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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 374th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In accordance with the timetable of meetings for this week, the
Conference starts today its consideration of item 6 on its agenda, entitled
"Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States
Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons", and item 8 on its agenda
entitled, "Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament". However, in accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to raise any
subject relevant to the work of the Conference may do so.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of
the Netherlands, Viet Nam and Australia. I now give the floor to the
representative of the Netherlands, Ambassador Van Schaik.

Mr. Van SCHAIK (Netherlands): Mr. President, since this is the first
time that I speak this month I wish to begin by expressing my appreciation and
the appreciation of my delegation for the guidance you have given to our work
this month. Perhaps we have not made major progress on the road towards
greater security, but it has at least given us, delegates here, a sense of
greater security knowing that at this Conférence the Presidency is in good,
trustworthy hands -- in the hands of you and your colleagues in your
delegation who both, as representatives of your country and personally, we
know are dedicated to the cause of disarmament. We also wish to thank
Ambassador Tellalov of Bulgaria who presided over the Conference last month .
and whose skill and experience has been appreciated by my delegation -- he has
ensured a smooth resumption of the annual session.

We were encouraged by the good news that the Soviet Union and
the United States have started bilateral discussions at the expert level on
test ban issues last Friday here in Geneva. We hope these talks will continue
and soon pave the way for removing the obstacles that for long have prevented
progress in this area, so essential for nuclear disarmament. We fervently
hope that these talks will lead to agreement on terms enabling the
two Governments to ratify the Threshold Test Ban Treaty of 1974 and the
Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty (PNET) of 1976. We equally hope =-- and
this is of course very relevant for this Conference -~ that further steps will
seriously be considered to bring the goal of a comprehensive test-ban treaty
closer to realization. It is against this background that I intend to devote
a major part of my intervention to the test ban issue.

A nuclear-test ban continues to be considered by a great many countries
as urgently required. For tens of years, pressing calls have been made in a
wide variety of forums by many, both at the governmental and at the
non-governmental level, in favour of the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty.

My country has in the past joined those calls and will continue to
support any effort that may lead to a comprehensive test-ban treaty. A CTB,
once established, would be a helpful tool in slowing down the qualitative
improvement of the nuclear arsenals. It would, furthermore, set a most
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important example to other nations that Dossess -- or are on the verge of
acquiring -- a nuclear explosive capability. More specifically, a CTB would
bring fulfilment of the expectations raised in article VI of the NPT. Thus,
a CTB would considerably enhance the non-proliferation régime.

In spite of such vigorous support from all quarters, a test ban has
eluded us so far. 1Indeed, one could argue that these last two years the goal
of a test ban is almost vanishing below the horizon. The Conference even did
not agree to set up an appropriate mechanism to deal with the issue. Of
course, this stagnation, unsatisfactory as it is in itself, is only a
reflection of deep underlying divisions, touching the heart of the subject,
the test ban.

In the course of the years, objections raised against a CTB have
accumulated, together constituting a colourful variety of arguments. I shall
Dot try to be exhaustive, but I intend to deal with the most important
arguments. Of late, three arguments have been advanced in particular:

First, testing must be continued, in order to test new weapon designs and
improved defences against incoming missiles and warheadsy in other words,
testing is crucial to modernization.

Second, testing is indispensable for those who wish to be assured of the
reliability of weapons, once they are used.

Third, continuation of testing is necessary if one wants to maintain a
nuclear-weapon testing and design capability and in particular a staff of
highly qualified nuclear scientists.

Those who think that the time is not ripe yet for a test ban have forged
together these arguments in the doctrine that testing is required as long as
security is based on nuclear deterrence. On that basis, the test ban, in so
many declarations and treaties considered to be only a first step -- symbolic
and effective at the same time -- in the complex process of nuclear
disarmament, would be reduced to a measure that eventually will be taken at
the back end of the Process. Let me, before dealing with another argument
adduced in support of deferring a CTB, turn to the three I mentioned first.

Views differ on the value of nuclear testing for the purpose of
modernization of the arsenals. Some maintain that substantive modernization
can be achieved through micro-explosions or even non-explosive experiments
with new designs at the laboratory scale. To the extent this is true, a test
ban need not be rejected for the sake of modernization. Others, however, also
at the official level, argue that modernization and testing are inseparable.
The proponents of a test ban, of course, hope that modernization and testing
are firmly linked, as the effect of a test ban would be all the more
meaningful if such a ban slowed down the qualitative arms race. We believe
that, whatever the merits of a whole range of other tests and experiments may
be, nuclear tests certainly have importance. So we are not dealing with a
non-problem.
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Would this result in a compelling case against a test ban? We do not
think so. In today's world, where discrepancies in technological capacities
have been reduced and continue to diminish, modernization cannot provide a
party with a lasting and decisive advantage. As in other arms-control
agreements, some opportunities to modernize weapons may have to be
sacrificed. Far from wishing to return to an era of technology that we have
long left behind us, we think that such sacrifices would rather lead us to a
shift within and a reallocation of our modernization efforts. '

The second arqument is reliability testing. While few would dispute the
technical merits of tests to check the reliability of a standard design type
of weapon, the question remains as to how decisive these advantages are for
the fate of the test ban. We consider a certain modest degree of uncertainty
as to the actual functioning of a nuclear device not of decisive importance
for the maintenance of the nuclear deterrence. Reliability testing will at
best yield an indicative assurance of the Zunctioning of the arsenal as a
whole, in other words will not give aksolute certainty to the party
concerned. Apart from that, the reliability cf weapons can be improvad by
changes in design that do not require resorting to testing. Changes in design
can increase the reliability of weaponsg, without there being a need to resorc
to testing. Finally on this point, we are not aware of arguments prasented by
the nuclear-weapcon States that reliability testing has in fact played a major
role in their explosion programmes, or that it should do so in the future.
Perhaps, the nuclear-weapon States, including those who in principle favour 2
comprehensive test ban, are willing to provide us with some relesvant Iiguras.

The third argument is that the nuclear scientific community would run dry
if no tests were permitted. As a result, so it is said, the lead time for
development of high-techrology nuclear weapons would rise to unacceptable
levels, taking into account that a country must remain prepared for a possible
break-out of the nuclear disarmament process of the other party. Cutting off
the rcad ts5 %esting may indeed induce some experts, voluntarily or otherwise,
to seek employment in other fields, though not necessarily outside the
nuclear-weapons labocratories.

Reversing the nuclear-arms race, breaking down nuclear weapons, shifting
emphasis from offensive to defensive systems, all of which are now under
serious consideration, may very likely have consequences -- and more
far-reaching, I may say -- for the division of labour within nuclear-weapon
States. As with forgoing certain modernization options this is very much a
matter of choice and of allocation. The underlying assumption of any of the
arms control apprcaches currently considered is that parties ars preparad to
pay the price of constraint, if “"price" is the proper word.

We all are familiar with a fourth argument against a test ban, which is
not related to the merits of a ban as such, but rather to the question whether
and to what extent a test ban can be verified. 1In our view, verification is,
of course, verv important, even essential, but we should always be aware that
it is only a means to an end: to ensure compliance with a treaty.
Verification will, for technical reasons, seldom ensure compliance
100 per cent, whatever the subject of the agreement may be. In matters of
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disarmament, adequate verification means that, to the extent feasible, a
verification régime must be established which will at least greatly reduce the
number and the size of the loopholes through which a malevolent country may
wish to wriggle.

In case a 100-per-cent assurance cannot be achieved, adequate
verification may be defined as a level of verification beyond which the
military advantage of successful cheating would be disproportionate to the
political risk of being caught "red-handed".

It is, to say the least, not an easy task to define at what level of
technology such "adequate™ verification would be ensured. But let us not
forget that, even if we have determined that level of technology, it requires
another major step before technology is actually deployed, and this of course
at considerable expense. The Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts, meeting again
during these weeks, is undertaking the arduous work of designing an
international seismic monitoring network and it has even initiated field
testing. We hope agreement can be reached on communication techniques of a
higher technological level to be introdyced in this network.

National technical means of verification have tremendously improved over
the past few Years. Once progress is being made towards a cTB and if the
political decisions are then taken to go ahead with the deployment of seismic
measuring devices and the establishment of a corresponding institutional
network, an "adequate" verification régime can certainly be designed. We
assume that the identification and verification threshold can, in fact, be
reduced to levels that will Prove to be "adequate”, acceptable, probably well
below 1 kt. .

In this context, the interesting statement made by Ambassador Issraelyan
a week ago is relevant. We shall study his proposals carefully. But let me
now say that we would welcome Soviet participation in work on the
incorporation of the exchange of Level II data in the system.

To some extent we must in these verification matters rely on the adage
that the proof of the pudding will be in the eating. We trust that, once the
network can be tested on an operational basis, a satisfactory basis for the
solution of the verification issue will be found, even if centred only on
tests in the United States and the Soviet Union.

We took note with interest of the agreement reached between groups of
American and Soviet scientists to install seismic monitoring equipment near a
nuclear-test site in the Soviet Union. We understand this agreement is being
implemented. The use of on-site instruments may reduce the threshold at which
nuclear explosions are detected and identified and may yield data necessary

explosions.

While we do not consider the objections I referred to as convincing
arguments against a CTB, they should, of course, be addressed seriously. an
alternative approach, seemingly bypassing all those difficulties, has been to
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halt tests unilaterally, to declare a moratorium. A moratorium can, under
appropriate circumstances, constitute a confidence-building step towards the
conclusion of a verifiable agreement. With a unilatsral moratorium a degree
of self-restraint is demonstrated. We have, therefore, in itself appreciation
for the moratorium that the Soviet Union announced a year ago, and has since
that time extended till the beginning of next month. But the Soviet
moratorium has in our view not been effective, to the extent that it did not
provide us with an answer to the gquestions raised by the implementation of a
verifiable test-ban treaty. It did not provide us with an answer to the
arguments against a test ban, to which I referred earlier.

Unfortunately, past experience with moratoria, even applied by only three
parties, has been that they ended in a breakaway, leading to an explosive
outburst of new series of tests, rapidly making up for tests temporarily
renounced. As a matter of fact, in August it will ke 25 years ago that
the Soviet Union, the United States and the United Xingdom ended a moratorium
on nuclear tests, respected up to then, in a spectacular way and turned it
into its reverse. We must conclude that moratoria can never be a substitute
for a bilateral or a multilateral agreement on a comprehensive test ban,
laying down the details of scope and verification.

The question with which we are faced is how to reconcile two positions.
One is: "test ban first, disposal of nuclear arms later”, and the other:
"disposal of nuclear arms first, test ban later”.

In the past, suggestions have been made at the Conference on interim
measures, in particular on a threshold treaty. I do not now wish to enter
into the merits and the drawbacks of the idea of a threshold treaty, but I
wish to point out the risk that, if such a treaty were a multilateral treaty,
open for accession by non-nuclear-weapon States, it might provide those
countries with legal, or at least moral, arguments for taking up testing under
the threshold level set by the treaty. Since a multilateral CTBT ought to
strengthen the non-proliferation régime, we think countries should Lbeware of
interim régimes on a multilateral basis. A CTB should be truly comprehensive,
including a ban on so-called peaceful nuclear explosions.

My authorities have reached the conclusion that any interim approach
towards the goal of a multilateral CTB should involve only the States that are
responsible for the bulk of nuclear test explosions. Such an interim approach
should furthermore aim at meeting to the extent possible all objections that
have thus far come to light.

It is with these considerations in mind that the Netherlands has reached
the following conclusions on this point.

First, we wish to encourage the United States and the Soviet Union -- I
repeat =-- to continue the discussions on verification issues that have Jjust
started. These countries should, as soon as possible, reach agreement on
terms that permit the ratification of the threshold treaties (TTBT and PNET).
If the Soviet Union were to allow the United States to undertake some
calibration measurements in the vicinity of relevant Soviet test sites, this
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will certainly be conducive to reaching such agreements. The President of

the United States made an offer to the Soviet Union last year for Soviet
scientists to acquaint themselves with the measuring techniques of the Corrtex
type. We still hold the view that the Soviet leaders should positively
respond to this offer, thus opening the door to the ratification of these
treaties.

We are encouraged by the admission to the Soviet Union of a group of
American seismologists, to which I referred earlier. We understand they have
installed measuring devices near Semipalatinsk. Although these devices are
far away (150 km) from the actual test site and it is not clear whether they
will continue to function once the Soviet Union will resume its nuclear tests,
we do hope this new event can be considered as signalling an encouraging
change in the Soviet position on on-site inspection in general.

Second, we submit that, if the two major nuclear Powers were to agree
pProgressively to reduce their nuclear arsenals, they should simultaneously and
in relation to these reductions agree to reduce nuclear tests, both
quantitatively and qualitatively. Such a formula dealing with nuclear tests
would be a natural corollary of the bilateral arms control negotiations taking
Place elsewhere in this town. Our proposal links fewer nuclear weapons to
fewer nuclear tests and, depending on the scope of the arms agreements, to no
tests for new types of nuclear weapons.

T hasten to stress that an arrangement of this kind would in no way
obviate the necessity of the speediest conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban
treaty (CTBT). It would in no way affect the multilateral process either in
the Conference or in the General Assembly or elsewhere.

The two major nuclear Powers could at any time make the qualitative jump
to a CTBT. But, we think that the Conference should not wait for such a jump
to be made. It is in fact high time that we agreed on the procedure to be
pursued in order to start the necessary work. My delegation believes that the
Western proposal (CD/521) provides an excellent basis for work to be resumed
in this complex area and we hope that consultations on the basis of that text
will in fact soon prove to be successful.

The Netherlands will continue its efforts for an early conclusion of
a8 CTBT prohibiting all nuclear explosions for all times. Our proposals, our
suggestions, today should be seen in that context,

Permit me now to make a few remarks on chemical weapons. Recently
various speakers have observed that negotiations on chemical weapons have
received a fresh impulse, but that the tempo at which the negotiations are
conducted is still too low. We believe that, in fact, there is every reason
to step up our efforts in order to achieve tangible results.

It may partly be a question of how quickly Governments react to new
positions adopted by other delegations at this Conference. It would be of
great importance if Governments not only showed more flexibility, but also
showed that flexibility at the appropriate time. I may take as an example the
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very interesting statement made on 15 July by the British Minister of State,
Mr. Renton, who indicated a new approach for the procedures to be followed in
face of a request for challenge inspections. My Gowvernment, after careful
study of this proposal, has reached the conclusion that this new proposal
offers an appropriate basis for dealing with this thorny issue. Whereas the
proposed provisions ensure stringent rules that do not permit a country to get
away with a simple negative reaction to a request for challenge inspectiocn, it
at the same time also prevents challenge inspecticns becoming the rule. an
inappropriate use of the challenge inspection clause, should be avoided, so as
to ensure a balanced implementation of the treaty.

But whatever the final outcome of negotiations on this crucial issue in
the negotiations may be, it is important that delegations, in particular those
who have been most critical of positions previously taken, will offer their
comments, adopt their own position within a reasonably brief time-frame.

Ir general, we think that both governments and delegations here in Geneva
should become more time~conscious. Time is in this case perhaps our greatest
enemy, because if we wait too long this can only lead to more proliferation
of CW to more countries, to the production.of more weapons and to a more
widespread use of CW, such as we have been?witness of in the Irag-Iran war.

Since time is becoming such a precious, even essential, factor in our
negotiations, we also think that we should deal more effectively with the time
available between the end of the summer session and the beginning of the
spring session in 1987. Ambassador Cromartie's efforts to find a generally
acceptable formula for the inter-sessional consultations have our full support.

We also think it worth while to reconsider the structure of
the CW negotiations in the future. In the first place, we believe that, if we
really wish to do business, our time schedule should no longer be dependent on
timing of conferences and meetings taking place elsewhere. I recognize that
for some delegations it is difficult to cover at the same time the sessions of
the First Committee and those of the Conference on Disarmament. However, a
solution must be found for this dilemma, by permitting negotiators on CW to
3 work the whole year around on CW only.

In the second place, I think that it is worth while to consider whether
it is not appropriate to follow another rhythm in the negotiations, so as to
be able to alternate negotiating rounds with periods of homework, in order to
prepare instructions for the next round.

Mr. Renton suggested that we aim to present a complete chemical weapons
convention to the United Nations General Assembly in 1987. I think 1987 is
indeed a crucial year. If in 1987 we do not break the back of the problems,
we run the risk that negotiations will be slipping. We would therefore be
interested in a discussion now on the way we wish to organize our work next
year.
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Recent contributions to the work of the Ad Hoc Committee from various
delegations are a promising signal of the interest delegations take in the
work on chemical weapons. I mention the very useful document cD/713,
presented by Ambassador Imai of Japan, about quantitative aspects of a
chemical weapons convention. The basic conclusion in this Paper, namely that
in various chemical facilities verification can be assured by taking a
surprisingly small number of random samples, is encouraging. It would mean
that, according to this method, intrusiveness can be kept at a modest level,

The Working Papers from Norway submitted to the plenary as cb/702, CD/703
and CD/704 on the verification of alleged use of chemical weapons, are again
proof of the long~standing high quality of the research conducted by Norway in
this field.

The problem of chemical weapons production facilities was addressed in
the statement of Ambassador Issraelyan on 22 April last. We consider this
contribution as a modest but constructive step forward. We hope that other
important aspects of this problem will receive also due attention.

We welcome the document presented iy the United States on the chemical
stockpile disposal problem (circulated under CD/711). This paper provides us
with a great amount of interesting and hitherto unknown details about location
and composition of chemical stockpiles in the United States. It would,
indeed, be important if other countries will follow suit by providing us with
information on the stocks located in their country.

Having said all this, allow me to take the opportunity to thank both the
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee and the three Chairmen of the Working Groups
for their untiring efforts to produce more substantive results at this year's
sessions, possibly in treaty language. We certainly owe it to them that work
is well under way for a rolling text of the draft convention, which will
reflect the progress so far achieved.

My final words today are for my colleagues here around this table and
others who have expressed their appreciation for the Chemical Weapons Workshop
held in the Netherlands in June. With the commitment and enthusiasm that
dominated this two-day seminar, the CW convention could be realized in a
week's time. The Netherlands Government is very grateful for the kind words
addressed to it in the aftermath of the Workshop. Let us hope that the spirit
of commitment and goodwill that inspired the participants of the Workshop will
find its expression at this Conference by early agreement on the relevant
issues.

We have heard that some of our colleagues will soon leave this
Conference. I shall not mention all their names because T hope there will
still be an opportunity to say a few words to express our gratitude to some of
them for their contributicn and our co-operation with them. At this stage I
only wish to mention the names of two of them.
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Ambassador Wegener will leave us. We shall, I am sure, all miss
Ambassador Wegener's very interesting, thorough, often thought-provoking and
inspiring contributions. On many cccasions he has shown his deep ingsicht in
disarmament matters. I may, on this occasion also remind delegates of tha
role he played as President of the Disarmament Commissicn. In short, he has
been one of the most prominent Ambassadors here at the Conference as well as a
very good and dear colleague. We wish him very well in the very important new
function he will assume in September.

Ambassador Gonsalves of India will also soon leave us because he has been
called back to Delhi to assume an important responsibility in his own
administration. Ambassador Geonsalves has, during the short time he has been
here, shown a deep interest and insight in matters of disarmament. His
sojourn here was too short for us, but we hope he will, in his future
important function, remember us as we will remember him.

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

In accordance with the decision takeq;by the Conference at its
338th plenary meeting, I now give the floor to the representative of Viet Nam,
Ambassador Nguyen Thuong.

Mr. NGUYEN THUONG (Viet Nam) (translated from French): Mr. President,
may I first of all express my satisfaction at seeing the Conference presided
over, in this month of July, by yourself, the esteemed representative of a
friendly country, which supported Viet Nam throughout its long struggle for
national liberation and with which my country is pleased to have excellent
relations Of good neighbourliness and co-operation. May I also express my
profound esteem for your predecessor, Ambassador Tellalov of the Pecple's
Republic of Bulgaria, who so effectively presided over the Conference in the
month of June, and whose talent and tact enabled us to settle very difficult
issues for the best. 1In paying tribute to your Presidency in this month of
July, I should like to also express the hope that the Presidency of the
Ambassador of Canada in the month of August will consolidate the painstaking
results achieved in the course of the 1986 session.

I am prompted to take the floor, under your guidance, on agenda item 8,
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, in particular by these words in
your own statement of 22 April 1986: "The Ad hoc Committee on the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament is making some progress under the
competent chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico". 1In 1985, as
noted in General Assembly resolution 40/152 D, despite intensive efforts,
progress was very limited indeed. This is an indication of the complexity of
the subject, and it will be no easy task to meet the deadline set by that
resolution for the submission of the complete draft at the
forty-first session, this year. To contribute to this important and urgent
task, my delegation would like to share with the Conference on Disarmament
some modest ideas and concerns which coincide with the thinking of many of its
members, in particular the non-aligned countries.
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While it is a source of satisfaction that ultimatzsly an incomplete draft
(document CD/634) has been produced and that the questions which remain
rending do not seem to be toc many, we must also realize that they are among
the most important and ameong the most urgent. With respect to objectives and
priorities, two of the first chapters of the draft, agreement has been
reached. However, many sets of brackets and reservations remain and still
riddle the subsequent chapters of document CD/634, in particular, those

entitled "Measures and Stages of Implementation" and "Other Measures”.

Essentially we are appreciative of the text which is given in a footnote
for eventual inclusion in the chapter on Machinery and Procedures. My
delegation shares the view that the time set for attaining the objective of
general and complete disarmament may reasonably be established as '"by the
year 2000", with a mid-term review and, if need be, readjustment of measures
and deadlines. Within this time-frame, I think it is reasonable, in order to
have an overview as regards both time and the interrelationship of the various
weapons, not to stop at the first phase, which would overlap with the
Final Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament of 1978,
but further to elaborate the two subsequent stages, the intermediate and final
stages. Such a presentation, which woyld be in keeping with the global nature
of the Programme and the objective of general and complete disarmament, will
have the great advantage of ensuring that at each phase and stage the
principles of parity and equal security are maintained and respected, thus
inspiring more mutual confidence and, if need be, allowing for constructive
criticism by the international community and public opinion of any attemp:t o
achieve superiority in the balance of forces and hegemony. In this spirit my
delegation welccmes all working papers contributing realistic ideas within the

" scope of such an approach. We welcome Working Paper CD/223, submitted at the

start of the 1980s, by the Group of 21, which also contemplated and outlined a
second phase following upon the first phase. We strongly hope that the Group,
in particular drawing inspiration from the forthcoming non-aligned summit,
will flesh out and update its outline of the successive phases so0 as to
achieve fully the objective of general and complete disarmament.

In the same spirit, my delegation welcomes Working Paper CD/WP.83
submitted by the Group of socialist countries in order to incorporate in the
various phases the disarmament measures contained in the comprehensive
programme put forward by the General Secretary of the CPSU, Mikhail Gorbachev,
on 15 January. Viet Nam's leaders warmly welcomed and unreservedly supported
that programme in statements circulated at this Conference in document CD/672
of 21 February. The Vietnamese leaders view it as a source of strong impetus
for all peoples in their struggle for international peace and security and
they were "appreciative of this historic initiative": the Programme of
15 January "is of fundamental importance, constructive and realistic".
Moreover, my delegation finds most encouraging the many clearly positive
responses that the Programme advanced by Mr. Gorbachev prompted throughout the
world and at this Conference. Thus, taken at random from among many others,
this assessment of the Indian Minister in his statement before the Conference
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on 22 April 1986: he warmly welcomed this Programme as "concrete and
time-bound", and "proposals for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons
from the face of the Earth" stemming from a great nuclear Power "for the first
time since the beginning of the 1960s".

In the past, various efforts have been made towards this same end. It is
to be hoped that other grougs of countries, in particular the major nuclear
Powers, will propose their own global approach for an overall disarmament
programme in all its phases and covering all priorities in their
interrelationship. The Conference would thereby stand to gain much in the
negotiation and drawing up of its comprehensive programme for disarmament.

Delving further into the details of these measures, particularly at the
current stage covering from the present to about 1990, it seems to me that the
consensus acquired on the chapters of objectives and priorities should not Gte
upset but rather we should try to remove the brackets and arrive at an
agreement on the key measures in the following chapter. To this end my
delegation shares the feeling of many non-nuclear States as expressed, in
particular, in the declaratiocn of Heads of State and Government of
six countries of 28 January 1985, After stressing the danger of the nuclear
winter and the extreme and growing urgency of measures to prevent a nuclear
war, the six-nation declaration expressly states: "Two specific steps today
require special attention: the prevention of the arms race in ocuter space,
and a comprehensive test-ban treaty". The declaration of the Minister of
India, the country currently chairing the non-aligned movement, so recalled
this in the plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament on 22 April
last. We note with satisfaction that the Political Consultative Committee of
the Warsaw Treaty member States, at its meeting in Budapest, also cites as a
first priority the cessation of tests and specific agreements at the
Soviet-American talks on nuclear and space weapcns. With respect to the
nuclear test-ban, which is considered the most important step for stopping the
continuing updating of nuclear armaments, and the key issue for ceasing all
horizontal as well as vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons, the many
documents of the non-aligned countries and the successive statements of the
six leaders stress the highest priority attached to this measure. The
proposals of the Soviet Union have therefore been welcomed and the six have
focused their latest efforts on this subject calling, inter alia, for the
United States of America to join the moratorium unilaterally decided by the
Soviet Union as an interim measure and offering their services for the
effective verification of any agreement. My delegation supports this view of
the non-aligned countries as indeed it supports the initiatives of the
Soviet Union designed to achieve the total and immediate cessation of all
tests. 1In this spirit we welcome Working Paper CD/701 of the Group of
socialist countries proposing a draft treaty to this end.

With respect to the problem of space weapons, the non-aligned countries,
and among them Viet Nam, have always held that outer space is part of the
common heritage of mankind which is to be exclusively reserved for peaceful
uses, for the well-being of all nations. The development of research on space
weapons based on lasers or particle-beams, inter alia, arouses great concern
among the non-aligned countries. The above mentioned declarations of the
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six leaders call for "the prohibition of the development, testing, production
and use of all space weapons", and state that "an arms race in outer space
would be enormously costly, and have grave destabilizing effects. It would
also endanger a number of arms limitation and disarmament agreements”". The
Minister of India, in his statement of 22 April, quite rightly stressed that
the SALT II and ABM treaties should be strictly observed and complied with and
that the immunity of satellites should be guaranteed for their normal and
peaceful functioning in space. On the basis of these very well-known views of
the non-aligned countries, my delegation believes that this guestion of the
prevention of the arms race in outer space, a problem which is of the highest
importance and priority, should not be dealt with in just one paragraph of a
sub-chapter entitled "Related measures”; it should be given broader treatment
and have its due place among the main disarmament measures.

Viet Nam being a country which does not possess any nuclear weapons, ny
delegation has had occasion to express our views with respect to what are
called negative security assurances. Viet Nam actively participated in the
Third Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. With respect to
paragraph 11, section A, chapter V of the draft comprehensive programme for
disarmament, Viet Nam welcomes the creﬁgion of nuclear-free zones throughout
the world and invites nuclear Powers to respect their status. My delegation
considers that in the comprehensive programme for disarmament there should be
a mention of the wish of the countries of South-East Asia to turn that region
into a nuclear-free zone. At the NPT Review Conference in September 1985 the
delegation of Indonesia explicitly expressed this idea and my delegation
clearly endorsed it. It would also be advisable to include, for instance in
subparagraph (e) of this paragraph, a reference to the nuclear-weapon free
zone in the South Pacific, whose creation, through the express agreement of
the States of the region, seems to us to be more advanced than in other
regions mentioned in this paragraph.

Turning to the "related the measures" of section E of chapter Vv, first
stage, my delegation would like to express its satisfaction at the adoption in
the draft comprehensive programme of disarmament of the language relating to
zones of peace in South-~-East Asia proposed Jjointly by the Indonesian and
Vietnamese delegations after due consultations with all partners in the
region. We hope that very soon the only final reservation will be lifted.
Reservations stemming from a Power whose interest and responsibilities my
country realistically understand, and hence we understand the role devolving
upon it with respect to the establishment of beace, stability and co-operation
in the region.

From a broader standpoint, my delegation welcomes the inclusion, under
"Other Measures" of confidence-building measures and measures designed to
prevent the use of force in international relations. Such measures do exist
in Europe, where they have been included in international treaties and are
subject to periodic review. However, in Asia, where in the course of the last
four decades many .so-called limited wars have taken place, having involved
very Great Powers indeed, such sets of measures do not seem to have Lbeen
sufficiently worked out and agreed among all countries of the region, among
which there are nuclear powers or countries with very strong military
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traditions sometimes pursuing strategic and other interests which are not
always favourable to international peace and security. Viet Nam, in view of
its very recent past, welcomes the statement of the Soviet Union of 23 April
on the situation in the Asian and Pacific region, in which it set out the
main gquidelines for the consolidation of peace, security and development by
promoting equal and mutually advantageous co-operation between the countries
of the region. In a statement of 27 Rpril the Government of Viet Nam
considered that these Soviet proposals are in total harmony with the heart and
the mind, and are designed to work towards an Asian and Pacific region which
is peaceful, denuclearized and free from confrontation. Viet Nam unreservedly
supports this declaration which is in total conformity with the foreign policy
of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, which desires to establish friendly
relations with all peoples, to settle disputes through negotiations in a
constructive spirit and in a spirit of mutual understanding, on the basis of
respect for the independence, sovereignty and legitimate interests of all
countries. As a country belonging to the Asian and Pacific region, Viet Nam
has both a direct interest and a responsibility to work for the building of
security in its region. International security and disarmament are
organically linked and inextricably interactive. Likewise, global security
and regional security have a mutual impact on each other, particularly in the
case of the security of Asia and the Pacific, a region whose already sizeable
weight is growing in the overall strategy of the greatest Powers in this world.

Mr. President, in the statement you made on behalf of the Union of Burma
at the beginning of the year, you called upon the Conference to redouble its
efforts in order to meet the deadline and submit a complete draft of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the forthcoming General Assembly
this year, 1986, the International Year of Peace.

It is in this spirit and with this hope that my delegation has shared
these thoughts with the Conference by way of a modest contribution to joint
action. We are encouraged to do this by the recent General Assembly
resolution 40/152 J which called upon the Conference on Disarmament to
facilitate the participation of non-member States in its work.

Our sole ambition is to contribute to the great enterprise of
disarmament, which is the right and responsibility of all States, large or
small, developed or developing, without any ostracism or discrimination. We
shall continue to participate as a non-member, and also to put forward our
candidacy to become a full member of the Conference. Viet Nam is persevering
in its efforts to this end supported by the Group of socialist countries and
many non-aligned countries, and encouraged by the reasonable attitude taken by
almost all the members of this Conference, whom we thank. It is to be hoped
that "the objection of a single country" to a more active participation by
Viet Nam will be lifted of itself, by the force of circumstances, and that
reason and fairness will ultimately prevail.

In conclusion, Mr. President and distinquished delegates, I should like
to assure you once again that Viet Nam does not and will not stint any effort

at this Conference and elsewhere to work with all countries and all peoples
for the lofty cause of disarmament, for a lasting peace and for healthy
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co-operation among nations. May I also wish the Conference, and in rarticular

the Ad Hoc Committee under the distinguished and enlightened gquidance of
Ambassador Garcia Robles, every success in the early finalization of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Viet Nam for his statement
and for the kind words addressed to the President. I now give the floor to
the representative of Australia, Ambassador Butler.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): In the statement that I made in the plenary on
10 July, I made some reference to my Government's policies towards the
question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. We do not have
many meetings of our Ad hoc Committee on that subject left this year, and it
is our hope that Australian representatives in that Committee will make scme
further remarks shortly. But my subject today in the plenary is the
prevention of an arms race in outer space and we have chosen to make these
remarks in the plenary because of our wish to have them recorded.

Space has been used and indeed, predominantly used, for military purposes
since the dawn of the space age and itsstwin, the age of the intercontinental
ballistic missile. The initial reaction to the appearance in space of
satellites and at least potentially, ballistic missile warheads, was to set
about countering those objects.

The history of what happened subsequently is complicated and somewhat
messy. But it is fair to say that partly by design and formal agreements and
partly through tacit understandings, the major military Powers, essentially
the two super Powers, elected to preserve space as a relative sanctuary frem
the use of force. Put another way, had the super Powers judged it desirable,
on balance, to try to deny the use of space for military purposes, space would
now be a far less hospitable environment than it is at present.

In recent years the pressures on this régime of restraint have grown
steadily and can now be described as acute. The possibility of an arms race
in space, that is the competitive development and deployment of weapons
systems specifically intended for use against objects in space both missiles
and satellites, has become very real.

Thus the prevention of such a competition has jumped to the top of the
arms control agenda in both the bilateral super Power negotiations and in
multilateral forums. Clearly, there has been a marked shift in the balance of
considerations. The earlier tolerance of the use of space for military
purposes, even though in the case of satellites these uses supported and even
enhanced terrestrial military capabilities, is giving way to intolerance.

The Ad hoc Committee of our Conference is tasked to examine and to
identify issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space. In
executing this task Australia believes that we should begin at the beginning
and try to clarify, in our own minds, why this shift in the balance of
considerations has occurred. 1In our view, preventing an arms race in outer
space is crucially dependent on addressing the incentives to develop and
deploy space weaponry.
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With respect to ballistic missile defences, which both super Powers are
actively researching, it is clear that one strand of motivation is the same
Powers' failure, to date, tc conclude agreements that would reduce offensive
nuclear forces and yield a more stable balance in the residual forces. This
is a central issue in the super Power negotiations on nuclear and space arms.

With respect to anti-satellite weapons, the issues would seem to fall
more squarely within the purview and competence of this forum. Over the past
quarter of a century, satellites have flourished in number and variety. The
majority of them perform military or military-related functions and have done
so, without being challenged, under a legal régime that specified that space
is to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. It would seem to follow,
then, that there has been a strong consensus that these satellites perform
functions that are in the cormon interest, and are consistent with both
international law and the Charter of the United Nations. Under these
circumstances, a first order of business is to establish, as clearly as
possible, what these common interests are and how satellites contribute to
them.

¥

Further, if, as is clearly the case, the consensus to leave satellites in
peace is breaking down we should endeavour to find out why this is occurring.
Technological advances are clearly a factor but surely a basic goal of arms
control is to make technolegy the slave of security not the reverse -- to make
security the hostage of technology.

Another possibility, clearly, is that the functions performed by
satellites have crossed or are in danger of crossing some invisible threshold
of tolerability. We should look into this.

An enquiry into the motivations for the existing Soviet ASAT system and
the United States system now in development, would be instructive and relevant.

In Australia's view, establishings why it is in our collective interests
to protect space from the use of force; what space assets should, on these
grounds, be protected,; and what should be done about those which do not
warrant such protection, will constitute a valuable guide to consideration of
how this can most effectively be accomplished.

An investigation of this kind would complement the other preparatory
tasks or "building blocks" on which our Ad hoc Committee is already engaged.
For example, the analysis of the existing legal régime relating to arms
control in space, and also to ensure that we have a common terminology: these
are two building blocks.

We would then be armed to assess the relative urgency and efficacy of the
many sound and imaginative ideas that have been put forward to accomplish our

objective, ranging from confidence-building measures to specific suggestions
for the further development of international law as it applies to outer space.
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At this stage in our proceedings for this year I do not propose to
comment on these proposals individually. But I will take this opportunity to
recall the suggestion put to this Conference in August 1984 by Australia's
Foreign Minister, Mr. Hayden, that this Conference consider measures to
protect from attack all satellites (and their associated ground stations) that
contribute to strategic stability and to the verification of arms control
agreements. We continue to believe that this proposal goes to the heart of
the task assigned to our Ad hoc Committee. We would wish to see it fully
discussed.

Finally, there is one proposal which a number of delegations have made
and which Australia regards as a basic requirement for the prevention of an
arms race in space. I refer to improving and strengthening the régime for the
registration of space objects. In outer space, no less than in every other
field of arms control, the degree of success will be strongly dependent upon
the degree of transparency that States give to their activities.

Australia attached the greatest importance to the Schultz=-CGromyko
agreement of January 1985 that underpins the present negotiations in Geneva
between the United States and the Soviet Union. That agreement specified that
the objective of the negotiations would be to "work out effective agreements
aimed at preventing an arms race in space and terminating it on Earth, at
limiting and reducing nuclear arms and at strengthening strategic stability".
These negotiations are crucial, but in Aus<ralia's view, the Conference on
Disarmament can and should play an important ccemplementary role in this vi<al
task. \ ’

As the bilateral agreement states, an arms race in space is still
preventable. But it is folly to believs that a wall of words erected around
Space will be sufficient. We must deal instead with the incentives, with the
Pressures that are generating the interest in looking to space for solutions
to security problems that have eludad us on the ground.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Australia for his
Statement. That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other
delegation wish to take the floor?

