble our e f f o r t s to t r y to achieve concrete r e s u l t s on bhe questions that are 
before us. This i s the only iray of restoring a certain credibiíity to the • 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating machineiy' and i n p a r t i c u l a r to the Committee on Disarmament 
vihose r e s p o n s i b i l i t y has thereby become even more important. 

1/hile the General Assembly at i t s second special session f a i l e d in i t s p r i n c i p a l 
objective, namely, the adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, i t 
at least had the merit of c l e a r l y reaffirming the v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document 
of 1970 and States' commitment to respect the p r i o r i t i e s established i n the Programme 
of Action adopted by consensus at the f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament. 
On the strength of t h i s reaffirmation, the Committee on Disarmament ought to continue 
to vrork on the basis of those objectives and p r i o r i t i e s . 

Having made these few remarks of a general nature, I should l i k e nov-; b r i e f l y 
to touch upon some of the items appearing on our agenda for t h i s summer session. 

My delegation shared the viev/s of those delegations vihich proposed that three 
of the ad hoc vrorking groups should be "put to sleep" f o r the period of this short 
згшшег session. 

V/hat, after a l l , could vje expect from a resumption of the negotiations on a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament a fev; vreeks a f t e r the second special session? 
A period for r e f l e c t i o n i n fact seems to us e n t i r e l y necessary before the ''•i'orking Group 
on t h i s subject resumes i t s a c t i v i t i e s . Furthermore, t h i s v d l l give 
Ambassador Garcia Robles time to hold consultations on ways and means of resming the 
negotiations on sounder bases so that the Committee on Disarmament may be i n a 
position to submit a draft programme of general and complete disarmsonent to the 
General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session, i n accordance vjith the decision adopted 
at the second special session. Ve are, hov-rever, f i r m l y convinced that such a 
programme, to have any r e a l value, must include s p e c i f i c and concrete measxAres of 
disarmament, establish an order of p r i o r i t y in accordance with paragraph 45 of the 
F i n a l Document, lay down at least a tentative time-table f o r the application of the 
measures enumerated and, l a s t l y , contain a credible commitment on the part of a l l 
States to cariy out a l l the elements -of this programme. 

The Ad Hoc l/orking Group on Padiological Víeaponc i s at an impasse becaiise of 
fundamental differences of views on such important questions as the scope of the 
prohibition, the d e f i n i t i o n of ra d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, the procedure f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliance vfith the treaty, peaceful uses and, f i n a l l y , the prohibition of 
attacks upon nuclear installation^,. Given such divergences of view, i t was 
undesirable f o r the Ad Hoc forking Group meet regularly during this session. Here 
again, vre hope that the conrultations being held by iunbassador Wegener M I Y L bring 
about a s u f f i c i e n t r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of these positions to permit the Group to emerge 
from i t s impasse. 
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Aa te the Ad Hoc 'forking Group on Security Assurancec, vre consider that the key 
to the problem i s in the hands of the nuclear-v/eapon Powers, f o r only a change of 
attitude on t h e i r nart could give meaning to our ircrlc i n thir. Group. Me can, hovrever, 
only express our pleasure at the solemn declaration of non-first-use of nuclear 
weapons made by the Soviet Union at the second special session. China also having 
given a si m i l a r undertaking, we hope that the other 'uiclear-weapon Powers w i l l 
reconcider the i r positions and undertake at l a s t to offer the non-nuclear-weapon 
States a l l the requisite assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear 
ггеаропп. Me have al.<:o taken note of the change i n Prance's position which appeared 
to be i m p l i c i t in the statement made by the French l i i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s at 
the second special session. 

I should l i k e now to offer some b r i e f comments on the ouestions we are dealing 
with at t h i s session. 

My delegation i s , of course, very pleased at the long-awaited establishment of 
an Ad Hoc Uorking Group on a Huclear Test Ban. The choice of Ambassador Lidgard as 
Chairman of that Tforking Group i s further cause for s a t i s f a c t i o n . His appointment 
amounts i n fact to a well-deserved tribute to his country, Sweden, which has always 
fought for the cessation of nuclear tests, but i t i s also a tr i b u t e to the exceptional 
q u a l i t i e s /ünbassador Lidgard has shoTO \rhenever he has been asked to direct a 
working group. 

As we a l l каом, the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on a ÎTuclear Test Ban has a l i m i t e d 
mandate, the result of concessions m.ade p r i n c i p a l l y by the Group of 21, which saw the 
establishment of the Group i;ith such a mandate as a f i r s t step towards the genuine 
negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear-vreapon tests, in accordance with 
paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Document. Ue are, however, convinced that the question 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n cannot be dealt vrith in the abstract and that p r i o r agreement on the 
sphere of application aad the nature of the future treaty i s necessary, i f only as a 
working hypothesis. Furthermore, any attempt to i s o l a t e v e r i f i c a t i o n questions could 
\ r e l l involve us i n purely technical discussions or academic d.ebates. '/e would have 
wished, the Group tc use the meetings allocated to i t during t h i s session to iay the 
groundvrork f o r a solution to v e r i f i c a t i o n questions so that i t would r e a l l y be able to 
start the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear tests from the beginning of 
next year, unfortunately, however, t h i s appears not to be the case. Ue, for our part, 
are ready to agree to any v e r i f i c a t i o n system provided i t i s universal and 
non-discriminatorj'" and alloi's a l l States access to a l l data. 

The Algerian delegation has taken note of the decision of t i r o nuclear-weapon 
otates not to participate i n the work of the Ad Hoc \íorking Group on a i-Tuclear Test Ban. 
Ue nevertheless hope that these two Powers w i l l contribute to the Group's лютк by 
other means and i n p a r t i c u l a r through the intermediary of the Chairman of the 
Uorking Group. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s s t i l l , as in the past, prevented from discussing 
the eminently p r i o r i t y question of the cessation of the arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. Once more, гЛ.1 the proposals ;put forward under t h i s item of our agenda 
have been rejected for lack of a consensus. Does not that constitute a denial of the 
r i g h t of a l l States to participate i n negotiatioiis directlj'- affecting t h e i r v i t a l 
security i n t e r e s t s , -.rhich i n cer t a i n l y true of nuclear disarmament questions? 
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We recognize, of coiirse, that the nuclear-weapon States have a special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y in such negotiations. But t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ceases to be exclusive 
as soon as the issues under discussion are such as to affect the security of a l l 
States. 

The i n i t i a t i o n of r e s t r i c t e d negotiations, however important, cannot be used as 
an argument to j u s t i f y the holding up of the m u l t i l a t e r a l process of negotiation. 
My delegation remains convinced of the need to set up an ad hoc working group to 
implement paragraph 50 of the P i n a l Document and to i d e n t i f y the basic questions 
to be dealt with in m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear disarmament, lie also 
support the Indian proposal f o r the establishment, under this item, of a vrorking group 
to negotiate, as the f i r s t stage i n the negotiating process on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race, p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear v;ar. I t i s 
more urgent than ever today to adopt effective measures to reduce the r i s k of 
nuclear мат. 

Another item on our agenda second only i n importance to that of nuclear weapons 
i s the question of chemical vreapons. The negotiations on t h i s subject are extremely 
promising, to judge by the progress made — slow, i t i s true, but substantial — and 
the i n t e n s i t y of vrork of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group under the guidance of 
Ambassador Sujka. The Group has i n fact embarked on the delicate and c r u c i a l stage 
of t r y i n g to reach a compromise on the questions vrhich remain at issue. 

The main tasks remaining before the Working Group are to f i n d a balance acceptable 
to a l l parties between national means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and the international 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system and to reconcile the positions of delegations on the question of 
a clause prohibiting the use of chemical víeapons. On the l a t t e r point i t appears 
that the Working Group i s near a compromise which, without prejudice to the 
Protocol of 1925» meets the requirements of delegations demanding the inclusion 
of such a provision. The solution of these tvro important questions v r i l l mean that 
an appreciable advance has been made tovrards the conclusion of a convention on 
chemical weapons. 

The question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s the item f o r 
discussion at our meeting today. No one i s unavrare of the importance of t h i s subject 
in view of the threat of the extension of the arms race to outer space vñiich i s 
increasing day by day. The use of space technology for m i l i t a r y p-urposes greatly 
increases the r i s k of outer space becoming the arena of r i v a l r i e s and constituting 
a threat to peace, security and the peaceful use of space. Paragraph 80 of the 
P i n a l Document of I 9 7 8 states that further measures should be taken and appropriate 
international negotiations held to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 

In the consideration of t h i s question, the importance and complexity of vrhich 
no one can deny, a global approach should be adopted covering a l l types of armaments 
and a l l a c t i v i t i e s connected with the development, production, stockpiling and 
deployment and use i n outer space of a l l types of v^eapons, v/hile allowing the r i g h t 
of every State to engage i n the exploration and the peaceful use of outer space. 
A l l negotiations on t h i s question ought, moreover, to include a consideration of 
measures to promote international co-operation i n the matter of the use of outer 
space f o r peaceful purposes. 
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The time has thus come to start negotiations towards the adoption of effective 
measiores to prevent the extension of the arms race to outer space. To t h i s end, 
my delegation supports the proposal f o r the setting up of an ad hoc working•group 
on t h i s question, without prejudice to respect for the order of p r i o r i t y of the 
questions included i n the Committee's agenda. 

I should l i k e , before I conclude, to say a few trords about the Committee's 
i.'orking methods. My delegation s t i l l believes that the formula of ad hoc vrorking groups 
constitutes the best approach for the consideration of the iten-^ that are before us. 
On the basis of t h i s conviction, my delegation supports in p r i n c i p l e any proposal f o r 
the establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group which would help us to move for^ward 
along the road to disarmament, due respect being paid to the order of p r i o r i t i e s set 
forth i n the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The Algerian delegation consequently deplores the misuse 
of the p r i n c i p l e of consensus to block the establishment of ad hoc working groups on 
such urgent matters as the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

The СНАШШ'Т; I thank the representative of Algeria for h i s statement_and f o r 
the kind words he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
distinguished representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. 

Mr. ТХМЕЕШАЕУ (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
The delegation of the USSR would l i k e to make a f e u b r i e f comments in connection with 
the progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on seismic events which 
has been put before the Committee for i t s consideration. 

The Soviet delegation has no objection to the report and agrees to i t s being 
taken note of by the Committee. 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express ovir gratitude to the 
distinguished Chairman of the Group, Dr. Ericsson, f o r the very useful c l a r i f i c a t i o n s 
he gave in connection with the Group's rep:rt and i n answer t ) the questions of 
distinguished representatives. 

The Soviet Union attaches great importance to the work of the Group of 
seiomological experts. The two reports submitted by the Group i n documents CCD/558 
of 197s and CD/43 of 197.9 form a good basis for the elaboration of an international 
seismic data exchange system.in connection vrith a treaty on the general and complete 
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, the drafting of v/hich i s one of the p r i o r i t y 
tasks of our committee. 

The international exchange system proposed by the Group, including a global 
netvrork of approximately 50 stations, communications channels and international centres, 
i s designed to provide States parties to the future treaty vjith such information as 
v r i l l substantially increase the r e l i a b i l i t y of v e r i f i c a t i o n that nuclear vreapon tests 
are not being carried out. 

I t i s extremely important that such an inteimational system should be e a s i l y 
accessible to a l l States parties to the future treaty and that every State party should 
have the right not only to provide data from the seismological stations designated by 
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i t f o r piurposes of the international exchange, but also to receive a l l the 
seismological data made available through international exchange. This i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y important for countries possessing a poor seismological netvrork or 
no seismograph f a c i l i t i e s at a l l . 

I t was agreed i n the Group that f o r purposes of national v e r i f i c a t i o n i t would 
be e n t i r e l y s u f f i c i e n t to have a Level 1 parameters system vrhich would reduce to the 
minimum the number of seismic events remaining unidentified a f t e r the process of 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n at national centres. Such a system of parameters has been worked out 
by the Group of seismological experts and i s suitable f o r the determination of the 
co-ordinates of epicentres, the o r i g i n time of events and t h e i r depth and magnitude. 

I t i s envisaged that whenever the use of Level 1 parameters i s not s u f f i c i e n t to 
clear up doubts about the nature of events. Level 2 data w i l l be dravm upon for 
more thorough analysis, at the request of any party to the treaty. 

Thus i7e, l i k e many other delegations, recognize the expediency of using Level 2 
data. They are i n fact useful, but i n practice they w i l l be needed only i n a small 
number of cases and only i n a volume s u f f i c i e n t to permit i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the nature 
of a given event. 

The s c i e n t i f i c Group's mandate, as Dr. Ericsson observed, i s unlimited. This 
i s perhaps also i t s shortcoming, f o r with such a mandate any State can, without 
r e s t r i c t i o n , present the outcome of i t s national investigations f o r discussion. 
A l l the same, however, the seismological experts must complete t h e i r work at some 
stage and sum up i t s r e s u l t s on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e agreed on f o r the designing 
of the ^stem as a means of f a c i l i t a t i n g national v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The representative of India r i g h t l y observed that the s c i e n t i f i c Group ought not 
to go to the extreme where the better becomes the enemy of the good. Ue f u l l y share 
t h i s view. 

The suggestions made recently by certain experts concerning an increased role 
for Level 2 data (as regards the volume of such data transmitted and the degree of 
processing) represent t h e i r national assessments, which are t h e i r prerogative. \Ie 
are not t i y i n g to impose our views on t h i s matter on any one but at the same time xve 
see no j u s t i f i e d technical need f o r departing from the pr i n c i p l e already agreed on 
f o r the designing of the system. There already exists in the world today a sound 
technological base consisting of means available to many States for the receipt and 
exchange of seismological information. Furthermore, the Group's recommendations in 
that respect offer a sound basis for the establisliment of a r e a l i s t i c seismological 
exchange system. 

Of course we are i n favour of further technological progress, but that i s an 
endless process and the adoption of recommendations by the Group of Experts at the 
present stage of i t s \югк ought not, therefore, to be delayed. As regards the 
further improvement of the system, that was to be one of the tasks of the committee 
of experts proposed by the participants i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations i n 
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doGument CD/13O, The parties to the future treaty vexe to exchange technical 
information in that committee and tc co-operate i n promoting the effectiveness of the 
international exchange as a whole. 

Бг. Ericsson, replying to questions on the work c f the Group of Experts, said 
that the tempo of i t s a c t i v i t i e s had somewhat slowed down. One cannot but agree with 
t h i s statement. The '.rork of the Group was at i t s most successful at the time when 
the negotiations on a treaty were in progress. The lack of p o l i t i c a l -.-.all on the 
part of certain countries in favoiir of the conclusion of a treaty and tho continuation 
of the negotiations naturally has a direct effect on the success of endeavours 
.with respect to other aspects 01 t h i s problem, including 'the purely s c i e n t i f i c 
aspects. The work of the s c i e n t i f i c Group i s not taking place i n a vacuum. I t i s 
l i k e l y to suffer further i n the future from the effects of the p o l i t i c a l decisions 
of certain Governmentn. I t i s precisely 'for t h i s reason that i t i c 'necessary to 
adopt a c r i t i c a l approach also to the i n c l i n a t i o n of certain countries to engage 
in an endless improvement of the system, at the same time rejecting what was only 
recently approved and demands immediate completion i n the form of the t h i r d regular 
report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and, more important, i t s putting 
into practice through the elaboration and conclusion of a treaty on the general and 
complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. 

In conclusion, we-wish to support the proposal of the distinguished 
representative of Japan that a l e t t e r should be sent to the Uorld Meteorological 
Organization requesting that the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts should be allowed 
to continue to use the Ifl-iO Global Telecommirnications System on a regular basis f o r 
the transmission of seismic data for purposes of the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of 
seismic events. 

And, l a s t but not l e a s t , I should l i k e , Hr. Chairman, on behalf of the Soviet 
delegation, to express our gratitude to you for the s k i l f u l and successful w.ay i n 
which you have been conducting the meetings of our Committee during the month of 
August, and to wish you a l l success in your futxire posts. 

* 

The СЕА1ШШ1; I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
•Republics for h i s statement and for the kind words he has addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of China, Mr. Yu Mengjia. 

Mr. YU MBTGJIA (China) (translated from Chinese); Mr. Chairman, today, I 
wish to make some preliminary remarks on the question of the prevention of а'п arms 
race i n outer space. 

The rapid development of space science aad technology has greatly raised man's 
a b i l i t y to conquer the universe and u t i l i z e i t s p o t e n t i a l i t i e s . At present, space 
science and technology are being gradually and e f f e c t i v e l y applied to man'г production 
a c t i v i t i e s and various aspects of man's l i f e , thus constituting an important element 
i'ü the acceleration of nations' economic development, the improvement of people's 
l i v i n g conditions and the promotion of nocial progress. 



CD/FV.183 
43 

(Нг. Yu Meng.lia. China) 

But the development of outer space science and technology has also f s i s e d 
questions causing us concern and apprehensions. The tendency to start an arms 
race i n outer space between the Superpowers has become obvious. Credence i s given 
by the Superpowers to the concept that "whoever controls the universe can control 
the earth". They have engaged themselves i n active research on and.the u t i l i z a t i o n 
of outer space and the development of outer space weapons. The Soviet Union started 
i t s development of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons more than 10 years ago, and up to now, i t 
has already conducted dozens of experiments. The United States i s reportedly 
also taking effective measures to in t e n s i f y i t s research a c t i v i t i e s and plans the 
deployment of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e vreapons i n outer space. Various indications point to 
the fact that the development of outer space weapons constittites an integral part 
of the global strategy of the USSR and the United States, These two countries are 
competing with each other to extend the arms race to outer space, thus increasing 
the danger of war. This has already caused v/idespread anxiety among peace-loving 
people throughout the world. At the Second United Nations Conference on the 
Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space held recently i n Vienna, numerous 
countries urged the Superpoxiers immediately to cease a c t i v i t i e s leading to an arms 
race in outer space and expressed the hope that the Committee on Disarmament vrould 
adopt effe c t i v e measvires to t h i s end as soon as possible, 

China has a l l along held that outer space i s the common environment of mankind 
and that space technology represents a great achievement i n the development of 
science and technology. A l l countries should explore and use outer space f o r 
peaceful purposes and r e f r a i n from turning i t into a nevr arena of the arms race. \!e 
agree v/ith the vievís of the majority of the member States that the Committee on 
Disarmament should establish a vrorking group as soon as possible so as to adopt a l l 
practicable measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space. As i s knovm to a l l , 
at present there exists a huge gap betv/een States i n space science and technology, 
especially i n regard to t h e i r m i l i t a r y application, and only the United States 
and the Soviet Union have the necessary conditions f o r i t . Therefore, i n the 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space, they have unshirkable special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , 

With regard to the mandate of the proposed vrorking group, v/e are of the vievr 
that i t should be authorized to consider and negotiate on the issue of the complete 
prohibition of outer space v/eapons. The future le g a l instrument on the prohibition 
of an arms race, i n outer space should be comprehensive. I t should ban a l l outer 
space weapons, including a n t i - s a t e l l i t e v^eapons, and i t should not only prohibit the 
deplojrment of v/eapons i n outer space but also the testing, production and use of any 
type of outer space v?eapons because the mere prohibition of the deployment of weapons 
in outer space v/ould leave leev?ay f o r the testing and use ox vreapons i n outer space 
and i n consequence the complete prevention of an arms race in oxiter space viotild not 
be achieved. Some States have proposed that the question of the.prohibition of 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e vreapons be discussed f i r s t . As a p r a c t i c a l step, t h i s proposal seems 
to deserve our exploration. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of China for his statement. I 
now give the fl o o r to the distinguished representative of Mexico, His Excellency 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Иг. Chairman, i n order 
to avoid unnecessary r e p e t i t i o n , I s h a l l v/ait u n t i l our next meeting, when I w i l l 
have assumed the chairmansnip of the Committee, to express to you my delegation's 
appreciation for the way i n which you have conducted our discussions during the 
month of August. 

I regret that I v i a e not present at the Committee's l 8 2 n d meeting, l a s t 
Thursday, when the distinguished representative of the United States referred at 
some length to the statement I made on Tuesday, 24 August. I was absent because 
I was i n duty bound to attend the thirty-second Pugwash Conference that was being 
held i n Warsaw, commemorating the twenty-fifth anniversary of that Institution of 
which I have the honour to be a member. 

However, although I was unable to hear Ambassador Fields personally, I have 
since read the statement he made here with the greatest i n t e r e s t , and I shall now 
answer i t with the brevity i t merits. 

I hope chat our distinguished colleague w i l l forgive me for not imitating 
him i n offering gratuitous interpretations of the motives for our respective 
statements. On the other hand, I would l i k e to say that I share, to the point of 
making i t my own, the view he expressed i n the following terms; 

"Rhetoric designed to mask rather than to illuminate the r e a l issues we face 
does not serve any helpful purpose." 

I s h a l l therefore confine myself to pointing out that the "real issue" which 
I nave dealt with i n some d e t a i l i n the three statements I have made, apart from 
t h i s one, during the month of August, was that of the need for compliance with 
international agrooments, since, as was stated on 1? June, during the socond 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, at the highest 
p o l i t i c a l l e v e l of the country v/hich Ambassador Fields represents hero, "agreements 
genuinely reinforce peace only when they are kept". 

I discussed this basic problem i n connection with two issues, that of a 
nuclear test ban — the f i r s t item on'our agenda -~ which I referred to i n the 
statements I made at the 1 7 5 t h meeting, on 5 August, and the i S l s t meeting, on 
24 August, and that of tho "cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarm-ament" — the second item on our agenda — to v;hich I devoted my statement 
of 19 August, at the Committee's l 3 0 t h meeting. I have nothing to add to what I 
said i n those three statements. I have f u l l confidence in the good judgement of 
the members of the Committee and the conclusions they may roach simply by comparing 
the content of those three statements with that of the statement to vihich I have 
been r e f e r r i n g . 

During my lengthy association with both deliberative and negotiating bodies 
concerned with disarmament, I have had f a i r l y frequent occasion to disagree with the 
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views of the nuclear Superpowers. From 1969 onwards, for example, my delegation 
carried on a nine-year struggle against the maintenance of what we call e d the 
"outmoded i n s t i t u t i o n " of the co-chairmanship of the Superpowers. These eff o r t s 
were rewarded with the introduction of the democratic system of chairmanship by 
rotation for the Committee on Disarmament i n 1978. I also spent nearly 10 years 
stating p u b l i c l y , both i n New York and i n Geneva, that the Soviet Union ought to 
sign and r a t i f y Additional Protocol I I to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, as i t f i n a l l y 
did i n 1978 and 1979 respectively. I venture to hope that the differences of 
opinion which now unfortunately e x i s t between the Mexican delegation and that of 
the other Superpower may, i n the not too distant future, be resolved i n the 
way which, as i s c l e a r l y shown i n the verbatim records of t h i s Committee and of 
the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly, i s desired by a l l the peoples of the 
earth and by almost a l l the States Members of the United Nations and of the Committee, 
namely, the elaboration and entry into force of a, nuclear test-ban treaty which 
w i l l translate into r e a l i t y the goal set f o r t h , almost 2.0 years ago,.in the preamble 
to the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of 1963 and reaffirmed .in the non-proliferation Treaty 
of 1968 ~ both of which instruments are i n force for the United States — namely, 
"the discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons for a l l time". 

Mrs. EKANGA KABEYA (Zaire) (translated from French); Allow me f i r s t of a l l , 
Mr. Chairman, i n my capacity as acting Chargé d'affaires, to offer you my • 
delegation's warm congratulations on your accession to the chairmanship'of our 
Committee for the month of August. 

We should also l i k e to extend our congratulations and thanks to your eminent 
predecessor, Ambassador Okawa of Japan, for his dynamism and the t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s 
ho made to ensure the success of our work during his period of o f f i c e . 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to welcome among us Ambassador Datcu 
of Romania and Ambassador Cannock of Peru, and to associate myself with a l l the 
expressions of regret and farewell which have been voiced upon the announcement of 
the departure of the distinguished representatives of India, Algeria, Peru and 
Yugoslavia, who have been cal l e d upon by th e i r countries to f u l f i l important 
functions elsewhere. My delegation wishes them every success i n the accomplishment 
of t h e i r new tasks. 

Our session i s taking place immediately after the convening of the second 
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
the participants i n which have told us over and over again, hare i n the Committee, 
that i t did not achieve the results expected because of the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
on the part of the nuclear-weapon Powers and because of international tensions 
exacerbated by the invasion of Lebanon, the foreign intervention i n Afghanistan 
and the competition i n deterrence between the nuclear-weapon Powers. Ought we, 
at a time when international relations are characterized by the breakdown of détente, 
hegemonic r i v a l r i e s between the major Powers and the nuclear arms race, to be 
content with t h i s f a i l u r e ? 

My delegation i s firmly convinced that our Committee, the only m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body, absolutely must overcome a l l the obstacles and move forward 
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towards thê attainment" of'the objective set for i t by the United Nations 
General Assembly, namely, the. i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations with a view to achieving 
general and ôomplete disarmament under effective international c o n t r o l , the 
"ultimate objective'! o f - a i l e f f o r t s made i n the gphere of disarmament. 

Before explaining my delegation's views on some of the items on our agenda, 
I should l i k e to quote a few paragra,phs .from a t^^xt i n document A/3-12/AC.l/L.5/Add.l 
of the Ad Hoc Committee- of the twelfth special session which was prepared by the 
Chairman of Working Group I i n New York and, which f u l l y r e f l e c t s our concerns i n ' -
the disarmament sphere. . ' . 

These-paragraphs read as follows: 

"The arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n i t s nuclear aspect, runs counter to 
ef f o r t s to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish 
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trus t between a l l 
States, and to develop broad international co-operation and undsrátánding. 
The arms race impedes the r e a l i z a t i o n of the purposes, and i s incompatible 
with the-.principles of the Charter of the United Nations, espeoially respect 
f o r sovereignty, refraining from the threat or use of force against the 
t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or p o l i t i c a l independence of any State, the peaceful 
settlement of disputes and non-intórvenfcion and non-interfprance i n the 
int e r n a l a f f a i r s of States' ... 

"M i l i t a r y expenditures are reaching ever higher l e v e l s , the highest 
percentage of which can be attributed to the nuclaar-weapon States and most 
of t h e i r a l l i e s ... The hundreds of b i l l i o n s of dollars spent annually on 
the manufacture or improvement of weapons are i n sombre and dramatic contrast 
to the want and poverty i n which two thirds of the world's population l i v e . 
This colossal waste of resourcies i s even more serious i n that i t diverts to 
m i l i t a r y purposes not only material but also technical and humaW resources 
which are urgently, needed for development i n a l l countries, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n 
the developing countries, 

"Enduring international peace and security oannot be b u i l t on the 
accumulation of weaponry by m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s nor be sustained by a precarious 
balance of deterrence or doctrines of strategic superiority. Genuine and 
l a s t i n g peace can only be crpated through the effective 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, by international 
agreeinent and mutual example, leading ultimately to general and complete 
disarmament under effective incernational control." 

I t i s clear from the foregoing that, faced by the danger of a possible 
nuclear confrontation a l l countries, whether or hot they possess nuclear weapons, 
should combine t h e i r efforts to ensure peace and international security and more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y to make possible the development of the poor countries through the 
release of the ever vaster resources which are being swallowed up i n the arms race. 
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With respect to items 1 and 2 of оцг agenda, dealing respectively with the 
subjects of a nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, my delegation would l i k e to reaffirm here the position of 
the Executive Council of Zaire (the Government) which has always consisted, f i r s t , 
i n requesting the nuclear-weapon States to assume t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n the 
matter of nuclear disarmament and, secondly, i n giving the support of Zaire to 
the proposals of the Group of 21 for the setting up of two working groups, the 
f i r s t to negotiate on a test ban treaty and the second to consider the measures 
to be adopted to put a stop to the nuclear arms race. 

My delegation naturally, therefore, welcomes the Committee's decision to 
allow the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban to begin i t s work during t h i s 
session. Although the Group's mandate i s limited for the time being we believe 
that i t w i l l be possible for the Group to discuss other proposals at a l a t e r date. 
In t h i s connection we agree with Ambassador Onkelinx of Belgium that we should 
adopt a , p o l i t i c a l and legal, approach to our work rather than plunging into 
pseudo-technicalities which would be of no use to us and would give r i s e to pointless 
discussions, for example, on the acceptable l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

On behalf of my delegation I should l i k e to congratulate Ambassador Lidgard 
of Sweden very warmly on his appointment аз Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on à Nuclear Test Ban and to assure him here and now of the co-operation of my 
delegation within i t s modest l i m i t s . At the same time we regret the decision of 
two nuclear-weapon Powers not to participate i n the work of that Ad Hoc Working Group. 
We would urge and beg them to help the Working Group carry out i t s task. 

Ï cannot f a i l to state the profound concern of my delegation at the introduction 
of nuclear weapons into southern A f r i c a . The acquisition of nuclear weapons by 
South Af r i c a with the complicity of certain Powers constitutes a very serious danger 
for the security of African States. 

My delegation therefore wishes, as other African delegations have already done, 
to reaffirm i n i t s turn the desire repeatedly expressed by our heads of State that 
Africa should be made a nuclear-weapon-free zone. The Committee on Disarmament • 
ought therefore to give t h i s matter very serious consideration and to take appropriate 
measures i n order to avert the disastrous consequences which could result from the 
introduction and accumulation of nuclear weapons i n A f r i c a . 

V/e are happy to note that a nuclear-weapon Power recently undertook not to 
be the f i r s t to "use nuclear weapons. 

My dele.gation also enthusiastically welcomes the proposal by India for the 
setting up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war. 

My delegation has always attached very great importance to the elaboration . 
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament.' The fact that the second special session 
of the United Wations General Assembly devoted to disarmament ended i n f a i l u r e and 
was unable to meet the great expectations placed i n i t with respect to the ad.option 
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament should i n no way discourage us i n our 
efforts to achieve t h i s goal. 
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My delegation hopes that i n spite of that f a i l u r e the Uorking Group, which 

w i l l resume i t s a c t i v i t i e s only i n I 9 8 3 , under the distinguished guidance of i t s 
Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, w i l l make good use of the respite 
which has been granted i t to conduct varied and constructive consultations'with a 
view to devising a comprehensive orogramme of disarmament acceptable to a l l . The 
same applies to the working groups on security assurances'and ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 
whose work has been suspended u n t i l the end of t h i s year. 

My delegation i s very much interested i n the consideration of measures for 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer apace, which i s the common heritage of 
mankind and ought to be used by States s o l e l y for peaceful purposes, i'iy delegation 
i s ready to agree to any constructive proposal i n t h i s connection and f u l l y 
supports the idea of the consideration of t h i s subject during the present session 
i n a working group set up for the purpose. 

My delegation considers chemical weapons the most barbarous and murderous 
weapons of mass destruction and has always been i n favour of t h e i r t o t a l elimination. 

We reaffirm our support for General Assembly resolution 35/1443'which urges 
the Committee on Disarmament to continue, as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , negotiations 
towards the adoption of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on the complete and effective 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons. 

Ue believe that a general and v e r i f i a b l ^ i protiibition of bhe i.ianufacture and 
stockpiling of chemical v/eapons of a l l types would constitute an important step 
tov/ards general and complete disarmament. 

My delegation would l i k e to express i t s appreciation to Ar/ibassador Sujka of 
Poland, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, for the noteworthy progress' thé' 
Group i s continuing to make under his e f f i c i e n t guidance. 

Wo are glad to see that the proposal made at the second special session of 
tho United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament that meetings of 
ad hoc working groups should be concentrated i n time for the sake of greater 
effi c i e n c y has been applied i n the matter of chemical weapons. 

Lastly, the subject of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons i s one of 
universal concern. Like very топу other members of the Committee, we believe that 
in order to create conditions conducive to the disarmament process, a l l States 
without exception should comply s t r i c t l y with the provisions of the United Nations 
Charter, r e f r a i n from any actions vvhich might be p r e j u d i c i a l to the -efforts being 
made i n the disarmament sphere, adopt a constructive attitude towards the 
negotiations-and manifest the p o l i t i c a l i v i l l to reach agreements. 

Thu CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Zaire for her statement and kind 
words addressed to tho Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take tho floor? 
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As I announced at the beginning of t h i s plenary meeting, I intend now to put 
to the Committee for adoption the schedule of work contained i n paragraph 10 of 
the 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, аз contained i n 
document CD/31O, as well as the draft communication circulated i n Working Paper No. 73-

I suggest that we take up f i r s t the report of the seismic Group. I f there 
i s no objection, I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts the schedule of work 
contained i n paragraph 10 of document CD/318. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: May I now turn to Working Papor No. 73, containing a draft 
communication to ths Secretary-General of the World Meteorological Organization 
i n connection with the u t i l i z a t i o n of the Global Telecommunications System. I f 
there i s no objection, I w i l l take i t that the Committee accepts the text as drafted. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have consulted with the incoming Chairman of the Committee 
and we agree to recommend to you to advance the time for the opening of the next 
plenary meeting to 10 o'clock sharp i n view of the long l i s t of speakers for that 
meeting. 

I f there i s no objection, the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament 
w i l l be held on Thursday, 2 September, at 10 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4 . 5 5 Р«и» 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I declare open the 184th plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee today begins consideration 
of item 3 of i t s agenda, "Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". However, i n 
accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, members wishing to do so may make 
statements about any other question related to the work of the Committee. 

Since t h i s i s the Committee's f i r s t meeting t h i s month, I should l i k e to say a 
few preliminary words i n ray capacity as Chairman of the Committee for September. 

Barely four months ago the Committee on Disarmament drafted and transmitted to 
the General Assembly a special report for the purposes of the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which included, i n addition to a 
summary of the p r i n c i p a l background elements, the usual information on the work of 
the Committee carried out during the f i r s t part of i t s 1982 session. 

This w i l l obviously be of great help to us i n the task we now have to accomplish, 
since the new material we have to prepare xíill cover no more than about s i x weeks. 
This w i l l allow us, I hope, to give adequate treatment to the important and complex 
questions we must cover i n the report,- including agenda items 1 (nuclear test ban), 
2 (cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament), 4 (chemical weapons), 
5 (new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons) and 
7 (prevention of an ams race i n outer space), as w e l l as the subjects of ways and 
means of increasing the effectiveness of the Committee and a possible enlargement 
of i t s membership. We s h a l l also have to mention, i f only very concisely, what 
vfas agreed on with respect to the ad hoc working groups on a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament, security assurances and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

To help i t i n i t s task, the Coramittse w i l l have the results of the very 
valuable preparatory work done under the guidance of Ambassador Gatere Maina, i t s 
Chairman during the month of August which has just ended. I am sure I am correctly 
interpreting the feelings of a l l members of t h i s negotiating body i n expressing to 
Ambassador Maina our great appreciation and gratitude for the very e f f i c i e n t way i n 
which he carried out his important task. I should l i k e i n addition to express my 
personal gratitude for his very kind words about me at the l a s t meeting over which 
he presided, on Tuesday. 

Lastly, i t i s a pleasure to state that the Secretary of the Comraittee, 
Ambassador J a i p a l , the Deputy Secretary, Mr. Berasategui, and a l l t h e i r e f f i c i e n t 
colleagues i n the secretariat, both v i s i b l e and i n v i s i b l e , have once again made the 
valuable contribution to our work to which we are accustomed. 

Even though, for the reasons I have given, the work wa have to do i n the next 
tvro weeks may seem less onerous than has been the case i n previous years, we must 
not forget that next week w i l l contain an extra two days' holidays when we s h a l l not 
be able to work, vihich means that, taking 16 September as the closing date for our 
1982 session, we have only nine working days l e f t , including today. 

I trust that members of the Committee w i l l be aware of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
Vihich t h i s situation places on a l l of us and v / i l l be ready, as they have always 
dons i n the past, to give t h e i r valuable and determined co-operation towards the 
successful conclusion of our e f f o r t s . 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of France, the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Mongolia, Hungary, Cuba, Japan, the United 
States of America and Austria. 
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Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French);' Mr. Chairman, since 
I am the f i r s t person to take the f l o o r i n the Committee i n September, I have the 
honour of i n i t i a t i n g the round of congratulations that w i l l undoubtedly be expressed 
to welcome you as the new Chairman of t h i s Committee. I need hardly t e l l you how 
happy Ambassador de l a Gorce would have been, had he been present, to o f f e r you 
himself a warm and fr i e n d l y greetirtg. I should l i k e , for my part, to assure you that 
ray delegation i s looking forward to working t h i s month under the chairmanship of 
the representative of a f r i e n d l y country, a distinguished Ambassador whom we a l l 
consider our doyen because of his experience, vjhom v/e also consider the l i v i n g 
memory of'the Committee on Disarmament,, always ready to quote texts from every 
possible date i n the Committee's history and even, sometimes, what I would c a l l i t s 
prehistory, when disarmament matters were dealt with by other bodies. I tvould also 
l i k e to ask my distinguished colleague, Mr. Nanjira, kindly to convey to 
Arabassador Maina my delegation's thanks for the way i n which he performed his 
d i f f i c u l t task as Chairman during the f i r s t month of our summer session. 

My statement today w i l l be on the subject of the prevention of the arras race 
i n outer space. 

In an e a r l i e r statemerit, on 20 A p r i l l a s t , the French delegation stressed how 
important i t f e l t i t to be that the Committee should proceed, i n accordance with 
resolution 56/97 C, to a thorough examination of the problems involved i n the 
prevention of the deployment i n outer space of weapons which might, i n the not too 
distant future, have profoundly d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s . 

At that time, l i k e other delegations, we emphasized that what was needed f i r s t 
was agreement, i n r e l a t i o n to outer space, on the meaning of certain terms, such 
as the word "weapons", v/hich are often used ambiguously, as well as an exchange of 
views to determine p r i o r i t i e s for our discussions. 

The very interesting statements We heard at the plenary meeting devoted to 
t h i s item on our agenda revealed not only, as might have been expected, that 
positions on t h i s subject d i f f e r greatly, but also that t h i s i s an important problem 
which should be considered more thoroughly at the Committee's next session, France, 
as i t indicated on 20 A p r i l l a s t , i s i n favour of the establishment of a working 
group provided i t has a structured agenda which w i l l enable i t to consider the 
various aspects of the problem methodically. France would also be i n favour of a 
meeting of experts at the beginning of our next session, i n the same way as was done 
so successfully i n the case of chemical v/eapons. 

Of the important aspects of the matter that were brought up during the 
discussion, I would l i k e to draw particular attention to the following four points: 

Recognition of our Committee's special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the attempt to achieve 
a m u l t i l a t e r a l consensus on the problems of the extension of the arras race to outer 
space ; 

The inadequacy of existing legal instruments, i n view of current and foreseeable 
developments i n technology. 

The uncertainty surrounding the idea of the immunity of space objects; and 

The constraints r e s u l t i n g from the long-standing and now i r r e v e r s i b l e use of 
outer space for both c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y purposes. 
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Recognition of the role of the Committee on Disarmament 

In addition to the two competing resolutions, 3^/99 and 36/97 G — France was 
one of the sponsors of the l a t t e r — which were adopted at the l a s t session of the 
General Assembly, we now have, as several speakers have noted, the consensus reached 
at the United Nations Conference, UNISPACE «Зг. I t i s to be hoped that t h i s w i l l 
have put an end to a potentially harmful situation which would have led to a 
regrettable duplication of the work of the Committee on Disarmament and that of the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. 

i/e hope that v;e can interpret the settlement of t h i s c o n f l i c t of competence as 
recognition of the complexity of the space element and i t s growing importance i n the 
consideration of matters r e l a t i n g to the balance of forces and international security. 
This recognition should lead to acceptance of i t s c o r o l lary, namely, the fact that 
questions concerning the arras race i n outer space nov/ no longer concern the two 
major space Powers only, even i f those Powers c l e a r l y have a par t i c u l a r and d i r e c t 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n t h i s regard because of t h e i r existing or potential m i l i t a r y 
c a p a b i l i t i e s . 

I t i s true that the importance attaching to the work of our Committee i s also 
connected with the inadequacy of the existing l e g a l instruments i n view of the 
foreseeable developments i n technology. 

Contrary to a widely held opinion, technological developments i n the next 10- or 
20 years are f a i r l y easy to foresee: space programmes respond as much to the 
in t e r n a l l o g i c determined by the extent of the technical and f i n a n c i a l investments 
put into thera as to p o l i t i c a l promptings. 

For more than a quarter of a century, outer space has been seen es s e n t i a l l y i n 
terms of support for m i l i t a r y means of observation and communication. The p a r a l l e l 
with the early days of aviation i s , moreover, quite remarkable i n t h i s respect. 

Even i f new laser-weapon or directed-energy systems are,at present s t i l l far 
from being technologically feasible or economically viable, i t seems l i k e l y that 
the idea of the o r b i t a l platform, either manned or automatic, capable of use for 
both c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y purposes, w i l l become a r e a l i t y . Both the o r b i t a l 
rendezvous techniques practised by the Soviet Union for some years and the 
capacities of the United States space shuttle point i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 

In other words, the essential problem up to now has been (and i t s t i l l i s ) that 
of the immunity of the space segment of land-based weapons systems from possible 
pre-emptive enemy attacks. Although i t i s true that the space segment i s s p e c i f i c a l l y 
designed for a particular purpose (for example, data transmission, analysis of the 
environment i n which land-based troop movements are taking place, the-detection of 
positions), i t i s functionally indissocif^ble from a land-based network of 
communications and control systems. Furthermore, i t has no purpose except as 
part of a complex m i l i t a r y organization. 

The moment outer space can i t s e l f become the scene of s p e c i f i c m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t i e s , whether these are directed against other space objects (such as 
enemy s a t e l l i t e s ) or against land-based.activities (the t r a j e c t o r i e s of b a l l i s t i c 
weapons, for example), the problem of the arms race i n outer space takes on an 
e n t i r e l y new dimension. 
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Injview of these p o s s i b i l i t i e s , therefore, one of the most important aspects 
of our discussions ought to be to consider vmich of the three roles that i t i s 
possible to assign to outer space i s to be chosen: 

(1) That of a demilitarized "sanctuary", after the manner of Antarctica, 
the sea-bed and the moon; 

(2) That of a "support area" for c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y land-based a c t i v i t i e s , 
to be used i n accordance with i t s s p e c i f i c characteristics and advantages; 

"('5) That of a s p e c i f i c new " b a t t l e f i e l d " i n vihich space-based systems would, 
attempt to destroy or cripple one another, i n a l l l i k e l i h o o d as a prelude to — 
the most optimistic among us say as a substitute for ~ confrontation on earth. 

The f i r s t idea — that of making outer space a sanctuary or t o t a l l y 
d e m i l i t a r i z i n g i t — i s obviously no longer possible. I t i s therefore u n r e a l i s t i c 
to t r y to revert to i t . 

The second idea — outer space as a support area for a mixture of c i v i l i a n and 
m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s — i s the one which prevails today and ought, therefore, i n our 
view, to be considered as a basic element i n our work. 

The t h i r d idea ~ outer space as a staging ground for s p e c i f i c confrontations ~ 
i s one technological p o s s i b i l i t y . I t remains to be seen ivhether i t i s desirable. 

I t may be argued that, a l l i n a l l , i t i s preferable to transfer to outer space 
a r i v a l r y that may cause untold damage to the surface of the earth; that i t would 
be possible, there, to reduce dependence vis-à-vis nuclear b a l l i s t i c missiles; and 
that competition between defensive weapons systems (ABMs based on o r b i t a l platforms) 
i n outer space would, a l l i n a l l , be preferable to bhe present s i t u a t i o n i n which 
the balance between offensive weapons must constantly be re-established as one side 
or the other becomes more or less vulnerable. 

Although t h e o r e t i c a l l y a t t r a c t i v e , these arguments take no account of the facts. 
F i r s t , even i f such space technologies become operational, i t i s unlikely that they 
would be r e l i a b l e enough to j u s t i f y less dependence on land-based systems: ABMs 
stationed i n outer space would i n a l l l i k e l i h o o d constitute only a f i r s t l i n e of 
defence. 

Secondly, i t i s doubtful whether, i n such a s i t u a t i o n of competition for the 
m i l i t a r y domination of outer space, one of the Superpowers v/ould tolerate the 
superiority of the other for any length of time. In that context, 'therefore, the 
very v u l n e r a b i l i t y of systems stationed i n outer space viould be a great inducement 
to the launching of preventive attacks. 

I t i s thus not enough to say that vjeapons systems i n outer space would not 
threaten the earth and that i n any event the prospects for such systems are too 
distant and problematical to j u s t i f y t h e i r consideration at the present time. The 
international community should adopt a consistent approach to the question of the 
arms race i n outer space. 

In the French delegation's view, t h i s means that the international community 
should set i t s e l f the following Ь\ю objectives: 

Not to allow outer space to become the point of departure for acts of 
aggression; and 

To protect space vehicles and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , ensure the immunity of s a t e l l i t e s . 
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The f i r s t objective, which, as UQ have seen, relates to technologies of the 
future, can be achieved only i f the second, which involves tons of equipment now 
i n o r b i t over our heads, i s attained. 

Hence the importance which vie, l i k e many other delegations, attach to assuring 
the immunity of s a t e l l i t e s . 

In t h i s connection, i t must be noted that the existing legal instruments are 
en t i r e l y inadequate and f a i l to meet the needs of the present s i t u a t i o n . 

A number of these le g a l instruments have been referred to during our 
discussions, for example: 

The 1965 Treaty on the p a r t i a l suspension of nuclear weapon tests, i n the 
atmosphere and, as i t states, "beyond i t s l i m i t s , including outer space"; 

The 1972 Treaty Between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics on the Limitation of A n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Systems, a r t i c l e V, 
paragraph 1, of vjhich refers to the deployment of space-based ABMs and a r t i c l e XII, 
paragraph 2, of which refers to the pr i n c i p l e of non-interference with national 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

The SALT I agreement, which also provides for non-interference with "national 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " , including s a t e l l i t e s , according to the formal declaration 
made by President Carter on 1 October 1973 — a declaration for which there i s no 
Soviet counterpart; 

The 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Use of Outer Space. 

Other agreements and international conventions r e l a t i n g to outer space, such 
as the Agreement on the Return and Rescue of Astronauts, the Convention on Damage 
Caused by Space Objects, the Agreement Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States on the 
Moon and the Convention on Registration of Space Objects are, for our purposes, 
only of minor i n t e r e s t . 

I t may be noted that: 

F i r s t , the 1967 outer space Treaty offers only a p a r t i a l solution to the problems 
of the arms race In outer space. A r t i c l e IV, paragraph 1, of the Treaty i n fact, 
r e s t r i c t s , as m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space, only ths placing i n or b i t of 
nuclear weapons or weapons of mass destruction. 

The Treaty thus authorizes other m i l i t a r y uses of outer space. This i s 
clear, moreover, both from the statements made at the time by the Soviet 
representative and from the positions adopted by the United States. 

VJe can go even further: from our point of view, the Treaty i s of symbolic 
value only because the use of nuclear weapons i n orbit i s of doubtful m i l i t a r y 
effectiveness, for the reason given on Tuesday by Mr. Arthur Clarke, speaking on 
behalf of the delegation of S r i Lanka, when he said that, i n trying by that means to 
cripple or destroy i t s enemy's s a t e l l i t e s , a country might vieil destroy i t s own. 

Secondly, uncertainty about the immunity of s a t e l l i t e s extends, according to 
some interpretations, even to those s a t e l l i t e s v/hose positive role i n the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of international agreements i s nevertheless provided for as "national 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " . 
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A r t i c l e s I and I I I of the 1967 outer space Treaty do, of course, state-, that outer-
space s h a l l be used i n accordance with international law and the Charter of the 
United Nations. A r t i c l e I I I also refers to the maintenance of international peace and 
security. 

The question of the imrauhity'of m i l i t a r y observation s a t e l l i t e s , including their' 
use i n application of A r t i c l e 2," paragraph 4» of the CharterT "is"therefore closely' 
bound up with recognition of the" international lawfulness of the role they play. 

The above-mentioned declaration by President Carter i n 1973 establishes a l i n k 
between m i l i t a r y observation s a t e l l i t e s and national means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , whose 
lawful use i s recognized i n the international instruments i n force. 

Uith regard to the Soviet Union,-the sit u a t i o n i s formally less clear, and i t i s 
essential for us to know the position of the Soviet delegation on the following three 
points: ,, . 

Does the international protection of "national technical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " 
s p e c i f i c a l l y include s a t e l l i t e s ? It.would seem obvious that i t should, but i t would 
be useful i f . i t were c l e a r l y recognized,, 

i s such immunity subject to r e s t r i c t i v e interpretations concerning the extent of 
acceptable v e r i f i c a t i o n s , or i s any observation ca.pability automatically considered 
lawful? and l a s t l y . 

Does the non-interference clause, embodied i n Soviet-American b i l a t e r a l agreements 
apply to t h i r d countries and international organizations? 

An answer to these questions might not be necessary.if the draft treaty submitted 
by the Soviet Union on 11 August 198I did not appear precisely to leave the door open-
for a l l p o s s i b i l i t i e s . As the French and I t a l i a n delegations noted i n e a r l i e r 
statements, the juxtaposition of a r t i c l e 1 of the draft text, which prohibits,the 
stationing of weapons i n outer space, although the terra "weapons" i s not — and ,in our , 
view cannot Г " be defined, and a r t i c l e 5 thereof, which, on the other hand, legitimizes 
the destruction of s a t e l l i t e s that might app'^r to any of the signatories to be -
designed for a purpose contrary to a r t i c l e 1, i s extremely disturbing, 

A r t i c l e 3 not only i n effect authorizes States to take the law into t h e i r own 
hands i n outer space on the basis of t h e i r suspicions, thus creating mistrust and 
insecurity for a l l , but also legitimizes the deployment of such a n t i - s a t e l l i t e .systems-. 
In order to be used against possible v i o l a t o r s , such systems would, of course, have to 
be tested, deployed and ready for use. 

The wording of a r t i c l e 2 also gives r i s e to a l l kinds of questions; when, i n the 
u n i l a t e r a l and subjective judgement of one of the parties, a s a t e l l i t e or space platform 
i s considered as not being used " i n s t r i c t accordance with international law, including 
the Charter of the United Nations, i n the interest of maintaining international-peace, 
and security and promoting international co-operation and mutual understanding", i s i t 
to be concluded that i t i s legitimate to interfere with i t s functioning? 

This question i s a valid one in view of another proposal submitted by the 
Soviet Union on 10 August 1972 i n connection with t e l e v i s i o n s a t e l l i t e s . The proposal 
provided that a State was e n t i t l e d to use "the means available to i t , not only i n i t s 
t e r r i t o r y , but also i n outer space or situated outside i t s national j u r i s d i c t i o n " 
against programmes which i t considered "unlawful",. 

A r t i c l e s 1, 2 and 3 of the Soviet draft treaty which, as indicated above, 
presuppose the possession of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems for use by what, might be called 
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self-appointed space s h e r i f f s , thus l i m i t the self-defence ca p a b i l i t y of space objects 
since "target" s a t e l l i t e s are prohibited from disturbing the functioning or changing 
the f l i g h t trajectory of "hunter" sat e l l i t e s ' . 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s we at once encounter as soon as we try to make an a r t l f i c i a j 
d i s t i n c t i o n between s a t e l l i t e s for m i l i t a r y purposes and s a t e l l i t e s for c i v i l i a n 
purposes or to use terms as ambiguous as that of "weapons", should persuade us to 
contemplate a variety of measures rather than a global treaty. Such measures might 
include: 

The use of language corresponding to the fa c t s . Everyone knows- that national 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n include s a t e l l i t e s . № y not say so? 

The immunity of s a t e l l i t e s . As a resul t of b i l a t e r a l agreements, s a t e l l i t e s 
benefit from some measure of protection. Why should such immunity not be specified, 
increased and extended beyond b i l a t e r a l arrangements r e l a t i n g to hon-interference 
with "national means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " to a l l e x i s t i n g s a t e l l i t e s , i f they are eqúiiiped 
only with passive means of defence? 

The consideration of weapons systems as a whole and not of t h e i r èpace segments 
only. I'Jhy not recognize the fact that, as regards a weapons system of which only part 
i s i n o r b i t , i t i s the system as a whole that must be r e s t r i c t e d , as i n fact was done 
i n the b i l a t e r a l ABM Treaty. I t should be recognized that the central.problem i s s t i l l 
that of the arms race, and i t s increasing use of outer space, and not ihat of the 
" m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space". 

The adoption of measures designed to build confidence iri the immunity of systems 
whose s t a b i l i z i n g value arises p r i n c i p a l l y from t h e i r a v a i l a b i l i t y i n times of c r i s i s , 
f o r example, n o t i f i c a t i o n of the characteristics of space objects and the adoption of 
"co-operative" measures i n order to remove any suspicions that might be aroused by 
certain actions on the part of a space object belonging to another State. 

Recognition of the merit of a human presence i n outer space because of the 
capacity for i n i t i a t i v e and judgement that i s thus introduced into the conduct of 
space missions. ~ In t h i s connection, the a p r i o r i suspicion i m p l i c i t i n the s p e c i f i c 
reference, i n a r t i c l e 1, paragraph 1, of the Soviet draft treaty, to reusable manned 
space vehicles, i . e . to the United States space shuttle, i s unacceptable. 

The giving of higher p r i o r i t y to the consideration of ways of promoting 
international co-operation with a view to using earth observation systems for the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of arms l i m i t a t i o n agreements and for c r i s i s control. Mr. Arthur Clarke 
r i g h t l y r e c a l l e d , at our l a s t meeting, the proposal for the establishment of an 
international s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency, o r i g i n a l l y made by France, which has been 
supported by a large part of the international community and forms the subject of a 
very useful report by the Secretary-General. 