I should now like to make the following announcements. First, the
Contact Group on Scope and Definitions of the ad hoc Committee on Radiological
Weapons will meet today at 3.30 p.m. in the Conference Room located on the
6th floor in the secretariat area. Second, the Draft Report of the
Ad hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons is now available in all languages in
the delegations' boxes.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held (-
Thursday, 31 July, at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 375th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

At the outset, I wish to extend a warm welcome to the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Pakistan, His Excellency Sahabzada Yaqub-Xhan, who is
addressing the Conference today as first speaker. In doing so, I should also
like to express our appreciation to him for taking his valuable time to visit
our Conference to convey to us the views of his Government on the vital issue
of disarmament. I should also like to wish him a successful stay in Geneva.

In accordance with the programme of work, the Conference continues today
its consideration of items 6, entitled "Effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons" and 8, entitled "The Comprehensive Programme of

Disarmament". However, in conformity with rule 30 of the rules of procedurs,
any member wishing to do so may raise any subject relevant to the work of the
Conference.

May I also recall that the Conference will hold today its last informal
meeting during the 1986 session on the substance of item 2, entitled
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". As usual, we
shall hold that informal meeting immediately after the adjournment of this
plenary meeting.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Pakistan,
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia.

I now give the floor to the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan,
His Excellency Sahabzada Yaqub-Khan.

Mr. YAQUB-KHAN (Pakistan): Mr. President, I consider it a privilege and
a pleasure to participate in this Conference under your wise leadership. The
great country that you represent belongs to the same region as Pakistan and
the philosophy that has inspired the Burmese people through the ages was for a
time nurtured in Pakistan.

My presence here today is a testimony of Pakistan's deep commitment to
the mandate of this forum: namely to halt the irrational arms race and to
preserve mankind's right to survival. With 50,000 nuclear warheads arrayed
for battle, when neither man nor machine is infallible, the world is as
vulnerable to destruction by adventurism as it is to such destruction by
accident. Yet, it is on nuclear deterrence that the Great Powers choose to
rely, which means that they rely on the threat of mutual and perhaps global
destruction =-- to preserve their own national security. This is surely a
doctrine of despair; a rejection of Man's rationality. It is not possible to
contend that the threat of mutual destruction can be replaced by the
confidence of mutual defence against nuclear weapons. Human civilization has
arrived at a juncture where we have no sane option except to place our faith
in the power of Reason; not in the reason of Power.
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The consensus achieved in 1978 on a broad spectrum of disarmament
measures aroused as we are all aware a great deal of expectations regarding
genuine disarmament. Pakistan shares the disappointment that the specific
goals that were set ané accepted by the General Assembly's first special
session on disarmament are nowhere near achievement.

These past years have been a period of world-wide fear and a period of
trepidation. Violation of national territories and acts of aggression have
abounded and multiplied; military arsenals and budgets have burgeoned; the
nuclear arms race has escalated; disarmament negotiations have been
desultory; political rhetoric, propaganda and posturing have indeed been the
order of the day. And yet it is the persistent protestations by the
super~Powers of their desire for peace =-- in spite of the renewed arms race --
that offer the only ray of hope in an otherwise dark and ocminous setting.

Widespread expectations were aroused when these two super-Powers agreed
in January 1985 to commence the negotiations on space, on strategic nuclear
arms and on intermediate nuclear weapons, with the declared objective of
preventing an arms race in space, terminating it on Earth and ultimately
eliminating nuclear arms altogether. We were equally heartened by the spirit
which animated the Soviet-American Summit in this city last November and by
the joint declaration that "a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought".

Opportunities for disarmament must not be missed. Progress in the
Soviet-American negotiations would contribute to the improvement of the
" international political climate. These salutary developments should be
accompanied by a more uniform adherence to the accepted norms of inter-State
relations and should encourage measures to resolve the disputes and conflicts
that lie at the root of super-Power confrontations.

Like other non-aligned countries, Pakistan has a legitimate interest in
such a positive evolution towards peace and disarmament. The threat posed by
nuclear war will be different only in degree for belligerent and bystander.
The development of space weapons and anti-ballistic missile defences, if
successful, may provide total security for the super-Powers, but it may imply
total insecurity for the non-aligned and neutral States. Moreover, the arms
race is now escalating, not only in qualitative and quantitative terms, but
also, literally, in horizontal and vertical directions. The massive nuclear
and conventional forces of the super-Powers have spread to almost every corner
of the world. Soon, deadly new weapons may be deployed over our skies.
Furthermore, the turmoil caused by East-West tensions is felt, not so much in
Europe, where the ideological lines are frozen by mutual fear, but among the
emergent nations of the Third World, which have witnessed over 150 conflicts
in the past four decades.

The non-aligned and develecping countries seek genuine and global
disarmament and a durable structure of international security. On the other
hand, the super-Powers, for all their fine words, basically desire "equal
security" against each other. 1In their calculus of power, the legitimate
security concerns of other nations are relegated to a marginal status. Their
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A collective endeavour by the non-aligned countries to restrain the arms
race and to promote their own security at the lowest possible level of
armaments is an indispensable corollary to their principled advocacy of global
disarmament. Such an endeavour is in their best interest. It would enable
them to allocate optimum resources for the well-being of their peoplss; it
will ease mutual conflicts and mutual tensions and it will contribute toc weorld
Peace and security.

A non-aligned endeavour for mutual arms restraint and enhanced security
can best be promoted within a regional context. Unlike the major Powers,
non-aligned nations acquire armaments in response to threats emanating from
neighbouring countries. 1In a regional approach, the diverse problems and
perspectives of States in diffeent regions could be given appropriate
consideration. Such an approach could facilitate the evolution of remedial
measures which are suitable for specific regional situations. It could take
into account the interaction among the regional countries, as well as between
them and external Powers, so that solutions could be found for the legitimate
security concerns of all.

There is concern that nuclear weapons may spread to various regions of
the world. So far, the global approach to non-proliferation, reflected in the
NPT, has incorrectly assumed, quite apart from its inequitable featuras, that
there is uniformity in the motivations of those States which have not adhered
to this Treaty. A closer examination would revesal the diverse compulsions
that require differentiated responses. There can be at least four scenarios
which may induce States to acquire nuclear weapons: first, nuclear
capabilities and intentions of other regional States; second, overwhelming
superiority of neighbouring countries in the field of conventional weapons)
third, nuclear threat posed to the regional States by one cr more
nuclear-weapon Powers; and fourth, the desire for regional domination or
hegemony, or for nuclear parity with the Great Powers.
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Each of these scenarios will require a different response to stem
proliferation. The first two instances can be addressed in a regional context
through the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones or other similar
arrangements. Negative security assurances and the withdrawal of nuclear
forces from the vicinity of a region, perhaps in conjunction with arrangements
for nuclear-weapon-free zones, can contain the external nuclear threat to a
region. On the other hand, the desire for regional nuclear domination, for
example in the specific case of South Africa, will reguire unequivocal
assurances by the nuclear-weapon States to come to the assistance of the
threatened countries. Happily, so far no ncn-nuclear-weapon State has
attempted to achieve parity with the nuclear Powers.

Resclute efforts are also necessary to stem the escalation in
conventional armaments and military forces in various parts of the world. The
growing destructive potential of sophisticated conventional armaments is bound
to blur the distinction between a conventional and a nuclear conflict.

Attacks on dams and nuclear power plants for instance could well result in
consequences comparable to the devastation unleashed by a limited nuclear
exchange. The nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America must not delay the
pursuit of mutual arms restraint until their situation becomes as complex and
dangerous as that of Eurcpe. In each region, a conscious and phased process
can be evolved, tailored to its specific requirements, to promote security for
all the regional States at the lowest possible level of armaments.

Such a process could envisage:

Firstly, steps that can be taken to build mutual £rust and confidence.
The understanding reached between Pakistan and India not to attack each
others' nuclear facilities and installations is a good example of a
confidence~building measure. Broader commitments of non-aggression and
non-use of force would be equally helpful in fostering mutual confidence. It
would also be useful for the regional States to clarify their respective
security objectives and doctrines and exchange information on arms
procurements and on force levels.

Secondly, efforts to resolve outstanding disputes or clear
misunderstandings are an essential component of a regional arms control
process.

Thirdly, once a degree of mutual confidence has been created, the
regional States could evolve a joint and co-ordinated position regarding
external threats to the region, including the presence of foreign forces in
their vicinity.

Fourthly, the regional parties could endeavour to establish a mutuvally
acceptable military equilibrium among themselves. Disproportion in the level
and sophistication of armaments is likely to encourage policies of domination
and intervention and to increase the danger of regional conflict. The
measures to create regicnal balance could include: renunciation of certain
types of advanced weapons, agreed ceilings on armed forces and the creation of
fully or partially demilitarized zones on land, sea and air space.
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Finally, institutions and mechanisms could be created at the regional
level which would facilitate disarmament and security initiatives to develop,
new approaches to be discussed and concrete steps to be taken.

The prospects for success in promoting regional securitv and arms control
can be greatly enhanced by the simultaneous pursuit of regional co=-operation
in the economic, social and other fields, which can promote a better political
climate and create a common stake in the preservation of regional peace and
prosperity. It is in this perspective that Pakistan at*taches singular
importance to the establishment of the South Asian Association for Regional
Co-operation.

The regiocnal approach to nuclear and conventional arms control deserves
the whole-hearted support of both the non-aligned nations as well as the
nuclear Powers. I hope that more detailed analyses of the possibilities for
arms control in specific regions cculd be prepared by 2xperts in the relewvant
forums. Meanwhile, Pakistan would urge States to take initiatives, or respord
to existing initiatives, to promote arms control and to promote security in |
their respective regions.

We are convinced that the regional approach can substantially strengthen
the security of the non-aligned and developing countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America and contribute to international peace and security. It could
hélp to restrain the involvement of those States in the global nuclear and
conventional arms race and thus reduce the extent to which they are vulnerable
to external influence and interference. It would also prevent the diversion
of scarce resources from economic and social development and thus help to meet
the fundamental needs and to fulfil the aspirations of their people for an
improved quality of life =-- at a time when survival itself is a hostage to
man's own machinations and impulses for self-destruction.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan,
His Excellency Sahabzada Yaqub-Khan, for his important statement and for the
kind words addressed to the President and to my country. I now give the floor
to the representative of Czechoslovakia, Mr. Cima.

Mr. CIMA (Czechoslovakia): Let me first welcome the presence among us
today of the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan, Mr. Yagqub-khan. We
listened to what he had to say about the Pakistani approach to the problems of
disarmament.

The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament is one of the items inscribed
on our agenda for this week. Our delegation is now going to address that item
briefly.

The comprehensive approach towards disarmament, aimed at the achievement
of the general and complete disarmament, is as old as disarmament negotiatiorns
themselves. More or less specific proposals in thi:s regard ware advanced in
the distant as well as in the recen* past. And since the beginning of
the 1239s serious efforts to negotiate multilaterally the comprehensiva
programme of disarmament (CPD) were undertaken by this negotiating body.
Responding to the call bv the firs+: special session of +he General Assembly
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devoted to disarmament the then Committee of the Conference on Disarmament
established a working organ which was to negotiate such a programme for
adoption by the second special session devoted to disarmament. As we all
know, it was not possible to finalize the draft programme then, neither could
we do it later, for the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly. After
that, the General Assembly requested us once more, already for the third time,
to prepare an agreed draft CPD and to submit it, this fall, to the

forty-first session of the General Assembly.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, together with other socialist
countries, is strongly in favour of the elaboration, adoption and, above all,
the full implementation of the CPD. Let me recall the words of our Minister
for Foreign Affairs, Bohuslav Chnoupek, who stressed in this room a couple of
weeks ago that our country fully supports the idea of compiling in one
document basic disarmament measures which would, in the final result, lead to
general and complete disarmament under effective international control. Such
a document could ensure that the process of disarmament negotiations is not
conducted in an improvised manner but purposefully, and that the tasks it sets
out are not subject to fluctuations in the approach of one State or another
but that they be clear component parts of the overall international
disarmament strategy. We further consider that the programme should be
comprehensive in nature; it should of necessity contain measures of nuclear
disarmament, and the elimination of other weapons of mass destruction,
including chemical weapons, and it should deal also with the problem of
conventional disarmament.

The Ad Hoc Committee for the CPD, under the able Chairmanship of
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, has, in the course of the last six years
spared no effort in the search for mutually acceptable language on all aspects
of the programme. Practically all delegations expressed their willingness to
work towards the elaboration and adoption of the programme. What is, then,
the reason that the Ad Hoc Committee and its numerous contact groups have not,
as yet, succeeded in finding desired formulations for the outstanding problems?

In order to find the answer, one has to loock at document CD/634. This
document reflects the present state of affairs in the formulation of texts for
the CPD. After a brief reading one might come to the conclusion that large
sections of the programme have already been agreed and that, after all, not so
many paragraphs remain in brackets. But through more careful study one finds
out that practically all outstanding problems in the section on measures and
stages of implementation represent important aspects of disarmament,
considered almost unanimously priority questions. Already the third paragraph
of this section indicates, that, for the time being, there is not even
agreement on the inclusion in the CPD of such a highly desired measure as the
nuclear-test ban.

One could wonder what kind of a comprehensive programme of disarmament we
could seriously produce without calling, already in the first stage, for the
complete cessation of nuclear-weapon testing. It is hardly conceivable that
we could have both significant reductions in nuclear arsenals and continued
tests of nuclear weapons. Thus, until the NTB is clearly included in the
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first stage of the CPD ~-- and let me note that for now we do not discuss
measures for the second and the third stage -~ we cannot succeed in arriving
at a finalized, meaningful version of the CPD.

We are fully aware of the difficulties concerning the NTB. One nuclear
country has openly declared that it intends to continue nuclear testing, which
is necessary for the implementation of its military programmes concerning
nuclear and space weapons. Instead of negotiating the test ban itself, this
country proposes to discuss its various verification aspects. The
overwhelming majority of the members of the Conference on Disarmament,
including my delegation, consider this unsatisfactory. As a result, the
Conference has been paralysed and for the last three years has not taken any
action on its agenda item l. We continue to consider that the discussion
limited only to verification cannot bring us substantially closer towards
the NTB. But at the same time we feel that the present deadlock and the state
of paralysis in the Conference is serving no one but the country which, though
alone, stands against the cessation of nuclear testing.

Let me in this connection point out that in the framework of the CPD we
do not pretend to solve all the problems agsociated with the successful
negotiation of the NTB. All we demand is the clear recognition that the NTB
is an urgent measure, which could contribute to the cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and would create favourable conditions for the carrying out
of nuclear disarmament. This elementary expression of the importance of
the NTB and of the need for its early conclusion represents the minimum that
the CPD must contain.

Speaking about the problem of nuclear testing, it is impossible to avoid
mentioning that one nuclear country has been refraining from nuclear-weapon
tests for practically one year now. We consider the unilateral Soviet
moratorium an unprecedented, bold step which clearly indicates the readiness
of the Soviet Union to stop nuclear testing and to approach that problem with
the necessary courage. Its introduction and repeated prolongations were
welcomed world wide. These are deeds, not words. We deeply regret that other
nuclear countries, especially the United States, have, as yet, not reacted
positively and have not joined the moratorium. We do not accept arguments
that the moratorium is unverifiable and cannot replace a negotiated ban on
nuclear testing. According to our knowledge no one has ever suggested that
such a moratorium should replace a permanent ban. As to its verifiability we
consider that, with the present technical means, the Earth has become too
small to hide nuclear explosions even under its surface, especially if those
technical means are used rationally and in mutually agreed, international
co-operation. In any event, we would still like to believe that some positive
reaction to the Soviet moratorium from other nuclear countries might be
forthcoming. We would deeply regret it if, one day, wé had to look back at it
as a lost opportunity.

I dwelt at some length on the NTB, and I could do so also with respect to
other problems which still remain open in the present draft CPD, such as the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, prevention of nuclear war, etc.

But the Head of my delegation, Ambassador Vejvoda, has already done so on
numerous occasions. Let me just stress in conclusion our belief that the
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guiding principle of our work on the CPD should be the comprehensive approach
towards the problems of international security and disarmament. We have to
finally admit that in today's world individual aspects of disarmament are
mutually interlinked and interdependent, and that we cannot find a durable
solution to only scme of them, while ignoring others. That comprehensive
approach was, in our opinion, well reflected in the proposals made by

the Soviet Union on 15 January of this year. The three-stage programme
addresses all the basic problems of disarmament and offers a logical sequence
of measures that could ensure the complete elimination of nuclear weapons by
the end of this century. Certainly, it is an ambitious goal but let it be
noted that the CPD, due to its nature, cannot be less ambitious. Otherwise it
would amount to nothing more than a shy reconfirmation, if that, of

the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, which is hardly what we are seeking.

Mr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia): Mr. President, as I am taking the floor for the
first time during your Presidency, I would like to congratulate you, the
representative of Burma -- with which Yugoslavia has ties of long-lasting
co-operation and friendship =-- on the excellent and experienced manner in
which you have guided the Conference dufing the month of July. I also wish to
take this opportunity to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Tellalov of
Bulgaria, for the successful discharge of his functions. I avail myself of
this opportunity also to welcome in our midst again the representative of
Peru, Ambassador Morelli Pando who has assumed his duties in the meantime.

It is also with great pleasure that I would like to welcome the presence
among us today of the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic
of Pakistan, His Excellency Sahabzada Yaqub-Khan, to whose very important
statement I have listened with great attention.

The 1986 session is drawing to its close. The Conference has not more
than a month of its work to take stock of the results achieved in the course
of the 1986 session. Today I would like to limit my intervention to some of
the priority issues on our agenda and to some developments outside the
Conference which have a direct bearing on its work.

As far as developments outside the Conference are concerned, in the view
of my delegation it is important to note that the dialogue between the two
major Powers on disarmament has recently become more direct, more dynamic and
more comprehensive. In some respects it has contributed to the definition of
their priorities in the field of disarmament. This dialogue concerns also
three key disarmament issues which are on the agenda of the Conference on
Disarmament: chemical-weapons ban, prevention of an arms race in outer space,
and reduction of nuclear armaments. We welcome such a development; just as
we have welcomed the objective of two major nuclear-weapon States to
accelerate the negotiation of agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in
outer space and terminating it on Earth, with the ultimate goal of achieving
the complete elimination of nuclear arms everywhere. We hope that these
developments will have a positive effect on the work of the Conference on
Disarmament, particularly in preparation of the 1987 session.
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In the Conference on Disarmament it should be noted that during the
course of this 1986 session further positive steps have been made in
negotiations conducted within the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons under
the able leadership of the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom,
Ambassador Ian Cromartie. This points to the pPossibility of a successful
outcome to negotiations on other outstanding issues in this field. of
particular relevance, we consider, are efforts to identify the procedures and
measures of verification at specific stages of implementation of
the CW convention.

In this respect we are still faced with a number of problems and
difficulties which should not be underestimated, just as should not be
underestimated the fundamental differences dividing the delegations, the
bridging of which will require new efforts and new political will. We should
not be discouraged by these difficulties. My delegation will continue to
actively participate and contribute to the work of the ad Hoc Committee, just
as we support the inter-sessional work of the Committee,

The Conference on Disarmament has recognized that prevention of an arms
race in outer space is a matter of high concern, importance and urgency. It
has also recognized that such an arms race ‘is far easier to arrest now, before
it has become a reality. Therefore, the efforts of the Conference on
Disarmament -~ which run parallel to bilateral negotiations -- should, in our
view, be more focused on the resolution of this problem: because if not
stopped, the spread of the arms race into outer space might have an adverse
effect both on the use of space itself and on the security and peace of
nations on Earth.

The debate held in the Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race
in Outer Space and numerous working papers submitted to it seem to indicate
that the problems involved require extensive and complex considerations,
including, inter alia, consideration of certain definitions, arriving at a
consensus on activities in outer space which are intended solely for peaceful
purposes and on those which should be completely banned or subjected to
international control, reaching a consensus as to which of the existing outer
Space agreements should be reinforced or supplemented and what new agreements
should be concluded. Given the serious task entrusted to the Conference in
the field of outer Space, we consider it necessary to promptly proceed to

at a final result in the form of an agreement or several related agreements.
Thus, the Ad Hoc Committee should, at the beginning of the 1987 session, work
out a concrete programme of work, under its existing mandate, on all issues
within its competence that the Conference should address.

A complex of nuclear issues -- such as nuclear-test ban, cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, and brevention of nuclear war,
including all related matters -- have not yet received priority attention in
the Conference. We cannot accept, and even less condone, the practice that
the Conference is over and over again caught in the vicious circle of
re-examining its mandate in respect of nuclear issues. The problems of
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nuclear disarmament cannot only be confined to bilateral negotiations nor
limited to a small group of countries. We do not deny the primary
responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States for nuclear disarmament. However,
there is also the indisputable role of the Conference on Disarmament as a
multilateral negotiating body in the consideration of the problems related to
nuclear disarmament. The multilateral negotiations within the Conference on
Disarmament -- in which, as a matter of fact, all five nuclear-weapon States
are involved -- is the forum best suited to negotiate and create a basis for
different agreements acceptable to all States.

As a result of their special position, the nuclear-weapon States also
have special responsibilities with regard to the limitation, reduction and
elimination of nuclear weapons. These responsibilities concern both
negotiations among themselves or with each other, and their negotiations as
members of multilateral fora such as the Conference on Disarmament. We
appreciate that the two nuclear-weapon States parties to the bilateral talks,
in response to the requests of the General Assembly and the Conference on
Disarmament, have accepted the practice of informing from time to time, in an
appropriate manner, the members of the Conference about the state of their
negotiations. We consider this practice teg be useful and hope that it will be
continued, and that the information providéd will be more substantive.

The nuclear-weapon States not party to these negotiations have
repeatedly, here in the Conference and in the General Assembly, stated their
reasons for not participating in the negotiations. We understand their
reasons. Nevertheless, such a posture should not prevent them from
contributing more concretely to initiating and conducting a much more
intensive dialogue within the Conference on Disarmament than was the case in
the past. We expect them to do so. In this context we appreciate the
expressed readiness of the People's Republic of china to actively participate
in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban.

During the course of this year the Conference considered agenda item 2,
"cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", in the framework
of informal meetings. These informal meetings cannot, however, be a
substitute for the work which the Conference could and should carry out in
fulfilling the tasks and mandate given to it by the General Assembly at its
first and second special sessions devoted to disarmament. This does not mean
that these meetings were a waste of time. They have helped to better
understand the different aspects of the problem, and unambiguously reaffirmed
the role of the Conference in that field. 1In the opinion of my delegation, in
the period ahead priority attention should be given to problems which can
directly contribute to clarifying certain concepts and formulating practical
measures the Conference should undertake. Paragraph 50 of the Final Document
of the first special session devoted to disarmament should serve as a basis
for achieving that aim. In this way the Conference could significantly
contribute to concrete negotiations.

It is generally acknowledged that prevention of nuclear war is an urgent
and global problem. We refuse to reconcile ourselves to the fact that the
Conference is kept on the sidelines in consideration of this problem. The
complex approach should not be an obstacle for us to seek ways of removing all
the causes and averting the threat of nuclear war. Nuclear disarmament is, no
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doubt, central in this endeavour. But pending the attainment of this
objective, the conference should consider at least the initial measures which
could reduce the risk of a nuclear catastrophe without losing sight of the
ultimate goal. The conference cannot, in our assessment, bypass this issue
and thus lose its credibility.

I+ is even less acceptable that the Conference was unable to re-establish
the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban this year. The Conference was thus
deprived of the possibility of making its own practical contribution to
resolving this issue of highest urgency. A nuclear-test ban remains the
central issue of the nuclear-arms race. The driving force of any arms race
is, and has always been -- and now even more SO because of the rapid
development of technology -- an unimpeded development, sophistication and
deployment of new weapons systems, including nuclear-weapon systems. Nuclear
testing is precisely aimed to achieve that end. The delaying of a
nuclear-test ban increases further the mistrust already existing between the
two super-Powers about the genuine intentions of the other side, and gives
rise to further suspicions of other nuclear-weapon States. A nuclear-test ban
would represent not only an important measure for limiting the nuclear-arms
race and renouncing the advantages offered by testing new nuclear-weapon
systems for their development, but also one of the most important, if not the
single most important, confidence-building measure.

We welcome the news about the ongoing talks between the United States and
Soviet experts on nuclear-test-ban issues and hope that they will be
instrumental in removing obstacles to a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. We
also note as a positive development that a non-governmental group of American
scientists was invited by the Soviet Academy of Sciences +o0 install, together
with the Soviet scientists, a monitoring station at a nuclear-test site in
the Soviet Union. This is proof that monitoring will not be a difficult task
to perform once a decision has been made to this effect by the countries
concerned. It has been recognized that for a test ban to be effective it must
be global and verifiable, and that the main means of verifying the compliance
of a nuclear-test ban is through a world-wide network of seismological
stations. In order to be effective, such a verification system must be based
on the widest possible international co-operation that would provide
sufficient confidence that the parties to a nuclear-test ban observe their
obligations with regard to underground testing.

The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts has so far provided a vast amount
of useful experience in this field and is continuing with further scientific
analysis and development of necessary procedure. Its task is not yet
completed and we understand that fresh efforts are needed before it can
recommend more definite. solutions. My delegation wishes to express its
appreciation for the useful work this Group is performing.

Many scientists believe, and we share their belief, that existing
technological devices make it possible to distinguish to a high degree between
nuclear tests and natural seismic events. This is an encouraging d&eduction
pointing to the possibility of establishing a global seismic monitoring
network even prior to the conclusion of an NTB treaty and as its most direct
preparation. There should be no technical difficulties in accomplishing this
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task. The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts could contribute considerably to
speeding up the whole process of monitoring and conclusion of the Treaty if it
would work out a plan and programme regarding the number, location and type of
monitoring stations to be installed and utilized in the territories of
individual States. We do not see any reason why this should not be undertaken
right away.

Although the concrete results of our work in 1986 are far short of
expectations and possibilities, it seems to us that the Conference during
the 1986 session has worked very intensively in a healthier atmosphere, and
that it has made a concrete step forward, primarily in regard of a
chemical-weapons ban. It should not be overlooked either that the Conference
has conducted a more structured and substantive debate on outer space and that
it has become more involved ~- at least through informal meetings =-- in the
consideration of issues related to halting and reversing the nuclear arms
race. It is, however, far from what the Conference could do and is expected
to do in this area. We hope that this more dynamic approach will bring about
positive results and that the Conference will begin, in the course of
its 1987 session, gradually to emerge from stagnation. We also hope that all
the international efforts outside the Conference will contribute to improved
prospects for disarmament consideration infgeneral. All the members of the
Conference are equally responsible for the preparation and for consideration
on an equal footing of all disarmament items on its agenda. But those which
are most armed have an increased responsibility for the process of disarmament
through negotiations. We harbour no illusions that a breakthrough could soon
be made in the work of the Conference. Yet, we do not want to accept
fatalistic pessimism about its prospects either. Lasting solutions to all
global problems, including disarmament problems, also require an active
contribution by all the members of the international community, they cannot
be treated in isolation from other burning economic and social problems of the
world.

We expect that the forthcoming period will see a more effective
involvement and more intensified efforts of various international fora. We
hope that the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and Security=-Building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe and the Vienna talks on reductions of armed
forces and armaments in Central Europe will yield the desired results.
Disarmament issues will also be high on the agenda of the Eighth Conference of
Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries to be held in Harare,
Zimbabwe, in August this year. All these will, we hope, provide an additional
impetus to the Conference to intensify its efforts in the preparations for and
the work of the Conference itself at its 1987 session.

Before concluding, I would not like to miss this opportunity to express
my delegation's appreciation and that of my own to the distinguished
representatives of India and the Federal Republic of Germany,

Ambassadors Alfred Gonsalves and Henning Wegener, who will shortly leave
Geneva to assume their new, important functions. I wish to thank them both
for their contribution to the work of the Conference and for the very fruitful
co-operation which our delegations have had during their term of duty, and to
wish them farewell and extend to them our best wishes for the future.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Yugoslavia for his
statement and for the kind words addressed to the President and to my
country. That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other
delegation wish to take the floor?

The secretariat has circulated today, at my request, a timetable of

- meetings to be held by the Conference and its subsidiary bodies during the
coming week. It has been prepared in consultation with the Chairmen of
the Ad Hoc Committees. It is understood that the timetable is merely
indicative and subject to change, if necessary. I wish to note that provision
has been made for the Conference to take up the technical parts of the draft
annual report to the General Assembly of the United Nations at an informal
meeting on Thursday and, if necessary, also on Friday. In this connection, I
wish to inform you that the first draft, contained in Working Paper CD/WP.243,
will be ready in English tomorrow and we expect the draft in other languages
to be available on Tuesday morning. As usual, the relevant document will be
placed in the delegations boxes as languages beccme available.

If there is no objection, I shall take it that the Conference adopts the
timetable. ¥

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: Distingquished delegates, please allow me now to make a
brief concluding statement as the President of the Conference, since this is
the last formal plenary meeting I shall be presiding over.

The month of July is a busy month. It has seen an increase in the tempo
of the work of the Conference and the Ad Hoc Committees, as we approach the
conclusion of the 1986 summer session.

With regard to agenda items 4 (Chemical Weapons), 5 (Prevention of an
Arms Race in Outer Space), 7 (Radioclogical Weapons) and 8 (Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament), the respective subsidiary bodies continued their
activities with vigour under the able leadership of their respective
Chairmen. Reflecting the sentiments of all the member delegations, I wish to
express
my deep appreciation of the considerable contribution made by their
Chairmen, Ambassador Ian Cromartie of the United Kingdom,
Ambassador Luvsandorjiin Bayart of Mongolia, Ambassador Lechuga Hevia of Cuba
and Ambassador Garcfia Robles of Mexico.

During my Presidency for the month of July, I spared no effort to do what
I can possibly do to deal with the pending items on our agenda, particularly
the nuclear issues. :

I devoted a great deal of my attention and energies to agenda item 1,
"Nuclear Test Ban". I carried out intensive consultations with a view to
finding ways and means to reach consensus on the draft mandate for
the Ad Hoc Committee on agenda item 1. Much to my regret, my consultations
during the month of July have not been successful. However, I believe that
those efforts were not wasted and that they would in some way contribute to
the fruition of further efforts in this direction. I am aware of the
continuing efforts to reach consensus on the draft mandate for
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the Ad Hoc Committee on agenda item 1 and I extend =y whole-honrted support
and svmpathy to these commendable efforts. "Nuclear Test Ban" is number one

in our agenda, and it is our priority item. It is my firm belief that
prcgress on other nuclear issues are inconceivable without pregress on agenda
item 1.

This being the case, it is imperative that the Conference on Disarmament
should establish a subsidiary body on agenda item 1 at the earliest possible
date to undertake substantive work on this important subject. I am of th
opinion that now that the two super-Powers have started their bilateral talks
on nuclear testing, the need for the establishment of the A4 Hoc Committee to
start substantive work on this important subject has become more pronounced.

With regard to agenda item 2, "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and
Nuclear Disarmament", I tried my best to follow the example of my predecessor,
Ambassador Tellalov of Bulgaria, in holding informal meetings on that agenda
item. Much as we desire to see the Ad Hoc Committee established to deal with
the substance of this important question, the present circumstances permit us
only to conduct informal meetings on that subject at this juncture. These
informal meetings on agenda item 2 have proved to be very fruitful and
useful. I have held five informal meetings on this item and I am going to
conduct another informal meeting on this subject immediately after this
plenary meeting. I hope that my successors would find it useful to carry on
with this good tradition of informal meetings pending the establishment of a
subsidiary body on this agenda item.

With regard to agenda item 3, "Prevention of nuclear war, including all
related matters”, I tried to explore the possibility of having a Committee of
the Whole to deal with the substance of that agenda item on the basis of the
proposal made by the then President of the Conference, Ambassador Vidas of
Yugoslavia, in 1984. Much to my regret, my informal consultations only
revealed that no consensus could be reached on that question at this stage.

I also carried out intensive informal consultations with group
co-ordinators with a view to establishing the Ad Hoc Committee on agenda
item 6, "Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear Weapon
States against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons". I believe we
reached understanding on this question to a large extent. However, it is,
perhaps, too late to establish an ad hoc committee on that agenda item this
year. I hope that the early part of the 1987 session of the Conference would
be able to witness the establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee on that agenda
item.

With regard to the question of the improved and effective functioning of
the Conference, I held two sessions of open-ended consultations on the

subject. Many membter delegations toock part in those two sessions of

open-2nded consultations and advanced their ideas and proposals cn this

questicn. We had a wvery fruitful exchange of views on the subject. This
=

useful exchange of wviews led me to believe that there are some areas ~I common
ground c¢n some issuas, althouch there still exist differences of opinion on
mores substantive gquestions and that it might be possible for the Conference to
take decisions on those arzas of common éround. To my regret, the limitead
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time at my disposal prevented me from taking further steps. But I hope that
the Conference on Disarmament will be able to make some movement in this area
in future.

I also conducted informal and private consultations with Group
Co-ordinators as well as with individual delegations on the gquestion of the
expansion of the membership of the Conference. I have found out that this
question needs further consultations.

I also wish to take this opportunity to express my sincere thanks to
Ambassador Miljan Komatina, Secretary-General of our Conference and
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General, to
Ambassador Vicente Berasatequi, our Deputy Secretary-General, as well as to
their able staff for their tireless co-operation, which I appreciate very much.

I would also like to thank the Group Co-ordinators, the distinguished
Ambassadors of Bulgaria, China, Morocco and the Netherlands, for the
co-operation they extended to me during my tenure.

That concludes my final statement. I now give the floor to the
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Svanish): Thank you,
Mr. President. I do not think that it is customary for a representative to
take the floor after the outgoing President's statement. If I am doing so now
it is for a twofold reason: firstly, because my delegation and I personally
have witnessed your tireless efforts during the month of your Presidency to
reach an agreement on that item to which you once again quite rightly
attributed maximum importance today -- that is, the first item on our agenda.

By your efforts, Mr. President, you have earned the gratitude of all the
members of the Conference on Disarmament, and if you have not been successful
it is not your fault, and I would also add, nor is it the fault of many
delegations at the Conference, among them my own. With respect to this second
assertion, I should like to add something further. There are delegations
which persist in advancing, as the sole outcome for this issue, propcsals that
they have submitted since 1984. No, Mr. President, my delegation considers
that negotiations should be negotiations which involve mutual concessions on
one side and the other. 1In one of my statements, the last statement I made on
this point, I said that in my view the delegations belonging to the
Group of 21, and especially a group of them which includes that of iMexico,
have made concessions both here as well as in the Assembly, where
resolution 40/80 A was adopted by the largest number of votes, 124 vores in
favour. I repeat, we have made concessions that represent 90 per cant of the
ground that has to be covered; and not 50 per cent, which with 350 ger cent on
each side would have made it possible to £ind a solution. We have made
concessions which in my view amount to 90 per cent, so that if the othe
were prepared to make a 10 per cent ccncession we would have resached ag
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Since laszt 22x the Zroun of 21 has b=A a Araf+ mandate for an
ad hoc committee on this matter, which is contained in document CD.S520/Rev.2.
But we &id not claim, or in any case the delegation of Mexico did not clainm,

that thas drarft contains the ravealed truth and is the only draft possible.

£ is why at =hz last aAssembly we pr
on 40,/80 A whicn obtained the numbe
3is of that draft -

cmoted that drartt
r of wvotes to which I have alread
a t

ref ne Zas 2solution, and using some of th
taken from what the distinguished representative of Australia included in his
e was President of the Conference con Disarmament, such as tnez

co=-sponsor it. We continue now, and indeed, I am sure, next year «
continue to be prepared to submit it., In my view, it is a draft re
that offars the possibility for a general agrzement if the other zi
western Groud, to te mors precise, and perhaps, to single out deleg
or three of the delegations in the Western Group, were prepared
recirrocal concessions.

®
cr

As this draft has not been circulated, and as I think this is worth while
on this occasion when, I repeat, you have Euite rightly stressed the need to
arrive at_ an agreement on the Conference's agenda item 1, I shall read it out
in extenso -- I only have it in English.

(continued in English): "The Conference on Disarmament decides to
establish an Ad Hoc Committee on item 1 of its agenda with the objective
of carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban-treaty.

The Ad Hoc Committee will set up two Working Groups which will deal
respectively with the following interrelated questions.

A. working Group 1 -- structure and scope of the treaty.
B. Working Group 2 =- compliance and verification.

Pursuant to its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee will take into account
all existing proposals and future initiatives. In addition, it will draw
on the knowledge and experience that have been accumulated over the years
in the consideration of a comprehensive test ban in the successive
multilateral negotiating bodies and the trilateral negotiations. The
Ad Hoc Committee will also take into account the work of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to
Detect and Identify Seismic Events.

The Ad Hoc Cemmittee will report to the Conference on Disarmament on
the progress of its work before the conclusion of the 1986 session.”

(continued in Spanish): I am convinced that to any observer objactively
analysing the contents of this preliminary draft resolution, it would be very
difficult to understand why the Conference on Disarmament has not been able to
agree on this text or one very similar to it.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Mexico for his statement.

As I announced earlier today, I intend now to adjourn the plenary meeting
and hold immediately afterwards the informal meeting devoted to the
consideration of the substance of item 2 on the agenda.

As we have a long list of speakers for our plenary meeting next Tuesday,
I suggest that we start the plenary meeting at 10 a.m. sharp. Otherwise it
will not be possible to conclude the list of speakers in the morning. If
there is no objection we shall proceed accordingly.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will te held on
Tuesday, 5 August, at 10 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 376th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

Allow me to make a brief opening statement, since this is the first
formal plenary meeting over which I am presiding.

Canada feels particularly honoured to be entrusted with the Presidency of
the Conference on Disarmament during its important closing, report-writing and
intersessional period. We shall endeavour to fulfil our responsibilities in a
manner which fully reflects the high value Canada attaches to the work of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In an era when the awesome realities of existing and emerging weapons
technologies are a cause for concern to the peoples of all countries and
continents, the task of devising effective agreed arms control and disarmament
measures cannot simply be left to those who possess the largest arsenals. The
Conference on Disarmament, which is the sole multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum, therefore performs an indispensable political and
institutional role.

The fact that Canada's Presidency oé%urs during the concluding month of
this vear's session gives me an opportunity to put forward some reflections on
the current international situation in relation to arms control and
disarmament, and on the recent work of the Conference on Disarmament in that
context.

The attention of the world, understandably, is focused on the
negotiations of the United States of America and the USSR being conducted,
literally, just down the road from the Conference on Disarmament. This
attention often takes the form of an impatient clamour for quick results.
Such expressions of impatience are politically and humanly understandable.
However, we would do well to keep in mind the magnitude and complexity of the
agreed objectives which the negotiating parties have set for themselves: no
less than "the prevention of an arms race i space and its termination on
Earth; the limitation and reduction of nuclear arms; and the strengthening
of strategic stability, leading ultimately to the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons".

It must also be borne in mind that the issues under negotiation involve
vital security interests not only of the negotiating parties themselves but of
all the members of the Conference on Disarmament and indeed all the peoples of
the world. Viewed in this light, while many may have hoped for more rapid
progress, there are no grounds for discouragement at this time, there are in
fact hopeful signs. Available evidence strongly suggests that both parties
are approaching their task with a seriousness and commitment that bodes well
for eventual substantive results. It is particularly encouraging when
concrete, substantive proposals are put forward at the negotiating table, as
has recently been the case, rather than first being announced in public. I am
sure that all members of the Conference on Disarmament would agree on the
importance of conducting ourselves in ways which are supportive of continuing,

601

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2
CD/FV. 376
3

(The President)

serious pursuit of those all-important negotiations, while not abdicating our
individual and collective responsibility to advance our own work with a sense
of real urgency.

The arms control negotiations and discussions of the Conference on
Disarmament may understandably attract fewer headlines than the bilaterals,
but this should not be taken as an indication of their unimportance. It has
been your task to address some of the most politically sensitive and
technically difficult issues which Governments confront in this area. Just as
important, in its role as a sounding board as well as a negotiating forum, the
Conference on Disarmament helps in registering emeraing issues of concern
among political leaders and in defining areas for new negotiated measures.
Your work can thus also contribute invaluably to establishing the tone and
texture of the broader arms control and disarmament process. Your current
session has been characterized by a most welcome lesseninag of polemics; there
appears to be an increasing trend toward thoughtful, substantive statements,
coupled with the submission of practical working papers. I applaud this new
spirit, and this new approach.

As for the Conference on Disarmament{s priorities, the elimination of all
weapons of mass destruction is a central task of the arms control and
disarmament process. Your efforts to negotiate a comprehensive ban on
chemical weapons therefore is rightly a priority item on your work agenda.
Official confirmation by the United Nations Secretary-General of repeated
chemical weapons use in the Gulf war, which Canada resolutely condemns, as
well as reports of efforts by other countries to acquire a chemical weapons
capability, must add to our collective sense of urgency to achieve progress on
this item. Canada does not favour diverting efforts from the negotiation of a
comprehensive ban in order to address the proliferation problem separately.
Nevertheless, out of concern for the problem, Canada recently increased to l4
the number of chemicals subject to export controls and, in consultation with
several other countries, we are implementing a warning list procedure for a
longer list of chemicals.

In the effort to negotiate a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons, there
were several welcome developments during the current session of the Conference
on Disarmament. The United States delegation made an important clarification
of its thinking on how a treaty might apply to differing social systems. The
USSR delecation made new and positive substantive proposals relating to
certain aspects of verification of a treaty, which my Government hcopes will
soon be supplemented by further proposals dealing with other aspects of
verification. The Canadian Government hopes also that the important recent
United Kingdom initiative will facilitate a convergency of views on the
sensitive and vital issue of challenge inspections. Under energetic and
notably competent chairmanship, the Ad Hoc Committee has made further progress
toward resolving some of the more difficult technical issues. The Canadian
delegation submitted two working papers as a contribution to the collective
effort. The holding by the Netherlands of a workshop relating to verification
of non-production, as well as the broad attendance at that workshop, was
agratifyinag and encouraging. It is important that the momentum thus generated
be maintained, including through inter-sessional work to the extent
practicable. '
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The issue of a ban on nuclear tests has properly continued to occupyv a
prominent place in the Conference's agenda. The negotiation of a
comprehensive nuclear test ban remains a fundamental objective of the Canadian
Government. We were therefore disappointed at the failure to agree on a
mandate for a subsidiarvy body on this question, which might have permitted
practical work in preparing the ground for the negotiation of such a ban.

This session, nevertheless, was not without positive developments. We have
noted carefully, and welcome, the recent Soviet statement indicating a
forthcoming approach on technical and institutional matters relating to the
establishment and operation of a global seismic monitoring network. We are
alsoc pleased that the USSR and the United States of America are holding expert
level discussions on nuclear test issues. Australia's call for a decision to
establish an international seismic network is wholly consistent with Canada's
longstanding concern to develop means for reliably verifying a test tan. The
Conference on Disarmament is aware that we are upgrading a seismic array in
our own northern territory and have commissioned other related researcnh, and
that we will be conducting a technical workshop in Ottawa this autumn, at
which we hope Conference members will be widely represented. 1In the Canadian
view, a gradual incremental step-by-step approach will be required if a
comprehensive test ban is to become a reality. We intend to pursue vigorously
our efforts to this end in the Conference on Disarmament and in other forums.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is a high priority for
Canada, and this Conference agenda item warrants special effort and
attention. As was the case last year, Canada submitted a substantive working
paper designed to facilitate consideration of existing relevant international
law and the possible need for it to be supplemented by additional negotiated
measures. We have also commissioned extensive research into the potential for
using existing technology for purposes of space-based verification. We intend
in the future to make the results of this research more widely available.

It was a matter of disappointment that a mandate for a subsidiary body on
the outer space item was agreed only half way through the 1986 session. As a
result, for a second consecutive year, only half of the session's time could
be devoted to substantive deliberations. Once the mandate was agreed, the
ensuing discussion was on the whole characterized by an impressive sobriety
and thoughtfulness. In the Canadian view, the existing mandate is
demonstrating its usefulness.

The Conference on Disarmament is also engaged in negotiation aimed at
bannina radiological weapons, which fortunately are not yet known to exist.
My Government recognizes that following the tragic accident at Chernobvl,
there are heightened concerns about the potential consequences of attacks on
peaceful nuclear facilities. My Government hopes that there can be early
agreement on how this issue can be most effectively addressed, so as to avoid
prolonged further delay in concluding a radiological weapons ban.

Unfortunately, concrete achievements at the Conference on Disarmament in
recent years have been scarce. This may be an indicator not so much of
failure as of limits. Delegations at the Conference can achieve no more than
what their respective instructions, reflective of perceived national interest
and political will, allow. Nevertheless, Canada would join with others in
urging a searching re-examination of the methods and procedures whereby the
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Conference on Disarmament conducts its operations. It would be regrettable,
possibly tragic, if opportunities for progress were missed due to
institutional inefficiencies or failings.

In conclusion, I am confident Ambassador Beesley can count on the support
and co-operation of all delegations in bringing this year's Conference on
Disarmament session efficaciously to its conclusion.

That concludes the message of the Secretary of State for External Affairs.

I should now like to take the opportunity to pay tribute to my
distinquished predecessor, Ambassador U Tin Tun, Permanent Representative of
Burma, who guided our work so skilfully during the busy month of July. I Xnow
that I speak for all distinguished delegates in conveying to him our most
sincere appreciation for the effective manner in which he presided over our
deliberations. He spared no effort in pressing forward our work, particularly
on nuclear issues. While we share his regret that consultations directed to
reaching consensus were not successful, it is stating the obvious to say that
this is through no fault of his. Consultations will, of course, continue, and
I am available to assist in any further effort aimed at finding common ground
in the short time which remains available to us during this annual session.

Distinquished delegates, we are all aware that this month of Auqust will
be an extremely busy one for the Conference on Disarmament. There is a
widespread desire, which I share, for further progress in our negotiations on
chemical weapons and for the completion of our work on the Comprehensive
Programme on Disarmament, as well as the continuation of other consultations
on other pending issues relating to agenda items 1, 2 and 3, right up to the
closing deadlines which are in the process of being established by the
respective chairmen of subsidiary bodies, in consultation with the secretariat
and other delegations. At the same time, we must, of course, ensure that we
complete our report and approve it by 29 August, the date of the close of the
present session.

Another matter which has been pending for a long time is that of the
expansion of the membership of the Conference. 1In our report to the
General Assembly last year, the Conference reported its decision to intensify
its consultations with a view to taking a positive decision at this annual
session. I am sure all of us appreciate the interest shown by a number of
States seeking to become full members. I believe that the time has come for
us to look again at this matter and see if new ideas and approaches might
allow us to break the present deadlock, since the lack of progress on this
question could affect the credibility of the Conference.

We are all aware of the need to use our resources effectively, the more
so in light of the reduced time and technical services arising out of the
financial constraints within which we are operating. Let there be no doubt,
however, on two issues: firstly, our determination to continue to make as
much substantive progress on as many agenda items as posible during the
remaining days o the session; and second, that, notwithstanding the financial
constraints, every group and every delegation has the right to express its
views and have them appropriately recorded.
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If we work together towards the common objectives that I have outlined,
drawing benefit from the more positive atmosphere and improved prospects
referred to in today's message from Canada's Secretary of State for External
Affairs, there is every reason to hope and expect that we will have utilized
our time effectively by the close of this session.

This will require, undoubtedly, the complete commitment and co-operation
not only of vour President, the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Committees, and of the
Secretary-General of the Conference and his able staff, but of every
delegation here. I propose to look to my predecessor, Ambassador U Tin Tun,
and, if I may, to my predecessors, Ambassadors Campora and Cromartie, who
presided over our report-writinag sessions in 1985 an 1984 respectively, for

- gquidance and "technical assistance". I shall also welcome advice and
suggestions from any of you during this final busy month, as well, of course,
as during the intersessional period.

I should now like to turn to our business for today. In accordance with
its programme of work, the Conference starts today its consideration of item 7
on its agenda, entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons; radiological weapons". However, in accordance with
rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any
subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the
United States of America, Indonesia, Poland and Cuba. I now give the floor to
the representative of the United States of America, Ambassador Lowitz.

Mr. LOWITZ (United States of America): Mr. President, the United States
delegation extends to you its congratulations and best wishes on vour
assumption of the Chair both for the closing month of our session and for the
added tasks of the intersessional period. As the parties to one of the
world's oldest successful disarmament agreements, the Rush-Bagot Treaty
of 1817, our countries have worked together in peace over many vears to extend
the domain of international security through negotiated measures. We pledge
you our full support as the Conference concludes its 1986 session.

My delegation's congratulations and thanks also gqo to
Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma for successfully presiding over our activities
during the month of July. As a newcomer to the Conference, he has
distinguished himself by his patience and willingness to seek out ways to move
our work forward.

Tomorrow, 6 August, is the anniversary of an event that spawned a
thousand hopes and a thousand fears. On that day, 41 short years ago, a light
brighter than a thousand suns burst over the Japanese city of Hiroshima, and
the first nuclear explosion in war began the proximate set of actions that
rapidly brought to an end a long and devastating war.

Like many wars, that largest of all wars need not have happened at all if
those then in effective control of the countries the United States and its
allies opposed had not iagnored the lessons of history and sought unwarranted
and unjust power and influence. But the seeds of aggression had taken root,
and the overreaching of a few was at the expense of many innocent men, women
and children.
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Historians may debate the precise chain of events and causes that led to
the final termination of fighting in Auqust of 1945, but the brief interval
between the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki and the new era which began in
Tokyo Harbour is fact, just as factual as the millions of deaths in the
Second World War in hundreds of other cities, in concentration camps and
countrysides, by famine and fire, by rifle and machine gqun and high
explosive. And fact as well is the strong bond of alliance and friendship
that then emerged and flourishes today between former adversaries.

There is no question but that nuclear weapons, twice used, have
revolutionized man's thinking about peace and war -- the energy of the atom
has for all foreseeable time changed our lives, both collectively and as
individuals. There is no question but that the march of technology since
1945, and the enormous arsenals of nuclear weapons, threaten the future of our
small planet. There is no question but that the use of even a small fraction
of these arsenals would make the destruction wrought by all past wars pale
into insignificance. And thus there is no question but that a nuclear war can
never be won and must never be fought.

The atomic bomb gave added impetus t¢ the efforts of those then engaged
in founding the United Nations. Well before the world learned of the
existence of nuclear weapons, many realized that, out o the ashes of the world
conflict and on the wreckage of the Leacue of Nations, it was essential to
create new ways to join the nations of the world to work for peace and against
aggression.

Both the atomic bomb, and the fearful destruction visited on European and
Asian and African lands by shell and bomb and bullet, spurred the efforts of
the international community after 1945 to escape the trap of war. People had
suffered too grievously; the shocks were too great. This time, it was said,
the lessons had been learned, and humankind would live differently in the
future.

It was not to be.

How many millions of men and women and children have died in war since
1945, thouah not one by the nuclear weapon? How many aggressive actions have
been perpetrated on unwilling victims since 1945, though not one involving the
use of a nuclear weapon? How many conflicts between nations -- conflicts that
i scarcely could have been imagined in 1945 -- have sprung up and continue to
fester or to flare openly? XKorea, South-East Asia, South Asia,
South-West Asia, the Middle East, Latin America, Africa -- it seems that a
peaceful land is the exceptional land in a world full of strife.

But in this strife-filled world there exists a great paradox, a paradox
that the United States recognizes is not without danger and should not be
allowed to endure without end. That paradox -- the paradox of nuclear
deterrence -- preoccupies our thoughts, and such energies as we in this
Conference and others working for disarmament can bring to bear. The reality
is that nuclear weapons =-- because of or in spite of their overwhelming power
of blast and heat and radiation -- have not been employed for 41 vyears. They
have not been used despite the existence of mortal conflicts, despite the
masses of arms poised in readiness across the frontier that divides East and
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West. Existing conflicts that could easily have escalated to all-out and
major war, under other circumstances, have not reached such a level.

We sometimes hear it said that the paradox of nuclear deterrence is one
that makes the super-Powers happy -- as if my country were unaware of the
implications of what occurred at Hiroshima and Nagasaki, or of the even more
terrible destruction that would result from a nuclear war. It is alleged that
the United States is satisfied with the status quo -- that it seeks blindly to
perpetuate it, or even to pursue the chimera of nuclear superiority. It is
said that nuclear weapons have created two classes of States. All of these
savings are simply that -- sayings. The reality is that the Unitsd States
sees no merit in any competition in nuclear arms -- it actively seeks deep
reductions in their numbers and their eventual abolition.

The United States in particular sees no value in the hair-trigger
situation of large numbers of intercontinental ballistic missiles poised to
fly on a few minutes' notice, a situation we find especially destabilizing.
The United States sees no value in any further spread of nucler weapons, which
can only destabilize a fragile balance and make more difficult the already
challenging task of nuclear disarmament. §

In addition, the United States sees no merit in creating artificial
distinctions. Nuclear weapons in and of themselves have neither created nor
destroyed the impulses in the hearts and minds of men. They oujht not obscure
our need for insights into the root causes of all war. They ought not blind
us to the connections between nuclear deterrence and conventional weapons, to
the disparities in the balance of conventional forces that so greatly
contribute to the need for a nuclear deterrent.

Since 1945, the United States has sought solutions to the problems posed
by all weapons, by all wars, with full recognition of how enormous is the
change that the existence of nuclear weapons has made to this search. In this
regard, the United States recognizes that the large-scale use of nuclear
weapons would wreck the society of the attacked State, and the inevitable

o retaliation by a nuclear-armed Power would visit similar retribution on the
attacker. And it recognizes the peril of nuclear weapons to all mankind, if
they were used in numbers sufficient to spread large amounts of fallout, or
perhaps even to trigger climatic change.

But true peace in the nuclear age must be more than an absence of war.
True international security will require more than the absence of arms.
President Reagan has made this point very clearly: "Nations do not distrust
each other because they are armed; they arm themselves because they distrust
each other”.

In this context, the search for a more peaceful and secure world has
prompted initiatives in which the United States takes pride. From Lend-Lease
to the Marshall Plan, and through bilateral aid programmes, it has helped to
sustain and to rebuild societies disrupted by war. Through the great
multilateral lending organizations and bilaterally, it has supported needed
development in scores of States around the world. These efforts have sought
to promote the conditions for free, just and prosperous lives, and to redress
inequalities that can lead to conflict.
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The United States effort to control and to reduce arms through negotiated
international agreements has been motivated by the same desire to create a
more peaceful and secure world. We should not forget the first post-war
attempts such as the Baruch Plan; or Atoms for Peace, which led to the use of
nuclear energvy under the safequards of the International Atomic Energy
Agency. We should not diminish the signal importance of such agreements as
the Limited Test Ban and the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Outer Space Treaty
and the Treaty of Tlatelolco, in the negotiation of which our colleagque, the
distinquished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, played such
a key role.

It is worth noting that most of the provisions of existing arms control
agreements do not deal with conventional weapons. As our distinguished
visitor from Pakistan, Foreign Minister Yaqub-Khan, rightly pointed out at our
last plenary meeting, there 1s a great need for control and reductions applied
to these weapons as well. Technology has unfortunately increased many-fold
the destructive effects of these much more widely available weapons. And
conventional conflict risks escalation to nuclear conflict. It is time that
the international community devote more of its attention to conventional arms
control. §

The threats to international security posed by nuclear, chemical and
conventional weapons today are real and they are large., The future is no less
challenging for us than the past was for our predecessors. And so we keep
trying, we keep searching for the peaceful solutions, for the steps to more

. stable ground. The United States has made far-reaching proposals to reduce
and eliminate nuclear arsenals, both strategic and intermediate range. It has
initiated a search for defensive technologies that would protect rather than
threaten. Together with the Soviet Union it agreed in January 1985 to the
present nuclear and space talks. My delegation is encouraged by recent
developments affecting these negotiations. For the first time, as
President Reagan stated on 29 July, "We are not only pointed in the right
direction =~ toward reduction and eventual elimination of nuclear weapons --
we have bequn to move down that road".

Just last week the United States and the Soviet Union met here in Geneva
for discussions on the entire scope of issues related to nuclear testing. The
two sides expect to meet again here early next month, after a recess to allow
further study of the issues they discussed.

In thg Conference on Disarmament and bilaterally with the Soviet Union,
United States efforts to conclude a chemical weapons ban have intensified. 1In
Stockholm and Vienna, negotiations respecting conventional weapons continue.

The United States is not satisfied with the present, any more than any
other concerned State. It recognizes the slow pace of progress, and it
regrets negative developments such as non-compliance with existing agreements,
and, most recently, the rejection by the Soviet Union of President Reagan's
call for establishing an interim framework of truly mutual restraint pending
conclusion of a verifiable agreement on deep and equitable reductions in
offensive nuclear arms.
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Our task and challenge is to continue, to be persistent, to seek
agreement where it is now possible, and to create the circumstances for future
agreement where it now seems impossible. Agreement for its own sake, and a
lack of seriousness about compliance with agreements in being, damage our
changes for a more secure future. Our own sense of well-being should tell us
that our future demands much more.

These are the lessons of Hiroshima: that we never forget the suffering
of not only the Japanese people but of all peoples affected by that war and by
all wars; that we study our own minds ‘and reflect on our own objectives;
that we realize what, in the concrete, our tachnologies can do in war and for
peace; that we be open to each other's initiatives, and that we seek to reach
agreements that will stand the test of time and genuinely serve the cause of
peace.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of the
United States of America for his statement and for the kind words addressed to
the President. I now call on the distinguished representative of Indonesia,
Ambassador Sutowardovyo.

Mr. SUTOWARDOYO (Indonesia): Mr. President, speaking at the first
plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament under your Presidency, it is
my great pleasure to congratulate you on your assumption of the prestigious
office entailing demanding duties which, my delegation has no doubt, you, with
your wisdom and customary aplomb backed by a long and varied experience in the
diplomatic service of your country, will be able to discharge to our entire
satisfaction. It is only fitting that in this concluding month of August,
when we prepare our report, the Presidency is held by the representative of
Canada, whose deleqation has contributed so much to the work of the
Conference. I am happy to pledge hereby our full co-operation with vou in the
performance of your tasks.

I should further like to extend, through you, to Ambassador U Tin Tun of
Burma and Ambassador Tellalov of Bulgaria, who have preceded you in the chair
- respectively in the months of July and June, my felicitations for the
efficient and tactful manner in which they, and each in his own way, have
presided over our deliberations.

I should also like to avail myself of the opportunity to extend a warm
welcome to our new colleaques who have joined us since the start of our
session this year and at the same time to assure them of our readiness to
continue to co-operate with them in the same way that we have co-operated with
their predecessors.

As we are nearing the end of our summer session the recently initiated
United States-Soviet bilateral talks at the level of experts on nuclear-test
issues is being held up by some as good news on the nuclear disarmament front.

We share in the hope for the success of the talks but we cannot share in
any optimism or great expectation as to their results. This applies to these

as well as to other bilateral neqotiations concerning nuclear arms. For one
thing, we have been disappointed too many times in the past. For another, the
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information which has been given to us or has come to us through the media has
been fragmentary and sometimes confusing, or even downright contradictory, so
that we cannot make head or tail of them.

As to the present bilateral talks on NTB issues, their scope and nature
seems to be too limited to warrant any expectation that they will lead to an
early conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty which we hold essential
for any movement towards the halting of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament.

My delegation resents the cavalier treatment the Conference continues to
be subjected to, especially on matters affecting nuclear arms, as I have
alluded to earlier and as witness our repeated failures to establish an
ad hoc committee for any of the relevant items on our agenda. We have been
Furtner distressed by the nature of the arguments which have been presented in
the course of our current session against positions on nuclear issues which we

i share which, carried to their logical consequences, would amount to cynical,
open advocacy against any restrictions on the pretext of the need for
self-preservation whereby not the slightest consideration is given to the
interests and concerns of the small, non;nuclear-weapon countries of the
Third World. :

Without going into the substance of the matter for now, I should like to
say in this connection what my Foreign Minister, Dr. Mochtar Kusumaatmadja,
had to say several years ago on the subject of disarmament, namely that the
small and non-nuclear-weapon nations have not only the right but also the duty
o make their voice heard even if they do so as "potential victims".

At the present Stage of our work, when we are about to start with the
drafting of our report, I should like to refer briefly to the situation with
regard to the different items on our agenda, and at the same time to state my
delegation's views on them, especially since it has not done so for quite some
time. Let me say, at the outset, that on the fundamental issues my
delegation's position remains unchanged.

If anything, what I want to stress in this statement is the near
frustration of my delegation at failing to see any progress in our dealing
with the so-called nuclear issues while research, development and probably
also deployment continue, and the armament race is extended to outer space,

/ threatening us with the spectre of weapons and weapon systems so complex and
intricate as to be beyond regulation or control.

It is a matter of great disappointment to my delegation that we have
again failed to set up ad hoc committees for the three items heading our
agenda, which also happen to be the items to which we assign the highest
priority, namely, items 1, 2 and 3.

With respect to item 1, Nuclear Test Ban, my delegation cannot accept the
arguments which have been advanced that a comprehensive test ban is not
possible at the moment because of the inadequacy of the state of the art of
verification at present and that tests are needed to ensure the reliability of
existing arsenals. Those argquments have been effectively refuted here and

a4
i
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elsewhere, and my delegation can only draw the inference that tests serve no
other purpose but the qualitative improvement of existing weapons.

Seen in this light, the one-year Soviet moratorium on nuclear testing is
to be highly commended and we dare hope at this late hour -- as it is to end
tomorrow == that the United States Government could still be persuaded to join
or that it could be seized upon some way or other by the two Powers to work
out some agreement oOr arrangement amounting to the taking of the first step
towards halting the nuclear arms race.

As to item 2, Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament,
my delegation welcomes its being taken up during the summer session at
informal meetings of the plenary, even though its being dealt with in an
ad hoc committee would have been more appropriate. My delegation rejects as
contrived the arguments which have been brought forward purporting to show
that the halting of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament would not be
in the best interest of mankind at least where the present conditions persist.

As regards item 3, Prevention of Nuclear War and Other Related Matters,
my delegation continues to hold the view that the prevention of nuclear war is
the number one priority issue to which all efforts must be devoted. We reject
the thesis purporting to establish that nuclear war is most likely to breakout
as a consequence of a conventional war and the thereby implied equation of the
risks inherent in a conventional war with those of a nuclear war, as being
intended more as a means to divert attention.

We continue to hold the view that ad hoc committees should be established
for items 1, 2 and 3 with adequate mandates in accordance with the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and on the basis of subsequent resolutions of the General Assembly.

Item 4, Chemical Weapons, is the one item in which most progress has been
made, even though by common standards it has been slow. My delegation feels
encouraged by the more truly businesslike exchanges which have characterized
the discussions in the Ad Hoc Committee as well as in the Working Groups this
year, enabling real, substantive work to be done.

Ambassador Cromartie of the United Kingdom as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee and the Chairmen of the three Working Groups should be
commended for their excellent work and exemplary dedication. The important
and valuable results which have been achieved through painstaking work under
their guidance should be given due recognition.

We are also grateful to the Netherlands Government for organizing the
workshop on verification of non-production of chemical weapons in Holland last
June, which has been very instructive and useful and, I might as well say, has
helped to advance our work on this important question. I should like to make
use of this opportunity to express my Government's appreciation to the
Dutch Government for having taken the much-needed initiative.

Some major issues still need to be resolved to justify optimism at this
stage about the prospect of an early conclusion of our work on chemical
weapons. Indeed the questions which remain are of a nature which might daunt
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less hardened spirits. Take, for instance, the question of challenge on-site
inspection in the context of Article IX which is being dealt with in

Working Group C, of which we feel honoured to have a member of the Indonesian
delegation acting as its Chairman. Further intensive work is still required
for its final solution. But, on the other hand, let us consider who would
have dared to predict even at the beginning of our session this year, that by
this time we would have reached the stage in which we are finding ourselves
now.

Important progress has certainly been made in the negotiation of the
issue of on-site inspection by challenge, but it seems that further
substantive work on the basis of the results achieved is needed in order that
they can get the recognition they deserve in our view. Perhaps the remaining
few weeks of this session could be usefully availed of for achieving this end.

My delegation believes that, given the necessary political will, on which
we have been given plenty of assurances, with hard work and sufficient
flexibility, a constructive approach and readiness to make mutual concessions
all around, a solution of this and other still unresolved problems may vyet
prove to be within our +—each at least during our next session.
¥

The often-mentioned use of chemical weapons and their alleged further
spread in the past few years, in addition to the great expectation that has
been raised world-wide in the Conference's current work on the C4 convention
should make us all realize that we cannot afford to, and indeed must not, fail.

Indonesia attaches great importance to item 5, Prevention of an Arms Race
in Outer Space. We share in the concern at the prospect of outer space
becoming a new arena of arms competition between the rivalling major Powers as
current developments indicate. Outer space as the common heritage of mankind
must be reserved exclusively for peaceful purposes and uses that are
peneficial to all mankind. This is the principle that has been endorsed by
the international community. We hold this principle to be sacrosanct.

There are other reasons deriving from our country's location and singular

4 geographical composition which make us take a special interest in item 5. As
a country consisting of over 10,000 islands, big and small, scattered in an
area straddling the Equator, and extending roughly 5,000 kms from east to west
and 2,000 kms from north to south at its widest, our domestic
telecommunications system is largely dependent on the unhindered functioning

! of a space-based communications satellite. We are concerned at the way the
militarization of outer space would impinge on peaceful satellite
communications. As an equatorial country we are not less worried about the
uses satellites in geostationary orbit might be put to. The GSO is a limited
natural resource and its uses exclusively for peaceful purposes must be
safequarded.

We have followed with great interest the discussion and debate in the
Ad hoc Committee which is so ably chaired this year by Ambassador Bayart of
Mongolia. We share the view that the currently existing legal régime is not
sufficient for our goal of preventing an arms race in outer space. We remain
convinced of the need to remedy this situation on an urgent basis lest further
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advances in .space weapons technology would render it more difficult or
impossible altogether. 1In this context the banning of anti-satellite weapons
should, in our view, be given first priority.

As to item 6, Negative Security Assurances, my delegation despairs at the
fact that none of the other four nuclear-weapon Powers has so far seen fit to
follow the example given by China in giving unqualified and unconditional
assurances that it will not use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
countries not possessing nuclear arms.

This continued injustice done to the non-nuclear-weapon countries which
have renounced the acquisition of nuclear arms is all the more disquieting in
the absence of any progress towards nuclear disarmament and of the less than
universal adherence to the existing nuclear non-proliferation régime. My
delegation hopes that by the time we resume our work next year the picture
would have improved sufficiently to warrant the establishment of an
ad hoc committee which would then be able to engage itself in meaningful work.

With respect to item 7, Radiological Weapons, the tragic accident at
Chernobyl should have made us all the more acutely aware of the danger of the.
release of ionizing radiation, either by accident =-- as was the case with
Chernobyl -- or by design, for instance, as a consequence of an attack on a
nuclear facility. For us, the Chernobyl incident should have convinced
everybody that the prohibition of attack on nuclear Eacxlltles should be made
part of a convention banning radiological weapons.

As a developing country set to make use of peaceful nuclear technology
for social and economic development we feel wvulnerable to the possibility of
such attack or threat thereof. The existence of high-precision weapons and
their further refinement abetted by the relentless advance of weapons
technology should perceivably justify our apprehension of the great risks to
which we may become exposed. We are concerned lest the few research reactors
we have acquired as an investment for the future and nuclear power generators
we may have at a later stage of our development, and other equally sensitive
facilities become the target of such attack or such threat.

Particularly disturbing to us in this connection is the fact that in our
country these facilities are located in densely populated areas so that an
attack on any of them may result in the loss of a disproportionately large
number of human lives. This problem of having nuclear facilities of very low
capacity or potency in localities with high population density is not only
peculiar to Indonesia but is one which we believe we share with many other
developing countries.

We further hold the view that the provisions of the radiological weapons
convention must in no way hamper the activities of States, especially
developing States, and international co~-operation, in the field of the
harnessing of the technology of radiation for peaceful purposes, such as in
medicine and agriculture. Such activities should instead be encouraged.
States engaged in such activities should be given the necessary stimuli and
protection.
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We should like to start, therefore, in the context of the elaboration of
a convention on the banning of radiological weapons from the principle that
all nuclear facilities which in some way or other have been certified as to
their peacefulness must be provided protection as a matter of course. It
/ would be difficult for my delegation to agree to anything that does not
adequately meet this concern of ours which is shared by most developing
‘ nations.

We also hold the view, consistent with our principled position on nuclear
weapons, that the definition of radiological weapons in the convention must be
such as to preclude its being interpreted as legitimizing nuclear weapons.

We have followed with great interest the discussion and debate in the
Ad hoc Committee and in the three Contact Groups. Ambassador Lechuga Hevia of
Cuba, the Committee's Chairman, and the Chairmen of the Contact Groups,
Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden, Ambassador Butler of Australia and
Ambassador Meiszter of Hungary, merit our thanks and commendation for their
untiring efforts to advance work on this item, while having to operate under a
restricted mandate and being hampered by qpnflicting views on certain basic
issues as well as on some questions of approach among different groups and
delegations. '

With regard to item 8, Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, my
delegation is very much distressed at the prospect that this year again the
Conference will not be able to present a clean text of the requested draft
programme to the United Nations General Assembly. Our continued failure in
the Ad hoc Committee, which has been engaged in its drafting for several years
under the leadership of such an eminent personality as
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, to agree to indicate in even a few
paragraphs, i.e. in very broad outlines, the rocad to be traversed in the
pursuit of obvious disarmament goals, is perhaps symptomatic of the weakness
of our commitment, taken collectively, to the early attainment of those goals
and of the underlying mistrust and suspicions which we have of each other.

My delegation, in its capacity as co-ordinator for the subject, has been
responsible for the formulation of the subparagraph on a Zone of Peace in
South-East Asia, which was incorporated in the Report of the A4 hoc Committee
on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament last vear (document D/634). In

. all likelihood, that subparagraph will be reproduced unchanged in the

i Committee's report this year. With regard to the footnote in which one

L delegation registers its reservation, my delegation hopes that the
reservation, made on procedural ground, would be lifted before the Committee's
report is adopted by the Conference.

As delegations are aware, the countries of ASEAN, the Association of
South-East Asian Nations, of which Indonesia is a member together with
Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Brunei Darussalam (which
joined the Association in 1984) have agreed as far back as in 1971 on the
establishment of a Zone of Peace, Freedom and Neutrality in South-East Asia.
ZOPFAN, the acronym by which the concept is conveniently referred to, is
conceived as a means to ensure peace and stability in the subregion and at the

~3
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same time to contribute to the promotion of international security by
insulating it from Big Power rivalry and by excluding interference by outside
Powers in the affairs of the countries of the subregion.

Agreement has also been reached among the six countries of ASEAN to
undertake a study on the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-East
Asia as an essential component of ZOFFAN. This proposition has now matured to
such an extent that since last June work has been started for the purpose of
preparing a draft treaty, which my delegation hopes would be ready before the
ASEAN Summit next year.

2 4 ook

It is our ardent hope that the proposed South-East Asian
nuclear-weapon-free zone will become a reality in the near future, forming a
natural extension to the recently created South Pacific nuclear-free zone,
whose birth we have so warmly welcomed.

PR TN S

By way of conclusion allow me to say the following. The work in which we
are engaged in the Conference is a difficult one. Disarmament involves the
security and survival of States, whose safeguardihq is considered to be a
supreme national interest, and thus inviol%ble. No disarmament measure is
theoretically possible without the agreement of each of the about
200 sovereign nation-States now existing in this world. - In the Conference we
have the rule of decision-making by consensus. It has struck my delegation
that in the last several weeks national security and survival -- though not
specifically so mentioned -- has been evoked more frequently than in the past
to argue against the taking of certain specific arms restriction or
disarmament measures, particularly where nuclear weapons are involved. If
everyone does so the Conference's work will soon become paralysed. The
non-aligned and neutral non-nuclear-weapon countries which do not belong to
any military alliance would be the ones most entitled to evoke national
security and survival since they are among the least protected and the most
vulnerable.

P

I would be the last to say that countries should make a sacrifice by
accepting unacceptable risks to their security for the good of all. I would
only say that every time we feel the need to do so we should carefully
consider if the risk we are asked to, or should, take is really so great as to
imperil our security and survival. At the same time we should take into
account that others, including our adversary and innocent bystanders are
entitled to the same measure of security guarantee as we are. National
Security and survival must not be evoked too easily and too rapidly, and
certainly we must eschew the penchant for 200 per cent security for
ourselves. If everyone conforms tc that spirit, the Conference's work would
be much easier. But if the name of the game is superiority, that would be an
altogether different matter.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Indonesia for
his statement and for the kind words addressed to the President. I now call
upon the distinquished representative of Poland, Ambassador Turbanski.

Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland): First of all, let me congratulate you on your
assumption of the Presidency of this Conference on Disarmament for the last
month of its 1986 session. It is obvious that, as in previous vears, this is
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going to be one of the most difficult periods to guide the work of the
Conference. I am quite confident that your personal charisma, your diplomatic
skill and the well-known Canadian devotion to the cause of disarmament are the
best guarantees of smooth and efficient proceedings of the Conference in
august. Let me assure you of my delegation's readiness to closely co-operate
with you in the spirit of s-iendliness and mutual understanding which prevail
between our delegations. I would also like to express my gratitude to ynur
predecessor, Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma, for the able way in which he
guided the Conference for nis efforts and contribution to our common work.

As the distinguished representative of the United States,
Ambassador Lowitz, already reczlled, tomorrow 41 years will have passed since
the day when a mushroom clcud rose over Hiroshima. Thousands of victims and
unprecedented destruction of tnhe city signified that man took possession of
means of war which could wipe cut in seconds all the civilization built over
the ages. The tragedy of Hircshima gave a warning to the whole of humanity.

In spite of this, in the next 40 years we moved from a world with few
atomic bombs to one with tens of thousands of nuclear weapons. They
regrettably continue to be tested and improved. In this context one cannot
but note with respect the unilateral moratorium on nuclear-weapons testing
undertaken by the Soviet Union exactly a year ago. Poland deplores that thic
example of reason and good will has not been followed by the other major
nuclear Power.

The United States positicn with regard to a nuclear-test ban remains the
main obstacle in starting by the Conference a concrete work on a test-ban
treaty, an important first step in the process of cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. We sincerely hope that the recent
and planned further bilateral JSSR/United States contacts and the efforts
within our Conference will bring much needed change in the United States
position and will pave the way towards the solution of this most urgent
question. We are now at a particularly critical point in postwar disarmament
negotiations. Despite numerous talks no substantial step forward was made in
the last few years. Some of the important arrangements, which in the
not-so-distant past created hcpes of curbing the increase of military
arsenals, today are threatened. The armaments efforts are gaining dramatic
speed. There is an imminent threat that the arms race will be driven into a
new, higher spiral. Stories of star wars have ceased to be merely a subject
for movie script-writers.

There is also an increasing understanding that unless we are able to
prevent this new dangerous evolution in outer space, the search for solutions
of acute problems on the Earth cannot but remain a story of failures. This
is why my delegation would lixz2 to present again today some comments on item 5
of our agenda, "Prevention cf an Arms Race in Outer Space", which is one of
the most serious and pressing problems of our deliberations.

The history of disarmament negotiations is not only the history of
achieved treaties, but also the history of lost opportunities.
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3 So far there are no weapons in the Earth's orbit and there is still a

;i chance to prevent military rivalry in outer space. Let us seize thig

%- opportunity. The basic rule of any medical treatment is non nocere -- to

g abstain from causing harm. The basic principle of curing the present

= situation should be not to make.it worse. This common-sense logic has

e already led to a number of arms-control treaties which prevented military

;} competition in some areas and fields. This sound approach, which can be

3f termed as preventive arms control, is particularly wvalid today when we are
;ﬁ pondering over the problem of outer space. In this vast and increasingly
5;' important area of human activity we must establish a strong bulwark against
& deadly competition, which, if not hindered today, will create enormously

B complicated problems tomorrow.

i; Our preventive action would be of great value in building confidence, so
oy needed today among nations and so urgently sought in different forums. It
;34 would create much better conditions for disarmament negotiations. It would
N help to establish a good basis for peaceful co-operation in outer space for
*, the benefit of all mankind.

éf, It is a strong conviction of my delegation that this Conference,

? representing the world community, has an important role to play in preventing

an arms race in outer space.

. Poland attaches particular weight to the prevention of turning outer
3 space into another domain of the arms race. It was emphasized in the
statement made in this hall on 17 April of this year by the Deputy Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Poland, Henryk Jaroszek. We expressed our deep

Ef satisfaction when it became possible to establish the Ad Hoc Committee on the
%{ Prevention of an Arms Race in Quter Space. It was a timely and significant
booy Step, notwithstanding the limited mandate we gave to this body.
?3& We have been following with great interest the work of this Committee
== carried on under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Bayart of Mongolia. The
#ﬁ_ Committee has become the forum for a substantive, active and stimulating
2 discussion both on the existing legal régime of outer space and on proposals
§&; and new initiatives which could prevent an arms race in outer space, A
.5 considerable part of its debate has been devoted to defining basic terms and
2% notions used in this new field of disarmament negotiations. It is a valuable
ESE exercise and an important stage in any negotiating process. As has been
;i stressed by some speakers, the results which can emerge from this debate could
"i become necessary "building blocks" of a future agreement. In fact, it is
Sl essential to know what we mean by using newly-coined terms or expressions.

254
%ﬁj What is more important, however, is to know what we want and what we can
g;' do. The process of creating "building blocks" will be much more fruitful if
E\ it is oriented towards a concrete goal, if we know what kind of an edifice we
idg intend to build with thesge "blocks",

%
§; This Conference has received from the United Nations General Assembly a
.08 clear indication as to the way it should proceed in its efforts. It has been
Eye stressed in numerous General Assembly resolutions that the spread of an arms
”: race to outer space should be prevented by concluding an appropriate
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international agreement or agreements, This Geneva forum has been repeatedly
requested to embark on negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on the
text of such a treaty or treaties.

This clear gquidance. of the United Nations General Assembly should not be
forgotten by some delegations when we define again the mandate of the
Ad Hoc Committee for its next session. The work of this Conference on
prevention of an arms race in outer space cannot be just a simple
consideration of the problem, but must be directed towards negotiating and
reaching concrete agreement Or agreements "preventing an arms race in all its
aspects and guaranteeing that the outer space is used for exclusively opeaceful
purposes", as stated in General Assembly resolution 39/59.

After all the discussion we have had on this item, there is a pressing
need to undertake a serious effort aimed at identifying the concrete end or
ends of the work of Conference in this field. The urgency of the question
has been recognized by the General Assembly, which has repeatedly asked the
Conference to begin appropriate work "without delay" and called upon the
States "to undertake immediate measures to prevent an arms race in outer
space".

We are conscious that we are not working in a vacuum, that our WOrKk,
including that on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, cannot be
considered in isolation from other important negotiations and, in particular,
in isolation from bilateral Soviet-American talks which are held in Geneva.

Poland wholeheartedly welcomed the agreement between the USSR and the
United States to discuss bilaterally the most vital issues relating to nuclear
and space weapons. We fully support the constructive Soviet approach to
these talks. We understand their importance for the future of disarmament
and we follow the dialogue with the hope that it will contribute to better
mutual understanding and confidence of the Great Powers and will bring
meaningful results. I am sure that our expectations are shared by everybody
in this hall.

But does it mean that we should simply mark time and wait for the
possible results of those negotiations? Let me quote the opinion of one of
the States participating in those negotiations: "We cannot allow the
Conference to sit idle and wait for results to be reached at neighbouring
negotiations. What, in effect, prevents the starting of work on an agreement
or agreements to exclude space from the sphere of the arms race, as called for
by the fortieth session of the United Nations General Assembly in a resolution
voted for by 151 States? Not only are there no contra-indications, but
indeed there is every possible reason for it, particularly as-all
nuclear-weapon States and States with a space potential are represented here
at the Conference".

This is the view expressed in June of this year by the Deputy Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Vliadimir Piotrovsky. We note this position
with appreciation. T am sure that the similar attitude on the part of the
United States would be most welcomed by all members of this Conference.
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The fate of outer space, which is the natural environment for the whole
of our small planet, cannot be determined merely by technical possibilities of
military use of outer space nor by any single power which decides to take
advantage of them. We cannot forget that the Quter Space Treaty of 1967
established not only some specific restrictions on the use of outer space,
such as the prohibition to place in orbit around the Earth any objects
carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction,
but also some general limitations. They include inter alia that: any
activity of a State in outer space should take into account the common
interests of all mankind in the use of outer space for peaceful purposes
only; such an activity should be for the benefit and in the interests of all
countries; and, further, it should be in the interest of international peace
and security and promote international Co-operation and understanding.

aaiah A Al ke

These restraints following from the language and the spirit of the Outer
Space Treaty considerably limit the freedom of States in their outer space
activities and give all the parties to the Treaty a legitimate right to
express views on the question of how outer space is used, particularly when
their interests as well as interests of international peace and security are
threatened. §
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This legitimate right must be recognized by all space Powers. This
right is an important element of the foundation on which the work of this
‘Conference on prevention of an arms race in outer space is based.

The discussion we have held so far on existing proposals and future
initiatives has shown that there is a wide spectrum of measures which can be
undertaken in this field.

They cover radical proposals such as the prohibition of the use of force
in outer space and from outer space against the Earth and the banning of all
Space-strike weapons, as well as suggestions for limited confidence-building
measures which could be undertaken pending the realization of more
far-reaching solutions, which include such valuable ideas as moratoria on the
development and testing of space weapons. Our attention was drawn to a
number of "partial" arrangements -- to a ban of anti-satelite weapons or ban
of emplacement of weapons in the Earth's orbit. There was discussion on the
idea of immunity of space objects and the prohibition of tests of ASAT
systems. Steps to strengthen existing space law have been suggested.

It is not my intention to make a repertory or classification of all the

proposals which appeared in our discussion. What I want to stress is that
the work of the Ad Hoc Committee was substantive and useful for *this stage.
We were able to set an interesting possible menu. What we need now is to
make our choice in order to move towards preparing a dish =-- that is
negotiating and reaching concrete agreement or agreements preventing an arms
race in outer space. This is what this Conference has been asked to do and

what its raison d'etre is.

We are aware of the difficulties which are connected with this task, just

as we are aware of some limitations on our efforts. But this cannot be an
eéxcuse for the lack of concrete action. Time is not our ally.
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In fulfilling this task we need Tors imagination. In our discussions,
the qrowing threat of anti-satellite weapons and anti-missile defence has
often been strassed. In fact, their deployment would mean a gualitative
change in the use of outer space. The consequences of this change should be
assessed, however, not only in terms of the immediate negative impact for the
security of nations but also in longer terms. Introduction of thess weapons
will not be the end but rather the beginning of a process. They must be
considered as only the first chapter of a still unwritten book. One can also
reasonably assume that if no limitations are established, in a foreseeable
future more than two States could have space weapons at their disposal, thus
escalating further the risk of war.

The 40-year lesson of "yartical” and "horizontal" proliferation of
nuclear weapons =-- from the Hiroshima bomb to the present arsenals -- is a
good illustration of all the dangers we will have to face if we fail in our
preventive action.

We also need more courage. The great danger of today is not only the
existence of a number of difficult international problems. What is

disturbing also is the anachronism in the search for their solution. This
especially applies to the problem of security. It is urgent to begin to
think about this problem in new ways. Neither international security nor the

security of any nation will be ensured by development and deployment of
space-weapons.

Finally, we need more of a feeling of responsibility to the forthcomin

generatiods. If we are not able today to solve the problem of outer space,
let us -- at least -- look for ways and means of postpoining decisions which
could lead to the point of no return. This could be done through

unilaterally decided moratoria on development and testing of any type of
space-strike weapons or through mutually agreed and verifiable agreements on
not undertaking such development and testing for an agreed period of time.
The Conference on Disarmament could play a significant role in sponsoring and
elaborating such steps.

"Space exploration demands from all States new, truly global thinking and
the renunciation of the categories of strength and military superiority".
This is one of the basic assumptions of the ambitious Soviet programme of
joint practical actions of all nations in peaceful exploration and use of
outer space presented in the message of Nikolai Ryzhkov, Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the USSR, to the United Nations Secretary-General,
Javier Pérez de Cuéllar.

It is difficult to overestimate the importance of this programme for
wide, and open to all co-operation in the exploration and use of outer
space. Such co-operation would mean not only a rational co-ordination and
pooling of efforts that will bring tangible scientific and economic benefits
to all nations. It could also be of great help in solving our task of
prevention of an arms race in outer space. It will contribute significantly
to trust and mutual understanding among nations. Exchange of information,
joint projects, increasing openness of space activities will play a
substantial role in facilitating the solution of the problem of
verification. A World Space Agency, which has been proposed, could perform
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similar tasks in assuring the peaceful uses of outer space to those fulfilled
by the International Atomic Energy Agency in the field of peaceful uses of
nuclear energy.

All this means that this important Soviet initiative should be advocated
not only on ethical, scientific and economic grounds but also as an important
part of efforts aiming at prevention of an arms race in outer space.

To secure that the exploration and use of outer space are carried on
exclusively for peaceful purposes is one of the greatest challenges to the
contemporary world. The solution of this problem is needed urgently and
requires multiplication of efforts both in this Conference and in other
forums. Prompt completion of the UNIDIR study on disarmament problems
relating to outer space and the consequences of extending the arms race into
outer space could be of great help in these efforts.

We certainly have a chance to get successfully through this period of
decision on the future use of outer space, but only if all States give up
egoistic political and military ambitions and seize the great opportunities of
co-operation which it creates.

Before concluding, I should like tz s& wiat it is with Sincere regret
that we have learned that Ambassa:‘or Cunsalves, the dinstinguished
representative of India, will ileave us in just a few days. May I use this
opportunity to express my deep appreciation and satisfaction for the
co-operation we have developed during his assignment and to wish him all the
{ very best in his new assignment.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Poland for
his statement and for his very kind words to the President.

I now give the floor to our concluding speaker the distinguished
representative of Cuba, Ambassador Lechuga Hevia.

Mr. LECHUGA HEVIA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): We congratulate
Ambassador Beesley on presiding over the Conference during this month. We
are all very much aware of the ability of the distinquished representative of
Canada, his diplomatic skill and his concern for the problems of disarmament,
which auqur well for the efficient quidance of our work. Last month
Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma showed his keen interest in resolving the
problems facing the Conference, and we are indebtsd to him. We would also
like to extend a very warm welcome to Ambassador Morelli Pando, the new
representative of Peru. We are confident that he will make a positive
contribution to the Conference's work.,

Before this session ends, the delegation of Cuba wishes to refer briefly
to agenda item 7. It is a commonplace that the negotiation of a legal
instrument to pronibit the production and use of radiological weapons is a
difficult task. The Conference on Disarmament has spent more than six years
studying this item and is still only making slow progress. It is not easy to
negotiate amid doubts and reservations concerning the possibility of the
future existence of a weapon which many do not consider to be of any military
value even if it should be developed. What we have before us in agenda item 7
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is a matter of prevention, of ensuring tha*t another means of warfare does not
come into existence and swell the military arsenals which are already bursting
and keep the world in a precarious balance between war and peace.

We are of the view that this fact alone justifies the effort that has
been made in the Conference to reach agreement, despite the fact that there
are many doubts on the part of a wide range of countries, and also taking note

4 of the suspicions that are sometimes voiced to the effect that any agreement
on radiological weapons could serve as a smokescreen to divert attention from
the absence of negotiations, because of a lack of political will, to ban the
existing weapons which are actually threatening world peace today. But we
must admit that there is a latent danger that radiological weapons may be
produced and perhaps at this very moment work is being done on developing them
in many laboratories and research centres. No one can gquarantee that this 1is
not the case.

We must recall that as a consequence of their normal operation all
nuclear plants produce large quantities of radiocactive waste which it has not
so far been possible to destroy or neutralize. The existence of so-called
wradiocactive burial grounds" is a matter of concern to the entire
international community given the danger they present to human beings as well
as the environment. Having this abundant raw material is a temptation to use
it as a means of warfare, since we know that unfortunately there is no lack of
imagination on the part of the warmongering circles with which the world is
plagued, and above all we know that science and technology devoted to military
ends are at present very highly developed and effective. For example, laser
beams are being developed and perfected, and work is being done on systems and
complexes toc use outer space for aggression against targets both in outer
space and elsewhere; and in addition, every day new solutions are being found
to military problems which up to the day before had seemed insoluble. It
cannot be said that science and technology will not find a way to ensure that
weapons which spread radicactive material are safe and viable, and that the
vectors of that lethal material can be handled without danger to those wishing
to use them.

But there is another element which provides food for thought in the case
of radiological weapons, and that is the possibility that an agreement may be
reached to ban chemical weapons. Some students of military science argue that
many of the functions for which chemical weapons were developed can be carried
out by radiological weapons. This includes the fact that radiological weapons
can contaminate the ground in a militarvy manoeuvre aimed at carrying out a
quick offensive, can protect the attacker's flanks and would be capable of
disorganizing the enemy's logistics, in the same way as chemical weapons. One
may well think, therefore, that once a treaty is in force on the prohibition
of the latter, there would be a greater incentive to resolve the problems that
radiological weapons currently seem to present.

The other aspect of this item before the Conference is the prevention of
attacks on nuclear facilities. We have already witnessed Israel's attack on a
nuclear plant in Iraq, and this has dispelled all doubt that such an
aggressive act could be repeated by other attackers against other victims,

o -
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particularly in the political atmosphere now prevailing in the world. The
protection of nuclear plants is therefore an imperative that should be given
priority in the Conference.

At the end of 1985, there were 374 nuclear plants in operation which
generated 15 per cent of the world's electricity supply, and even though there
is now a debate in some countries as to whether energy should still be
produced by that means, the fact is that because of the continuing use, and
sometimes squandering, of conventional eénergy resources the latter will be
depleted at some point in time, while it will take a long time for renewable
sources of energy to become stable and reliable. We therefore have no doubt
that the energy of the future, on which mankind will depend for its basic
needs, is nuclear energy. ‘

Independently of the discussion in this area, the fact is that nuclear
facilities exist and will increase and while they exist there is a danger that
they may be attacked, whatever the reason or pretext, and they must therefore
be protected. The unfortunate accident at Chernobyl has dramatized the danger
that would result from the release of radioloactive substances as a result of
an attack on a nuclear facility. What happened in Chernobyl is of minor
importance compared with the consequences og a military attack on one or
several nuclear power plants.

The need to protect nuclear facilities is a universal one, but it is

1 particularly great in developing countries which usually do not have the means
3 of making any military response to deter a potential aggressor, who would feel
1 encouraged to attack expecting to be able to do so with impunity; and it is,
i of course also a requirement in terms of development needs, as we heard here
from Ambassador Sutowardoyo of Indonesia a short while ago.

Of course, and it is not superfluous to recall this, what is essential is
to ban all nuclear weapons and destroy existing arsenals; to work in geod
faith to prevent nuclear war; and to put an end to nuclear tests which have
NOo purpose other than developing and perfecting the existing weapons and
producing other more deadly ones. These objectives cannot vield in priority
to other agenda items.

oY

These are the brief comments we wished to make at this Stage, and we hope
too that in the negotiations under way on radiological weapons, equal
consideration will be given to the interests of all countries without
exception, in a spirit of compromise and flexibility, in other words, in good
faith. This is the only path that can lead to a positive outcome, and in fact
it is the only possible avenue if we wish to achieve concrete results in our

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Cuba for his
statement and for his kXind words addressed to the President. That concludes
my list of speakers. Does any other delegation wish to take the floor?

Allow me now to turn to other subjects. I have been requested by the
Group of 21 to put before the Conference, for decision, the draft mandate for
an ad hoc committee on item 3 on the agenda, entitled "Prevention of nuclear
war, including all related matters". That draft mandate was circulated
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yesterday in the delegation's Louaes uncar the symtol CD/515/Rev. 2. I am
informed that the text is identical to a previous proposal by the Group of 21,
with the exception of the date appearing in the draft mandate. In accordance
with existing practice, the Presidency will submit that draft decision for
consideration at our plenary meeting next Thursday, after we have taken it up
at an informal meeting. Once the list of speakers is exhausted on Thursday,
we shall then suspend the plenary meeting and proceed to an informal meeting
on document (D/515/Rev.2.

I wish to inform members that the secretariat has already circulated the
first draft of the technical parts of the annual report of the Conference to
the General Assembly of the United Nations. mwat draft is contained in

document CO/WP.243. The English version was circulated on Friday morning and
the other language versions were made available yesterday afternoon in the
delegation's Dboxes. Tn accordance with the timetable for this week, we

should start our consideration of the technical parts of the draft raport at
an informal meeting on Thursday, once we adjourn the plenary and conclude our
consideration of our business for that day, including document @ /515/Rev. 2.

If we cannot conclude the first reading on Thursday, we shall continue
our consideration of the technical parts of the draft report on Friday
morning. As.you know, an informal meeting has been scheduled for 10.30 a.m.
for that purpose.

I should also like to inform you that exceptionally and because of
unavoidable circumstances necessitating a very brief trip to Canada to consult
with my Foreign Minister on arms control matters, I shall not be presiding
over the Conference at our meetings on Thursday and on Friday. These are the
only meetings I shall be obliged to miss. However, in accordance with the
provisions of rule 10 of the rules of procedure, the Ccanadian delegation will
provide the Presiding Officer for those meetings.

As there are a number of questions to be taken up on Thursday, may I
suggest that we start our plenary meeting at 10.00 a.m. sharp so that we may
utilize fully the time allocated to us. If I see no objection, I shall make
the relevant announcement.

May I take this opportunity also of joining with others in expressing my
personal regret that the distinguished Ambassador of India,
Ambassador Gonsalves will soon be departing. During his relatively brief
time, he has made an input to our work and an impact on his colleagues which
does him and his country great credit. We shall miss him.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held on
Thursday, 7 August, at 10.00 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I declare open the 377th plenary
meeting of the Conference on Disarmament.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Conference today pursues
the consideration of agenda item 7, "New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons) radiological weapens". In accordance with
rule 30 of the rules of procedure, however, any member wishing to do so may
raise any matter relating to the work of the Conference.

As agreed at the previous plenary meeting, immediately following the last
speaker on my list I intend to convene an informal meeting to consider the
draft mandate submitted by the Group of 21 on agenda item 3, "prevention of
nuclear war, including all related matters" which has been distributed under
the symbol CD/515/Rev.2. We will then resume the plenary meeting to continue
the consideration of the draft decision.

If we have enough time remaining to us, we should then consider at
another informal meeting the technical parts of the Conference's annual report
to the General Assembly which are contained in draft document CD/WP.243,
already circulated in all languages. If we cannot today complete our first
reading of the draft, we shall resume it 4t 10.30 a.m. tomorrow, Friday, at
the informal meeting scheduled for the purpose in the time-table of meetings
of 31 July.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Sri Lanka,
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Romania and Venezuela. I now give
the floor to the representative of Sri lanka, Ambassador Dhanapala.

Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): Mr. President, it gives my delegation great
satisfaction to see the delegation of Canada presiding over our Conference
this month. The Canadian contribution towards disarmament -= from within cne
of the two most powerful military alliances =- has been consistently
impressive. We have nad occasion to applaud your work in the field of
verification and to thank you for the valuable documentation provided to
delegations on various aspects of our work. As a tribute to
Ambassador Beesley's own dedication to the cause of peace, disarmament and
international law, may I quote Hugo Grotius, whom I know would have gladdened
his heart had he been present, who said "It is a doctrine contrary to every
principle of equity that justice allows us to resort to force in order to
injure another merely because there is a possibility that he may injure us".
It is a rejection of the use of force remarkably relevant to this

- International Year of Peace over three centuries after Grotius wrote those
words.

May I also take this opportunity of thanking Ambassador U Tin Tun of
Burma for his patient efforts in the month of July to move the Conference
forward in its work. We also bid farewell to our distinguished colleagues
Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria, Ambassador Gonsalves of India and
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany who have in their
various ways contributed to the work of our Conference. We wish them well in
their future work. We also welcome the return of Ambassador Morelli Pando of
Peru to the Conference.
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Our Conference enters the final month of the 1986 session with a record
that is scarcely different from praceding years despite an international
climate marked by an increasing dialogue between the two super-Powers. As
several speakers noted in Tuesday's plenary, it was 41 years yesterday since
Hiroshima. With the explosive power of one million Hiroshima bombs in the
arsenals of the nuclear Powers today, our situation was aptly described in
these words of the Five~Continent Peace Initiative Declaration "Every day we
remain alive is a day of grace as if mankind as a whole were a prisoner in the
death cell awaiting the uncertain moment of execution". Every session that we
conclude without concrete agreement on the disarmament issues on our agenda is
likewise a lost opportunity to get out of the "death cell”. While the
unprecedented destructive capacity of nuclear weapons is acknowledged, we are
told by advocates of nuclear deterrence that the non-use of nuclear wWeapons
for 41 years is also a fact. We cannot build our common security on
fortuitous circimstance. Cnly concrete disarmament measures can provide the
foundation for that security. At a time when the fallibility of man and
machine is notoriously evident, what confidence can we have in the tensile
strength of that legendary strand of hair suspending the sword of Camccles
over all our heads? Curiously we end our session with a misplaced emphasis of
debate on the form our report-writing should take. For our part, the
Sri lanka delegation will accept nothing less than an honest account of the
proceedings of the 1986 session as an obligation to the international
community on how the sole multilateral negotiating body on disarmament was
unable to act conclusively on the vital issues of disarmament including the
priority nuclear issues.

Today my delegation addresses issues on cur agenda on which we can angd
sheuld find less difficulty in reaching a consensus but have not done so. It
remains the view of my delegation that nuclear disarmament issues,constitute
the priority issues in disarmament and are fundamentally more important for
the security of all. Nevertheless in terms of paragraph 75 of the
Final Docuemnt of the first special session of the General Assembly devotad to
disarmament we recognize the importance of chemical disarmament as an
invaluable measure towards general and completa disarmament. Despite
i bilateral talks and recent pronouncements on the need to ban this kind of

weapon ccmpletely the manifestation of these commitments has not yet been
evident in sufficient degree to accelerate our work in the Conference. The
prospect of a convention in 1987 has been held before us tantalisingly but the
necessary readiness to agree on the issues confronting us is absent. Indeed
what is most disturbing is that the chemical weapons race has been resumed.
Our cwn resolve to work assiduously for a speedy solution of the precblem in
order to eliminate this abeminable weapon once and for all remains strong and
we are ready to assist in the final Spurt towards our geal.

My delegation is happy to note the progress made this vear in tha
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in its efforts to draft a chemical
weapons convanticn. The progress is admittedly slow but has *o be welcomed in
the present context of the Conference's performance record. We are confident
that the Chairman, Ambacsadmr Cromartie, will use his skills during the
planned inter-sessional consultations to consolidate and extend the pregress
that has been achieved. My delegation wishes to address some issues relevant
to the Convention so as to contribute to the orientation of the work and to
highlight several other important aspects.
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Although some key issues of a future convention such as scope, definition

and criteria remain to be solved, it is apparent that the major area of
controversy lies in the subject area of Article IX. The Working Papers
presented by the delegation of Pakistan (cD/664] and the delegation of the
United Kingdom {cD/715] in an obvious attempt to reconcile the divergent
perceptions on this issue, are useful contributions which merit careful
study. In this connection it is of paramount importance for the Ad hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons to act in unison to consolidate the achievements
of Working Group C, which performed useful work under its able Chairman,
Mr. Wisnomoerti of Indonesia. In Annex III of its report on Article IX
especially formulations presented for a procedure for requesting a fact
finding mission could be considered as a valuable point of departure for
future wOrkK.

In this context may I draw the attention of the Conference to some
relevant issues that may be important in the resolution of the complex issues
of verification and compliance. It has been generally acknowledged that
absolute transparency within a chemical weapons convention is neither
necessary nor realistic. The military sighificance of chemical weapons to the
nuclear-weapon States dependent on the strategy of nuclear deterrence is
obviously not a core issue. And yet to insist on the most rigorous standards
of verification for these weapons raises doubts on their relevance to actual
security needs. An instrusive and elaborate system of challenge inspection is
redundant in the light -of the efficacy of certain national technical means
available to the two major alliances, some of which have been used adequately
to monitor existing treaties. A rigid strait-jacket system of challenge
verification could become politically destabilizing in a context of a tense
and sensitive political climate not only between ma jor alliantes but more so
in regional situations where accusations and counter accusations can becone
the order of the day. Such a verification machinery will be difficult to
operate in the best of times.

These reasons, inter alia, aptly demonstrate the need for compromise and
realism. We are confident that a package which could include elements
involved in the various verification methods propose, viz . "systematic
continuous", "continuous random”, "continuous regular", "fact finding", "on
challenge" etc., could be reasonably put together if the political will exists
to install an adequate system of verification to ensure compliance. After all
it is clear that when there is no political will States could even withdraw or
implicitly violate existing Conventions.

There are other important issues, albeit not as central as the
verification issue, on which the attention of the CW Committee should be
focused sooner rather than later. The question of herbicides has all along
had a relevance in the negotiations of a chemical weapons ban. However this
important gquestion has not been addressed at all during this session. Ever
since herbicides were used as chemical agents in hostilities, the danger of
its use again is not the remote possibility that we can dismiss. A simple
prohibition clause prohibiting the use of herbicides as a method of warfare
against an adversary within the convention on chemical weapons or as an
integral part of the convention will certainly act as a deterrent for its use
in hostilities in future satisyfing the legitimate concerns of countries which
depend so vitally on agriculture, the tree crop sector and natural cover.
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The chemical industry in many developing countries like Sri Lanka cannot
be compared in extent or content with those in the developed or industrially
advanced countries. Our chemical industry is largely concentrated on
petro-chemicals, fertilizer, pesticides, synthetic fibres, dyes or paints. 1In
some cases the industry is under multinational control. Therefore the Ad hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons should also take cognizance of the activities of
multinational and transnational corporations in particular in the
deliberations over Article V (CW production facilities], Article VIZI (National
Implementation Measures]; Article IX [Consultation, Co-operation and Fact
Finding] and in other relevant articles. Also, in this context, in developing
countries, the verification machinery envisaged under the convention should
not be a burden on the already hard pressed economies of developing
countries. Multinational corporations could contribute towards sharing the
burden with the expertise available to them.

Another area requiring work in the Ad hoc Committee is Article XI --
Economic and Technological Development, which has remained in abeyance for
quite some time. In the view of my delegation the time is opportune for
delegations to give preliminary consideration to the content and scope of this
Article. For developing countries adequate notice may be necessary to
formulate policies which will not pfejudice their legitimate aspirations for
the advancement of their indigenous chemical industry.

I now move to another agenda item in our work -- radiclogical weapons,
the subject of discussions this week according to our programme of work.
Recent events have focused our attention on this important item in our forum
calling for the early implementation of paragraph 76 of the Final Document of
the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. My
delegation wishes to congratulate the Chairman of the ad hoc Committiese,
Ambassador Lechuga Hevia of Cuba, and his indefatigable Contact Group
Chairmen, the Ambassadors of Australia, Hungary and Sweden, for the useful
work they have accomplished. Yet wide differences which very often transcend
group considerations seem to have bPrevented progress.

e My delegation shares the view that Cherncbyl makes the danger of
disseminating radicactive material more real. However, we are more explicit
in icentifying ways in which this dissemination of radicactive material could
take place. 1In his statement to this Conference on 8 July, the Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Sri Lanka said,

"While expressing our sympathy to the Government and people of the USSR
weé cannot help drawing a lesson from this accident on the need to protect
peaceful nuclear installations from not only accidental damage but also
intentional attacks. The spontaneous international effort to ensure
nuclear safety and the lavdable role of IAEA which will hold an
international Conference in September to strengthen international
Cco-operation in nuclear safety and radiological protection augur well for
the world's capacity to learn from its mistakes. Will we be similarly
Wise to negotiate the dizarmament anreements necessary to ensure human
survival and prevent a nuclear war?".
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My delegation in principle supports any approach, "ynitary" or otherwise,
which will address the most important issue for us, the question of the
dissemination of radioactive material consequent to an attack on a nuclear
facility. Radiological weapons per se are not known to have been developed
but the dispersal of radicactive material from damaged nuclear facilities is a
reality. Any agreement that emerges from our negotiations should be
universally acceptable. An agreement with 1imited adherence will not serve
our security needs as long as the danger of some nuclear facilities being
attacked remains.

These comments are by no means exhaustive. We must think afresh on this
subject which has become more urgent as a result of the Chernobyl experience.
New situations need new approaches. Alternatively, we may continue to spend
our precious time on a lost cause or install régimes which are not efficacious
but expensive to maintain.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of Sri lLanka for his statement and for the xind words addressed
to the Presidency and to Ambassador Beesl%y, to whom I shall not fail to
convey them. I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian)s Mr. President, first of all I should like to welcome the delegation
of Canada to the Presidency of our Conference for the month of August and wish

it success in the complicated work of preparing the report of the Conference
for 1986.

on 6 August, 4l years ago, the Japanese city of Hiroshima was barbarously
atom-bombed. Then, in 1943, humanity for the first time confronted a
situation where its own creation became capable of eliminating life itself on
Earth. The nuclear bombing of Hiroshima initiated the so-called "nuclear
diplomacy" of the United States in international politics. The explosion,
which cost 200,000 human lives, and the consequences of which can still be
observed, was not so much the last volley of the Second World War but the
forerunner or the "cold war".

But today I would not stress the events of the past but rather the lesson
taught by the tragedy of Hiroshima. The nuclear age prescribes new political
thinking based on the understanding of the disastrous consequences of the use
of nuclear weapons and the impossibility of winning a nuclear war. It is now
absurd and simply criminal, in the face of nuclear threat, to act according to
the old and already dead principle that anything that is good for socialist
countries must be rejected. The time has come to take into account the
realities of the nuclear age, rather than draw up a policy based on illusions
and delusions according to the standards prevailing before 6 august 1945. Our
time resolutely demands, as the whole experience of the 41 years that have
elapsed since that date shows a new understanding of the current stage of
development of civilization, of international relations and of peace.

Here, in the meeting room of the Conference on Disarmament, the sole
multilateral negotiating ferum in this sphere, it is very obvious that the
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major global problem of our time, the problem of survival, is equally crucial
and urgent for all continents and peoples, but it has its own special features
in each part of the world. Our task here is to find common denominators in
this mosaic of various interests and opinions which could move the world away
from the nightmare of Hiroshima and the apocalypse of nuclear death to a world
without nuclear weapons, a world of peaceful nuclear energy and peace in outer

space.

We would welcome Hiroshima turning from being a symbol of nuclear death
into a symbol of peace and co-operation. Carrying out the proposal made by
Mikhail Gorbachev to convene in Hiroshima a Pacific Conference with the
participation of countries adjoining the Pacific, along the lines of the
. Helsinki Conference, would contribute to this effort. Why not make this city,
the first victim of nuclear evil, a sort of "Helsinki" of Asia and the Pacific?

The Soviet delegation would like to focus attention in today's statement
on item 5 of the Conference's agenda, "Prevention of an arms race in outer
space".

The importance and topicality of this question are beyond doubt. The
nuclear-space age makes us all take a new look at the problem of war and peace
and questions of international security. The realities of our age leave no
State any hope of defending itself only by military and technological means,
even the most up-to~date ones. The extension of the arms race into outer
space would inevitably ruin the basis of stratagic stability and the
foundation of peace. If we cannot prevent the appearance of weapons in outsr
space, the arms race may become irreversible and uncontrolled and lead to a
general catastrophe. .

For a number of years already efforts have been made to convince us that
the so-called "Strategic Defence Initiative" is allegedly the only way to
rescue humanity, and various arguments have been put forward to support that
idea; but none of them works. The grave danger posed by the "Star Wars"
programme is widely understood throughout the world. The world public is well
aware that the space strike means now being developed are primarily weapons,
and this all amounts to starting an arms race in outer space.

o

The Soviet Union believes that the "Star Wars" concept is pushing mankind
to take the road leading to nuclear catastrophe. This, for example, is how
the consequences of the "Star Wars™ programme are seen by the well-known
American computer specialist David Palmers, who concluded, incidently, that it
was impossible to create a reliable space missile protection system. Ha
writes, and I quote "If a 'Star Wars' system were untrustworthy, the
United States would be unable to abandon deterrence. Ths Soviet Union cculd
not asswre that the SDI weuld be completely ineffective. Realizing that the
United States had both a defensive shield and missiles, the Soviets would feel
impelled to improve their offensive forces to compensate. The United States,
not trusting its defence, would build still more missiles and the arms race
would escalate dangerously”. I quoted there an article by Cavid Palmers
published in the Internatiocnal Herald Tribune toaday, and the author is
familiar with the substance of the subject. Until recently he was one of the
members of the special Pentagon group working on the SDI. Of course, oOne
could disagree with details of his assessment but basically we think he is

631

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.377
8

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

right. Peace On Earth can be preserved not by a senseless, insane build-up of
weapons but by limiting and reducing them and by banning their appearance in
outer space.