This i s not the place to repeat the reasons why we think that the development of 
technology inevitably raises the question of the int e r n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n of space 
observation and, consequently, that of the benefits which the international community 
may derive from i t , especially i n the matter of disarmament. I t i s , however, clear 
that the gradual establishment of such co-operation would, i n many ways, be the best 
response the international community could offer to the r e a l concern of peoples at the 
prospect of the extension of the arms race to outer space. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of France 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
fl o o r to the next speaker on my l i s t . Ambassador Issraelyan, the representative of the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. 
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fir. ISSilABLYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated fron Russian); 
i-ir. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l allov/ mo, on benalf of the Soviet dclvjgation, to welcome 
you to that o f f i c j , eminent 1Че::1сап diploiaat anü statesman as you are, and known 
throughout the iror3.'d as a cha.-ipion of the cessation of the arms race and one who 
lias done iiuch f o r the attainment of - that goal. Ï 'Jish you success i n your tasks 
and px-'ouise you tho cc-ooaration of the Soviet delesation. lie should also l i k e 
to ezpr^ss our .•i;ratitude to' Ambasáador Haina of Kenya vfho successfully guided the 
work of the Committee durinr^ Au,gust. 

ïhe Soviet delegation vrould l i k e today to express i tí-: views on the question of 
tne prevention of an ЭГ-TIG race i n outer space and also to touch on questions r e l a t i n g 
to tho prohibition of che ii i c a l weapons. 

The Soviet Union attaches exceptionally ^reat importance to the prevention of 
an armü race i n outor ?зрасс i n vie'.r of the -reneral interest i n the exploration and 
û ê of outer space for peaceful purposes. As rt". Brezhnev, the head of the 
Soviet State, said i n h i j massage to tho Second United Hâtions Conference on the 
Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Snaca; 

"Cc-opei-ation i n outer soaca should unite peoole and develop an awareness 
of the fact that vre a l l livñ on the same planet and that peace and prosperity 
on earth d-enend on a l l of us. 

"The Soviet Union consi-sfcsntly declares tnat outer space should remain an 
arena of peaceful cO'-operation, that the i n f i n i t e expansau of outer space should 
•.-emain free iron \геаропз of any tyoe. The att-ainmsnt of t h i s great 
numanitarian objective by jo i n t e f f o r t s i s not only feasible but i s also a 
v i t a l need for the sake of the future of a l l mankind."' 

At the request of tne Soviet delegation, Mr. D.-ezhnev's т-ззза:';е has been 
distributed as a document of the СошягЬЬэе on Disarmaaent. 

As you knovr, during the 1960s and 1970s, through the eff o r t s of our country and 
of other States, international treaties and an;reeia3nts irere drafted and concluded 
whj.ch closed o f f a number of p o s s i b i l i t i e s fo-^ the appearance of weapons i n outer 
•зрасе and these have already been recalled by delegations in thair statements. 
liov/e-̂ Oí-; the r e s t r i c t i o n s thus exiotin;; а-.-'э not coi.iplvjte, for an effective 
international legal c a r r i e r Ьаз not y-st been created for tiio prevention of the 
stationing i n outer space of those typos of weaswns vrhich do not f a l l within the 
d e f i n i t i o n of f.ieapons of liiass destruction. Ther;; thus romains a danger a 
áan^.^r vrhich h a n rocîntly increased —-• of the •••lilitarixation of outer spaco. 

Tive Soviet Union believes that we ohould not allovi this to happen. Purthez^more, 
the ov/ervrheLaing majority of the other Statoa of tho wo-.-'ld arc evi.."icinó' an equally 
serious concern on tnir. score. This i s shoun i n D a r t i c u i a r 'oy the decision adopted 
at tae recently concluded Unite-1 rlations Conference on tne E.:ploration and 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, vrhich urged the compctont bodies of tho United 'riations 
and the Comiiiictee on Disarmament to r-i-fa duo attention and attach the hi-^host 
ii'.ioortanco to the serious concern of the international com-Munity at the extension 
of tne аг'-îs >̂ асл to outor soace. 
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I would i-'üCdll that at tho t h i r t y - s i x t h session of tho Unicsd Hâtions 
General ЛьзапЫу ths Soviet Unxon introduosd a proposal aii.ied at preventing the 
extension of the аплз race to outer space. The proposal concerned the conclusion 
of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationin'-; of weapons of any kind in outer 
space. 

Гпэ subraission of t a e te:ct of a draft treaty occasionod a broad discussion 
ooth i n 'c'CiQ Unitod iiations Gensral Assembly and i n the Co.Tiraittoe on Disarraanent. 
The adootion by the Genaral Asoofibly of t v o résolutions aii.ied u l t i i i a t e l y at the 
pravencion of an arria race i n outer spocs also contributsd to t n i s end. 

The nain question t.'hich has arisen in the course of discussion and this nas 
again boon shown fco'-iay by ths ataceuiont of ths f'^ench dolsiacion i s that of the 
detsriiiination of еле basic content of possible negotiations 'jithin the framework 
of ths Cüi.iiiiifctec on ûisarmamont on the bubjsct of itoi.i 7 of i t s agenda. '-ioth at 
tho Coiii'iittee'3 spring session and durinc the currant Sv^ssion, includinfj the 
Com.'iiictee's l a s t ^seeing, on 31 Au7,ust, many dologations again affirmed that the only 
urgent aspect of t h i s matter i s thsprohibition of a n t i - s a t s l l i t o syste^is. 

Allow ne, :;ontlemcn, to consider t h i s Doint i n ^';reater d o t a i l . 

There i s no doubt that the quostion of a n t i ' S a t e l l i t e systems i s part of the 
proolem of preventing an ari,i-:; race i n oubar soac^. Тп1я J.S obvious and no one denies 
i t . ilov/over, to confine the prohibition to a n t i - s a t e l i i t s systens menns not only not 
looking ahead to tomorrow but also not seeing those d.-\n::;srous trends "hich are 
before our eŷ es even today. "hat con3Citut3S a threat to international peace and 
security i s not only indeed, not so Much weapons f o r attacking space oojocts as 
weapons for carrying out attacks on oa-.̂ th froi-i space. Since ths l a t t e r а-з caoablo 
of koepin^-; the Gntii"-! planet under t h e i r ai - U , thoy л''з ínfinitcjv more aan'ïerous. 
I should l i k e to draw attention to the f i c t chat i n his statement today cho 
repr:,sencativc of France said that uci ;jnould not alio;/ soace to i}GCono the denarture 
point for acts of a'^grossion. '1Q а'згеэ ',/ith tnat. Conscqusntl/, to Ъе";хп solving 
tho problem of the prevention of an ariiis race i n outer space wicn tho prohibition of 
a n t i ' - s a t e i i i t e syseams v/oulu bo equi/aient to t r y i n g to achie'/s s i m i l a r ains, 1st 
us say i n tne sphere of . a i l i t a r y a i r c r a f t , by p r o h i o i t i n f anti-axrcraft defence 
f a c i l i t i e s . 

There i s also the fact that one and the samo means of conuuccins a c t i v i t i e s i n 
space can be usud for carryim; either useful or dansav^ous payloads. For eica'.iple; 
a s a t e l l i t e niay i n one instance be c o l l e c t i n g nietvjorological data and 1Л anobhu-- i t 
•iiay be equipoed with homing n i s s i l c s , ropresentin'^; a threat ootn to soace and to 
"ja^'th. Other delegations in thtiir spsochos have refer.^e-i to the v e r s a t i l i t y of 
s a t e l l i t e s , including speakers st the Committee = s l a s t 'lestln'-;;, on 31 August. Th-
-iiaiíG-up of the means ussd for conducting space a c t i v i t i e s i s a matter of general 
knowlad'^e. I t includes land-based equipment, launchinr; devices, controls, and no on. 

Thus i f WG ar-2 thinking of p-^ohibitin"-; anti-üatollitu systems, tn'^n wo at once 
nave to answer tho question: what aro wo goin^ to pi-oJiiolt? I f that i s to includs 
Gverythinf, that helps put into soac^ devices for th^ dostruction o-- dar)a-;ln3 of 
soaco objecta, tnen o r a c t i c a l l y a l l 'зраса acti-^'lty 'iiii^iit f i n d i t u a l f threaceneo 
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ui t h prohibition. This maleas no sansa, and i n any сазэ i s hardly practicable. l/a 
therefore consider that the subject- of the negotiations should be what r e a l l y 
constitutes a threat when i t i s placed i n space, namely, any kind of v/éapon. 

In practice this could include space-object interceptors, based on the most 
diverse p r i n c i p l e s , for attacks on individual a r t i f i c i a l earth s a t e l l i t e s or for 
eliminating the space systems of an opponent, anti-missile weapons for attacks on 
intercontinental b a l l i s t i c missiles and weapons for the destruction of a i r , aaa or 
land targets froiii outer spaces. 

Unat I have said ароНоз also to reusable apace vehicles. They can, of course, 
be used for peaceful purposes, but at tne sauie time tney can be used to carry a 
variety of weapons. I t i s for this reason that they are '.iientioned i n paragraph 1 
of a r t i c l e 1 of the Soviet draft treaty. 

As regards laser v/eapons, some delegations ha\/3 doubted the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
t h e i r appearance i n space at least i n the foreseeable future, regarding the whole of 
t h i s problem as being rather i n the realm of fantasy. But such viev/s are i n 
flagrant contradiction with the facts. Froú¡ the statement,' for exaiaple, of 
Hr. J. Millburn, the United States Assistant Deputy Secretary of Defense for research 
and development of advanced technology, i t appears i n particular that given the 
provision of the requisite f i n a n c i a l means, the construction in the United States of 
. . l i l i t a r y f a c i l i t i e s for space laser weapons i s possible even during the present 
decade. IJhat fantasy i s there in that, gentleman? 

i/o e n t i r e l y agree with the arguaient put forward by the representative of 
S r i Lanka i n his statement on 31 August, and indeed oy лапу other speakers, that i t 
i s easier to prevent the appearance of new types of 'лэаропз than to eliminate those 
that already e x i s t . 

l-Je therefore consider that tho best way of dealing with this nroble-n i s to 
prohiDit the placing and stationing i n space of dangerous loads consisting of either 
s p e c i a l l y designed or adapted devices and r.îeans for acting on objects i n order to 
destroy or damage tha.ii, iifherever tnese tar^^et objects uiy bo, i n outor space, i n the 
a i r space or on earth. 

he have been asked, ooth at the spring з-эззюп and ax, this session, hov/ we 
would define the expression "weapons of any kind". Obviously, the search for a 
generally acceptable formulation should proceed rou:=;hiy along the lin e s indicated 
a'üove. 

As regards the scope of the prohibition of too stationing of aeaoons of any 
.<ind i n outer space, our drafc treaty pi-ohioits tnj.s for any purpose, nicludinri 
testin'̂ î, duveiopmeat and use. These questions vers, as you 'xnoii, raised at the 
Committee's spring session uy a nuiabar of delegations, includin'¿ those of I t a l y , 
the Hetherlands and India. 

Tno Soviet delo'jation would l i k e once l a o r e со drat; attencion to the fact that 
tiiG Sü-'i3t draft, as i t i s easy to лее, doerj not 1-зпог-̂ ! c a e problem of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
•systems. Doth tiiu Soviet draft treaty and the draft .mandate for a workin̂ ï ,<?гоир 
auO'íiitted by the I'iongolian dalo::acion at tiie Jpring part of our session allo'i for 
tho po i s i b i l i t y of the consideration of the question of a i i t i - s a t e l i ice sysconis i n the 
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context of other measures aimed at the prévention of an anas i-'acj i n outer space, 
and also talce into account other comments made during t h i s session, i n narticular 
by the delegations of India, Indonesia ап'-'. S r i Lanka., 

The Soviot delegation acknov/led'sss tne tecnnical complexity of space problsias, 
to v/hich the representative of the U-nited States referred i n h i s statement at our 
plenary moeting of 10 August. ' In our view, he,'ever, t h i s fact does not argue i n 
favour of putting o f f bhe discuosion of the question for ever but rather i n favour 
of supporting tno liongolian delObation's proposal for the setting up of a i/orking 
.group on t h i s subject oefore the end of tiie Coiiimitteo's present session. 

I t must be said that statements .lade at ths Committee's plenary ineeting on 
jl August, as also todays stateuent by the rspresentative of F.^anca, shou that 
material for negotiations e x i s t s . 

Us appeal to the United States delegation to reconsider i c s approacn and vís 
firmly urge the establishment of an ad noc uoricing group which would pendit the 
Committe'e to begin serious negotiations on t h i s exceptionally iniportant problOiii 
with the parti c i p a t i o n of experts. 

In conclusion, ue snould l i k e to stress that one of tne most Lnportant tasks of 
the Committee i s to do Gverytning i n i t s power to help prevent the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
spacG becoming a source of m i l i t a r y danger for States, wnieh w i l l inovitaoly happen 
i f vieapons of any kind ar-î i n s t a l l e d i n outer space. UG, for our part, are ready 
to engage i n honest, equal and bujiness-like ne^otiation-á with tho aii.i of achieving 
constructive agreements bn tne prévention of an агыз гасз i n outer space. 

In connection with the questions put by .:iany delegations, and i n oarticular 
those contained m document CD/5OÓ, concerning certain ele.Menta i n the Soviet basic 
provi.'jions of a convention on tho prohibition of chemical weapons, the delegation 
of tho USSil would l i k e to offer certain coLiinients on a пишоег of these questions 
wnich appear to ua to prosent a oroad i n t e r e s t . 

As re.gards othor questions that have been .out, ue intend to ansvier thei^n i n tho 
Ad Hoc liorking Group on Chemical i/eapons. 

F i r s t of a l l , I should l i k e to make a cOi.UTiont of a goneral nature. As you 
know, the Soviet Union subúiitted for consideration by the i n t s m a t i o n a l couiniunity a 
draft text on basic provisions of a convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons —' Vihich loans what i t says, basic provisions and not a precisG toxb of the 
antire convontion. This, of course, vjas (lone delioorateiy. ¡.''or I t saa^-is to UÜ 
that i n ordar to d r a f t such an important and couiolc:: international convention no 
7(iust f i r s t of a l l a r , r o o on i t s basic pro^/isions, the "skeleton" of the convention, 
аз i t Viere, to wnich we can tiien add viith loss axpenditurwi of оГх'огЬ the "••luacles' 
of appendicos, l i s t s , quotas, protocols, ate. 

Let u3 novi look at the questions. 

\Je were askod why we had included a special provisj.on on tne non-stationin.? of 
cho:iiicai weapons on the t a r r i t o r i o s of ocnor Statas, 

U a l l , of course, i t vías not by chance that -ÍG Included m th.3 draft basic 
provisions a provijion on the non-st.j.tioning of chemical vjaapono on tna oerr i t o r i o s 
of othor States and on tho rui:iovai of such Uviauons from tnose t e r r i t o r i o s ana tnoj.'.' 
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subsequent destruction. There were very jood reasons for t h i s . The inclusion of 
this provision i s based on r e a l i t y , namely., the practice of certain States,, whicn 
have stationed stocks of chemical weapons outside the boundaries of t n e i r national 
t e r r i t o r y . For example, according; to numerous press reports, there has ueen a good 
deal of p o l i t i c a l tension recently about the location of stores of American che.mical 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r y of the Federal Republic of Germany. This fact i s clear 
evidence of the merit of including i n tho draft convention a provision on the non-
stationing of chemical v;eapons on the t e r r i cor i s s of other States. 

An obligation i n t h i s sense ought, in our view, to enter into force siiaultaneousiy 
u i t h r a t i f i c a t i o n of the convention and continue for the entire period of i t s v a l i d i t y . 
Naturally, the 'jithdra^al of chemical woioons from the t e r r i t o r i e s of other States 
v r i l l demand a certain amount of time, depending on the quantity of the stocks so 
stationed. I's v;ou.ld propose reaching agreement on sucn periods of time,, Hou i s 
the fulfilment of t h i s obligation to be verified? Such v e r i f i c a t i o n can be carried 
out through national technical means, and also upon request. 

There i s another and not uniiiportant aspect: ош- proposal aims at preventing the 
deployment of binary weapons i n parts, for example, by the members of m i l i t a r y blocs 
as part of a "di-'i-ision of labour", so to speak, between the.n. For exaniple, stocks 
of one component of a binary weapon could be stationed on the t e r r i t o r y of one State 
and stocks of the second coraponent on that of another. Such a possibility.must, of 
course, bo reckoned with, and that i s uliat ue are trying to do. 

Another of the questions put to us concerns substances produced for permitted 
purposes which, i t i s proposed, should be included i n a l i s t of cnsmicals presenting 
a. particular danger fi"on the point of vieu of t h a i r possibls diversion to use for 
purposes of chemical weapons. Preparing and agreein'^ on such a l i s t w i l l , franicly, 
be very d i f f i c u l t , in particular because t h i s question d i r e c t l y affects both the 
chemical in-ustry «nd the use of chemicals foi- m i l i t a r y purposes not connected with 
chemical weapons. An i l l u s t r a t i v e l i s t of certain substances — as has been 
-u.n-'̂ ested w i l l not solve this problc.io I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to 
aDP?a.l to d3la.iT;ations to take .m active part, at the appropriate stage, i n e f f o r t s 
to find a cpncrete ansuer to t h i s undouotedly important question, wita the nelp of 
their technical experts. 

Considerable interest иая expi-assea i n the section of -che draft basic provisions 
devoted to -"-erification. 

On the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n of the obstruction of stocks, i n p a r t i c u l a r , we 
assuras that in .addition to niitiooal v e r i f i c a t i o n , doclara/cions, etc., a number of 
internacional nrocsdures u i l l be applied also. One of th-ase rnignt be when an 
additional exchange of inforuiation i s necessary between interested States concerning 
th<? factua? state of a f f a i r s . Another procedure .night be the conduct of on-site 
in'snr-ctions upon request i f an orohango of info.v.iation has not px-'ovioed a satisfactory 
solution,. Another, and indepen;''ent •-- Md I uould repeat, independent ••- ..leasure 
ert''isaged i s that of 3y.stematic international v u r i f i c a t i o n of the aestruction of stocks 
at con->'e!̂ ted or scecialized f a c i l i t i e s , for е::амр1е; on the oasia of an agreed quoca. 

nuestiono v/jre put to u.-̂  about certain particular aspects of tnj.-5 form of 
iosnoction. But i t ;;ould surely bo bottur for the oarciCLoancs i n tas uO'jotiationx:. 
to reach an a^.rooment i n principle that during tue oeriuci. of tno deijtructioa of stocKs 
of c')?;,Tiical ue."oon¡j or their diversion to permjttod purposes tuere should oo provision 
Го. i-'.ic DC^jsibxlity of the conduct of .-yst ;.:iatic 'J.ntO!'n,.itionai on---ite .Lnso-'iCtions 
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of the destruction of r-tocks at con'^3rtcd o.- speciaiizcd f a c i i i t ¿ 3 3 . I f such a 
pro^n^ajon for inclusion 'in the convention чоге agreed on i n princxpio, whxch 
unfoi^tunatcly i s not the CB.SC. at present, that uoulc; constitute a 3rcat scou forviara 
anvl '.'0 could then consider methods of i.oplo!.iínntin¿ that a'¿7\̂ oment - and 1 .-e-peat: 
agrcen.'Dnt. Such an o^'jraeuiont doej not yst e:dst. 

The sa-iin aopiLes to -/ev-ification that слз p̂ ; 'ijxtbüu production of ouperco;cio 
IsthaJ chsvnicals at snocialxzeu f a c j l i t i b s does noc ü:,:coaci tne uoper l i m i t of 
ono tonna. '.'e oi-ooose t^iat sucii n f a c i l i t y snould onerato undCi- national 
vav i f i e n t i on Hjth -•-•'у ;.-trict ^o'li^t.-vction of a-iiounc." оГ i n i t j . a l n-oductj cunsuáiaü 
and che-iiicals o?'oducdo, thst i t s locat'.on siiouJo !)з dücla.'ao and tiiat provision 
should be .-.lada fo.- the car^-^yin.": out of intornationax on-sita inspection;! (for example, 
on ths basis of an arroad quota, to v s r i f y tne D.-ocucbxon of suoartoxic i.-,chai 
c'noTicals for ncrnittort pu.'noses at such a f a c i l i t y . But i t may DO asked, ла^е no 
'"v̂ .gchod anjî 'ô Tient i n or.i ncj ni.-' on th i s quoction too'-' I сллпк iiot aitiiougn thare 
'jouii" not s-3ii to be aav obvious insuperabl;^ obitacles to ou,' uomg ciint, 

I.'c arc also i n a^rsemant uitn those dñiai_;ation3 uiiich, ju.-;,jj.ni; by t h t i r 
ciuostions aî-'o concernod about hou yo>-ification can oe concluctad i'itn i-ssoact to icnc 
po'-rî.i.b.ic p'"oduction of thp pr-jcurso'^s of ouoertoxic substance-i anJ. in truth, of 
hi.na-y '.jaaocns, at co'iac-rcial cntopp.ri3e& Aj fo.' at':;uiricncfi tnat uma.'y '..'̂-аропз 
and the i r production can Ъз dcaJt ' i x t h i n tha sâ .o ь-ау аз otner- typas of ciiouixcai 
'•aapons we do not find thsri ver'y convincing. SucI; a.'guuiants do not aiiainace 
the p.'oblaui of "•erifyjn';; t h i t pracursors for binary weapons ara net uain¿ producou, 
in narticula-- at commercial enterprises. 

I should also likC; to st'^ass ons other ooint. What-avor types of a c t i v i t y ,'./o 
ачу consider and whatever obligations under tho Convention uiay be involvoci, m 
pf-acticO; accordinr to ths .Sos'iat draft bardic provisions international v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i n the forrî of on-site inspsc&ion upon request víoultí i n ganoral DO applxcable. Ws 
woro asked about the procedure for c a r r y i n ^ out th i s form of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In tnis 
connection I should l i k a to point ovt tiir.t such a procedure has Ьсуп worked out xn 
d e t a i l i n tho course of negotiations on othei" Intoi'uational ñgreeaents and t r e a t i e s 
and the axncrience gained in ths course of those nagotiatxons, m particular tne 
So^'iat'Anglo-A-'iisrican ns.f;otiations on thj prohibition of nuclear weapon t o j t s , coula 
obviously bo applied also to 'che convention on the {prohibition of chemical weapons. 

I should l i k - : to take the opportunity to make a fe:j brie f comment.̂  on the 
course of the nŝ íotiations on the orohibitxon- of cheiiiicai weapons i n the Conimitcee. 
There i s no doubt that tne Ad Hoc •;o:''kin''̂  Group under tna experienced guiJanco of 
Ambassador Sujka hDS done a «rreat deal of useful i.rork: uutuel unáerirtanding has 
widened on •n?ny important aspects of the convention, ('iffersnces of vievjs have i n 
many in''tanceE been reduced or minimised, and noscihie agreed for'.iulations are 
OT-en beginnin'-; to е-ъог",о. At the зале ti..ia, hovvsver, in the Soviet delegation's 
viavr, there iiava appeared certain unc.asirable tondenciss d i v e r t i n c us froni the 
speediest possible conclusion of a conxention on the prohibition of chosoicai weapons. 
These tendencies a-.̂e evident in the fact that, instead of consolidating the basic 
provisions of the future convention, on i/hich consensus i s i n sight, заяе 
delectations have bean trying to divert the discussion to secondary and at times 
purely technical matters. And the number of these matters i s constantly growing. 
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Some seem to regard the Committee as a place providing courses for the improvement 
of s k i l l s , and force the Committee to investigate technological methods which they 
have not t r i e d out themselves, not to speak of the fact that other delegations have 
serious doubts about these methods. 

Of course no one denies the p o s s i b i l i t y of using technical progress and the 
achievements of science for ensuring the effective fulfilment of international 
agreements, but we must not put the cart before the horse and substitute acedemic 
discussions of various kinds for p o l i t i c a l readiness. I f we follow t h i s course, 
with our frankly rather slow tempo of negotiations, we s h a l l never catch up with 
technical, progress. The e x i s t i n g technical procedures w i l l be replaced by new 
ones; those new ones w i l l be replaced by even newer ones, and so on. We are 
opposed to the conversion of the Committee into a s c i e n t i f i c and technical society. 
We believe that agreement on key aspects of a chemical weapons convention such as 
the scope of the prohibition, declarations, confidence-building measures, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and other aspects of the future convention should be consolidated and 
not made a r t i f i c i a l l y dependent on the solution of pa r t i c u l a r issues. 

Not long ago, during one of her v i s i t s abroad, the Prime Minister of India 
recalled an old Indian t r a d i t i o n , namely, to find something about which agreement 
can be reached,, even i f i t i s only something very small; that i s a s t a r t i n g point, 
and you must then try to enlarge the area of agreement. That i s an old and wise 
Indian t r a d i t i o n . 

Those are the comments the Soviet delegation wished to make about the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

The CHAIRAN (translated from Spanish) : I thank the representative of the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan, for his statement and 
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The next speaker on my l i s t i s 
Ambassador-Erdembileg, the representative of Mongolia, to whom I now give the 
f l o o r . 

Mr.- ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian); Mr. Chairman, before 
beginning my statement I should l i k e , on behalf of the Mongolian delegation, warmly 
to welcome you to the o f f i c e of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament for the 
month of September. We know you well as one of the outstanding diplomats of 
Mexico and a great s p e c i a l i s t with a wealth of experience and knowledge i n the 
sphere of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on disarmament. This gives us every confidence 
that the Committee w i l l successfully complete the work of i t s 1982 session. 
Allow me sincerely to wish you every success i n your responsible task and to assure 
you that the Mongolian delegation w i l l co-operate closely with you i n dealing with 
the matters that are on the Committee's agenda for t h i s session. 

The Mongolian delegation would also l i k e to express i t s gratitude to your 
predecessor, Ambassador Maina of Kenya, for his contribution to the work of the 
Committee during the month of August. 
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t j h The Mongolian delegation would l i k e to speak today about item 7 of the agenda, 
on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

A number of statements have been made on t h i s question since the Committee 
f i r s t added t h i s new item to i t s agenda-at i t s spring session this,year. My 
delegation has been following the course of the discussion with the greatest 
interest. I t has also expressed i t s views on the subject both here i n the 
Committee and i n the F i r s t Committee of the United Nations General Assembly. 
We believe that the Committee has on the whole reacted po s i t i v e l y ' t o the two 
resolutions on the subject adopted by the General Assembly at i t s l a s t session. 

At the l a s t session, the delegation of Mongolia introduced resolution 36/99 
i n the F i r s t Committee on behalf of i t s sponsors. 

Both during the spring part and during the present part of t h i s session the 
Mongolian delegation, l i k e many other delegations, has repeatedly advocated the 
orderly and structured consideration of the question of the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space and the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on t h i s 
subject to begin concrete negotiations for the adoption of e f f e c t i v e measures 
towards the elaboration of an international treaty i n t h i s connection. 

As I have already reminded the Committee more than once, the Mongolian 
delegation formally submitted the working paper i n document CD/272 which proposes 
a draft mandate for an ad hoc working group on t h i s question. 

As you know, an exchange of views on t h i s question was held i n formal 
meetings. The Committee has been discussing item 7 of i t s agenda t h i s week at 
i t s plenary meetings. During the discussions both at informal and at pleinary 
meetings i t has unfortunately become clear that certain delegations intend to 
maintain the absence of consensus on the question of the setting up of an ad hoc 
working group on t h i s matter. I w i l l say frankly that we do not quite understand 
t h i s obstructionism. 

We believe that the time has come- for concrete negotiations on t h i s important 
and urgent question i n an ad hoc working group. We know perfectly well that a 
very small number of States are playing the p r i n c i p a l part i n the exploration 
and use of outer space. Nevertheless, i n view of the extremely dangerous 
consequences of an arms race i n outer space for the peace and security of a l l , 
the Committee i s obliged to take á v i t a l i nterest i n the consideration of t h i s 
question and the urgent drafting of an international legal instrument on the 
subject. The overwhelming majority of the world's States demand t h i s . 

This was confirmed i n pa r t i c u l a r at the Second united Nations Conference on 
the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, which recently ended i n Vienna. 
The Conference urged the competent bodies of the United Nations and i n pa r t i c u l a r 
the General Assembly and also the Committee on Disarmament, i n considering 
measures for the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, to give appropriate 
attention and high p r i o r i t y to tho serious concern of the international community 
at the extension of the arms race to outer space. 
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VJe are a i l f a i r l y f a m i l i a r with the fact that outer space i s not always and 
everywhere a peaceful sphere and frequently shows signs of becoming a new arena 
for the arms race. This i s i l l u s t r a t e d by the alarming reports i n the world's 
press which have become more frequent of l a t e . I am referring i n pa r t i c u l a r to 
the numerous projects for the production of a whole range of space weapons designed 
for the launching of attacks on objects i n space, i n the atmosphere and on the 
earth's surface. 

There are p a r t i c u l a r l y far-reaching plans i n connection with the possible 
m i l i t a r y uses of the reusable space vehicles being constructed i n the United States 
under the "shuttle" programme. According to press reports the Pentagon s p e c i a l i s t s 
are considering plans for the establishment of m i l i t a r y bases i n space with the 
help of these vehicles, the location i n space of mines for attacks on the 
a r t i f i c i a l earth s a t e l l i t e s of an opponent and the creation of large-scale systems 
of space-based anti-missile defence. The p o s s i b i l i t i e s are being examined of 
the use of space shuttles as vehicles for various types of weapons. Other very 
important plans for the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space are connected with t h e i r 
use. Major-General J. Welch, deputy head of the United States Joint Chiefs of 
Staff for research and development said recently: "Our a c t i v i t i e s continue to expand 
at a substantial rate and the shuttle with i t s potential for the delivery of heavier 
and more sophisticated payloads plays the part of catalyst i n t h i s . " . 

The distinguishing feature of the new plans i s the fact that, the space 
shuttle i s to play the role of the basic element i n them without which the systems 
to be established cannot function. These systems include, for example, large 
platforms with laser weapons and also small-sized a i r and space vehicles for the 
carrying out of short-term operations i n outer space and i n the atmosphere. 

One of the largest programmes to which the Pentagon i s at present attaching 
primary importance i s the programme for the development of laser weapons. Their 
purpose i s to be the destruction of any objects, on earth, at sea, i n the a i r 
and i n outer space. Work on the construction of the basic element of t h i s weapon 
i s being carried out within the framework of the so-called t r i a d of space-based 
laser weapons which, i n the view of the periodical Foreign Policy, may soon bring 
a combat system for space into being. I t i s planned to test the elements of the 
t r i a d i n space i n 1984-I985. 

The American press has also published reports about the construction i n the 
United States of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems based on small-sized interceptors. I t 
i s to reach i t s target with the help of a small missile launched from an F-15 
fighter a i r c r a f t . According to the plans, f l i g h t tests of the mini-interceptor 
i n space w i l l begin during the f i r s t half of 1983 and i t w i l l be supplied to the 
armed forces i n the mid-1980s. 

But the United States i s not merely developing space weapons; i t i s also 
creating the necessary conditions for their use. I t i s known that from 
1 September of t h i s year the area of space surrounding the earth w i l l for the 
Pentagon become a new potential theatre of m i l i t a r y operations. From then on, 
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a special space command w i l l begin functioning i n the United States armed forces. 
According to reports i n the western press, the head of the United States Joint 
Chiefs of Staff said with respect to the establishment of t h i s command; "Research 
and development i n the sphere of space weapons w i l l soon make i t possible for 
us to carry out m i l i t a r y operations i n space.". 

The implementation of such plans and programmes could undoubtedly have f a r -
reaching consequences. I t i s therefore urgent and important to prevent an arms 
race i n outer space i n time. 

Mongolia, l i k e many other States, f u l l y supported the Soviet Union's proposal 
for the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of 
any kind i n outer space. 

The Mongolian delegation i s one of those delegations which are i n favour of a 
comprehensive solution, that i s , as proposed i n a r t i c l e 1, paragraph 1, of the 
draft treaty submitted by the USSR, which states that States parties undertake not 
to place i n or b i t around the earth objects carrying weapons of any kind, i n s t a l l 
such weapons oh c e l e s t i a l bodies, or station such weapons i n outer space i n any 
other manner, including on reusable manned space vehicles of an ex i s t i n g type or 
of other types which States parties may develop i n the future. In addition, we 
are not opposed to the treaty containing a provision concerning the prohibition of 
the use of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. 

The discussion i n the Committee of tho question of the prevention of an arras 
race i n outer space has also revealed a dif f e r e n t approach, a pragmatic and gradual 
one, as i t s advocates have put i t . According to t h i s approach, the prohibition 
would be confined to a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, the wide variety of weapons and 
systems not coming within the category of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems thus being l e f t 
outside the proh i b i t i o n . Furthermore, i t seems that the very expression, a n t i -
s a t e l l i t e systems, i s being used i n a very ambiguous v;ay, probably because the 
advocates of th i s approach have not put forward a clear d e f i n i t i o n of what they 
mean by a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. 

The Mongolian delegation f i r m l y believes that the main aim should be the 
solution of the problem as a whole, that i s , the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting 
the stationing of weapons of any kind i n outer space, and that the question of 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems should be dealt with i n the general context of measures 
aimed at the achievement of t h i s goal. 

In conclusion, the Mongolian delegation would l i k e to suggest to you, 
Mr. Chairman, and through you to the members of the Committee, that after item 7 
has been considered at plenary meetings, consultations should continue with a view 
to agreeing on a mandate before the end of t h i s session and adopting a decision on 
the setting up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of 
Mongolia for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The 
next speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of Hungary, to whom I now give the 
f l o o r . 
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Vir. KOMIVES (Hungary): I can say without any exaggeration, Fir. Chairman, that I 
fe e l happy to be among the f i r s t to greet you on the day when you assume the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament. I wish you could f e e l and openly say i n 
the near future: "Well, t h i s i s the kind of negotiating forum I have been b a t t l i n g 
f o r " . In the meantime, we count on your vast experience anii diplomatic s k i l l which, I 
am convinced, v i i l l help us gee the maximum out of the present s i t u a t i o n . 

May I also express my appreciation to your predecessor. Ambassador Haina of 
Kenya, for the contribution which he made to our work as Chairman for the month of July. 
At the sâ ne time, I v/ish to bid farewell to those colleagues who have l e f t the 
Committee i n the short tvio weeks since I took the fl o o r l a s t time — 
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, Arabassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia and 
Ambassador Salah-Bey of Algeria. On behalf of ray delegation, I v/ish them well i n 
their new assignments. 

F i n a l l y , i t i s a pleasure to welcome i n our midst the new representative of Peru, 
Ambassador Cannock, and to offer him the friendship and co-operation of the 
Hungarian delegation. 

Today I wish to set out ray delegation's views on a few questions r e l a t i n g to 
agenda item 7 — the prevention of an arras race i n outer space. 

This year the world i s celebrating the twenty-fifth anniversary of the 
launching of the f i r s t man-made object into outer space, the pioneer f l i g h t of the 
f i r s t Soviet Soutnik. That event 25 years ago opened for man the gate of the space 
age, the exploration and use of outer space. 

The peaceful use of that new, endless area has already brought enormous 
benefits for mankind. Nobody can, and I believe nobody r e a l l y wants to, deny or 
underrate the significance of the peaceful use of outer space i n numerous f i e l d s such 
as meteorology, navigation, telecoimnunication, the remote sensing of natural 
resources, etc. Taking into account the rapid progress of science and technology, a 
ri c h flow of further results — many of them perhaps not even thought of now ~ may be 
expected i n the near future, which can serve for the benefit of mankind as a whole. 
That actually was the general desire expressed v i v i d l y by the Second United Nations 
Conference on the Exploration and .Peaceful Uses of Outer Space held only recently i n 
Vienna. 

ït i s very unfortunate that the dawn of the space age was very soon clouded by 
the sombre p o s s i b i l i t i e s of using outer space also for h o s t i l e purposes. Шеп that 
threat was rea l i z e d , i n i t i a t i v e s were quickly taken i n order to avoid such a development 
The f i r s t important step i n that dir e c t i o n was the adoption of the outer space Treaty, 
signed i n 1967, which prohibits the emplacement of nuclear weapons and other weapons of 
mass destruction i n outer space, codifying at the same time the fundamental principles 
concerning man's a c t i v i t i e s i n the cosmic environment. The peaceful a c t i v i t y of States 
and t h e i r co-operation to that end, were further regulated by the conclusion of a set 
of international instruments. My delegation i s proud to note i n t h i s respect that 
Hungarian representatives i n the various bodies of the United Mations outer space 
Committee have contributed to no small extent to the drafting of those instruments. 

The growing danger of the outbreak of an arms race i n outer space, and the 
urgent necessity to avoid i t , i s c l e a r l y reflected i n the Fi n a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session on disarmament. In paragraph 8 0 i t says the following: 
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"In 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 tha 
fccploration and Use of Outer Space, including tha Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l 
Bodies." 

A step of outstanding si'snificance was taken l a s t year at the 
t h i r t y - s l K t h session of the United 4ations General Assembly. Ths Soviet Union — 
taking into account various events showing that outer space '¡lay bo getting irtvolved 
more and more i n hostil e a c t i v i t i e s , thus becoming an arena for tha arms race, and 
guided by tho sincere desire to put an end to such a course of davnlopment — submitted 
a draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationin'? of v;eapons of any kind i n outer 
space. The Hungarian delegation víalcomod that new i n i t i a t i v e , and we"continue to 
consider i t a very important and timely action i n the proper d i r e c t i o n . In our view, 
the draft treaty i s a good basis for tha elaboration of the international 
instrument which our Committae i s required to do. 

At i t s l a s t session the General Assembly adopted two resolutions to prevent tho 
spread of the arms race to outer space. Résolution jo/99 — referring to the draft 
treaty i/hich I nave just hientioned — requests bhe Committae on Disarmament to st a r t 
negotiations i n ordar to achieve açrseraant on tha text of a treaty on the prohibition 
of the stationing of weapons of any kind i n outer space. 

The other one, resolution Зо/97 С, also requests the Committee to conduct 
negotiations on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, making special reference 
to the prohibition of a n t i - s a t a l l i t e systems. 

That development, and nore concretely the two resolutions, have charged our 
Committee viith a new r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and additional tasks. The Committae i n turn has 
decided to include i n i t s agenda for 19^2, a new itsui, item 7, e n t i t l e d "Prevention of 
an arms race i n outer space". Durin»; the f i r s t part of tha session informal maetin^s 
were held, and now the item i s on our programme of work for tne second part of the 
1932 session. 

The Hungarian dale'^ation i s firmly convinced that the Committee on Disarmament 
took a ^reat step forvjard when i t eubarked on tha considaration of t h i s item-. This 
development w i l l have to lead soon to serious negotiations and tho e a r l i e s t possible 
elaboration of tha text of a treaty banning the stationing of weapons of any kind i n 
outer space. .If the Commititaí; wants to achieve that purpose — and tha trend of the 
discussion has so far indicated tha cxistanca of a strong w i l l to do so serious 
ne^jOtiations aiust be started without dalay, i'ith the requisite p o l i t i c a l w i l l , i n 
order not to lose tha ¡¡lomentuni. 

ily dela^ation feels that the consideration of the question of the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space has been useful. I t has contributed to a better knov/ledge^of 
the problems involved, and outlined the different approaches as to how our Committee 
should deal with this iniportant aiid very timely issue. 

Last Tuesday we had tlis oonortunity to l i s t a n to tha fascinating; statement by 
Professor Clarke of S r i Lanka, uy del-î̂ ;ation also follo'.jed -.'xth great attention the 
statements лаиа by Ambassador Ales s i of I t a l y and nr. Skinner of Canada. l i h i l a 
admittlnn: tha jariousness and the hi^h lev-jl of t n ? i r st.-.ta.ients, Ï hava to express 
none derirae of disappointmant on thT part of iy délo-catión bacaune of tña ona-sidednass 
of chose intarventions. Our distin'juisncd colleagues nooka only of ons aspact of the 
prevention of an аглз race i n outer spaca, namely, the orevention or tne prohibition of 
a n t i - s a t a i l i t e systems. 
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Ky delegation does not want to deny or b e l i t t l e the importance and the 

timeliness of the solution of t h i s problem. Nevertheless, we consider that t h i s i s 
only one of the many aspects of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. In 
the opinion of the Hungarian delegation, and I know i t i s shared by many others, there 
are or there may je other weapons which could be used i n or from outor space. I t i s 
r e a l l y regrettable that no aspects cthsr than the prohibition of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems vjero mentioned by our distinguished I t a l i a n and Canadian colleagues. The 
Hungarian delegation, l i k e many others, feels that a l l aspects of the prevention of 
an arms race i n outer space should be considered and, hopefully, solved by our 
Committee. 

Although my delegation — l i k e the great majority around t h i s table — holds the 
view that the prevention of an arms race i n outer space is basically a matter of 
p o l i t i c a l decision, I venture to make a few brie f comments on some of the views 
expressed by certain delegations. 

F i r s t of a l l , we cannot share the optimistic evaluation that the idea of laser-gun 
and particle-beam weapons can be translated into an operational capability only i n the 
hazy distant future. Reading the expert study issued by the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute i n 1973, e n t i t l e d Outer Space - B a t t l e f i e l d of the Future? 
one can find the following conclusion: 

"As far as space-borne lasers are concerned, these are i n the development 
stage. For such systems, chemical lasers are more useful because of t h e i r compact 
size .... Advances i n infra-red laser radars show that x^th such devices, an 
object i n space can be tracked .... When such a device becomes available, i t can 
be used to disable solar c e l l s and o p t i c a l sensors on board a s a t e l l i t e . In 
high energy lasers and charged-particle beams vre may voll be seeing the 
beginning of the next revolution i n weapon technology." 

Let me r e c a l l that the book from \ihich I have quoted was published i n 1973, just 
l i k e the so-called "Occasional Paper 25" by the Stanley Foundation, e n t i t l e d "Can 
Space Remain a Peaceful Environment?" which states the following: the United States 
m i l i t a r y has propc-ed incorporating new ty^es of space syste s into e x i s t i n g 
operational commands, and usin:i s a t e l l i t e s for real-time battle management and war 
f i g h t i n g . Space technology could free m i l i t a r y forces froui dependence on foreign 
bases and from the need for coraiiiunication and monitoring f a c i l i c i e s i n other 
countries. 

The study of the Stanley Foundation, whoso conclusions I mention i n an 
abbreviated form — for brevity's sake but vrithout changing t h e i r message, then 
';:oes on stating the follovring: the United States Air Force envisage both manned and 
unmanned space stations that would be used for targeting, damage assessment, and 
retargeting of strategic weapons, vreapons guidance, and real-time b a t t l e f i e l d command, 
control and communication functions. 

These are only a few examples to prove the point that the problem of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems — important as they may be i s but one of the many aspects of the issue, 
иу delegation cannot help coming to the conclusion that the extra weight given by 
certain delegations to t h i s single item .oay perhaps serve soms special in t e r e s t s . 

In conclusion, l e t me say frankly that at the beginning of the summer session the 
Hungarian delegation expected a speedy solution of the establishment of a workin'-i; group 
on item 7 of our agenda. Unfortunately, the position taken by some 'restern countries 

file:///ihich


(ifip. KoralvasHungary) 
has not made i t possible. Nevertheless, ws continue to hold the visvf that a 
working group V7ith a properly vrorded mandate, l i k a the one suggested by the delegation 
of Mongolia i n document CD/272, would be the bast framework for dealing with t h i s 
question. 

However, I do not want to over-emphasizs the importance of the establishment of 
a v;orking group on outar space. I have ample reason not to do so. • I am f u l l y av/ars 
of the fact that the predecessors of the Couimittae on Disarmament, ths EwDC and the CCD, 
were abla to elaborate disarmament a^raemants v.'ithout v/orking groups, i-jhile t h i s 
Committee vihich has now established quite a few groups, s t i l l considerad to be tha best 
framework for negotiations, has- so far been unable to elaborate a single draft treaty 
or convention on disarmament. But that only underscores my point: vrhat i s r e a l l y 
needed aro devotion, readiness and p o l i t i c a l v ; i l l . And i f and v/hen they are given, v/e 
can easily f i n d the v?ay to elaborate and conclude disarmament measures, with or 
without working groups. 

Tha СНАХНШП (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of Hungary for 
his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The next speaker on 
my l i s t i s the representative of Cuba, Aiiibassador Sola V i l a , to v/hom I nov/ give the 
f l o o r . 

Mr. SOLA" VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish); Tir. Chairman, we are very happy 
to see you occupying the Chair of the Committae on Disarmament th i s month. Mexico and 
Cuba are tvio f r i e n d l y countries vjhich have set an exanple of co-opsration. As tha 
Presiaent of the Cuban Council of State, Fidel Castro, declared: "Uith Mexico, Cuba 
has a t r a d i t i o n of history and friendship as vJith no other country i n Latin America. 
Our struggles have been closely linked with the struggles and the history of Mexico." 

You, Ambassador Garcia Robles, have dedicated your e f f o r t s and your l i f e to the 
cause of disarmament and peace. You have never faltered i n your e f f o r t s . Your motto 
seeuis to have bean based on the v/ords of Banito Juarez, one of the graat patriots of 
the Araaricas, viho said: "He who does not hope to win has already l o s t " . Despite the 
enormous obstacles i n our way, v̂íe cannot give up the fig h t for general and complete 
disarmament. 

I also vjish to thank your predecessor. Ambassador Maina, for the masterly way i n 
vjhich he guided our work during the month of August, and to wish him success i n his new 
functions. 

Allow me also to j o i n i n the viords of welcome extended to Ambassador Petar Cannock 
of Paru, with whom v;e hope to continue to co-onarate closely, and to express my 
appraciation for the work done by tv;o other colleagues vjho are leaving us. 
Ambassador Salah-Беу of Algeria and Ambassador Marko Vrhunec of Yugoslavia. 

Tha adoption of effective international arrangamants to assura non-nuclear-weapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons i s an item v/hich the 
Committee on Disarmament has been considering as a matter of p r i o r i t y since i t s summar 
session i n 1579-

I t should be recalled that tha only assurances those Statas had at the time i/ere 
the ones offered u n i l a t e r a l l y by socio nuclear-weapon States; and, as vras pointad out 
by the Group of 21, some of those assurances not only contained unacceptable 
l i r a i t a t i o n s , conditions and exceptions that reflected t h e i r su'îjectivo 
tîcorcach, but v/ere also based e n t i r e l y on the lioctrine of nuclear deterrence, '^hich 
has halped to bring the world to the brink of \/ar. 

CD/PV.IS^! 
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When the Committee on Disarmament decided to establish a working group to consider 
t h i s important item, i t stated that the Uorking Group's objective would be to consider, 
and negotiate on, effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

Since then, much has happened during the Committee's consideration of t h i s item 
and many developments have occurred with respect to the possible use of nuclear weapons 
such that today the threat to the non-nuclear-weapon States posed by the possible use 
of such vieapons i s greater than i t was i n 1979. 

In t h i s connection, i t must bo borne i n mind that the use of nuclear weapons would 
affect belligerents and non-belligarents a l i k s , as has been recognized on more than 
one occasion, even i n t h i s negotiating body. 

At one point i n i t s work, the Working Group dealing with t h i s item seemed to be 
about to reach agreement that would lead to the adoption of an international instrument 
which would give effect to the assurances i n question. I t had begun to consider the 
so-called "common approach" and everything ыаз going v.'ell u n t i l the policy of nuclear 
deterrence, s t i l l based on the possible use of nuclear weapons, again ruled out the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of reaching any kind of agreement. 

Talk then turned even mors i n s i s t e n t l y to the p o s s i b i l i t y of the adoption by the 
Security Council of a resolution containing assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States, 
but i t has so far been impossible to agree on wording that v-/ould s a t i s f y a l l parties 
equally, primarily for the following two reasons: on the one hand, there are nuclear-
weapon States which are not prepared to renounce the use of such vjsapons; and on 
the other hand, i t i s obvious that i f the declarations made are to lead to an effective 
resolution, they must be i d e n t i c a l i n t h e i r content for otherwise, the countries 
Vihich are seeking to ensure respect for the i r right to sur v i v a l v/ould find i t d i f f i c u l t 
to take them seriously. 

In any event, the adoption of a resolution by the Security Council would be only 
an interim step towards the assurances which v;e are demanding and i t would have to be 
recognized that the ultimate objective i s a l e g a l l y binding international instrument. 

In view of the situa t i o n i n the Committee on Disarmament, the group of 
non-aligned and neutral countries, namely, the Group of 21, urged the nuclear-woapon 
States to review t h e i r p o l i c i e s and to present revised positions on the subject to 
the second special session of the United Mations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

The reply to that request i s known to a l l . Une nuclear-weapon State, the 
Soviet Union, declared that i t vrould not be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, thus 
strengthening security assurances. I t also proposed the adoption of a programme of 
nuclear disarmament vihose implementation vrould undoubtedly produce g r a t i f y i n g results 
and be of benefit i n the matter of negative guarantees. 

Other nuclear-weapon States nevertheless reaffirmed t h a i r positions v;ith regard 
to nuclear deterrence and the use of nuclear v/eapons, thus pursuing t h e i r cold-war 
p o l i c i e s and hampering the proi^ress of the Committee's v/ork on the p r i o r i t y items on 
i t s agenda. 
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'Je have noted v/ith alarm that some memoers of t h i s Committee have suggested 
that Vie should forget the references to nuclear deterrence and the possible use of 
nuclear weapons, but how can such a thing be suggesfcsd whan i t i s precisely the root 
causa of the deadlock reached i n the discussion of any item i n t h i s Comi.iittee, which 
i m p l i c i t l y involves, i n one v/ay or another, orohibition of the use of nuclear 
v/eapons? 

Reference v/as macs at a recent plenary meeting to the so-called Baruch Plan 
which, i t was claimed, was to place nuclear energy under United Nations control. 
Nothing i s further from the truth; t h i s i s , moreover, a dangerous assertion because 
i t d i s t o r t s the facts and could lead us into unwitting errors. 

The reason \ihy I am «.Iwellin-; on th i s matter i s precisely because i t i s the basis 
for the positions of those who are opposed to nuclear disarmament, v/ho are blocking 
the adoption of effective assurances for non-nuclear-i?eapon States, who are 
hampering 'the establishment of a working group on the prevention of nuclear war and 
who are making i t imnossible, for example, to start concrete negotiations on a nuclear 
test ban. 

At the f i r s t meeting of tha Atoi.iic Energy Commission, held on 1/1 Juno 1945, 
Hr. Bernard Baruch proposed the creation of an international atomic development 
authority, Vihose functions would include, i n t e r a l i a ; 

"1. iianagcrial control or ownership of a l l atomic energy a c t i v i t i e s potentially 
dangerous to v/orld security. 

2. Pow'̂ r to control, inspect, and license a l l other atonic a c t i v i t i e s " . 

As you can imagina, l i r . Baruch'a proposal, which has corae to be called the 
Baruch Plan, was found unaccentablo because of the r i s k s i t involved orecisoly f o r tha 
security of the world that i t was supposed to protect. 

I t escapes no one's notice that a l l tne components of the intarnational atomic 
development authority — laboratories, information, ¡.¡ateríais •=>- absolutely everything 
was to be i n the hands of the United States i t s e l f , the country which had submitted 
the proposal. Everything was to bo i n the hands precisely of those who had been 
responsible for the r!iroshi..ia and Nagasaki nuclear dic-asters =- In the hands of those 
viho, i n an act of aggression that was to be che f i r s t of the cold war, nad not hesitated 
to wipe off tha face of tha earth hundreds of thousands of peaceful Japanese 
c i t i z e n s . 

But what has not been said i n so яе of the statomants v;e have heard i s 'jhst came 
after the Baruch Plan. 

At tho second meeting of the Atomic Energy Commission, held on 1? June 194^, 
only f i v e days after the submission of the United States proposal, the representativa 
of the Soviet Union, Andrei Grouyko, submitted a draft convention prohibiting the 
production and usa of atomic -weapons and providing that within three months froui i t s 
entry into force a l l acomic weapons ware to be deatroyed. 

This was a aountor-prooosal to the Laruch Plan and one chut l o f t no rOo;i for 
doubc. 
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Thera i s no need to say here vihich countries objacted to that proposal, for i t i s 
the same ones, using the same arguments, which are today opposing the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race, the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, a nuclear test ban 
and security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States. 

I should merely l i k a to point out, i f you w i l l allow me, that now, as 30 years 
ago, v.'hat l i a s behind this policy of rejecting anything to do with nuclear disarmament 
and the non-use of nuclear vreapons i s the policy of nuclear deterrence and of the 
possible use of nuclear weapons, vihich has contributed to the f a i l u r e of the 
negotiations i n a l l the bodies dealing with disarmament matters i n recent decades. 

I t may be recalled that, as early as 1942, seven years before the establishment of 
ЫАТО and four years before the submission of the famous Daruch Plan, 
Sir VJinston Churchill declared, i n the famous secret niaraoranduin whose contents were 
later disclosed by Hacmillan at the Conference of Strasbourg: 

"I must admit that my attention i s focused primarily on Europe, on the rebi r t h 
of European glory, on the continent that gave bi r t h to modern nations and to 
c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t viould be en immeasurable disastar i f Russian barbarism were 
to obl i t a r a t a the culture and tha indapsndence of ths ancient European States." 

S i m i l a r l y , the United States general, General Groves, who had been appointed as 
director of tho ''Manhattan Projact", vihich vias the code name for the atomic bomb 
project, said: 

"I consider i t important to state, and I think i t i s a well-known fa c t , that, 
not mora than two vioaks after being placed i n charge of thci project, I did not 
have the slig h t e s t doubt that Russia was tho enemy and that the project vias 
designed viith that i n mind". 

Furthermore, tha 1943 Quebec Agreement, vihich formally established the atomic 
m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e between the United States and ths United Kingdom, contained a 
comprahansive strategy for the use of atomic vieapons that c l e a r l y reveal the origins 
of nuclear deterrence and tha policy of the use of nuclear weapons. 

I t cannot be claimed that anyone taking part i n the negotiations i n the 
Committee on Disarmament i s unaviara of the dangers this policy presents, since i t i s 
precisely this policy that has provoked the arms race and created the greatest 
obstacles to negotiations on the pi-^iority items on the agenda of t h i s negotiating body. 