The Soviet Union has opposed the policy of "star wars" with the
alternative of "star peace", i.e. exploring outer space for peaceful purposes
on the basis of joint efforts of all States. Responding to the call of the
United Nations, the USSR has submitted for consideration by the international
community the step-by-step prograrmme of such actions, outlined in the letter
of Nikolai Ryzhkov, Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers to

' Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, the United NMations Secretary-General, made public on
13 June 1986. We hope that this programme will be studied with due attention
at the forthcoming session of the United Mations General Assembly. I would
now like briefly to recall the basic provisions of the Soviet programme, :he
adoption and realization of which is not tightly bound up with other issues.

The Soviet Union does not consider it wise to disperse and duplicate the
efforts of States in space exploration. Ef they become joint efforts, the
most difficult tasks, which a single country, even the most developed, is
incapable of carrying out, could be realized in practice. The proposed
programme envisages three stages and pursues the aim of laying down the
material, political, leqal and practical foundations for "star peace" by the
year 2000.

1n the first, organizational, stage, it is proposed to hold not later
than 1990 an international conference or a special session of the
United Nations General Assembly on outer space, oOr to consider these questions
at some other suitable forum. The forum would approve the programme of acticn
for the 1990s and for the next 10-15 years. It would set up a World Space
Organization (WSO) and, under its aegis, specialized programmes for the
realization of concrete projects of co-operation in the following areas:
communication, navigation, rescue of people on Earth, in the atmosphere and

« outer space; remote probing of the Earth in the interests of agriculture,

development of the natural resources of the land and the world's seas and
oceans; the study and preservation of the biosphere of the Earth,
establishment of a global weather forecasting service and notification of
natural calamities) the use of new sources of energy., and creation of new
materials and technologies: exploration of outer space and celestial bodies by
geophysical methods and by means of unmanned interplanetary spacecraft.

Developing States could participate in these projects on easy terms, and
the least developed States could receive scientific and technological results
of the work as aid towards their development objectives. The Soviet Union is
ready to exchange information concerning 1its accomplisiments in outer space,
and to launch the peaceful space vehicles of other countries and of
international organizations using Soviet carrier rockets on mutually
acceptable terms. A

The Soviet Union sees the WSO as a universal inter-State organization
with its own charter in the form of an international treaty, associated with
the United Mations through a co-operation agreement. The Organization would
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co-ordinate the implementation of specialized programmes and be financed
primarily by countries possessing a2 major space capability and by other
economically developed States.

The WSO's efforts would be directed towards the peaceful exploration of
outer space and verifying the observance of agreements on preventing the
spread of the arms race into space as they are concluded. To exercise such
control, it would initially use technical facilitias granted by space Powers,
and later its own facilities.

The second stage (material preparations) would cover the first half of
the 1990s. It would ccmprise the designing and creation of space systems
under the agreed projects. The transition to the exploitation of specific
systems would take place as soon as they were ready. The co-ordination of the
K activities of specialized intermational programmes to ensure the utmost

ratiocnality and efficiency of all co-operation on a global scale, would be one
of the main functions of the World Space Organization.

In the third stage (implementation) all areas of co-operation would have
@ tangible content by the year ZOOOQ The corresponding spacecraft would be
gradually launched, the functioning of relevant ground systems would be
or@nized and specialized programmes in variocus spheres of the application of
space technology would start operating on a self-supporting principle,
vielding practical returns.

In other words, this would cresate the real prerequisites for turning
terrestrial civilization into an interplanetary one from the very beginning of
the third millennium.

We would like to share our views on the work of the Ad hoc Committee on
item 5 of the Conference's agenda. The Ad hoc Committee has carried out over
two years considerable preparatory work which we consider sufficient to
proceed to work out an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms
race in outer space. There are practically no obstacles Preventing the
beginning of concrete negotiations on this issue at the Conference. The only

o obstacle, as we see it, is the position of some Western States.

Indeed, we have a common goal -- to prevent the arms race in outer space,
and all the participants in the Ad hoc Committee wish to attain it.  The
delegations in the Ad hoc Committee have already got down to studyving various
terms that could be included in the future agreements. Thus, the delegations
of Bulgaria, Hungary, China, Sri lLanka, the USSR and Venezuela have presented
their definitions of "space strike arms” and "space weapons". Aand, finally,
all groups of countries have put forward proposals and initiatives on how to
prevent the arms race in space. Besides the proposals of the group of
socialist countries, Sweden has tabled a proposal on banning the creation,
testing and deployment of Space weapons, including anti-satellite systams;,
there is an Argentine proposal to study the issue of prohibiting arms in space
where they have not yet been deployed; Sri Lanka has advanced ideas on
international co-operation in the field of the peaceful uses of outer space)
there are the Pakistan proposal contained in CD/708 and the proposal of China
to solve on a priority basis the question of prohibiting development,
production, deployment and use of any kind of space weapons;, the proposal of

CAd
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Auctralia Ffor the Conference to st:dy the possibility of concluding an

agreement on grotaction of sa lites and their ground stations: ané the

proposals of France, the Republic of Germany and many OLisr States
r o

introducad at plenary meetings and in the Ad heos Zommitte2 on oute

I would say that we have in fact clogaly apprcached :tl.2 negoTliating
procass and possibly rave already launched its first stage. syt the abseqce
of a negotiating mandate constralns rhe Ad hoc Committee on cuter sgace, A0es
not allow it to go beyond "research”, "identi ifying problams”, "studying
tarms", etc. Such "exploratory" work cannot go on indefinitely at the
Confarence. The right place for it to be conducted is scientific researcn
bodies =-- naticnal as well as intermaticnal. Tataernzticnal bl vinion

produce practicl treacies on Zisarmamer not

expects tha Conference to
1 studies.

e focus on this sicua
i

acausa, from the Tiewpoinit of an ol
observer, the work on 2

Confarenca's agendz looks like this.

“

The whole spring session is spent in agraeing upca a mandate for <he
-~

A2 hoc Committee, and part of the summar sassica cn negotiating a prograrme of
work. The time left for the Ad hoc Cormistea allows no mors chan a dozen
Teetings. But even those meetings are devoted to axploratory 2xerc-.se. As a
resulk, the Conferences's work continues all py itself, whils in parallel with
it new types of arms are being daveloped and space striliz weapons ara meing
creatad. As we see i, the re-establisiment at the ouzsat of the 1337 saszicn
of =re Ad hoc Commititee on item 3 of the Confarenca's aganda with a mandazte
providing for the commencament of negotiations dirscced at preventling =n2 arms
race in outer space wculd provide tae solution.

Mankind can bena2fit from ocuter space as loag 23 1T 727208 p=acafuls it
should ba 2 source of goocd, not of dangsx. As we see it now, space i3 th2 Rav
to many problems Zacing huranity. e have come clcse S0 a2 stag: when wa shall
need to use space extensively on a new tecmological level for paaceivi
purpos2s. The Soviet Union is convinced that terresirial civilizatiocn
enter the twenity-first century with a prograana of "star peace” and nek witlh
reckless plans of "star wars'.

We are approaching mid-August and it is guite natural that many among us
are already preoccupied with the results of the 123¢€ session of the Confarence

ssi

M s Lave e o -t B
which is nearing its end. Some of our colleagucs mave alrzady axpressaed their
opinion on this matter.

The wwenty-second session of the Al hwoe Croup of Scienciiic Zxkperits S0
datect and identify seismic events finished its wor'z last week. Unlike a
umpber of previous sessions of this important body, this time the Ad hoc Group

<
nroduced many usaful results. The
- hl

conducted by the 23 hoc Greuwp
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agreed upon. This document sums up the results of long work in which not only
seismic experts but dozens and hundreds of people in a number of countries of
the world participated.

The results of the experiment, reflected in the report, should be
thoroughly studied by experts of the States members of the Conferenca and
other interested countries, but already now it can ke said that they are a
major contribution towards the establishment of a seismic system to verify-a
nuclear-weapon-test ban.

The Ad hoc Group will face still more important tasks in the future. As
you know, the Soviet Union has recently proposed that the Ad hoc Group of
- seismic experts should start work on the development of a system for the
prompt transmission of Level II seismic data, which could serve as a basis for
the international seismic verification of a nuclear-test ban. Lt n@as also put
forward the idea of carrving out an appropriate new international experiment.

We note with satisfaction that these ideas have been included in the
recommendations unanimously adopted by the Ad hoc Group concerning its further
work which, as it is stressed in the Group's report, should be conducted using
all the latest advances in seismology.

I would like to express the hope that at its next session, proposed to be
held in March 1987, the seismic experts will get down to the practical
resolution of the new problems facing them. The Soviet Union, which considers
the stopping and banning of nuclear tests a high priority issue of today and
advocates strict verification of such a régime, will provide the necessary
assistance to the Ad hoc Group in its important work.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for his statement
and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. I now call on the
distinguished representative of Romania, Mr., Chirila.

- Mr.CHIRILA (Romania) (translated from French)s May I first of all
express the satisfaction of the Romanian delegation at seeing
Ambassador Alan Beesley presiding over the work of the Conference on
Disarmament for the month of August. We are certain that thanks to his
competence and experience, and also to Canada's devotion to the cause of
disarmament, he will successfully discharge the very important tasks entrusted
to him during such a busy and decisive period for the conclusion of this
year's session of the Conference. We also would like to express our
wholehearted gratitude and appreciation to the head of the delegation of
Burma, Ambassador U Tin Tun, for the efforts he made and for the competence
with which he led our work throughout the month of July.

Our delegation intends to take the floor to express a few preliminary
observations on agenda items 5, 6, 7 and 8, which have been the object of
special consideration at the last few plenary meetings of the Conference.

The Romanian delegation has already repeatedly stressed the very heavy

responsibility devolving on the Conference on Disarmament regarding the
special need and urgency of effective measures and agreements to put an end to

“ o 635

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.377
12

(Mr. Chirila, Romania)

and prevent any action which might trigger off an arms race in outer space,
and the need to draw up and establish a true code of exclusively peaceful
conduct for States to ensure that outer space used exclusively for purposes
compatible with the common interests of mankind.

The re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee for the Preventicn of an
Arms Race in Outer Space, even after an unduly long delay and with 3 limited
mandate, and particularly its work under a well-conceived programme, are all
positive elemsnts. We are fully appreciative indeed of the active and even
constructive spirit in which the work of the Ad Hoc Committse has taken place
under the Chairmanship of the head of the Mongolian delegation,

Ambassador Zavart.

o

A problem which the debates of tne Ad Hoc Committes have always a
more or less overtly or directly is the relationship between tha already
= la

existing lewml régime and the rules to be drawn up. We consider 2T

formar should not constitute or Lecome an end in itself, but rather its
consideration should lead to practical conclusions concerning the problams to
be sattled and the rules as yet to be drafted. Moreover, in our viaw,

generally speaking, we are all aware of what is required, of the major caps in
the existing conventions.

Like many other delegations here in the Conference on Disarmament or even
at the United Mations General Assembly, we consider that every effort should

be exerted to draw up and establish one or several international legal
instruments designed to prevent &n arms race in outer space in all its
aspects. Consensus regarding suca a need and pricrity, which, we hope, no one
contests or has any interest in contesting, derivas moreover explicitly £from
the many texts adopted within the United Mations, particularly paragraph 9 cf
the operative part of General Assembly resolution 40/87 of 12 December 1285.

In our view, the work of the Conference on its agenda item 3 cn maxe
the desired progress only if in this specific case there is also a real will
to define both the things and the terms on which we are truly going to
negotiate in the nearest possible future.

All the discussions, studies and working papers so far have shown that we
now do have in hand some important elements for a code of exclusively peacaful
conduct in space, and rules which need to be consolidated and developed in a
broad, unified manner in the light of existing and foreseen needs. The facts
prove that without resolute action cn the political, legal and practical front
at the same time, the arms race in outer space may well become 2 dramatic
reality, and according to views already expressed here, it can De considered
+mat such a race has already indeed begun in specific forms.

Much has been said about concepts and the meaning of certain exprassions
or the criteria to be used. In our view the fundamental criterion wnich any
attempt to establish to the legal régime cannot elude consists in the
provision of the United vations Charter regarding the duty of all States not
to resort to force or the threat of the use of force: an obligation which
should apply in full with respect to conduct in outer space. Likewise, any

636

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.377
13

(Mr. Chirila, Romania)

negotiaticns or any real intention te neqgotiate in good faith reguire that we
must at least refrain from any act that could render future rules or even
prohibiticns or limitations inoperative.

Finally, the Romanian delegation considers that this year's work of the
p Ad Hoc Cormittee on the Preventicn of an Arms Race in Outer Space has provided
argumants and once again revealed the political, legal, security and also
practical reasons for drawing the conclusicn, or rather reaffirming the need,
that the Ad Hoc Committee should for its future sessions be given a specific
negotiating mandate within the context of more structured work oriented
towards the accomplishment of the important and urgent responsibilities
devolving upon the Conferencs on Disarmament, specifically, the drawing up of
one or several internatiornal legal instruments designed to prevent the arms
race in outer space in all its aspects. We also consider that the research
and studies carried out so far by various United Nations bodies, particulariy
the Leqal Sup-Committee of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Cuter Space,
also offer a useful complementary base for defining the areas and sfforts yet
to be undertaken and arriving at a complete code of the obligations of States
designed to reserve space exclusively for peaceful activities.
Y
With respect to agenda item 6, effective international arrangements to

assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclzar
weapcns, our delecation would like to express its regret that the right
conditions have not existed during the session for the creation and
functioning of an ad hoc committee with an appropriate mandate. We wish to
take this opportunity to reiterate very firmly the position of Romania
regarding the need and the urgency of effective measures to increase the
security of States which do not possess nuclear weapons. We continue to
consider that the first gecal of the Conference in this area should be the
conclusion of an internatioral legal instrument containing the undertaking by
the nuclear Powers never, under any circumstances, to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons or force in general against States which do not possess such
weapons., The simple assertion that such a2 legal instrument is not acceptable
at this time for somz States in no way removes the obligation from the

“ Conference to explore all possibilities on the subject. We express the hope
that at the 1987 session the Conference on Disarmament will be in a positiocn
to re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on negative sacurity assurances for
non-nuclear-waapon States in conditions where a real readiness will be
displayed by all Powers which should extend such assurances.

; We fully share the view expressed here, at the previous plenary meeting,
by the Chairman of the 3d Hoc Committee on Fadiological Weapons,
Ambassador Lechuga Hevia of Cuba, that the problems dealt with by that
subsidiarvy body of the Conference, 2s indeed in general the issues relating to
new “vreesz and svstems of weapons of mass destruction, should not be considerad
of marginal importance or urgency. In drawing up a draft convention on the
pronibition of radiologi=l weapons, the Ccnference is called upon to carxy
out important preventive work. While noting the efforts and progress made in
th2 consideration of this question by the Ad Hoc Commit+tee this vear, the
Conference should for 1987 undertake work aimed in particular towards the
drawing up of texts of articles for the future convention. An important
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conclusion which emerged from this year's work relates to the need to find a
solution for the protection of peaceful nuclear facilities against any ‘
military attack.

As far as the drawing up by the Ccnfarence of the Ccmprenensive Prograrme
of Disarmament, in view of the stage of the negotiations and the fact that
part of the draft articles relating to important questions nave vet to e
agreed and finalized, unfortunately we are compelled to envisage the situation
where a complete text of this document will not be submitted to the
General Assembly this year. This situation in our view reflects the same
difficulties that the Conference continues to confrent this vear on most of
the items on its agenda, particularly nuclear disarmament issues. Gie regret
the fact that, even at this stage of the negotiations, there are delegaticns
which are not ready to accept the very idea of stage-by-stage disarmament
measures and actions. The very notion of the Programme implies, along with
the principles, objectives and guidelines for action, some kxind of timetable,
at least in terms of major stages.

As our delegation has already had occasion to stress during the session,
Romania considers it of great urgency and absolute priority to draw up and
implement a comprehensive programme of disarmament, where stage-by-stage
nuclear disarmament measures, as well as the elimination of chemical weapons,
should be accompanied by radical reductions of at least 50 per cent in all
armaments and military budgets by the end of the century.

Mr. President, may I conclude this statement by promising you the full
co-operation of the Romanian delegation in your accomplishment of the
difficult tasks during the concluding part of the work of this year's session
of our Conference.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of Romania for his statement and for the kinds words addressed
to Ambassador Beesley, and I now call on the representative of Venezuela,
Ambassador Taylhardat.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish)s We are indeed
highly gratified and pleased that Ambassador Beesley has assumed the
Presidency of the Conference during the month of August and during the interim
period between this session and next year's. As the representative of Canada,
Ambassador Beesley has shown a thorough mastery of the problems confronting
the Conference. Canada, moreover, has convincingly shown its interest in, and
the importance it attaches to, the efforts of this multilateral kody and has
made extremely useful contributions to our work. For all these reasons, we
should like to wish ambassador Beesley every success in his task and to pledge
to him our unstinting co-operationm.

We should also like to convey to his predecessor, Ambassador U Tin Tun of
Burma, our sincere gratitude for the work he performed as President for the
month of July. Like other speakers, I should like to extend to those
colleagues who very soon will be leaving the Conference on Disarmament a
cordial farewell and I wish them every success in their new duties. We wish
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to express our appreciation to Amcassador Kerroum of Al zeria,
Ambassador Gonsalves of India and Ambassador Wegener of tha Faderal Rapu
of Germany for the outstanding role they have played in the Confars

should like %5 say to them tha* for me perscnally it has bheen 2
have had them as colleagues and to have had sccasion to co-opera

important forun.

As other speakers have stressed, the Conference session for this year is
now drawing to a close. We d nct intend to take stosk of the results
achieved,; we shall confine ourselves to saying that ws sonsider =hase
disappointing. Yet ancther vear ras elapsed whers, with thz noss
exception of chemical weapons, no progress towards the adoption of specific
disarmament measures has been recorded.

With respect to the item of a nuclear test Zan, thsrs ha
backwards movement. Until 157%, the discussions in the multi
moving forward promisingly under the impetus of the favourab
apparently taking place in the trilateral negotiations betwe
United States, and the Soviet Union;and the United Xingdom. Since then,

: consideration of this item has regressed, as in the last faow year
even been possiblz to re-astablish the ad hoc committee that s
the item. During this year's session, moreovar, the issue has
two contrasting attitudes. On the one hand, cne of the maia nu
nas voluntarily imposed ugon itself a moratorium in its prosramn
testing, which just yesterday had its fires anniversary. 2nd on the o
fand, we have the attituds of the other nuclear Great Power which no% only has
not taken up the invitation to observa a similar moratorium, but 2t tha same
time conducted 1f nuclear tests. TIf we weigh up the two attitudes, there isg

[N el

no doubt whatsoaver that the Soviet Union has recorded a moral victor-y
vis-d-vis internmational public opinicn. Venezuela wishes t5 associata itzel®
with all the Governments, particularly those of countr he

ie¢s making up =
Group ¢f Six meeting at this very moment in Mexico, to apprzal to the
Government of the Soviet Unicn to maintain its unilateral zoratorium. In
connection with this same questicn, we should like to express our pleasure at
the fact that these two nuclear Powers have resumed their dialegue through
technical contacts in connection with aspects of verification of nuclear
tests. We hope that these contacts will producz sufficiently osositive results
to enable negotiations to be resumed within the Conference on Disarmamant.

The only item with respect to which, as I zaid before, we could harbour
scme optimism is chemical weapons. We wish to place on record sur
appreciaticn for the work done by Ambassador Cromartie, as Trairman o
4d Foc Committee dealing with the item, and :the work bzgun bv th
Co-ordinaters of the Committee's three Worizing Sroupc. In this <onnection, we
caanot howzver, fall to point ocu* that the racent dzcision of cnae of tha main
Powars to carry forward its Plans to resume the production of chemical waapons
Gives rise to doubr with respact to its genuine desire to make progress at
negotiations currently under way, cne of whose gsals :consists pra ly in
achieving the proaibition of the production of these weapons.

(a1}
[l
b

2
3

2

Yy

o3
ci

With resgect to the item of the pravention of an arms race in cuter
space, even though we cannot really speak of concrete rasults, a1t least
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stimulating work has been done which enables us also to harbour a modicum of

optimism. The Ad Hoc Committee dealing with the item has done work which my

delegation censiders both useful and positive. We should like to express our
recognition to its Chairman, ambassador Bavart, for the efficiency, devotion

and impartiality with which he has led the work of the Committee.

In today's statament, we should like to make a number of corments on
agenda item 5 in the light of the deliberaticns which have taken place, bota
in the plenary meetings as well as in the Ad Hoc Committee's meetings.

We wish to begin by highlighting, in connection with this item, the
important contribution made by the delemtion of Canada, with the presentation
of a series of working papers where several very important aspects of the item
are approached. The most recent of these documents, cn terminology relating
to arms control and outer space, is a meaty, soundly documented study and is
therafore an invaluable working instrument for us. Turther on in this

statement, I shall refer to scme of the questicns dealt with in that document.

In our view, the debate held this year on the prevention of an arms race
in outer space has helped to highlight a number of vervy interesting aspects of
the task to be accomplished by the Conference on Disarmament, which I shall
summarize.

Firstly, the need to spell out the meaning of certain terms and the scope
of some of the concepts related to the item. In my previous statement on the
item, I stressed the need to define more precisely the meaning of certain
terms and the scope of certain concepts which we usually use during our
deliberations. The Canadian document relating to terminology also highlights
the importance of terminological precision in disarmament negotiations, and
argues that certain terms should be defined. We agree therefore, with the
Canadian document that the documentation of the Conference on Disarmament
"reveals considerable imprecision in the use of terms relating to arms control
and outer space", adding that "The tendency to use a number of terms loosely,
if not corrected, could have a significant impact on the pracision of language
and upon the intent of statements, resolutions and treaties". The
deliberations in the Ad Hoc Committee confirm these assessments and the need
to achieve greater terminological precision.

Within this context, we consider that to make progress in the
consideration of this item it is essential clearly to establish its scope. We
need to spell out what we understand by the "prevention of an arms race in
outer space". This is an idea on which there is not a uniform view in the
Conference. To some, the prevention of an arms race in outer space means the
demilitarization of spacej to others, it means non-militarization of space) to
yet others, it means the prohibition of the use of space for military
purposes; and for some others, including my delegation, it means preventing
the weaponization of space. These notions are apparently similar, but when
carefully analysed they reveal fundamental differences which mean that the
jter ig ~iwven a different ar-rocach and a different content in each case.

In our view, preventing an arms race in outer space consists in
preventing the beginning of competition, between the Powers that have the
technological capacity to do so, in the field of space armaments. Hence, it
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is a question of nipping in the bud the devalopment testing, production and
deployment of space weapons. The category of space weapons should include, in
our view, any weapons likely to turn space into a theatre of war operations.

Secondly, the need for a definition of space weapons. The above
characterization of the notion of the prevention of an arms race in outer
space highlights the need to make an effort to spell out the concept of space
weapons. In this respect, a first step has been taken at this session of the
Conference with the various proposals for definitions submitted by several
delecations, among them Venezuela, whose Working Paper CD/709 refers to this
subject. We do not believe that it is absolutely essential for the moment to
draw up an agreed definition of space weapons. We share, however, the view
expressed in the Canadian document to the effect that "At this early stage of
multilateral discussions on issues relating to arms control and outer space,
it would be prudent to recognize, clarify and understand fully the nuances of
these terms and expressions". We therefore believe that a shared view of
space weapons, or at least a statement of their features or main elements,
will considerably facilitate the work of the Conference on this item.

Thirdly, the existing legal order. The Ad Hoc Committee reviewed the
existing legal order applicable to the prevention of an arms race in outer
space. In our view, the discussions on this aspect of item 5 have shown the
following., (a) There exists a set of international, multilateral and
bilateral legl instruments governing very important partial aspects of the
issues relating to the prevention of an arms race in space. (b) It is
necessary to consolidate and strengthen that set of instruments in order to
ensure their full implementation and observance by States parties. (c) The
existing international le@l order suffers from certain shortcomings which
should be corrected. These shortcomings stem, inter alia, from the fact that
30 years have elapsed since man began the conquest of space and 20 since the
Outer Space Treaty was signed. 1In this lapse of time, space science and its
military applications have developed at a dizzying pace. The existing leqal
régime therefore does not cover all issues involved now or at some future
point in the task of preventing an arms race in outer space. 1In this
connection we should also like to endorse the statement contained in the last
paragraph of the Canadian document which after noting that space law relating
to the prevention of an arms race in space has barely reached an elementary
level, concludes by saying: "To prevent the risks to security on Earth which
may be posed by the threat of arms placed in space or for use in space will
require that States develop the law beyond this elementary stage". (d) It is
essential to begin work as rapidly as possible to remedy the shortcomings and
fill the gaps in the legal régime applicable to the prevention of an arms race
in outer space. (e) That effort should be channelled towards the drawing up
of an instrument or several legal instruments to prevent the extension into
space of the arms race which is now taking place on the surface of the
planet. (f) The most effective manner to achieve that objective would be to
establish a general and complete prohibition of the development, testing,
production and deployment of space weapons. In due course, the Conference
will have to establish a precise delimitation between what constitutes
research and what is understood by development, two notions that as we know
carry particular importance and significance in the area of space weapons.

(g) Whilst that general prohibition is being achieved, partial measures can :=
furthered to build up confidence and facilitate the task of negotiating a
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treaty designed to prevent, in a comprehensive manner, the arms race in
space. (h) The instrument or instruments that will be agreed will naturally
have to provide fcr the necessary verification procedures and machinery to
guarantee strict observance of and proper compliance with its provisions.

I should now like to refer to some ideas and views expressed during the
discussions in the Ad Hoc Committee on outer space which we do not wish to
pass over in silence.

During the discussions on the legl instruments relating to the item, we
heard the view expressed that the existing legal order is more than adequate
o0 take care of current and future challenges raised by arms control in outer
space. According to that opinion, there is no need to negotiate new
agreements in this field and what is required is greater participation in the
existing treaties and greater compliance with the existing legal régime. I
think that the reasoning set forth above is sufficient to demonstrate that our
deleq@tion does not share this view.

Yet another view expressed in the Committee 'is that the United Nations
Charter and, more specifically, its Article 51, enshrining the principle of
self-defence, authorizes the use of space weapons for defensive purposes.
This line of reasoning combined with the brcad interpretation that is
attempted of a certain bilateral treaty, would seem designed to seek support
in the United Mations Charter for building up a legal justification for the
possession of defensive systems based on the use of space weapons.

The meaning and scope of Article 51 of the Charter are perfectly clear.
Self-defence is conceived as a recourse, as a reaction to armed aggression.
Self-defence is accepted as a means to repel aggression. To try and justily
the development of defensive space weapons on the grounds that the Charter
authorizes the use of these weapons for the purposes of self-defence is
somewhat exaggerated, to say the least.

Another view expressed during the work of the Ad Hoc Committee is that as
bilateral negotiations are currently proceeding between the two main spaca
Powers, the work of the Conference should be confined to negotiating agreement
on confidence-building measures in connection with existing agreements. I
think that it is not superfluous to stress the idea, now generally accepted,
that bilateral and multilateral negotiations are complementary and can in no
way restrict, interfere with or hinder one another. As I said above, we
believe that nothing prevents the Conference, at the same time as it makes
progress on the substance cf item 5, consisting in preventing an arms race in
space weapons in all its manifestations, from also encouraging the adoption of
measures likely to contribute to creating a favourable climate for the
achievement of its main objectives. We do nct believe, howaver, that the rcl
>f the Conference can be confined, as has been suggested, to dictating a space
"highway code" or designing signs and signals designed to regulate traffic Iin
space.

In conclusicn, we wish to express our hope that during its 1987 session
the Conference on Disarmament will without delay tackle its substantive task

on agenda item 5 and at the outset re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee to carry
forward work on this important issue. In this connecticn, it is worth
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keeping in mind what the distinguished ropresentative of Yugoslavia,

Ambassador Vidas, said in his statement last week when he expressed the view

that the Ad Hoc Committee dealing with item 5 could continue working under the

! current mandate. My delegation is among those which consider that the work of
the Conference on Disarmament does not depend on the mandate allocated to a
subsidiary body but rather on the programme of work adopted. The Ad Hoc
Committee on item 5 has very fruitful substantive work to carry out given an
appropriate work programme. In our view, the activities of the Ad Hoc
Committee next year should be directed at identifying the aspects where there
is a need to complete the existing legal order so as to give the international
community an appropriate set of rules designed to prevent an arms race in
outer space and to establish a general prohibition of the development,
testing, production and stationing of space weapons.

We trust that all member States will display the necessary political -~vill
for the Conference to accomplish its objectives with the urgency that the
importance of the item requires.

Finally, we followed with keen interest the views expressed by
His Excellency the Foreign Minister of Pakistan in the statement he made las*
week. The ideas he set out in connection with the question of conventiona.
disarmament at the regional level deserve to be thoroughly pondered and should
receive appropriate consideration by the Conference. Even though the item of
conventional disarmament has not so far appeared on our annual agenda we
should not forget that the question is among those on the general agenda
better known as the "decalogue", of the Conference. Hence we ‘hope that in
future the Conference may devote to that important question all the attention
it deserves.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of Venezuela for his statement and for the kind words addressed
to Ambassador Beesley, to whom I shall not fail to convey them. There are no
more speakers on my list. Does any other delegation wish to take the floor?
If not, I shall now suspend the plenary meeting and, in accordance with the
practice followed by the Conference, convene an informal meeting to consider
the draft mandate contained in document CD/515/Rev.2 submitted by the
Group of 21.  In the light of the outcome of the informal meeting, the
Conference will resume its plenary meeting to continue the consideratin of the
draft mandate and hear representatives wishing to make statements on the
subject. I therefore now suspend the plenary meeting, and we shall
immediately hold an informal meeting. The plenary meeting is suspended.

The meeting was suspended at 11.50 a.m. and resumed at 12 noon.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The 377th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament is resumed.

I place before the Conference for decision document CD/515/Rev.2
submitted by the Group of 21 and entitled "Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc
Committee on Item 3 of the Agenda of the Conference on Disarmament". Are
there any objections to this draft decision? T give the floor to the
representative of the United Kingdom, Mr. Edis.

643

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.377
20

Mr. EDIS (United Xingdom): I wish to make a statement on behalf of the
Western group of countries. Before I do so, though, I should like to say that
it is a particular pleasure to see Canada in the Chair of our Conference, as a
Commonwealth country with which we naturally have the closest ties. I might
take this opportunity to note in passing that there are seven Commonwealth
countries who are members of this Conference, more or less equally divided
between two of our groups.

The delegations of the group on whose behalf I am speaking attach great
importance to policies and concrete actions aimed at the prevention of war
including nuclear war. We note that in their Joint Statement of MNovember, the
leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union "emphasized the importance
of preventing any war between them, whether nuclear or conventional”.

Accordingly, we attach importance to item 3 on our agenda, prevention of
nuclear war including all related matters. Since 1983, when this item was
first inscribed on the agenda, we have repeatedly said that we are prepared to
have a thorough discussion and exchange of views on this important subject.
Our speeches and our actions in this Conference, as well as in the
General Assembly, demonstrate this.

We had hoped that it would have proved possible to eng@gs in substantive
consideration of the item within an appropriate format.

We are therefore disappointed that the draft mandate in CD/515/Rev.2 is
once more being put to a decision; and we are again unable to associate
ourselves with a consensus on this proposed mandate.

Finally, I should like to express gratitude to successive Presidents of
the Conference, and especially aAmbassador de Souza e Silva of EBrazil and
Arbassador U Tin Tun of Burma for their efforts to find an appropriate format
for the consideration of item 3.

The PRISIDENT (translated from French): thank the representative of
the United Xingdom for his statement and for the kind words addressed to my
delegation. After hearing the statement that has just been made, I note that
for the time being there is no consensus on the proposal contained in document
CD/515/Rev.2. Does any other delegation wish to take the floor at this stage
in our work? I give the floor to the representative of Nigeria.

Mr. TONWE (Nigeria)s May I first of all take the opportunity to
congratulate the delegation of Canada on the assumption of the Presidency of
the Conference on Disarmament in August. The Nigerian delegation is confident
that the Canadian delegation will conduct our deliberations in the most
thoughtful and fruitful manner, consistent with their performance at this
Conference.

I would ask you, Mr. President, to convey our best wishes to
ambassador Alan RPeesley in the pursuit of his delicate task in this critical

month of August.

I would also like to take the opportunity to refer to the information we
all have had about the impending departure of three of our eminent colleagues
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here, Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany,

Ambassador Gonsalves of India and Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria. Although
they are leaving us very soon, these are three of our colleagues who have made
very impressive impacts on the work of the Conference and to whom we owe a
considerable debt of gratitude. We are sad that they should be leaving but at
the same time we are consoled that they are all going to equally important new
assignments. We wish them all God's blessing.

We, of the Group of 21, are thoroughly disappointed by the statement of
the United Kingdom, which again makes it impossible for this Conference to go
ahead with one of the important, if not the most important, item on its
agenda, agenda item 3, on which the Group of 21's paper is before *he
Conference.

I need hardiy emphasize the importance of this mandate nor the urgency of
its adoption. United Mations General Assembly documents are bound with
resolutions expressing the yearning of all States represented here and all
peoples everywhere to see banished forever the threat of nuclear war. In the
latest of these resolutions, 41/52 @, it was clearly recognized that the
prevention of nuclear war "remains the most acute and urgent task of the
present day".

The Seventh Cecnference of Heads of State or Governments of Non-aligned
countries, held in New Delhi from 7 to 12 March 1983, concluded that more than
weapons of war, nuclear weapons are instruments of mad annihilation, and in
their general declaration, on 28 January 1985, the Heads of State of
Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania emphasized the need for
urgent preventive action to exclude forever the use of nuclear weapons and the
occurrence of a nuclear war.

Last but not least, the leaders of the two principal military alliances
have publicly declared their own conclusions and beliefs that nuclear war
cannot be won and must not be fought. The Group of 21 deeply shares the grave
concern of all those just enumerated. We ardently desire in the deliberations
of the Conference on Disarmament, the only multilateral forum for a
non-partisan approach to disaramament, some Progress. The present draft
mandate is by no means a presumptuous product of the Group of 21. It is, on
the contrary, a well-considered balanced text which has taken into account the
views expressed by other groups in this Conference, including the group which
is represented by the distinguished representative of the United Xingdom. We
are therefore deeply disappointed that in spite of the concessions that the
Group of 21 has made, and the urgency of the subject, we are being put in a
position where we will have nothing to justify our own mandate, which comes
from the United Mations General Assembly. We of the Group of 21 think that
this is regrettable and we therefore consider that it might be that the
seriousness of the matter justifies a rethinking on the part of those who have
expressed reservations on the subject.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of Nigeria for his statement and for the kind words addressed
to my delez@tion. I now give the floor to the representative of Bulgaria.
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Mr. KONSTANTIMNOV (Bulgaria)s At the outset I wish to congratulate your
delegation and particularly Ambassador Beesley on his assumption of the
important duty of President of the conference for the month of August. I am
sure that the skill and diplomatic experience of Ambassador Beesley will help
us to go through the most difficult period of our Conference this year
successfully, and I wish him all the best.

I would also like to extend my best wishes to those colleagues who will
be leaving us soon, Ambassador Gonsalves of India and hmbassador Wegener of
the Federal Republic of Germany, and to wish them all the best in their new
important duties.

I would further like to express, on behalf of the socialist countries
views on the issue under item 3 contained in document Cb/515/Rev.2, just
presented to us.

We are disappointed, but not very much surprised, by the negative
positicn just taken by the Western countries. This disappointment is even
greater because of declarations made at the highest level by two countries, in
particular with regard to nuclear war, that nuclear war should not be allowed
to be fought and that nuclear war could not be won. This problem has been
blocked for many yvears by the Western countgies, as is known to all
delegations here.

The position of the socialist countries is that an ad hoc committee
should be established with a negotiating mandate. There kave been enough
preposals, there has been enough material, there have been enough statements
made in this Conference, and outside the Conference confirming that the
prevention of nuclear war is cne of the greatest priorities on our agenda, and
that this priority issue has to be approached seriously in a special
subsidiary body which should start negotiating some measures to help the work
of the Conference to reduce the possibility of nuclear war.

last year the group of soccialist countries supported compromisa mandatss
put forward by the Group of 21. This year the socialist countries will give
their full support to the new attempt of the Group of 21 to bring about some
progress in the right direction on the issue of the prevention of nuciear
war. That is why we consider it a compromise -- this is the least that the
Conference could do this year, and will support it fully.

As to the substance, I would only like to say that positions of countries
which have been expressed during this year's session of the Conference on
Disarmament in statements as well as in informal consultaticns, should be duly
reflected in the report of the Conference. My delegation will also have the
possibility to make a more substantial statement on this issue in one of our
next meetings.