Ua now have before us what could be a navi Baruch Plan, but i t i s a genuine and 
straightforward plan. I am thinking of the establishment of a vioricing group to 
negotiate on itera 2 of our agenda, the adoption of concrete measures to prevent nuclear 
war, tha renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons and the i n i t i a t i o n of 
negotiations for the implementation of a programme of nuclear disarmament. I'hy are 
these measures being rejected?- IJhy are objections being expressed? VJhy are attempts 
being made to prevent the Committee on Disar.^iament at a l l costs from carrying out the 
task entrusted to i t ? The reply to these questions i s the вз'.'ле, and i s to be found i n 
the e a r l i e r evants to which I lia va referred. 

This situation has considerably increased the danger tc which a l l of mankind, 
including tlie non-nuclear=w.japon States, i s e:cpo3sd because i t i s the ooiicy of 
deterrence and of the possible use of nuclear 'leaoons chat i s preventing the adoption 
of effective security assurances. 
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This policy i s also tha cause of and the reason for a l l the apparent contradictions 
v;e have encountered i n t h i s Coininittee i n rocsnc years: 

IJhen i t was agreed to 'vcadon tlie mandata of t'l:; Ad Hoc Uorking Group on Chemical 
Weaoons, a decision was taken to nianufacturo no'.,' chamical weapons systems; nhon i t 
Vías agreed to establish an Ad Hoc Horkinri Group on a i-i^uclear Test Ban, very serious 
obstacles viere placed i u tl'.e wa/ of the formulation of what should be an e f f e c t i v s ban 
and discussion of the scope of the ban desirao by the majority of the countries 
represented hero, was blociisd; whan rai-arenco v/as made to the noad for nuclear 
ciisarmaiiicnt, obstacles i/ere placed i n tha i/ay of the establishment of a workin'; j;roup 
on nuclear disarmament. 

Tlie same contraaictions are revealed by the public announcement of certain 
dangerous decisions. How i s i t possible, f o r example, that there arc plans for the 
deployment of the new HX intercontinental balüjtic missiles when negotiations are 
being held i n t h i s c i t y on the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of strategic v/eapons? How can 
i t ba that although the l'iinute,(ian missiles v/ere said to be vulnerable, plans are now 
being made to place Ж missiles i n the very s i l o s that were said to bo vulnerable? 

These apparent contradictions, both v/ithin and outside tho Committoo. can ba 
e:cplain3d by tiie policy of nuclear daterrence, by doctrines xihich regard nuclear v/ar as 
adwissibla and by the decisions that have been talcen '/ith regard to a f i r s t nucl-ar 
s t r i k e . 

This Gommittea cannot Da unai/ara of t h i s danger and cannot ignore i t s implications 
for the disarmament negotiations. 

In 1979. i n view of the danser represented by nucloar './-.-apons and becausa thoy 
had inadequate security e'uarants.is, tha non-nucloar-v/eapon States demanded affective 
measures amounting to vonuino ffuaranteos. Woi/, \;ith th.-:. accci rration of the nuclear 
arms race since that date and the reaffirmation by some hi^ih o f f i c i a l s of che 
iiiiportance and v a l i d i t y of ch^j doct-rinos I ha va referred to i n t h i s statai.iant, and v/hich 
have existed since the 1940:^, i c i s ;;юге n-cessary than ever to damand the adoption of 
a l e g a l l y binding intarnacionai mstruiiient i/hich w i l l give non=nuclear-v/eapon States 
genuine "suarnntces against the usa of nuclear v/oapons. 

In t h i s connection, allo'-i mo to quote a passage from the ?ina?. Docuiacnt of the 
Sixth Summit Conference of Heads of State or Governaent of iJon-Aligned Countries: 

"The Confaranao declared that tno moat effective assurance of security a'-tainst 
the use or throat of use of nuclear v/oapons i s nuclear disarmament and prohibition 
of tho use of nuclear voapons". 

It i s for this reason, and because из conoldar that no doccrine on tha use of 
nuclaar меаропь can ba jus t i f i a d , since, auong other t•.\i'^, :з, i t hampers t h i s CoMmittac's 
ijork, that v/e have di&cur.rjod these mattars at such length. 

xhs CHAIiliiAII (transíate-i f̂ vom Spanish); Ï thank tno raproscntativs of Cuba, 
'iip.bassador Sola V i l a , for his Gtate;.iant and for the ictnd ••ordc ho addressod to tna 
rihdir, Tho next sooakar on ,iiy l i s t io A'abassador OUai'a, tha roorasancativo of J^nan, 
f.o unom ï пои give tha f l o o r . 
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Mr. ОКЛНА (Japan): № . Chairman, i t i s more than a pleasure, indeed i t i s 
an honour for me, to be able to present to you our respects and congratulations 
on your assumption of the Chair of this Committee for the month of September and 
u n t i l the beginning of next year's session. May I also express my delegation's 
gratitude to your predecessor, Ambassador Maina, for the smooth and e f f i c i e n t way 
i n which he and the members of the Kenyan delegation guided us during the month of 
August, lihile much regretting the departure of Ambassador mina, I v/ould wish to 
add my best wishes for his future career after he returns to Nairobi. 

With your indulgence, I now wish to make a statement under item 5 of our 
agenda, namely, "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such 
weapons; radiological weapons". Under our work programme, t h i s item .is to be 
discussed next î̂ ?eek, but since the radiological weapons Working Group i s meeting 
th i s afternoon, I wish to address the subject before this afternoon's meeting. 

Japan i s a small country, s l i g h t l y smaller than the State of California i n 
the United States. On this small expanse of land, Japan has at the moment 
24 nuclear reactors, s i x nuclear fuel processing f a c i l i t i e s and one f a c i l i t y for 
the reprocessing of spent f u e l . I t w i l l , thus, be easily understood that the 
guaranteeing of the safety and security of these nuclear f a c i l i t i e s for peaceful 
purposes i s a matter of great concern to our country. We are consequently of the 
view that the prohibition of attacks against such f a c i l i t i e s by means of some sort 
of international agreement would be of considerable sisnificance i n this respect. 
We are sure that this view i s shared by the ;nany countries which have such nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s on th e i r t e r r i t o r i e s . 

I t vjas against t h i s background that the Prime Minister of Japan stated at 
the second special session of the General Assembly aevoted to disarmament on 
9 June of this year: 

"It i s a matter of great concern for countries of the world to be relieved 
from anxieties i n the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. I t i s important, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , to ensure and guarantee the security of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
for peaceful purposes, and Japan hopes that international e f f o r t s toward 
th i s end x / i l l be successful. Ну country, for i t s part, wishes to contribute 
pos i t i v e l y to these efforts.^' 

It was against the same background that my Government appreciated the 
i n i t i a t i v e taken by Sweden i n the context of a possible ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
treaty- Japan recognizes the importance of achieving such a treaty and. also the 
importance of prohibiting attacks against c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , and my 
delegation has been carefully follov/inec the deliberations on these two questions 
i n t h i s Committee. 

In t h i s connection,"may I take t h i s opportunity to express ¡ny delegation's 
appréciation to the two successive chairmen of the Ad Hoc Uorklng Group on 
Radiological 'Jeapons, Aiabassador Komi ves of Hungary who struggled so harri foe 
two years to accommodate the various views and advance th^ work on a radiological 
weaoons treaty, and Ambassador Чедепег of th'-' Federal Republic of Germany for the 
zeal and s k i l l with which he has been tryini to find a eornpro.nisc solution to the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s that have been encountrirec. In th.-j l e t t e r he addressed to the members 
•.•f t h i s CO'Tini i-'cea чЬ the be.-innini; of this suirmer session, '^,rabas3ador ''Jegener 
suggested that we loo!: J'or linkage nechanisnis betv;e3n a radiological v/ekpons treaty 
on the traditional, model and the separan-.- .regulation of the intiniately related 
subject-raatter concerning nuclear f a c i l l - c i . ^ 3 . 



CD/PV.184 

''••9 
(Mr. Okawa, Japan) 

Apart from our inherent interest i n seeing some sort of international 
agreement worked out to prohibit attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s for peaceful 
puprposes, i t i s also by vjay of responding to Ambassador Wegener's appeal, i f I 
may use that word, that my delegation has been instructed to present a working 
paper i n which we propose a draft protocol on the prohibition of attacks against 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n the form of an optional protocol to the eventual treaty on 
radiological weapons. 

The working paper can be found i n document CD/525, which I believe ray 
distinguished colleagues have before them. There i s a s l i g h t typographical 
error i n the document and I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to point that 
out. In paragraph 9 on page 3 of document CD/325 i t says that "Japan has no 
intention to exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s " and 
that i s of course completely wrong. This should read, "Japan has no intention 
to exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of dealing with the question of the prohibition of 
attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n an independent and separate treaty." I 
would request the secretariat to be good enough to issue a corrigendum i n that 
respect. 

Let me now try to explain i n a few words why we have chosen the form of an 
optional protocol. VJe have seen the d i f f i c u l t y that has arisen around the proposal 
to include a prohibition clause i n the ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty i t s e l f . Ue 
recognize that the two matters are closely related, and that i n fact they have 
the cormnon purpose of keeping to the minimum the damage that could be caused by 
contamination as a result of the dissemination of radio-active material. However, 
the one would seek to prohibit a weapon, the other an act — the act of attacking 
a nuclear f a c i l i t y . 

We therefore sought to find a way of negotiating an international agreement 
on the prohibition of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s while maintaining tha 
relationship betv/een such an agreement and the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty. vJe 
f e l t that the solution was to deal with the issue of prohibition of attacks i n a 
separate instrument, and not i n the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty i t s e l f , while at 
the same time giving parties to the treaty the oction to become parties to the 
protocol, within the framework of the treaty, i f they so wished. 

We hope that the tabling of t h i s working paper w i l l be of some help i n 
disengaging ourselves from the present impasse, and w i l l thus contribute to 
accelerating the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons negotiations viith a view to the i r early 
conclusion. At the same time, we hope that our proposal w i l l help to get us 
launched into a constructive discussion on how to deal with our concern regarding 
attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s for peaceful purposes. 

F i n a l l y , may I point out tnat the outline of the draft protocol annexed to 
our working paper i s nothing more than a skeleton and that the many technical and 
legal points that have not even been addressed i n our paper can best ba taken up 
i n the course of actual negotiations. 

Tha CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of Japan, 
Ambassador Okawa, for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the 
Chair. The next speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of the United States 
of iVnerica, Ambassador Fields, to whom I nc; give the f l o o r . 
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, my delegation-
congratulates you on your assumption of the Chair i n the f i n a l days of our 
session. Vie take special pride i n seeing the distinguished son of our great 
neighbour to the south, Mexico, take up the reins of our Committee. V/e are 
confident that with your wise counsel and firm leadership the Committee w i l l 
conclude i t s business with dispatch and adopt expeditiously a report on our 
summer session to the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly. I pledge, 

- S i r , to you my delegation's f u l l co-operation and extend ray best wishes for 
f r u i t f u l progress i n the Committee under your leadership. My delegation also 
wishes to extend to - Ambassador Maina, through the delegation of Kenya, our 
admiration and appreciation for his able chairmanship of the Committee for most 
of i t s summer session. His balanced and sage direction of the Committee's 
a f f a i r s confirm our expectation and r e f l e c t great credit not only upon his own 
quality of leadership but upon his country's as w e l l . V/e note with regret that 
he w i l l also be leaving our ranks to return to Nairobi for a new assignment. 
His loss to us w i l l be deeply f e l t for his cheerful personality, warm demeanour 
and effective contributions were sources of i n s p i r a t i o n to us a l l . We wish him 
well i n his new task and every happiness i n the days ahead. 

I would l i k e to speak today on item 7 of our agenda, the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space. As the large number of speakers at our previous meeting 
Indicates, t h i s question i s one i n which a l l delegations i n the Committee, including 
my ov/n, share a considerable i n t e r e s t . 

. During our spring session, I addressed the Committee on t h i s agenda item 
during one of the two informal sessions devoted to this subject. Since that time 
interest has heightened and a number of delegations have urged the creation of a 
v/orking group to deal with ths issues. My delegation believes that the Committee 
should sharpen i t s focus by further discussion of this agenda item before 
considering whether to take such a step. I hope my statement today w i l l serve 
to further that goal. 

As a major space Power, the United States approaches the question of arms 
control and disarmament arrangements affecting outer space as an important and 
serious matter. This approach has shaped our p o l i c i e s and guided our actions 
i n international forums. The United States attaches the greatest importance to 
the continued preservation of outer space for peaceful purposes, and to the 
prevention of a c t i v i t y there of an aggressive character. In i t s support of 
resolution 36/97 С at the United Nations General Assembly l a s t f a l l , the 
United States joined i n agreeing to "consider the question of negotiating further 
arms control measures i n outer space ..." here i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

We are the beneficiaries of the e f f o r t s of our predecessors i n the f i e l d of 
arms control and disarmament, vmo have endowed us v/ith a number of agreements 
affecting outer space. These have already banned from outer space the most 
dangerous category of v/eapons ~ weapons of mass destruction -- and have imposed 
other s i g n i f i c a n t r e s t r i c t i o n s on weapons-related a c t i v i t i e s there. 

The outer space Treaty of 1967 i s the broadest and most far-reaching of these 
agreements. I t prohibits the or b i t i n g of nuclear u o a p o n s or any other kinds of 
weapons of mass destruction. I t forbids the i n s t a l l a t i o n of such weapons on any 
c e l e s t i a l body, including tha moon, or their stationing i n outer space i n any other 
manner. This Treaty, moreover, also preserves the moon and other c e l e s t i a l bodies 
exclusively for peaceful purposes, and forbids "the establishment of m i l i t a r y bases, 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s and f o r t i f i c a t i o n s , the testing of any type of weapons and the conduct 
of i i i i l i t a r y manoeuvres on c e l e s t i a l bodies." 
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Additionally, the outer space Treaty provides that i t s parties, " i n the 
interest of maintaining international peace and security and promoting international 
co-operation and understanding", s h a l l apply the principles and regulations- of 
international lav;, including, most notably, the Charter of the United Nations, to 
the i r a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space. This point i s worth stressing. A consequence of 
the application of the United Nations Charter and international law to outer space 
i s the recognition that outer space can have an important role to play i n the 
maintenance of world peace and security. And indeed, i n the view of my delegation, 
outer space has served this end very well, by providing a place for s a t e l l i t e s 
devoted to a wide range of useful purposes, from communications to navigation, 
to the monitoring of arms control agreements, to the s t a b i l i z i n g function of 
providing early warning against the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear attack. 

In the view of my delegation, the arms control regime affecting outer space 
would be strengthened i f States not already party to the outer space Treaty v/ere 
to adhere to this agreement. Indeed, I regret to say, there are 11 members of 
th i s Committee who are not yet parties to t h i s important Treaty. 

The limited test ban Treaty of I963 prohibits, i n t e r a l i a , nuclear explosions 
i n outer space. In addition to the direct arms control benefits t h i s Treaty has 
provided, namely, the absence of nucloar explosions i n outer space, the Treaty 
has also had another great benefit r e l a t i n g to the continued development of the 
peaceful applications of outer space. As Mr, Arthur C. Clarke pointed out on 
Tuesday, the many scores of s a t e l l i t e s now performing a wide range of tasks would 
be placed i n serious jeopardy were nuclear explosions to occur i n outer space. 

As Viith the outer space Treaty, the limited test ban treaty enjoys viidespread, 
although not universal, adherence. One hundred and eleven countries are States 
parties to this important agreement. The adherence by additional States tc t h i s 
important agreement viould serve to strengthen arms control arrangements for outer 
space. 

The Convention on the Prohibition of M i l i t a r y or any Other Hostile Use of 
Environm.entai Modification Techniques, negotiated i n our predecessor body, 
the CCD, and signed i n 1977, also applies to outwr space. This Convention has 
now entered into force for some 30 States, a much smaller number than for the 
outer space and the limited test ban t r e a t i e s . Again, much wider adherence 
to an agreement which e f f e c t i v e l y f o r e s t a l l s manipulation of the environment, 
including outer space, for h o s t i l e purposes would serve to strengthen the outer 
space arms control structure. 

It i s possible to point to a number of other agreements that affect the 
regime of outer space, i t s use for peaceful purposes and the prevention of i t s 
misuse for aggressive purposes. I should only add to my discussion here today 
the 1972 b i l a t e r a l Treaty between the united States and the Soviet Union l i m i t i n g 
a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems. In so far as th i s Treaty relates to the prohibition 
of weapons i n outer space, the two parties have undertaken not to develop, test or 
deploy space-based a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile systems or their components. 

A f a i r assessment of the body of international law applying to the environment 
of out-эг space which I have just described vrould bo that nations can have some 
confidence that the most d e s t a b i l i z i n g developments v/hich might have been foreseen 
i n the past — especially the orbi t i n g or stationing of weapons of ;nass destruction 
i n outer space — have already been renounced by those carties to tne outer space 
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Treaty. When the provisions of this Treaty and tha other agreements I have 
described are considered, the widespread notion that an arms race i n outer space 
i s an immediate threat i s placed into a more r e a l i s t i c perspective. I must 
therefore confess to some amazement at the view of some who seem to dismiss — or 
minimize — these agreements as " t o t a l l y i n s u f f i c i e n t " . . 

I t i s also useful to examine the contribution which the use of outer space 
makes to the implementation of arms control agreements generally by providing a 
means whereby monitoring and v e r i f i c a t i o n can be carried out. I t i s abundantly 
clear that those arras control agreements which rely i n part or i n whole on national 
tecnnical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n would probably otherwise have been impossible. 
At least, such agreements would have required intrusive v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, 
measures that no State wants to adopt l i g h t l y , especially i f a better or more 
easi l y available alternative can be found. I t i s safe to say that given the 
reluctance of some States to agree to so-called "intrusive" means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
man's a b i l i t y to make use of outer space for v e r i f i c a t i o n and monitoring purposes 
has -in many cases made the difference between effective agreement and no agreement. 
I t i s interesting to note that a recent a r t i c l e on monitoring arms curbs i n the 
19 May issue of Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn pointad out that reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s 
"produced a r e a l breakthrough i n means of observing and monitoring arms l i m i t a t i o n 
measures." 

In addition to the s p e c i f i c arras control functions served by outer space, the 
great potential of outer space for peaceful purposes serves us i n a great and 
ever-increasing variety of important"ways. Wa are a l l aware of the Just completed 
UNISPACE ' 8 2 conference, and of the many applications demonstrated and discussed 
i n that forum. These show just how intimately connected with our d a i l y l i v e s the 
u t i l i z a t i o n of outar space for c i v i l purposes has become. From the use of 
meteorological s a t e l l i t e s to improve weather forecasting and warning of severe 
storms, to communications s a t e l l i t e s which make possible the global transmission 
of l i v e t e l e v i s i o n coverage of both h i s t o r i c a l and recreational events, i t i s 
evident that outer space plays an important role i n maintaining tha structure 
of our international society. The United States has taken the lead over many 
years i n making available to the world at large the technology and benefits 
from i t s space programme, which i s dedicated to olacing outer space i n the service 
of peace, and to strengthening the bonds that l i n k nations together. 

Vie a l l recognize that outer space, and these s a t e l l i t e s , have m i l i t a r y 
value. There i s no point i n denying the simple fact that the use of outer space 
can and does serve important m i l i t a r y functions such as early warning, 
communication and navigation. Tnese functions can serve to strengthen 
international s t a b i l i t y by strengthening the deterrent value of m i l i t a r y 
forces and reducing the chances of strategic miscalculations. But as 
Professor Clarke, i n his eloquent statement l a s t Tuesday pointed out, "there 
are few of man's a r t i f a c t s which cannot be equally well used for peaceful or 
warlike purposes: what matters i s the intention". 

And there i s another simple fact which there i s no point i n denying. 
That i s that the Soviet Union, for whatever purpose, has been acti v e l y engaged 
over a number of years i n the development and testing of an operational a n t i -
s a t e l l i t e weapon system. That system puts at r i s k the s a t e l l i t e s of every nation. 
In l i g h t of t h i s fact, my Government has concluded that i t has had no prudent 
choice but to continue to pursue a programme of i t s ov/n to develop a similar 
c a p a b i l i t y . 
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The United States i s i n f u l l agreement that unrestrained competition i n the 
development and deployment of weapons affecting outer space — what v/e often c a l l 
an arms race -~ vrould not promote the larger goal of a more, peaceful world. 
Indeed, i t i s for this reason that the United States supports discussion of t h i s 
matter here i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

We continue to be w i l l i n g to examine possible further measures to be added 
to the existing body of arms control a,sreeraents as thoy apply to the outer space 
environment. On 4 July of tbi s year. President Reagan announced a national space 
policy for the c i v i l , m i l i t a r y and arras control uses of outer space. These 
p o l i c i e s are outlined i n a document, copies of which my delegation vrould be happy 
to supply to other interested delegations. I vrould l i k e , however, to quote the 
appropriate passage from t h i s document as i t relates to arras control : 

"The United States w i l l continue to study space ai-ms control options. 
The United States w i l l consider v e r i f i a b l e and equitable arms control 
measures that would ban or otherwise l i m i t testing and deployment of-, 
s p e c i f i c weapons systems, should those measures ba compatible with 
United States national security." 

There are tvro points i n t h i s passage '«íhich I think are worth special note. 
F i r s t , the United States believes that attention should be focused on measures 
applicable to s p e c i f i c types of weapon systems. Obviously, measures which are 
vaguely viorded, and contain only imprecise generalities v;hose a p p l i c a b i l i t y 
would be open to question, are not useful, nor, I think v/ould they be of interest 
to delegations here. Secondly, the United States believes that arms control 
measures subject to consideration should be equitabla and v e r i f i a b l e . These 
two tests are v a l i d standards to be applied against any potential arms control 
agreements. 

I t should also be mentioned that, as with other aspects of our work i n arms 
control and disarmament, our consideration of further outer space arms control 
measures cannot proceed i n a vacuum. The -î.nternational climate has an important 
bearing on the prospects for co-operation on such raaasuros. As with a l l arms 
control measures the raal vrorld must affect our judgement. 

F i n a l l y , I believa I can confidently say that a l l of us here share a visi o n 
of mankind's future i n space. As a boy, I r e c a l l being held i n awe by tho 
s e r i a l i z e d exploits of "Buck Rogers" and "Flash Gordon", never dreaming that 
these ware more than f l i g h t s of fancy. Yet, i n our l i f e t i m e s we have witnessed 
man's f i r s t tentative steps off our planet. 4c a l l remember the poignant comment 
of astronaut Neil Armstrong as he became the f i r s t man to set foot on the moon: 
"One small step for man, a giant step for mankind". I t i s not inconceivable that 
our grandchildren, or perhaps t h e i r children, w i l l decisively break the bonds of 
earth and venture into a now age beyond our imagination, out only i f the peace 
i s kept can mankind reach out to that f i n a l f r o n t i e r . 

The CHAIRMAM (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of the 
United States, Ambassador Fields, f o r nis statement and for the kind vrords he 
addressed to the Chair, The l a s t sneaker on my l i s t i s tho representative of 
Austria, Mr. Lang, to whom I noi/ i^ive the f l o o r . 
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Mr. LANG (Austria): Mr. Chairman, taking the fl o o r at th i s very late hour 
during the f i r s t meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i n the month of September, 
my delegation joins with pleasure previous speakers who have expressed t h e i r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n to see you. S i r , as the presiding o f f i c e r for the' remainder of the 
1982 session. That you, S i r , one of the most eminent personalities i n the f i e l d 
of disarmament assume the leadership of t h i s Committee, can certainly be q u a l i f i e d 
as an h i s t o r i c moment. We welcome you also as the representative of Mexico, a 
country with which Austria has entertained time and again cordial relations i n 
spite of the enormous distance which separates us i n terms of geography. 

Looking at those highly p o l i t i c a l and sensitive questions, to which your 
distinguished predecessor referred a few days ago, one becomes aware that patience 
w i l l be'necessary, as well as wisdom, realism and a certain degree of f l e x i b i l i t y 
on the part of a l l concerned. The Austrian delegation hopes that the decisions to 
be taken on those questions w i l l take due account not only of the interests of the 
member States of the Comraittee on Disarmament but also of a l l countries having 
expressed a particular concern for questions of disarmament and arms control, a 
concern which stems i n the case of Austria from i t s location i n one of the most 
sensitive areas of our globe. 

This delegation wishes also to pay tribute to your predecessor. Ambassador Maina 
of Kenya, who guided t h i s Committee so ably during the month of• August and whose 
efforts were instrumental i n overcoming feelings of disappointment and fru s t r a t i o n 
which were harboured by many delegations as a consequence of the very limited 
results cf tha second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. 

My delegation has listened with particular care and attention to those 
statements which were made on the item e n t i t l e d , "Prevention of an arras race i n 
outer space". May I, with your kind permission, submit the following comments 
for consideration by the Committee, comments which come from a Government which has 
for many years shown special interest i n questions of outer space, i n par t i c u l a r 
the peaceful uses of outer space. 

Mankind i s confronted with the serious prospect of outer space being 
progressively drawn into an arms race. 

More than 1700 m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s have been launched'during the l a s t decade; 
m i l i t a r y establishments on both sides increasingly rely on s a t e l l i t e s , especially 
for strategic purposes. The wide and growing range of functions turn these 
s a t e l l i t e s into valuable targets, thus creating strong incentives for developing 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e c a p a b i l i t i e s . Other efforts potentially introducing v/eaponry into 
space are carried out i n the f i e l d of ABM technology. 

These developments have led to grave concerns as to the prospects for the 
peaceful uses of outer space which v/ere v i v i d l y expressed l a s t month i n Vienna 
during the second United fJations Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of 
Outer Space, The president of the Conference, the Austrian :-^inister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s , W i l l i b a l d Pahr, urged the participants to conclude agreements v/hich 
should d e f i n i t e l y ban a l l kinds of weapons in outer space. 

In i t s f i n a l report the Conforance expressed the view that the extension of an 
arras race into outer space i n a matter of grave concern to ths international 
community, i s detrimental to humanity as a whole and should therefore be prevented. 
The Conference recommended that the competent organs of the United Mations, i n 
particular the General Assembly and the Cornmittae on Disarmament give aopropriate 
attention and high p r i o r i t y to t'nat concern vjhen dealing with Pleasures aimed at the 
prevention of an arms race in-outer space. 
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In 19?3, the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament had already requested measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 
Last f a l l , the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly called upon the 
Committee on Disarmament to sec^k agroameno on the text of an appropriate treaty to 
prevent the spreading of the arms race into outer space. 

There i s widespread agreement that tho existing international instruments 
establishing the principle- of exploration and use of outor space for peaceful purposes 
are i n s u f f i c i e n t to prevent the spreadin,-^ of an arms race into space. Some of tho 
deficiencies and loopholes i n the most important of thv^sa instruments, the outer 
space Treaty, have COD-O up as a consequence of technologicaî evolution. Others were 
délibérât sly b u i l t i n by the drafters because somu cf the fev possessing certain 
c a p a b i l i t i e s i n space tochnclog/, ac ' ?э11 as the- naccscary f i n a n c i a l resources, 
wished to. keep thai r options opon. Again, other deficiencies stem from the growing 
r e a l i s a t i o n that the evov'-increasing use of outer space by a few, especially .for 
m i l i t a r y purposes, may unduly l i m i t peaceful uses by others. 

As a s t a r t i n g point for strengthening tho arms control regime for outer space, 
one should examine i n d e t a i l the scope and true meaning of the relevant provisions 
of the outer space Treaty. As long as the principle of peaceful use for the 
benefit of mankind which underlies tho entire outer space regime remains open to 
r a d i c a l l y divergent interpretations, tha danger of creeping m i l i t a r i s a t i o n w i l l 
stay with us. And indeed, as we know,-some interpret peaceful use to exclude only 
a c t i v i t i e s or devices of an aggressive character, './horeas others would have i t cover 
a l l m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s . 

V-hilst vagueness of tarminology may have been helpful i n the past, such 
uncertainty cannot any more ba tolerated. In viev of tiv:^ concrete ongoing ef f o r t s 
to experiment v;ith and eventually use offensive devices i n space, terminology must 
be c l a r i f i e d , .and necessary nov; prohibitions should ba clear and unequivocal. 

Upon the basis of an agreed c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the present provisions, i t w i l l 
c e r t a i n l y prove i idispensaDle to introduce now prohibitions concerning the use 
of outer space. Extension of tho provisions of paragraph 2 of a r t i c l e IV of the 
outer space Treaty to outer space i t s e l f or an express prohibition of introducing 
offensive devices of any kind, even for msuro testing purposes, might bo considered 
as possible approaches to this problem. 

Tne re s t r a i n t that a strengthened regime for outer space would impose on those 
v7ho, at present, have the c a p a b i l i t i e s actually to u s e outer space w i l l eventually, 
upon careful consideration, bo seen even by those fc-w countries ал a benefit. For 
i f they do not accept r e s t r i c t i o n s now, they mir^ht OG facod, tomorrow, with a 
si t u a t i o n i n V/hich the 'nardcning of devices Jont into space and the r i s k of losing 
space-based communication and other c a p a b i l i t i e s w i l l add tremendously to their 
costs and, especially, raise the danger of destabili'/,ing losses of i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
basic to t h e i r system of deterrence. The history of arms control, well known to 
most assembled here, points.to e a r l i e r miscalculations where, for tho semblance of 
temporary advantages, l i m i t a t i o n s v/ere turned down at a point i n ti^ne v/hen they 
v/ould have bean technically and p o l i t i c a l l y faasible, whereas tha arms developments 
that were l e f t uncontrolled raised endless ргоМслз only a few y-ars l a t e r . 

F i n a l l v , no ne-.' su'.^stantive provisions ' . r i i l curb tiie ?.-^ns race i n outer space 
unless the countries conccrnod агэ able to agree on an •;ffoctivG .r¡acnirery of 
impl-ementation and v e r i f i c a t i o n . "'he c r e d i b i l i t y of ony nev; ouli;>ations w i l l 
deoend on their-' " - ^ l i a b i l i t y , on àe'::r-ê  of t\"U;;c Lii .y e.ar cï-eati •i?юnz tne 
ecantries concerned. 
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In t h i s context, I would l i k e to state our conviction that sooner or l a t e r , 
v e r i f i c a t i o n from space and i n space w i l l have to be internationalized. At present 
only two countries dispose of a f u l l state-of-the-art array of space c a p a b i l i t i e s . 
For the time being and for a long time to come, t h i s s i t u a t i o n makes reliance on 
national means of v e r i f i c a t i o n the least credible option. Last year's United ITations 
study on t h i s subject has shown that an international s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency 
i s an e n t i r e l y feasible objective. This element should be taken into account when 
elaborating new arms control agreements concerning outer space. 

•As to the question of how to strengthen the outer space regime, my country had 
put some considerable hope i n the American-Soviet talks on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems 
that were held approximately u n t i l the Vienna summit of 1979. •'e would see some 
advantages i n a resumption of these t a l k s . 

At the same time t h i s Committee, responding to relevant resolutions of the 
f i r s t special session on disarmament, the l a s t General Assembly and UNISPACE II, 
should deepen i t s engagement i n the question of preventing an arms race i n outer 
space and set up a working group to this e f f e c t . Any move to accelerate the 
preparatory process leading towards the "take-off" of fu l l - f l e d g e d negotiations i s 
welcome. 

The CHAIRmN (translated from Spanish) : I thank the representative of Austria 
for h is statement and for the kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. As I said 
a few moments ago, the representative of Austria was the l a s t speaker on ray l i s t . 
Does any other representative v/ish to speak? I s h a l l give the f l o o r to the 
representative of the Netherlands, but i n view of the lateness of the hour I hope 
that he intends to make a very short statement. Otherv/ise I would prefer i t i f he 
were to wait u n t i l our next meeting. 

Mr. VJAGSNMAKERS (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, I apologize to you and to my 
colleagues for taking the f l o o r at t h i s very late hour and, of course, I s h a l l 
be b r i e f . 

. It i s a matter of great s a t i s f a c t i o n to see you i n the Chair for the month 
of September. Your great accomplishments for the sake of disarmament are well known 
and give us confidence that under your leadership the Committee on Disarmament 
w i l l wind up i t s present session i n a satisfactory way. The leader of ray delegation 
w i l l no doubt late r express our appreciation for your chairmanship i n a more 
appropriate and ample way. 

Upon the instructions of my Government I wish to place the following short 
statement on record. 

It i s our earnest conviction that no e f f o r t should be spared to prevent 
unrestrained competition i n the development and deployment of weapons affecting 
outer space. We attach great importance to the responsible task confided to the 
Committee on Disarmament i n t h i s regard, v;hich v/as reconfirmed by ths concluding 
document of UNISPACE '82. Our concern i s well known. During the t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
of the General Assembly the ílethórlands, together with some like-minded States, took 
the i n i t i a t i v e of introducing a draft resolution which l^d to resolution 3^/97 C, 
accepted by an overwhelming majority. We welcomed afterwards the fact that, i n 
conformity with this resolution, tho Committee on Disarmament, at the beginning of 
i t s 1982 session decided to place a new item, item 7, on i t s agenda, e n t i t l e d 
"Prevention of an arras race i n outer space". On 3 A p r i l 19G2 the leader of 
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the Netherlands delegation had the pleasure of explaining our basic approach to 
this question i n d e t a i l . We have followed the present debate i n our plenary 
meetings with great inte r e s t . In our view, the contributions made by the delegations 
which have addressed agenda item 7 i l l u s t r a t e amply that consensus v i r t u a l l y exists 
as to the d e s i r a b i l i t y of establishing meaningful measures to prevent an arms race 
i n outer space. I f e e l therefore oncourased to rei t e r a t e the view expressed i n 
this Committee by , tho loader of m.y delegation on 12 August 1982, to wit, that the' 
text of resolution 3b./97 G provides adequate language for elaborating an appropriate 
mandate for an ad hoc v;orking group to be established under agenda item 7. We 
strongly urge the Committee on Disarmament to take such a course of action v/hich 
would v-/arrant that the 1983 agenda item 7 w i l l be dealt with i n an appropriate way. 

Tha CHAIRMAN (translated fron Spanish) : I thank the representative of the 
Netherlands for his statement, for i t s brevity and for the kind words he addressed 
to tho Chair, '.'e have now completed thü l i s t of speakers for t h i s morning's 
meeting. 

You w i l l a l l have received the time-table v/hich the secretariat has prepared for 
next v/eck. As usual, i t i s merely indicat i v e and сяп be amended l a t e r i f necessary. 
After consulting the secretariat and bearing i n mind the number of speakers 
inscribed for our meeting next Tuesday, 7 September, I intend, unless any delegation 
objects, to change the time .given i n that tentative time-table for the opening 
of Tuesday's meriting from 10.30 a.m. to 10 a.m.- I f there i s no objection,. I s h a l l 
take i t that you agree to t h i s . 

I t v/as so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish) : I should l i k e to acic for your 
co-operation i n that matter too. If v/e had begun th i s meeting promptly at the 
hour fi x e d , namely, 10 o'clock, i t v/ould now be 1 о-clock and г11 those who had 
engagements for lunch would have been able to keep them. It i s therefore my 
intention to begin meetings, i f not oxac-'.y at the hour f i y d, no more than 10 minutes 
l a t e r , so that when we say 10 o'clock i t means that the Chairman w i l l open the 
meeting at 10.10 and i f we say 10.30 I s h a l l open i t at 10.40. I am sure you w i l l 
understand the reason for t h i s and v / i l l co-operate v/ith the Chairman i n t h i s matter. 

I should also l i k e to point out, at the request of the secretariat, that 
Thursday 9 and Friday 10 September are holidays for the United Nations and the 
Palais des Nations v / i l l be closed. As regards the dato for the closure of t h i s 
session, as I said at the beginning, for the time being I am taking lo September 
as the tentative date for the termination of our work, but naturally i t i s for the 
Committee and not for myself to decide tho actual date of closure. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 7 September, at 10 a.m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

Гпе me;..tin,g rose at 1.33 p.m. 
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The CEAIBI4AN (translated from Spaniish); I declare open the 185th plenary-
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. The f i r s t speaker on ny l i s t i s the 
distinguished representative of Hungary, Ambassador Komives, to whom I novr give 
the f l o o r , 

Mr. KOMIYSS (Hungary): Mr. Chairman, огдг Committee starts today the 
consideration of item 5 °^ i'^s agenda e n t i t l e d , "Nev; types of weapons of mass 
destruction and nevr systens of such weapons; ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons". In accordance 
with a decision adopted at the I T l s t meeting, i n A p r i l , the Committee w i l l also 
hold two informal meetings today and tomorrovj- with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts. 
The purpose of the informal meetings i s to examine proposals and suggestions 
pertaining to the f i r s t part of the agenda item. Let me express the hope that 
both the formal meetings of the Committee and also the informal meetings w i l l 
contribute to a better understanding of this important and timely issue, and 
w i l l also pave the way f o r concrete actions long overdue. 

The Hungarian delegation has always paid p a r t i c u l a r attention to the subject 
of the prohibition of new types of weapons of mass destruction and ne\̂г systems of 
such weapons, ever since i t was taken up by the United ITations General Assembly 
i n 1975» and by the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament the following year. 
That attention has been manifested also by the submission of working papers — the 
f i r s t i n 1978 on the question of infrasound weapons (CCD/575); and the l a s t one 
during the f i r s t part of t h i s session, i n document CD/26I. Our delegation was the 
one that i n i t i a t e d l a s t year and again t h i s year the holding of informal meetings 
on this very important and urgent problem. 

As I stated on 18 March, "the steady devotion of my delegation i s motivated, 
among other things, by the growing awareness among world public opinion that the 
ongoing s c i e n t i f i c and techjaological revolution and the accelerating pace of progress 
i n various f i e l d s of science harbour not only be n e f i c i a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s for solving the 
basic problems of manlîind, but also — i f misused — a grave danger of triggering a 
q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round i n the arms race." 

M i l i t a r y - t e c h n i c a l magazines and other publications have f o r about a decade 
been carrying reports on пегг methods of mass annih i l a t i o n , which might be employed 
to create some hitherto unheard-cf vreapons. Hiose reports are confirmed by the 
statements cf s c i e n t i s t s expressing t h e i r apprehensions aboiit certain development 
programmes carried out i n the interest of the n i l i t a r y . 

Without going into very s p e c i f i c d e t a i l s , l e t me touch upon certain general 
characteristics of the types of weapons ax present under consideration. One of 
the d i s t i n c t i v e features cf the new ncn-r.uclear types of weapons of naos 
destruction i s the i r highly discriminate effect. Por example, such vmapons are 
capable of disturbing certain fimctions of the human body, doing harm to people 
of a certain ethnic o r i g i n , or bringing about changes i n certain tjn^es of crops 
or animals (thus sharply reducing a g r i c u l t u r a l -oroduction, creating severe 
shortages and even famine). Such weapons are highly controllable i n terms of 
effect or manner of action. They can, fo r example, influence human psychic 
conditions or reproduction c a p a b i l i t i e s . Бесатгсе '^f t h e i r highly discriminate 
action, the use cf such -reapons соггЮ go unnctioed for a long tir'ic. This can 
lead to a transformation i n i;lie nat-̂ ..re of combat action, and :r.pj open up 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s for a hidden warfare. 

Certain new tA/pes of weapons of nass destruction exist only i n p r i n c i p i o , but 
OT.hers have already come off t h e ara-.rin¿' board, and the r e a l dan.yer of the emergence 
cf such weapons carjiot be '"enied any longer. Гле latest event oi^bstantiating profound 
fears i n large popi;lar masoes i s the infamoii^ ..h-îciGiop on the production and 
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deployment of nuclear neutron weapons. Although a птлпЪег of delegations v/ould 
claim that i t i s simply just another nuclear weapon, there i s already a great 
amount of s c i e n t i f i c a l l y supported evidence, compiled i n s c i e n t i f i c , m i l i t a r y 
and other publications — and also made Imown extensively i n this Committee — 
which proves beyond doubt that ifc i s not only an updated version of the nuclear 
weapon, but also a new kind of weapon of mass destruction, both i n technological 
terms and i n p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y implications as w e l l . I t i s especially so 
inasmuch as i t increases the danger of an a l l - o u t nuclear war by introducing 
an "easy-to-use" nuclear v/eapon. That i s why the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t 
countries proposed the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons, and submitted a 
draft convention to that effect as early as 1 9 7 9 . 

The prohibition of nev; types of v/eapons of mass destruction and new systems of 
such weapons already has a long h i s t o r y i n disarmament e f f o r t s . In 1948 the 
Commission for Conventional Armaments adopted a resolution which states, among 
other things, that "v/eapons of mass destruction should be defined as including 
atomic explosive weapons, radioactive material v/eapons, l e t h a l chemical and 
b i o l o g i c a l Vieapons, and any weapons developed i n the future víith characteristics 
comparable i n destructive effect to those of the atomic bomb or other weapons 
mentioned above". 

After two decades the question was raised again at the United Nations 
General Assembly. On the i n i t i a t i v e of ¡«íalta, two resolutions were adopted i n I 9 6 9 
concerning the possible emergence of new weapons of mass destruction: 
resolutions 2602 С and Б (XXIV) respectively called on the CCD to consider certain 
implications of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/arfare and laser technology. The Committee, however, 
did net find that p o s s i b i l i t y to be of immediate concern, 

Nev-/ achievements of science and technology and the increased danger of t h e i r 
m i l i t a r y u t i l i z a t i o n prompted the Soviet Union i n 1975» during the t h i r t i e t h session 
of the General Assembly, to propose the conclusion of an international agreement on 
the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of v/eapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of such v/eapons. The Soviet delegation also submitted 
a draft international agreement. In resolution 3479 (XXX) the General Assembly 
asked the CCD to deal v/ith the matter. 

Since then, the General Assembly has been dealing v-zith this question and has 
adopted a number of resolutions. Since 1976 our Committee, too, has been seized 
of the problem of the prohibition of new v/eapons of mass destruction. The 
delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries have made great efforts to f a c i l i t a t e the 
elaboration of a treaty on the issue. In 1976 the Soviet delegation submitted 
document CCD/514 e n t i t l e d , "On definitions of nev-/ types of weapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of such v/eapons." In order to meet considerations 
expressed by various Vestern delegations, the Soviet Union tabled i n 1977 a revised 
version of i t s draft treaty (CCD/51l/Rev.l). The revised draft provides that, 
p a r a l l e l with a general agreement, special agreements could be concluded on the 
prohibition of s p e c i f i c v/eapons. I t provides also that a l i s t of types and systems 
of v/eapons to be prohibited would be annexed to the agreement and could be 
supplemented i f nev/ areas of development were to emerge. 

In 197*^ the f i r s t special ses&ion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
paid marked attention to the issue. Bie F i n a l Dociœaent contains no less than three 
paragraphs i n that context. Paragraph 7 7 , for instance, reads as follows: 
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•"In order to help prevent a qxialitative arms race and so that s c i e n t i f i c 

and technological achievements may ultimately he used s o l e l y f o r peaceftil 
purposes, effective measures should he taken to avoid the danger and prevent 
the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction based on new 
s c i e n t i f i c principles and achievements. Efforts should be appiropriately 
pursued aiming at the prohibition of such new tjrpes and new systems of 
weapons of mass destruction. Specific a^eements could be concluded on 
p a r t i c u l a r types of new weapons of mass destruction which may be i d e n t i f i e d . 
The question should be kept -under continuing review," 

The exchanges of views that took place between 1976 and 1982 showed a 
difference of opinion concerning the effective ways of preventing the emergence of 
new types of weapons of mass destruction. My delegation, hov/ever, continues to be 
convinced that a comprehensive appi^oach i s the mos"t effective way to reach our aim. 
This implies the conclusion of a comprehensive agreement banning i n a general 
manner the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction, 
accompanied by a l i s t of s p e c i f i c types of weapons to be prohibited. Such an 
arrangement could provide for the conclusion of separate agreements on s p e c i f i c 
new types of weapons of mass destruction. 

By resolution 5 6 / 8 9 , adopted l a s t year, the General Assembly broadened the 
general approach and enlarged our p o s s i b i l i t i e s as w e l l as our duties i n this 
context when i t requested the Committee on Disarmament to " i n t e n s i f y negotiations, 
with the assistance of q u a l i f i e d goverraiiental experts, with a view to preparing a 
draft comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the development and manufact-ure 
of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such Tieapons, and to 
draft possible agreements on p a r t i c u l a r types of such weapons." 

Paragraph 3 of the same resolution c a l l s upon the States permanent members of 
the Sec-urity Council, and other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, to make declarations, 
i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning the refusal to create nev; weapons of mass 
destruction, as a f i r s t step tovrards the conclusion of a comprehensive agreement. 
Such declarations would be approved subsequently by a decision of the 
Security Council. 

Resolution 3 6 / 8 9 , as I have just said, broadens the general approach to solving 
the problem, and at the same time makes i t possible f o r our Committee to renew i t s 
ef f o r t s i n two directions. Working paper CD/26I, submitted by the Hungarian 
delegation t h i s spring, accordingly proposes concrete actions i n both directions. 
Let me express the hope and expectation that the Committee i s giving due attention 
to those proposals. 

The f i r s t issue, which has already been discussed at length, i s the 
establishment of an ad hoc group of q u a l i f i e d governmental experts under the 
aegis of the Committee. This group, i n the view of my delegation, could be entrusted 
with the elaboration of a draft comprehensive agreement as v/ell as the d r a f t i n g of 
possible agreements on p a r t i c u l a r new types of weapons of mass destmction. This 
idea, I may state, has received broad support during our discussions, and only the 
opposition of certain V/estern countries has prevented the Committee from creating 
the ad hoc group. 

The second issue concerns paragraph 3 of t h e General Asserablj'-'s resolution, 
which — as I have already pointed out — callo on the permanent members of the 
Security Council and other m i l i t a r i l y si,gnificant States to make declarations 
s t a t i n g t h e i r refusal to create nevr v/eapons of mass destruction. Such declarations, 
i d e n t i c a l i n substance, and to be ap-proved subsequently by the Security Coimcil, 
would be a f i r s t step toviards the conclusion of a comprehensive agreement. 
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Such an approach had already emerged as f a r hack as 1977» when the delegation 
of the United Kingdom, reacting to the proposal aimed at the establishment of an 
ad hoc group, stated the follov/ing; 

"... a more f r u i t f u l approach would he a firm condemnation Ъу the world 
commvmity of the development of new weapons of mass destruction, coupled 
with a request to this Conference to keep the matter under review ..." 

The world commimity. has on numerous occasions f i r m l y condemned the development 
and man-ufacture of such vreapons. ITov-r i t i s the turn of those States vihich are 
capable of developing and manufactvuring them to come forward with t h e i r own 
solemn declarations, committing themselves never to create any печ vireapons of 
mass destruction. Such declarations, as provided for i n paragraph 5 of 
resolution 56/39, would have s i g n i f i c a n t moral and p o l i t i c a l value. Since 
a l l the permanent members of the Security Council and p r a c t i c a l l y a l l the 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States are represented arovmd this negotiating table, 
the Committee on Disarmament has not only the p o s s i b i l i t y but also the duty to 
deal with t h i s issue i n a serious manner. 

The Hungarian delegation, together with a great number of other delegations, 
i s eagerly looking forward to hearing statements of position made by the delegations 
concerned. ¥hile p o l i t i c a l statements are being made i n formal meetings of the 
Committee, delegations, with the assistance of the i r experts, meeting informally, 
should give serious consideration to various aspects of the issue, among them the 
formulation of an appropriate draft declaration as described above. 

With yovn? kind permission, Mr, Chairman, I s h a l l novi address myself to the 
second part of the item: the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The Committee 
has become deadlocked on t h i s question, and the V/orking Group on Radiological 
Weapons has been mainly inactive during the smrnier session. One of the reasons 
fo r the deadlock i s to be found i n the existence of different approaches of 
p r i o r i t y concerning the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the prohibition 
of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . 

Some delegations i n the V/orking Group have been repeatedlj»- advocating 
p r i o r i t y for the prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , while u n j u s t i f i a b l y 
playing d a w n the role and necessity of the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The Swedish delegation, f o r example, i n i t s memorandum 
i n document CD/HW/IÍP. 19, siibmitted on I 6 March, stated the following: 

"Studies undertaken by tho competent authorities i n Svreden show that the 
development of s p e c i f i c r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons as defined by the drafters 
.of the j o i n t Soviet-United States proposal] i s a very remote p o s s i b i l i t y . 
They could hardly become p r a c t i c a l vjeapons of mass destruction or f o r that 
matter even effective v̂ reapons on the b a t t l e f i e l d , " 

My delegation, together vrith others, hoviever, cannot agree vrith such an 
evaluation, and holds the vievr that this weapon i s p o t e n t i a l l y no less dangerous 
and deadly than any other type of v/eapon of mass destruction. One cannot deny 
that the rapid development of the nuclear industry and the adoption and 
implementation by many States of the i r ovm nuclear energy programmes have 
inevitably resulted i n a vast development and p r o l i f e r a t i o n i n the v;orld of a 
technology employing varioiis radioactive materials. This could by i t s nature 
become a material basis for creating one or another r a d i o l o g i c a l weapon system. 
Besides, i n the absence of a ban on the development of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, 
States cannot rest assured fchat no single State x / i l l conduct any T-esearch to 
develop such weapons. 
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In t h i s connection I would l i k e to draw the attention of the Coimnittee to an 
interview with American nuclear physicist Cohen and French m i l i t a r y theorist Jeneste, 
published i n Die Welt of 16 January this year. Without commenting on the m i l i t a r y -
strategic and p o l i t i c a l aspects of this interview, I would l i k e merely to note that 
i t s very subject gives — at least to some extent — an answer to whether 
ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons are feasible or not, and how effective they could be. 

In the interviex/ Cohen advocates the development of a technically feasible 
and quite l e t h a l gamma-weapon which he c a l l s a harmless "nothing-bomb". According 
to Cohen, t h i s weapon i s completely controllable as regards timing, range of action 
and i n t e n s i t y of use. He believes that 100 kg of Uranium-235 i s enough for laying 
ào\m a "carpet" several thousand kilometres long and one thousand kilometres v/ide, 
the action of which i s a matter of a fevr days only. 

Gamma-rays owing to t h e i r high energy, are very dangerous to human beings 
and any l i v i n g organisms. Gamma-rays from natural sources of r a d i o a c t i v i t y and from 
a r t i f i c i a l nuclear reactions are already widely employed i n science and technology. 
They are used i n medicine, metallvirgy and many other f i e l d s . Therefore the p r a c t i c a l 
application of gamma-rays, including those of high i n t e n s i t y , i s a r e a l i t y which one 
cannot deny. Thus, there exists today a material basis f o r the p r a c t i c a l devising 
of highly effective and l e t h a l gamma-weapons, v/hich c l e a r l y f a l l into the category 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

In order to prevent any possible developments, such as the one I have mentioned, 
the Committee on Disarmament must redouble i t s efforts aimed at concluding the 
negotiation of a draft treaty on the pr o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. Should 
the world community already i n the very near fut\a:e face the fact of the emergence 
of one or another type of v/eapons employing radioactive material, the blame viould 
be c l e a r l y on us, who have f a i l e d i n due time to avert such a p o s s i b i l i t y . 

The d e f i n i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons given by the co-sponsors of the j o i n t 
draft treaty covers any device, other than a nuclear explosive device, s p e c i f i c a l l y 
designed to employ radioactive material to cause destruction, damage or i n j u r y by 
m.eans of the radiation produced b y the decay of such material. This formula 
prohibits any r a d i o l o g i c a l v-zeapon systems based on employing any types of radioactive 
material, regardless of the i r characteristics or the radiation emitted, should i t be 
alpha-, beta- or gamma-rays, or radiation of neutral high-energy p a r t i c l e s . Thus the 
d e f i n i t i o n suggested i n the draft treaty covers also gamma-vi/eapons. 

In conclusion, I v/ish to underline the follov/ing. Since the emergence of 
special types of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, such as the gamma-ray v/eapon described 
above, i s d e f i n i t e l y not a question of a remote p o s s i b i l i t y , the Hungarian 
delegation i s convinced that i n 1985 renewed and vigorous efforts v / i l l have to 
be made by the Committee, by every member around t h i s table, i n order to elaborate 
and successfully conclude the drafting of a treaty banning r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons of 
any kind. 

Mr. VEjyODA (Czechoslovakia): l i x . Chairman, before I turn to the substantial 
part of my statement today, l e t me express the conviction of my delegation that our 
Committee has been given most e f f i c i e n t chairmanship for the concluding vfeeks of 
fchis year's session. Your impressive record as a disarmament negotiator and, raay 
I add, our personal experience of co-operation v/ith you i n different negotiating 
forums and international bodies are much more than a s u f f i c i e n t guarantee of the 
r e l i a b l e leadership you v / i l l provide us with. 
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I would also l i k e to thanlc the outgoing Chairman, the distinguished 

Ambassador of Kenya, Ш. Gatere Î-Iaina, and also to welcome i n our midst the new 
Ambassador of Peru, Î-Ir. Peter Cannock whom I have already met and with whom I hope to 
have-excellent r e l a t i o n s . We are sorry to hear that through the rotation of heads of 
delegations we are going to lose the distinguished representative of the 
United Kingdom, Am.bassâàor ЗглшегЬауез, who always approached the d i f f i c u l t tasks 
of h i s delegation with wisdom and seriousness, f o r which he was valued by a l l of 
us. ¥e wish him a l l the best i n his future a c t i v i t i e s . 

Among t h i s уеаг''з items on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament thete 
are two which, to some extent, occupy a special pos i t i o n . Agenda item J-— the 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space—and item 5-~"neiv weapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of such weapons— d i f f e r from other agenda items 
mainly by the fact that within t h e i r framev/ork we seek to -prevent developments 
which, i f not halted, could lead to considerable implications i n the not too 
distant future. Prom the procedural point of view those "Uro items have one 
more thing i n common, namely, that they are only being discussed i n the plenary, 
without special working or expert groups having been established so f a r . 

We welcome the fact that the danger of outer space being turned into another 
sphere of the arms race has been f i n a l l y brought to the attention of the Committee 
on Disarmament, During our spring session and l a s t week, we heard mar^r inte r e s t i n g 
statements evaluating e x i s t i n g international doc-uments regulating to a certain extent 
the m i l i t a r y presence i n outer space and searching for possible future.steps i n t h i s 
regard. 

There i s hardly any need to r e c a l l i n t h i s forum a l l the relevant treaties 
with a detailed description of t h e i r provisions. However, I would l i k e to stress 
that, i n spite of certain e f f o r t s to give divergent interpretations of adopted 
measures, we deem the treaties concluded so f a r very important international . 
instiruments creating the basis f o r further efforts to achieve a complete 
d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. This applies f i r s t of a l l to the Treaty on 
P r i n c i p l e s Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Ebcploration and Use of 
Outer Space, including the Moon and other C e l e s t i a l Bodies, of I 9 6 7 , and to the 
Agreement Governing ths A c t i v i t i e s of States on the Шоп and other C e l e s t i a l 
Bodies within the Solar System other than the Earth, of 1979. The provisions of 
those two, i f I may say so, "basic" space t r e a t i e s , together with the provisions 
of certain other international documents closed outer space to nuclear weapons and 
other weapons of mass destruction. Highly appreciating the measures achieved so 
f a r , we also share the opinion of those who consider i t necessary and l o g i c a l to 
adopt further measures which would exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of the emplacement i n 
space of other categories of weapons not covered as yet, 

Czechoslovakia has been a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the peaceful exploration of 
outer space through the well-laiown international co-operation programme, "Inter
sputnik", which, i n t e r a l i a , has enabled a c i t i z e n of ours to enter outer space. 
We have therefore more than v a l i d reasons to pay special attention to a l l measures 
seeking the prevention of the arms race i n outer space and ensuring that i t w i l l 
be used for peaceful purposes only. 

The two relevant resolutions adopted by the United Hâtions General Assembly at 
i t s l a s t session define two approaches i n this respect, I would not q u a l i f y them 
as -two different approaches. Some proponents of resolution 36/97 С t r y to convince 
us that t h e i r approach i s the only possible one and they do t h e i r best to prove that 
the proposal contained i n resolution 36/99» r e f e r r i n g to a draft treaty on the 
pr o h i b i t i o n of the stationing of weapons of any kind i n outer space, i s not 
appropriate. 
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As I have already said, we do not regard these two approaches as excluding each 
other. However, one does not have to be a s p e c i a l i s t i n the f i e l d to r e a l i z e that 
the approach reflected i n resolution 36/99 i s much more comprehensive. Moreover, 
i t deals not only with present dangers but^ takes f u l l y into account also possible 
future developments i n weaponry.. Much has been said i n t h i s connection about the 
so-called "directed energy weapons". Ve were rather amazed by attempts of some 
delegations to r a i s e doubts about the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of such weapons being developed 
and used i n practice. We would presume that problems of a purely technical nature 
p e r s i s t i n g i n the development of these kinds of weapons should c e r t a i n l y not prevent 
us from coping with the quite r e a l p o s s i b i l i t y of t h e i r creation and eventual 
introduction into space. 

Ve listened with interest to statements wherein the problem of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
weapons was defined as the basic problem of the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space. We can agree with many thoughts and conclusions i n t h i s regard. However,we 
registered with concern two tendencies i n t h i s approach with which we can hardly 
associate, 

F i r s t l y , i t i s i m p l i c i t l y or e x p l i c i t l y suggested that a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons 
are the only weapons with a possible use i n outer space which can now be d i s t i n c t l y 
defined and consequently that we should l i m i t ourselves to that kind of weapon. We 
are f a r from underestimating the d e s t a b i l i z i n g effects of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e a c t i v i t i e s , 
but should this s p e c i f i c problem compel us to forget about the much more imminent 
dangers emanating from weapons emplaced on objects f l y i n g several tens of 
kilometres above the t e r r i t o r y of any State? 

Secondly, we also cannot agree with some suggestions as to the d e f i n i t i o n of, 
so to say, the components of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons and a c t i v i t i e s . . We can hardly 
accept the thesis that a d e f i n i t e l i n e can be drawn separating peaceful from m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t i e s i n space. I f one wants to render the achievement of any a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
weapons agreement u n r e a l i s t i c , nothing i s more suitable for t h i s than the d e f i n i t i o n 
of a scope which would embrace preferably a l l space a c t i v i t i e s , whether peaceful 
or m i l i t a r y , and would also seek the solution of problems which can only be solved 
on the earth, not from space. 

In his statement l a s t week the distinguished representative of the United States 
drew our attention to the fact that many valuable treaties concerning outer space 
have not been universally adhered to up to now. We f u l l y agree with him that 
imiversal adherence to these treaties would undoubtedly be b e n e f i c i a l . At the 
same time we should not forget that the existing t r e a t i e s , u niversally adhered to 
or not, have not closed a l l avenues f o r the arms race to spread into outer space. 
The United States delegation would agree with me since the provisions of these 
t r e a t i e s , while extremely useful, have not stopped the United States from m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t i e s i n space. The mere headlines of three a r t i c l e s taken at random from 
issues of the International Herald Tribune published i n June this year are enough 
to substantiate what I have just said. From the issue of the f t h , " A n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
System Sou^t by Weinberger", from that of the 2 5 t h , "Militairy Use of Shuttle i s 
Expanding" and from that of the 2 3 r d , "US A i r Force To Expand M l i t a r y A c t i v i t y 
i n Space". 
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There i s one more serious aspect of the arms race i n outer space which i s 
a matter of concern. I t would bring about an unprecedented r i s e i n military-
expenditures. I t i s true that the expenditures would affect mostly States 
present i n space but i t would c e r t a i n l y be a burden f e l t by other countries as 
w e l l . According to David A. Andelman, the deployment of a simple, gro-und-based 
defensive system against cruise missiles would probably cost |1 b i l l i o n . But the 
price tag would jump to i;2-3 b i l l i o n to deploy a prototype space-based system 
with ASAT c a p a b i l i t i e s and $10 b i l l i o n to deploy a f u l l space-based АВЫ system. 

No delegation pretends to have a recipe for ensuring the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space. The effective solution of the problem can only be one 
which i s agreed upon by a l l States, especially those which are technically most 
advanced. We consider that the best way to proceed further i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n 
would be the creation of an ad hoc working group i n which delegations could benefit 
from the active contribution of experts. We associate ourselves f u l l y with the 
draft mandate for such a vrorking group contained i n document CD/272 submitted by 
the Mongolian People's Republic. We cannot afford to ignore fvzrther the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament concerning the danger of the 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space, a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y which was recently unequivocally 
confirmed at the Conference UNISPACE '82. 

Much of what I have said with respect to the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space applies also to the problem of new weapons of mass destruction. îfy 
delegation has already addressed t h i s item of ovir agenda on several occasions 
and I w i l l not, therefore, go into d e t a i l s -now. At t h i s juncture I w-ould only 
l i k e to express once more our considered view that i n t h i s regard the emphasis 
should be placed on the prevention of the creation of new vieapons based on nevr 
s c i e n t i f i c achievements. We have already stated that v-re are not against the 
adoption of s p e c i f i c agreements on certain kinds of weapons. However, a 
comprehensive agreement should be a necessary f i r s t step i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 

Nobody can deny that a grovíing danger of the bviilding of new weapons of mass 
destruction and new systens of such vieapons does ex i s t . Let me give just one 
example. Numerous recent studies and a r t i c l e s i n m i l i t a r y journals and magazines 
prove that there i s , for instance, a growing development i n the f i e l d of electronics 
v/arfare. Some defence analysts say that i n the United States electronics for 
destruction are becoming a completely new business area and that a new industry 
has been created to cover the expanding needs of the m i l i t a r y i n t h i s f i e l d . 

My delegation i s deeply concerned by the fact that we have not achieved any 
substantial progress i n dealing with t h i s item up to now. Since the passage of 
time i s a most unfavovorable factor i n r e l a t i o n to this question, vre believe -fchat 
dealing v-rith i t only at informal meetings of the plenary does not f u l l y correspond 
to i t s urgency. We therefore most emphatically support the proposal of Hungary for 
the establishment of a group of experts to deal with the prevention of new v;eapons 
of mass destruction. The experience gained so f a r through the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of expert^ 
i n our deliberations on this problem vrould assure us that this vrould be the most 
appropriate and promising а̂ зргоасЬ. 

Before concl-ading. I vrould l i k e to make a short comment on оггг debate on nuclear 
disarmament, vrhich mfortunately was rather -ui-iproductive. I vrould l i k e to pay tribute 
to the statement of the delegation of C-aba i n -fchis debate, because of -̂.he very vseful 
h i s t o r i c a l analyses he made of the problem of the nuclear arns race. A l l delegations 
should read that statement ca r e f u l l y . They v r i l l find the true face of the so-called 
Baruch Plan mentioned at the second special sessica by President Reagan and recently 
here by the United States delegatio.i and learp th^at i t vras far from being a step to 
nuclear disarmament as recently claimed here by the United States delegation. I 
vrould l i k e to express the hope -fchat nuclear disarmament w i l l be dealt vrith by this 
Committee at the next sessio-n vrith nore positive retraits t.han fchis session. 
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The CHAIRÍ-iM (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of 
Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda, for his statement and for the kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. The next speaker on my l i s t i f the representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Wegener, to whom I now give the f l o o r . 

Ых. WEGEKBR (Federal Republic of Germany); Mr. Chairman, ray delegation joins 
others i n v/elcoraing you to the Chair, ¥e a l l know hov/ much the Committee can 
benefit i n these f i n a l stages of i t s 1982 session from your v/isdom, your immense 
experience, your sense of v i s i o n . Ambassador Maina, our previous Chairman, has 
already departed, but I should l i k e to express to his competent colleagues from the 
Kenyan delegation the gratitude of my delegation f o r the f a i r and circumspect 
manner i n which he has presided over our work. 

An expert from my delegation w i l l contribute at this afternoon's informal 
meeting to the subject of mass destruction weapons which i s also o f f i c i a l l y inscribed 
on the agenda of our meeting. The comprehensive statement he v / i l l make seems to 
obviate the need for me to address the same issues here. Instead, I should l i k e 
to speak on three subjects of par t i c u l a r interest to ray delegation; f i r s t l y , 
chemical weapons, where I intend to introduce a new v/orking paper; secondly, 
outer space, v/here the exceptionally long l i s t of speakers l a s t week prevented me 
from going on record, and l a s t l y , r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, v/hero I would b r i e f l y l i k e 
to comment on the process of negotiation as the outgoing Chairman of the Working Group. 

Ну delegation f e e l s g r a t i f i e d that during this sui/mior session efforts have 
concentrated to a considorable extent on the search f o r an agreement pro h i b i t i n g the 
development, production and stockpiling of chemical v/oapona, and providing f o r the 
destruotion of ex i s t i n g stocks and production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s . As a country 
v/hich, as f a r back as 1954, renounced, i n an international Treaty, the production 
of ohemical v/eapons, the Federal Republic of Germany has ever since given i t s 
strongest support to a l l e f f o r t s aiming at the speedy conclusion of a t o t a l and 
v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical v<?eapons, v/hich f o r ray Gc\'-erniaent represents a very 
important and, above a l l , perfectly attainable goal. 

Chemical weapons are d i s t i n c t from most víeapons i n that their use i n war i s 
proscribed by the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and by customary internationallaw as wel l . 
Therefore, chemical weapons should have no rolo i n the railitaiy considerations of 
any State and, i f a l l States v/ere unanimous i n t h i s aim, should not e x i s t at a l l . 
The time has come for a l l States to relinquish v/aapcns which have been outlawed for 
more than half a century and to conclude an international convention to this effect. 

A ban on chemical weapons w i l l enhance the security of the contracting parties, 
but i t can f u l f i l t h i s task only i f a l l parties to the treaty share the conviction 
that contractual provisions w i l l be f u l l y complied with. The problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s thus of cru c i a l importance. This i s a complicated but i n no vray insoluble issue. 
National means, as a l l of us are av/are, aro not enough. The solution has to be 
found es s e n t i a l l y on the basis of international co-operative, non-discriminating and 
at the same time effective methods. International on-site inspections to be 
i n i t i a t e d by a permanent ¡.uil t i l a t o r a l body of competent experts are an essential 
part of such Э c-o-operativ^ international v e r i f i c a t i o n system. The Laportance of 
a chemical -/capona сг,п f o r :iy Gcveriiient ie such that I hav. f l i t oonstraiaei, noy 
that the 198Г session cf the Couiitter or. Disarnai.iont i s drawing to a close, to 
stress a certain nijuiiber cf general rjoints, even thoui^h s'̂ ue cf thejj are widely 
acospted and zf~,'^L. else sta'̂ -ed by ' Ih гч i n this '"'orù;:it"*"3e. 
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Moving on now to s p e c i f i c s , ny authorities have studied with great care the 
"basic provisions" f o r a convention on the comprehensive prohibition of chemical 
weapons which- the Soviet union has recently submitted. They have come to the 
conclusion that these Soviet proposals, although i n a n-unber of areas they f a i l to 
provide satisfactory solutions, constitute progress i n so f a r as they acknowledge, 
i n p r i n c i p l e , the necessity of systematic on-site inspections. 

As delegations w i l l reraenber, during the spring session the Federal Republic of 
Germany presented a working paper (CD/265) which outlined our concept of a r e a l i s t i c 
and e f f i c i e n t v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

I have the honour today to introduce a new working paper which elaborates on 
tho ideas contained i n document CD/265, taking into account contributions by other 
delegations and giving further precisions. The main purpose of this new paper, 
which i s numbered CD/326, i s to suggest possible formulations f o r those sections of 
the chemical weapons convention which are d i r e c t l y linked to the problem of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . This i s to say that the paper suggests language for the chapters 
dealing with " v e r i f i c a t i o n " and the "Consultative Gomiaittee" and thereby gives a 
clear picture of the obligations States w i l l have to undertake i n the f i e l d of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

¥e propose an e f f e c t i v e , p r a c t i c a l and r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n system which, at 
the same ti¡ao, requires only liruited personnel and f i n a n c i a l resources f o r i t s 
implementation. Our main considerations i n this respect are as follows s 

A chemical weapons v e r i f i c a t i o n system -would aspire to provide the highest 
possible degree of assurance that the treaty obligations are being met by 
a l l participants, while not requiring an outsizod supervision apparatus. 

¥e propose a solution which establishes a high detection r i s k f o r any possible 
v i o l a t o r by introducing two different types of checksî 

(a) One which provides f o r investigations i n case of allegations that 
treaty obligations are not being observed, are being neglected or are being 
circumvented. Such "checks on special grconds'' must be binding upon the 
State against which an allegation of breach i s l e v o l l e d . Confidence i n the 
observance of treaty obligations could indeed not develop i f i t were l e f t 
e n t i r e l y to the discretion of the suspected State to adiuit or refuse a 
special check, on the grounds that the checks were of a пего voluntary nature. 
An exception might be nado i n the event of the request being t o t a l l y devoid 
of foundation i n the opinion 01 the overwhelming majority of the parties. 

(b) Secondly, we proposa rsyalar checks upon compliance with key 
treaty obligations namely; destruction of e x i s t i n g stocks of chemical weapons, 
dismantling and destruction of chemical weapons production and f i l l i n g 
f a c i l i t i e s , observance of the permitted naxiiuun axioxuit f o r the production of 
siipertoxic l e t h a l chemicals as defined by the treaty and ccmplianco with the 
obligation not to produce chemical weapons. In order to keep the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system practice.blo, i t i s our con-"iction that regular checks with regard to 
non-production aro indispensable only f o r that part of the chomical industry 
which could pofcÈnbiaily prodr.cj surortoxic fhomical agents, and s p e c i f i c a l l y 
for the producers of organophosphu.rus conpcur.ds. 'Jcvuraso of bhio segiaent 
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of the chemical industry by regular checks v/ould at the same time provide 
a p r a c t i c a l and effective solution to the problem of v e r i f y i n g the 
non-production of key precursors f o r binary weapons. On the basis of 
present technological standards, no major i n d u s t r i a l country can be ruled 
out as a producer of such materials. 

There i s no need to carry out on-site inspe.ctions at a l l relevant factories 
as a continuous operation. An adequate degree of confidence w i l l develop 
i f the international Consultative Committee annually decides on a- quota of 
such factories to be inspected, and selects the individual i n s t a l l a t i o n s by 
casting l o t s . 

I appeal to a l l delegations to work towards a solution of the unresolved 
issues of a convention on the t o t a l ban of chemical weapons. As the use of 
chemical weapons i s already proscribed, i t should be possible to ban these weapons 
i n a complete and comprehensive manner, and to reach this aim soon. I t appears 
that the main argument f o r r e t a i n i n g chemical weapons i s the fear that others might 
possess and use then. I t i s now possible to break this vicious c i r c l e . 

Before leaving the f i e l d of chemical weapons, nay I offer a b r i e f comment on 
Ambassador Issraelyan's statement of 2 September on the subject. 

My delegation i s grateful f o r having obtained some further c l a r i f i c a t i o n on 
the questions put to the Soviet delegation, j o i n t l y v/ith the Netherlands, i n 
document CD/3O8, and we are looking forward to r e p l i e s on the remainder of our 
queries. As a preparatory step tov/ards the requested formal answers, my delegation 
would welcome, and be readily available at a l l t m e s f o r , the kind of b i l a t e r a l or 
t r i l a t e r a l informal exchanges suggested by the Soviet Ambassador. 

A^nibassador Issraelyan i n his statement made references to old stockpiles of 
United States chemical weapons on tho t e r r i t o r y of the Federal Republic of G-eiraar̂ '-. 
These stocks are not v/ithin the domain of the Federal Govemi.ient. At the moment 
of entry into force of a cheaical weapons convention, thoy would have to be declared 
and destroyed by the united States of America. The implementation of these 
obligations would be subject to the treaty clauses on v e r i f i c a t i o n , v/hich would 
mean, i n our view, to systematic on-site inspections unde"f the auspices of the 
consulative com/nittee of experts. Although v e r i f i c a t i o n would thus take place on 
German t e r r i t o r y , my Goverra-aent would readily admit these aeasures i n the interest 
of enhancing international confidence. Needless to say, tho v e x y sarae declaration 
and v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures would have to apply to the substantial stockpiles of 
Soviet chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r y of East European States and the Gorman 
Democratic Republic. 

% delegation listened a t t e n t i v e l y l a s t week to the formal exchange of views 
on the dangers of an arms race i n outer space^ a topic to which i t act i v e l y contributed 
both during the spring session and at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly. 
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As i s now recognized, not least by the urgent recommendation contained i n the 
concluding document of DIIISPACE '82, our Committee i s the only international forum 
which can recognize, analyse and seek solutions to the dangerous developments i n 
outer space. Recognising r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and obligations means seeking ways and 
means by which the Cor;imittee on Diaarinament can perform these tasks. Space 
technology, as has frequentljr been spelled out i n this Committee, i s ambivalent; 
reconnaissance, remote sensing, navigation ahd weather s a t e l l i t e s can, of course, 
be put to m i l i t a r y use. But the heading "military usefulness" can also include 
m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s consistent with the provisions of the united ITations Charter. 
In addition, s a t e l l i t e s can help with the v i t a l l y important task of v e r i f y i n g arms 
control agreements. They can therefore play an important role i n strengthening 
confidence i n compliance v/ith international t r e a t i e s . 

A threat to international security, however, i s constituted by s a t e l l i t e s 
with a destructive capability, that i s to say, those a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems which 
the USSR has developed and has already tested on several occasions. This, 
regrettably, has marked the beginning of a dangerous development. We are a l l 
aware that the development of space technology i s f a r from having ггш i t s f u l l 
course. Radiation v-/eapons, such as high-energy laser weapons and particle-beam 
weapons, present further technological p o s s i b i l i t i e s for the use of outer space 
even though their m i l i t a r y use i s not expected beforo the end of this decade. 

VJhat has been done so f a r by the community of States to end the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n 
of outer space? The many years of world-wide ef f o r t s to keep outer space, the 
moon and other c e l e s t i a l bodies free of v/eapons and m i l i t a r y bases are reflected 
i n tho test-ban Treaty, tho outer space Treaty, the moon Treaty and the ABM Treaty. 
These four trea t i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y , of course, the outer space Treaty of I S S J , have 
not been able to s a t i s f y the i n i t a l l y cherished hope that the various de m i l i t a r i z a t i o n 
provisions of the law governing outer space could s p i l l over to give impetus to 
more extensive steps tov/ards arns control. E x i s t i n g bans and requirements under 
international law v/ith regard to tha exclusive use of the moon and other c e l e s t i a l 
bodies f o r peaceful purposes have l e f t loopholes and are open to varying 
intorpre ta tiens. 

In tho operative part of the outer spaсо Treaty, for instance, the use of the 
moon and other planets i s only permitted for "peaceful purposes". In connection 
vrith negotiations on that treaty, the question was raised of how this term was to 
be understood. 

As i n the negotiations at that time, the unaltered attitude of my Government 
i s that the tern "peaceful purposes" must not be seen as equivalent to "non-military 
purposes". The ri g h t to self-defence and col l e c t i v e defence which i s embodied i n 
the United Nations Charter must not be r e s t r i c t e d by a general embargo on measures 
of a defensive nature, evon i f they are carried out i n space. 



CD/PY.1S5 
18 

(Mr. Vfegener, Federal Republic of Germany) 
On the other hand, every move which leads to a balanced reduction or 

r e s t r i c t i o n of offensive m i l i t a r y devices and a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space, and 
which can thereby increase international security, w i l l receive our support. 
The inadequacy of substantive l e g a l rules of arms control i n outer space corresponds 
to the lack of a suitable procedure f o r v e r i f y i n g compliance with the relevant 
obligations. An effective system of supervision and inspection has not yet been 
agreed upon i n ar¡y of the e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s . Future agreements whose object i s 
the exclusive use of outer space f o r peaceful purposes must contain stringent 
v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions. As ffiy delegation has pointed cut on previous occasions, 
the lack of v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements i n the Soviet draft treaty i s one of the most 
fundamental shortcomings i n the Soviet approach. I hope and expect that the 
Soviet delegation w i l l take advantage of the discussions i n the Goumittee on 
Disarmament to present i n d e t a i l i t s conception of how the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
can be regulated i n a future treaty so that the use of space technology i n breach 
of the treaty can be precluded. 

I believe I have made clear that previous treaties have not been substantial 
enough to ensure an acceptable l e v e l of arms control i n outer space. The Soviet 
draft treàtj"- of 10 August 1981 does not bring us any further i n t h i s respect. 

% delegation f e e l s that despite the need for haste, information on the state 
and future development of space technology'' must precede formal treatj.'- negotiations. 
The American space programme, as announced by President Reagan at the beginning of 
July, not only offers the prospect of international co-operation i n the use of 
outer space, but also underlines American willingness to consider v e r i f i a b l e and 
equitable arms control aeasures i n outer space that would ban or otherwise l i m i t 
the testing and deployment of s p e c i f i c weapons systems. An informative exchange 
of views, i n which i n pa r t i c u l a r the leading space Powers ought to par t i c i p a t e , 
could win sympathy for an i n i t i a l approach to negotiations which concentrates only 
on those systems whose o\m destructive capacity enables then to attack and destroy 
s a t e l l i t e s required for reconnaissance, navigation, commmications, vreather 
forecasting and v e r i f i c a t i o n of disarmament agreements. This approach was 
proposed i n United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/97 0. 

I see three steps which ought to determine our future course of action; 

A comprehensive exchange of viev/s on the state of development of space 
technology 5 

Ide n t i f i c a t i o n of the systems posing the greatest threat; 

Establishment at the appropriate juncture of a working group v/ith a cl e a r l y 
defined mandate tn engage, as a f i r s t step, i n discussions on the most 
threatening and d e s t a b i l i z i n g systems. 
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My concluding remarks relate to ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons. Some days ago, i n 
the Working Group, my delegation annoxmced the iiminent tabling of a working 
paper on-the issues raised by a prohibition of m i l i t a r y attacks on nuclear 
installations- i n the framework of a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty. As .1 pointed 
out on that occasion, the working paper purports to recapitulate and amplify 
technical contributions made by my delegation i n the course of negotiations on 
the subject at the spring session. The xvorking paper also dwells upon the 
question how the e x i s t i n g protection of such i n s t a l l a t i o n s under international 
law can best be improved, and formulates recommendations as to the relationship 
of such enhanced' regulation to the " t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons subject 
matter. The working paper offers a f a i r l y comprehensive view of the problems 
mentioned, and, i n the intention of i t s authors, should prove to be of substantial 
benefit to negotiators when they resume thei r work next spring. I am pleased to 
provide this b r i e f introduction of the paper before the Committee and would l i k e 
to request that i t be circulated as an o f f i c i a l document of the Comi-nittee on 
Disarmament, i n addition to i t s sta-tus i n the Working Group. 

Speaking now as the outgoing Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Radiological Vfeapons, I should l i k e to share with my colleagues a guarded f e e l i n g 
of optimism as to the future course of negotiations i n that Group. During the 
current session, very l i m i t e d time was set aside f o r formal work by the Group. 
However, as you are aware, I have t r i e d to make use of the past weeks to i n v i t e 
delegations to r e f l e c t upon some problems which have so f a r hindered the rapid 
progress of negotiations, i n p a r t i c u l a r with respect to the relationship of the 
.two p r i n c i p a l sets of problems to be regulated. On 2 September, I gave a f u l l 
report to the Чоткхпё Group on the r e s u l t s of ny consultations which i s contained 
i n document CD/RW/VÍP.38 and I do not intend to repeat i t s contents here. I am 
pleased to note that the subsequent discussions have borne out my impressions 
that some new degree of f l e x i b i l i t y has become v i s i b l e on the part of delegations 
professing a p a r t i c u l a r interest i n the matter. This has confirmed me i n my 
view that a solution to the key problem of the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons negotiations 
can be found shortly under the double concept of "separation" and "linkage". 
I have also been encouraged to c i r c u l a t e , as a formal working paper of the Working 
Group, a revised, and I hope improved, version of a complete draft treaty on the 
so-called " t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons subject-matter, after having been 
assured by a number of delegations that they would be prepared to consider that 
dociment as a basis f o r further negotiations i n 1983. I continue to believe 
that the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention i s a perishable good. The negotiation 
and conclusion of an international le g a l instrument — or instruments — cannot 
be protracted interminably. A l l delegations should constantly renind themselves 
that the f a i l u r e of the Comittee to provide comprehensive regulation i n this 
f i e l d w i l l gravely compromise the c r e d i b i l i t y and operationability of t h i s body. 
But I think there are encouraging signs that t h i s awareness i s gaining ground. 
I wish every good luck to my successor as the Chairman of the Working Group on 
Radiological Vfeapons. 
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The СНА1Ю1М (transig.teá" ii-oni Spanish');' I thank the representative of the 
federal Republic of C-ermany f o r his statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to 
the Cnair. The next spealcer on my l i s t i ' ^ the representative of Nigeria, 
Ambassador I.jewére, to whom I now give the f l a c r . 

Mr. IJaiERS (Nigeria); I t r . Chairman, i n a l l s i n c e r i t y I wish to say that I am 
iid e s d very pleased te see you presiding over our deliberations at this point i n time. 
I have had the pleasure and pr i v i l e g e of knovdng or reading about you f o r a period 
of aboufc 20 years and at no t i r a during thj.s period have I had any reason to doubt your 
t o t a l , almost r e l i g i o u s , commitment to the cause of peace and disarmament. • 

I'lr. Chairman, apart fro-'¡ ou:: personal relations aud my knowledge of you, our two 
countries are two close a l l i e s i n the struggle f o r equitable international economic 
rel a t i o n s . 

S i m i l a r l y , I should l i k e to pay trib u t e to your predecessor. Ambassador Maina of 
:;eny?. We a l l irish liim success i n his new area of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . We welcome to our 
midst the nev: Peruvian .imbassador, Ш. Cannock, and hope that v/e w i l l be able to 
co-operate with hj.m as we did with h i s predecessor. We are sorry to see 
iuabassador Summerhayes leave us. We s h a l l always remember liim f o r his constructive 
contribution to the work of this Committee. Vie also v/ish him success i n his new 
assignment. 

With your peinnission. Mr. Chairman, I s h a l l devote my intervention today to two 
~r,in topics, namely; 

1. E f f e c t i v e international b s ^ ^ ^ ^ e ^ a u i e n t s to assure non-nucleai'-weapon States 
a,gairst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons; and 

2, Veapons of mass destruction. 

Í liav^, had occasion- to state that tho t o t a l f a i l u r e of the second special session 
of the General Asse.ably devoted to disarmament could be attributed i n no small measure 
to tho lack of еепээ of realism prevailing i n current disarmament negotiations 
v'.í'^icí th-tc Coir..-:i-*-.-f-e3, and also bo the lack of p o l i t i c a l v / i l l among the nuclear-weapon 
S-*̂ atea, especially those with the largest arsenals. Tne decision taken by the 
Goiinibtee not to convene the Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances during the 
present eossiou results from the non-co-operative attitude of the nuclear-weapon States 
concerning t h i c matter, b a s i c a l l y , disagreomentB centre around the interpretation of 
v.-hat constitutes security interests and the evolution of a ''common formula" v/hich v/oiild 
be acceptable to a l l parties. V,'e aro plagued by this impasse despite the fact that 
necotiations i n ïae Working C-cv-p h-./e c l a r i f i e d man/ of the issues involved. This 
i s bhe present situabion and, l i k e most of the stages v/э have reached i n other areas, 
i t a pathetic a,nd regrettable one. 

% neighbour, Ambassador Mansur Anmad of 'Paid.s ban. Chairman of the Working Group, 
led the Group through very d i f f i c u l t nea;otiating sessions with his usual competence 
but tas e f f o r t s v/ers thvrartrd by the nuclaar-v/eapon Sta-bes. I t i s bhe hope cf my 
del':?a.tion, and pccsibly a l l non-nuclear-v/eapon States, bhat wha.tever d i f f i c u l t i e s may 
be on the way v / i l l be surmounbed before the Committe..'s session i n 19'̂ 3» We hope that 
ьаг cool ing-off period th? t the Ccîrmi btee has afforded bhe Working Group v / i l l l I O b ba 
used To drean up nov-/ and lormida.ble excuses by the nuclear-v/еафоп Sta.tes to s t u l t i f y 
ot.r efforts i n t l i i s matter. 
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During the negotiations in-t-he Working Group, my delegation i d e n t i f i e d two major 
problems — f i r s t l y , there i s the problem relat i n g to the scope of the assurances, 
that i s to say, which non-nuclear-weapon States whould be e l i g i b l e f o r assiarances from 
the nuclear-weapon States} and secondly, iinder what circumstances nuclear-weapon States 
w i l l withdraw t h e i r assurances. Our views on this matter are probably well known and 
I need not stress again why non-nuclear-weapon States should be given l e g a l and 
credible assurances that they w i l l not be the victims of nuclear attack or blackmail. 
In a n u t s h e l l , my delegation believes that the u n i l a t e r a l declarations made by the 
United Kingdom, the United States of America and the USSR i n 1978 are inadequate and 
subject to divergent interpretations. One would have preferred the nuclear-weapon 
States to give unconditional assurances to those non-nuclear-weapon States that have 
•undertaken firm, binding commitments not to develop, produce or acquire nuclear weapons. 
Having given up t h e i r sovereign r i g h t s , these countries are e n t i t l e d to credible 
assurances by the nuclear-weapon States that nuclear weapons w i l l not be used against 
them. Up to now, the non-proliferation Treaty of 1968 provides the only legal means 
fo r preventing the horizontal spread of nuclear weapons. While one would not l i k e to 
go f a r into history, i t i s necessary to stress that the non-proliferation regime of 
which that Treaty i s the cornerstone i s being seriously threatened because certain 
a r t i c l e s of the Treaty are not being observed. For example, under a r t i c l e s I - I I I , a l l 
parties pledged not to take action contraiy to the goal of non-proliferation. These 
a r t i c l e s are f a r from being scrupulously observed. Another a r t i c l e that i s not being 
observed i s a r t i c l e IV which provides f o r making the peaceful uses of nuclear energy 
avËiilable to a l l nations and a r t i c l e VI, which requires nuclear-weapon States to 
negotiate i n good f a i t h and make progress on nuclear arms reduction. 

I f more adherents are to be won to the cause of non-proliferation, the provisions 
of the Treaty must be s t r i c t l y observed. I t was the f a i l u r e to implement a r t i c l e VI of 
the Treaty that resulted i n the f a i l u r e of the second non-proliferation Treaty Review 
Conference. Any further reckless breach of the a r t i c l e s of the non-proliferation Treaty 
may unleash a t e r r i b l e chain-reaction. 

In trying to i d e n t i f y ways and means to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered 
on negative security assurances, the Committee should take into account that there 
are today at least 12 nations that have developed nuclear capacities outside the 
non-proliferation Treaty, and they obviously pose a daiger to the non-proliferation 
regime. Certainly some conditional assurances could be given to them, possibly by way 
of a non-first-use of nuclear weapons, but these States do f a l l outside of non-nuclear-
weapon States as defined i n the non-proliferation Treaty. 

I t appears that the greatest incentive f o r acquiring nuclear weapons i s that of 
enhanced national power and prestige. As f a r back as 7 March 1979» a seminar 
organized by the Special Committee Against Apartheid under the chairmanship of 
Ambassador Harriman of Nigeria, concluded that the development of South Africa's 
uranium enrichment plant w i l l not only strengthen i t s international bargaining power, 
but as a major supplier of enriched uranium, i t can blackmail the international 
community. This development must be checked! 

On previous occasions I have observed that i f i t i s possible to establish a 
relationship between success i n disarmament negotiations and a favourable 
international climate, w i l l i t not be worth our víhile to make serious efforts at 
improving the international climate while at the same time working hard on disarmament 
negotiations? Certainly the future of the non-proliferation regime requires more 
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confidenoe-building measures f o r the nuclear have-nots i n the area of supplies and 
control of nuclear material. At the present time, parties outside the non-proliferation 
Treaty have re a d i l y available access to nuclear materials and equipment and are 
unhampered by a l e g a l l y binding commitment not to manufacture nuclear weapons. 
Certainly the moat immediate threat to the non-proliferation regime i s posed by the 
spread of reactor-grade plutoniimi, a few k i l o s of which are r e a d i l y convertible into 
an explosive device. By the year 2000, i t i s predicted that there w i l l be enough 
plutonium from reactors i n 22 countries to produce 50,000 bombs of the Nagasaki type. 
V e r i f i c a t i o n of diversion of plutonium i s d i f f i c u l t i f not impossible. Solution to 
the above problems can only, therefore, be p o l i t i c a l . 

The p o l i t i c a l solution requires tha immediate granting of credible assurances to 
the non-nucleaj:-weapon States by the nuclear-weapon States i n treaty form, and 
alongside the above, as i f i t were a protocol, the nuclear-weapon States must undertake 
s i g n i f i c a n t reductions i n t h e i r nuclear arsenals because i f they continue to increase 
t h e i r nuclear armaments other States w i l l also l i k e to have these prestige toys of 
death. I t i s up to the nuclear-weapon States to make constructive and r e a l i s t i c 
proposals on the question of "negative security assurance" i n order to halt the 
search f o r nuclear independence. 

Permit me now to o f f e r some b r i e f remarks on our agenda item f o r today — new 
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. Whenever the 
issue of weapons of mass destruction i s discussed, one cannot help c a l l i n g to mind the 
views of the 1979 Lambeth Conference, as follows s 

"The use of the modern technology of war i s the most s t r i k i n g 
example of coiporate sin and the p r o s t i t u t i o n of God's g i f t s " . 

The use of weapons of mass destruction i s r e a l l y a p r o s t i t u t i o n of God's g i f t s . 
Some of the countries represented i n t h i s Committee have abolished c a p i t a l punishment 
on the ground that i t i s barbaric and that no man has the right to take the l i f e of 
another. This means that even i f a mass murderer has been duly t r i e d and found g u i l t y , 
the State Ьэ.з no right to take his l i f e as a form of pxinishment. But these same 
people who w i l l move heaven and earth to protect the l i f e of a mass murderer devote 
a considerable proportion of t h e i r resources producing weapons of mass destruction 
which, when used, l d . l l combatants and non-combatants a l i k e , including innocent 
women and children. This i s one of the dilemmas of western c i v i l i z a t i o n , using the 
word "western" i n a c u l t u r a l rather than ideological sense. 

Щ- delegation continues to attach great importance to the early conclusion of a 
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of 
rad i o l o g i c a l weapons i n pursuance of United Nations General Assembly resolution 56/97 B. 
We see such a convention i n the context of concrete measures towards nuclear 
disarmament; consequently, a future treaty on the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
should contain an e x p l i c i t commitment to pursue urgently negotiations on the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, and other p r i o r i t y items on the 
Committee's agenda. 

Although the brevity of the summer session does not allow for the regular meetings 
of the Working Group we are, however, pleased to note that the informal consultations 
conducted by the active Chairman of the V7orld.ng Group, Ambassador Hanning Wegener of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, has produced some f r u i t f u l r e s u l t s . The evaluation 
of the replies received from delegations, contained i n working paper CD/RW/W.58 i s a 
true r e f l e c t i o n of the deadlock i n the Working Group on the separation of the 
s i - c t ' l e d " t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l subject-matter, and the problems relat i n g to the 
protection of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s from attacks. 

http://ld.ll
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I t i s also g r a t i f y i n g to note from the exchange of views held during the 
Ad Hoc Working Group's f i r s t meeting on 2 September 1982, that some delegations .that 
have p e r s i s t e n t l y advocated separation of the two subject-matters i n appropriate 
leg a l instruments have, i n a s p i r i t of compromise, demonstrated some f l e x i b i l i t y , and 
are now ready to explore various options based on the p r i n c i p l e of "separation" with 
a "linkage" mechanism either i n terms of protocols to the treaty or other p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
that w i l l have to be examined i n the Working Group. 

I t i s also noted i n the Chairman's stock-talcing statement that the Swedish 
delegation that o r i g i n a l l y made the proposal "has moved away from a rigorous 
application of the 'one instrument' concept, and has given thought to the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of an umbrella agreement f o r both subject-matters where either would be incorporated 
i n a separate — and I repeat the word 'separate' — annexed protocol". 

This positive approach towards negotiations, i f pursued, w i l l augur well f o r the 
work of t h i s Working Group. Viy delegation, f o r one, has always-shown considerable 
xmderstanding f o r the views and national positions of other delegations based on 
p r i n c i p l e , but we do not subscribe to r i g i d postures as a rule even where options f o r 
compromise are possible. I t i s i n t h i s context that we welcome the constructive 
proposal of the Japanese delegation on an optional linkage mechanism as contained i n 
working paper CD/323. The proposal obviously has i t s demerits, but we believe i t 
could provide a sound basis f o r further discussion i n the e f f o r t to f i n d l a s t i n g 
solutions. 

W delegation stands convinced that negotiations on the prohibition of attacks 
against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i n the framework of a ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention should 
be pursued i n t h i s Conanittee. As a developing country, our interest i n the subject 
stems from a b e l i e f i n the inalienable r i g h t s of States to develop and implement 
t h e i r nuclear energy programmes for peaceful purposes. Also, the commitment of my 
country to the socio-economic development of i t s peoples, and to the fostering of 
international co-operation i n the f i e l d of technology w i l l , i n my opinion necessitate 
the provision of adequate guarantees i n an appropriate legal instrument to safeguard 
and protect f a c i l i t i e s l i k e nuclear power stations and processing or reprocessing 
plants developed f o r peaceful purposes. However, while my delegation remains f l e x i b l e 
on the linkage mechanism that w i l l ultimately evolve i n the Working Group, we f i r m l y 
believe that the scope of the prohibition should be broad enough to meet the concerns 
of a l l States — both nuclear and non-nuclear, developed and developing. 

F i n a l l y , the present trend i n the Ad Hoc Working Group should remind us a l l that 
there i s no creditable substitute f o r p o l i t i c a l w i l l as a necessary ingredient f o r 
success i n disarmament negotiations. As we prepare for the thirty-seventh session of 
the General Assembly, we should not close the door to informal consultations. Our 
report to the General Assembly should be forward-looking, r e f l e c t i n g the c o l l e c t i v e 
e f f o r t to f i n d l a s t i n g solutions. We agree with the view that the divergences containe< 
i n the special report to the second special session now before the General Assembly 
should not be reopened. I t i s only i n t h i s way that the international community can 
make a positive contribution to the future work of the Ad Hoc Working Group at i t s 
1983 spring session. 

The CHAIBMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of Nigeria f o r 
his statement and fo r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The next speaker on 
my l i s t i s the representative of Sweden, Mbassador Lidgard, to whom I now give the 
f l o o r . 
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Mr. LIDGABB (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, at the outset I want to express my 
delegation's sincere s a t i s f a c t i o n i n seeing you i n the Chair of t h i s Committee a t . 
t h i s c r u c i a l stage of огзг work. The previous speakers throughout t h i s month have 
used a l l superlative adjectives i n describing your experience and personal q u a l i t i e s 
and I can only endorse a l l those expressions of confidence i n you. At the same time, 
my delegation also wants to express i t s gratitude to your predecessor. 
Ambassador Maina of Kenya, f o r the excellent way i n which he carried out hia tasks 
as our Chairman avxing the month of August. 

The main topic f o r today's meeting includes the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
I should, therefore, l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to make a b r i e f statement on the 
present state of a f f a i r s as f a r as the work on a treaty prohibiting such weapons i s 
concerned. 

Although the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons has had only one 
substantive meeting during this part of the 1982 session, i t i s the impression of my 
delegation that a great deal of progress has been made, thanks to the constructive 
e f f o r t s displayed by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Woaacing Group, 
Ambassador Henning Wegener. The V/orking Group should thus be i n a position to start 
f r u i t f u l negotiations right from the beginning of the I 9 8 3 session. 

The Swedish delegation has noted with great s a t i s f a c t i o n that the proposal 
regarding the prohibition of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s has been widely 
acknowledged as a legitimate matter f o r negotiations i n the context of a treaty 
banning ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The number of negative or sceptical voices seems to be 
constantly diminishing as the importance and relevance of this issue becomes clearer. 
The comprehensive discussion we have had of these matters with the assistance of 
q u a l i f i e d experts during the 1982 session has greatly contributed to this end. This 
i s not to say, however, that a l l problems have been resolved, but I think that 
delegations are now better prepared than before to have a serious discussion of the 
complex issues which arise i h t h i s context. 

• The time pressure f e l t by many delegations to have a treaty ready before the 
second special session on disairaament i s no longer there. This w i l l hopefully make 
i t easier to conclude a meaningful treaty, which w i l l be an asset to the vrorld and to 
t h i s Committee rather than a symbolic agreement devoid of a l l substance, which would 
merely have damaged the c r e d i b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament, the only 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the f i e l d of disarmament. I t i s high time f o r this 
body to be allowed to f u l f i l i t s proper role and not be confined merely to 
mderwriting drafts which are negotiated outside the Committee, and, as i n t h i s case, 
p r a c t i c a l l y empty of real substance i n terms of arras l i m i t a t i o n or disarmament. 

I t i s a source of s a t i s f a c t i o n to my delegation that several delegations have 
indicated that they are prepared to be f l e x i b l e as f a r as the negotiation of a treaty 
on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i s concerned. I t now seems to be generally acknowledged that 
"tracks A and B" should be given equal treatment, and that a linkage between them 
should be striven f o r . The Svredish delegation w i l l also be f l e x i b l e i n t h i s regard. 
As a matter of f a c t , Sweden intends to submit at an early stage during the spring 
session next year a draft treaty v/ith two protocols, one dealing v/ith the " t r a d i t i o n a l " 
part of the radiological weapons subject-matter, based on the o r i g i n a l Soviet-i'unerican 
proposal, and the obher dealing with the prohibition-of attacks against nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s . 
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My delegation has noted with interest the recent Japanese draft protocol 
contained i n working paper CD/RW/WP.37. We would l i k e to study t h i s i n depth before 
making comments i n d e t a i l . We note, however, that one obvious difference between the 
Japanese draft ahd the so-called Swedish proposal i s the fact that Japan envisages an 
optional protocol f o r "track Б", whereas Sweden, as I have just said, intends to 
propose two mutually dependent protocols of equal standing, which would thus give the 
same importance to both "track A" and "track B". The separation of those two "tracks" 
i s i n our view a useful negotiating device, but i n terms of the f i n a l outcome — a 
treaty prohibiting r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons — the two tracks w i l l have to be closely 
linked, so that-one goes with the other. My delegation has stated i t many times before 
and I repeat i t again: a treaty on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons which does not contain a 
prohibition of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s would be meaningless i n substance. 
Furthermore, i t would be detrimental to the c r e d i b i l i t y of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

Let me conclude by c a l l i n g attention to another matter of great importance i n 
t h i s context. The primary motive f o r the Swedish proposal i s the banning of attacks 
against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s with a view to spreading r a d i o a c t i v i t y f o r h o s t i l e purposes. 
Next to a nuclear weapon explosion this would be the most effective method of 
d i s p e l l i n g r a d i o a c t i v i t y . This p o s s i b i l i t y must obviously be closed, i f a treaty 
banning rad i o l o g i c a l warfare i s to be meaningful. The protection of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
i s a secondary effect which i s of great importance, not least to the c i v i l i a n 
population. But as I said, the main motive i s the banning of the m i l i t a i y exploitation 
of t h i s p o s s i b i l i t y as a means of r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare. That i s why i t i s relevant 
i n the context of a treaty on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

The CHAIBI'IAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of Sweden for 
his statement and fo r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The l a s t spealcer on 
my l i s t i s the representative of the German Democratic Republic, Ambassador Herder, 
to whom I now give the f l o o r . 

№ . HERDER (German Democratic Republic); Mr. Chairman, i t i s my p r i v i l e g e to 
extend to you the warmest congratulations of my delegation on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month of September. This i s - the 
l a s t month of the summer session and therefore a c r u c i a l one. Your deep knowledge and 
wide experience i n disarmament a f f a i r s and your well-known conjmitment to disarmament 
w i l l c ertainly contribute considerably to the discharge of our r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . I 
pledge you the f u l l co-operation of my delegation. 

Today the Committee on Disarmament talles up the question of the prohibition of 
new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. 
Notwithstanding the p r i o r i t y of agenda items 1 and 2, i t i s an important task of the 
Committee as a negotiating body to f i n d effective v/ays to curb the qua l i t a t i v e arms 
race i n this f i e l d . Our Committee has now, as before, the duty to implement 
paragraph 77 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, the v a l i d i t y of which v/as unanimously and categorically 
reaffirmed by a l l Member States at the second special session. 

The conclusion of a comprehensive agreement to prohibit the development and 
production of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction i s today more urgent 
than ever before. 
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Ve are a l l witnessing how rapid progress i n science and technology v i r t u a l l y day 
by day opens up new, u n t i l now unknown p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the creation of new weapons. 
In previous discussions we have already referred, among other things, to such 
dangerous concepts as particle-beam weapons, infrasonic weapons, electromagnetic 
radiation weapons and ethnic weapons. Moreover, tremendous resources are spent f o r 
m i l i t a r y research and development and thus are taken away fixim use f o r c i v i l i a n 
purposes. According to the recently published Palme report, f o r example, i n the 
United States and the United Kingdom, expenditures f o r so-called defence research 
account f o r half of a l l p u b l i c l y financed research. At the same time, the 
transformation of m i l i t a i y research achievements into new weapons systems takes place 
i n a rather short time. 

\niile i n the second part of the 1970s, experts of highly developed Vestern 
countries here i n the Committee on Disarmament contested the p o s s i b i l i t y of the 
introduction of laser weapons into m i l i t a r y arsenals, today i t i s known that these 
weapons w i l l become a r e a l i t y i n a few years' time. The United States has rapidly 
increased the f i n a n c i a l resources f o r m i l i t a r y laser research from year to year. These 
resources, amounting to I40 m i l l i o n i n 1975, were increased to more than $200 m i l l i o n 
i n 1980 and to nearly S500 m i l l i o n i n 1982. 

Similar developments can be observed i n other f i e l d s . Only a few weeks ago 
I s r a e l , i n i t s barbarous aggression against Lebanon and the Palestinian people, used 
a new type of weapon, the so-called f u e l - a i r bomb. The explosion energy of t h i s weapon 
i s today already four to s i x times greater i n comparison with " t r a d i t i o n a l " bombs and 
could be made even 20 times greater i n the near future, as was stated by experts of 
the United States. The main effect of t h i s weapon i s that i t causes the suffocation 
of human beings by deoxygenising the a i r . 

Today nobody knows with which weapon we x i i l l be confronted tomorrow, what i s 
s t i l l i n "Pandora's box". 

ly^ delegation i s f u l l y aware of the complexity and d i f f i c u l t i e s of reaching 
agreement on a comprehensive treaty. But should we therefore take up a mere 
deliberating r o l e , lean back and v;ait for developments and, preferably, a ready 
solution? Why should we not now t r y to f o r e s t a l l once and f o r a l l the creation of 
new, dangerous weapons of mass destmction? Are there r e a l l y insurmountable problems 
with regard to the determination of the scope and the elaboration of appropriate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions? V7ould such a prohibition of development r e a l l y hamper 
s c i e n t i f i c and technological progress? 

I t i s not my intention to dwell upon these questions nov; i n d e t a i l . ЬЗу 
delegation has already done so on previous occasions. 

Since 1976, when deliberations sta,rted i n t h i s body, a great number of questions 
have been discussed. A n v m b e v of concrete proposals are now before'the Committee, 
including the Soviet expanded draft agreement on the prohibition of the development 
and manufacture of new types of vreapons of mass destruction and nevr systems of such 
weapons from 1977 (CCD/51l/Rev.l). I t was also the Soviet Union which i n 1978 
submitted a concrete proposal concerning the establishment of an ad hoc group of 
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q u a l i f i e d governmental experts to consider the question of possible areas of the 
development of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction to be included 
i n the i n i t i a l l i s t of the types of such weapons to be prohibited under a 
comprehensive agreement. Moreover, informal meetings with experts shed l i g h t on many 
deta i l s of t h i s matter. 

My delegation deems i t high time to go ahead i n a p r a c t i c a l manner. In our view 
the best way would be to proceed step by step. The f i r s t p r a c t i c a l measure towards 
the conclusion of a comprehensive agreement could be declarations, i d e n t i c a l i n 
substance, by States permanent members of the Security Council as well as by other 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States concerning the refusal to create new types of weapons of 
mass destruction and pew systems of such weapons.as requested by resolution Jéy'ag of 
the General Assembly. In t h i s regard, we have to take into accomt that these 
countries account f o r over 9 0 per cent of world m i l i t a r y research. This measure 
would be of great p o l i t i c a l importance and could contribute to a further increase i n 
confidence between States. 

At the same time, we favour the establishment of an ad hoc working group of 
experts. As my delegation stated during t h i s year's spring session, the experts 
could consider possible areas of development of new weapons of mass destruction ana 
elaborate a general d e f i n i t i o n of such weapons to•be included i n an international 
instrument. Thus the ground would be prepared f o r a comprehensive agreement. 

My delegation regrets veiy much that one group of countries i n t h i s body i s up 
to now not prepared to support the establishment of such an expert grx>up. 
General Assembly resolution 53/66 A, i n i t i a t e d by the United Kingdom and supported by 
thi s group, underlined the need to talce effective measures i n order to prevent new-
types of weapons of mass destruction coming into being. 

In our opinion the expert group i s a possible way of preparing effective 
measures. What i s necessary i s the p o l i t i c a l -vdll of a l l groups of States i n t h i s 
Committee to achieve concrete r e s u l t s . 

Let me summarize. To tackle i n a practiceu manner the question of the 
prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction, my delegation 
favours the following approach; 

(a) Declarations by the permanent members of the Security Council as well as by 
m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States concerning the refusal to create new types and systems 
of weapons of mass destruction; 

(b) The establishment of an ad hoc group of experts; 

(c) The conclusion of a comprehensive or "umbrella" agreement which could be 
supplemented by a l i s t of indiv i d u a l types and systems of prohibited new weapons of 
mass destruction; 

(d) The conclusion of indiv i d u a l agreements on the prohibition of sp e c i f i c 
new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction, i f t h i s i s deemed necessary. 
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In one of today's statements an attempt was made to play down the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
of the country i n question f o r the enormous threat emanating permanently from i t s 
own and other people's stockpiles of chemical weapons deployed on i t s t e r r i t o r y . The 
representative who made th i s statement thus confirmed the truth of the report 
published i n recent months i n t h i s regard which has been met with great concern by 
the public, p a r t i c u l a r l y the people l i v i n g i n t h i s area. Neither general declarations 
nor i m p l i c i t accusations of others, can divert attention from t h i s great danger. On the 
contrary, i t should serve as a further proof of the urgent necessity to make headway 
towards the effective prohibition and complete destruction of a l l chemical weapons, 
to be agreed upon as soon as possible.. 

The СНЛТБММ (translated from,Spanish){ I thank the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic f o r his statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to 
the Chair. I have no more speakers on my l i s t f o r today. Does any delegation wish 
to take the f l o o r ? 

Apparently not, so I s h a l l proceed to make certain announcements. Let us begin 
with t h i s afternoon. As you know, we s h a l l hold an informal meeting t h i s afternoon 
on item 5 of the agenda, which we have been considering this morning. Thi.s afternoon 
also, as was announced i n the timetable distributed e a r l i e r , there w i l l be a meeting 
of the Ad Hoc V7orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. That meeting w i l l take place i n 
Conference Room No. V. As you w i l l also r e c a l l , at оггг l a s t meeting, when I spoke 
about the small number of working days that remained at our disposal, I indicated 
that the figure I gave was ba.sed on the assumption that our l a s t meeting woiild be 
held on 16 September. The secretariat has prepared a timetable for next week's 
meetings which has been distributed t h i s morning. This timetable, as a l l members of 
the Committee w i l l have seen, i s based on the same closing date of I 6 September. 
Perhaps the Committee could adopt t h i s timetable of meetings, on the customary 
understanding that i t i s tentative and can be adjusted l a t e r i f necessary. I f I hear 
no objections, I s h a l l assume that the Committee adopts the timetable distributed by 
the secretariat today, on that understanding. 