The DRESIDEMT (translated from Franch)s I thank the distincuisned
representative of Bulgaria for his statement and for the kind words addressed
=0 the President. Does any other delegation wish to take the floor? I give
cne floor to the represencative OL Caina.
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Mrs. WANG (China) (translated from Chinese): First of all, I would like
to express my warm welcome and congratulations on the assumption of the
Presidency by the Canadian delegation., The contributions made bv Canada., as
well as its aspirations in the cause of disarmament, and particularly the rich
experience and diplomatic skill of Ambassador Beesley, are indeed wellknown.
We are confident that under the able guidance of Ambassador Beesley, this
session will accomplish its task successfully.

On the establishment of the ad hoc committee on item 3 I would like to
make some brief comments.

The Chinese delegation has all along attached great importance to the
prevention of nuclear war, and therefore is in favour of the establishment of
an ad hoc committee on this question. This year, my delegation submitted a
Working Paper on the issue of preventing a nuclear war. We hope tht the
Conference will carry out in-depth discussions and negotiations on this very
important issue. With regard to the draft mandate proposed by the
Group of 21, contained in CD/515/Rev.2, we believe that this is a general
mandate for the ad hoc committee. It is reasonable and realistic and
therefore could serve as a basis for the work of the ad hoc committee. We
therefore can accept this mandate. + However, we hope that in the future the
relevant sides concerned will adopt a co-operative and flexible attitude to
continue the consultations on the issue relating to the mandate, therefore
establishing such an ad hoc committee at an earlier date.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of China for her statement and for the kind words addressed *-o
the President. I now give the floor to the representative of Romania,

Mr, CHIRIIA (Romania) (translated from French): The delegation of
Romania regrets that the draft mandate proposed by the Group of 21 under
item 3 of our agenda, prevention of nuclear war, including all related
matters, could not be accepted by all delegations. In other words, there was
no consensus. Our deleg@ation would like to state once again its regret on
this subject, and express the hope that during the forthcoming session we will
be able to set up an ad hoc committee on this important agenda item 3.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
representative of Romania for his statement. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor? I see none. At my request the secretariat has today
circulated a time-table of meetings for the Conference and its subsidiary
bodies for next week. The time-table was drawn up in consultation with the
Chairmen of the subsidiary bodies and, as usual, is purely indicative and may
be modified as necessary. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the
Conference adopts the time-table.

It was so decided

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The secretariat has requested m=
to inform delegations that the Conference's draft report on agenda item 3,
"Prevention of an arms race in outer space"”, is now available in English and
has been distributed in their boxes. The report will be available in the
other languages next Tuesday.
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(The President)

AsS we still have over half an hour left to us with interpretation
services, following the adjouwrnment of the plenary meeting we shall hold an
informal meeting to begin consideration of the technical parts of the draft
annual report of the Conference to the General Assembly of the United Nations.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held on
Tuesday, 12 August, at 10.30 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 378th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Conference starts todav its
consideration of reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies as well as of the Annual
Report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. However, in accordance
Wwith rule 30 of the rules of procedure, anv member may raise any subiject
relevant to the work of the Conference.

I have on my list of speakers for todav the representatives of Bulagaria,
India, the Federal Republic of Germanv and Mongolia. I now give the floor to
the representative of Bulgaria, Ambassador Tellalov.

Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria): I wish to warmly welcome vou as President of
the Conference for the month of Augqust. We are fortunate that a diplomat with
your rich experience and skill will guide our work in its concluding stage
this year. May I also thank Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma for the successful
performance of his important function as President for the month of Julv. It
is a pleasure for me to welcome again in.our midst Ambassador Morelli Pando of
Peru. It is with great regret that we have learned that several of our
distinquished colleagues are going to leave us soon. I would like to bid
farewell to Ambassador Gonsalves of India, Aambassador Kerroum of Algeria and
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, and to wish them all
the best in their future responsible duties.

Delegations in the Conference have once again recalled the tragedy of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki as a symbol of universal concern for the future of
mankind. Hundreds of thousands of innocent people perished on & August 1945.
Many more have suffered from the fatal effects of radiation, following the
United States bombing of these Japanese cities. This tragedy has left a deep
scar on the memory of mankind. It is a serious warning that life on Earth may
be destroved, if the present nuclear arsenals are going to be used. In
recalling this tragic episode, I wish to convey the hope that our efforts will
finally result in working out disarmament agreements, capable of ensuring
lasting peace and security for all.

In a regional context, General Secretary M. Gorbachev referred to
Hiroshima in his recent Vladivostock statement as a possible startina point of
a new process to consolidate peace and security. He outlined the elements of
a programme which would involve the countries of Asia and the Pacific area in
the efforts to establish a comprehensive system of international security. We
have alwavs seen great merit in promoting fresh ideas inspired by the wish to
arrive at peaceful and just solutions of regional conflicts, to halt nuclear
arms race and to strengthen security, mutual confidence and co-operation in
that and other regions. My countrv has officially welcomed this recent Soviet
initiative as an important contribution to the global efforts to avert the
danger of a nuclear holocaust. -

As our session comes to a close delegations have started to ponder over
rhe results of the work of the Conference on Disarmament this vear. I would

also like to share some of our thoughts related to several important items on
the agenda.
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The nuclear-test-ban issue has been in the centre of our deliberations
during the whole session. The unilateral Soviet moratorium, introduced on
6 Augqust last vear, has been extended several times over, This is a

) courageous step which has been widely welcomed as a convincing gesture of
goodwill, It has broken standard military loqgic. It has proved that the
Soviet Union means deeds. The moratorium has created conditions favouring the
mutual renunciation of all nuclear tests, It ig unfortunate that the other
major nuclear Power has not, so far, deemed it necessarv to consider this
Possibility seriously. Numerous appeals have been made to this effect by
State leaders, public organizations and the United States Congress itself.
The international community rightly expects that all other nuclear~weapon
States will also respond positively to these appeals,

In this context, we welcome the new Statement by the six Heads of State
who advanced the Five-Continent-Peace Initiative. Their Tecent follow-up
meeting in Mexico has produced some fresh ideas relevant to the nuclear tes:
ban issue. The delecation of Bulgaria is going to study carefully the
Ixtapastatement of the six States and reflect on it at another occasion. We
believe that this new initiative deserves a constructive response by all
States concerned, particularly by the nuclear-weapon States, with a view to an
early cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests and their conséquent negotiated
ban.

The USSR and the United States are now engaged in a dialogue on "the
entire scope of issues related to nuclear testing”. The conclusions of
leading scientists and disarmament experts from different countries, the
reports of the Ad hoc Group of Scientifie Experts, working papers and plenary
statements in the Conference on Disarmament, have convincingly shown that
there are no objective obstacles to 4 comprehensive nuclear-test-ban. The
latest achievements in seismology, combined with relevant mutually observed
procedures, including on-site inspections, provide a high degree of certainty
that such a ban can effectively be verified.

In this context, we share the conclusions drawn in document /712,
submitted by Sweden, in response to some doubts raised by individual
delegations with respect to the adequacy of the existing monitoring
capabilities., We welcome also the relevant analysis offered on 29 July this
vear by the distingquished Ambassador van Schaijk of the Netherlands to the
effect that objections to a CTB, based on concerns related to the nuclear
weapons modernization, reliably testing and the wish to keep design
laboratories alive, are not relevant to the Problem we all face.

The Conference should begin negotiations in an appropriate subsidiary
bodv as soon as Possible with a view to reaching an agreement on a
nuclear-test-ban. The format sugqgested once again by the distingquished
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, last Thursday, serves the present
circumstances. We have stated our readiness to start practical work on a
CTB treaty, even under a more flexible mandate as proposed by me, for
instance, in my capacity as President for June. It is our belief that the
Conference ought to make better use of the political momentum gathered
recently,
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The Conference has decided to hold this vyear a series of informal plenaxv
meetings on the substance of item 2 of our agenda " Cessation of Nuclear Arms
Race and Nuclear Disarmament”. The discussions carried out in such a fcrmat
nave proved to be useful and once again underlined the urgent need of a
multilateral negotiatinag effort to take into account the interests of all
States. The multilateral dimension of the process of nuclear disarmament and
the ongoing bilateral negotiations in Geneva are both needed. Thev would
complement each othar.

The delegation of Bulgaria has welcomed this opportunity to address =his
problem with open minds and in a more organized informal manner. The
consideration of the stages of implementation of nuclear disarmament, 2as
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Firal Document, has focused on some
interesting ideas.

The final goal =-- the elimination of all nuclear weapons -— has Deen
recognized by various authoritative multilateral and bilateral fora. It is
not clear, however, when this ultimate goal will have to be achieved. The
Soviet Union has suggested that the nuclear disarmament process should be
completed bv the vear 2000. We support this idea. At the informal
discussions we have pointed out that we would appreciate if ether
nuclear-weapon States could also share with us their own views on such a
deadline, referred to also in paragraph 50.

It has also been recognized that the two major nuclear Powers should take
the lead in starting to dismantle the nuclear arsenals. To this end, they are
carrving out bilateral negotiations and we hope they will scon come out with a
positive solution. This would be the beginning of the first stage of the
process of nuclear disarmament. The exclusive participation of the two
leading nuclear Powers in this process will be a major feature of the first
stage.

The other nuclear-weapon States will also have to join the process at a
later stage. The question has been raised as to at what point exactly this
could take place. Why cannot we address this important issue now? The idea
of achieving the necessary prerequisites for getting all nuclear weapon States
involved in the nuclear disarmament, has already been put forward. The
accomplishment of these prerequisites may mark the end of its first stage. It
would advance this process to its next stage when all nuclear Powers will join
it. We wonder whether the nuclear-weapon Powers should not agree on these
points well in advance. Such an agreement would make sure that the second
stage of nuclear disarmament will start with the participation of all of
them. The elaboration of a common understanding on the question of
prerequisites would be an important clarification and would facilitate the
negotiations still covering the initial stage.

The idea of a separate conference of the five nuclear-weapon States has
also been put forward. This is a useful suggestion. We wonder whether, for
these purposes, we cannot make use of the Conference on Disarmament as the
single multilateral negotiating body where all nuclear Powers are
represented. One option might be, at a certain stage, to set up a
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sub-committee composed of these five States, having a negotiating mandate,
with a view to contributing to the multilateral consideration of item 2 by the
Conference itself.

Various other useful ideas have been "advanced during the informal plenary
consideration of the substance of item 2. Since there have been no verbatim
records of these discussions, it is worth making an additional effort to put
the basic ideas on paper, in order to facilitate the future work of the
Conference. We believe, therefore, that the report of the Conference should
cover this area, as factually as possible, and in a most concise manner. Many
delegations belonging to all groups have contributed to the discussions. This
effort should not be lost. We are fortunate to have established useful
precedents in reflecting in the report the substance of many of our informal
discussions carried out so far. The same pattern could be followed in this
case again.

May I also touch briefly upon the situation with respect to agenda
item 3, "Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters". Much to
the regret and dissatisfaction of many delegations, this Conference has been
prevented, for four consecutive vears, togproceed with concrete action on this
priority matter. And once again the cause for that failure rests with the
unwillingness of certain delegations within the Western Group to become
involved in a positive solution.

The Socialist countries and the Group of 21 have continued their
persistent efforts aimed at setting up an ad hoc committee on item 3 with a
négotiating mandate. At the same time, taking into account the views of other
delegations, thev have demonstrated a broad flexibility and readiness to find
a sensible compromise so as to assist to the greatest possible extent an early
initiation of negotiations on concrete practical measures to prevent nuclear
war.

The recent proposal put forward by the Group of 21 (document
CD/515/Rev.2), concerning the mandate of an ad hoc committee on agenda item 3,
is yet another manifestation of good will. We believe that it deserves
serious consideration and support.

It is the considered view of the Bulgarian delegation that starting
negotiations in an adequate subsidiary body on item 3 should remain as a
priority task of the Conference on Disarmament. I wish to recall that my
delegation has submitted its views on various aspects of this issue in
document CD/710.

The Ad Hoc Committee on item 5 has completed its substantive work on the
examination and identification of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms
race in outer space. All delegations have confirmed their adherence to this
goal and expressed readiness to contribute to its accomplishment. Many
delegations, including those of the Socialist countries, have pointed ocut that
such a willingness should be substantiated with a view to an early solution of
this problem. They have also pointed to recent developments which threaten to
extend the arms race to outer space.
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The consideration of the legal regime regulating activities in outer
space has underlined again the importance of preserving and strengthening the
existing legal restraints. There are some loopholes, however, which, if not
properly addressed, could lead to the introduction of a new class of
weapons -- space strike weapons. the outer space agreements in force do not
preclude, for instance, the development, testing and deployment of non-nuclear
ASAT weapon systems, which, incidentallyv, are based on technologies suitable
for ABM purposes as well. A number of proposals have been put forward by
delegations from various groups with a view to filling up these gaps. It is
our belief that all delegations will have to consider seriously these valuable
proposals. References to the ongoing bilateral negotiations could not solve a
problem which has important multilateral dimensions. May I, also, recall that
our agreed goal is the prevention of an arms race in outer space, which
substantially differs from the idea of requlating such a race, as advocated by
few delegations. '

We have welcomed the efforts of a number of delegations to clarify the
basic object of possible agreements in this area -- the concept of space
weapons. Definitions of space strike weapons or space weapons, have been
proposed bv the delegations of Venezuela, {Sri Lanka, the Soviet Union, China,
the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and my own country. The analysis made
during the proceedings of the Ad hoc Committee has revealed the existence of a
very wide area of common ground among them. All suggested formulations have
many common elements and cover all basic categories of space strike weapons.
This is a fact which the Conference should, perhaps, further explore in its
future work on the subject. Thus the work of the Ad hoc Committee on item 5
has recently acquired some negotiating features. In such circumstances it
seems that the exploratory mandate of the Committee this vyear, has exhausted
itself and even posed some artificial restraints on the substantive work on
this item. The next logical and natural step should be, therefore, to set up
next year an Ad hoc Committee with a mandate which permits to start
neqotiations aimed, directly, at the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

This year's session marked a noticeable acceleration of the negotiations
on a chemical-weapon ban. The Soviet proposals contained in the January
Declaration of the General Secretary of the CPSU, M. Gorbachev, and
subsequently developed in the speech of my distinguished colleague,
Ambassador Issraelyan on 22 April, gave an impetus to the negotiations.

The work in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons was organized in a
manner that made use of all valuable texts in CD/636 and CD/651, reached
during the chairmanship of Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, thus creating an
atmosphere of continuity in the negotiations. The discussions in the three
Working Groups not only gained momentum but also-a new qualitative dimension.

The Working Groups' reports reveal that the area of agreement or mutual
understanding have increased to a degree which allows almost a comprehensive
assessment of the political, security, economic and legal implications of a
future convention. A number of complex technical issues were solved or were
brought to the point of near solution. In this regard the participation of
chemical experts from many delegations was particularly useful.
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The negotiations were conducted in a business-like manner and the
atmosphere was generally positive.

My delegation also finds constructive the decision taken by the Chairman
of the Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Cromartie of the United Xingdeom, to
encourage additional efforts for developing the texts in the Working Groups up
to 20 Augqust.

The two rounds of Soviet-American consultations on all aspects of a
chemical-weapons ban that took place during the session have nad, in our
opinion, a positive and stabilizing influence on the overall setting of the
multilateral negotiations.

The good results in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons
notwithstanding, my delegation believes the Conference should not allow itself
any complacency. A number of important issues await decision in context of
the draft convention. The readiness to complete this draft as soon as
possible should be coupled with a specific agreement to utilize better the
intersessional period this year. A different course of action, as suggested
by some Western delegations, might have grave political consequences.
Suspicions might arise particularly 'in the wake of the planned implementation
of the United States binary programme. My delegation hopes that a decision to
resume the work of the Ad hoc Committee as early as October could be taken.

The results of our session this vear considered as a whole do not seem
very impressive. We regret that the Conference on Disarmament once again has
to report to the United Nations General Assembly a lack of results which would
fully correspond to the responsible task assigned on it by the international
community. We wish the Conference were able to transform the hopes with which
it started its work this vear into significant achievements. The absence of
such results has once again underlined the need for all of us to fully
comprehend our great responsibility before the present and forthcoming
generations. ’

In this context, may I recall the words of President Todor Zhivkov in his
address to the Conference on Disarmament at the outset of our summer session:

"The world is at a crossroads in its evolution. Either the old
behaviour stereotypes will have to be abandoned, or we all will fall
victim to the consequences of the dangerous arms race."

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bulgéria for his statement
and for the xind words addressed to the President. I now give the floor to
the distinguished representative of India, Ambassador Gonsalves.

Mr. GONSALVES (India): Mr. President, I would like at the outset to
extend to you the warm felicitations of my delegation on your assumption of
the office of the President for the month of Auqust and to pledge to you my
delegation's full co-operation for the success of your efforts during this
invariably difficult concluding month of our annual session. I have no doubt
that with your dedication and exparience and your acknowledged personal
commitment and that of your Government to the cause of disarmament you will
brinag our work to a satisfactory conclusion. OCur thanks are due to the
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distinguished Ambassador of Burma who przsidzsld over the Conference during the
month of July and made an earnest and conscientious effort to resolve some of
the difficult problems before us.

I have had the privilegqe of participating in the work of the Conference
on Disarmament throughout its 1986 session. As the work of the 1986 session
of the Conference is drawing to a close I am also about to complete my tenure
as India's representative to the Conference. 1In my valedictory statemen®
today it would perhaps be appropriate to reflect in a general way on my
experience.

The 1986 session commenced shortly after the summit meeting between
General Secretary Gorbachev and President Reagan and there was a widespr=ad
tendency in some cf our earliest statements to point to the positive impact of
the summit on the scope for progress in the Conference. The expactaticn of
such prograss has unfortunately not materialized. There has not only been no
significant progress on most of the items of our agenda but thers has also
been a growing and retrograde tendency to dilute, erode and ignore the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament whose historic adoption by consensus in 1978 prescribed the
charter of the Conference on Disarmament as the sole multilateral negotiating
body in the field of disarmament. The Final Document established our agenda
and identified our priorities in unambiguous terms. There has, however, been
an  irretrievable drift from the letter and spirit of the Bible of Disarmament,
as Ambassador Garcia Robles describes the Final Document. The fact that the
Disarmament Commission has been concentrating on peripheral rather than
central issues is one important reflection of this trend. Our ability in the
Conference unlike in the past to adopt our agenda and programme of work for
the 1986 session without any difficulty was welcomed by some as a reflection
of what was regarded as the improved prevailing atmosphere which it was argqued
augured well for progress in our common quest for peace through disarmament.
Subsequent events have established that that optimism was grossly misplaced.
The continuing rigidity of positions on mandates for subsidiary bodies
reflected the absence of political will to engage in earnest in multilateral
negotiations on disarmament. We have also noticed a trend to unduly stress
issues of regional and conventional disarmament without adequately placing
them in the proper perspective of general and complete disarmament and without
regard to their compatibility with our approved agenda or programme of work.

One group of States in the Conference has quite blatantly suggested that
the Conference can legitimately hope to substantively tackle only the issue of
a chemical weapons convention. The progress that i3z being made in this area
alone is sought to be cited as satisfactory evidence that the Conference is in
fact discharging its responsibilities. t is of course true that there have
been several important contributions on this subject and I would particularly
like to thank the Netherlands Government for the valuable workshop it arranged
in June. There has been general agreement that the Ad noc Committee on this
subject under the able stewardship of Ambassador Crcmartie has made reasonable
progress during the current year and it is gratifying to note the exprassion
of hope on either side of the ideological divide that an agreed CJ convention
can be oresented to the forty-second session of the General Assembly. We ars
ourselves considerably less optimistic. While we hear reports of useful
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bilateral super-Power exchanges on this subject we regret the persistent
tendency not to share the results of thesge exchanges with the Conference on
Disarmament. We have at the same time heard the complaint that participation
in the work of the Ad hoc Committee is not adequately representative to ensure
the conclusion of a convention acceptable to all. 1In our view this situation
is in no way related to or responsible for the continuing sharp differences on
verification and other issues between the parties possessing the largest
stockpiles. These differences can be resolved only if they display a much
higher degree of mutual confidence and accommodation than has been the case so
far. There is thus much ground to be covered if we are to attain the goal of
a CW convention. We cannot in any case satisfy the expectant international
community with the assurance that the only issue on which we are registering
some progress is chemical weapons more particularly since the role of these
weapons in the global military strategies of the two alliances is essentially
of a secondary if not marginal character.

The more pressing areas in which we were expected to deliver, and in
regard to which not an iota of progress has been made, relate to nuclear
disarmament, prevention of nuclear war, a nuclear-weapon-test ban and
prevention of an arms race in outer ‘Space. In regard to nuclear disarmament
my delegation and the Group of 21 have categorically asserted the need for
bilateral negotiations to be supplemented by multilateral action in the
Conference. In document CD/526 our views on the responsibilities of the
Conference deriving from the authority of the Final Document were
unambiquously elaborated. Our work in the Conference can and must be
facilitated by formal communication to the Conference of the issues being
discussed and the extent of the progress being achieved in the bilateral
negotiations. This requirement has been censpicuously ignored., One group of
States has even sought to frustrate meaningful work on this agenda item on the
unacceptable ground that it does not fall within the purview of the
Conference. As a result we have been constrained to discuss this issue in
informal meetings without any structure or sense of direction and also without
records., We cannot share the view of some delegations that progress is being
made in the aimless unrelated monologues on this question to which we have
been subjected. This sorry and indeed retrograde state of affairs on the
question of nuclear disarmament and the cessation of the nuclear arms race was
fully reflected in the deliberations of the last session of the Disarmament
Commission where no meaningful progress was registered and previously agreed
portions of the relevant document were pPlaced between square brackets for the
first time.

The question of prevention of nuclear war has assumed critical importance
at a time when arsenals of nuclear weapons particularly with the two largest
Powers are steadily growing in numbers and sophistication. The Working Paper
submitted by the delegation of Argentina in document CD/688 is an admirable
effort to list the measures on which immediate multilateral negotiation must
be initiated. Of these measures my delegation has consistently attached
particular importance to a freeze on nuclear weapons and my delegation has in
addition pressed for the conclusion of a convention prohibiting the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons. The freeze proposal commends itself because
in our view it is a logical corollary of commitments not to wage nuclear war
and to eschew military Superiority. The restraints of the SALT régime have
been abandoned ostensibly in favour of the pursuit of reductions of nuclear
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weapons but presumably on a highly selective basis and with built-in
provisions for their modernization. This cannot be regarded as progress
towards nuclear disarmament. In our considered view the most urgently
required measure is a comprehensive freeze on nuclear weapons to be followed
by deep and substantial reductions in nuclear weapons. Consideration of the
question of prevention of nuclear war can make no progress as long as the
security postures of the nuclear weapon powers continue to be predicated on
the doctrine of nuclear deterrence. This doctrine as an advanced posture
constitutes a violation of Article 2 (4) of the Charter of the

United Nations. Moreover, the threat of massive and disproportionate nuclear
retaliation against an armed attack is not compatible with the relevant
provisions of the United Nations Charter about self-defence. In a situation in
which the threat of nuclear war is ever increasing due to overkill stockpiles
and adherence to doctrines of nuclear deterrence the crying need is for a
prohibition on the use of nuclear weapons. The Mexico Declaration of 7 Auqust
has called for a binding international agreement which outlaws every use of
nuclear weapons. While there is very broad international support for this
approach we are familiar with but do not accept the arquments used by a very
small minority to reject our proposals.

I

1

In our view the need is for a systematic examination of all proposed
measures to prevent nuclear war in the course of which we could negotiate our
differences with a view to the conclusion of appropriate agreements. The
delegation of Argentina has facilitated our task by pointing out that the
various measures it has listed to reduce the risk of nuclear war can be
negotiated and adopted individually. What is required is the political will
to address the issues in an ad hoc committee with an appropriate negotiating
mandate. Our efforts to secure this end unfortunately met with failure. We
regret that some of those who profess readiness to discuss the issues
stubbornly reject the establishment of an ad hoc committee and continue to
disproportionately stress "related issues" which are not central to the basic
question of prevention of nuclear war. The concerns of the non-nuclear weapon
States which are equally threatened by the outbreak of nuclear war and
perceive the consequent need to take preventive action cannot forever be
ignored.

A pressing preoccupation of the Six-Nation Initiative and the Group of 21
is the immediate commencement of negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. Variocus reasons are advanced for rejecting this proposition. The
first of these relates to the absence of adequate verification machinery. Our
views on this matter have been stated in considerable detail earlier.

Working Paper CD/712 submitted by the delegation of Sweden constitutes a very
valuable contribution to our work in that it places verification issues in
their proper perspective. Let me state quite categorically for the record
that we are all interested in effective verification machinery. The

Six Nations Meeting in Mexico last week made a concrete offer of assistance to
achieve adequate verification arrangements. These will be made available to
the Conference. So far as the Conference is concerned the simple point is
that we can sort out our differances on this question only if the political
will can be manifested to establish an ad hoc committee with an appropriate
mandate. That is sadly not the case. The second arqument advanced is that a
comprehensive test ban cannot be envisaged as testing is required to ensure
the credibility of the nuclear deterrent. Our own understanding is that
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testing is being continued inter alia to develop an altogether new genre of
weapons. The process of modernizing weapons by one side inevitably produces
retaliatory action by the other and thus results in escalation of the nuclear
arms race. The Six Nation Mexico Declaration of 7 August states that both the
qualitative and quantitative development of nuclear weapons exacerbates the
arms race and both would be inhibited by a complete abolition of nuclear
weapons testing. The argument about the maintenance of a credible deterrent
if pushed to its logical conclusion would mean that a nuclear-weapon-test ban
would cease to be a goal even in the long run. Such a posture violates
existing solemn treaty commitments and cannot but disappecint the international
community. It was particularly gratifying in this context to note how
effectively the distinquished Ambassador of the Netherlands in his important
statement on 29 July countered the familiar argquments in support of continued
nuclear-weapon testing. 1In our view the moratorium on nuclear weapon testing
which has been maintained by the Soviet Union for a year constitutes an
important step forward and “he Six Nations have earnestly urged the

United States to reciprocate this gesture at least until the next super power
summit as a preliminary towards negotiations on a comprashensive weapon-test
ban.

The Six Nation Initiative has placeé particular emphasis on the
prevention of an arms race in outer Space. As has been pointed out by my
delegation in the past the question of introduction of weapons into space has
far-reaching implications not only for the space powers but for all nations.
The introduction of defence Systems in an altogether new arena will inevitably
pPrompt retaliatory defence measures and enhanced offence capability by the
‘other side resulting in the emergence of multiple new systems for offensive
strikes against targets in space and on Earth. Thus the extension of the arms
race into outer space through the pursuit of space-based defences against
strategic ballistic missiles will merely precipitate an unrestrained
competition in offensive and defensive weapons on Earth and in space which
would almost certainly undermine the existing complex of arms control
agreements, aggravate the risk and threat of nuclear war and result in an
unacceptable misuse of scientifiec, technological and economic resources. The
shifting objectives of the proponents of strateqgic defence are presently
related to enhancing the existing nuclear deterrent by heightening the
uncertainty element in the adversary's calculations through the introduction
of space-based ABM systems rather than to rendering nuclear weapons obsolete
as was earlier claimed. The uncertainty element is not new and was very
similarly articulated in the debate about ABMs in the sixties. The ABM Treaty
of 1972 reflected the recognition that emergence of defences against
nuclear-armed ballistie missiles would inevitably produce a spiralling
offence-defence arms race which would be exceedingly destabilizing and afford
protection to neither side. There can be no doubt, therefore, that graduation
to ABM systems on an inevitably competitive and escalating scale would bring
the world that much closer to the brink of nuclear catastrophe. Surely the
answer would lie in negotiating agreements to eliminate nuclear weapons on

Qur basic concerns relate to the dedicated and planned development of two
specific categories of weapon systems in space, namely, ABM and ASAT systems.
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While the testing and deployment of the former is prohibited under the

ABM Treaty there are no such prohibitions in regard to the latter. Current
space technology allows for development of ABM systems through the ASAT
loophole. Moreover, the ABM Treaty itself does not ban the development and
testing of a limited category of ABM systems whose deployment is permitted.
The advent of directed enerqy beams and developments related to high speed
kinetic energy weapons and the assimilation of all related technologies into a
single project may before long result in the development of both ABM weapons
and ASAT weapons despite the existing legal restraints. A mandatory ban on
ASAT weapons could contribute effectively towards the prevention of the
emergence of such new weapons. Such a ban should include prohibitions on
testing and deployment of ASAT weapons as well as dismantling of existing
systems under appropriate verification.

We have heard arguments about the difficulties inherent in defining an
ASAT weapon as a satellite can be rendered inoperational in a variety of
ways. To meet this objection we would propose examination of each of these
various wavs and prescription of suitable measures to protect satellites from
non-destructive interference with their functioning on the one hand and from
dedicated ASAT weapons on the other.. The major military Powers should
manifest the basic political will to omit the ASAT option from their reckless
global strategies. The Mexico Declaration of 7 August has called on the
United States and the Soviet Union to halt the testing of such weapons in
order to facilitate the conclusion of an international treaty on their
prohibition. This Conference should facilitate that process and its speedy
conclusion.

The Conference on Disarmament has an overriding responsibility to act to
prevent the emergence of space weapons since unlike other weapons of mass
destruction such as nuclear and chemical weapons these would be the first
weapons to emerge since our Conference came into being. The Ad Hoc Committee
dealing with this question has concluded its programme of work for this
session under its seriously flawed mandate. My delegation has followed the
proceedings of the Ad Hoc Committee with care and interest. We admire the
dedication and skill with which the Chairman of the A4 Hoc Committee,
Ambassador Bayart of Mongolia, has conducted its work during this session. We
regret to note, however, that the exercise being conducted in this Conference
is too severely constrained by the positions of some delegations to be of any
practical utility. My delegation for instance, finds no justification for an
interminable examination of existing legal instruments. The scopes of these
treaties are in our view self-evident. If, however, doubts about their
interpretations are being raised these can be resolved only in the process of
fresh neqgotiations. The most important instrument in this regard is the
Outer Space Treaty which had codified in the mid sixties the commitments of
its States Parties to keep outer space free from dangerous weapons as
identified in terms of the then prevalent technologies., While the spirit of
that Treaty is clearly against the use of force against space objects in
general, the Treaty is silent about the rights of the contracting parties to
develop, test and produce weapons for use in future space wars. Even the
limited existing restraint on the use of ASAT weapons is negated by the
assertion that the Outer Space Treaty would cease to apply in the event of the
outbreak of war involving space Powers. In any case, an arms race 1is caused
by the very introduction of the weapons in question regardless of the
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possibility of their use. Consequently the implied non-use prohibitions in
the Outer Space Treaty or for that matter the general constraints outlined in
the United Nations Charter are incapable of preventing the unleashing of an
arms race in outer space. We regret that the Ad Hoc Committee on Cuter Space
was not able this year to systematically identify the specific measures
necessary to prevent such an arms race while research and development of space
weapons continues apace. Through the perverse application of the consensus
rule the Committee has not even been able to arrive at a consensus finding on
the factual situation concerning the development of space weapons.

Despite considerable efforts made in the aAd Hoc Committee on CPD under
the able Chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles, there is no prcspect of
this Conference fulfilling the mandate of the General Assembly to submit to it
an agreed text of a CPD at its forty-first session. Apart from the rejection
of the contents of various chapters of the CFD on measures some delagations
have even refused to acceot the concept of Stages of disarmament with
indicative time frames for their implementation which is surely basic to any
global strategy for disarmament.' The failure on this front is sympematic of
the basic refusal of certain powerful States to accept a multilateral approach
to disarmament. It is this persistent negative attitude which has reduced the
Conference on Disarmament to a mere deliberating body rather than the full
fledged negotiating forum envisaged under its charter., It is our solemn duty

to enable serious implementation of the Programme of Action outlined in the
Final Document. As I come to the end of my tenure as India's representativ
to this Conference I would like to express the earnest hope that the
Conference on Disarmament can commence its 1987 session with the agreed
determination to engage in constructive collective endeavour to anable us t
negotiate our way out of the nuclear peril which so starxly threatens us all,

{

Some other heads of delegation are also due to terminate their
assignments here shortly. Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of
Germany has during his long tenure contributed effectively to our
consideration of various agenda items through his deep study and expert
knowledge of the issues involved. His masterly Stewardship of the Disarmament
Commission in May constituted perhaps the high point of his career in the
field of disarmament. Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria has had a much shorter
tenure. He has nevertheless distinquished nimself by his single personal
contribution to our effort to make progress towards disarmament in the course
of which he has so effectively articulated and elaborated the non-aligned
approach to this question. Ambassador Jessel of France is also due to leave
us shortly., His important contribution to our deliberations will be recalled
with the deepest appreciation. I wish all of them all success in their
important new assignments.

I would like to conclude by expressing my gratitude to those colleaqgues,
including you, Mr. President, who have been kind encugh to make generous
personal references to me on the occasion of my impending departure. I would
also like to record my deep gratitude and appreciation to the
Secretary-General of the Conference and other members of the Secretariat and
to all my colleagues in the Conference without whose generous co-operation and
understanding my tenure here would not have been as agreeable and profitable
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as it has been. I shall cherish memories of this interesting experience while
at the same time nurturing the sincere hope that the Conference can in the
future perform more effectively than it has done so far.

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

I have already expressed my personal good wishes, but since this is the
last time that Ambassador Gonsalves is addressing this Conference, I should
like to take note on behalf of the Conference on Disarmament of the
significant contribution +hat he has made to our work. He has shown us all
that he is an outstanding and experienced diplomat who has served his country
with distinction at this Conference and I am sure that in his new and
important functions he Wwill continue to do so. May I extend, on behalf of all
of us, our best wishes to Ambassador and Mrs. Gonsalves.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the Federal
Republic of Germanvy, Ambassador Wegener, who I believe is not vet making his
valedictory statement.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Your varied and distinguished
career, your profound knowledge of all important aspects of multilateral
diplomacy including disarmament, the perspicacity and precision of your
political judgement, and specifically, contributions in the field of
international law have conferred upon you, Mr. President, excepticnal personal
prestige. If your own accomplishments are seen in conjunction with Canada's
impeccable record in the field of disarmament, the Conference must consider
jtself fortunate to see you preside over its current work.

Several times during the 1986 spring session, my delegation has called
for a focused and methodologically sound debate on the outstanding issues of a
CTBT, convinced that only a full grasp of the complexity of these issues will
enable the Conference to proceed to their solution.

There is no doubt that the early establishment of an ad hoc committee on
nuclear testing would have provided us with the optimum format for earnest
co~operative research into these complexities. Notwithstanding the
insufficiencies of our institutional devices, it is however particularly
gratifying that useful work on the agenda item has been accomplished over the
last few months. A further momentum could result if the hopes of those mature
who wish to create a full-fledged Committee in this final month of the 1986
session, at least as a positive prelude to next vear's work.

There has been considerable and noteworthy progress as a result of a
sustained debate, commensurate with the intellectual requirements of the
subject. Events outside of our assembly hall have conferred an added
significance to our endeavours.

The recent round of meetings of American and Soviet experts on test ban
matters should be viewed as an encouragment also in our work. My Government
has voiced the hope that these talks, that will be continued in a near future,
will lead to progress towards a Comprehensive Test Ban. Satisfactory
solutions in the field of verification are an essential prerequisite for their

662

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.378
15

(Mr. Wegener, Federal Republic of Germany)

success., The Six Heads of State or Government from four continents, in a
declaration to which I will revert in the course of my statement have
forcefully substantiated their call for ‘the earliest possible conclusion of a
CTBT.

Our own work has centered on one of the crucial problem areas of a CTBT:
the prerequisites for its effective international verification. In the view
of my delegation, the Conference has reached a remarkable momentum towards
general acceptance of an effective international monitoring and verification
system. This promising development, as we see it, is due to the efforts of
many delegations who have all contributed important elements to a new and more
refined view of test ban verification. These contributions =- notably by
Japn, Sweden, Norway, Australia, my own delegation and lately the
Soviet Union =-- are all mutually compatible and supportive, in the sense that
they have allowed us to proceed from the original and shared basic insight
that an international seismic control network is indispensable for the
operation of a CTBT, to far-reaching agreement on the configuration, extent
and time element in the establishment of the system. We have thus jointly
reached a further stage of conceptualization in the field of test ban
verification. g

Needless to say, the conceptual accomplishments which I will review
subsequently could only have been achieved on the basis of the purposeful and
dedicated contribution by the GSE over the last 10 years, a successful
Cco-operative international endeavour that deserves to be clearly recognized.