I t was so decided. 

The СИ&ТНШТ (translated from Spanish); As regards tomorrow, Wednesday, 
8 September, as representatives v d l l have seen from the timetable distributed at our 
l a s t meeting, an informal meeting of the Committee has been arranged f o r 11 a.m. — an 
informal meeting to be devoted again to item 5 of the agenda. In order that that 
meeting may begin promptly, may I remind you that v;e agreed l a s t time that 1 0 minutes 
after the hour fixed i s a reasonable time for opening our meetings. We s h a l l 
therefore begin at 1 1 . 1 0 a.m. The informal meetings of those of the Committee's 
various groups wishing to hold such consultations w i l l take place at 9.ЗО a.m. instead 
of the usual 1 0 . 3 0 or 11 a.m. I understand from the co-ordinator of the Group of 21 
that this w i l l apply to that group at l e a s t . As regards the other groups, thei r 
co-ordinators w i l l inform the members of the groups. 

The next plenary m.eefcing of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
14 September at 10 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meetinfi rose at 1 2 . 1 0 p.m. 
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The CHAIRM&H (translated from Spanish); I declare open the 186th plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament, The Connittee -will today take up itera 8 of i t s 
agenda, -which includes consideration-of the reports of i t s subsidiary bodies and the 
consideration and adoption of i t s annual report to the United Nations General Assembly, 
In accordance with rixLe 30 of the rules of procedure, members wishing to do so may 
make statements about any other matter connected with the work cf the Committee, 

Allow me, f i r s t , to of f e r a warm welcome i n the Committee to the new 
representative of Yugoslavia, l i i s 2xcellency Ambassador Kazimir Vidas, who i s with us 
today f o r the f i r s t tine. Ambassador Vidas i s an experienced diplomat who has held 
important posts i n the course of his career. He has taken part i n many international 
conferences as well as i n sessions of the United Nations General Assembly and of other 
international bodies. Arubassador Vidas has i n the past been involved i n disarmament 
efforts and has participated very actively i n the meetings of the non-aliovned 
movement. In 1973 he was appointed his country's Assistant Federal Secretary f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s . He w i l l , I am sure, make an outstanding contribution to the voxk of 
our Committee, 

On my l i s t of speakers f o r today I have the representatives of India, the 
United Kingdom, Cuba, Indonesia, Horaania, E^ypt and the Federal Sepublic of German^'. 
I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t of these, the representative of India, llx, Saran. 

I-îr, SARAN (india) s I t i s a natter cf great pleasure to ny delegation to see you, 
the distinguished representative of f r i e n d l y Mexico, i n the Chair fo r t h i s c r u c i a l 
month of September when we s h a l l be engaged i n f i n a l i z d n g our report to the 
thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly, Fajniliar as are 
with your experience i n , and deep dedication to, disarmament, wo have no doubt that 
within the next few days we s h a l l achieve a successful conclusion to our work f o r the 
1982 session. As always, the delegation of India pledges i t s f u l l support and 
co-operation to you i n your d i f f i c t i l t endeavours. 

I would also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to welcome on behalf of ry 
delegation, Ambassador Cannock of Решд. ¥e wish him э successful tenure i n Geneva 
and are corifidcnt that our two d e l t i e n s w i l l continue to co-operate as closely as 
we have done i n the past. ^'lay I also .join you, Mr. Chairman, i n extending a warn 
welcome to Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia, the representative of a f r i e n d l y 
non-aligned country. We wish bin a l l success i n his assignment i n Geneva, 

We have also learnt that Ambassador Svamerhayes w i l l be leaving us shortly. I 
take this opportunity to bid hiin farewell. ilnbascodor Siunnerhayes embodies i n 
himself the best traditions of B r i t i s h diplenacy, and we regret that we s h a l l be 
lo s i n g such an experienced nienber of t h i s Cor.uráttee. On behalf of ry J e l e j a t i o n , I 
would l i k e tc wish hia a l l success i n his new assigriinent. 

This summer session of the Comnittee has been a r e l a t i v e l y b r i e f one. In the 
wake cf the dismal f a i l u r e of the second special session cf the United IJations 
General Assembly "lovoted to disarnanent, i t has also been э session at which nuch less 
intensive work has been done than ooforo. Amonp the items iinder negotiation, 
in-depth work has been possible only on ch .-..-.ical weapons. And f o r this the credit 
should ¿0 tc the Ghairnan cf tho AJ Hoc Working Group on Clie'-iical '..'oapone, 
Ambassador Sujka cf Poland. I t vas 'aider his /"-lidance trat several infernal c.-^ntact 
sroups on variouc elenents cf tir.c future convention have -een naprjo' c-.;t, i n very 
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clear and precise d e t a i l , including the t e r r i t o r y which must he covered i n 
negotiations and the outstanding issues which must he resolved. In many cases the 
contact groups have gone beyond the stage of i d e n t i f y i n g existing divergences and have 
set f o r t h certain promising options which may lead to compromise solutions. I t i s 
t h i s kind of work which i n our view w i l l bring tho objective of a chemical weapons 
convention closer to r e a l i z a t i o n . 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ean was unable tc draw up any 
conclusions f o r our future work, primarily because i t was unable to reach agreement 
on an appropriate work progransie, While every delegation i n the Group agreed that 
issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance cannot be considered i n i s o l a t i o n , i t 
did not prove possible to reach consensus on a working hypothesis concerning the 
nature and the scope of the m u l t i l a t e r a l treaty that we envisage w i l l eventually 
emerge through a process of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations. As f a r as my delegation i s 
concerned, we have consistently taken the position that a treaty on a nuclear test 
ban should aim at the general and complete cessation of a l l nuclear weapon tests by 
a l l States i n a l l environments f o r a l l time. Along with other members of the 
Group of 21, we have repeatedly stated that such a treaty should be able to attract 
•universal adherence and should include a v e r i f i c a t i o n system which i s universal i n 
i t s application, non-discriminatory i n character and which provides f o r equal access 
by a l l States, 

While we regret that v;o were unable to reach a consensus on a work programme, 
we ^shotild not lose sight of the very interesting and f r u i t f u l exchango of views that 
took place on several key issues related to a nuclear test ban i n the Working Group. 
Certain important queries were addressed to the three nuclear—weapon States 
pa r t i c i p a t i n g i n the negotiations, concoming t h o i r approach to v e r i f i c a t i o n . In 
response to queries from my delegation, one of the parties which had participated i n 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations u n t i l they were suspended i n the Autumn of 1930, i . o , the 
Soviet Union, confirmed unambiguously that the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators had reached 
complete s,greenent on a l l the elements r e l a t i n g to the v e r i f i c a t i o n aspects of э 
m u l t i l a t e r a l treaty on a nuclear test ban. That delegation informed the Working Group 
that the questions awaiting solution related to certain additional measures which 
would be applicable only to the throe partios engaged i n those restricted 
negotiations. This i s an extremely s i g n i f i c a n t statement and should be taken due 
note of by the Committee. 

The Soviet Union also confirmed thot i t considered ths means of v e r i f i c a t i o n at 
present available, using both national technical means as well as international 
co-operative measures f o r the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events, to be 
more than s u f f i c i e n t to v e r i f y compliance with a treaty on"a nuclear test ban. 

I t i s unfortunate that the two other parties which had been engaged i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations have not been as forthcoming as the Soviet Union i n providing 
the Working Group witli d e t a i l s r e l a t i n g to those negotiations which could be of 
considerable use to tho Working; Group. 

The Unitod States and tho United Kingdom were also asked to specify vihat they 
regarded as adequate with respect to v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear tost ban. These two 
nuclesr-weapon States have i n the past taken the p o s i t i o n that the rieans of 
v e r i f i c e t i o n et present avoilablc arc not capable of giving s u f f i c i e n t assurance 
that tho provisions of a general end complete prohibition of nuclear weapon testing 
are ceinr complied with. They have held thct the nain obstacles i n achieving the 
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successful conclusion of a treaty on a nuclear test ban are technical i n character and 
more s p e c i f i c a l l y the i n a b i l i t y to detect yields below a certain threshold. These 
delegations were asked, therefore, what they consider to be an adequate l e v e l of 
detection with respect to a nuclear test ban« Instead of giving us a d i r e c t reply 
to t h i s question, both delegations have expressed the view that adequacy i s not a 
matter which can be defined i n terms of nimibers and y i e l d l e vels alone but rather 
involved a whole complex of issues, both p o l i t i c a l and technical. This view i s , of 
course, one which the non-aligned and neutral countries have espoused f o r a number of 
years now, ¥e are happy that the States which have i n the past considered the 
question of v e r i f i c a t i o n purely from the point of view of overcoming certain technical 
obstacles have now come closer to tho viewpoint that has been held by a majority of 
countries. 

The complex of p o l i t i c a l and technical issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
compliance with a treaty on a nuclear test ban must of course be the subject of 
negotiations. This we are prepared to engage i n within the Working Group i f and when 
i t i s set up next year. In the meantime, i t would be useful i f the delegations of 
the nuclear-weapon States concerned could give us a clear-cut idea as to what, i n t h e i r 
view, constitutes the complex of p o l i t i c a l and technical issues which they have 
referred to. 

The Committee has had encouraging, though inconclusive, informal discussions 
r e l a t i n g to the proposal put forsíard. by my delegation f o r the setting up of an ad hoc 
working group on the prevention of nuclear war. These informal discussions have 
repealed that there are no objections i n p r i n c i p l e to t h i s proposal. Some delegations 
have expressed t h e i r misgivings concerning tho scope of the negotiations which should be 
engaged i n under the aegis of t h i s working group. Pears have been expressed that the 
Group would become a substitute f o r a subsidiary body on nuclear disarmament. I 
would'like to state that as f a r as ny delegation i s concerned, we do not consider the 
proposal f o r г subsidiary body on the prevention of nuclear war as a substituto f o r a 
subsidiary body on nuclear disairaanent. Our delegation has already put forvísrd a 
very clear-cut and unsnbiguous mandate f o r the proposed working group which i s to 
reach agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention of nuclear 
war (CD/309). Under such terns of reference, delegations may put forward whatever 
proposals or i n i t i a t i v e s they consider as contributing to the prevention of nuclear 
war. Obviously one should not interpret the mandate i n such, a broad manner as to 
encompass negotiations on general and complete disarmament i t s e l f . Certainly, i t can 
be argued that the nost effective way of preventing nuclear war i s through the 
elimination of nuclear weapons and i n a sense through the achievement of general and 
complete disarmament i t s e l f . However, we are not at t h i s stage being as ambitious 
as that.' We are thinking of nore nodost i n i t i a t i v e s of an urgent nature which could 
be aâ.opted quickly i n order to reduce tho r i s k to the very survival of nanlcind which 
emanates from the very existence of nuclear weapons, 

Nor can the mandate be interpreted as encompassing neasures f o r the pi-evention 
of the use of force i n general. Certainly i t i s true that a l l wars ought to be 
avoided and that observance of the p r i n c i p l e of the non-use of force as set out i n the 
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Charter of the United Nations has a bearing on the question of the prevention of a 
nuclear war. Here again, our view i s that we ought to have a clear-cut sense of 
p r i o r i t i e s and c l e a r l y defined objectives. I'íhile wars using conventional weapons 
can cause-widespread death and destruction, i t i s the use of nuclear weapons which 
would jeopardize the survival of mankind. The use of nuclear weapons i n wars would 
mean the use of -weapons of mass destruction. Conventional weapons, even the most 
destructive kind, are not weapons of mass destruction. In our view, survival comes 
f i r s t and i t must be the object of immediate and urgent concern. The ad hoc working 
group on the prevention of nuclear war should be looked at not so much from the 
point of view of the security of States but rather from the point of view of what i s 
an imperative, i . e . the survival of mankind i t s e l f . 

I t i s our hope that with these c l a r i f i c a t i o n s i t should be possible to come to 
an early decision on t h i s proposal. We are of course prepared to engage i n further 
discussions concerning the mandate of t h i s working group i f that i s considered 
necessary. 

Although India i s a developing country, i t has taken a keen interest i n the 
exploration of outer space. During the l a s t 15 years or so, India has successfully 
trained a large number of personnel i n space technology, including the designing 
and launching of s a t e l l i t e s . The modest progress which has been achieved i n India's 
space programme i s in e x t r i c a b l y linked with the close co-operation that i t s 
Department of Space has developed with space agencies i n several countries including 
the Soviet Union, the United States, Prance and the Federal Republic of Germany and 
also international agencies. We believe that i t i s necessary to strengthen the 
environnent within which such be n e f i c i a l international co-operation can continue to 
develop and be strengthened. I t i s not enough to keep outer space devoid of 
weapons. I t i s necessary to. keep outer space free of fears and siispicions that 
plague us here on earth and that i s possible only through the development of 
international co-operation i n the peaceful uses of outer space. 

We i n India are convinced that space technology can be о powerful catalyst i n 
the economic and s o c i a l development of developing countries. Along with peaceful 
co-operation with other advanced countries we have t r i e d to build our own indigenous 
expertise i n this f i e l d , . We are also prepared to share our modest achievements i n 
t h i s f i e l d with other developing countries, and the Govemnent of India has decided 
tc allocate a portion of India's space budget to promote co-operation i n tho 
peaceful uses of outer space among developing countries. 

Given our cormitnent to the peaceful uses of outer space and the iranense 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s that we see i n the development of space technology f o r cur own economic 
development, i t should come as no surprise to t h i s Committee that my country i s 
greatly concerned about the p o s s i b i l i t y of an arns race i n outer space. Outer space 
nust remain a donain of peace and a comnon heritage of nankind. We suppçrt 
negotiations that would ensure these objectives. Like other delegations belonging 
to the Group of 21, ny delegation believes that we ought to set up without delay an 
3d hoc working group of t h i s Connittee to undertake nejTotiations on further neasuros 
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f o r the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, as was called f o r i n the 
Fin a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. In our view, the objective of negotiations within such a working group 
ought to be the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the development, testing and 
deployment of weapons of any kind i n outer space. Such an instrument would be a 
l o g i c a l extension of the 19^7 space Treaty which prohibits the deployment of weapons 
of mass destruction i n outer space, 

•While-we believe that t h i s i s the kind of agreement wo should aim at, we are,, of 
course, prepared to consider, as a f i r s t step, more limited agreements such as the 
prohibition of the testing and deployment of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. ' 

I would l i k e to add a few observations concerning negotiations on the prohibition 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. By delegation w i l l continue to oppose a d e f i n i t i o n of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons which would e x p l i c i t l y resort to an exclusion clause with respect 
to nuclear weapons. These --rfeapons should be defined i n terms of the sp e c i f i c 
technical characteristics and attributes of these potential weapons of mass 
destruction. I viould also l i k e to c l a r i f y that my delegation cannot agree to a 
consideration of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , as recommended by 
Sweden, within the context of negotiations on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. As we have 
stated e a r l i e r , the Svredish proposal relates properly to the laws .of vrar and should, 
therefore, be considered i n a..different context and not confused with negotiations on 
arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

In conclusion, I venture to hope that the period of review and r e f l e c t i o n which 
delegations have been engaged i n since the conclusion of the General Assembly's 
Socond Special Session on Disarnanent w i l l r esult i n о clearer d i r e c t i o n and focus to 
our negotiating task during the Connittee's 1923 session. The Indian delegation, for 
i t s part, i s prepared to engage i n intensive negotiations on a l l items of t h i s 
Committee's agenda. Several delegations have referred to the organizational 
deficiencies of t h i s Connittee and have expressed the view that t h i s body i s unable to 
cope with negotiations on several itans of i t s agenda simultaneously* Щ delegation 
does not share t h i s view. I t i s only a f t e r we agree to engage i n negotiations on 
various items that the machinery v i l l i have to be adjusted accordingly. The history 
of disarnanent negotiations reveals that reform i n machinery has not necessarily led 
to the conclusion of sp e c i f i c agreements. Frequently, the role of .machinery becomes 
a mere pretext f o r delaying, negotiations on p r i o r i t y disarnanent items. I t i s f o r 
this reason that i-ny delegation vjould prefer to see clearer evidence of a serious 
p o l i t i c a l comitnent on the par-t of a l l nenbers of this Connittee, i n p a r t i c u l a r the 
nuclear-weapon States, to the p r i n c i p l e of n u l t i l a t e r a l ne¿^tiation3 before .civing 
consideration to neasures of organizational reforn. 

The GHAIRI-'IAIT (translated fron Spanish) : I thank the representative of India 
for his statenont and f o r the kind v.'ords he addressed to the Chair, and I now aivc 
the f l o o r to the next speaker on ny l i s t " , the distinguished representative of the 
united Kingdon, Anbassador Sunnerhayes. 
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Mr. SUIiiyiEBHAYES (United Kingdom); Mr. Chairman, my statement t h i s morning gives 
me the opportunity to welcome you i n the chair of the Committee to vrhich you have 
contributed i n such a distinguished v/ay. Vihat has impressed me as a colleague of long 
standing i s that i n the marathon r a c e — s t i l l not ended—which the proceedings of the 
Committee on Disarmament have become, you have alviays been one of those who set the 
pace. You have alvrays made the extra effort which t h i s role requires, and I admire 
you f o r that. I assure you of the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n уоггг present 
task. I would l i k e also to extend my thanlîs, through the Kenyan delegation, to 
Ambassador Maina f o r h i s judicious and effective contribution i n h i s work as Chairman 
f o r l a s t month. I also want to extend a very v/arm v/elcome to our new colleagues, 
Ambassador Cannock of Peru and Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia. I wish them vrell i n 
th e i r future vrork i n the Committee. 

During the summer session vrhich i s now drav-ring to a close, my delegation has 
vrelcomed the chance to give p a r t i c u l a r attention to the work of two of our subsidiary 
bodies, those dealing víith chemical weapons and vrith a nuclear test ban. I would l i k e 
t h i s morning to review b r i e f l y the progress we have made on the important issue of a 
nuclear test ban, f o r vrhich we had a new Working Group with a mandate agreed and 
adopted i n A p r i l t h i s year. My delegation took part i n the work from the start i n the 
b e l i e f that the mandate of the Group was clear and precise and that i t would permit us 
without delay "to discuss and define, through substantive examination, issues r e l a t i n g 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance viith a vievr to making further progress tovrard a nuclear 
test ban". VJhatever interpretation some delegations may lilce to put on t h i s mandate, 
there i s no doubt that i t places v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i n the centre of 
discussion. Some delegations none the less vrent on to argue that we must define the 
scope of a nuclear test ban before v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance could be discussed;-
t h i s attitude regrettably v̂ ras a major factor i n preventing us from adopting a work 
programme and undertaking the substantive examination of the issues expected of us. 

It i s of course true that, as paragraph 31 of the P i n a l Document says, 

"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 should be determined by the purposes, scope, 
and natvire of the agreement." 

But that does not, i n the vievi of my delegation, mean that at t h i s present stage we 
must narrovrly define these parameters. I t i s quite s u f f i c i e n t to malee broad common--
sense assumptions on vrhich our consideration of a v e r i f i c a t i o n system can be based. 
To concentrate the discussion on scope i s to divert the attention of the Group from 
the substantive issues set out i n i t s mandate. Nevertheless, we have been dravm into 
a discussion on scope and t h i s has served to emphasize one difference of view, the 
resolution of which vrould be c r u c i a l to the successful negotiation of a nuclear 
test-ban treaty. I am ref e r r i n g , of course, to the treatment to be accorded to 
nuclear explosions f o r peaceful purposes (PNEs). Some delegations have argued that 
PH3s should be excluded from the scope of a nuclear test-ban treaty; i t has even been 
argued that only the- State carrying out a peaceful nuclear explosion must decide 
vihether i t should be c l a s s i f i e d as such. This i s not the tiine to ansvrer these 
arguments i n d e t a i l ; but i n my delegation's vievr the overriding consideration i n t h i s 
respect i s to ensure that the purposes of a nuclear test-ban treaty are not 
frustrated; there vrould certainly be grave danger of t h i s happening i f nuclear 
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explosions, labelled as being f o r "peaceful purposes", xíere f r e e l y allowed .and t h e i r 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n l e f t to i n d i v i d u a l States. I'fliatever recourse i s made to l e g a l 
argument or to negotiating history, there remains the inescapable fact that nuclear 
explosions f o r peaceful purposes would provide information of potential m i l i t a r y value 
and that i n the system set up to monitor a test-ban treatj*- PUEs vrould, from a seismic 
v e r i f i c a t i o n point of vievi, be indistinguishable from nuclear-v/eapon test explosions. 
Is i t conceivable that States vTOuld have confidence i n a treaty vrith a loophole as 
large as t h i s ? And f o r those v/ho seek support from neg-otiating history I vrould point 
out that while the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations envisaged a separate protocol covering 
nuclear explosions f o r peaceful piirposes, tha,t protocol vrould also have established a 
moratorium, and that the parties agreed that they vrould r e f r a i n from "causing, 
encouraging, permitting or i n any viay p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n and carrying out of such 
explosions u n t i l arrangements f o r conducting them are vrorked out vrhich would be 
consistent with the treaty being negotiated." The problems involved i n mailing such an 
arrangement have not yet been solved. 

I v r i l l revert nov; to the central issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In our viévr the key 
element i n discussing the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a test-ban treaty i s whether i t i s possible 
to elaborate a system f o r detecting and i d e n t i f y i n g nuclear-vreapon test explosions 
v/hich v/ould give adequate confidence of compliance v/ith the treaty f o r a l l parties. 
As f a r as the seismic detection of nuclear-v/eapon test explosions i s concerned, v/e 
already have available to us the proposals i n documents ССШ/553 and C3)/43 f o r a global 
netviork of seismic stations, an international exchange of seismic data and the 
establishment of international data centres. The Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has done 
much valuable work and the experimental interchanges, although not e n t i r e l y 
satisfactory, have demonstrated the potential of the exchange system. Our seismic 
experts are continuing to v/ork on a number of unresolved problems. Some delegations, 
however, t a l k as though a global detection system v/ere i n existence already and as 
though i t v/ere of established rather than potential xiorth. They tend to brush aside 
a l l questions r e l a t i n g to technical matters and t e l l us that i t i s now "time to 
ela.borate the p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l framevrork and the elements of the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system". They suggest that we must choose either to accept that a l l the technical 
means necessary f o r v e r i f y i n g compliance with a test ban already e x i s t , or start a new 
detailed debate on highly technical issues. 

My delegation does not think that the choice before us i s as simple as t h i s 
picture presents. Ue do not believe that the discussions vre have had so f a r enable u.s 
to conclude that the means necessary for v e r i f y i n g compliance vrith a test ban treaty 
already e x i s t . There are some important points, e.g. on-site inspection, vrliich vre 
have hardly touched upon. As the f i r s t p r a c t i c a l step i n the Working Group, v/e need 
to examine the proposals put forv-rard by the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and to 
establish v/hat points of difference s t i l l remain. Me do not see t h i s as an "abstract" 
exercise. In our viev/, no amount of study of the " p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l framev/ork" v / i l l 
enable us to reach a successful conclusion unless v/e f i r s t agree on the technical 
basis of our detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n system. Examination of the records of the 
experts Group w i l l shovr that there are important differences of vievi between 
delegations, p a r t i c u l a r l y with regard to the use of Level 2 data. The distinguished 
representative of the USSR, i n commenting on the report of the Group of Experts 
(CD/318) on 31 August, claimed that there was no technically proved need to exchange 
Level 2 data on a regular basis. He argued that the system proposed i n 
document CCD/55S involving the exchange of Level 1 parameters vras quite adequate. In 
the vievi of my delega,tion, Level 2 data are essential f o r i d e n t i f i c a t i o n purposes. 
For t h i s reason i t i s necessary that we t r y to resolve the differences of vievr about 
how these data raigiat be handled. 
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It has been suggested that i n respect of a seismic network we should not l e t fche 
best, or the better, be the enemy of fche good. But I vrould remind the Committee that-
one of the purposes of a v e r i f i c a t i o n system, as has been pointed out, f o r example, i n 
a thoughtful Viorking paper distributed by the delegation of Sv-reden (CD/ÎÎTE/V.'P.2), i s 
to provide confidence that the parties to a treaty are observing i t s obligations. 
Does i t help to bu i l d confidence amongst potential parties to a treaty i f one group of 
States i n s i s t s that an adequate detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n system can be based on 
ideas and technology vrhich many other delegations consider to be out of date? ¥e vrould 
not quarrel vrith tho suggestion that the system should be "no more and no le s s " tlian 
i s needed; but such a statement does not solve the problem of vrhat vrould constitute 
that optimum l e v e l . M e viovlà certainly not suggest that we should buy a Rolls Royce 
i f another form of transport vrould serve our purpose equally vrell, but at the same 
time we vr-ant to be sure that vre construct a vehicle that v r i l l take tis to the end of 
the road. 

There i s one ftirther issue vrhich has so f a r been on l y - b r i e f l y touched upon. This 
i s the problem of possible evasion techniques, and here I should l i k e to comment on 
the proposal advanced by the distinguished representative of the 
C-erman Democratic Republic that vre should look to a p o l i t i c a l solution of t h i s problem 
and on his suggestion that a treaty might contain an obligation to prohibit the use of 
evasion techniques. It seems to us that vrhen a State undertalœs an obligation i n a 
treaty, f o r example, not to carry out nuclear explosions-, i t i s i m p l i c i t that i t v r i l l 
not evade those obligations. An additional obligation not to evens the main 
provisions of the treaty seems to add l i t t l e of substance. And of course i t could i n 
no way remove the concern of other States parties over the p o s s i b i l i t y of evasion 
since i t v-rould not overcome the techjiical pi-oblem of v e r i f y i n g vrhether or not evasion 
had occurred. Some of the teclmical backgro-ond to t h i s vras given i n document CCD/492, 
to vrhich reference has been made i n the Working Group recently. We regard tho 
assessments i n CCD/492 as s t i l l generally v a l i d and note that the seismic data oh vrhich 
they vrere based have been endorsed by the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 

I have* been able t h i s raoining to touch on some differences of vievr betvreen 
delegations, vrhich are confirmed i n the report of the 1-ITB Working Group. Indeed the 
Working Gi"oup report demonstrates hovr much vrork s t i l l remains to be done. My 
delegation can certainly not be counted amongst those vihich believe that after the 
preliminary discussions vre ha,ve had so f a r thé ÏITB Working Group can be said to have 
f u l f i l l e d i t s mandate. We believe on the conti-ary that much use-ful work can be done 
by further substantive discussion on the basis of a systematic vrork programme derived 
from the present mandate. We hope that agreement v r i l l be x-eached to pursue t h i s 
substantive discussion at the beginning of the I 9 8 3 session. 

Mr. Chairman, as th i s i s my l a s t statement i n plenary, I vrould l i k e novr to say a 
fevr valedictory words to my colleagues. The rule of the alphabet ordained that I 
should s i t betvreen povrerfiil neighbours. My riituation i s not that of a buffer State, 
but I trust that I have been at times a helpful interpreter. I have a.lvrays enjoyed 
a,nd appreciated the pleasure of personal friendship vrith those vrho s i t and have sat on 
either side of me, and vrith a l l my collea,gues i n ths Committee, past and present. I 
v-rarmly thanlc those who have made kind remarks on my departv.re. More generally, I have 
no panacea to offer fo r the complexities v̂ e a.ll fa'ce i n discovering an acceptable 
basis f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament through the vrork of t h i s GoKraittoe. I do believe, 
hovrevor, that vre need to promote easier understanding of our vrork among those who tako 
the most obvious interest i n vrhat vre do. Here I an: fchihicing of the roprosontatives of 
non-member countries vrho come to j o i n an i n the Council СЬашЪег, and of thone ÍTGO 
representatives who attend regularly but have fco s i t above us i n the gallery. On 
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t h e i r hehalf, I v/ant to malee tliree small hut p r a c t i c a l suggestions; f i r s t , that 
copies of spealcing texts should ab-zays he distributed to the representatives of 
non-member countries when they are made available to the rest of us; secondly, that 
the representatives of non-member countries should not be relegated by rule to the 
bottom of the speakers' l i s t , and t h i r d l y , that NGO representatives who regularly 
attend our plenary meetings should be allocated seats somewhere within the 
Council Chamber, a concession which has already been made f o r those taking part i n the 
FellovisMp Programme. F i n a l l y , I want to express my sincere thanlcs to those who serve 
the Committee behind the scenes — to the interpreters, the translators and a l l the 
s t a f f who produce our documents. To them and to a l l members of the secretariat, to 
Vicente Berasategui, and above a l l to Ambassador J a i p a l , I s h a l l alv;ays be extremely 
gra t e f u l . Thanlc you Mr. Chairman. 

The СЫА1ЕМАЖ (translated from Spanish); I thank the distinguished representative 
of the United Kingdom f o r his statement, and I should l i k e here to say a few words i n 
h i s ovm language about his imminent departure. 

Гspeaking i n English]; I am sure that I am r e f l e c t i n g the sentiments of the 
entire membership of the Committee i n saying that we are a l l very sorry that he i s 
obliged to leave us, because of what could be called the i r o n rule of the r e t i r i n g age. 
During h i s term i n t h i s Committee, Ambassador Summerhayes has distinguished hJ.mself as 
a diplomat who has a great capacity to l i s t e n to the views of others and to talce them 
seriously into account i n malcing his contribution to the reaching of consensus. His 
quiet diplomacy and his profound experience w i l l be much missed. ¥e wish Mm well i n 
his retirement and i n whatever a c t i v i t i e s he chooses to perform hereafter. But we 
hope also that he w i l l r e t a i n h i s personal interest i n disarmament matters, 

"resuming: i n Spanishl; I s h a l l now give the f l o o r to the next speaker on ny l i s t , 
the distinguished representative of Indonesia, Ambassador Sutresna, v;ho w i l l malee a 
statement i n his capacity as co-ordinator of the Group of 21 f o r t h i s month. The 
distinguished representative of Indonesia has the f l o o r . 

Mr. SUTFiESbTA (Indonesia); Mr. Chaii-raan, may I f i r s t of a l l extend to you, S i r , 
the congratulations of my delegation on your assumption of the chairmanship of the 
Comnittee f o r the remaining period of our summer session. Seeing you, the 
representative of Mexico, a couiitry v/ith v/hich Indonesia continues to enjoy excellent 
b i l a t e r a l relations, presiding over our deliberations i s aJLready a source of 
s a t i s f a c t i o n to my delegation. 

Distinguished delegates v/ho have spoken before me have eloquently addressed 
themselves to your outstanding q u a l i t i e s , v/ith v/hich I concur and p r a c t i c a l l y I have 
not nuch to add. Your vast experience and highly respected diplomatic s k i l l 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the pursuit of the cause of disarmament, i n the viev/ of my delegation, 
v / i l l no doubt guide the deliberations of our Comnittee tov/ard a successful conclusion. 

May I also c o n v e y , through you. S i r , the appreciation of my delegation to your 
predecessor i n the Chair, Ambassador Maina of Kenya, f o r his commendable chairmansliip 
of the Committee during the past month. 1/ith respect to His Excellency 
Ambassador Sumnerhayes v/ho has just stated that he v / i l l soon be leaving us, my 
delegation vrishes to associate i t s e l f v/ith tho v/ords that you have just spoken on our 
behalf. 
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As you have stated, lîr. Chairman, my purpose i n taking the f l o o r at the 
plenary meeting today i s to introduce, i n ray capacity as the Co-ordinator of the 
Group of 21, a vrorking paper concerning the rule of consensus and the establishment of 
subsidiary organs, as contained i n document СВ/ЗЗО, The document has already been 
circulated by the secretariat, a moment ago. 

The subject-matter i s not a nev; one i n t h i s Committee; i t has been v/ith us 
since I 9 8 O . As you may have noticed, document CD/ЗЗО i s self-explanatory and there i s 
no need therefore f o r me to explain i t s content at length. 

However, there are tvro main points of t h i s vrorking paper vrhich I vrish to stress: 
f i r s t l y , the deep concern of the Group of 21 on the v/ay i n vrliich the Committee has so 
f a r applied i t s rules of procedure concerning the establislmient of i t s subsidiary 
organs; and secondly, i t i s the considered vievr of the Group of 21 that t h i s vrorking 
paper could contribute p o s i t i v e l y to the enliaaicement of the effectiveness of the 
Committee on Disarmament as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body. It has alvrays 
been the opinion of the Group of 21 that a l l items vrhich are included i n the agenda 
of the Committee are subjects f o r negotiation. 

This working paper could be considered also as a response to vrhat vras requested 
from us by the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
as reflected i n i t s consensus concluding document paragraph 55 (b) vrhich reads: 
"That a pledge be obtained from i t s members, i n p a r t i c u l a r from the nuclear-vreapon 
States, not to use the practice of consensus to obstruct fche adjustment of the 
structure of bhe Committee, i n p a r t i c u l a r the establishment, as appropriate, of nevr 
ad hoc vrorking groxips.". 

Ic/hat i s proposed by the Group of 21 i n t h i s paper i s not a matter of interest to 
t h i s Group only but, vre believe, could serve the interests of a l l members of the 
Committoe. I t therefore constitutes an attempt fxirther to advance our commitment and 
re s p o n s i b i l i t y to the cause of disarmament, vrliich the international community has 
entrusted to us. 

I should l i k e to point out c l e a r l y that by proposing t h i s vrorking paper the 
Group of 21 has no intention at a l l of changing or modifying the rale of consensus or 
replacing i t by another method. V/hat the Group of 21 has i n niind i s that the rule of 
consensus as i t applies to the procedural aspect of the establishment of vrorking 
gi'oups should not be used i n such a vray as to prevent the Committee from performing 
i t s function e f f e c t i v e l y . 

The СНА1ЙЗУШГ (translated from Spanish); I thanlc the representative of Indonesia 
f o r his statement and for the kind vrords he axldressed fco the Chair. The next spealcer 
on my l i s t i s the representative of Puoraania», Иг. Ilelescanu, to vrhon I now give the 
f l o o r . 
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Mr. IfflLESCAITlJ (Поиал1а) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, the 
United Hâtions General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to 
disarmament recognized, by consensus, that v/orld public opinion can exercise a 
positive influence on the adoption.of disarmament measures and that to that end i t 
ought to be veil informed of the dangers of the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear 
arms ra,ce and of i t s extremely harmful consequences f o r international peace and 
security, as also i n the economic and s o c i a l spheres (document A/S-12/32, annex V, p 

The Committee on Disarmament has now reached the stage of adopting i t s 
annual report xdiich ou^ht also to serve the purposes of informing, educating and 
generating public understanding and support f o r the objectives of the 
united Nations i n the f i e l d of disarmament. I t i s i n t h i s connection that my 
delegation would l i k e to malee some preliminary remarks. 

F i r s t of a l l we consider that the fact that v/e have already submitted a 
comprehensive report on the f i r s t half of our session to the General Assembly, at 
i t s second special session on disarmament, as v/ell as the brevity Of t h i s part of 
our session, during v/hich only one v/orking group has been f u l l y operative and the 
very meagre results v̂ e have achieved, should be talcen into account i n the dr a f t i n g 
of our report, wiiich should be very short, f a c t u a l and concise. 

Secondly, my delegation considers fchat since, according to the rules of 
procedure a,nd the Committee's established practice, the verbatim records form part 
of the report, emphasis should be placed i n the report on the consensus which has 
emerged fron our discussions and negotiations as veil as on the broad li n e s of 
action f o r our future endeavours ra.ther tlian on recording the different and 
diverging positions of delegations. 

T l i i r d l y , we should l i k e to drav/ attention to the grov/ing tendency to use, i n 
the reports of the v/orking groups and of the Committee i t s e l f , a language so 
esoteric and hermetic that these reports are v i r t u a l l y incomprehensible not only to . 
those v/ho are not cemberc of the Committee but even to those of i t s members v/ho 
have not taken part i n the d r a f t i n g of the formulas i n question. The t i n e , e f f o r t 
and mental energy spent on the concoction of such formulas can hardly be said to 
be j u s t i f i e d . 

My delegation believes that i f these comnents v/ere taken into accovuib they 
v/ould help us to adopt a report v/liich v/ould. t r u l y serve to inform, educate and 
generante public understanding and support for tho v/ork of the, Conmittee on 
Disaraament. For vre a l l Icnow th,at i n spice of the efforts made the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons, the only one v/hich has been v:orking f u l l time, 
has made no rea l progress, except i n achieving a better tinderstand.ing of the 
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Various elements of the future convention. The a c t i v i t y of the. new Worid.ng Group, 
which began consideration of a nuclear test ban, was marked from the start by the 
views of one delegation which denied i t •anj'- p o s s i b i l i t y of negotiating a prohibition 
i n t h i s sphere i n the near future. 

It did not prove possible to ad'opt the positive proposals put fôrirard by other 
delegations f o r the establisliment of working groups on the subject of the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and more p a r t i c u l a r l y on the 
prevention of nuclear \rar, the prohibition of new types of weapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of such weapons and the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space, i n spite of the very wide measiure of support given to those proposals. 

.This s i t u a t i o n explains v/hy a number of delegations have proposed ~ i n the 
working paper i n document CD/ЗЗО introduced a few minutes ago by His Excellency 
Mr. Sutresna, the Ambassador of Indonesia — the addition to rule 25 of the rules 
of procedure of a sentence stating that the rule of consensus should not b̂e iised 
i n such a \шу as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary organs f o r the effective 
performance of the fujictions of the Committee. V/hile i t i s possible to have doubts 
about the solution proposed, there i s no denying the existence of the problem of 
the paralysis of the Committee as a negotiating body. 

I should l i k e to end t h i s b r i e f statement with a reference to one of the 
l a s t items we took up i n our plenary meetings and i n the informal meetings with 
the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts, namely, that of new t j ^ e s of weapons of mass 
destiTiction and new sj^stems of such weapons. We can imàerstand —.although we 
do not sliare — the view of some delegations that the time has not yet come f o r 
the adoption of a s p e c i f i c agreement on one aspect of disarmament or another. We 
cannot, however, imderstand v/liy the mere preparatory work f o r the conclusion of 
such agreement or agreements i n the future should also be blocked. TMs s i t u a t i o n 
i s p a r t i c u l a r l y evident as regards nev; types of v/eapons of mass destruction and 
n e w systems of such v/eapons, i n connection v/ith vihich some delegations, includjLng 
my ovm, put forward the idea of associating s c i e n t i s t s v/ith the v/ork of the Committee 
(document CD/262 of 17 March 1 9 8 2 ) . Even i n t h i s matter, vrhere the objective v/as 
to establish a body v/hich could be used by the Comraittee i n the future, i t v/as not 
possible to secure a procedural decision. 

The facts of the si t u a t i o n a f f e c t i n g the negotiations i n the Committee v / i l l be 
examined by the General Assembly during i t s . consideration of th.e report on our 
a c t i v i t i e s vrhich v/e are i n the process of adopting. 

It i s our hope that the General Assembly w i l l be able to agree on a set of 
concrete measures capable of enriching and giving fresh impetus to the v/ork of the 
Committee i n 1983. 

Such an impetus i s more than ever needed. 
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The GHAIBMàN (translated from Spanish); I thank the distinguished representative 
of Romania for his statement. I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of Egypt, Ambassador E l Reedy. 

Mr. EL REEDY (Egypt) (translated from Arabic); Mr. Chairman, during your 
long ceireer as the representative of the f r i e n d l y State of Mexico, I and many others 
have followed your endeavours i n the cause of disarmament, to which you have 
dedicated yourself to such an extent that, i n many respects, you have become an 
embodiment of t h i s cause with which your name i s associated'. 

We congratulate you, Mr, Chairman, and wish you every success. I would also 
l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our appreciation of the endeavours of your 
predecessor, 'Ambassador Maina of Kenya, during his distinguished chaiimanship of 
our Committee l a s t month. 

I wish, too, to j o i n with my colleagues i n o f f e r i n g отдг best vàshes to members 
who have already l e f t or are about to leave t h i s Committee, namely, 
Ambassador Summerhayes of the United Kingdom, Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, 
Ambassador Salah-Bey of A l g e r i a , Ambassador Valdivieso of Pem, Ambassador Yu Peiwen 
of China and Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia. 

I welcome Ambassador Datcu of Romania, -'embassador Cannock of Peru and 
Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia, and wish them every success. 

In a few days we s h a l l be concluding the work of the f i r s t session held by 
the Committee on Disamament after the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. We began our meetings l a s t month and f e e l considerable 
bitterness and disappointment as a result of the f a i l u r e of the special session to 
f u l f i l some of the hopes to which i t had given r i s e . 

The main rgason f o r the lack of success at the special session was vindoubtedly 
the absence of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to assume international commitments or take 
s p e c i f i c measures for the achievement of disamament. 

I t i s strange that t h i s failiur-e i n the work of the special session came at a 
time when there was increasing international awareness i n the developed countries 
of the dangers inherent i n the current si t u a t i o n r e s u l t i n g from the absence of 
progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament i n the face of the increasing production, 
sto c k p i l i n g and development of weapons of mass destruction. 

This fe e l i n g of impending danger i n the developed world i s reflected i n the 
actual dangers threatening several parts of the developing world i n which the most 
modern and l e t h a l weapons are being иьед i n aggression agaanst the sovereignty and 
p o l i t i c a l independence of States. At the commencement of the special session, the 
world witnessed the begiming of the blatant I s r a e l i aggression against Lebanon 
i n which the invading forces used the most murderous weapons against unarmed 
c i v i l i a n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y against our brothers the P-^lestinian refugees. 

The f a i l u r e of bhe special session came as new evidence of the fact that the 
international community i s passing through an extremely c r i t i c a l and dangerous pha,se 
i n which s, conscientious review i s required i n order to stop the s l i d e towards the 
abyss. Such a reviev; must address i t s e l f primarily to the dangers of the arms race 
and the p o s s i b i l i t y of v/ar. 
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I t should also he noted that the force of international public opinion, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y as expressed i n a пгзтЪег of major capitals i n the countries 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the nuclear arms race, has been instrumental i n inducing the two 
sides to create a framework for negotiation with a view to the reduction of 
strategic arms and medium-range nuclear weapons i n Europe, 

As already stated by the Egyptian Government on more than one occasion, we 
welcome the holding of these b i l a t e r a l negotiations which we regard as a positive 
development vrorthy of encouragement. 

However, we wish to make i t quite clear that these negotiations neither negate 
nor reduce the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament, 

l i h i l e welcoming a l l the endeavours made by the two sides to negotiate on 
s p e c i f i c topics with a vievr to curbing, c o n t r o l l i n g and h a l t i n g the nuclear arms 
race, we believe that our Committee shoiild be kept informed of the course and 
progress of these negotiations, even i f only i n a general and non-detailed manner 
during the early stages. 

Ue should a l l bear i n mind that the Committee on Disarmament i s the only body 
vrith u n i v e r s a l l y recognized r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

We therefore regard t h i s Committee' s f a i l u r e to establish a v-rorking group on 
nuclear'disarmament and the cessation of the nuclear arms race as a serious and 
u n j u s t i f i a b l e f a i l u r e and we s h a l l continue to vrork towards the r e c t i f i c a t i o n of 
t h i s s i t u a t i o n . The enormous nuclear arsenals i n existence at the present time-
constitute a serious threat to the security of mankind as a vrhole, including the 
non-nuclear-weapon States, and f o r t h i s reason we support the proposal of the 
delegation of India concerning the establishment of a working ^xovcg on the 
prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear víar. In our view, t h i s proposal should be 
approved by the Committee whose favourable response w i l l , we hope, be forthcoming 
at the beginning of the next session. 

In the dismal aftermath of the f a i l u r e of the special session, the establishment 
of the Ad Hoc V/orking Croup on a Nuclear Test Ban offered a ray of hope. The 
election of the capable embassador Lidgard as Chairman of t h i s Group vras an 
additional indication that the Group was on the right track, i n spite of the 
constraints placed upon i t by the narrow scope of i t s mandate. I t i s g r a t i f y i n g 
that the Group i s adoptjng a general a^pproach to i t s tasks i n which the discussion 
of other aspects r e l a t i n g to the question of a nuclear test ban v i i l l not be excluded, 

is-lthough the endeavours of the Chairman to establish a vrritten programme of 
work for the Group during t h i s stage v^ere not crovmed vrith success, i t i s undeniable 
that the continuation of i t s work on the basis of a verbal understanding provided 
an opportunity f o r a c l a r i f i c a t i o n of vievrs and an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the various 
aspects of a fttmiber of issues r e l a t i n g to safeguards, compliance and other questions 
concerning-a nuclear test ban. V/e hope tha-t, after t h i s stage, the Group v-rill be 
able to address i t s tasks i n an expeditious manner vrith a vievr to the eventual 
formulation of a draft nuclear test-ban treaty. 
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Another positive factor i^'hich should not be overlooked when evaluating the 
woric of t h i s session i s the outstandingly d i l i g e n t approach which has characterized 
the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons. Under the capable 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, t h i s Group was able to devise a 
p r a c t i c a l method which had a direct effect i n furthering the progress of i t s work. 
The way i n which the contact groups dealt with the various elements of a draft 
treaty on the f u l l and effective prohibition of the production, developnent and 
stock p i l i n g of chemical weapons and the destruction of ex i s t i n g stocks of such 
weapons v/as both positive and f r u i t f u l . We hope that, at the next session of the 
Committee, the Group w i l l be able to build on i t s achievements during t h i s session 
and that i t w i l l be successful i n reaching agreement on a sp e c i f i c text and 
provisions f o r the various a r t i c l e s of the draft treaty, 

I would now l i k e to turn to the question of the prevention of an aims race 
i n outer space, a matter which, a f t e r extensive debates during the spring session, 
we agreed to include on our agenda. At th^t time I explained Egypt's position 
i n t h i s respect and emphasized the fact that, since the beginning of the second 
h a l f of t h i s century, i n the General Assembly of the United Nations and, i n 
pa r t i c u l a r , i n the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, Egypt had 
continually advocated the need for an agreement to prohibit the use of outer 
space f o r m i l i t a r y purposes and to r e s t r i c t i t s use to peaceful purposes i n 
furtherance of the interests and progress of mankind. Although agreement was 
reached i n I967 on the "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", 
15 years a f t e r the adoption of that Treaty we s t i l l lack an international agreement 
prohibiting the arms race i n outer space and r e s t r i c t i n g i t s use to peaceful 
purposes. 

The rapid progress i n modem technology and the space sciences c a l l s f o r an 
early approach to t h i s itaa. through an ad hoc working group endowed viith a general, 
comprehensive and non-specific mandate within the framework of which i t would be 
able to address a l l aspects of the problem, including the question of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems. 

We are naturally aware of the complexities and ramifications of t h i s question. 
During the f i r s t part of th i s session l a s t spring, therefore, we proposed that the 
secretariat should prepare a f u l l c o l l e c t i o n of a l l the background documents 
and proposals r e l a t i n g to t h i s question so that we could i d e n t i f y the various 
stages through which i t has passed. This would undoubtedly save much time and 
effor t which would otherwise be spent i n the informal consultations which have been 
proposed to deal with t h i s question. 

At the conclusion of the work of our session we note that, i n spite of a l l 
the e f f o r t s made, there are some issues which have not been addressed. I am 
referring i n p a r t i c u l a r to the question of guarantees of the non-use of nuclear 
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States and the question of a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. The discussions aлd consultations that w i l l be taking 
place during the coming session of the General Assembly may be able to remove some 
of the obstacles impeding agreement on these tv/o questions. 

Possibly no single item on the agenda of the international community has been 
the subject of greater endeavours than that of disarmament. Hence, the feeling of 
fr u s t r a t i o n i s f e l t most keenly by those whose work relates to disarmament questions. 
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since the prolonged absence of any r e a l progress comes at a time of ever-increasing 
development and stockpiling of weapons of mass destruction and escalating 
expenditure on armaments, while the world i s facing the most serious economic c r i s i s 
since the great depression i n the 1 9 3 0 s . 

Nevertheless, we have no alternative but to continue our work and our struggle 
to ensure that'm a n k i n d brings weapons back under i t s control and frees i t s e l f from 
enslavement to weapons technology, and to ensure that an international system i s 
established under which man w i l l be safeguarded against- a global war instead of 
constantly l i v i n g i n fear of such a war. 

y i t h t h i s end i n view, we have no alternative but to invest more time, thought 
and energy i n the search f o r the formulas needed to f a c i l i t a t e the adoption of 
p o l i t i c a l resolutions aimed at h a l t i n g the arms race and making progress towards the 
goal of complete disarmament, however toilsome the path may be and regardless of the 
feelings of f r u s t r a t i o n that may be enco-untered i n the process. 

The CHAIRI''IA.N (translated from Spanish); I thank the distinguished representative 
of Egypt for his statement and f o r his kind words addressed to the Chair. The next 
speaker on my l i s t i s the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Ambassador Wegener, to v/hom I now give the f l o o r . 

Itr. \\/ЕОЕаЖ (Federal Republic of Germany); Mr. Chairman, I take pleasure i n 
introducing the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological V/eapons as 
contained i n document CD/328. I am g r a t i f i e d that the Group w&s able fco adopt 
th i s report i n a single session of record brevity. This t e s t i f i e s to the 
co-operative s p i r i t vrhich has prevailed i n the Working Group during the present 
summer session. 

A f t e r the customaiy introductory paragraphs and a l i s t of working documents 
that have been submitted to the group i n 1 9 8 2 , the report makes a concise 
documentary reference to i t s work during the f i r s t part, of the session. The 
results of the spring session are, of course, already before the General Assembly 
as part' of the Committee's special report to the second special session devoted to 
disarmament. The report then deals vrith the proceedings of the V/orking Croup 
during the second part of the session. This session has been b r i e f f o r a l l of us, 
bub i t s limited duration was p a r t i c u l a r l y f e l t by the r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons 
V/orking Group. I n keeping víith the p r i o r i t i e s established f o r this part of the 
session, the Group was able to meet i n formal session only twice. However, as I 
reported at an e a r l i e r plenary meeting, the Chairman used tlie better part of August 
to i n i t i a t e an exchange of vievrs with delegations on the p a r t i c u l a r l y pressing 
problem of the relationship between the tvío main subject-matters before the 
Working Group. Through a vrritten expose and a questionnaire, I endeavoured to 
perceive hovr the future ban on r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons i n the narrower sense and the 
problem of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s could be suitably linlced. My l e t t e r 
and questionitaire drevr a v i v i d response from delegations. I reported to the 
Working Group i n an extensive statement on 2 September about the rep l i e s received 
and additional consultations held. The statement i s available as 
docijment CD/RW/Z/P. 58. That statement and subsequent diocussions i n the 
Working Group shovr that the Working Group has not yet e n t i r e l y succeeded i n 
eliminating the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered i n t h i s regard. Ilovrever, i t also became 
apparent — and I should make e x p l i c i t reference to this positive feature — that a 
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nevi degree of f l e x i b i l i t y existed regarding the relationship between the two 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons subject-matters and that the way now appears open f o r a more 
promising resumption of negotiations on the issue next spring. Notvrithstanding 
some substantial nuances, there i s a widespread view i n the Working Group that the 
two areas of the scoioe of the prohibitidh under consideration should i n the future 
be looked at under the twin concept of "separation" and "linlcage". There i s now a 
clearer v i s i o n that the protection of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s from attack deserves to be 
more seriously looked at, and, i n the view of most delegations — i n fairness, I 
should add, not a l l — the negotiating context between the two areas of the future 
prohibition should be preserved. 

I f on t h i s matter of p r i n c i p l e the stage i s now better set f o r the future, 
the same could perhaps also be said of the r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons subject i n the 
narrower, " t r a d i t i o n a l " sense. Here again, i t v/as not possible to agree on a l l the 
necessary d e t a i l s of the provisions to be incorporated i n a future treaty. I t 
was, however, acknowledged at the close of the Group's spring session that the l e v e l 
of consensus on certain of the provisions under consideration was then higher than 
i t had been on previous texts. In order to f a c i l i t a t e further work and to preserve 
the degree of consensus already reached, the Chairman, at the end of t h i s session, 
has circulated his own compilation of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty provisions i n 
d 0 cument CD /RW/Z/F . 3 9 . 

Delegations v i i l l e a s i l y see from the renort, as I have now introduced i t , that 
a l o t remains to be done and many problems remain to be solved. The mood i n the 
Working Group, hoviever, has been good. I f there i s not a sense of outright . 
achievement, there i s certainly a sense of hope and co-operation. I am confident 
that the V/orking Group w i l l forge ahead i n i t s next'session and a t t a i n tangible 
results towards firm negofciated r e s u l t s . 

The CffiilRI'IAM (translated from bpanish); I thank the representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany for the statement he has just made as ilhairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons, introducing the report of that Group. 
The next and l a s t speaker on my l i s t i s the distinguished representative of 
Indonesia, to" whom I w i l l now give the f l o o r i n his capacity as co-ordinator of 
the Group of 21 so that he may introduce another document submitted by the Group. 
The distinguished Ambassador of Indonesia has the f l o o r . 

Mr. STJTRBS'iTii (Indonesia); Mr. Chairman, I have to request your indulgence and 
that of the distinguished delegates because I need to take the f l o o r again, very 
b r i e f l y , at t h i s plenary meeting. 

I have the honour to introduce f j r m a l l y , on behalf of the Group of 21, 
document CD/329 containing a draft mandate for a working group on the prevention 
of an arms race i n outer space (item 7 of our agenda). 

During the discussion on item 7 both at plenary meetings and at informal 
meeting^s of the Committee, the need for the establishment of an ad hoc jjorking group 
to deal v/ith t h i s item has been v/idely acknowledged. In the view of the Group of 21, 
the exchange of viev/s v/e ha,ve had so f a r on t h i s subject has revealed to us that 
there i s already a basis for subotantive negotiations. The draft mandate as 
contained i n CD/329 has been formula,ted by the Group of 21 i n such a way as to 
accommodate the different views that have so f a r been reflected i n cur deliberations, 
Viith a view to enabling the Committee to vmdertake substantive negotiations on t h i s 
subject during "the f i r s t part of 19S3 session. 
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I t i s the wish of the Group of 21 that the Committee should adopt a decision 
on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 7 and i t s terms of 
reference at t h i s p a r t i c u l a r session. Such a decision, i n the view of the 
Group of 21, i s i n l i n e with what the Committee on Disarmament has been called upon 
to do by the recently concluded Unispace Conference i n Vienna. 

The СаИШ^'ЬШ (translated from Sijanish); I thank the distinguished representative ~ 
of Indonesia, the co-ordinator of the Group of 21 f o r the month of September, f o r 
his introduction of document CD/329, I now have a further speaker on my l i s t , the 
distinguished representative of Mongolia, and I give him the f l o o r . 

Fir, EBDM'BILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian)j Allow me, îîr. Chairman, 
on behalf of the Mongolian delegation, to of f e r you our best wishes as Chairman of 
the Committee for the month of September and for the intervening period up to the 
opening of our spring session; we are sure that you w i l l make an important 
contribution during t h i s c r i t i c a l period of the work of the Committee on Disarmament 
at i t s 1982 session. 

I have asked for the f l o o r i n order to express my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at 
the document — CD/329 — just introduced by the distinguished representative of 
Indonesia, Ambassador Sutresna. 

The Mongolian delegation ib prepa.red to study that docvment with a view to 
enabling the Committee on the basis of that proposal and of document CD/272, which 
was submitted by the Mongolian delegation during the spring part of our session, i n 
due course, to formulate a mandate for an ad hoc working group on item 7 of i t s 
agenda so that i t can start work as soon as possible next year. 

The CHAIKÎ'îAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the distinguished representative 
of Mongolia for his statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

I have no further spealcers on my l i s t for today. Does any other delegation 
wish to talce the floor? Apparently not, and so I w i l l , as usual, make a few 
announcements. The informal meeting г̂е are to hold t h i s afternoon to continue the 
consideration of our draft report to the General Assembly which we started yesterday 
afternoon w i l l begin at h a l f past three — 3«30 p,m. The Chairman would be veiy 
grateful i f distinguished representatives could be here punctually a,t that hour. 
V/ith regard to the reports of the vrorking groups, one of them has been introduced 
today by the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
Chairman of the Working Group i n question, and I hope that the other tvro reports 
w i l l be circulated betvreen now and tomorrow. The intention of the Chairman would 
be to submit these three reports to ths Committee at i t s plenary meeting on Thursday, 
I have the impression that there w i l l be no d i f f i c u l t y i n taking, i n respect of 
those reports, a decision s i m i l a r to the decisions v;e have taken i n previous years, 
that i s , to adopt the reports and to include the texts of them.in toto i n the 
Committee's ovm report. 

As regards the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, i n view of 
the large лгяаЬег of opealcers I already have on my l i s t f o r that meeting, i t v r i l l be 
scheduled for the same time as tooay's meecing — 10 o'clock — and I should again 
be grateful i f you could be very puncfcua-l so that we can begin the meeting at 
10.10 a,m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting i-o&e at II.A'3 a.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I declare open the 187th plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee w i l l continue today to deal 
with item 8 of i t s agenda, which includes consideration of the reports of i t s 
subsidiary bodies as well as the consideration and adoption of i t s annual report to 
the United Nations General Assembly. " In accordance with rule 30 of the rules of 
procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements on any other subject connected 
with the work of the Committee. 

I give the f l o o r to the representative of Belgium, Ambassador Onkelinx, who i s 
the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t . 

Mr. ONKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French); The session which i s , I hope, 
to end today w i l l have afforded us l i t t l e s a t i s f a c t i o n , so f r u i t l e s s and unproductive 
w i l l our e f f o r t s have been. ' Once again," our labours w i l l not have yielded any concrete 
r e s u l t s . We have often talked about the reasons for t h i s stagnation, and we a l l know 
that i t i s due p r i n c i p a l l y to the deterioration i n international r e l a t i o n s . 
Nevertheless my delegation feels that i t might be useful to look beyond present 
international tensions at our Committee's modalities of operation, for we perhaps 
allow international p o l i t i c a l tensions to persuade us too h a s t i l y to abandon certain 
negotiating p o s s i b i l i t i e s that raay e x i s t , and l e t our working methods d r i f t into 
unproductive ways. 

Could we r e a l l y have expected to achieve concrete results so soon after the 
General Assembly's d i s t i n c t l y disappointing second special session devoted to 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y during t h i s rather short session of only s i x weeks? 

Our Committee, whose essential task i s one of negotiation — and t h i s can never 
be repeated often enough — ought not to depend upon tho success or otherwise of the 
protracted deliberative e f f o r t s conducted at the l e v e l of the General-Assembly. I t 
should have i t s own concepts of action, i t s own rules aimed always at making concrete 
negotiations e f f e c t i v e and leading to international agreements or t r e a t i e s . 

I cannot but regret that so much time should be spent on procedural matters, and 
i n p a r t i c u l a r on the often laborious drafting of long reports addressed each year to 
the General Assembly. In 1982, a s i x t h of our time w i l l have been spent on t h i s 
a c t i v i t y , which can hardly be described as f r u i t f u l ; and as for the summer session, 
something l i k e a t h i r d of our time w i l l have been absorbed i n these drafting efforts 
which are of l i t t l e value. We ought surely to make a better assessment of the 
General Assembly's needs i n this respect, for i t i s undoubtedly more interested i n 
concrete results than i n lengthy interim reports, indigestible and r e p e t i t i v e , which, 
i n the long run, through the r i g i d positions of pr i n c i p l e they imply often hamper 
rather than help the process of negotiation. 

An excess of formalism also harms our e f f o r t s . I t i s regrettable, for instance, 
that the Working Group recently set up on the subject of a nuclear test ban should 
have wasted so much time discussing — i n vain, moreover the drawing up of a 
programme of work that would correspond to i t s mandate. Appeals for moderation, for 
f l e x i b i l i t y , for a certain freedom i n the discussions -=> while respecting the 
positions of the various States — f a i l e d to have the desired e f f e c t s . Pragmatism did 
not p r e v a i l . Instead we had marginal discussions of the scope of application of the 
ban. A great deal of time and energy was thus expended i n vain, whon t h i s summer 
session could have been much more usefully employed i n bringing us closer to the time 
when genuine negotiations might have been conducted. 
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We hope that i n 1983 the Committee w i l l not waste the opportunity that has been 
offered to i t of s t a r t i n g such genuine negotiations and that, on the basis of a 
programme of work that i s as precise as possible, i t w i l l thoroughly examine the 
various questions f a l l i n g within the mandate that has been given to the Working Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban. 

Our agenda covers a large number of subjects, and i t i s d i f f i c u l t to o.-ganize an 
in-depth discussion of each of them. We should l i k e to suggest, however, that once 
a main topic has been selected for discussion at the Cpmmittee'S plenary meetings 
during a p a r t i c u l a r week, delegations should try to keep to that topic i n t h e i r 
statements and not refer to various others. This would make for greater unity i n 
our debates and our e f f o r t s . 

I t seems to us, moreover, that i n I983, i f we want f i n a l l y to achieve some 
success i n our negotiations, we ought to set aside more time for those questions i n 
respect of which tha conditions for genuine negotiations appear to us to have been 
met. In saying t h i s I am thinking i n particular of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons and that of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. This pragmatic approach should be 
understood as being without prejudice to the fundamental p r i o r i t i e s as seen by each 
of us i n the disarmament process. I t would be rather a matter of functional 
p r i o r i t i e s dictated by the course of the discussions and encouraged by the chances 
of success i n certain sectors of our work. I t seems to us preferable to accept such 
a functional s e l e c t i v i t y rather than maintain a programme of theoretical p r i o r i t i e s 
which, i n the end, would merely perpetuate the present state of stagnation of our work. 

So fa r as the prohibition of chemical weapons i s concerned, we s h a l l have at our 
disposal i n 1983 an excellent basis for the continuation of the negotiations. I am 
r e f e r r i n g to the reports of the various contact groups which the Chairman of the 
Working Group had the excellent idea of setting up. 

While i t i s true that agreement on one basic element i n the draft convention w i l l 
always depend on agreement on the other' components, our delegations ought nevertheless 
at the present stage to be very open-mindod as regards the procedures to be employed 
at our next session. I t seems to us that the time has come to embark on the stage 
of drafting a convention. The contact group approach has had the advantage of 
permitting p a r a l l e l discussion of a l l the various elements of the convention. In our 
work i n 1983 we should make use of the lessons learned from t h i s method. 

When the Committee meets again for i t s next session, i n 15O3, i t w i l l have had 
a long period of r e f l e c t i o n , of some eight months, on the subject of the prohibition 
of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The consultations held by the Chairman of the Working Group 
and his use of a written questionnaire have, we believe, helped to c l a r i f y to some 
extent the various points of view. Our feeling i s that we have come closer to the 
moment when genuine negotiations, covering both the so-called t r a d i t i o n a l subject 
matter and the problem of the prohibition of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , 
should become possible. 

Various formulas have been put forward, i n particular by Japan, for establishing 
a l i n k between these two subjects of negotiation. Belgium, too, has i n the past 
offered suggestion's for the establishment of such a l i n k . Those proposals were based 
on a r t i c l e VÎ of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and a r t i c l e IX 
of the Convention on the Prohibition of Bacteriological Weapons. They are s t i l l v a l i d 
and could be developed i n the l i g h t of tho new suggestions put forward during the 
present session. 
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Now that tho points of view of a l l delegations seem to us to be more c l e a r l y 

defined and appear less irreconcilable than at the s t a r t of our work on radio l o g i c a l 
weapons, a l l delegations should make an ef f o r t to prepare negotiatinir positions for 
the next session that would make i t possible for us td bring our v/crk on the 
prohibition of rad i o l o g i c a l weapons to a successful conclusion. I have singled out 
the two subjects of chemical weapons and ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons because they seemed to 
me to be those most l i k e l y i n the near future, to enable the Committee to achieve at 
la s t i t s f i r s t concrete results i n term.s of international t r e a t i e s . Uc can never lay 
enough stress on the need for t h i s Committee to prove i t s negotiating a b i l i t y . This 
in no way means that the subjects of a nuclear test ban, a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament and "outer space should not occupy our attention during the 1983 session. 
But our Committee's c r e d i b i l i t y i s at stake. Next year, at the same time as other 
very important negotiating e f f o r t s i r the sphere of nuclear disarmament are being 
conducted righ t here i h Geneva, we can make a genuine contribution to the international 
community *s "efforts to improve the climate of international relations, so that i n thu 
coming years of the present decade the atmosphere may be more encouraging than that 
which prevails today. 

и MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma): Mr. Chairman, I should f i r s t l i k e to express my. 
pleasure at seeing you i n the Chair for t h i s month of September, as we are about to 
wind up- the work of the Committee for t h i s year. At the same time, I should also like- , 
to take t h i s opportunity to say that your devotion to the cause of disarmament and 
your impartial and balanced approach to i t s issues have always played a valuable 
role i n the work of t h i s Committee. 

May I also express my delegation's appreciation to Ambassador Maina of Kenya 
through the Kenyan delegation f o r his able chairmanship during the month of August. 

I am also happy to extend my personal liolcomt; to Ambassador Cannock of Peru and 
Arabassador Vidas of Yugoslavia, and I wish to say that my delegation looks forward to 
fri e n d l y co-operation with them. May I also take t h i s opportunity to wish 
Ambassador Summerhayes farewell. His contribution to the wortc of the Conanittee i s 
known by a l l of us and we s h a l l miss him, p a r t i c u l a r l y for his very personable 
q u a l i t i e s . 

The General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament did 
not r i v e any new guidelines to t h i s Coramittee. I t did not go beyond a reaffirmation 
of the principles embodied i n the Final Document which already formed the basis on 
which we have.been conducting our work silice the f i r s t special session. 

The lack of achievements on any measure of disarmament i s tho si t u a t i o n which 
we have been facing for some years. Despite t h i s fact, i t has to be acknowledged 
that much groundwork has been l a i d x-jhich would be useful for our future v.'ork. 

I t v;ould not serve our purpose much i f we u c r e to make an assessment of the 
work accomplished during the few short v/eeks we have had at our disposal during this 
summer session. However, in view of the results of tho second special session, an 
assessment for a longer period becomes necessary i f v/e are to make meaningful 
progress. At the beginning of th i s session, some among us said that i t would serve 
no useful purpose to contemplate the outcome of the second special session. Our 
attitude i s that i t would be useful for us to draw lessons from the past so that we 
can avoid the p i t f a l l s that we may face i n the future. 
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I f we are to express our views we can say that the character of disarmament 
negotiations i s now not vihat i t was when they were conducted i n previous m u l t i l a t e r a l 
forums, p a r t i c u l a r l y the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee. At that time, there 
ware no dissenting opinions about conducting negotiations on those measures on which 
we cannot now obtain a consensus. Ue now spend a great deal of our time discussing 
what we should or should not negotiate and the use of the rule of consensus has 
been placed i n doubt. For t h i s reason the viorking paper introduced by the Group of 21 
on tha establishment of subsidiary organs, which was tabled before t h i s Committee on 
14 September i s most appropriate and timely. 

As v/e see i t , the lack of meaningful progress on disarmament negotiations can 
be i t t r i b u t i - d , by and large, to tho lack of consistency on the part of some great 
Powers with regard to certain commitments and principles v/hich they themselves 
espoused vihon m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations of the present character wore f i r s t i n i t i a t e d . 
To our mind, neither time nor circumstances can diminish the worth of these pr i n c i p l e s , 
and they remain as v a l i d today as they were then. I t can only be assumed that tha 
expediency of the policy of continuing the arms race has made i t necessary for them 
to s a c r i f i c e these disarmament p r i n c i p l e s . 

In t h i s context, I would l i k e to make a particular reference to our work on a 
comprehensive programme of lisarnanent, tho centre-piece of disarmament negotiations 
on which success has so f a r eluded us, although the General Assembly, at i t s f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament, gave us s p e c i f i c guidelines on what a 
comprehensive programma should comprise. We are av/are that differences on the 
basic approach were the underlying cause of t h i s Committee's i n a b i l i t y to draw up 
a credible CPD. Those differences relate primarily to stages, a timo-frame, measures 
and the nature of tho commitment. The proposal by the Group of 21 on these principles 
i s already v/ell knov/n and there i s no need f o r me to r e i t e r a t e them, but I should l i k e 
to point out that they are the very principles which once formed tho basis on v/hich 
the tvio p r i n c i p a l Povvjrs conducted negotiations on general and complete disarmament 
in thii early I S S O s . Paragraph 4 of the United States-USSR j o i n t statement of agreed 
principles for disarmament negotiations i s p a r t i c u l a r l y relevant i n t h i s regard, and 
in our view the rovalidation of the basic concepts contained therein that are 
relevant to tna work on a CPD v/ould make i t possible to achieve progress on t h i s 
item when we take i t up again next year. 

The quostion of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament 
i s now meeting the fate of being neglected for the same reason, namely that the 
basic premises on which t h i s issue was once dealt with no longer hold good for those 
v/ho once espoused them. ííuclear disarmament i s an issue that should be dealt with 
most urgently, as the nuclear arms race constitutes an increasing danger for the 
continued existence of mankind as a v/holu. Yet we are told that i t i s not appropriate 
for t h i s issue, v/hich i s of universal concern, to 'DO dealt with by t h i s Committee 
because i t i s now bhe subjjct of b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the tvro p r i n c i p a l 
Powers. Hov/over, no r a t i o n a l explanation has been given as to wriy t h i s should be 
3 0 , and i t i s therefore d i f f i c u l t to accjpt this reasoning at i t s face- valua. In 
saying so, v/e take cognizanco of the importance and necessity of dealing uith certain 
very important aspects of nucli.-ar disarmament such as strategic nuclear v/eapons and 
nuclear missiles on the European continent, which aro at prusent being dealt with in 
a b i l a t e r a l context. Hov/ever, wo cannot f a i l to take notice of the fact that the 
b i l a t e r a l process on nuclear disarmament deals with only certain aspects of the 
issue. Those b i l a t e r a l negotiations have not resolved the issue of ho'-' to deal 
e f f e c t i v e l y with othor equally important aspects of nuclear disarmament. The suspension 
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of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear disarmament i s the kind of freeze that the 
ihterriational community i s finding i t d i f f i c u l t to accept, and wa wish ,to express the 
hope that t h i s Committee v / i l l be able to deal with t h i s issue v/ithin a working group 
when we meet again next year. I t would serve our purpose to r e c o l l e c t that 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament beginning with the concept of à freeze were once 
conducted i n the ENDC by those Powers that are noW reluctant to take such a step. 
Here again, l i v i n g up to previous commitments and principles i s an imperative that 
v/e cannot ignore i f t h i s Committee i s to s t a r t v/ork on nuclear disarmament when we 
meet again next year. 

With regard to the test-ban issue, we wish for the present to confine our 
remarks to the v/ork of the Ad Hoc Working Group under i t s given mandate and s h a l l 
not be commenting on the issue as a whole. 

The absence of a work programme has not made possible a systematic and 
structured discussion, and the exchanges of views v/hich have taken place so f a r have 
been more or less of a general nature. Hov/ever, two d i f f e r e n t fundamental approaches 
have once again emerged from the discussions held so f a r . One approach i s that 
e x i s t i n g technical and s c i e n t i f i c means are s u f f i c i e n t to i d e n t i f y a system for 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a test ban. To our mind, t h i s approach would make 
i t possible to define the modalities r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

However, the other approach contends that i t cannot be presumed that a l l technical 
problems have been resolved with regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n . Vie are apprehensive that 
t h i s approach w i l l lead the work of the Group into a labyrinth of technical d e t a i l s 
which w i l l make i t d i f f i c u l t to a t t a i n our objective of defining the modalities f o r 
the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance. 

The negotiations on chemical v/eapons are now i n an advanced stage and detailed 
requirements as to v/hat a treaty should comprise have now been i d e n t i f i e d . The 
convergence of views of the respective positions i s an encouraging factor i n the 
negotiations. These developments have led us to believe that the prospects for an 
agreement are now i n sight. Every e f f o r t should therefore be made for the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of a chemical weapons convention when we meet again next year. 

The proposal by the delegation of India for the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group to undertake appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures on tho prevention 
of a nuclear war has been supported by the majority, while a few other delegations 
were of the view that further c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the issues involved v/ould be necessary 
before consideration could be given to the establishment of an ad hoc working group. 
Tho informal exchanges of views which have taken place during t h i s session have 
been most useful for they have paved the v/ay for further discussions which could 
make i t possible to deal with t h i s issue i n an appropriate working group. The desire 
by a l l delegations to deal e f f e c t i v e l y with measures on the prevention of a nuclear 
rfar i s not i n doubt. Needless to say, the complete prevention of a nuclear war can 
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be made possible only by the t o t a l elimination of, nuclear weapons from the ars^jnals 
of States. I t stands to reason that i t i s not the intontion of t h i s Committee to 
deal with a xihole range of measures on the prevention of a nuclear v;ar i n one 
package. We therefore f e e l that, while rt;cognizing the broad principles under 
which measures for the prevention of nuclear viar sh.ould come, and taking into 
account those aspects of such prevention that aro already the subject of separate 
consideration, the prevention of the outbrtiak of a nuclear x̂ ar through accident, 
miscalculation or f a i l u r e of communication merits p r i o r i t y attention. 

The discussions during the summer sussion of t h i s Committee on the prevention 
of an arms race i n outcir space wore indeed very interesting and informative. The 
viev/s expressed by the representatives of States viith considerable knowledge of 
t h i s very i n t r i c a t e and complex subject have given us much insight into the 
ramifications of the issue, despite tho fact that we have not as yet been able 
to establish an ad hoc working group to deal e f f e c t i v e l y -with t h i s matter. The 
discussions also revealed that there i s a consensus of opinion that t h i s issue 
should be dealt with i n the context of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l forum. This i s indeed 
a propitious s t a r t , for outer space, which i s defined as ''the province of a l l 
mankind", i s not under the national j u r i s d i c t i o n of States, and issues dealing 
with the a c t i v i t i e s of States i n outer space should of necessity have an 
international perspective. 

The deliberations on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space have 
disclosed that there appear to be differences i n approach on how to achieve 
agreement or agreemonts. For t h i s reason i t would perhaps be appropriate to deal 
with t h i s matter from a broad perspective. 

What V Í O have learnt from our discussions here i s that the prevention of an arms 
race i n outer space i s a very complex issue as i t involves an array of high-technology 
weapons i n various stages of development, some operational or near-operational, 
others i n the stages of experiment and development, and many others s t i l l i n the 
'realm of theoretical s c i e n t i f i c p o s s i b i l i t y . Under the circumstances, i t would be 
d i f f i c u l t to define the scope of tho ^weapons to be prohibited and s t i l l more 
d i f f i c u l t to resolve would be the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n as some would seem to 
suggest. There are also d i f f e r i n g views on whether an arms race i n out^r space 
i s an immediate or a remote threat. L'hatever these vi^ws arc, i t i s essential to 
nip the problem i n the bud before i t becomes more d i f f i c u l t to solve. The existing 
Treaty on Principles Governing tho A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Exploration and Use 
of Outer Space could serve us as a very useful reference as regards the nature of 
the broad approach we might f i r s t take to define thy general principles governing 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. The inclusion of commitments to 
undertake further measures i n such an approach could m^et thu need for taking 
p r a c t i c a l stops that are recuir^d for the non-armamont of outer space. In t h i s 
connection, i t has been our p r i v i l e g e , by the kind courtesy of tho delegation of 
S r i Lanka, to l i s t e n to tha very illuminating statement made by Mr. Arthur C. Clarke, 
the eminent authority on outer space. I t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y relevant to mention what 
Иг. Clarke quoted i n his statement, which i s as follovjs: "Tho only defence against 
the weapons of the future i s to prevent them î̂ver being used. In other words, the 
problem i s p o l i t i c a l and not m i l i t a r y at a l l . A country's armed forces can no longer 
defend i t ; the most they can promise i s tho destruction of tho attacker." 

Tho сиАШ-iAV (translated from Spanish) ; I thank the representative of Burma for 
his statement and" for the v-.ry kind words he aodrossod to tho Chair. The next speaker 
on my l i s t i s the representativo of Bulgaria, Ambassador Tellalov, to vihom I now give 
the f l o o r . 
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Mr. T E L L i U O V (Bulgaria) (translabed from Russian); As co-ordinator of the group 
of s o c i a l i s t countries f o r the month of September, I have the honour to speak today 
on behalf of the delegations of Hungary, the German Democratic Republic, Mongolia, 
Poland, the USSR, Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria on the results of the 1932 session of 
the Committee on •Disarmament. 

The delegations-of the soci'alist countries note that bhe Committer's work-in 
1932 f u l l y reflected a l l the d i f f i c u l t y of the international s i t u a t i o n , which was 
chara-cterized by a sharp increase i n h o s t i l i t y between the peace-loving forces on the 
one hand and the opponents of peace, disarmament and international security on the 
0 fcher. 

The United States administration's p o l i c y of a l l - o u t preparation for the 
conduct of v;ar and the implementation of vast plans f o r increasing i t s arsenals of 
nuclear and conventional weapons so as to achieve m i l i t a r y superiority over the 
countries of the s o c i a l i s t community i s seriously destabilizing the relations between 
States and undermining the p o s s i b i l i t y of achieving progress i n disarmament 
negotiations, including ohose i n the uommittee on Disarmament. 

Thus as vre conclude today опт vrork f o r 1982, we cannot be s a t i s f i e d with v/hat has. 
been accomplished by the Committee on Disarmament. 

In spite of the d i f f i c u l t circumstances the s o c i a l i s t countries, acting on the 
basis of their fundamental po l i c y , have consistently followed a l i n e aimed at 
constructive negotiations — at the spring session of the Commifteo, at the 
second special session of the General issembly devoted to disarmament and at our 
present summer session — vrith a vi-evr to achieving concreta agreements for the curbing 
of the a.rms race. 

The deep concern of the socicdist States about the fate of the world has been 
reflected i n the numerous constructive i n i t i a t i v e s thoy have put forvíard. Their 
delegations have submitted f o r the consideration of uhe -.rommittee on Disarmament a • 
series of documents and concrete proposals on v i r t u a l l y a l l the items on the agenda. 
They note vrith s a t i s f a c t i o n that the main l i n e s of the discussion i n the Committe were 
based i n many cases on those i n i t i a t i v e s and they express t h e i r appreciation to those 
delegations which demonstrated interest i n the proposals of the s o c i a l i s t countries. 

Those i n i t i a t i v e s vrere aimed ?.t' strengthening peace, preserving d-ót-ente, halting 
the arms race and broadening Internationa"., co-operation. The u n i l a t e r a l pledge, 
contfiined i n the message addressed to the second special cession of the General ^essembly 
devoted to disarmament by I'lr. L.I. Brezhnev, the head of the Soviet Sta.te, not to be 
the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons f u l l y reflected the high sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f e l t by the s o c i a l i s t countries for ensuring a la s t i n g peace a^d strengthening 
international security. 

The second special session of tho United ITo.tions General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, held i n June and July of this year, also l e f t i t s mark on bhe v/ork of 
the Committee. During bhe f i r s t half of the year, the s o c i a l i s t countries did 
everything possible to enable the Committee to achieve concrete r e s u l t s , especially vdth 
regard to the elaboration of a comprehensive ргоагатше of disarmament so that a 
i r a f t programme could be submitted to the General Assembly 3.t i t s special session. The 
obstructionist attitude of a number of v/estern countries undermined that p o s s i b i l i t y 
lot only i n the C'omibtee but also at the special session i t s e l f . 
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Our summer session took place against the background of the mass movement f o r 

peace and disarmament throughout the world that occurred before, during and after the 
second special session devoted to disarmament, and of the unanimous agreement of 
States to abide by the decisions of the General Assembly at ibs f i r s t special session 
and i n t h e i r negotiations to follow the p r i o r i t i e s l a i d dovm i n i t s Programme of 
Action. 

In the opinion of the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries, the cessation of 
the nuclear weapons race and nuclear diss,rmament remains the most important p r i o r i t y 
question before the Committee on Disarmament. The memorandum of the USSR e n t i t l e d 
"Averting the growing nuclear threat and curbing the arms race", which was distributed 
as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee, i s based on the need to talce urgent 
measures to remove the threat of nuclear war, end the production of nuclear weapons 
and gradually reduce nuclear arsenals u n t i l they are completely eliminated. The 
approach of the majority of delegations i n the Committee i s based on an awareness of 
this need. The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t States note with s a t i s f a c t i o n the 
increased a c t i v i t y i n the consideration of questions r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament, 
which has been ref l e c t e d i n p a r t i c u l a r , i n the proposal by the delegation of India 
concerning the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the elaboration of 
measures to avert nuclear war. The constructive approach of the majority of 
delegations, to negotiations on t h i s question has met m t h opposition from forces 
representing the interests of the United States and NATO m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l complex. 

In this connection, the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries express par t i c u l a r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n at the fact that during the 1982 session, as never before, the inhuman 
m i l i t a r y concepts of the s t a b i l i z i n g r o l e of nuclear weapons and the doctrines of 
"limited" and protracted nuclear war were resolutely condemned and rejected. The 
fact that a nuclear c o n f l i c t w i l l i n e v i t a b l y become a world-wide catastrophe i n which 
there w i l l be no v i c t o r s was reflected i n the statements made by the overwhelming 
majority of delegations. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries consider that the question of the cessation of the arms 
race and nuclear disarmament should be examined i n a l l i t s aspects, and the Committee 
on Disarmament as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating body should make a 
contribution to the solution of t h i s bask of global significance. The proposal 
submitted by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic concerning a draft 
mandate f o r a worlcing group on a^genda'item 2 r e f l e c t s the views of the s o c i a l i s t 
countries. In accordance viith paragraph 50 of the Pinal Docum.ent, the a c t i v i t y of 
tha,t working group should be aimed at ela.borating the stages of a. nuclear disarmament 
programme, the s p e c i f i c parameters of vrhich are indicated i n document CD/515. 

The Committee also has to resolve the problem of the prohibition of nuclear 
neutron weapons, the inclusion of vrhich i n a Sta^te's arsenal w i l l lead to a lowering 
of the nuclear threshold, and the possible deployment of such weapons i n Europe would 
create a p a r t i c u l a r l y dangerous sit u a t i o n f o r t h i s continent. As early as i n 1 9 7 3 , 
the s o c i a l i s t countries put forward a draft of a convention on this subject and bhey 
are i n favour of bhe establishment of a vrorking group by the Committee v/ith a vievr 
to the drafting of such an international legal instrument. 

The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries consider that one of the obvious 
c r i t e r i a as to bhe constructiveness of a country's approach to negotiations i n the 
Committee i s i t s attitude vrith respect to a ^епегаЛ .and comnlefae prohibition of 
nuclear weapon tests. Certain States' v i o l a t i o n of t h e i r obligation to conduct such 
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negotiations, contained i n the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament and confirmed at the second special session, 
i s an important indicator of t h e i r true attitude regarding the solution of t h i s 
urgent disarmament problem.. 

The attitude shown towards the discussion of the question i n the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on agenda item 1, set up by the Committee on Disarmament at the f i r s t part of 
the session,, gives r i s e to serious fears that ths Committee may be used as a screen 
for the p o l i c y of the united States of continuing nuclear weapon tests. 

The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries share the view of the majority that i n 
order to hold negotiations on agenda item 1 on a constructive basis, i t i s necessary 
to broaden the mandate of ths Worlcing Group so that i t s functions include that of 
elaborating the scope of the future agreement. They also express regret at the refusal 
of the delegations of two nuclear-weapon Powers to participate i n the Working Group 
сгЛ hope that they w i l l reconsider t h e i r position i n t h i s respect i n the near future. 

The delegation.=! of the s o c i a l i s t countries note with s a t i s f a c t i o n the progress 
made i n vrorking- out the elements of a convention on the prohibition of chemical 

'̂'•̂^ draft basic provisions of a convention ^submitted by the delegation of the 
LûSP plc/ed a. decisive part i n the achievement of that progress. To consolidate the 
recuits achieved, a l l delegations must participate constructively and shov; f l e x i b i l i t y . 
The s o c i a l i s t countries continue to consider i t very important that the future 
convention shcruld take account of nevr developments i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons, 
including a l l .aspects connected with binary or multi-component types of such weapons. 

The su.ccesc of the negotiations on the prohibition and destruction of chemical 
-..-eapcns con be ensured only through the speediest possible achievement of p o l i t i c a l 
agreements on the key problems of the convention, and not by making the solution of 
those problems dependent on the settlement of certain technical questions. The group 
of delegatiom of s o c i a l i s t countries v i i l l further and support a l l proposals and 
i n i t i a t i v e s aimed at the speedy achievement of agreement on the question of the 
prohibition of chemical v/eapons. 

One positive result of the 1532 session i s the increased attention given by the 
Committee to the question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. The 
proposal sub.nitted by the delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic on the 
ests-blislnient oí an ad hoc working group on t h i s question and the draft mandate i t 
contained met with a positive response i n the Committee. 

I t i s to Cc; regretted that the opposition of the United States of America has made 
i t ii^possible to undertake concrete negotiations v/ith a view to preventing the extension 
of the arms race to outer space. 

The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries w i l l continue t h e i r e f f o r t s towards 
the solution o.C this urgent question. They note with s a t i s f a c t i o n the avrareness of 
i t s importance shov^n by the delegations of the Group of 21, which submitted a draft 
aandate two days ago, and some v/estern States. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries s t i l l believe that the prohibition of nevj types and nevj 
3y3tgms of v/eapons of mass destruction i s one of the most important prerequisites to 
general and conplete disarmamont. Concomitant with the lack of progress i n the 
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negotiations on this question i n the Committee there i s an i n t e n s i f i e d d-svelopment 
of new types of weapons of mass destruction, the actual introduction into nuclear 
arsenals of the barbarous neutron weapon and plans to manufacture gamma-ray 
vreapons. The Committee's informal meetings on this question v/ith the participation 
of experts, which were held on the i n i t i a t i v e of the Hungarian delegation, ccnfirmed 
the necessity and d e s i r a b i l i t y of setting up an ad hoc group of q u a l i f i e d governmental 
experts. 

The group of s o c i a l i s t countries considers that the Committee should i n the 
future give serious consideration to ohe proposal contained i n General Assembly 
resolution 36^/39. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries regard the suspension of active v/ork on the subjects of 
security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States and the elaboration of a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament as temporary only, and they w i l l continue to work towards 
the drafting of international legal instruments on these subjects. The same applies 
also i n respect of tha Working Group on Radiological Weapons. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries attach p a r t i c u l a r importance to the further increasing 
of the effectiveness of the work of the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies. A 
number of s p e c i f i c proposals towards t h i s end were made i n document- CD/200 and others 
have been put forward at the current session. The group of s o c i a l i s t countries also 
considers.the question of the Committee's membership to be of importance i n the 
context of enhancing i t s effectiveness. This question should be resolved by the 
Committee i t s e l f , with due regard f o r the basic principles of i t s work and without 
upsetting the existing p o l i t i c a l balance. We welcome the heightened interest shown 
by a number of States i n the work of the Committee and are prepared to support certain 
measures aimed to increase the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r t h e i r active p a r t i c i p a t i o n . 

I should l i k e to take this opportunity to express our gratitude to you, 
îîr, Garcia Robles, our distinguished Chairman, for the e f f o r t s you have made and 
you s k i l l i n guiding our work dyring i t s concluding stage f o r this year. You have 
once again shown those b r i l l a n t q u a l i t i e s v/hich have r i g h t l y been remarked upon by 
a l l delegations. I should a,lso l i k e to congratulate the chairmen of the current 
v/orking groups, Ambassador Sujka of Poland and Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden as well as 
the chairmen of a l l the working groups of the spring session. On behalf of the group 
of s o c i a l i s t covmtries, I wish to express our gratitude to the secretariat of the 
Committee and, i n the f i r s t instance, the Special Representative of the 
Secretary-General, Ambassador J a i p a l , and a.ll those who have a c t i v e l y contributed 
to our work. 

The С Н А Ш М (translated from. Spanish); I thank the representative 'of Bulgaria, 
Ambassador T=;llalov, f o r his statement and fo r the very kind words he addressed to 
the Chair. The next speal-cer on my l i s t i s the distinguished representative of 
Sweden, Ambassador Lidgard, who vi/ill introduce bhe report of the Ad Hoc Worlcing Group 
on a Nuclear 'Test Ban, of which he i s Chairman. Ambassador Lidgard has the f l o o r . 
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Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): № . Chairman, as i s customary at t h i s time of the year, 
some changes are taking place i n our ranks. You yourself, Mr. Chairman, at our l a s t 
meeting, made some well-termed comments i n saying farewell to Ambassador Summerhayes. 
We f u l l y agree with what you said: Ambassador Summerhayes has won our wholehearted 
respect and esteem for his diplomatic s k i l l , his sincere devotion to our common 
goal and his excellent personal q u a l i t i e s . At the same time I wish to extend a warm 
welcome to Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia and Ambassador Cannock of Peru. 

As you said, Mr. Chairman, I am going to introduce the report of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which i s contained i n document CD/552. The 
report may not be a model of conciseness and l o g i c a l structure, but that was hardly 
to be expected to emerge from a process of hard bargaining on a matter which i s of 
such a highly controversial character. Nevertheless, the report contains a broad 
survey of the issues r e l a t i n g to a nuclear test ban, ..It i s a matter ..of-sub-jective 
"judgômôntto what extent i t can be said that the Working Group has jdefined. and 
examined those issues, but i t has no doubt l a i d a basis f o r future work on the 
matter. 

This positive judgement of i t s accomplishments can be upheld only i f one also 
takes into account the very d i f f i c u l t p o l i t i c a l circumstances which have put t h e i r 
stamp on i t s work. This i s not the time for making a detailed examination of the 
prevailing climate concerning disarmament negotiations i n general and the 
consideration of a nuclear test ban i n p a r t i c u l a r . I t i s a matter of regret, 
however, that the work of t h i s Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies i s so greatly 
and so d i r e c t l y subjected to the adverse developments i n the Superpower r e l a t i o n s . 

On^ must also take into account that the test ban issues are of an extraordinary 
magnitude and complexity and therefore a d i f f i c u l t subject even under the most 
favourable conditions. 

Efforts f o r at least a quarter of a century to achieve a comprehensive nuclear 
t e s t ban have go f a r not yielded the r e s u l t s envisaged. The p o l i t i c a l obstacles have 
been tremendous. I doubt that those who are professionally responsible for the 
preparedness of nuclear weapons w i l l ever voluntarily give up the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of 
testing those weapons. Clearly, only overriding p o l i t i c a l considerations can bring 
about the necessary s h i f t i n attitudes, which w i l l make i t possible to achieve 
a nuclear test ban. Шеп that w i l l happen nobody can predict. The preparatory 
work which i s necessary i n order to shorten the future negotiating process can and 
must, however, be carried out. 

In that l i g h t the discussions i n the Ad Hoc VJorking Group have t h e i r 
s i g n i f i c a n c e . However, a l l díílegations must be prepared to permit a vvell-structured 
exchange of views, which w i l l make i t possible to e:<amino more deeply and systematically 
the various issues. 

Unfortunately, only a short time was available for the Ad Hoc Working Group 
thi s year. I regret that so much of that l i t t l e time had to be devoted to procedural 
questions. One would have thought that the feelings of urgency would have led to 
more openness and f l e x i b i l i t y on r e l a t i v e l y minor questions of procedure. 
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It i s my view that the mandate of the Working Group should be broadened, so that 
the Working Group at least w i l l be formally empowered substantively to examine a l l 
relevant aspects of a nuclear test ban. At the same time i t must be taken into 
account that for the Working Group to function i n the best possible way, i t has to 
have a clear and well-structured work programme. I do hope that when the Group 
resumes i t s work next year, the proper lessons from t h i s year's experience w i l l be 
drawn and that the procedural questions w i l l be considered i n t h e i r proper 
perspective so that the Working Group w i l l be able to s t a r t i t s work without delay, 
focusing on the substantive issues. 

In t h i s context, I also wish to express my sincere gratitude to Miss Levin 
for her t r u l y excellent contributions to the Ad Hoc VJorking Group as i t s Secretary, 
as well as to her s t a f f i n the secretariat, and to the interpreters for th e i r great 
s k i l l and endurance. I t has been a great asset for the Chair, and I include both 
myself and ray deputy, Mr. Hyltenius, who replaced me during my temporary absence 
from the Chair, to have had t h i s valuable assistance and co-operation. 

While I have the f l o o r , allow me now, before concluding, to turn b r i e f l y to 
another topic of relevance to t h i s Committee, and I do t h i s , of course, i n my 
capacity as the head of the Swedish delegation. 

You may r e c a l l that i n a r t i c l e VII of the Final Declaration of the 
Review Conference of the Parties to the3ea-b«ïd Treaty which was held i n 1977, the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament was i n v i t e d , i n consultation with the 
States parties to that Treaty, to consider establishing an ad hoc expert group 
under i t s auspices for the purpose of keeping under review the major technological 
developments which affect the operation of the Treaty. I t was also said i n t h i s 
connection that such a group might f a c i l i t a t e the implementation of the purposes 
stated i n the section dealing with A r t i c l e v of the Treaty, i . e . the consideration 
of further measures i n the f i e l d of disarmament for the prevention of an arms race 
on the sea-bed, the ocean f l o o r and the subsoil thereof. Moreover, i t was 
considered as a means of contributing to the orderly preparation of the next 
review conference. 

The need for convening an expert group of t h i s kind within the framework of 
the Committee on Disarmament i s obvious. An enormous c i v i l i a n exploitation of the 
sea and the sea-bed i s continuously taking place on a global scale. P a r a l l e l and 
other developments are l i k e l y to affect the r i s k s of an increased m i l i t a r y use of 
the sea-bed and the subsoil thereof, be i t within the present or an enlarged scope 
of the Treaty. 

At the same time, experience shows that t h i s area i s very d i f f i c u l t to research. 
There seems to be l i t t l e public information available about recent developments. 
There i s , therefore, an urgent need to discuss whatcan be done to assemble the 
necessary information for an effective evaluation of the s i t u a t i o n . 

In the l i g h t of the above considerations i t i s the b e l i e f of the Svzedish 
delegation that the expertise gathered within the Committee on Disarmament i s 
eminently equipped to further t h i s process. As consultations regarding the holding 
of the next review conference on the Sea^bed Treaty are at present being undertaken, 
the Swedish delegation wishes to draw the attention of the Committee to the role 
entrusted to i t s predecessor body and inherited by the Committee on Disarmament. 
I therefore propose that t h i s Committee, i n preparing i t s agenda and outline of 
work for 1983, make provisions for the fulfilment cf t h i s important task. 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of Sweden 
for his statement and I now give the fl o o r to the representative of the 
United States of America, Ambassador Fields. 

Kir. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, the 1982 session of the 
Committee on Disarmament i s drawing to a close. In the brief span of the 
abbreviated summer part of t h i s session, we have, I believe, achieved some modest 
accomplishments. My remarks today w i l l focus on these areas of work where progress 
has been made, and I w i l l as well comment on several issues where our position has 
been either misunderstood or misinterpreted. 

F i r s t , with regard to a prohibition on chemical weapons, my delegation would 
l i k e to register a degree of sa t i s f a c t i o n at the progress that was made i n the 
chemical weapons Working Group. The Chairman of the Group, the distinguished 
Ambassador of Poland, Ambassador Sujka, deserves the gratitude of a l l delegations, 
i n p articular for his inauguration of a method of work which allowed substantial 
results to be achieved. The nine contact groups were able to cover an impressive 
amount of material, and to report results to the Committee which c l e a r l y indicate 
that substantive progress has been made since we began our work i n .August. These 
results w i l l provide an excellent basis for further progress at the Committee's 
1985 session. 

A number of other,delegations have made important contributions to progress 
toward the prohibition of chemical weapons, an objectiva that we a l l agree i s a 
matter of the greatest importance for the Committee. The contribution of the 
Federal Republic of Germany on the important question of v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical 
weapons convention i s p a r t i c u l a r l y noteworthy. . 

My delegation has also taken note of the proposals of the Soviet Union 
submitted to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, which have also been put forward i n the Committee. These proposals 
seem to indicate a certain degree of f l e x i b i l i t y on two of the key issues related 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical weapons convention wiiich, of course, we a l l welcome. 
We look forv/ard to further amplification by the Soviet Union of the particulars of 
these proposals. There аг«, of course, many other unresolved v e r i f i c a t i o n issues. 
We hope that mutually acceptable solutions w i l l be found to overcome these 
d i f f i c u l t i e s and thus allow progress to be made. 

In sum, my delegation believes that the work of the Committee th i s year on a 
prohibition of chemical weapons has been advanced, largely through intensive work 
i n the space of t h i s b r i e f six-week session. Wo hope these achievements are an 
indication that even greater advances w i l l be possible during the course of our 
1983 session. 

With regard to the viork of the nuclear test ban V/orking Group, -we are, of 
course, disappointed that our ef f o r t s to begin substantive work under the mandate 
were blocked by one group. By comparison with the productive results i n the 
chemical weapons Working Group, perhaps the best that can be said, i n view of our 
f a i l u r e to adopt a programme of work, i s that i n wrestling with t h i s problem we 
have had several enlightening discussions related to issues of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance. 
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The f a i l u r e to advance tha work of the Group i s certainly not the responsibility 
of the Chairman of that Working Group, the distinguished representative of Siieden, 
Ambassador Lidgard. Quite the contrary. His e f f o r t s , together with those of his 
deputy, Mr. Hyltenius, and hi's s c i e n t i f i c adviser, Dr. Ericsson, have been persistent, 
energetic and determined. Rather, t h i s f a i l u r e l i e s squarely on the doorstep of 
the Eastern bloc, which doggedly refused to accept a reasonable programme of work 
which was proposed by the Chairman and agreed to by the Group of 21 and the 
Western group. 

My delegation recognizes that thy mandate for t h i s V/orking Group i s l i m i t e d . . 
Only after arduous and protracted negotiations did we achieve consensus on the 
establishment of t h i s Working Group. We recognize that the mandate i s not the one 
which many i n t h i s body would prefer, but i t ' i s the one on which we agreed. My 
delegation considers i t the height of hypocrisy for one group of delegations to' 
havid agreed to a mandate and then to block any attempts to begin to work under i t . 
Vie continue to believe that there i s an important role for t h i s Committee i n 
treating t h i s subject, and we have high hopes that our e f f o r t s can lead to progress 
i n the most v i t a l and complex area of the entire test-ban issue. But the attitude 
of the Soviet Union and i t s supporters c a l l s into question the very existence of 
t h i s Working Group. We must ca r e f u l l y consider t h i s question when we resume i n 
February. Perhaps during our recess delegations w i l l have an opportunity to engage 
i n private consultations and, hopefully, to reassess t h e i r position. This would 
enable us to make progress i n the nuclear test ban Working Group next year i n an 
orderly fashion. 

During the course of the discussions of the nuclear test ban Vtorking'Group, 
and during the preparation of i t s report, one delegation had occasion to raise the' 
question of vihether the United States was acting i n v i o l a t i o n of i t s legal 
obligations pursuant to the 1963 Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests i n the 
Atmosphere, i n Outer Space and Under V/ater. In r e l a t i o n to t h i s question, the 
report of the nuclear test ban b'orking Group (CD/532) states the following, on 
pages 10 and 11: 

"The attention of that particular delegation was drawn by other 
delegations to the P a r t i a l Test Ban Treaty of I963, i n whose preamble 
i t i s stated 'seeking to achieve tha discontinuance of a l l test explosions 
of nuclear weapons for a l l time, determined to continue negotiations to 
t h i s end, and desiring to put an end to the contamination of man's 
environment by radioactive substances', and they expressed the view that 
t h i s constituted a legal commitment. That delegation was asked how i t 
reconciled being a party to that Treaty v/ith the position i t had now taken. 
That delegation stated that i t did not accept the assertion that i t had 
violated legal treaty commitments. I t therefore stated i t s intention to 
respond f u l l y to that assertion." 

Let me categorically state that ray Government does not accept any assertion 
that the United States has violated i t s legal treaty commitments under the p a r t i a l 
test ban Treaty, any more than we accept tha inference of other delegations that 
the United States views A r t i c l e VI of the non-proliferation Treaty as a dead l e t t e r . 
The position of the United States regarding a complete cessation of a l l nuclear 
explosions remains as I described i t on 11 МчгсЬ of t h i s year: a comprehensive 
test ban i s an element i n the f u l l range of long-term United States arms control 
objectives. l u i i l e present circumstances havc not appeared propitious for us to 
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undertake negotiations on a comprehensive test ban at t h i s time, I believe that 
our e f f o r t s to pursue successfully the objectives of the nuclear test ban 
Working Group i n good f a i t h speak for themselves as to the seriousness of purpose 
of the United States. 

From the vantage point of my years i n the legal adviser's o f f i c e i n the 
Department of State dealing with t h i s s p e c i f i c issue and the interpretation of 
tr e a t i e s , I f e e l q u a l i f i e d to address these matters on t h e i r merits. There i s no 
doubt that the preambular language of the p a r t i a l test ban Treaty states that the 
States parties to that Treaty w i l l seek to achieve "the discontinuance of a l l test 
explosions of nuclear weapons for a l l time, [and are] determined to continue 
negotiations to t h i s end". On l6 August 19бЗ> Secretary of State Dean Rusk 
arti c u l a t e d the United States policy v i s - ^ - v i s t h i s question i n a press conference 
i n these words: 

"The policy of the United States i s , as expressed among other places i n the 
preamble of t h i s limited Treaty i t s e l f , to seek a comprehensive test ban. 
But that w i l l require a f u l l y adequate assurance, inspection arrangements, 
so that we would know that there would not be any s i g n i f i c a n t cheating 
that could affect our security." 

A r t i c l e 51 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, generally recognized 
to be the co d i f i c a t i o n of customary international law and practice, provides that 
"[A] treaty s h a l l be interpreted i n good f a i t h i n accordance with the ordinary 
meaning to be given to the terms of the treaty i n t h e i r context and i n l i g h t of 
i t s objective and purpose". Thus, measured against t h i s standard, the States 
parties have expressed t h e i r determination to seek to achieve the objective of the 
discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons and indeed a l l other 
nuclear explosions, as required by a r t i c l e I, paragraph 1, of the p a r t i a l test-ban 
Treaty, through continued negotiations. That cannot bs reasonably interpreted to mean 
that the parties have bound themselves to continuous negotiations but rather to 
acnieve the objective through a process of negotiations. This, I submit, the 
United States has sought to do and continues to pursue. Our part i c i p a t i o n i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l process between 1977 and 198O i s but one manifestation of t h i s 
determination. We have never rejected a comprehensive test ban as an objective of 
our Government. Indeed, we have reiterated that intent, as I pointed out e a r l i e r . 
The history of t h i s process of negotiation i s r i f e with i l l u s t r a t i o n s of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n obstacle. That i s why my delegation continues to attach importance 
to our nuclear test ban Working Group, i n the hope that some means to resolve t h i s 
impediment to progress can be found. 

In conclusion, the answer to the question whether the United States position 
regarding the objective of a comprehensive test ban "constitutes a denunciation, 
de juro or de facto", of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, i s emphatically "No". 
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I also w^nt to say a brie f víord about the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons Working Group. 
Despite the fact that t h i s Working Group net formally only twice during the 
summer session, I believe that, as a result of the e f f o r t s of i t s distinguished 
Chairman, Ambassador Wegener, the stage i s set for more substantial progress towards 
the conclusion of a treaty banning ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons during tho coming session 
of the Committee. As I stated i n m.y opening remarks to the Committee i n August, 
my delegation i s , and w i l l continue to be, prepared to participate constructively 
i n discussions of tho question whether additional measures snould be negotiated 
r e l a t i n g to the prevention of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . Ambassador Vfegener 
has also introduced i n the r a d i o l o g i c a l vieapons Working Group a compilation of 
••treaty provisions (CD/RW/WP.39), representing his e f f o r t s to move the work of the 
Working Group to'/ard a successful conclusion. My delegation appreciates these 
e f f o r t s , and believes that t h i s compilation represents a useful focal point for 
continuing r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons treaty negotiations next year. 

During our summer session, the Committee returned to tne question of whether 
additional arms control measures affecting outer space would be desirable. Our 
informal discussions were informative and productive. In my view, these discussions 
provided an appropriate perspective for further consideration of-the issue. They 
shed l i g h t on the large body of international law already contained i n e x i s t i n g 
agreements which constrain the p o s s i b i l i t i e s for an arms race i n outer space. The 
discussions also pointed up the fact tnat a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space have u t i l i t y 
both for peaceful as VMII as ag-jressive purposes and revealed -ohat our main concern 
should be about programmes which have aggressive c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . In particular,-
the a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapon programme of the Soviot Union has caused other nations, 
including my ovm, to take due notice of the potential threat to systems on which v7o 
a l l depend for such importa-ut functions аз navigation, communications, early warning 
of nuclear attack and monitoring of ятз control agreements. 

nevertheless, a largo number of delegations i n t h i s Committee have not yet 
contriouted to our consideration of the question of -auter space arns c o n t r o l . The 
subject bears further scrutiny, and I continue to believe that the most e f f i c i e n t 
way to pursue our examination of these ijsues i s through the mecnanism of informal 
meetings of the Committee. 

I would also l i k e to say a few vrords regarding tl-e two vrorking groups which 
did not meet durin-^ t h i s session. My delegation was certainly prepared to resume 
vrork on botn negative security assurances and the comprohensive prosramtnt' of 
disarmament. Regarding the comprohensive programme, v;e loo'c forward to resuming 
our work next session so that we can report to the General Assembly at i t s 
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thirty-eighth session, as requested. And, of course, we w i l l be prepared to 
participate constructively i n the negative security assurances Working Group as w e l l . 
Indeed, my delegation does not share the assessment of the state of those 
negotiations that was put forward by the Group of 21 i n document CD/280, nor do we 
agree with the views of the delegation of Pakistan put forward by our distinguished 
colleague. Ambassador Ahmad, on 10 Avigust. 

My delegation has stated i t s b e l i e f that the Committee has, i n fa c t , made some 
progress, limited though i t may be, during the l a s t s i x weeks. Vie intend to 
return to our work i n February with the continuing conviction that the Committee has 
a singularly important role to f u l f i l i n the broader spectrum of disarmament e f f o r t s , 
and with a determination to do a l l that we can to make r e a l progress towards a more 
peaceful world. 

F i n a l l y , I would be remiss i f I did not extend, on behalf of my delegation, 
the hand of welcome and friendship to the distinguished representative of 
Yugoslavia, Ambassador Kazimir Vidas. His reputation as an outstanding diplomat 
i s well known to my Government — and shared by many others. He v / i l l be a valuable 
addition to our Committee and I pledge to him the friendship, support and 
co-operation of my delegation. 

I also note with deep personal sadness a feeling shared by my delegation — 
the departure of Ambassador David Summerhayes, the most distinguished representative 
of the United Kingdom. His service i n t h i s body has brought d i s t i n c t i o n not only 
to himself, but to his country and indeed to th i s body. 