The novel element in my own country's contribution to this new level of
verification methodology, as presented in CD/612 and 624, has been its dynamic
dimension. As I recalled extensively in a statement on 18 February, our -
proposal aims at the gradual establishment of a permanent global seismic
monitoring network, based initially on the existing facilities, as used for,
and co-ordinated during the 1984 GSETT, but equipped with a built-in mechanism
for geographical extension and further technical evolution in keeping with the
advances of seismic technology. The advantage of this scheme, as we presented
it, lies in its readiness for immediate application, its potential for gaining
experience with long-term operations and for filling in its lacunae, as well
as in its availability, at state-of-the-art level, at the very entry into
force of a CTBT, thus moving from a comprehensive monitoring device to a true
verification system.

Our approach has been taken up most clearly by Australia in
Working Paper CD/717, which endorses it, heightens the sense of urgency of its
application, and offers a number of useful and welcome operational indices for
its .swift enactment. My delegation commends Australia on its proposal and
advises its early consideration by the Conference.

Australia may have offered the most clear-cut endorsement of our dynamic
approach, supplementing it in a welcome manner, but other delegations, in
their Presentations, have also demonstrated their express or implied support,
confirming my delegation in its view that all current contributions to this
topic are truly compatible and complementary. This is encouraging, the more
SO since there has been no reasoned opposition to our scheme.
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Full compatibility can, especially, be recognized in the Swedish
Working Paper CD/712, an admirable and knowledgeable compilation of present
insight into the requirements of a global seismic network, testifying to the
excellent scientific backstopping services which the Swedish delegation
commands, one of the hallmarks of its exceptional contribution to the work of
our Conference. The important achievement of CD/712 appears to lie in its
call for -- and precise definition of -- prototype monitoring stations, along
the lines my delegation has recommended, prototypes that could scon be
emplaced, but then developed further in a dynamic mode.

Norway, in its Working Paper CD/714, provides recent topical informaticn
on the experience gathered by the newly developed Norwegian regional seismic
array system NORESS, information not vet available in June 1985 when the
Norwegian Government invited members of the Conference to visit NORESS.
Norway's contribution is particularly significant in that it explores the
interaction of regional small-~aperture seismic arrays with a global network
incorporating such arrays. The practical experiences with NORESS and similar
regional arrangements provide a tangible input for the operability and
continuous improvement of an effective global system.

Recent statements by Soviet Speakérs also indicate movement in the £field
of test ban verification. They clarify that verification, including on-site
inspection, would not be an obstacle to the cessation of nuclear-weapon
testing. Advanced technology, including high performance data acquisition
systems and fast real-time data communication installations capable of
nandling Waveform or Level II-data, is indispensable for any meaningful
attempt to verify compliance with a CTBT, by way of a global network.
therefore noteworthy that Ambassador Issraelyan in nis intexrvention on
announced that the Soviet Union was now prepared not only to accede to
in-depth discussion of the exchange of Level II-data in the context of the-
work of the Group of Seismological Experts (GSE) but also to engage in a
practical tast exchange of these data during a test run for which the Sovist
delegate envisaged the year 19838. This is good news. The crucial question of
operability of a complex world-wide system of seismic data collection,
communication and processing has thus been responsibly addressed. Althoughn
individual seismographic stations might work effectively, the task of
operating in a reliable manner an interlinked system of as many as 50 to
100 seismic stations based in different countries and parts of the world and
run by many nations and the communication of data to and from international
data centres has not vet been satisfactorily resolved, as the report of the
GSE on the technical test run in 1984 has shown. Thus we look forward with
qreat expectations to the experiment proposed by the Soviet Union for 1988
that would, if successfully completed, represent a qualitative improvement in
the field of verification both as to the characteristics of the data exchanged
and as to the speed and reliability with which these data are transmitted. In
order both to make the envisaged 1988 test run an unqualified success and at
the same time %to encourage even more States to participate in a test on a
truly global scale, an additional and prolonged test run on the basis of the
1984 specifications, those technical difficulties that surfaced during the
1984 test run should be eliminated prior to the more demanding test in 1988.

[CINE S It
3 o
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Again, the new Scviat preposal appearz in no way incompatible with our
own approach. My delegation considers it gratifying that the Soviet
delecgation has taken this important step, moving closer to our own
verification philosophy.

My brief review of some pertinent proceedings of our Conference, in the
view of my delegation amply substantiates my initial claim: that substantial
Progress in our work towards a common concept and a common methodology have
been achieved. It is this positive trend which has recently brought
Chancellor Helmut Xohl to express the view of the Government of the Federal
Republic that "the possibilities of verification should now cease to form the
main obstacle for an agreement" on a nuclear-test ban.

Yet, even the conceptual progress which I have observed, and which
provides ample justification for Chancellor Xohl's statement, does not resolve
all remaining difficulties. Verification of a CTBT will not be an easy task,
and nobody can rightfully proclaim that all inherent technical problems arsz
reliably removed. The difficulties of discrimination between nuclear
explosions and seismic events, seismic measurement uncertainties, the
incomplete and uneven state of seismic facilities world-wide, the lack of
in-country seismic networks in countries crucial to a CTBT, and, finally,
potential evasive options, ineluding cavity-decoupling, all persist.

These challenges will continue to be with us -- yet all these problems
will, in our concept, be Susceptible to gradual solution, on a continuocus
basis, in the framework of a dynamically conceived, self-perfecting monitoring
and verification system.

One of the obvious criteria by which a verification system must be
measured is its effectiveness in excluding concealed nuclear explosions., Like
other delegations in their previous presentations, Working Paper CD/712 by
Sweden does not seriocusly consider successful attempts at surreptitious breach
of a CTBT as probable. There is no doubt that the technical reasoning behind
this view is sound. Evasion scenarios will be extremely difficult to effect,
and even the existing, let alone further capabilities of a global verification
system will preclude that they become a frequent occurrence.

Yet the question remains posed: how should a future verification system
look at evasion options? The important thing appears to be a balanced
approach, in which far-fetched evasion scenarios are just as much avoided as a
mere glossing-over of evasion possibilities that may be available to a
potential offender.

The dangers of breach of treaty must be soberly assessed against the
technical fact that today even very few and very small test explosions may
confer upon the evader a significant military advantage, and may therefore
become an attractive military option -- or, on *the side of other parties %o
the treaty a very real security risk. The possibilities of evasion must
therefore be taken seriously by all. Aan ideal verification system would
exclude all variants of evasion. In a non-ideal world the challenge is to
determine levels of efficiency and confidence which allow all future parties
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to find assurance. That task can be mastered on the basis of a calm,
technically well-versed and responsible analysis of all pessible evasion
threats.

The gradual establishment and operation of a world-wide monitoring and
verification system is not gratuitous. It demands the best, from all
participants, in terms of material and scientific resources. In this
perspective, it is desirable that States capable of doing so embark on a major
effort as of now, in order to make the best possible input into the global
endeavour. As a step towards substantiating its own commitment to a global
system, the Federal Government has recently decided to intensify its
co-operative efforts in the field of fast and reliable data exchange and
storage of formally acquired seismic data. It currently finances, on a
priority basis, the establishment and continuous operation of data analysis
centres, as for instance the one installed at the Federal Institute for
Geosciences and Natural Resources in Hanover. By way of direct
computer-to-computer links with other countries the Institute is in a position
to exchange all relevant seismic data including waveform or Level II-data.

GSE documents define as means of data exchange the whole range of
communications, from postal mailing servicgs to special-purpose satellite
systems, while some national reports have shown that modern telecommunication
systems can provide rapid exchange of the most complex data without any
particular restrictions on the amount of the transmitting capacity. Yet, only
a few years ago, only a limited number of countries were able to make full use
of these technigues for seismic data transfer. Meanwhile, digital data
networks have been established in many countries around the globe. One of
these new telecommunication systems, the packet-switched-data network (PSDN),
is presently available in more than 70 countries of the world. These
developments have led the Federal Government to concentrate its research in
the field of designing the hardware and software necessary to acguire, analyse
and transmit seismic data including wave form data on direct
computer-to-computer links. By designing German seismic data centres,
specifically and from the outset, for open access and for remote data
treatment via telecommunication links we want to share our specific Xnowledge
in this field with interested seismic scientists from virtually any country.
We explicitly request all members of the Conference to make use of this
service which is described in a more technical and detailed manner in a
Working Paper submitted to the GSE on 21 July last. By offering these
services -- and in cases of particular interest by arranging visits of guest
scientists to the participating installations the Federal Republic of Germany
hopes to add, in a significant and meaningful way, to the creation of an
international seismic monitoring network, destined to become a reliable
verification instrument in the context of a future CTB.

On the background of our work on verification here in the Conference, and
on the basis of the developments I have described, the recent proposal of the
Six Heads of State or Government at their meeting at Ixtapa, Mexico, takes on
great significance. While a detailed study of their proposal remains to be
undertaken, the commitment of %he six participants to effective verification
and on-site inspection is most welcome. The proposed practical steps for the
implementation of an on-site verification system merit the attention of this
Conference. Chancellor XKohl has =-- in a letter addressed to the participants
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in the Ixtapa meeting on the eve of their reunion =-- reiterated the Federal
Government's commitment to work for the achievement of a comprehensive nuclear
test ban at the earliest possible moment. In his letter, the Chancellor has
also conveyed his ideas on other current urgent issues of arms control and
disarmament policy. His remarks will be of interest to delegations, and I
have seen to it that copies are distributed while I am speaking.

In the context of verification we have noted the resurgence of plans to
move towards a CIBT by way of interim steps. These take different forms. In
the first place, the question of entry into force of the 1974 TTBT, and its
companion piece, the PNET, is still of topical importance, and this
particularly at a time when bilateral contacts on the future of these
instruments have resumed. Taking the yield-threshold idea as a clue, and
linking it with the problem of verifiability, the Foreign Minister of Japan,
Mr. Shintoro Abe, in a now famous statsment before this Conference advocated
the negotiated introduction of evar lower yield limits, in keeping with the
evolution of verification technology. This proposal is s+ill before us. Over
a number of years, my Government has also considered a number of possibilities
for approximating a test ban through test limitations in the form of a
negotiated interim régime. g

On 11 April 1986, Chancellor Xohl urged that the two major Powers:

"could, as a first step, or as an interim solution, reflect on a
limitation of tests. Thus, for instance, the tests required for the
maintenance of the operationability of nuclear weapons could be confined
to agreed, limited time intervals, and gradually be entirely discontinued
in the framework of the negotiated reduction of nuclear weapons".

Now that these thought patterns regarding interim measures have become
more frequent, they are emulated in many quarters, both private and official.
There is thus reason enough for the Conference to establish their relative
merit, and to explore their potential.

In any such discussion, the finality of the interim measure must be
clearly kept in view; the further and obviously more rewarding perspective of
a comprehensive test ban must remain visible. The important thing will be to
visualize an interim measure as a sign of welcome movement in the right
direction. The essence of such interim measures is that they would at least
lead to less tests.

Interim measures, too, must be visualized in the perspective of the NPT.
The legal constraints on the signatories emanating from that Treaty and from
other internationally binding non-proliferation arrangements remain as
unaffacted by such interim agreements as the political constraints operating
on the members of the international community generally.

The developments I have mentioned in this statement are welcome to my
Government. They should help us to reach workable, universally acceptable
solutions in our quest for a comprehensive, fully verifiable test ban.
Effective verification is one indispensable prerequisite for a CTBT. Our
purposeful concentration on this aspect must, however, not becloud the
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essential relationship between a test ban and the larger processes of nuclear
disarmament. The views of my Government on this complex relationship are
unchanged. May 1 again cite Chancellor Xohl who said earlier this vear:

"In my view there is now a good opportunity for premising
negotiations on a limitation and future cessation of nuclear tests, and
on their verification. I would, however, like to state clearly that a
test ban cannot be a substitute for a substantial reduction of existing
arsenals of weapons."

Recently, in our midst, Ambassador van Schaik of the Vetherlands has
provided us with his views on the delicate interaction between nuclear
disarmament and progress towards a CIBT. No matter whether one agrees with
all his arguments, his closely reasoned analysis is certainly
thought-provoking and calls for a detailed and full consideration by the
Conference.

The various thoughts I have presented today testify to the earnest
determination of my Government to attain the most rapid possible progress
towards a CTBT, in view of its early cong¢lusion. My delegation is prepared to
lend its full support, as in the past, to all activities, in this Conference
and elsewhere, that may further this goal.

I welcome the coincidence by which I find myself placed on the speaker's
list immediately after our most distinguished colleague frem India,
Ambassador Gonsalves. This affords me an opportunity to thank him warmly and
spontaneously for his all too generous words on my behalf. It also allows me
to express my regret on his imminent departure, premature in the view of his
Geneva colleagues, fortunate for his own Ministry, where a high positicn will
now enable him to help shape the foreign policy for the benefit of his great
country. We are living in an age where India's contributions to civilizatiocn
are once again on a par with its role and influence in the world.

Ambassador Gonsalves has been an effective and respected spokesman of modern
India, aided by his knowledge and skills. At the same time he has fulfilled
his mandate in the spirit of tolerance and noblesse. I have always been
impressed by his ability to turn the expression of divergent views into a
constructive and fruitful dialogue. On behalf of my delegation, I would like
to wish him good luck in his future functions.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of the Federal
Republic of Germany for his statement and for his kind words addressed to the
President.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Mongolia,
Ambassador Bavart.

Mr. BAYART (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Thank you
Mr. President. May I, on behalf of the Mongolian delegation, most sincerely
congratulate you, Sir, on vour assumptiocn of the Presidency of the Conference
of Disarmament for August and subsequent months until the opening of its
session in 1987. We are certain that your skilful guidance, your great
diplomatic experience and your talent will be of help to the Conference in
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advancing in the solution of a number of problems. We wish wou areat success
and we pledge the support and co-operation of the Mongolian delegation for
your efforts. May I also express my gratitude to the distinguished
representative of Burma, Ambassader U Tin Tun, for the great deal of work he
has done in discharging his duties as President last month.

I should like to avail myself of this opportunity to welcome the new
representative of Peru Ambassador Jorge Morelli Pando, and to associate myself
with the kind words addressed to the distingquished representatives of the
Federal Republic of Germany, France, India and Algeria, who are unfortunately
leaving us very soon, and to wish them all the best.

. Today I should like to devote my statement to one of the high priority
issues on cur Conference's agenda, namely, the questicn of the prevention of
an arms race in outer space, and to express a number of general comments
thereon.

From the time of the practical research and expleoration of outer space in
the 1950s, the international community has devoted unwavering attention to the
task of keeping it peaceful and free frcem eapons. It is thanks to this that
over the past few decades a number of important measures, designed to prevent
an arms race in outer space have'been'adopted.

However, today these measures have turned out to be inadequate to prevent
the "star wars" science fiction from becoming reality in the not-too-distant
future. I am referring to the implementation by the United States of a
large-scale programme to militarize outer space, to the desvelopment of space
strike weapons designed to neutralize the nuclear capability of the USSR a3 a
deterrent factor.

In the nuclear space age, any attempt to change the existing level of the
balance of nuclear capability of the opposing sides is fraught with
unpredictable danger. Everybody must feel equally safe, and the acquisition
of any unilateral advantage by anyone cannot be allowed.

This principle of equality and equal security, as a basis for efforts to
limit and halt the arms race, is enshrined in the Final Document of the first
Special session of the United Nations Internal Assembly devoted to
disarmament, which sayss: "the adoption of disarmament measures should take
place in such an equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the right of each

may obtain advantages over others at any Stage". This principle was reflected
in the Soviet-american Joint Statement published 2s a result of the meeting
between the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, and the United States President,
Ronald Reagan, in November last yvear. The parties agreed that anclear war
should never be unleashed for it could not be won, that it is important to do
everything to prevent war between the USSR and the United States, whether
nuclear or conventional, and that thev would not seek to achieve military
Superiority,.
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However, the United States in actual fact has not been adhering to these
crucial provisions, and has been putting forward various fabricated pretexts
to sidestep these agreements.

It is now strenuously argqued that the Strategic Defence Initiative
programme is allegedly purely defensive and does not threaten anyone, that it
is almost the only way to eliminate nuclear weapons and to strengthen
stability, that the offensive devices which are being developed are merely
harmless, and that the SDI is just a research programme.

That argqument, however sophisticated, cannot mislead anyone. In
connection with this, legitimate questions are raised over and over again.
For instance, if the SDI is a way to eliminate nuclear weapons, then why does
the United States continue increasingly to create new types of strategic
offensive weapons, to develop thousands of cruise missiles, and to deploy
medium-range missiles in Europe?

If the SDI is a way to stability, why do the leaders of the United States
declare that it would be terrible if the Soviet Union were the first to create
an anti-missile shield? g

If the SDI is mere research, then can one imagine that the United States,
having spent tens of billions of dollars in the coming years, will then give
up their idea simply because "the Russians will not agree to its development"?

We sometimes hear United States representatives declare that the USSR
effort in the field of defence technology is much bigger than the American one
and the American research is designed to establish parity with the advances
made by the USSR. Were we to believe this, would it not be more advantageous
and less difficult from every standpoint for the United States aAdministration
to agree with the USSR proposals to prohibit research and to open up on a
mutual basis the relevant laboratories and other institutions dealing with
military research in order to verify that they are not developing offensive
space weapons?

We believe that this would be the simplest, most expeditious and most
effective means to solve the problem of safeguarding outer space from
weapons. Moreover, we believe that one of the effective avenues leading to
the prevention of an arms race in outer space is the complete prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests.

When there are no nuclear explosions, the basis will also disappear for
the improvement of nuclear weaponry and the creation of new types and
varieties of such wesapons, including X-ray lasers for deployment in outer
space. At the same time there will be a qualitative reduction of nuclear
charges as a result of their obsolescence and, in future, a progressive
disappearance of nuclear weapons. As a result, the expensive strategic
delivery systems for nuclear charges designed to span inter-continental
Aistances would simply becomz unprofitazbl-, ard =heir use would provide no
strategic advantage.
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On the basis of these considerations, we bealieve that in the event that
nuclear-weapon tests are prohibited and given the ensuing obsolescence of
nuclear weapons, the need to create an anti-missile shield which is basically
conceived as a means of interception and elimination in just a few minutes of
a large part of the nuclear-warhead-carrying rockets launched in a retaliatoryv -’
strike, would disappear of its own accord. Hence, if we are talking about a
means of making nuclear weapons "useless and obsolete", then the international
community would vastly prefer 3just such a auclear-test ban rather than the
creation of a space anti-missile "shield".

This is shown by the well-known resolutions of the United Yations
General Assembly, the voice of the international community, especially loud
and clear at a time when 41 years ago the inhabitants of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki became the victims of the use of nuclear weapons. We must redou>sle
our efforts to ensure that they were the verv last victims of atomin bombing,

The unilateral Soviet moratorium on all nuclear explosions is now
one year old. For a whole year the world's eyes have been turned to the
United States and the other nuclear Powers in the hope and expectation that
they will all seize the unique, histdric chance provided by the USSR and make
this moratorium mutual. In turn, the representatives of the five continents
meeting recently in Mexico also made an appeal to this end; but unfortunately
these hopes have so far not been justified.

As space strike weapons, as I said before, are designed to neutralize the
adversary's nuclear capability, to eliminate facilities and installations
vital for his survival, in other words, to create the conditions for a nuclear
attack or nuclear first strike, unless they are banned it is impossible to
reduce strategic offensive weapons.

This is particularly true when the United States is in fact abandoning
the comprehensive consideration of issues pertaining to nuclear and space
weapons, i.e. the prevention of an arms race in outer space and its cessation
on Earth as agreed with the USSR in January 1985 and confirmed at the Summit
Meeting in November of the same year, and is now attempting to impose a
reduction and limitation of strategic missiles alone (in other words precisely
those armaments which form the basis of Soviet strategic retaliatory forces)
and to sheer off from a solution to the outer space problem.

All this is evidence that the SDT is part of the United States overall
.military plan based on offensive strategy. Basically, the Star Wars plans are
designed to revise Soviet-American relations in the field of strategic
stability, which is in fact based on mutual deterrence. Hence the conclusion
must be drawn that. the SDI is the main hurdle to the limitation and balanced
reduction of nuclear armaments until their complete elimination.

Mankind is called upon to unite its intellectual, material, enerqgy and
other resources and together undertake the peaceful exploration of outer
Space. To achieve this noble task, a stage~by-stage programme for outer space
exploration was proposed by the USSR in June this year. The very heart of
this proposal is, in our view, the creation in the next few years of a world
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space organization whose main task would be the peaceful exploration and use
of outer space through the joint efforts and for the benefit of all States
without exception, and the monitoring of compliance with treaties aimed at
preventing the arms race from spreading to outer space as they are concluded.

Thus, this programme represents the only viable alternative to an arms
race in space and there is no doubt whatsoever that all States, large and
small, developed and developing, only stand to gain from it. The member
States of the Conference on Disarmament can and indeed must make a substantial
contribution to the serious consideration of this important initiative at the
forthcoming United Nations General Assembly, if only for the simple reason
that the Conference bears the main responsibility for drawing up measures to
prevent an arms race in outer space.

In the course of the 1985 and 1986 sessions the Ad Hoc Committee on OQuter
Space has done a good deal of work to study and define issues connected with
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. On scme important issues
concrete proposals were advanced and working papers were submitted wnich
deserve serious and thorough consideration in future.

§

At previous plenary meetings and at today's meeting a number of
delegations, including the delegations of the Soviet Union, Venezuela,
Bulgaria, India and others, have given their assessment of the work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Outer Space. The Mongolian delegation on the whole shares
these assessments and, not wishing to repeat them, simply wishes to point out
that the discussion held in the Ad Hoc Committee provides even more striking
confirmation of the need to undertake negotiations on the conclusion of an
agreement or agreements, as necessary, to prevent an arms race in outer space
in all its aspects.

Tﬁe recent statement of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. M. Gorbachev, in Vladivostok
elicited a broad response in the Mongolian People's Republic. The Mongolian
Government's statement stresses that the new peaceful initiatives of the USSR
are designed to unite the efforts of States in the Asian and Pacific regions
for a common search for ways and means to guarantee peace and security and for
the solution of the pressing and vitally important problems of this region.

Far from detracting from the importance of the whole series of proposals
put forward in Mr. M. Gorbachev's statement, I should like to stress the
special significance for the strengthening of Asian security of the proposal
for curbing the spread and build-up of nuclear weapons in Asia and the
Pacific, for a phased reduction of conventional forces and armaments in Asia,
and for the holding of discussions on confidence-building measures and the
non-use of forece in the region. It must be pointed out that these proposals
have a direct bearing on the work of the Conference on Disarmament and the
issues it is considering.

These prcposals, 2s well as Comrade Gorkachev's propesals fer the
convening, in the city of Hiroshima, of a Pacific conference on the Helsinki

model, are even weightier and acquire an even deeper significance today, when
the whole planet bows in memory of the nuclear victims of. Hiroshima and
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Nagasaki and onca agaia firmly damands a3t 2n cud ba tut to the threat of a
nuclear catastrophe which, were it to occur, would cost mankind at the very
least a million Hiroshimas,

Mongolia, which has actively and single-mindedly been endeavouring to
implement its proposal for the cresation of machinery to exclude the use of
force in relations among States in the Asian and Pacific region sees its duty
in world co-operation to implement the proposals of the Soviet Union which
really pave the way for dialogue and mutual co-operation among States in the
Asian and Pacific region and for the achievement of a security throughout that
region,

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Mongolia for
his statement and for his kind references to the Chair. Does any other
delegation wish to take the floor?

Before we adjourn, may I recall that the Conference was schecduled to hold
this afternoon at 3.00 p.m., an informal meeting to consider the substantive
paragraphs of the draft annual report under agenda items 1, "Nuclear test ban"
and 7, "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons”. The relevant texts are contained in documents D NP, 244 for item 1,
and O /WP.245 for item 7. May I recall that these documents were circulated
by the secretariat in the delegations' boxes on Wednesday and again at the
informal meeting last Thursday, when the Conference began its consideration of
the draft annual report with a first reading of the technical parts. I see
the distinguished representative of Australia has asked for the floor and I
call on him.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): I have sougnt the floor to speak on a procedural
matter but, before doing so, as this is the first occasion on which I have
spoken in a plenary under your Presidency, let me express the very deep sense
of pleasure that my delegation feels at seeing you in the Chair. The length,
in terms of historical time, and the depth of the relationship that exists
between Canada and Australia are well-known to everyone in this room; a
relationship which was, in fact, given its latest, greatest expression, last
Wednesday when our two Foreign Ministers met together in Vancouver, Canada.

I am speaking on behalf of the Australian delegation, I believe too that
I can speak in my role as Co-ordinator for the Western group of countries on
the subject of "Nuclear Test Ban", that is item 1l of our agenda. My
procedural proposal is that we do not consider document CD/WP.244 at the
meeting scheduled for this afternoon, the reason being that it is clear to
many delegations, and my delegation is one such delegation, that many of us in
this room did not, in fact, receive the documentation involved, D /MWP.244, at
a time which would allow sufficient study for us to make a meaningful
contribution to this afternocon's scheduled discussion. Quite simply, we would
like a little more time, particularly for the reason that I mentioned, namely,
that the document was not in our hands in adequate time for the study that it
clearly deserves.
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Under these circumstances, I must ask you please to work within our
flexible work programme, which is always described as a flexible one, and
schedule an early meeting on another day for our first consideration of

CD /WP. 244.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Australia. I
would mention, of course, that there is call for concern about our time-table
and I think we all agree on the desirability of trying to work as
expeditiously as possible. On the other hand, we may not find that we are
working expeditiously if certain delegations are not prepared for the
scheduled meeting. We could hold such a meeting on Thursday, 14 August, in
the morning, immediately after the plenary, although there may not be
sufficient time to finish on that occasion. I would ask if there are any
objections to postponing the meeting until Thursday morning at which time I
would hope that all delegations would have adequate opportunity to be
prepared. The Secretary-General advises me that we would also have time on
Friday, 15 August at 3 p.m., when, however, we almost certainly would have to
deal with other issues. Is this agreeable to all concerned?

It was so decided. %

The PRESIDENT: May I mention also, that when we do meet, as agreed, it
would be helpful that we begin our meeting as quickly as possible. 1In that
context I would like to mention that a number of members have already
inscribed themselves to speak at our next plenary meeting on Thursday. As has
been our recent custom may I suggest that we start our plenary meeting at
10 a.m. and that we begin punctually in deference to those who do come
promptly, at 10 a.m., so that we might conclude our business as soon as
possible on that morning particularly given the information that I have just
conveyed to you in the decision that we have just made; bearing in mind also,
that the Ad Hoc Committee on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament will
meet at 3 p.m. that afternoon and ought not to have any other items interfere
with its programme. If there is no objection to this suggestion, I shall
formulate now the relevant announcement. The next plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament will be held on Thursday, 14 August, at 10 a.m. and
immediately afterwards we will have an informal meeting to consider the draft
annual report on agenda items 1 and 7. The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 379th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

At the outset, may I warmly welcome His Excellency, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran, Dr. Ali Akbar Velayati who
will be the first speaker at the plenary meeting today. Delegates will recall
that the Minister for Foreign Affairs has made statements in this Conference
before, the last time being on 27 February of this year. I wish to thank him
for the interest he shows in our work.

In conformity with its programme of work, the Conference continues today
its consideration of reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies as well as of the
Annual Report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. In accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, however, any member wishing to do so
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

As you know, the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events held
its twenty-second session from 21 July to 1 August this year. As a result of
its work, the Ad Hoc Group is submitting £0 the Conference three documents, as
follows:

(a) Document CD/68l/Rev.l, entitled, "Summary of the Fourth Report to
the Conference on Disarmament of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events (CD/720)",

(b) Document CD/720, entitled, "Fourth Report to the Conference on
Disarmament of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events";

(¢) Document CD/721, entitled, "Progress Report to the Conference on
Disarmament on the Twenty-Second Session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify
Seismic Events".

May I draw your attention to the recommendations contained in
paragraphs 12 (first sentence), 14 and 15 of the Progress Report appearing in
document CD/721. I am inviting today the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group to
introduce the documentation put before the Conference and to report to you on
further steps that the Conference may need to take in connection with the work
of the Group. We shall take up those recommendations at our plenary meeting
on Thursday, 21 August. At the request of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group,
the secretariat is also circulating an informal paper containing a draft
communication to be addressed by me, as President of the Conference, to the
Secretary-General of the World Meteorological Organization. That draft
communication reflects the recommendations contained in the Progress Report
submitted by the Ad Hoc Group in document CD/721. Accordingly, once the
Conference adopts those recommendations I intend to address a communication to
the Secretary-General of the World Meteorological Organization as circulated
this morning. Of course, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group will be available
for any clarification that members might wish to obtain in connection with the
suggestions that he has advanced in the informal paper.
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I have on the list of speakers for today the representatives of the
Islamic Republic of Iran, Japan, Mexico, Brazil, Australia, the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, and the representative of the
United Kingdom.

I now give the floor to His Excellency, the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Islamic Republic of Iran, Dr. Ali Akbar Velavati.

Mr. VELAYATI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, at the outset I
would like to congratulate you on your Presidency of the Conference. T am
sure that under your stewardship, the Conference will greatly contribute to
the deliberations and to the successful discharge of its responsibilities.
Today the entire world community is looking anxiously towards -he work of thni
Conference, and here lies a historic opportunity to serwe humanity and make
history if we are able here to reach our objectives.

The Islamic Republic of Iran, as a newly born systsm, has been faced with
numerous problems and obstacles which have been imposed upon it, and
consequently we have not been able.to play a complete and decisive role in the
realization of the objectives of the Conference. This does not, however,
negate the importance and seriousness we attach to these deliberations and as
a member of the Conference on Disarmament we keenly follow its discussicns and
the deliberations in various committees.

The insane arms race poses a threat to the whole human community and it
therefore deserves a lot of attention by any country. Apart from its
universal dimensions, the subject is crucial to us for several reasons. oOur
country is located in a very sensitive and strategic region, under threat from
direct military rivalries of the super-Powers. We Mave been witness o the
increase of their spheres of influence and military presence in the countries
of the region. The sophisticated arms delivery to the countries of the region
in the past two decades is comparable with the total amount delivered to the
Third World and developing countries. From the inception of the Iraqgi
aggression on 22 September 1980, we have been subjected to and victimized by
the most sophisticated conventional and chemical weapons. We have directly
experienced human loss and material damage and I am now addressing you with
the deep feelings and complete comprehension of the effects of these weapons.
Although we have countered and neutralized the weapons delivered by East and
West, thanks to the self-sacrifice of our young, we are gradually increasing
our awareness of the sensitivity attached to the international efforts for the
reduction of the arms race. This awareness, particularly concerning the
inhuman chemical weapons, is growing deeper and Stronger. I am sorry that I
have to start my statement from this very same subject, and more unfortunate
still is the fact that the use of mass-killing chemical weapons has been
repeated.

You are all aware of the latest report, issued in March 1986, document
S/17911, filed by a United Mations team dispatched by the United Mations
Secretary-General to probe into the use of chemical weapons. As you know,
this is the third consecutive report. 1In 1984, the United Nations confirmed
that chemical weapons were used in Iraqi aggression against Iran, and in 1985
the repeated use was reaffirmed after afflicted Iranians were sent for
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treatment. In the last report, Iraqg was introduced as the frequent deployer
of chemical weapons on a large scale. All of these reports were followed by
statements by the Security Council and a number of countries condemning the
use of chemical weapons by Irag, but none of these measures prevented the
Iragis from repeating such grave crimes.

Since the foundation of the United Nations Organization, this is the
first time that a signatory to the 1925 Geneva Protocol has officially Dbeen
denounced as the flagrant violator of this Protocol, repeatedly committing
these crimes. This crime is not confined to one particular country, but
rather others will be affected by its consequences. Deployment of chemical
weapons from World War I became an international issue crucial to the peace
and security of the countries. In this very Conference, the subject of the
prevention of producticn, deployment, use and stockpiling of chemical weapons
has been as equally important as the issue of nuclear weapons. But at the
same time, a small country like Irag is allowed to be eguipped with
sophisticated chemicals and to use them at various junctures.

Our studies, as reflected in the United Nations reports, show that Irag
has deployed cyanide and nerve gas in addition to mustard gas. The Iragi
régime does not possess the technical expertise to produce such weapons,
particularly the nerve gas to which only a few countries have access because
of its sophistication., We have information about the exportation of chemical
weapons and the related technology to Irag and these studies will be
continued. However, this responsibility does not fall solely on us, as a
victim of chemical weapons, but rather it is a common and international duty
for all countries, particularly the members of the Conference on Disarmament
as well as the relevant decision-making organ of the United Nations and other
international organs which should carry out a thorough investigation into the
matter.

With the continued deployment of chemical weapons by the régime of Irag,
the international duty to adopt practical and serious measures, vis=d-vis this
régime, and to investigate the countries which have provided it with chemical
weapons, becomes extremely serious. The Benelux countries have banned the
exportation of 12 chemical substances to Iraq following the Security Council's
statement of 21 March 1986 condemning the Iragi régime. Other members of the
European Community have also adopted special measures to impose controls on
certain substances which can be turned into chemical weapons. It is, however,
clear that such actions by a few countries concerning a limited number of
substances and without thorough executive verification are in no way
suf ficient. Since the adoption of the Security Council's statement of
21 March, Irag has deployed chemical weapons on five separate occasions in
different places, the last of which was on 28 May 1986 in Gorgan and Amirabad
in the south-west of the country =-- resulting in the injury of over
50 persons. Mustard gas was used in all these instances and this has been
reported to the Secretary-General with a request that teams be dispatched to
investigate. Owing to Iraqg's past record, no investigation was felt necessary
in this regard and the cases were confirmed. In one case only, and following
a long procrastination, we received a positive response for the dispatch of a
probing team where the traces had, with the lapse of time, eroded away.
Medical reports are sent to the Secretary-General on a regular basis.
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The criminal action by Iraqg has endangered the whole validity of the
1925 Geneva Protocol. If a country such as Iraq can violate this Protocol
flagrantly and extensively and also keeps its insistence of its stance, then
what kind of quarantee will exist for the implementation of the Protccol and
even other international commitments by other countries? We are of the
opinion that the Conference on Disarmament must heed and ask the co-operation
of the United Nations on the implementation of the following points: first,
re-condemnation of the use of chemical weapons as a "war crime"; second,
investigation into the suppliers of chemical weapons and substances to Iraq
third, a total ban on the exportation to Iraq of chemical substances and
related technology which can be used to manufacture chemical weapons; fourth,
the dispatch of an investigation team by the Secretary-General whenever
demanded by the Islamic Republic of Iran at the earliest possible date; fifth,
a demand to all countries to once again announce their commitment to the
1925 Geneva Protocol which has been weakened by Iragy; and sixth, a direct
call on Irag to cormit itself not to repeat the use of chemical weapons.
Until the Iraqi régime announces this officially and publicly, we reserve the
right to defend ourselves.

In the meantime, it seems that thegcontinuation of the use of chemical
weapons by Irag has drawn the attention of all nations towards the dangers
emanating from such weapons and, contrary to other working groups of the
Conference on Disarmament, we have been witness to a certain progress.
Particularly in the curent session on discussions related to the Convention on
banning the production, deployment, use and stockpiling of chemical
weapons =-- although achieving a final result seems remote. Regardless of
agreement on those kinds of chemical substances which can be turned into
weapons and their inclusion in the Convention, the modalities and nature of
the implementation of the provisions of the Convention about other countries
and the way of compliance and verification have still not gained any definite
agreement. It is true that if any country is given the right of verification
whenever its local information provides it, this matter provides certain
ground for abuse, but allowing this process to depend on the consent of the
other party can also create practical impediments to the implementation of the
Treaty. Recent proposals in this area can lead us to a breakthrough although
we believe that an international committee should make the final decision and
judgement on the verification of each case. Such a committee should give top
pPriority to the verification and destruction of stockpiles and means of
producing chemical weapons in those countries identified as users of chemical
weapons.

It is unfortunate to say that except in the chemical field, the
Conference did not make noticeable progress and that the arms race showed an
upward trend. This process, particularly in the field of nuclear weapons,
poses a great threat for the future of humanity, capable of destroving the
whole globe several times over. There is no winner for a nuclear holocaust
while its loser will be the whole of humanity. The development of nuclear
arsenals must be stopped immediately as the first Step, but it seems that so
long as the idea of "deterrence" prevails for achieving supremacy over the
world, there will be no hope for the arrest of the arms race. Deterrence is
in fact a justification to gain might and use it for expansion of the sphere
of influence among the smaller countries. TIn this context, disarmament is a
mitter in tune with decolonization moves and the arms race a colonial policy.
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The non-aligned and Third World countries have unfortunately entered this
game of tension, intentiocnally or unintentionally, by using them in their
relations. Competition for maintaining military supremacy on one hand leads
to the deepening of dependence on the industrial countries and on the other
intensifies the threat of armed conflicts among the Third World countries.
What can guarantee the establishment of peace and security in the long run is
reliance on the principle of commen and equal security for all nations. If
the Big Powers are not ready to abide by such a policy, the Third World
countries as well as smaller nations should take the lead in this area.