I t was David Summerhayes who was the f i r s t to extend the hand of friendship 
to me, as a fledgling member of the Committee. He became not only my fri e n d , but 
my mentor. His patient guidance and support made my entry into t h i s important 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y much less formidable than i t appeared as I accepted the President's 
c a l l . I t was David Suramerhayes who i n s t i l l e d i n me a profound respect f o r t h i s 
Committee and the quality of i t s members. His quiet quality of leadership, h is 
gentlemanly demeanour and his keen i n t e l l e c t have l e f t a l a s t i n g imprint on t h i s 
Committee. His example i s a worthy one and I trus t that I s h a l l f a i t h f u l l y follow 
that example i n the hope that I raay leave t h i s body with the sense of 
accomplishment which he w i l l surely carry with him. He also carries with him 
the affection and esteem of us a l l . We s h a l l be the poorer by his departure from 
our midst, but we are far richer from his service with us. V/e a l l wish him 
Godspeed and happiness i n his future endeavours. But we wish to make i t clear 
that we are saying to him "Au rev o i r " — not "Adieu". 



CD/PV.187 

Thü CHAIRMAN (branslafcod from Spanish): I thank th--̂  représentative of the 
united States for his statement and I nov/ give the floor to t h i next spoakwr on' 
my l i s t , the representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujka v/ho, i n his capacity as 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vforking Group on Chemical Weapons, w i l l introduce the 
Group's report. 

Mr. S'JJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , лау I-be permitted to .-express 
my great appreciation of your ablw and s k i l f u l chairmanship and thank you especially 
for the very efficient, way i n which you hav-î been guiding our work during bhe 
present month. In cur c l o s j co~operition with you, wo welcome every one of your 
accomplishments as our own achievemsnt. I wish you, ther fore, a successful 
conclusion of the Commibtea's Г'фогс on i t s a c t i v i t i e s durinn; the present session 
and o f f i : r you our furtner asaistance and support In the fulfilment of this task. 

May I also take t h i s opportunity to convey v/ords of appreciation to your 
predecessor, Ambassador Maina of Kenya, for his contribution аз Chairman during 
th^^ month of August. 

I welcome with s a t i s f a c t i o n our naw colleagues i n the Committee, the 
distinguished representativas of Paru ana Yugoslavia. 

To those of our colleagues who have r3C3ntly l e f t Geneva or are shortly going 
to leave, I should l i k e to bid f i r e w a l l and wish them the best of luck. 

In my capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, 
I have the honour to introduc--^ today to the Committee on Disarmament the Group's 
draft report on i t s a c t i v i t i e s i n 1982. The text of the draft report i s contained 
i n document CD/334 and i s available, I hope, to a l l the distinguished delegations 
in t h i s Committee. By the way, I would l i k e to draw the attention of the Committee 
to tv/o errors i n the report: -ho f i r s t i s i n paragraph 12, where the words "the next" 
should be inserted i n the f i r s t l i n e after the words ''It v;as agreed thac': the 
rocond i s thai paragraph 17 should be deleted and paragraph l 3 then becomes 
paragraph 17. A l l the report v / i l l therefore be reissued for technical reasons. 

In view of the second special session of the united Nations Genoml Aysembly 
devoted to disarmament, I prepared a special report to the Committee on Disarmament 
which i s contained i n document CD/28l/R-'V.l, dated 27 A p r i l 1932. The renort 
described, inter a l i a , i n chapter I I I , tho stat:; of negoti_.tionj i n the 'forking Group 
at th'j end of the f i r s t part of the Committee't session. Hence, i n today's 
presentation I s h a l l try to confine myself to the second part of the session of 
the ifcrking Group on Chemical Weapons v/hich, i n accordance with the Committee's 
decision of 23 A p r i l 1982, s t i r t e J on 20 July 19^2. In t b i s connection, I only 
wish to r e c a l l that i t the beginning of tho 1982 session th-^ Uorking Group on Chemical 
Weapons started i t s work with a new mandat'- oy vrhich the Coirmittec decided "to 
-establish, for tho duration of i t s 1982 session, an ad_hoc workin-- group ... to 
elaborate such a convention, taking into account a l l e x i ^ t l n g proposals and futuro 
i n i t i a t i v e s with a view to enabling the Committee to achieve agreo.ment at the 
e a r l i e s t date 
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Accordingly, from ths beginning of tha summer session, the Working Group 
continued to conduct intensive discussions and consultations aimed at elaborating 
the provisions of the future convention. After another round of detailed 
consultations within the Group based on the revised elements and comments thereto, 
and on such a constructive and valuable document as the "Basic Provisions" of a 
convention prosented by the delegation of tho USSR as well as on various proposals 
made by other dologations, nine informal, open-ended contact groups ware established 
with the task of examining; i n depth s p e c i f i c problems involved and working out 
possible options and working hypotheses which could help to overcome existing 
divergences and advance tha process of elaboration of ths convention at the next 
stage of negotiations. These informal contact groups dealt p a r t i c u l a r l y with the 
following spheres of the future convention: 

The scope of the convontion; 

Definitions of technical terms which w i l l be used i n the convention; 

V e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, including p a r t i c u l a r l y : 

Declarations of the possession of stocks of chemical weapons and of 
the means of their production, time-frames and the forms of such 
declarations ; 

The process of and plans for the destruction, dismantling or diversion 
for permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons and f a c i l i t i e s ; 

National législation and v e r i f i c a t i o n measures; 

National tnchnical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

An international v e r i f i c a t i o n system; 

Other issues, in t e r a l i a , the convention's preamble, i t s relationship with 
other t r e a t i e s and international co-operation i n the implementation of the 
convention as well as many other aspects. 

The reports of a l l contact groups were subsequently discussed and, where 
necessary, revised during the Vtorking Group's consecutive meetings. 

The consultations with delegations, ossisted by oxp^n-ts, on certain technical 
questions resulted i n 19^2 i n providing th,: Working Group with tho recommendations 
on standardized operating procedures for acute subcutanáous t o x i c i t y determinations 
and for acute inhalation t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a . Those recommendations are of direct 
relevancu to tho future convention. 

The VJorking Group, through i t s intensive work i n 19Ô2 and i t s f u l l dovotion 
CO the noble goal of tho elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of chemical 
wj^pons, has again strongly reaffirmed not only that the conclusion of such a 
convention i s one of the highest p r i o r i t i e s i n our negotiations but also that i t i s 
poesible to reach agre-iraent on i t through a harmonized, c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t . It i s 
in such a way that I interpret the dedication and t i r e l e s s e f f o r t of a l l co-ordinators 
and p r a c t i c a l l y a l l dele.'rations in seeking — and finding --- compromise solutions 
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and/or convergences of views i n some areas and sectors of the futur^^; convention. 
I hope that' tho reports of the co^-ordinators of the contact groups which are r 
attached to the V/orking Group's report adequately r e f l e c t a l l the willingn4jss to 
negotiate and to try to find agreed solutions. Ab the same time, they constitute 
a very good background for further negotiations. I wish to emphasize especially 
the willingness for further negotiations bficause — being far from complacent — 
I know how much timo and e f f o r t must s t i l l bo put i n before the draft convontion 
i s ready. 

Having this i n mind and taking into account the progress which has boen ¡nade 
by thiü contact groups i n cl a r i f y i n i ? many issues as wall as i n seeking possible 
spheres of understanding through alternative and optional formulations and v;hensver 
possibl.4 through working hypotheses, I t r i e d to sum them up i n the form of possible 
compromise 'wordings of ths slemeros which I presented r e c j n t l y to the Ad Hoc 
Working Group. I f u l l y r e a l i z e that i t i s far from being a perfect paper. I have 
not had such ambitions. I do hope, however, that i t w i l l help delegations i n the 
drafting process and provide t h e i r rcjspective Governnencs with a better knowledge 
of the prosont s'iate of th-- negotiations. In this connection, I hope that tho 
document e n t i t l e d "Views of tho Chairman of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical 
Weapons on possible compromise wordings of the el-ements of a future convention", 
has already boon circulated as a docum̂ -int under the number CD/333. Such was indeed 
the general wish of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group. 

As i s stated i n paragraph 17 of i t s rnport the Group agreed, int e r a l i a , "to 
recommend to the Commit :iea on Disarmament that i t should continue i t s work under 
the present Chairman betwun 17 and 2G January 1983 ...". In thanking the шзтЬегз 
of tho Group for the confidence thus expressed, I cn-lorsa th-i said recomrassndacions 
and hope that they, as well as the whole report, w i l l meet with the Committee's 
approval. Hay I take t h i s opportunity to appeal to - i l l the delegations to take 
advantage of tha гэсеэз GO study the back'iround material of this session so that 
we could make further tangibl-. ргочгчзз i n January 1983 both i n tne work of the 
Group and i n the consultations on technical issues. 

VJith your permission, .'-ir. Chairman, I would l i k e to concludo my introduction 
to tho Committi'.e of the draft report of tha liorking Group on Cn.inical Weapons by 
wholeheartedly thankinç a l l thi delegations for t h e i r valuable contribution to the 
Group's work. Hy spt-icial thanks nr-j directed to thn co-ordinators of the contact 
groups, Ms. Nascimbeno of the Argentinitm dulegatiou, Mr, Melescanu (Romania), 
Kr. Lundin (Svieden), Mr. Skinner (Canada), fV. Ste île (Australia), Mr. Altaf 
(Pakistan), Mr. Duarte ('Brazil), and Mr. Thielicko (German Democratic Republic). 
I am deeply convinced that no v;ord of appreciation can be regard-id as overestimating 
t h e i r contribution. If ' have had again t h i s year sometimes a hard time. Our 
enduranc-a has again been tested. But I am happy to emphasize that the Group has 
been trying to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n a s p i r i t of compromise. For myself, 
as i t s Chairman, t h i s i s the best reward for my own ef f o r t and tho not aasy job 
in th.i Chair. 

My sincere thanks go to Mrs,. V/aldheim-Matural for her assistance as Secretary 
of th-i V/orking Group during the spring session and to Mr. Bensmail for his help 
and valuable advice during the summer session. I thank very much the secretariat 
s t a f f and the interpreters for t h e i r excellant collaboration during the whole I982 
session. 
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The CEIAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the distinguished 
representative of Poland for his statement and for his very kind words addressed 
to the Chair. The next speaker on my l i s t i s the distinguished representative of 
B r a z i l , Ambassador de Souza с S i l v a , to whom I now give the f l o o r . 

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, i t i s a special pleasure for 
my dàl'egation, and for myself i n p a r t i c u l a r , to welcome you as Chairman of the 
Committee and to thank you for the unequalled contribution to the cause of 
disarmament that you havj been making for so many years. 

The adoption of the report on the a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Mucl^ar Test Ban suggests somn thoughts connected with the experience of the past 
few vieeks of discussion, which I would l i k e to share with my colleagues today. The 
establishment of a VJorking Group on a nuclear t ^ s t ban represented, for my delp»gabion, 
an important landmark i n tno work of t h i s Commiitoe, and that i s why my delegation 
accepted the legs than satisfactory mandate adopted for the Vforking Group on item 1 
of our agenda. Discussion for discussion's sake, however, should not be allowed to 
become an a c t i v i t y of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The d i f f i c u l t i e s experienced i n the past few weeks by bhe NTB V/orking Group as 
regards the adoption of a programme of work that would have provided a structure 
for i t s a c t i v i t i e s came as no surprise to us. V/a have long been accustomed to 
seeing the Superpowers u t i l i z i n g this Committee as yet another ar^na for 
confrontation rather than permitting i t to f u l f i l i t s functions and i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

To my delegation, i t seemed constructive to structure the discussion .around 
the existing agreements on t h s i i i a t t e r , especially the 1963 Treaty known as the 
p a r t i a l nuclear test-ban Treacy. Гсз very name suggests that i t should be'made 
comprehensive, i . e . , that i t should be oxcended to cover a l l other environments; 
moreover, the negotiations on such a treaty should ba conceived i n such a way аз 
bo permit t h ^ r e s u l t i n g text to become universal. The new treaty must, neither add 
n-̂w r e s t r i c t i o n s to non-nuclear-weapon nations nor consolidate e x i s t i n g 
discrimination; rather, i t should bo seen as an overdue step toward n u c l e i r 
disarmament. 

* c n responsible Governments negotiate •'.nd r a t i f y international t r e a t i e s , 
especially i n the f i e l d of disarmament and security, tho community of nations i s 
e n t i t l e d to expect that the commitments undertaken w i l l be f u l f i l l e d . The old 
precept of pacta sunt servnnda i s s t i l l the b-xsis for -igreements among sovereign 
States. My delegation has already had the ocaision to point to the discrepancy 
between the commitments undertaken by a nuclear-weapon Power, v;hich i s an o r i g i n a l 
party to the I965 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, ?nd i t s present o f f i c i a l positions on 
the question of a nuclear tese ban. V/e would Ьорч̂  that th.: Superpower concerned w i l l 
r e f l e c t on the harmful consequences t h i s discrepancy i s l i k e l y to cause to the 
futuro of disarmament e f f o r t s , especially i n the domain of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of 
nuclear weapons. Such consequences are too important, to be l i g h t l y dismissed as 
i r r e l e v a n t . Beside the p o l i t i c a l questions involved, an inportpnt legal issue 
immediately springs to mind: does a statement of policy according to which nuclear-
v/eapon tests are said to bo necessary for a long time to come constitute an 
abrogation of tha l e g a l l y binding obligations accepted under the preamble and under 
a r t i c l e 1 of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, of v/hich B r a z i l i s also a party? My 
delegation believes that a l l parties to the Treaty are e n t i t l e d to" a c a t e g o r i c i l 
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answer from ths Superpower concerned, so as zo dispel any doubts as bo i t s intentions. 
The same reasoning would, of course, also apply to a r t i c l e VI of the Treaty on the 
Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, of which B r a z i l i s not a party. The Governments 
of the countries which adhered to that instrument w i l l have to decide, i n due course, 
what i s the value attached to tne expression '-in good f a i t h " , perhaps not so much 
in legal terms as mainly i n i t s p o l i t i c a l significance and consequences. 

If adharence to an international instrument entails binding obligations for the 
parties to i t , the same cannot be said of the negotiating a c t i v i t y . Participation 
i n ths m u l t i l a t e r a l bodies established to undertake the negotiatlo.n of a given issue 
cannot be seen as a f i n a l engagement of the positions of individual delegations, l e t 
alone of the Governments they represent. I f i t were- so, a negotiating forum would 
certa i n l y become an impossible -enterprise. I t i s precisely because positions d i f f e r 
that the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating process was devis<4d as the best means to harmonize 
differences among, nations, but to negate the pos.sibilicy of negotiating, to refuse 
even a c l a r i f i c a t i o n of doubts raised, amounts to confirmation of an unwillingness 
to search for 'common answers to common problems. Whether the nuclear-weapon Powers 
l i k e i t or not, the existenc-^ of nuclear weapons i s a common ргоЫэ.ц for a l l nations, 
for which solutions accaptabl-2 to a l l must be negotiated. The perpetuation of 
threat, imbalance and discrimination i s certainly not conducive fco such a generally 
acceptable solution. 

This Committee was ro c i n t l y remind--d by a nuclear-weapon Power that i t s 
delegation acts i n t h i s forum i n s t r i c t accordance -with i t s national interests. It 
i s true that we are a l l delegates f o r our own Governments, whose Instructions we 
carry out to the best of our a b i l i t y . But i t i s squally true that our Governments 
decided i n 1945, when the Charter of the United Nations was adopted, that they would 
also act i n accordance with interests of a higher order: che interests of tha 
entire community of nations. In t h i s sense, we are a<. the same time delegates of 
mankind as a wholá. Our task i s not only to harmonize tho diffuirent perceptions 
of our respective Govsrnm.-nts vis-à-vis one another; i t i s also, and perhaps 
foremost, to harmonize tne interests of our own Governmpnts with those of the 
community of nations. This applies race p a r t i c u l a r l y to those Covernm<-nts which 
have recognized tncii* special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the f i e l d of disarmament." 

May I introduce Ьегс? an argument that, I believe, should be ponderod by the 
Governments of the nuclear-weapon Powers and cheir closest a l l i ^ i s during the recess 
of tne Committife on Disarmament. Evon though this forum i s defined as a "negotiating 
body" — and there seems to be no dispute on th i s assertion — we can a l l agree 
that, with'the exception of chemical weapons, l i t t l e or no negotiation has been 
carried out i n this chamber, p a r t i c u l a r l y on tha issues which have been assigned 
tho highest p r i o r i t y . However, tn?re seems to .xist an apprehension, especially 
among the nucloar-wtapon Pow_rs, thar. anything they r-iight agree uoon i n this forum 
w i l l somehow become a binding obligation fvo>a which their Governments would never 
be able to extricatr, themselves. I simply want to point out that the participation 
of a given delegation i n th--- a c t i v i t y of a working group, or thri acceptance of a 
mandate for a subsidiary body that directs i t "to negotiate'' instead of "to 'examine 
and define" a particular subject, or the adoption of a programme of work that sets 
out a few general objectives and guidelines, a l l thos--̂  are no -nore fhan decisions 
taken at delegation l e v e l . Both i n thf-- p o l i t i c a l and Jn the proc :dural sense, 
delegations seam to attach to these iosuss a value tha^ -jt-etches fa*" beyond the 
import of the decisions takv-:n on them. Si m i l a r l y , there i s a t-^idency to negotiate 
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the wording of our reports as i f they were l e g a l l y binding t r e a t i e s . Perhaps t h i s 
i s simply i n response to a psychological mechanism of compensation, of which we 
are quits aware. Such decisions cannot be construed as engaging Governments to 
the result of the work undertaken, ahd they certainly do not create any f i n a l 
commitments. The work of t h i s Committee on chemical weapons i s a case i n point, 
and I do not need to r e c a l l here that no d'-ilegation around t h i s tabic faals engaged 
by the s i g n i f i c a n t results achieved i n th i s f i e l d so f a r , although we may a l l agree 
that substantive progress has been madi: i n t h i s session tov/ards f a c i l i t a t i n g 
agreement. In th i s Committee, agreements are usually reached at working group 
l e v e l , before being formally approved at the Committer l e v e l , v/hero consensus i s 
also necessary; i n any case, ample allowance i.s made for reservations. Further ' 
on, the texts submitted by the Committer on Disarmament are reviewed by the 
General Assembly, and i f adopted, they are presented to Governments as mere 
recommendations. ТЬч f i n a l judgement on whether or not to jo i n an agreement w i l l 
necessarily be made, i n the l a s t instance, by the sovereign decision of tha 
Government i t s e l f ; and even the executive decision to sign an international 
instrument must be confirmed, i n most constitutional processes, by bhe procedures 
of r a t i f i c a t i o n , which usually involve national exposure of the issues to the 
judgement of public opinion. I t i s thus d i f f i c u l t to understand, for instance, 
why China and France decided on a negative attitude as regards t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
i n the V*?rking Group on a Nuclear Test-Ban. 

One i s forced, therefore, to ask the inevitable question: why do some 
delegations i n th i s Committee persist i n r a i s i n g obstacles to the normal performance 
of i t s negotiating function, as i f every procedural, or evon substantive step would 
e n t a i l irrevocable commitments of a p o l i t i c a l and le<;al nature? 

The Governments of nations where public opinion plays a role i n the conduct o f 
international a f f a i r s may overemphasize issues r e l a t i n g to t h e i r defence and security 
needs i n response only to the perspective of th-эхг owrr national interests; 
conversely, Governrai=înt3 of nations where public opinion i s not a relevant factor 
may deliberately engage i n rhetoric with the aim of promoting dissention among t h e i r 
adversaries. Both attitudes, when used to impedo progress i n th i s Committee, become 
extremely harmful to the orderly conduct of work, since both are at variance with 
the decision-making process inherent i n m u l t i l a t e r a l procedure. Such ambiguity of 
attitudes and behaviour could perhaps be dispelled i f a l l delegations represent^-'d 
hera attached th3 same meaning and value to t h i exp»-'ession ''in good f a i t h " . 

I wish to thank the distinguished Ambassador of the United States, Mr. Fields, 
for his reaction со th? observation of my delegation, as v/ell as of other 
delegations, concerning the compliance of his Government with a p a r t i a l test-ban 
treaty. Unfortunately, my delegation i s not yet convinced by his ar'guments, neither 
those of a J u r i d i c a l nor those of a p o l i t i c a l nature. But my deligation was happy 
to hear from the distinguished Ambassador of the United States the renewed commitment 
of his Government to a comprehensive test-ban treaty, and I would l i k e to state that 
a l l doubts on the part of my delegation on this matter w i l l be dispelled when the 
United States delegation decides to engage i n meaningful and substantive negotiations 
on a t o t a l ban on nuclear-weapon test explosions. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the distinguished representative 
of B r a z i l for his statement and for thw kind v/ords he addressed to the Chair. The 
next speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of Argentina, Mr. Garcia Moritan, to 
whom I now give the f l o o r . 
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Mr. GARCIA MORITAN (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); Allow me f i r s t of 
a l l , Mr. Chairman, to offer you my delegation's sincerest congratulations ori your 
accession to the chairmanship of• our Committee.. - As an i l l u s t r i o u s Latin American 
and a b r i l l i a n t diplomat, with a wealth of experience i n disarmament matters, you 
have assured the Committee a Chairman of a quality commensurate with i t s acknowledged 
eminence. I am cer t a i n l y not the f i r s t nor s h a l l I be the l a s t Argentine diplomat 
to have had the honour and the pleasure of working under your guidance. Your 
t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s have extended beyond the l i m i t s of t h i s Committee and there i s no 
doubt whatever that disarmament negotiations have f e l t the impact of your personality, 
experience and wisdom. 

At the same time, I would l i k e to express my delegation's gratitude to 
Ambassador Maina of Kenya for his dedicated e f f o r t s during his period of chairmanship 
of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The f i r s t special' session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament provided 
the international community with a sound- basis for the guidance of a l l e f f o r t s i n 
t h i s sphere. Tne Fi n a l Document of that session outlined a strategy, and stated, 
i n i t s paragraph 17 : "The pressing need now i s to translate into piractical terras 
the provisions of t h i s F i n a l Document and to proceed along the road of binding 
and e f f e c t i v e internationa-1 agreements i n the f i e l d of disarmament". 

However, the Committee on Disarmament, the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
negotiating body, has been unable to f u l f i l the important r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of carrying 
out the Programme- of Action- which the 1978 document set before us as a matter of 
urgency, prompted by compelling world concern. I do not think i t necessary at this 
juncture to go into the d e t a i l s of the reasons which have-led t o , t h i s paralysis, 
but I must point out that the future of our negotiations cannot continue to depend 
on changing attitudes or on excuses based on hypothetical or possible"negotiating 
attempts outside the ambit of our body. 

The cause of disarmament cannot continue to be subject to the exclusive 
p r i v i l e g e of a certain nuclear Superpower to establish, i n accordance with i t s own 
convenience, a changing order of p r i o r i t i e s i n the disarmament f i e l d . This attitude, 
which necessarily gives r i s e to a lack of coherence, disturbs and seriously hampers 
the elements of the negotiations and automatically generates a climate of mistrust. 
The results of our work during the l a s t four years and that of the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament certainly do not c a l l 
for any e u l o g i s t i c assessments bub are a clear r e f l e c t i o n of t h i s s i t u a t i o n . 

We have already expressed our profound regret that the second special session 
Vías unable to reach any agreement on the matter which i s of the greatest uoncern to 
mankind. Argentina, which at that time was facing m i l i t a r y aggression by a 
nuclear-weapon Power, hoped that the united Mations would f i n a l l y become the vehicle 
for eliminating the threat of a nuclear holocaust. 

That was not be, and the f i n a l report of the second special session does not 
r e f l e c t or take into account the hopes and aspirations of the majority of the 
international community. On the contrary, i t i s evidence of a serious f a i l u r e , for 
i t shows that the special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the most powerful nations among us to 
guarantee international peace and security i s frequently forgotten. Furthermore — 
and we consider t h i s to be a grave defect — the conclusions of that report do not 
even correspond to the facts, as for example when i t states that the v a l i d i t y of the 
Final Document was unanimously and categorically reaffirmed, whereas i n fact there 
were suggestions and attitudes which contradicted both the l e t t e r and the s p i r i t of 
the concepts contained i n that Document, so.me of which were even included i n 
chapter I I I . 
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At t h i s session the Committee, which i s today holding one'of ""i t s " l a s t plenary 
meetings, has once again been prevented from reacting and has preferred to continue 
to conceal the facts, referring to circumstantial matters of form and having 
recourse to delaying t a c t i c s v/hich only contrive to disguise as expectations 
the actual vacuum of a state of t o t a l paralysis. 

Reference i s often made to the international climate as a factor affecting 
developments i n the disarmament f i e l d , but we f e e l obliged to state emphatically 
that the real reason for the present situation i s the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the 
part of some of the main protagonists. This lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s reflected 
i n attitudes which create and generate tensions and ignore the most important and 
f a t e f u l issues confronting mankind today. 

. This attitude and t h i s trend are not i n the s p i r i t of the developing nations; 
they did not arise from within the movement of non-aligned countries. Cto,the 
contrary, they originated and are becoming i n t e n s i f i e d i n the centres of p o l i t i c a l 
and m i l i t a r y power.' They are the result of the inexcusable continuation of nuclear 
terror and the maintenance of c o l o n i a l i s t attitudes — l i k e those of which the 
Argentine Republic i s the victim, as i t sees i t s t e r r i t o r y occupied by force by 
B r i t i s h m i l i t a r y colonialism, they are the r e s u l t , too of the continuation of 
neo-colonialist attitudes, of a l l forms of racism and apartheid. They are the root 
causes of c o n f l i c t s and constitute a form of permanent aggression and a constant 
threat to international peace and security. 

I t i s t h i s state of permanent aggression created by the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
to negotiate which generates c o n f l i c t s , the arms race and insecurity, and paralyses 
e f f o r t s i n the sphere of disarmament. No nation, whether powerful or weak,, 
developed or developing, can i s o l a t e i t s e l f from the common destiny of our planet* 
Our main objective i s to r i d the world of nuclear war, which w i l l lead to the 
destruction of c i v i l i z a t i o n as we know i t . The constant threat of t h i s r e a l danger 
faces a l l bur nations. Hirie, the Argentine Republic, was tha victim of t h i s serious 
threat when the United Kingdom dispatched to the South Atl a n t i c a punitive f l e e t , 
composed of nuclear submarines and warships armed with nuclear weapons. 

Ihe search for absolute security through the possession of such weapons and a 
declared willingness to use them has created an atmosphere of terror because, 
i n seeking the security of a few, i t has engendered t o t a l insecurity for a l l . Ihat 
i s why my delegation joins with those v/ho demand that t h i s body should seek to 
bring about nuclear disarmament. In a nuclear c o n f l i c t there w i l l be no p o s s i b i l i t y 
of any nation proclaiming i t s neutrality or of innocent osoolas remaining passive 
spectators. A l l , without exception, whether they wish to or not, w i l l be obliged 
to take part and to suffer the consequences. I t i s precisely that common destiny 
i n the far from hypothetical p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear war which i s a factor of 
interdependence and makes i t essential to accelerate e f f o r t s to slow the arms 
race and introduce an acceptable minimum of security i n international r e l a t i o n s . 

In that context, the Argentine delegation regrets that this Committee has been 
unable to respond to India's i n i t i a t i v e as i t appears i n document CD/309 and to 
give appropriate implementation to General Assembly resolution 36/8I which merely 
reproduces statements from the Final Document and seeks to f i n d a positive answer 
to the world's constant concern over i t s s u r v i v a l . 
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In t h i s l a s t part of our 1982 session, we have i n i t i a t e d the f i r s t meetings of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, under the s k i l l e d and very able 
chairmanship of Ambassador "Lidgard. It i s to be hoped that at the Committee's 
next session we s h a l l bo ablo to take the f i n a l steps so that we can actually start 
negotiations towards the drafting of a treaty. We also hopo that the two western 
nuclear=weapon Powers pa r t i c i p a t i n g i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations w i l l provide 
a satisfactory answer"to the concerns expressed to them. 

Argentina has repeatedly referred to the need for an instrument which 
s p e c i f i c a l l y bans tests of nuclear weapons, which w i l l win universal adherence and 
V7hich i s equitable and non=discriminatory. In t h i s context, I would l i k e to make 
quite clear my country's position on one aspect that we consider e s s e n t i a l : any 
treaty which i s concluded must preserve the right of a l l States to carry out nuclear 
engineering projects,' including explosions, for peaceful purposes. This i s a 
fundamental question which concerns the very technology of the future and tho 
p o s s i b i l i t y of using i t must be jealously guarded by a l l States. 

Mr. Chairman, i n your b r i l l i a n t statómente as the representative of Mexico on 
the urgent need to conclude a nuclear test-ban treaty, you recalled the authoritative 
view of the Secretary-Gerteral of the United Nations vihen he stated i n the Conference 
of the Comraittee on Disarmament on 29 February 1972: "I believe that a l l 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". 

Tîie impatience and genaral d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n of the non-nuclear-v/oapon States, 
to Vihich the Secretary-General referred, are cer t a i n l y as great now as they were 
when he made his remarks over ten years ago, i f not greater. Fortunately, those 
States have shown a greater sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y than those which appear to 
claim 3 monopoly of reasonableness'. But ten years i s a long time to vrait. Those 
who i n s i s t on maintaining the status quo forget that the reasons they invoke are 
equally v a l i d for others. I t i s therefore time that those who are obstructing the 
urgently needed agreement on t h i s question understood that, as time passes, tiío 
inexorable alternatives a r i s e : either we have a treaty banning nuclear weapon 
tests or the number of nucloar-v/eapon States w i l l increase. 

'We viould also l i k e to place particular emphasis on another point which, i n my 
tíelegation's view, as a result of i t s own experience, i s of a fundamental nature 
and consequently leads i t to express regret that, at t h i s session, the Committee 
has not set up an ad hoc working group on the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space and tha prohibition of the use of s a t e l l i t e s for m i l i t a r y purposes. My 
delegation would l i k e to point out that our work should be aimed at the 
de m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. Je have hoard, not v/ithout some surprise, certain 
statements i n which speakers have claimed that the d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space 
i s u n r e a l i s t i c or no longer possible. 'Wo have heard such arguments on other 
occasions, i n connection with attempts to maintain certain i n i i i t a r y advantages or 
to divert attention from the real probiens of disarmament. S a t e l l i t e s are already 
used for m i l i t a r y purposes to a considerable and s i g n i f i c a n t extent, as my country 
learned, viith grievous consequences, during the c o n f l i c t i n the South Atl a n t i c 
w h e n United States s a t e l l i t e s vrora placed at tho service of the c o l o n i a l i s t Power. 
It i s appropriate to remind members that, at the end cf 19З0, 75 por cent of the 
s a t e l l i t e s i n orbit were for mili'iary purposes and that 70 per cent of the m i l i t a r y 
communications of one of the Superpov/ers are affected by that means. 
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My delegation wonders whether the task of the Committee on Disarmament i s to 
discuss t h i s situation or car e f u l l y to avoid doing so i n order to maintain the 
exist i n g Pow=r relationships. 

• I do not wish to conclude t h i s statement without r e i t e r a t i n g the Argentine 
Republic's b e l i e f that the provisions and principles to v;hich wo agreed by 
consensus over four years ago s t i l l offer the best guidance available to the 
international community for the direction of i t s efforts i n a l l the matters f a l l i n g 
within the general sphere of disarmament, 

Hov/ever, there i s no doubt that the position and the disarmament eff o r t s of 
Argentina, a developing country v/hich possesses neither nuclear weapons nor the 
protection which the Superpov/ers provide for t h e i r a l l i e s , w i l l be affected by the 
implications of the South Atlantic c o n f l i c t and i t s consequences. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of 
Argentina for his statement and for the very kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
The next speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of Kenya, № . Don.Nanjira, to 
whom I now give the f l o o r . 

Mr. DON NANJIRA (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, permit me to speak for a while as a 
newcomer to th i s Committee and to share with you and tne delegations seated around 
t h i s table my impressions about the Committee on Disarmament and what i t doss. ' 
Before I do so, however, I wish to r e c a l l a paragraph i n the statement I made 
before t h i s Committee on 30 №rch 1982. I was talki n g about the elaboration of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, and t h i s i s what I said, i n t e r a l i a 
(Ambassador A l c s s i of I t a l y was i n the Chair): 

'•'While not pretending that a clean text of a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament can be agreed upon at tho current session of tho Committee, 
I would none the less c a l l for more f l e x i b i l i t y i n the positions of some 
delegations and groups of delegations i n the negotiations currently being 
carried out under the distinguished Ambassador of Mexico, to whom I viould 
once more l i k e to extend the gratitude of the Kenyan delegation for the 
t i r e l e s s efforts he has been exerting over the months i n the negotiations 
conducted within the CPD Working Group. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to request 
the Ambassador of Mexico, His Excellency Alfonso Garcia Robles, to reveal 
to me the secret of manufacturing nev/ and renewable sources of energy 
which give him a l l the stamina and d i s c i p l i n e and tenacity and toughness 
par excellence v/hich he possesses, and yet enable him at tho sane timo to 
remain so agreeable, likeable and most respectable. Such a revelation 
v;ould no doubt be a confidence-building measure to newcomers to the 
Disarmament Committee l i k e myself." 

Yes i Mr. Chairman, nev/comers to the Committee on Disarmament l i k e myself can 
learn and benefit a l o t from you. This i s v/hat I have discovered since 2 February of 
thi s year, v/hen I became, for the f i r s t time, physically associated with the work 
of t h i s Committee. Naturally, I have formed my ov;n views about the nature and 
function of the Committee on Disarmament characteristics which are not, most 
regrettably, what I thought the Com.-.iittee possessed as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiating body on disarmament issues. 'v\hen I got here, I had the usual problem 
of finding oiy way and ident i f y i n g who v/as who in t h i s Committee. Sometimes i t was 
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quite a .frustrating experience. Por instance, one day I asksd a member of the 
United States delegation about the•wheifeabouts of another member of that delegation 
with whom I wanted to discuss a point i n a CPD draft. I asked: 

Question : "Where i s that gentleman of your delegation? 

Response : "Which one? They are a l l gentlemen'" 

Question : "The one with the beard?" 

Response: "They a l l wear beards i ' ' 

Question: "The big one?" 

Response: "They are a l l b i g i " 

Question: "The one who speaks with an American accent? 

Response : "They a l l speak with American accents!" 

Vieil, a l l that I could do under the circumstances was to thank her and say 
"See you l a t e r ! " As you can see, I couldn't have been more frustrated! 

Before coming here, I had been dealing for f i v e years i n Nev/ York with 
international development issues of an economic character. I should, interestingly, 
note that I was preparing to go to Mexico City to attend a United Nations meeting 
on economic issues when the .instruction arrived that I should prepare to move on 
to Geneva to attend the spring session of the Committee on Disarmament! Like 
most other people who have not had direct dealings with the Committee on Disarmament, 
I had understood the t a l k i n the Committee on Disarmament as being ba s i c a l l y the 
business of the United States and the Soviet Union and eventually also as involving 
t h e i r respective m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s . The fact i s that very l i t t l e i s known by 
the world at large of what goes on i n t h i s Committee. Indeed, many knowledgeable 
people of the th i r d world believe that p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n sessions of the Committee on 
Disarmament by developing nations i s a waste of t h e i r very limited resources because 
there does not seem to be any hope of re a l and positive results coming from 
the Committee! Perhaps t h i s i s an area of the Committee's work which should be 
publicized more widely and regularly, whether through the mass media, or public 
education programmes on disarmament issues, or even through addresses by public 
figures such as the Secretary-General of the United Nations. I t i s incredible 
that preparations for an important special session of the General Assembly, l i k e 
the one held l a s t June/July, and an assessment of i t s results can be made by 
t h i s Committee, as i t has done, without having the physical presence of the 
Secretary-General himself here to address t h i s Committee, even for f i v e minutes 
only. In any event, the t a l k about the mobilization of world public opinion i n 
favour of disarmament could not be more opportune, and since charity starts at 
home, we, the members of the Committee on Disarmament, must do som.ething concrete 
to convince the world — both policy makers and the public at large — that 
our discussions and deliberations i n t h i s Committee are worthwhile, and that 
the Committee addresses issues of l i f e and death for humankind. 
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Anyway, i t was only after I had c r i t i c a l l y analysed paragraphs 28 and 120 
of the Final Document — as I was changing planes i n Frankfurt on 1 February 1982 
on my way to Geneva that I r e a l l y got to understand the real nature- gnd function 
of the Committee on Disarmament. I nust h a s t i l y add here that the Committee has 
not, so f a r , f u l f i l l e d i t s basic function as the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
forum for disarmament matters. Ihe Committee has so far merely debated these 
issues and t r i e d to negotiate language on them. This conviction prompted me, 
on 25 February 1982, to say the following, i n t e r a l i a , i n t h i s Committee: 

"We need to spend more time negotiating on substantive disarmament 
questions, rather than p o l i t i c k i n g and t a l k i n g about procedural issues, 
exercising rights of reply and the l i k e . We must find ways and means 
of improving and strengthening the capacity of the Committee to discharge 
competently the negotiating functions entrusted upon i t by the world 
community. And since the United Nations i t s e l f has primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
i n the disarmament f i e l d , i t must play a s i g n i f i c a n t role within the 
framework of paragraphs I I 4 , 123 and 124 of the Final Document i t s e l f . " 

The effectiveness of the Committee on Disarmament could thus take many forms, 
and I am very happy to note that the Committee w i l l be examining t h i s question 
more deeply i n the future, t̂ y delegation attaches considerable importance to 
t h i s issue, and I would l i k e formally to propose that i t be inscribed as a separate 
item for consideration by the Committee i n thé near future. My delegation w i l i 
then be happy to make p r a c t i c a l proposals for the enhancement of the effectiveness 
of the Committee. 

A possible expansion of i t s membership i s another issue which the Committee 
w i l l also have to address. Obviously, there e x i s t s a difference, which should 
be upheld, between expansion of the membership and effectiveness of the Committee. 
The discussions held so far on the question of expansion lead one to conclude 
that a, limited expansion of the membership of the Coamittee would be acceptable, 
but that the time i s not yet ripe for stioh an expansion. What can ancf should be 
done i s to improve on the e x i s t i n g arrangements for the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-members 
in the. work of the Committee. This i s a natter which the Committee w i l l also 
have to address i n the'future. In so doing, i t w i l l have to weigh various options, 
and the c r i t e r i a to be considered w i l l include: the need to retain a p o l i t i c a l 
balance of groups; an equitable geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n of membership (the 
so-callGd representative character of the Committee on Disarmament); the 
security interests of the t h i r d and non-aligned world, as well as effectiveness, 
contribution and structure and organization of the Committee. 

Turning s p e c i f i c a l l y to the v/ork of the Comraittee at i t s current session, 
which i s just about to end, Mr. Chairman, I should l i k e to make the following 
observations : 

The Kenya delegation has already expressed i t s satisfaction.at your assumption 
of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament for the month of September 
and also f o r the period b e t w e e n the end of the Committee's-1932 session and 
the opening of i t s I983 session. 



CD/PV.187 
35 

(Mr. Don Nanjira, Kenya) 

The chairmanship of the Committee could not be i n better hands, especially 
at t h i s point i n time when i t i s preparing for the f i r s t regular session of the 
United Nations General Assembly after the second special session, the outcome 
of which could not, for a l l p r a c t i c a l purposes, be c l a s s i f i e d as a success, and 
when we have to r e f l e c t on the work of the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies 
and f i n d ways and means of overcoming the impediments to progress i n the work 
of the Committee. 

The Kenya delegation has already expressed i t s views on the outcome of the 
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
We said, f o r instance, in,our statement of 31 August 1982, that "Unless our 
e f f o r t s are backed by a firm p o l i t i c a l w i l l and commitment on the part of a l l States, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r the nuclear-weapon States and the other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t 
States, progress i n the work of t h i s Committee w i l l continue to be very slow 
indeed". 

I listened very attentively to the d e f i n i t i o n which Mr. D.M. Sadleir, the 
distinguished Ambassador of Austr a l i a , i n his statement of 5 August 1982, gave 
of " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " . He said: 

"I conclude by returning to the idea of a new approach i n our work. 
Vie need, as we have been t o l d many times i n t h i s Committee, the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l to reach agreement. P o l i t i c a l w i l l has the important component of 
decision at the highest l e v e l to modify national positions for the 
greater international good. I t has no less importantly the component 
at the negotiating level of decision to forsake rhetoric, p o l i t i c a l 
point-scoring, propaganda and lack of substance i n favour of aiming at the 
p r a c t i c a l and the achievable. Should ŵ. bo wise enough now to demonstrate 
t h i s l a t t e r aspect of p o l i t i c a l w i l l — the costs, I should point out, 
are small and the rewards high — then we s h a l l have l a i d a basis for 
renewed mutual confidence." 

I f anyone were to ask me why no r e a l progress has been made i n the discussions 
within the Committee on Disarmament on the seven items inscribed on i t s agenda 
for 1982, my response would be b r i e f and simple: because of the lack of p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l on the part of certain States members of the Committee. Thus, we have 
discussed i n 1982, as i n previous years, the issues of a nuclear test ban, the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, negative security 
assurances, chemical weapons, new types of weapons of mass destruction and new 
systems of such weapons, ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons, tho comprehensive programme of 
disarmament and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. Yes, we have discussed 
these issues, and we w i l l no doubt discuss them i n the future, but unless and 
u n t i l those members of the international community viho bear a special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
for disarmament, as stipulated i n paragraph Л8 and other paragraphs of the 
Final Document, demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and firm commitment necessary for 
the implementation of the recommendations made and decisions taken i n the f i e l d 
of disarmament, our talk about general and complete disarmament under effective 
international control w i l l remain a song and indeed a mere dream for very many 
years to come. And so long as t h i s remains the case, then our discussions and the 
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patience of the majority of the members of t h i s Committee w i l l continue to 
suffer the fate and frustrations perhaps s i m i l a r to those which the Senate of 
Rome was subjected to, as Cicero has told us. The only remarkable difference 
i n t h i s comparison i s that, whereas the patience of the Senate of Rome was 
t r i e d by a single participant, Catalina, our patience i n t h i s Committee i s 
being t r i e d by a few participants, v/hose change of heart and positions can be 
brought about by nothing else but t h e i r p o l i t i c a l w i l l . 

Under the circumstances, i t i s not surprising that the deliberations i n 
the Committee on Disarmament have been characterized more by f a i l u r e s than by 
successes. Ihere has been a general consensus, nevertheless, during the discussions 
and negotiations on items 1, 2, 3 and б of the Committee's agenda for 1982 that: 

(a) The i r r e s i s t i b l e r e s u l t of the arms race, and i n particular the 
nuclear arms race, w i l l be the t o t a l annihilation of humankind. This i s undoubtedly 
the message i n paragraphs l 8 and 19 of the Fin a l Document of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament; 

(b) Items 1 and 2 of the Committee's agenda are of the highest p r i o r i t y ; and 

(c) The elaboration and adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament 
i s also a p r i o r i t y item. 

A l l these and other si m i l a r factors have prompted the majority of members 
of the Committee, including my own country, Kenya, to c a l l , i n t e r a l i a , f o r : 

( i ) The halting and reversal of the arms race and the attainment of 
nuclear disarmament; 

( i i ) The accelerated elaboration and early conclusion of a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty (CTBT); 

( i i i ) The creation of a working group on item 2 of the agenda of the Committee, 
in accordance with paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t special session; 

(iv) Ihe creation of a working group on the prevention of nuclear war; 

(v) The creation of a working group on the prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space; and 

(vi) The halting of the abuse of the rule of consensus — rule l 3 of the 
Committee's rules of procedure — as called for by the Group of 21 
i n i t s document CD/5?0, dated 13 September 1932. 

The decision by the Committee, at t i t e second part of i t s 1982 session, to 
defer to 1983 substantive consideration of th^' items on negative security assurances, 
radi o l o g i c a l weapons and a comprehensive programme of disarmament, was prompted not 
so much by the lack of time to discuss these items, nor by preoccupations with 
other more important and more urgent items before the Committee for consideration, 
as by tho lack of progress on tnose subjects, both i n the -work of the relevant 
working groups during the f i r s t part of the Committee's I 9 8 2 session and at the 
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. This was 
what we had i n mind when we stated i n our intervention at the Committee's plenary 
meeting on 31 August 1982; 
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"This was, I believe, the fundamental reason why most delegations 
assembled here have favoured and advanced the idea of shelving the 
work of the ad hoc working groups on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, radi o l o g i c a l weapons and negative security assurances. 
The f a i l u r e of these groups to make r e a l progress i n t h e i r work during 
the spring session of the Committee e a r l i e r t h i s year and the outcome of 
the second special session have blunted the expectations and hopes vested 
i n t h i s Committee by the international community. My delegation therefore 
hopes that real progress w i l l be made when these working groups resume 
t h e i r work i n 1983." 

Ways should thus be found of removing the impasse i n the work of the Committee's 
subsidiary bodies, and as for the Vforking Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament, paragraph 63 of the Concluding Document of the second special session 
has imposed upon th i s Committee the important task of submitting a revised version 
of the programme to the General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth regular session. To 
t h i s end, Mr. Chairman, the Working Group on a CPD has been re-established under 
your continued leadership, and I have no doubt i n my mind that, given willingness 
and a commitment by a l l members of the Committee to negotiate on a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, we can, i n the next 12 months, elaborate a CPD and 
present i t to the General Assembly at i t s 1983 session for adoption. One therefore 
hopes that informal contacts and consultations between the Chairman of the 
CPD Working Group and the various delegations and groups of delegations w i l l be 
carried out i n the inter-sessional period, i . e . between now and February 1985. 

My delegation has already expressed i t s gratitude to a l l the chairmen of the 
working groups for the wise and impartial v/ay i n which they have guided the 
deliberations of t h e i r respective working groups. We would l i k e the work of these 
groups to be continued, and indeed i n t e n s i f i e d , next year, with a view to 
formiAlating and agreeing on draft elements of future conventions i n the various 
f i e l d s of disarmament. 

I would be f a i l i n g i n ray duty i f I did not express the gratitude of my 
delegation for a l l the kind words which have been said about the manner i n which 
Ambassador C.G. Maina guided the work of the Committee during the month of August. 
I s h a l l convey a l l these good wishes and congratulatory sentiments expressed here 
about Ambassador Maina after his departure for Nairobi. 

Last, but not lea s t , l e t me take t h i s opportunity to bid farewell to 
Ambassador Summerhayes of the United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n and Northern Ireland. 
Ambassador Summerhayes has been unique i n t h i s Committee; his statements have 
always been short, precise and to the point — the t y p i c a l English t r a d i t i o n of 
using the English language. I speak as a person who had the misfortune — depending 
on how one looks at i t — of being subjected to the English educational system at 
the primary, intermediate and secondary levels i n Kenya as well as the university 
l e v e l i n London, according to which a pass with d i s t i n c t i o n i n a l l subjects and 
a f a i l u r e i n English meant a f a i l u r e i n a l l examinations. Anyway, I listened 
attentively to the l a s t but moving statement made by Ambassador Summerhayes and i t 
i s regrettable that t h i s Committee w i l l be losing such a gentle and experienced 
member. You have served Her Majesty's Government well, Mr. Ambassador, and on 
behalf of the Kenya delegation I would l i k e to wish you and your family good health 
and success i n your new assignment. 
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The CHAIEMAN (translated from Spanish)s I thank the distinguished 
representative of Kenya for h i s statement and for the very kind w o r d s he addressed 
to the Chair. The next speaker on my l i s t i s the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. Since our working groups have no 
vice-chairmen I am unable to delegate my r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r sajdng a fev7 words on that 
subject, and I sha l l therefore have to make an exception to the general rule that 
while a member of the Committee has the honour to act as i t s Chairman he endeavours 
to speak solely i n that capacity. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); S p e a k i n g as the Chairman 
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, I should l i k e 
to r e c a l l that at the informal meeting that was-held yesterday afternoon, a member 
of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, speaking on behalf of h i s 
country, made a suggestion with respect to paragraph 70 of Working Paper No. 74» 
Paragraph. 70, as drafted by the secretariat, reads, as follows; 

"70. Àt i t s 176th plenary meeting on 5 August 1982, the Committee decided to 
' re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament, envisaged i n paragraph IO9 of the Pi n a l Docviment of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assemblj?- devoted to disarmament, with a view 
to submitting a revised draft Comprehensive programme of Disarmament to the 
General Assembly ab i t s thirty-eighth session, taking into accoxmt the viev/s 
expressed and the progress achieved on the subject' at the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted fco disarmament. I t was understood that the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group would commence i t s substantive vrork i n the f i r s t part of 
the 198З session of the Committee-. At the same meeting, the Committee 
re-appointed the representative, of Mexico as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Viorking 
Group. " 

I should l i k e to make i t clear that the secretariat at no time con^ilted me on 
the drafting of tb&. text of tfeat paragraph- Nevert&eless, as with practicgbUy a l l 
of the draft report contained i n V/orking Paper N0» 74» I found the paragraph e n t i r e l y 
satisfactory. V/hy? Because i t contains a l l the essential facts and because I 
consider that Talleyrand's advice not to be over-zealous i s very much to-be 
recommended on certain occasions. ilowever, i f the distinguished delegation of the 
Federal Republic of Germany should v/ish to maintain the suggestion i t made at the 
informal meeting yesterday, then i t vrould be necessary to make certain additions 
to the text on the basis of the o f f i c i a l documents. In the f i r s t place i t would 
be_necessary to amend the suggestion made by the distinguished representative who 
spoke yesterday since i t dees not adhere very f a i t h f u l l y to the vrording used i n the 
f i n a l verbatim record of the 176th plenary meeting. Apart from that, however, 
i t vrould be necessary i n addition to say that at the same meeting the Chairman of 
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the Ad Hoc Working Group i n question, after thanking the members of the Committee 
for t h e i r kindness i n reappointing him to act as Chairman of that Group, said the 
following, vrhich i s on page 31 of the verbatim record: 

"Lastly, I should l i k e to stress that although my appointment i s a signal 
honour for me, at the same time i t e n t a i l s a heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y which, as 
I said at the Committee's informal meeting at vrhich t M s subject vras 
discussed, I only f e l t able to accept — for the reasons I gave i n my 
statement of 3 August — because i t was clear that the Working Group 
would not embark on i t s tasks u n t i l next year." 

Nevertheless, since i t had been said, at the meeting to wMch I am re f e r r i n g , 
that i t vrould be desirable for the Chairman to hold informal consultations, I 
proceeded as soon as I was able to thereafter, during that same vreek of 
Thursday, 5 August, to conduct certain consultations of t M s kind — informal 
and eзфloratory — with colleagues members of the Group of 21. From those 
exchanges and from the r e p l i e s I received to the questions I asked, i t was very 
clear — very clear indeed — that the members of the Group continued to 
consider i t essential that the comprehensive programme of disarmament, especially 
as regards matters connected with nuclear vreapons, should not imply any retreat, 
however small, from v/hat vras embodied i n the F i n a i Document of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y from the provisions of paragraph 51 of that document, wMch i s 
concerned vrith the complete prohibition of nuclear-we apon tests. 

As you v / i l l remember, the follovfing week, on Tuesday, 10 August, at the 
Committee's 177th plenary meeting, the distinguished representative of the 
United States, Ambassador F i e l d s , said, among other things — I am quoting 
from page 12 of document CD/PV.177 — "My Government continues to hold a 
comprehensive best ban as an ultimate objective, although v/e believe that the 
present time i s not propitious f o r the negotiation of such a ban". In viev/ of 
t M s categorical statement and the váev/s s t i l l held by the members of the 
Group of 21, I considered — as I s t i l l do — that i t v/ould be a v/aste of time 
to continue conducting informal consultations at present. I hoped that the 
situation v/ould be different next year, and I must say that i t v/as v/ith 
p a r t i c u l a r s a t i s f a c t i o n that I heard the representative of the UMted States 
today say the follov/ing: "Regarding the comprehensive programme, v/e look 
forv/ard to resuming our v/ork next session so that v/e can report to the 
General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session as requested". 

Thus, after t h i s statement, v/hich v / i l l anpear m the records, i f i t i s the 
v/ish of the Committee that paragraph 70 of Working Paper No. 74 should remain 
as I t was drafted by the secretariat, I s h a l l be perfe c t l y s a t i s f i e d , but i f the 
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Committee víishes to add something along the l i n e s of the suggestion made yesterday 
afternoon, to which I referred at the outset of my statement, then i t w i l l 
n a t u r a l l y be necessary to complete the paragraph i n the way I have just 
indicated, 

• The СНА.ШШТ (translated from Spanish); That i s the end of the statement 
of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament, and I sha l l now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative 
of the United Kingdom, who wishes to exercise h i s rig h t of reply. The 
distinguished representative of the United Kingdom has the f l o o r , 

Mr. SUIMERHAYES (United Kingdom); I f i n d i t deplorable that I should have 
to make a statement i n right of reply and take up the time of the Committee, at 
t h i s l a t e stage of our session and at the present l a t e hour, i n order to reply 
to a propa^gandistic and t o t a l l y unwarranted attack on my country's p o s i t i o n 
i n respect of the Falkland Islands and i t s people, made by the distinguished 
representative of Argentina i n the course of his statement t h i s morning. 

His authorities do not yet seem to have learned that vir u l e n t and 
propagandistic statements do not win v i c t o r i e s . The vrorld at large well knows 
what i s true and i s not deceived. I s h a l l therefore be very b r i e f i n my 
response to the remarks made t h i s morning. 

I should l i k e to ask delegations to r e f l e c t on the follov/ing questions; 

1. 'fnich country has made and continues to make threats and menaces i n 
respect of the Falkland Islands? 

2. Iftiich country invaded the t e r r i t o r y of another and then terrorized 
i t s inhabitants, v/ho rejected absolutely the idea of being ruled by a foreign 
m i l i t a r y dictatorship vrhose actions against i t s ovm people had given clear 
indications of i t s attitude tovrards human rights and l i b e r t y ? 

3. V/hich country has resolutely declined to declare an end to the 
h o s t i l i t i e s since peace and l i b e r t y were restored i n the Falkland Islands i n 
Jime t h i s year? 

The answer to these questions i s clear to a l l . In every case Argentina 
i s the country at f a u l t . 

F i n a l l y , the representative of Argentina t r i e d to suggest that the 
United Kingdom had disregarded i t s givarantees regarding nuclear vreapons. My 
Government has stated both i n the Security Council and i n the General Assembly — 
and I repeat i t here — that i t would be inconceivable that the United Kingdom 
would use nuclear vreapons against Argentina. The very thought i s r i d i c u l o u s . 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of the 
United Kingdom for h i s statement, and bhe next speaker on my l i s t i s the 
distinguished representative of Senegal, Mr. Ibrahim Sy, to vrhom I now give the 
f l o o r . 
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Mr. SY (Senegal) (translated from French); Allow me f i r s t of a l l to offer 
you my warmest congratulations on your accession to the chairmanship of t h i s 
eminent body. Your q u a l i t i e s as a shrewd diplomat as v/ell as your long experience 
i n disarmament negotiations are known and appreciated by a l l . Vie are sure, 
therefore, that you w i l l bring the work of the present session to a successful 
conclusion. 

I should also l i k e to offer my congratulations to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Maina, who conducted the Committee's work l a s t month with a s k i l f u l 
hand. 

Participating i n the Committee on Disarmament as an observer for the f i r s t 
time has been a most enriching experience for ray delegation and has also given 
us a better idea of the extent and complexity of disarmament problems. As we have 
listened to the many statements that have been made here and as v/e have followed 
tho discussions concerning the p r i n c i p a l items on the agenda, we have become aware 
of the devotion of the various members of the Committee to the cause of disarmament 
but also of the great number of obstacles which s t i l l e x i s t . This has confirmed us 
i n the conviction that disarmament demands true dedication and that the 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l States i s needed i n order to achieve i t . 

Indeed, after the disappointing results of the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t i s more than ever essential to give 
fresh impetus to disarmament negotiations. That i s the expectation of world public 
opinion, perturbed as i t i s by the resurgence of the nuclear arras race and the 
manifold threjits hanging over mankind. At the present time, when the use of force 
i s becoming commonplace i n international relations, when certain c o l o n i a l i s t and 
r a c i s t regimes persist i n denying peoples the i r fundamental human ri g h t s , when 
nuclear arsenals arc growing larger every day, no one can be s a t i s f i e d v/ith the 
slowness of progress i n the i<¡atter of disarmament. What we need, i n f a c t , i s a 
mors dynamic approach i n order to reverse the trend of increasing dangers and to 
make tha cisarmamenfe e f f o r t a gradual process towards the elimination of weapons, 
both nuclear and conventional. Such an approach should be based upon the adoption 
by a l l of a positive attitude towards the disarmament negotiations combined with 
rerp:.et for previous commitments and a concern not to convert the consensus rule 
into a hindrance to disarmam.ent. The present session of the Committee has not 
alT/ays given reason to believe that rapid progress was being made i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 
I t i s regrettable, for instance, that i t was not possible to adopt the proposals 
for the establishment of working groups on nuclear disarmament, the prevention of 
nucloar war and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

Si m i l a r l y , although the discussions on a nuclear test ban have permitted a 
thorough exchange nf views, uncertainty prevails as to the next stage. Nevertheless, 
we should v/elcome the progress, however limited, that has been made i n these 
discussions. Vie also hope that the discussions on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament w i l l be resumed next year. We believe that the adoption of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament w i l l provide a coherent framework for the 
successful continuation of the negotiations i n progress on the cessation of nuclear 
tesrts and on radiological and chemical weapons. I t w i l l also serve as a starting 
point for new negotiations on'security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States, 
the reduction of u i i l i t a r y budgets, disarmament and development, and many other 
questions. Vie are hopeful that the other working groups w i l l emulate tho 
\iorking Group on Chemical Weapons and acnieve progress i n the near future. 

file:///iorking
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In conclusion, I should l i k e to say a few words on the question of the review 
of the membership of the Committee on Disarmament. In that connection we note 
with pleasure that the Committee's draft report states that i t has no objection 
i n p rinciple to a further limited expansion of i t s membership. Vie hope that the 
members of the Committee w i l l shortly be able to agree on the c r i t e r i a and 
procedures to be applied. Vie f e e l we should emphasize at once, however, that the 
c r i t e r i o n of geographical balance applied by a l l organizations and bodies i n the 
United Nations system ought i n any event to be taken duly into account. Technical 
q u a l i f i c a t i o n s are, of course, important. But apart from the fact that such 
q u a l i f i c a t i o n s can be acquired, i t should be borne i n mind that disarmament i s 
primarily a p o l i t i c a l process and that therefore any review of the negotiating 
machinery should take account of t h i s fundamental f a c t . U n t i l such time as the 
Committee i s i n a position to make proposals concerning i t s expansion and we 
trust that t h i s w i l l be soon — we earnestly hope that the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 
non-member States w i l l be made easier so that they can follow a l l aspects of the 
Committee's work f u l l y . 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I thank the representative of 
Senegal for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
The l a s t speaker on ray l i s t for t h i s morning i s the representative of Argentina, 
who wishes to exercise his right of reply. He has the f l o o r . 

Mr. GARCIA MORITAN (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I 
am sorry that I have had to ask for the f l o o r again after hearing the remarks of 
the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom. He spoke of propaganda 
and said that a th i r d world, non-aligned country was making propaganda. That i s 
cert a i n l y i r o n i c a l . The facts of the c o l o n i a l question are no mere propaganda; 
the facts of the colonial question are an extremely serious matter i n international 
r e l a t i o n s . But i t seems that the right to speak about subjects v/hich are not 
precisely concerned with disarmament i s reserved exclusively to certain Viestem 
Powers. When those Powers referred to the cases of Afghanistan and Poland, was 
that not, perhaps, propaganda? In t h i s connection i t i s s u f f i c i e n t to refer to 
the verbatim record of the 170th meeting of t h i s Committee (CD/PV.I70), We are 
also accused of having used force. I t i s also i r o n i c a l that the co l o n i a l power 
par excellence should accuse Argentina of using force. The maintenance of a colonial 
Situation i s by d e f i n i t i o n an act of aggression, an act of force. I would l i k e 
very b r i e f l y to r e c a l l some facts with respect to t h i s matter. Vihen peaceful 
Argentine workers were on the islands of South Georgia i n February, with the f u l l 
knowledge of the United Kingdom as the result'of a contract signed i n London, i t 
was the United Kingdom which sent us a note signed by the then Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s , a note drafted and conceived i n the most orthodox c o l o n i a l i s t 
terms. Vie were told i n that note that i f v-re did not withdraw the Argentine workers 
the United Kingdom would remove them by force, and i t sent a warship for that 
purpose. Vie were also t o l d that nuclear submarines and also ships would be sent 
to the South A t l a n t i c . I t i s s u f f i c i e n t to r e c a l l Security Council resolution 502, 
which the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom himself stated i n 
t h i s very Committee on Disarmament, at i t s 170th plenary meeting, was a mandatory 
resolution — a resolution that was sponsored and drafted by the United Kingdom i n 
the Security Council and voted for by the United Kingdom. Nevertheless, that 
resolution did not state that Argentina was the aggressor country; that resolution 
did not imply, as a number of members of the Security Council pointed out, that 
the United,Kingdom could arrogate to i t s e l f the role of policeman and send to the 
South A t l a n t i c a punitive f l e e t — the largest f l e e t constituted since 1956, when 
the United Kingdom, again, embarked upon the Suez adventure. On 5 and 7 August 1932, 
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the United Kingdom was responsible for incidents against Argentine f i s h i n g vessels 
in Argentine j u r i s d i c t i o n a l waters, using B r i t i s h warships and m i l i t a r y a i r c r a f t ; 
that constitutes the use of force. I t was the United Kingdom which used force i n 
1833 when i t expelled tho Argentine population l i v i n g on the islands; that 
constitutes the use of force. And the United Kingdom should know that the use 
of force — to repeat i t s ovm v/ords does not win v i c t o r i e s ; i n time i t always 
has to be paid f o r . The distinguished representative of the United Kingdom spoke 
about human rig h t s . How can we forget the sufferings of the people of 
Northern Ireland? The distinguished representative of the United Kingdom said 
that Argentina had refused to declare an end to the h o s t i l i t i e s . But Argentina 
was always ready to negotiate; Argentina was ready to implement resolution 502. 
I t was the United Kingdom which did not comply with that resolution, but sont a 
punitive f l e e t to the South A t l a n t i c . Argentina has been ready to negotiate for 
150 years. During the l a s t 17 years, Argentina was prepared to negotiate a c t i v e l y , 
but we constantly came up against the same d i f f i c u l t i e s we are coming up against 
today i n t h i s Committee as a result of the Unitod Kingdom's procrastinative 
attitude regarding negotiations. In February 1982 we were also prepared to 
negotiate and we proposed a plan of vjork. We v/ere also prepared to negotiate i n 
the months of A p r i l and May of t h i s year v/henever an opportunity for negotiation 
presented i t s e l f . We are prepared to negotiate today and tomorrow and we s h a l l 
always be prepared to negotiate. But the United Kingdom and i t s a l l i e s i n t h i s 
bloody enterprise should make no mistake, the Argentine Republic w i l l be prepared 
to s i t down at a negotiating table, but i t w i l l not give i n , even i f i t has to 
f i g h t , u n t i l the Malvinas Islands and the South Georgia and South Sandwich Islands 
are f i n a l l y once again a part of i t s national heritage. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank you. The distinguished 
representative of the United Kingdom has asked for the f l o o r , and I s h a l l give 
i t to him now, but I should be grateful i f the distinguished representatives 
who have participated i n t h i s dialogue, which v / i l l then be equal two statements 
on each side — could c a l l a nalt to i t after the statement that the distinguished 
representative of the United Kingdom i s about to иако, bearing i n mind that the 
thirty-seventh regular session of the General Assembly w i l l begin very shortly and 
w i l l , I believe, have items on t h i s question on i t s agenda. I give the f l o o r to 
the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom. 

Mr. SUMMERHAYES (United Kingdom): Of course I f u l l y accept your r u l i n g , 
Mr. Chairman. The f u l l history of the events i n the Falklands i s embodied i n the 
documents of the Security Council and most recently i n a l e t t e r dated 20 August 
to the President of the Security Council from the Permanent Representative of 
the United Kingdom i n New York. I v / i l l not weary the Corioittee with any further 
reply. 

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): I w i l l be exceedingly b r i e f . 
I v/ould just l i k e to make a b r i e f reference to the statement made e a r l i e r by the 
distinguished Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament. 3y implication, my delegation was asked whether we would wish 
to maintain an amendnent moved yesterday i n an informal body on the draft report, 
and tho reply i s '"Yes". My delcijation maintains this afflondment i n f u l l and v/ould 
be pleased to give the reasoning for i t i n the informal plenary where we understand 
a l l discussions about the report are to be conducted at t h i s juncture. 
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The CHAinM/a'i (translated from Spaniah); Thank you: that c l a r i f i e s the 
s i t u a t i o n , and the secretariat w i l l take the reply into account i n preparing 
the new te::t of tho relevant paragraph. The distinguished representative of 
Nigeria has the f l o o r . 

Mr. IJEUSRE (Nigeria): i-ir. Chairman, with reference to paragraph 70 of 
Viorking Paper No. 74» page 33» reading from the second l i n e from tho top, i t 
says: "taking into account the views expressed and the progress achieved on 
t h i s subject at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament". This i s i n connection with the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. I wonder whether t h i s i s f a c t u a l l y correct, whether progress was 
achieved, as far as t h i s item i s concerned. I f there was progress made, of 
coursa I have no problem at a l l , but as far as I know, I do not see where we 
achieved any progress. 

The CHAIPHAN (translated from Spanish): I s h a l l give the f l o o r to the 
Secretary of the Committee, the Personal Representative of the Secretary-General, 
for since, as I said, t h i s paragraph was drafted by the secretariat, I am sure 
he w i l l be able to give an explanation i n answer to the question put by the 
distinguished representative of Nigeria. 

Mr. JAIPAL (Secretary of tne Committee and Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-General): Mr. Chairman, I think that t h i s i s an exact quotation. I 
v ; i l l check i t again and show the Ambassador of Nigeria the quotation from which 
these vrords have been taken. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): Does no other representative wish 
to take the floor? I s h a l l therefore adjourn the meeting. Since we have ended 
t h i s morning's meeting a l i t t l e l a t e r than usual, t h i s afternoon's meeting w i l l 
s t a r t o f f i c i a l l y at 3.13 p.л., and actually —• i n accordance with the rule we 
have agreed to establish — at 3.25 p.m. The meeting i s adjoui-ned. 

Ths meeting rose at 1.30 p.? 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I declare open the l88.th-plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee i s to complete today i t s 
consideration of the reports of i t s subsidiary bodies as well as of i t s annual report 
to the United Nations General Assembly. 

The Committee has before i t the following documents: the reports of the three 
ad hoc working groups, the draft report of the Committee on Disarmament to the 
United Nations General Assembly, that i s , Working Paper No. 74/Rev.l, and l a s t l y , the 
index of statements by country and subject of the Committee on Disarmament i n 1982. 

With reference to the l a s t document, I wish to inform the members of the 
Committee that i n preparing the index the secretariat has taken into account 
statements made up to and including the l86th plenary meeting, held l a s t Tuesday, 
14 September. Statements made at the l a s t two plenary meetings, that i s to say, those 
held yesterday and today, w i l l be included l a t e r . I should l i k e to i n v i t e delegations 
to examine the index and to inform the secretariat of any changes they wish to have 
made i n i t before midday on Wednesday, 22 September. ' The index w i l l be submitted f o r 
f i n a l preparation immediately after- that date. 

I suggest that we now take up "as our f i r s t business the reports of the Committee's 
ad hoc working groups and proceed to th e i r adoption. Let us take f i r s t of a l l the 
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which i s i n document CD/532. 
I f I hear no objections, I s h a l l consider that the Committee adopts t h i s report of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group, the f u l l text of which w i l l , as usual, be included i n the 
Committee's own report. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish) : We s h a l l now go on to the report of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, v/hich i s i n document CD/334. I f I hear 
no objections, I s h a l l consider t h i s report adopted. 

I t v̂ /as so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): This brings us to the th i r d report, 
that of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological V.'eapons, and i t i s i n document CD/328. 
Again, i f I hear no objections I s h a l l consider the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
as adopted. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): Let us now go on to consider 
Working Paper No. 74/Rev.l, containing the draft report of the Committee to the 
General Assembly. This text of the draft report has been circulated by the 
secretariat today, but i n good time before the present meeting. Some representatives 
have suggested to me that since we examined the draft report as recently as 
yesterday, i t could perhaps be submitted to the Committee for adoption as a whole. 
I v/ould see no objection to that i f the distinguished members of the Committee agree 
to that procedure. I would l i k e to ask i f there i s any objection to our proceeding 
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i n t h i s way, that i s tq say, to the adoption of the draft report of the Committee on 
Disarmament, Working Paper No. 74/Rev.l,.a3 a whole, on the understanding, of course,, 
that i f any typing or s t y l i s t i c errors should be discovered l a t e r , they w i l l be duly.-,; 
corrected. There would appear to be no objection to t h i s course and I s h a l l therefore 
proceed accordingly. 

The report was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); On the l i s t of speakers for today there 
are the representatives of France and of tha Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. I 
give the floor to the distinguished representative of France,'Ambassador de l a Gorce. 

Mr. de l a GORCE (France) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, the French 
delegation would l i k e f i r s t of a l l to offer you i t s congratulations and to express 
i t s .gratitude to you for.bhe way i n which you have .been conducting the f i n a l phase 
of our. session. 'We know from experience that each year the f i n a l weeks of our session 
are the most d i f f i c u l t : the drafting of our report has become a very onerous 
operation, and perhaps we ought to think about ways of lightening and simplifying this 
task. Nevertheless the fact that we are today, bringing our work to- what i s , after a l l , 
a sa;tisfactory conclusion i s i n large part due to your wisdom and experience and your 
vast knowledge of. disarmament matters., and I. should l i k e here to pay tribute to- the 
major contribution you have been making for so many years, with such s k i l l and 
devotion and with such profound conviction, to the cause of disarmament, the,-mostr-
v i t a l but also the most d i f f i c u l t of a l l the tasks undertaken by the international 
community. 

I should a l s o , l i k e to express ray thanks to Mbassador Maina, who guxaed our work 
during the month of August with eff i c i e n c y and competence. At the same time, I am 
happy to-welcome my new colleagues, Ambassador Vidas, the representative of 
Yugoslavia, and Ambassador Cannock, the representative of Peru. I should l i k e to 
offer thera a warm welcome and to assure tham of our desire for friendly co-operation. 

Lastly, my delegation-cannot but express i t s very great regret at the imminent 
departure of Ambassador Summerhayes. Our United Kingdom colleague has won the respect 
and friendship of a l l of us here. We admire his diplomatic talents and his 
i n t e l l e c t u a l g i f t s , the soundness of his judgement and of his character, and his 
great courtesy; his contribution to our work has been one of the highest quality. 
A Frenchman l i k e myself cannot forget the bonds of a l l i a n c e and association.that unite 
our two countries, the t r i a l s v;e have been through together i n the course, of t h i s 
century and the outstanding contribution of the United Kingdom, i n those 
circumstances and i n others, to the cause of freedom. 

Tha French delegation offers Ambassador Summerhayes i t s very-best wishes for the 
years to come; I s h a l l continue, for my part, to retain warm feelings of friendship 
for him. , . -. 

The session which i s just ending has been i n many ways exceptional; our spring 
and summer meetings were separated by the special session of.the General As-sembly. 
The disappointing-outcome of•that-special session has adversely affected our work. 
But i t has not caused a complete hroa,<down: i t has not disrupted the i n s t i t u t i o n a l 
system established -for the discussion and r.iultilatsral negotia.tion of disarmaLnent 
questions; the principles and objectives l a i d down e a r l i e r '-/ere confirned, and the 
mea.greness - of the results achieved i n Now York should perhaps be a lesson to us to 
adopt a raore r e a l i s t i c and пюге patient aroroach, one nore suited to the d i f f i c u l t 
tines i n '-.'rich vre l i v e . 
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I t seems to me that our Committee has drawn t h i s lesson for i t s e l f and that i t 

has done the best i t could i n the very short space of time available to i t and within 
the narrow l i m i t s set by i t s working conditions, both external and i n t e r n a l . 

The Committee's eff o r t s have to a large extent been concentrated on the ir.portant 
issues of chemical weapons. 

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons has achieved praiseworthy r e s u l t s . The 
French delegation had some doubts at f i r s t about the method of contact groups 
suggested,by the Chairman. I t i s glad to bo able to say that i t s doubts were 
u n j u s t i f i e d , and i t wishes to compliment Ambassador Sujka v/hose innovations i n the 
organization of the work proved e n t i r e l y successful. The establishment of the nine 
contact groups permitted a thorough consideration of the various elements of a 
convention: i t served to highlight those aspects on vihich a consensus was i n sight; 
more p a r t i c u l a r l y , i t made i t easier to tackle the very many problems remaining to be 
resolved, including those of the scop© «f, the convention, definitions,^declarations 
of stocks and the i n i t i a t i o n and rate of t h e i r destruction and the problem of methods 
of international v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

In some cases the contact groups adopted "working hypotheses", which might serve 
as a basis f o r finding solutions for the outstanding problems. The French delegation 
wishes to express i t s gratitude to the co-ordinators of the contact groups;' t h e i r 
reports, which are annexed to the report- of the Working Group, should prove very 
useful during our subsequent work. 

With respect to r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the consultations a c t i v e l y conducted by 
Ambassador Wegener, the Chairman of the Working Group, have had the merit, i t seems, 
of persuading certain delegations to adopt an attitude which w i l l permit the 
resumption of negotiations on the p r i n c i p a l object of the convention i n question: 
the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The working paper presented by the Chairman 
w i l l undoubtedly constitute a useful basis for t h i s purpose. 

As regards the question of the protection of nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s , which 
several delegations wish to be dealt with at the sane tine, the proposal put forward 
by the delegation of Japan w i l l perhaps help those delegations to find a solution i n 
an appropriate framework. 

Л- t h i r d Working Group has held meetings during our summer session, i n i t s case 
for the f i r s t time —» the VJorking Group set up to examine the issues r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which would arise i n connection with a nuclear tast-ban treaty. On 
5 August l a s t , the French delegation explained why i t f e l t unable to participate i n 
that Working Group. Its attitude i n that respect, I should l i k e to repeat, i n no 
way means that i t underestimates the importance attaching to the elaboration of an 
effective and non-discriminatory system of international v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The other items on our agenda have been discuss-od by the Committee i t s e l f . 

Item 2 ~- cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament — r i g h t l y 
occupies the most important place i n our report. Once again, however, the report 
r e f l e c t s the d i f f e r i n g positions of States members rather than any progress i n the 
approach to these fundamental problems. We continue to believe that progress w i l l 
depend on a correct appreciation of the r e l a t i v e sizes of national писЗеаг forces 
and of the hierarchy of r e s p o n s i b i l i c i e s flowing therefrom, and on respect for the 
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conditions of each nation's security and more p a r t i c u l a r l y for the balances guaranteeing 
that security. Recognition of these r e a l i t i e s w i l l open the way to the solution we 
have repeatedly described. The i n i t i a t i o n of b i l a t e r a l talks i n Geneva i s an 
i l l u s t r a t i o n of the way we advocate. 

With regard to the prevention of nuclear war, a subject which has occupied a very 
large place i n our discussions, both here and in Wevr York, my delegation has constantly 
reiterated that this objective cannot be isolated or dissociated from the other 
objectives which are by the i r nature linked with i t : the prevention of war i t s e l f and 
the maintenance of security and thus of those balances which must i n certain 
situations guarantee that security. 

• The question of negative security assurances has not been discussed i n substance 
this summer: our report notes i n this connection the views of the Group of -21 on the 
positions of certain nuclear-weapon powers and indicates that those views led 
Ambassador Ahmad, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, to conclude that the work 
of the Group had reached an impasse. The French delegation would l i k e to r e c a l l i n 
t h i s connection that i t s Government has modified i t s position on t h i s matter. As 
Mr. Cheysson, the.Minister for Foreign A f f a i r s of the French Republic, declared at the 
second special session of the General Assembly, " i n thus moving closer to the kind of 
guarantee already made by others, France hopes to f a c i l i t a t e the drafting of a 
Security Council resolution on this issue.". We have discussed various possible 
formulas hare, and i t i s my delegation's view that i f they were thus backed by the 
authority of ths Security Council the existing declarations would i n themselves 
constitute à system of security assurances of undeniable value. 

With respect to the other two items on our agenda those concerning outer 
space and a comprehensive programme of disarmament — we are putting o f f our hopes 
to the next session. As regards the f i r s t of these items, we hope that after the 
very useful discussions of sutstance which have taken place this year, the Committee' 
will be i n a position next year to set up a working group. 

Lastly, rpy delegation would l i k e to refer to a matter to which i t attaches 
considerable importance ^nd v/hich v/e have discussed without reaching any conclusion, 
namely, that of the admission of new members. Wa are i n favour of a moderate 
enlargement of the Committee which would not affect i t s nature as a- negotiating body. 
We believe that the admission of 10 new members would be compatible with t h i s 
condition. Such an addition would show a willingness to innovate, v/hich i s "ery 
desirable i n present circumstances; i t v/ould give legitimate s a t i s f a c t i o n to 
Governments which have shown an active concern for the cause of disarmament and v/hose 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n , far from reducing the effectiveness of the Committee's work, would be 
l i k e l y to increase i t . 

We very much hops that at i t s next session the Committee w i l l be able to take a 
decision to v;hich, as our report i t s e l f states, there i s no objection i n p r i n c i p l e . 

We consider that the question of the expansion of the membership of the Committee 
i s a different matter from that o^ changes that might be made in i t s organization and 
methods of work. The French delegation i s naturally ready to discuss these further. 
Hov/ever, i t does not feel that the inadequate results of the negotiations i n the 
Committee arc attributable to the i n s t i t u t i o n i t s e l f or to i t s methods. In fact, i t 
considers that those methods, v/hich have been inoroved from year to year, are now 
satisfactory, even i f thoy could be improved s t i l l further. 
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Progre&s c l e a r l y depends on other conditions : the w i l l cf Governnents or the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s they have of negotiating and reaching agreements, vmich themselves 
depend on the state of international relations and on the requirements of security 
and the maintenance of confidence. 

Before I end I should l i k e to express the gratitude of the French delegation to 
a l l those who have assisted us during this session including, i n the f i r s t instance, 
/jîîbassador J a i p a l , who has carried out his tasks v/ith the s k i l l and competence with 
v/hich v/e are a l l f a m i l i a r , the Deputy Secretary, Mr. Berasategui, and his colleagues 
i n the Centre for Disarmament, the interpreters and translators and a l l members of 
the secretariat. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the distinguished representative 
of France, Anbassador de l a Gorce, for his statement and for the very kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. I now give the fl o o r to the distinguished representative of 
the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Anbassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
The Soviet.delegation has asked for the f l o o r i n order to make some general comments 
and observations concerning t h i s year's session of the Committee. 

Our v/ork has been taking place during a d i f f i c u l t and c r i t i c a l period i n the l i f e 
of the international community. P o l i t i c a l decisions have recently been taken which 
have exacerbated the arms race, and further dangerous steps have been undertaken i n 
the realms of the building up and qua l i t a t i v e improvement of arsenals of strategic 
weapons, chemical "rearmament", the déploiement of additional strategic v/eapons i n 
Europe and the extension of the arns race to outer space; commitments entered into 
to conduct negotiations on certain highly i'nportant aspects of disarmament have been 
violated. 

Against the background of these facts, the a c t i v i t y of those who are i n favour 
of peace and the strengthening of international security has also markedly increased. 
The mass an t i - m i s s i l e , anti-nuclear, anti-v/ar movement, v/hic:. unites i n i t s ranks 
representatives of a l l s o c i a l strata has .iustly been described i n th i s Committee as 
a portent of peace. 

Expressing the v-/orld community s w i l l for peace and disarmament, the Soviet Union 
and other s o c i a l i s t countries put forward, at the second special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly on disarmament, new proposals aimed at the 
strengthening of peace and international security. In a message to the special 
session, L.I. Brezhnev, the Head of tha .Soviet State, announced the Soviet Union's 
u n i l a t e r a l undertaking not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. The Soviet Union 
also submitted a memorandum on "Averting the growing nuclear throat and curbing the 
arras race"'. These important proposals, vrhich v/ere circulated by the Soviet delegation 
a s ' o f f i c i a l documents of the Committee, met with understanding and a positive reaction 
on the part of many States represented i n the Comnittee. 

The Soviet delegation does not v/ish today to dwell i n d e t a i l on the various items 
on the Committee's agenda. In tho course of the session v/e have made statements on 
each of them at the Committee's plenary meetings and i n i t s working groups. Our 
general assessment of the session -/as also reflected i n the sunming-uo statement made 
by the d i s t i n T u i s h a d representative of Eulgaria, ••nbassado- Tellalov, the 
co-ordinator of the grouo of s o c i a l i s t countries. 
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Broadly, we associate oiirselves with those delegations which have expressed 
concern over the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the arms race and the aggravation of international 
tension, on the one hand, and the ineffectiveness of the Committee's work on the other. 
Indeed, the incapacity of the Committee on Disarmament to f u l f i l i t s mandate as the 
sole m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum i s paxt i c u l a r l y s t r i k i n g aga.inst the background of 
the acute aggravation of the international s i t u a t i o n and the heightened danger of the 
outbreak of a global nuclear war. 

I f there have been any positive results of the Committee's work i n 1982, these, 
i n our view, relate mainly to the problem of the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons. As many heads of delegations pointed out at the second special 
session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disaxmament and also here i n 
this Committee, the submission bj- the Soviet Union of a draft text of "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of 
chemical weapons and on the i r destruction" represented a ver^i' positive contribution to 
progress i n the negotiations on this question. Under the s k i l f u l guidance of 
Ambassador Sujka, the representative of Poland, concrete negotiations on a wide range 
of issues r e l a t i n g to a future convention were successfully started within the 
Committee. The work done i n the various contact groups set up on iunbassa,dor Sujka's 
i n i t i a t i v e — i n s p i t e , i t хаз^- be said, of the objections of certain d.elegations — 
and the Chairman's document containing a consolidated text of compromise wordings of 
the elements of the futxire convention w i l l undoubtedly provide a useful basis for 
future negotiations. Nevertheless, we cannot be f u l l y s a t i s f i e d even viith the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. We are coming to the very 
d.efinite conclusion that certain States are i n no hurry over these negotiations. I t 
looks as i f the i r successful conclusion might frustrate certain plans f o r the creation 
of new types of chemical vreo.pons. Ue regret that the Committee failed, to reach 
agreement on a deadline for the completion of the negotiations and that by interrupting 
our work for seireral months we are, as i t were, brealcing o f f i n mid-sentence. 

I should l i k e now to comment on the a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee on Disa^rmajnent 
from a wider vievrpoint i n a h i s t o r i c a l perspective, so to speaJc. Hot a single 
agreement i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms ra.ce cad disarmsxient has been 
drafted i n the Committee since 1976. The expansion of the Committee's membership and 
the adoption of jrules of proced-ure f o r i t s г;огк i n 197? f a i l e d to change things f o i ; 
the better. Moreover, although a, number of dra-fts have been submitted to the 
Committee i n recent /ears, some have not been considered a.t a l l while i n the case of 
others i t has proved impossible to reach f i n a l agreement owing to the attempts of 
certain delegations to l i n k them a r t i f i c i a l l y with л'-arious other iasues. 

The reasons f o r this s i t u a t i o n are well knoim. Both we and many other delegations 
ha.ve spoken about them at this session and at eaxlier sessions of the Committee. I t 
i s more end. more often being said, as г/as the case at the second special session of 
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmajnent, that the Committee 
on Disarmament i s f a i l i n g to f u l f i l the task set before i t , l i e agree with those 
judgements. Experience has shovm that, i n a nmber of cases, che Committee i s îiot 
only not f a c i l i t a t i n g negotiations but i s i n fact becoming e. kind of ЬгаЛсе, an 
obst3.cle to negotiations. The most negative aspects of the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s 
which ha.ve become a.pparent i n recent /ears are, i i i our view, the following. 

F i r s t . The s t a r t i n g of negocirtions i n the СогяпИоее on the тся ^ a.cute problem 
of our time — the cesse.cion of the nucleax arms raco and nuclear disarmsment — has 
been blocked because of the position of the United S-cates of .jnerica. элга certain 
other States. For the same reason, the Corarriittee has o l e o been unable to embark on 
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negotiations on the question of the prevention of nuclear war, as proposed Ъу India, 
despite thé fact — I would point out — that such negotiations were begun v/ithin the 
framework of the Second special session on disarmament, although for lack of .time and 
other reasons they vrere not successfully concluded, but they nevertheless ylelàeà. a 
good deal of useful material. In this matter, v/hich i s of exceptional importance 
for the fate of nankind, the Comnittee on Disarmament has actually taken a step 
backxvards i n comparison with the second special session. 

Second-. Some States have of labe been tr y i n g to d i s t o r t the very content sxid^ 
nature of negotiations i n the Coimnittee. The united Srates, for example, having 
3.greed to the establishment of a working group on a nuclear test ban, at the same 
time d.eclares that i t does not regard the elaboration of a.n agreement on the complete 
axiu. gênerai prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests as g, matter of urgencji^. Thus the 
international community demands, as a p r i o r i t y task, the conduct of negotiations 
aimed at the immediate prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests , but the Committee merely 
conducts general discussions, not directed towards the fulfilment of that task, that 
i s , the drafting of a treat)- on the complete cessation of tests. 

Third. À tendency to drag out negotiations i s becoming more and more apparent 
i n the Committee. We have already mentioned-this i n connection with the question of 
the prohibition of chemice^l vreapons. This i s done under a variety of pretexts. I t 
i s claimed, f o r example, that i t i s necessax-j^ to carry out careful эла thorough 
investigations of various technicaol issues, to make use of the l a t e s t achievements of 
science and technology i n devising a systen for the v e r i f i c a t i o n of complis.nce with 
agreements, ?jid so on. We have seen cases v^here some of the methods proposed had 
not only not received international recognition but had not even been f u l l y worked 
out by thei r authors. 

Here are some examples. The Group of seismological experts, after doing some 
worthwhile and rather detailed work, submitted reports proposing the i n s t i t u t i o n of 
a systen for the v e r i f i c a t i o n oí compliance v/ith a nuclea.r test ban agreement based 
on an interna-tional seismological netv^ork using both Level 1 and, i n certain cases, 
Level 2 data. Tlie s c i e n t i s t s of many countries, including the United States 
cf iunerica, Sv/ed.en, the United Kingdom, the USSR and o.'hers, have authoritativelj'-
confirmed the effectiveness of this E;,'-stem, but here i n the Committee v/e are to l d ; 
no, l e t us s t a r t again i r o n the beginning; l e t us elabora.te a nev/ system, a. more 
complex one, a system for v/hich there i s no need and, moreover, one v/ith v/hich, a.s 
the authors of these proposals Imow f i o l l v/ell, many d.ele.gations maj not agree, 
lüvidentl/ that i s precisely' v/ha,t they want, 

\niafc i s particularlj- abnormal i s the practice of r. -iijnber of delega,tions of, so 
to speak, putting the cart before the horse. Before a,greenent has been reached on 
the maán questions of p r i n c i p l e of a. future convention, these delegations i n s i s t upon 
the solution of secondaty and often very d.ebat,able issues. Such an cvpproach i s 
concre-xy to the usual practice i n conducting international negotia.tions. 

VJe viish to state once more: vre are completely opposed to the Committee's becoming 
involved i n a pointless discussion on subsidiary issues before a,n 'onderstanding has 
been reached and an agreement has been -formulated- on the me.in issues. This concerns, 
i n partucular, the convention on -the prohibition of chemical v/eapons. Let ne за/ 
i t frenkl,/: the p o l i t i c a l purpose of such шалоеи-vres i s -oerfecclr clear to us; i t i s 
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to conceal an imwillingness, an unrea,diness to conclude concrete agreements on the 
limita,tion of the a.rms race behind an a r t i f i c i a l , ostenta.tious activitj'- i n secondary, 
subordinate areas. 

Fourth. Yet another negative aspect has ver;/ recently become app.?.rent i n the 
Committee. P r i o r tc 1980, one seat i n the Conanittee remained empty: f i r s t , up to 
1579» that of one nuclear Power and. then, for a period of a, year, that of another. 
Now we are fa,ced with a situation where two seats o.re empty during negotiations on 
one of the most urgent disarmament issues. There i s thus a trend i n the Committee 
towarÍLS ал increase i n the number of empty seats. We s h a l l perhaps see our Committee 
room gradually growing emptier. Of course, every State has tha sovereign right 
to decide whether or not i t i s prepared to engage i n certain negotiations. Eu.t 
you w i l l agree that i t créantes a nevr s i t u a t i o n i n the Committee i f negotiations on 
certain matters are to be conducted among only some of the States members of the 
Committee. I t i s obvious thai we have to thirJs: about the possible consequences of 
this new s i t u a t i o n . 

F i f t h . In s p i t e , even, of the existence of a number of vrorking groups — 
although i t must be said that some of them f a i l e d to do the job assigned to them and 
have ceased, for the time being at l e a s t , to exist — the negotiating element accounts 
for only 3, small pa.rt of the Committee's a.ctivities. The Committee on Disarmajnent 
spends i t s time p r i n c i p a l l y i n discussions. I t s a c t i v i t i e s e,re hardly d^ifferent from 
those of the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembler or the United Nations 
Disarmament Commission. I t has become almost standard practice for the United States 
of America and certain other States to declare that they do not consider i t timely to 
conduct negotiations on, say, nuclear disarmament or the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race 
i n outer space or the prevention of nuclear vmr, etc., but have no objection to 
holding discussions on those questions. V/e can only advise those delegations to glance 
.at the appropriate provisions of the F i n a l Docvmaent of the f i r s t special session of 
the General Asserúbl;- d.evoted to disarmajnent, vrhere a clear d i s t i n c t i o n i s drawn 
betvieen negotiating bodies and forums for discussion. 

One l a s t thing. I-Ioro than a year ago the Soviet dolega.tion, together with the 
d_elegatlons of other s o c i a l i s t countries a,nd others, submitted a. number of suggestions 
for improving the Committee's organizational a c t i v i t i e s . Hov/ever, i n this area, too, 
nevr negative elements are appeñ,ring. I v r i l l quote just two exe,mples. 

As you knov.r, negotiations i n "i-he Committee cannot begin u n t i l the Committee has 
t,al<:en a decision to establish a vrorking group — c^lthough, as I have .?lreody pointed 
out, we consider that as soon ,?s a.n item i s placed on the Committee's 3.genda, gi\''en 
the fact tha.t the Committee i s a negotio.ting body, the establishjnent of the a.ppropi-iate 
subsidiary- bod.y should toke place automa-'rlcally. 'Je vras te s .great deal of time, 
sometimes months, on agreeing 'upon a mand.ate, although here, too, "the Soviet delegation 
considers fchat the mandates of a l l vrorking groups could be b r i e f and nore or less 
ide-ntica,l. They could simply provide, for example, for the establishment of a 
vrorking group to co.nduct negoti-ations on the agenda, item concerned wi'th a vievr to 
draf t i n g the appropriate qgreemem: or afa-eements. That i s what the Committee was 
set up f o r . But l a t e l y , ./et another bar r i e r has been crerated, which miist be 
surmounted before negotiations cr<r begin. Discussions on the establishment of working 
r-^oups are not enough; di¿'.cussio:~.G ?Ъо-,.г'-' their ri£r.d.r,tes are n o t enough.;, we nevr have 
to have cgresment on t h e i r vrork urogrammos. íTovrhere, either i n ¡:he rules of r^rocedure 
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or i n any decision of the Committee, i s i t said that agreement on i t s programme of 
work i s a prerequisite to the conduct of negotia.tions i n subsidiary bodies. iuad 
yet a s i t u a t i o n a.rose this year when an a/btempt was made by the United. States and i t s 
avilies a r t i f i c i a n / to i n f l a t e the importance of this issue. How much time we have 
wasted on this I I f we go on i n this way, i t i s not impossible, we cannot exclude 
the p o s s i b i l i t y that next year somebody w i l l propose yet another preliminary' condition, 
saff, agreement on the order and sequence of statements i n the working group, a.nd. the 
year a f t e r that some wise ma,n, invoking the importance of the environjnent to 
negotiations, w i l l demand agreement on the question of optimum clim3.tic conditions 
for the work of a working group. \Ie s h a l l thus reach the point of absurdiiy. 

Here i s the second example. During the present session many delegations 
advocated the prolongation of the work of the Ad Hoc Vforking Group on Chemical M e a - p o n s . 
Many concrete proposals were put forward i n this respect, i n t e r a l i a by the USSR 
delegation. In the past, there was no d i f f i c u l t y i n deciding such matters. I t was 
only necessary to agree on a date, a.s i n the ca.se of the resumption of the a c t i v i i y 
of the ^forking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament l a s t January. This 
year this question became t e r r i b l y complicated and very nearly prevented the adoption 
of the report of the chemical weapons Group. Por some reason, problems aros'e as to 
wha,t the Group would do — although i t has a clea.r ajid precise mandate — who would 
be i t s Chairman, and i n what order, i t s meetings would be held. A l l the high 
diplomatic s k i l l of Mrs. Linlc, the United Kingdom representa/cive, was needed i n order 
to achieve agreement on paragraph 17 of i t s report. How many problems there were to 
be solved1 I believe that not even the Smperors Alexander and Napoleon, who 
concluded the Treaty of T i l s i t , would have found a way out of the s i t u a t i o n i n the 
chemical weapons V/orking Group i 

Gentlemen, i n a l l these new features of the Committee's organizational 
a c t i v i t i e s , too, we see the same i n t e n t i o n — t h e intention of those who are stepping 
up the arms race and s t r i v i n g for m i l i t a r y superiority to slovr dovm and. drag out 
actual negotiations. 

Everything I ha,ve said t e s t i f i e s to the fact that, owing to the attitude of 
certain States, the Committee on Disarmament i s f a i l i n g to d.o the job t h a t was given 
to i t . and i s being used by v.hose Sto-tes to block or dra,g out negotiations and as a. 
screen to conceal their policy of continuing the arms race. ¿LS a r e s u l t , the 
Committee i s passing through э. sharp c r i s i s . V/e believe that the internationad 
community should be informed about the situs.".ion which has arisen i n the Committee. 
•The Committee on Disarm.ament ought no t to be employed for purposes which have nothing 
to d.o with the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms roxej i t ought not to become a cover for the 
execution of m i l i t a i ^ programmes 5 i t cannot be used to d.eceive world public opinion. 

The recently issued report of the Seeretary-General cf the United Nations on the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Organization contains the following pa^ssage; 

"Unfortunately there has been a tendency to avoid bringing c r i t i c a l problems 
to the Security Council, or to do so boo l a t e for the Council to have ацу 
serious influence on the i r development. I t i s essential to reverse this 
trend i f the Council ir-. to pl?.y i t s role as the primary world authority for 
interna-tional peace and securib-", 

\/e believe that thi;3 statement applies to я certain degree to the Committee 
on Disarmament. 1/e c a l l upon a l l States members cf the Committee which are genuinely 
interested, i n the cause of diearrnpxieiib to hel-o reverse a i e negative .:rends I have 
d.escribed. 
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We are concluding this session and separating for four months. In January 

we s h a l l doubtless see some new faces in the Committee. We know that my neighbour, 
Hr. D.. Summerhayes, the head of the United Kingdom delegation, i s leaving us. Many 
f i n s things have been said about him. He i s an eminent representative of the 
B r i t i s h Foreign Service. The best form of reco¿̂ ,nition of his services would be the 
adoption of concrete agreemonts i n the Committee. I should l i k e to offer him my 
very best wishes. 

I wish to thank you, Mr. Chairman and also Ambassador J a i p a l and Hr. Berasategui, 
and I f u l l y associate myself with the words addressed by Ambassador de l a Gorce to 
the s t a f f of the technical services and especially to the interpreters. 

The CHAIRMAH (translated from Spanish): I thank the distinguished representative 
of the Soviet Union for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
The next speaker on my l i s t i s the distinguished representative of B r a z i l , 
Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a , to whom I now give the f l o o r . 

Mr. de SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, upon the adoption of our annual 
report, delegations usually make their assessment of the session i n terms of substance. 
My own delegation has follov;ed this practice i n previous years. On t h i s occasion, 
however, I would l i k e to share with the Committee some thoughts on the formal aspects 
of the report and c h i e f l y on how this Committee might turn the annual ordeal of i t s 
drafting and adoption into a less t i r i n g and a more f r u i t f u l experience. The 
excellent co-operation of the secretariat could also be u t i l i z e d i n a more ra t i o n a l 
way. A word of praise to the secretariat should be said at t h i s stage on the 
effi c i e n c y with which a l l those documents vje now have before us were so expeditiously 
processed. 

In the form i n which i t has been r i t u a l l y adopted four times nov;, plus the 
special report to the second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament, 
the Committee's report does l i t t l e to help advance the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
process of disarmament. To draft the report, by the v;ay, cannot be equated v;ith 
negotiating on anything, and the annual two-vieek e f f o r t i n which vie engage seems to 
have subconsciously replaced the real a c t i v i t y i n which t h i s Committee should be 
engaged. In fact, our annual reports have serious flaws that v;e should endeavour 
to correct, especially on those items which have not been examined i n working groups. 
They only serve the purposes of internal consumption by the delegations of member 
States, those of participating non-members and a few of the delegations i n the 
F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly. The majority of the membership of the 
United Nations, l e t alone the interested organizations and the public outside the 
Committee, vrould hardly understand the i r cryptic contents. The excessive 
u t i l i z a t i o n of safeguarding expressions designed to avoid ambiguity has become a 
baroque exercise i n f u t i l i t y , since i t i s obvious that the wording of the report does 
not create any kind of obligation for any delegation. Moreover, the burden of 
such qual i f i c a t i o n s often makes the indiv i d u a l positions more d i f f i c u l t to understand, 
rather than helping to c l a r i f y them. The result i s that tha f i n a l text usually 
does not sa t i s f y any of us. 
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By contrast,- the reports of the a c t i v i t i e s of the working groups have become 
progressively more informative and substantive, especially with respect to those 
items on which negotiations have been undertaken, al b e i t i n a preliminary fashion. 
I t seems obvious that i n 198Z our Governments w i l l be much more interested i n 
studying the three reports of the working groups, and par t i c x i l a r l y the cheraical 
weapons report," than i n ascertaining i f their positions on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament have been accurately restated and 
reiterated for the fourth consecutive tine i n the four-year history of bhe 
Committee on Disarnanent. 

I do not. wish to dwell on this subject today, but sinply to leave with ny' 
colleagues the thought that i t should not be too d i f f i c u l t to agree on a format 
for оггг a>,nnual report that would permit us to concentrate огис neg o t i a t i n g , a b i l i t i e s 
on topics on which we have conducted some negotiation, 'The"insertion of 
qualifying sentences or of statements of positions should not be mistalon f o r 
negotiation, I-1y delaga.tion i s convinced that the practices followed i n such annual 
r i t u a l s detract i n fact fron the r e a l purpose and function of the Committee on 
Disarmament and are detrimental to the effectiveness and prestige of this body. 

Accordingly, Mr. Chairman, my concrete suggestion would be tha.t the Chairman 
of. the Committee on Disarmament appoint at the beginning of the 1985 session a small 
group to work informally, with the assistance of the secretariat, on the 
r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n of the format of our report, on the basis of t"ne provisions 
contained i n . section XIII of our rules of procedure, l'ïy own delega.tion i s ready 
to .co-operate i n this e f f o r t and to present, at the appropriate t i n e , a fг̂ rther 
elaboration of the idea,s I have just put forv/ard. 

The СНАШШТ (translated fron 37>anish)i I thani: the distinguished 
representative of B r a z i l for his sta.tenent, and I now give the f l o o r to the 
next speaker on l i s t , the distins'r-Mshed representative of the Federal Repuolic of 
Germany, 

I-h?, VJEGHEEIR (Federal l l i p u b l i c -of Germany) ; î'h:, С1̂ а1гтэ,п, m y delegation has 
already given i t s assessment on the na,jor points of our session at an еал?11ег point 
and I.am not planning a repeat performance. Rather, I v;oul I l i k e "criefly to .d-./ell 
upon -the report. Despite the shortconáugs cf tiia reportiné procclure which ha.s juet 
been so persuasively r e c a l l e c , ny deleg'ation feels that on the whole the report • 
re f l e c t s car proceedings г%е11 and wo are g r a t i f i e d that i t could "ce -Jo nuickly 
adopted- under your dynamic leaderslilp, -,ven at the price cf one additional day of 
prior negotiating. In uhat context, ny delegation ¿laély takes to hc¿irt wha,t the 
distinguished representative had to cay and what he ou£gested. Hc'.;ever, '.-hile 
ny delegation 7/a.s ver^- glac. to concur i n the report, there are t-./o c n a l l 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n s wliich I would l i k e to put on record, Para^r.aph 50 cf the report 
describes the b i l a t e r a l calks between the United States and the Soviet Union on 
intermediate-range nuclaar forces as dealing with the l i n i t a t i o n and reduction cf 
nuclear arns i n Europe. This denomination i s a. biat?,nt misnomer. I t should net 
convey the impression the.t i t i s i n any v a y an o f f i c i a l t i t l e , except cither by both 
pax'ties to the negotiations or by other countries innediately incerested i n the 
•outcome of the I1ÍF t a l ' K G . 
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(l'Ir. "víeigener. Federal Republic of Geroany) 

In paragraphs 95 and 96, ny delegation vould have wished a raore e x p l i c i t 
rendering "of'wha-t"happened i n oux Comittee, I t clea r l y emerges from the records 
of our Committee, and has been stressed by many delega-tions, that the appointment 
of the Chairman of the Ad E G с Working Group on a Conprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament for this seüs:..oa was maae b L x h the understanding tha.t the Chairman 
would hold informa-l consultations or ex¡:loratory meetings. However, no meetings 
were held and the Chairman of that Group Inforbed the Cor¿nittee on i C September 
tha,t he had limited the consultations he held to a, few members of oae gi'.jup of 
States, I would l i k e to ojrpross my doiegatioa'J regret that the Chairman's 
consultations did not include глепЬегс ir o n a„ll throo groups of States, especially 
since my delegation repeatedly voiced i t s interest i n being involved i n such-
consultations or meetings. Also, my delegation does not concur with the analysis 
cf the distinguished Chairman of that Working Group that :;uch meetings or 
consultations would have been f u t i l e , 1Ъ tho contrary, m̂- dele^r.tion f i r m l y 
believes that informal procedures v e x e not only formally ordained by the Committee 
but would have served a useftil ptirpooe. 

The CHAIRI'IAIT (translated from Spanish); I thank you. The distinguished 
representative of the Federal Republic cf Germany said that many delegations had 
mentioned during our discussions and haxl supported the point of view he put 
forward. Up to now the Chairma.n has only heard the voice 01 ths Federal Republic 
of Germany on this subject, .As regards the informal and exploratory consultations 
referred to, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a, Conprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament gave a f u l l explanation i n that connection at the Committee's 
meeting yesterday morning. I t wo-iild appear to me to be e n t i r e l y superfluous and 
unnecessary to give him the f l o o r again now i n order to repeat that statement. 
Those who are interested i n t h i s тэльсх oan read the explanation i n f t i l l i n the 
verbatim record of yesterday i-iornin-^-' s rieeting. I have no other speaiœr on mj' 
l i s t . The distinguished representative of China has the f l o o r , 

Mr. TIEIT JIE (China) (tra.nslated frcr.; Chinese); I-lr, Chairman, as this i s n y 
f i r s t statement i n the Conmittee on Disarnament since the beginning of September 
I would l i k e to erreos 2лу oon-^-atula,ticn3 to you on your assiinption of the 
chairmansliip, Under your excisllent and experienced leadership, our neetings have 
yielded r e s u l t s , 

I did not intend to speak today. IIcL'ever, after hearing the statement of the 
Soviet representativo, I deen i t necescary to c o i r a few words. The Soviet 
representative t r i e d to make uc b e l i e v e t h a t C]iina i s e. "negative factor'', t.?hile the 
Soviet Union i s a "positive factor" i n the f i e l d o f diTarmament. The Soviet Union 
does put fon/ard many projposals i n xhe C-nniittee on Dijarmazuent. Moreover, i t 
invariably talks about di.,armajient at nany other international neetings. Even i f 
other countries are fed up with t h i . - pre.cfcioe, i t would .rinply n o t r e s t r a i n i t s e l f . 
In the meantime, i t i s expanding i t , i armamento and p r a c t i s i n g expansionism i n 
various parts of the world. This i c known to a l l . 

The C I I i - ' J K ' I A I I (translated Ггсы Spar.i?li) ; I thanl: the representa^tive of China 
for his statement £.nd for the l:ind worir- he addresc-ed t-- ühe Chair. Tho 
distinguished represontï-civc o f the '.^cvi-: Ur.i',r_ ha^ the flo-^^r. 
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Mr. ISSRÂSLYAIT (union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
I did not once refer to China i n my statement, I cannot but express my surprise, 
therefore, at the remarks just made by the Chinese representative. 

I'tc. TIER JIIT (China) (translated from Chinese); I did read the statement of 
the Soviet representative. I thinic he himself knows best whether he had China 
i n mind when he spoke. 

The СУии-ШШ (translated from Srjanish) ; Thank you. Does any other 
distinguished representative v/ish to talce the floor? Apparently not. In that case 
1 should l i k e to saj- a lev/ words before closing the meeting. 

Ve are now reaching the end of the fo^urth session of the Committee on 
Disarmament, i t s session for 1562. I t would be unfair to attribute the meagreness 
of the results achieved this year — as i n the three previous years — to the 
delegations of the States members of the Comnittee. I have noted the t i r e l e s s 
detemination v/ith v/hich a l l members of the delegations have worked. V/e cannot but 
admit, hovrever, that very l i t t l e has been achieved i n "translating into p r a c t i c a l 
terns" the provisions of the F i n a l Document and i n proceeding "along the road of 
binding and effective international agreenents i n the f i e l d of disarnanent", v/Mch 
the F i n a l Document i t s e l f described as a pressing need. .V/c believe that, o.s v/as 
r i g h t l y said here, the peopleo cf the v/orld, лто are v i t a l l y interested i n 
dioarmament questions, v / i l l be unable to understand how such a situa.tion can 
continue. I therefore earnestly hope that next year, v/hich w i l l mark the f i f t h 
anniversary of tho establirhiTient of the Connittee, i t w i l l prove able to j u s t i f y 
what v?as said about i t i n 1978 v/hen i t v/as described as the "single n u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarnanent negotiating fеплл". 

I hope indec 'J that that v i i i l be i>o. Before I adjourn the neeting I should l i k e 
t.. tharjk a l l those representatives vho have j i v e n ne thei r valuable cc-opera-ticn 
during the present ncuth, as alpo - uhe Secretar;^'- -of the Connittee and Personal 
E.GprGiJenta.tive of the Geercto.r3'--General, A^ibas&ador JaipaJ, the Deputy óecretary, 
I-r, Berasategui, and a l l the i r e f f i c i e n t colleajues, a.s v/ell as the interpreters and, 
to use an exprceeioa t^hich I find mctst apt, a l l those nenbers of the 3eGretaxia,t, 
both v i s i b l e and i a v i j i b l e j ' ./L:' have helped ue either •f.ii"ectl7/ or i n d i r e c t l y i n the 
discharge of ottr taske. 

The next ctin¿ of the Cotrittco en Disarnanent v r i l l ce held or. 
Tuesday, 1 February IÇbJ, rit 1С.JO a.i... The neeting i s adjourned. 

The neetinp rose a.t П.50 p.n. 
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