A crucial point which has generated numerous debates and arguments is the
recent initiatives to intensify the arms race in outer space. While backing
and supporting the international measures and the attention paid by the
members of this Conference to prevent such an adventurist move, we believe
+hat theras is a need for a more comprenhensive and encompassing acticn. Qu=er
space is the "common heritage of mankind" and should be used in a peaceful
manner for all nations and not merely the developed ones. It has
unfortunately turned into a militarized zone by a few countries, and both
super-Powers, along with the countries having the technology, have saturated
space with military and spy satellites. ‘More than 90 per cent of satellites
today have military purposgs. The notion that the world military Powers have
to acquire constant information in order to maintain mutuval confidence in
East-West military relations might be a justification for the presence of spy
satellites, but the sphere of action of these satellites is not confined to
the two blocks -- rather it brings all countries under their intelligence
reconnaisance. This puts the countries independent form the two blocs in a
difficult situation and removes their intelligence security, particularly as
such information will be totally at the disposal of the owners of satellites
and may in turn be used for political blackmail against other countries. At
the moment, the Iragi régime is benefitting from data provided by American
satellites during the war of aggression launched against Iran by Iraq. This
matter, which is well known, is in fact a complicity in the war while no
international measure has been adopted to counter such an intervention.

e

This matter is noteworthy in other aspects too. The satellite can now
take and process pictures as small as a few square centimetres, thanks to the
progress and advancement of technology. This possibility which is at the
unique disposal of a few countries, without any limitation or control, is a
flagrant violation of the rights of nations to privacy. No military or
civilian object is immune from the satellites' view and this is an important
subject for human rights. Although the United Nations reports found the
formation of an "“International Satellite Monitoring Agency" difficult at the
present juncture, attaining this goal is a must, and talks on this issue and
studying practical and possible ways are necessary. The exact registration of
satellites and their purposes is a step to this end. We believe that the
arrest of the arms race in outer space is indispensable, regardless of
developments on Earth. The nations can not wait for the super-Powers to reach
an agreement on Earth and then talk about space -- which will ke completely
and irreversibly contaminated by that time. The countries having space
technology should, while abiding by the existing "Outer Space Treaty" refrain
from tests and the deployment of destructive weapons in space, and whatever is
contrary to the peaceful use of space in the framework of a convention. The
right to the peaceful use of outer space should be provided to all nations.
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In addition, an initiative to annihilate the military satellites would have a
destructive effect on telecommunication and non-military ones. Safequarding
the world system of telecommunications, including the satellites and ground
stations, is an international obligation and any threat to it should be
prevented. Apart from the disrespect shown by the Iraqi régime for all
international values in repeatedly attacking our ground stations, other
countries are fully aware of the significance attached to this point.

Our attention to the prevention of an arms race in outer space should not
in any way cause negligence on comprehensive disarmament. Tt is unfortunate
to see that the relevant committee has recorded no progress and the proposals
for nuclear and chemical phased programmes of disarmament ag well as reduction
of conventional weapons and forces made by one bloc are sceptically received
by the other. We believe that the East should react with more sensitivity, at
least at the level of the West, towards the violations of existing
international treaties. Not having seen any concrete reaction vis-i-vis an
important issue such as the deployment of chemical weapons will undoubtedly
harm the credibility of the East and consequently its proposals.

Unfortunately, the non-co-operatio§?attitude of a few countries has made
the attainment of a comprehensive test ban of nuclear weapons very difficult,
if not impossible. The voluntary moratorium was a positive gesture which did
not receive a positive response by the other side. If it is not possible to
achieve a comprehensive agreement at the present time, due to discord on
modalities of verification, a moratorium can provide suitable ground for
commencement of a constructive dialogue while continuation of the tests will
exacerbate tension. The positive evaluation of seismic methods for
verification of nuclear test can probably make a.breakthrough.

The announcement of a "Non-First-Use" commitment of the countries having
nuclear arsenals is a positive step although not very substantial in the trend
of disarmament dialogue. This commitment should not at the same time imply
further nuclear proliferation. Generalization of the commitment to other
weapons such as conventional or chemical can strengthen this guarantee
provided that it is unambiguous and straight.

Another point which should receive equal attention in parallel with
nuclear and chemical disarmament is the reduction of conventional forces and
weapons. Although the weapons of mass destruction pose a serious threat to
the security and even the survival of the human community, we should still
bear in mind that a large amount of the military budgets of the countries,
particularly the Third World nations, are spent on conventional weapons.
Furthermore, hundreds of thousands of lives have been lost by the use of
conventional weapons following World War II. 1In the meantime certain
conventional weapons keep abreast with other weapons of mass destruction.
During the course of the Iraqi aggression, thousands of Iranian civilians lost
their lives in the bombardments by advanced jet fighters and their
sophisticated armament provided to Iraq during the course of the war. Such
indiscriminate murders must be condemned by the United Mations Organization
and at the same time the Conference should pay more attention to conventional
disarmament.
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Meanwhile, the Third World countries which have not even the slightest
intention of being dragged into East-West confrontation, should enjoy adequate
security vis-d-vis the use of weapons for mass destruction. The announcement
of zones free of nuclear and chemical weapons must be recognized and
guaranteed by those countries having such weapons. similarly, the territorial
waters of non-aligned countries should be free from any military bases and
manceuvres in the context of East-West confrontation.

Development and its linkage with disarmament deserves more careful
attention. The international conference on disarmament and development should
meet at the earliest possible time. Furthermore, the Conference on

N Disarmament must devote a part of its activities to the study of how the
military build-up adversely affects development, as well as the establishment
and formulation of criteria to channel the resources from reduction of arms to
world development and particularly the Third World.

The central role of the United Nations and its organs should be preserved
by following the disarmament discussions. Any dialogue outside the framework
of the United Nations should be reportedgto it comprehensively. Disarmament
is an international issue in which the security of all nations is at stake and
the countries owning nuclear and chemical weapons are duty bound to recognize
the focal role of the United Nations and the Conference on Disarmament. In
+he meantime, efforts to attract public opinion and make people aware of
issues pertaining to disarmament by creating an atmosphere suitable for
achieving results, are equally important. The efforts of the leaders of the
Group of Six non-aligned and other countries as representatives of five
continents, to bring about such a favourable ground manifesting the
aspirations of the majority of the world mations, have had positive and
constructive effects.

Disarmament will remain one of the most important international issues
for the foreseeable future. It seems that the work will continue in the
coming years. Therefore, the goals pursued by this Conference should be

. constantly formulated on the basis of the preservation of security and the
interests of the majority of the countries of the world, particularly the
Third World nations. Meanwhile, requlation of new treaties should be
accompanied by appropriate attitudes towards guaranteeing and maintaining the
treaties concluded in the past.

Once again I express my sincere hope for your success as well as the
conference in the efforts to make the world more safe, more peaceful and more
humane, devoid of tension, aggression and military confrontation.

The PRESIDENT: I thank His Excellency, the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Islamic Republic of Iran, for his important statement and for the xind
words addressed to the President. I now give the floor to the distinguished
representative of Japan, Ambassador Imai.

Mr. IMAI (Japan): Mr. President, let me begin with very sincere words of
welcome to the Presidency of Canada for the very important closing month of
this year's sessions of the Conference. Canada and Japan have many things in
common in our dealing with the matters of disarmament. Your leadership and
well-known experiences in the multilateral diplomacy provide assurances for

682
Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

rvom

CD/PV.379
9

(Mr. Imai, Japan)

the successful conclusion of this session. I would also like to take this
opportunity to thank the outgoing President, Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma.
As I have had occasion to mention, we have a particular appreciation of the
quiet but steady disarmament diplomacy pursued by this fellow Asian country
and its representatives.

I have asked for the floor wishing to make a faw comments on the DProgress
Report on the twenty-second session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
which is being introduced today.

I first want to express the gratituds of my delegation to Dr. Cahlman,
Chairman of the ad Hoc Group, for his successful sfforts to finalize the
Report on the Group of Scientific Experts' Techniwl Test concerning tha
excrhange of Level I data through the WMO/GTS system, conductad during late
1284. It was indead a source of great pleasure that at las:t the R2port was
adopted with the ccnsent of all the experts representing 21 countries, i
identifying both the achievements as well as points of future improvements in
the data exchange. It is heartening to realize that such a glokal scale
experiment, involving so much technical preparations and advance thinking by
So many scientists, has come to satisfactory results. I would also like to
take this opportunity to express appreciation to the World HMeteorological
Organization for making available the use of the Glokal Telecsmmunication
System for the experiment, and for suggesting its even further use for
high-speed data transmission.

At this session, the Ad Hoc Group has made an encouraging step forward.
With regard to its future ;E;ET_én agreement has been reached *+o begin
preparations for "a modern international System based on the expeditious
exchange of waveform (Level II) and parameter (Level I) data and on the
processing of such data at International Data Centres".

As I stated in my speech of 8 April, Japan has taken the initiative for
an exchange of Level II data with the co-operation of a number of other
countries. During the recent session, informal but very fruitful
consultations took place with like-minded delegations from ncn-aligned,
socialist, Western and other countries regarding the actual manner of
conducting Level II data exchange. We also presented national papers
GSE/JAP/23 and 24.

The Progress Report says that a large-scale experiment on the exchange of
Level II data must be carefully prepared on the basis of an analysis of
national investigations and also of partial bilateral and multilateral
experiments. This is a good reflection of the position which Japan has been
advocating as a necessary forerunner of the future glcokbal test, and I
appreciate that our initiative has been well raceived in such 2 manner,

In this connection, we welcome the Canadian call for holding a workshop
of data communications @Xperts in October this year. It is, in fact, in
Support of our initiative and we value that all intarestaed countries are
called upon to participate. Cn the basis of the arrangements for
comunication to he made by the experts at this meeting, we would proceed to
the implementation of an axchange of waveform dita on a Cco—-operative national
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basis by the end of this year. We shall be very happy to report the results
of this exchange to the next session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts, thus consolidating the basis for a global test to ne conducted

in 1988.

Before concluding my statement, I wish to draw the attention of the
Conference to a strange and sad contrast between the progress this
Ad Hoc Group is making and the continuing inability of our Conference to set
up an Ad Hoc Committee on a nuclear-test ban, the very subsidiary organ that
should benefit from and build upon this progress of the Ad Hoc Group. I would
like to renew my appeal I made in my speech of 17 June, that while we should
by no means relax our efforts in the pursuit of a mandate for the
Ad Hoc Committee acceptable to all, we should at the same time make the best
use of the plenary meetings, whether formal or informal, by addressing and
trying to resolve the substantive issues lying ahead of us in a practicél
manner. Only through such step-by-step efforts can we get ever closer to our
common goal of the comprehensive nuclear-test ban.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distiﬁguished representative of Japan for his
statement and for his kind words addressed to the president. I now give the
floor to the distinguished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish):s Mr. President,
guiding the work of the Conference on Disarmament during August is
particularly difficult, since this month always marks the end of the annual
session of the Conference which the General Assembly defined in 1978 as "the
sole multilateral disarmament negotiating forum™. Consequently, my delegation
expresses great satisfaction that ouxr deliberations are to be craired by a
person whose experience and capabilities are a guarantee of success, and I am
sure that is what we all wish you in the exercise of your important
functions. I would like once again to express my delegation's appreciation to
your predecessor, the distinguished representative of Burma,

Ambassador U Tin Tun.

.

On Wednesday the sixth and Thursday the seventh of RAugust, six statesmen
from latin America, Asia, Africa and Europe, who have repeatedly and tangibly
demonstrated their profound interest in contributing to disarmament and peace,
met in Ixtapa, Mexico. They were Radl Alfonsin, President of Argentinay
Miguel de la Madrid Hurtado, President of Mexicos Rajiv Gandhi,

Prime Minister of India, Andreas Papandreou, Prime Minister of Greece;
Ingvar Carlsson, Prime Minister of Sweden; and Julius Nyerere, who was the
First President of Tanzania.

The Conference they attended was a continuation of a process started with
the Declaration of 22 May 1984 (contained in document ¢cp/502) and continued
with the New Delhi Declaration of 28 January 1985 (document CD/549) and with
three joint messages of 24 October 1985 (to be found in document A/40/825),

28 February 1986 (document CD/676) and 8 April 1986.

At that meeting, which I had the privilege to attend, two fundamental
documents were adopted, both signed on 7 August 1986, Ome is a Declaration
bearing the title "Mexico Declaration”, and the other is the "Document on
verification measures issued at the Sammit Meeting at Mexico". I shall try to

s
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summarize the basic aspects of these two documents which will shortly be
reproduced and circulated as official documents of the Confarence on
Disarmament, as has been done in previous cases.

The Mexico Declaration starts by highlighting the fact that the purpose
of the meeting was to proclaim humanity's right to peace and to reiterate the
authors' commitment to protecting that right so that the human race might
. endure. After recalling that it is 41 years since death and horror descended

upon Hiroshima, it goes on to say that "The most dreadful war in history came
to an end and, the world's nuclear nightmare began. Since then we have lived
on borrowed time. All that is precious and beautiful, all that human
civilization has reached for and achieved, could, in a short time, be reduced
to radioactive dust".

The authors of the Declaration then point out that in the face of the
danger of common annihilation, the distinction between the powerful and the
weak has become meaningless, and they express their determination that their
countries, which do not possess nuclear arsenals, will be actively involved in
all aspects of disarmament, since, as they say, "the protection of this planet
is a matter for all the people who live on it", and therefore it is
unacceptable that a few countries should decide "the fate of the whole world".

The Declaration reiterates the priority aims set out in the New Delhi
Declaration in January 1985, that is, an immediate halt to nuclear testing
Preparatory to a comprehensive nuclear-test ban treaty, the prohibition of the
testing, production and deployment of Space weapons; it welcomes the
Joint Declaration made in November 1985 by President Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev to the effect that "a nuclear war cannot be won
and must never be fought", and it adds "Now is the time to ensure that such a
war does not occur". It expresses the conviction that security is not
improved by increasing the capacity for destruction through the accumulation
of weapons, and so "nuclear disarmament, and ultimately the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons, is an absolute priority",; and it seems
obvious that "no issue is more urgent and crucial today than bringing to an

o end all nuclear tests".

The authors of the Declaration also recall that in October 1985 and
February and April 1986, they urged the leaders of the United States and the
Soviet Union "to undertake a fully verifiable suspension of nuclear testing,

. at least until their next summit meeting"”, repeating that "the unilateral
moratorium by one of the two major nuclear States™ should become "at least a
bilateral moratorium”. It then proposes that a suspension of this kind, for
whose verification the Six offer their unconditional co-operation, should be
"immediately followed by negotiations for the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty". The Declaration also refers to the main measures that the
assistance offered would comprise, a subject that I will not refer to at
present to avoid repeating myself, since I will be looking at this later when
I get on to the second document I mentioned. )

The other aim emphasized by the six signatories of the Declaration is the
same as the one that appeared in January 1985 in the Declaration of New Delhi,
on which we can read inter alia in the Mexico Declaration:
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"We reiterate our demand that an arms race in space should be prevented.
Space belongs to humanity, and as participants in this common heritage of
mankind, we object to the outer space of our Earth being misused for
destructive purposes. It is particularly urgent to halt the development
of anti-satellite weapons, which would threaten the peaceful space
activities of many nations. We urge the leaders of the United States and
the Soviet Union to agree on a halt to further tests of anti-satellite
weapons, in order to facilitate the conclusion of an international treaty
on their prohibition. Our New Delhi warning that the development of
space weaponry would endanger a number of agreements on arms limitatiocn
and disarmament is already proving to be justified. We stress that the
existing treaties safeguarding the peaceful uses of outer space, as well
as the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems,
be fully honoured, strengthened and extended as necessary in the light of
more recent technological advances.".

In addition to these two objectives, which are basic disarmament
measures, the Declaration stresses the fact that to achieve progress in this
sphere "it is imperative ... that the United Nations must be strengthened, and
its Charter as well as treaties relating to Yisarmament be observed in both
letter and spirit", as well as the consequences of squandering the world's
limited resources on armaments, a matter on which the Declaration states the |
following:

"poverty and economic hopelessness also constitute a threat to
international peace and security. This threat is aggravated in many
developing countries in which the external debt problem reduces still
further their ability to allocate sufficient resources for dealing with
the urgent and fundamental needs among their people. The transfer of
resources from military expenditure to economic and social development is
therefore a fundamental necessity of our times."

The second document I mentioned at the outset, that is, on verification
measures, starts as follows:

"It is the responsibility of the nuclear Powers to halt nuclear testing
as a significant step to curb the nuclear arms race. The United States
and the USSR, being the two major nuclear Powers, have a special
obligation to initiate the processs of nuclear disarmament by immediately
halting their nuclear testing. To facilitate such an immediate step the
six nations of the Five Continent Initiative are prepared to assist in
the monitoring of a mutual moratorium or a test ban."

The way in which the assistance offered by the Six will be given 1is
explained in the document. It looks basically at the verification of a
moratorium in co-operation with the United States and the Soviet Union, which
would be an important step in establishing an appropriate verification system
for a treaty on the complete banning of nuclear tests. The two following
possibilities are envisaged.
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First, monitoring of existing test sites, which would be intended to
ensure that they are not used for clandestine tests. Three sites are
involveds Nevada in the United States, and Semipalatinsk and Novaya Zemlya in
the Soviet Union. These are quite small geographically, and could be
monitored by a small number of seismic stations placed in the two countries,
at or near the test sites. If it were possible to agree on the cessation of
nuclear tests by both sides, the procedure envisaged in the document is set
out as follows:

"Our six nations are prepared to establish promptly and in co-operation
with the United States and the USSR, temporary monitoring stations at
existing test sites and to operate them for an initial period of one
year. All data should be available to the six nations and to the

United States and the USSR. Data analysis could be a joint undertaking
and preliminary analysis would be done at the sites. Monitoring of test
Ssites by instruments installed on-site would provide an extremely hign
sensitivity down to small fractions of a kiloton and even tons of
explosives".

The second hypothesis considered?in the document is that of the
monitoring of the territories of the United States and the USSR outside the
test sites, which, as stated in the document, would be necessary to ensure
that nuclear explosions are not conducted and that natural earthquakes ars not
misinterpreted as clandestine nuclear test explosions. Here the authors of
the Mexico document indicate that: "It might be desirable to establish
specific verification arrangements in some of these areas, and our six nations
are prepared to co-operate with the United States and the USSR on this issue".

This statement is followed up by the suggestion that there should be an
! "internationalization" of a number of seismic stations selected from among
those existing in the United States and the Soviet Union, "tentatively 20
to 30, in each of the two countries, by placing observers" from the six
nations at the stations. Their task "would be to verify that the instruments
are properly operated and that all information obtained is reported without
- omissicn. We are prepared to work out the necessary arrangements which could
be made with little delay and to contribute observers for an initial period of
one year".

In order to replace these temporary measures with permanent arrangements,
the experts of the six nations, according to the authors of the document, "are
ready to co-operate with experts of the United States and the USSR in the
development of permanent verification facilities at test sites, and also in
the development of an optimal network of internal stations in the
United States and the USSR". '

I do not wish to continue this statement further because, as I mave
already indicated, very soon the Conference will have available to it the
complete text of the two documents on which I have been commenting. I would
simply like to read out the last two paragraphs of the Mexico Declaration
which, I think, give a very good indication of the spirit that moved the six
statesmen who have just met in my country and the noble, lofty goals they were
pursuing. These paragraphs read as follows:

us
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"Our message from Mexico is to urge the leaders of the United States
of America and the Soviet Union to continue and to reinvigorate the
dialogue which they started last year to set a firm date for a nevw
meeting between themjy and by an approach of mutual compromise and
conciliation to ensure that such dialogue leads to practical results in
the field of disarmament. Each side has the capacity to destroy the
world many times over. There can be no suggestion that either would be
showing weakness by a willingness <o be conciliatory. The spirit of
Geneva must be revived and strengthened. And we stress again our
determination to try to facilitate agreement between the nuclear-weapon
States, and to work with them, as well as with all other naticns, for the
common security of humankind and for peace.

Once again, we urge people, parliaments and Governments the world
over to give active support to our appeal. Every individual has a rignt
to peace and a responsibility to strive for it. Neither together nor
separately can the peoples of the world remove the horror of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki from human memory; but together we can and we must remove
this looming horror from our future”.

&

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguféhed representative of Mexico for
his statement introducing the recent and important Six-Nation declaration and
for his kind words to the President. The introduction of these statements by
a distinguished Nobel Peace Prize winner gives them added status. I now call
on the distinguished representative of Brazil, Ambassador de Souza e Silva,
speaking on behalf of the Group of 2l.

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): Thank you for giving me the floor in my
capacity as spokesman for the Group of 21 on item 1 of our agenéa. Before
making my statement allow me to congratulate ourselves on having you, Sir,
with your experience, skill, leadership and fair play, presiding over our
deliberations during this month of August when important decisions must be
adopted for the follow-up of our work.

The Group of 21 has consistently upheld the high priority that should be
attached to item 1 of the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament since its
inception in 1979. 1Its consensus views have been expressed in several
documents, mainly CD/181 of 24 April 1981, and are presently stated in the
Araft mandate for the establishment of an ad hoc committee contained in
CD/520/Rev.2 of 21 March 1986.

Recent developments between the USSR and the United States concerning
nuclear tests, according to press reports, have prompted delegations from
different quarters to urge this multilateral negotiating forum to resume its
efforts in order to find ways and means to discharge its mandate in accorcance
with the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament (paragraph 51).

Bilateral and multilateral efforts are recognized as important conditions
trat should be mutually complementary in the field of disarmament if effective
agreements with universal adherence are to be achieved.
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Being aware that the USSR and the United States are actually engaged in
bilateral conversations on the question of nuclear tests, and bearing in mind
that in spite of their special responsibilities for disarmament measures
(Final Document, paragraph 48), and notwithstanding the year-long unilateral
moratorium on nuclear tests by the USSR, they are both responsible for the
largest number of tests, the Group of 21 considers that it is incumbent upon
them to report to and inform the Conference on Disarmament on their 3joint
endeavours so that multilateral and bilateral efforts may usefully complement
each other. Otherwise, parallel and unconnected discussions or negotiations
on the same issues would be of little avail for the purposes of the Conference.

The request stated above is in line not only with the obligations of both
countries to co-operate for the compliance of the mandate assigned to the
Conference but also with previous practice the last of which was the
submission to this forum of the Tripartite Report on the status of the
negotiations on a treaty prohibiting nuclear weapon test explosions in all
environments. The Group of 21 wishes to underline that in that report it is
stated: "The desire to achieve an early agreement, which is so widely shared
by the international community, has Been repeatedly expressed at the highest
level of all three Governments" (document CD/130 of 30 July 1980). That is
the end of the statement.

Mr. President, the Group of 21 wishes that the statement I have just read
out be duly reflected in our report to the General Assembly.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of Brazil,
speaking on behalf of the Group of 21, for his statement and for his kind
words to the President. His statement will, of course, be duly reflected in
our records.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Australia,
Ambassador Butler.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): The Conference is now moving towards the point
of final decisions on the work of its 1986 session.

In this context, later this morning the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts, Dr. Dahlman, will table at the Conference the progress
report of the Group on its twenty-second session.

I understand it will be proposed to the Conference that it should take
note of that report at a Plenary meeting next week.

Action by the Conference to that effect would provide further authority
to the Ad Hoc Group of Scientifiec Experts for the continuation of its work,
specifically in terms of the proposals for future work which are made in the
report, to be tabled later this morning.

Australia has participated strongly in the work of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts, and we are convinced that the Ad Hoc Group's work has made

an invaluable contribution to global co-operation in seismology and we have
very high expectations of future work to be carried out by the Ad Hoc Group.
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We have studied its progress report and will readily agree to the
recormendations provided in it.

1t has been recognized for many many years that a global seismologial
monitoring network would lie at the heart of the verification régime needed ©o
support a comprehensive nuclear-test-pan treaty.

mhe mandate under which the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts operates
c21lls upon the Group to "work on such measures which might be established in
+he future for the international exchange of seismological data under a treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapons tests". It will be understood why I will not at
present comment Cn the scope aspects of that mandate. Wrat is relesvant now is
for us -o recognize two things. First, the mandate for the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts clearly envisages the establishment of a global
seismological network. Second, in the work that nas been undertaken by the
ad Hoc Group under this mandate and in work undertaken by way of individual
national efforts, we nave arrived at the point where it would be entirely
appropriate and certainly positive fox the Conference to take the decision
Australia nas called for, that is to call into existence a global
seismological network. ;

The programme of future work proposed by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
EZxperts would be compatible with such a decision and would in fact constitute
further practical steps towards realizing a fully cperational and permanent
global network.

There have been scme other relevant developments, including some in
recent time, on some of which we have neard reports this morning. I have in
mind, for example, the resumption of bilateral discussions between the
United States and the Soviet Union on vertification issues.

last week an immensely significant set of decisions were taken by the six
Heads of Government mesting at Ixtapa in Mexico which included the offer Dy
those six States of an important contribution to verification of a
nuclear-test-ban treaty, including by seismological means. Three weeks ago,
in this Conference, the distinguished Ambassador of the Soviet Union announced
a new policy approach towards Level II data on the part of his Government, and
at our last plenary session on Tuesday an extremely constructive and highly
relevant statement was made by the Ambassador of the Federal Republic
of Germany. In that statement he recalled other contributions which have been
made to this work by other delegations, including my own. A lot has happened
in this field.

Three weeks agc, I tabled at this Conference document cp/717 which
constituted a proposal to the Conference that it should express its will that
a global seismological network should exist. It is the nope of my delegation
that -he point of decision on this proposal will be, next eek, at the time of
the Conference's action on the Report of the Ad Hoc Group of 3cienti
Experts on 1its twenty-second session.

ric

The fact is that all of the elements of a global seismologicl network
exist. The technical test conducted by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
in 1984 gqave us an illustration of how important parts of such a network would
operate.
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Only one further step is required to make the network a reality and that
is for us to decide to establish a global network thus ensuring that all
further work, for example under the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts, will
be conducted within the framework of the establishment of a global network.

Once we have labelled the existing capabilities as constituting a global
network, Conference members could dedicate themselves to filling in the gaps
and improving that network by stepping up exchanges of data and tecmology and
by establishing the administrative structure necessary to manage a global
network.

In this regard, the proposed future work of the GSE is nighly relevant:
filling in gaps and defining, as well as refining, existing and future
@pabilities -- first on the basis of an analysis of national investigations;
second through partial bilateral and multilateral experiments in the use of
Level II data, culminating in the large-scale global experiment now
foreshadowed for 1988.

It is true that we have heard somg concern and questions raised about
financial constraints on what countries might be able to do immediately in
field of international co-operation in seismic monitoring.

e
0]

r of
o}
o

Australia is not free from such financial constraints but we do believe
that a hard look at the possibilities will find that there are useful things
that can be done within existing budgets and we are doing this.

Indeed, it is obvious that none of use will know whether we would be
. willing or able to fund additional undertakings until we have considered
pPrecisely what such undertakings might be and how they would fit in with
global activities, and therefore what they would cost and what their benefits
would be.

I might mention that Australia stands prepared to fully co-operate with
other countries on seismic monitoring, and to expand that co-operation just as
we are at present expanding our own seismological capability, and we will, in
fact do this irrespective of what action on this matter is pursued in the
event in the context of the Conference on Disarmament.

But in discussing this proposal, or thinking about this proposal, I would
like to recall a piece of history which is that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts' work, which is now so widely supported, started rather more modestly
as a Swedish initiative a number of years ago. The truth is, it was only
adopted by the Conference on Disarmament when its work became so interesting
that very few wanted to be left out. I think that it is a model and an
example that we should bear in mind when we look towards a decision on a
global seismological network. We propose that the Conference take that action
because it is required, it is realistic, it would represent progress, it is
within the competence of the Conference and it would be a clear step in the
right direction. This can be done by the Conference agreeing to the principle
of the proposal made in document CD/717, to establish a global seismological
network and we hope that it will do this next week when it adopts the report
of the twenty-second session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts.
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Mr. DAHLMAN (Sweden)s The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts celebrated
its tenth anniversary during its recent meeting conducted from 21 July to
1 August. It did so by concluding its fourth report covering the results of
the 1984 technical test and by outlining important and challenging tasks for
the future.

The establishment of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts 10 years ago
provided a frame for systematic work towards a global data exchange system and
for a constructive dialogue on related technical issues between experts of
member and non-member countries of the Conference.

The Group has outlined the principal design of an international data
exchange system containing three basic components: a global network of
seismologicl stations operated by individual countries; a system for the
exchange of data between individual countries and specially established
international data centres; and international data centres where data are
routinely processed and from which results are distributed to participating
countries.

During its work the Group has establighed detailed techniaal
specifications guiding the establishment and operation of such an
international system. These include instructions on how to operate
seismological stations and to analyse data in a standardized way. Together
with the WMO the Group has established detailed specifications for the
exchange of parameter or Level I data. Procedures and computer programs to be
used at international data centres have been developed for the routine
analyses of such data,.

The Group has not only developed methods and procedures, it has also
conducted technical tests of various components of the system. Some of these
experiments have been small-scale bilateral undertakings, others have been
more extensive with brcad participation. 1In 1984 the Group conducted a
large-scale technical test with the participation of 75 seismological stations
in 37 countries and three international data centres. The test was conducted
in close co-operation with the WMO, an organization with which the Group has
enjoyed an excellent co-operation throughout the years.

The present work of the Expert Group has been supported by research
programmes in a number of countries. Numerous national working papers,
summariz ing results of these programmes have been presented as a necessary
technical and scientific basis for the Group's work. The data exchange system
that has been developed is thus the result not only of efforts by experts in
the Group but also cf research work conducted by a large number of people at
seismological stations and laboratories around the world.

I have on earlier occasions reported to the Conference on the successful
outcome of the 1984 Technicl Test, skilfully co-ordinated by
Dr. Peter McGregor of Australia, and on the excellent co-operation that was
established between participating institutes worldwide. I will today not
reiterate the results of the Test but only report that the Group at its recent
meeting finalized its fourth report, which covers the Test. I have the
pleasure to introduce this report, which is contained in document CD/720. The
report has extensive appendices containing the more detailed techniaal
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material, which will not be distributed but will be available at the
secretariat in the Group's working languages. I also introduce the summary
report, contained in CD/681/Rev.l, which is only a slight and formal revision
of the provisional summary (CD/68l) submitted to the Conference on

24 March 1986.

In introducing these reports I express my gratitude to the Grour's
Scientific Secretary, Dr. Frode Ringdal of Norway, who has done an excellent
drafting work. I also eéxpress my appreciation to the secretariat for its
efforts and co-operation in finalizing these documents.

In its work until now the Group has primarily focused on the exchange and
Processing of parameter or Level I data. During its recent meeting the Group
devoted considerable time to irn-depth considerations of its continued werk.

In the progress report froem its meeting, as contained in document Ccb/721,
which I have the pleasure to introduce, the Group recommends:

"That it continue its work under the existing mandate, given by the
Committee on Disarmament on 7 Auqust 1979 (CD/PV.48).

The future work of the Group should be directed towards the design
of a modern international system based on the expeditious exchange of
waveform (Level II) and Parameter (Level I) data and on the processing of
such data at International Data Centres (IDCs). This work should draw
upon previous results and experiences, taking into account the Group's
recommendations in its earlier reports, and making use of all
achievements in seismology. This work would, inter alia, include:

- working out technical specifications of modern prototype stations
able to collect and exchange high quality waveform data frem seismic
events at all distances, including arrays able to provide
preliminary location data for detected events;

- further developing and testing methods, procedures and computer
algorithms for automatic signal detection as well as for
computer-interactive data analysis;

- developing and testing methods and procedures and investigating and
testing communication links to be used for the expeditious exchange
of seismic waveform and parameter data between national facilities
and international data centres,

- further developing and testing methods, procedures and computer
algorithms to be used at IDCs, for the processing of waveform and
parameter data, for Co-operation and communication among such
centres and for the distribution of event bulletins to national
facilities.

This system specification would require substantial research and testing.
The Group's further work should include planning and carrying out a

large-scale experiment on the exchange of Level TIT data. The experiment,
which will include Level I data as well, will be conducted using
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the WMO/GTS and other accessible channels of communication, including
satellite transmission where possible. It must be carefully prepared on
the basis of an analysis of national investications and also of partial
bilateral and multilateral experiments in the use of level II data. The
Group envisages carrying out this experiment in approximately 1388.

The principal purpose of this experiment should be testing of
methods and procedures developed by the ad Hoc Group to extract and
transmit the data from stations to the Experimental International Zata
Centres (EIDCs) and to process them at EIDCs."

The Group took note of the recent decision of the WMO Executive Council
that the WMO/GTS circuits may accommodate a certain amount of additicnal types
of seismic data. To contribute to the preparation and efficient carrying out
of the experiment the Ad Hoc Group recommends that the Conference on
Disarmament request the WMO to allomte its transmissicn channels on a rsgular
basis starting as soon as possible for the transmission of Level II seismic
data. I have informally submitted some suggestions to the President of the
Conference as to the content of such a recommendation to the WMO and this has
been circulated to you. )

The Ad Hoc Group further recommends that the Conference assist in
involving as many States as possible in carrying out the experiment.

The design and testing of a modern international seismological data
exchange system, based on the expeditious exchange and processing of waveform
data, is a considerable undertaking and is likely to provide a number of
scientific and technological challenges. 1In addition to considerable efforts
within the Group this task would require extensive national and co-operative
international research and development efforts. This is necessary to provide
the scientific and technologicl basis for the design of a system which in
many aspects goes far beyond what is available today on a global scale.

The Group very much looks forward to coping with these new and
challenging tasks.

The Ad Hoc Group suggests that its next session, subject to the approval
of the Conference on Disarmament, should be convened from 2 to 13 March 1987.

This concludes my introduction of the Ad hoc Group of Scientific Experts'
fourth report, CD/720, its summary report, CD/68l/Rev.l, and its progress
report, CD/721. I am prepared to try to answer any gquestions that
distinguished representatives may have.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distingquished Chairman of the Ad hoc Group of
Scientific Experts for his important and interesting report. I now give the
floor to the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom,

Ambassador Cromartie.

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I should like to thank Dr. Dahlman, the
Chairman of the Ad hoc Group of Scientific Experts, for his clear and concise
introduction of the Group's report. I should like to convey the sincere
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thanks of the United Kingdom deleg@tion to-him and to the Secretary,
Dr. Ringdal, and to all the members of the Group for the dedicated work that
they have been undertaking for the last 10 years,

The tenth anniversary this year of the establishment of the Group in
1976, under the Chairmanship of the late Dr. Ulf Ericcson, is a landmark in an
important international scientific endeavour.

t is most encouraging that the Group have been able to celebrate this
anniversary by finishing their report on the lLevel I experiment carried ou:z in
1984, and that a programme of work with a view to conducting a further

I should like to take this opportunity to express the warm appreciation
of my delegtion to the initiative of your Government, Mr. President, in
or@nizing a workshop in Ottawa at the beginning of October on communications
for the exchange of data. 3

Similarly, we very much welcome the useful work for a lLevel IT experiment
being orqanized by Japan, to which the distinguished representative of Japan,
Ambassador Imai, referred in his statement this morning. The United Xingdom
welcomes the opportunity to participate in both these valuable contributions
to progress on the subject.

Concrete contributions of this sort, which follow the good example set by
the Government of Norway last year, demonstrate a real commitment to the goal
of a CTB. We should very much like to see more countries, especially
non-aligned countries, more involved in the work of the GSE than at present.

Finally, I should like to mention another encouraging development. T
refer to the recent bilateral contacts between the United States and the
- . Soviet Union on verification issues in Geneva. We understand that it is the
intention that these contacts should continue, angd we very much welcome this.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of the
United Kingdom for his Statement. That concludes my list of speakers for
today. Does any other deleq@tion wish to take the floor?

The secretariat has Circulated today, at my request, a timetable of
meetings to be held during the coming week. Tt was prepared in consultation
with the Chairmen of the Ad hoc Committees and it is, of course, merely
indicative and subject to change, if necessary. As we are coming to the end
of the session and there are Still a number of pending questions, I suggest
that we start our plenary meetings at 10 a.m. sharp until the end of this
annual session. Once again I would make a pPlea to deleqtions to get here at
10 a.m. since even the loss of 20 or 30 minutes can make a difference when it
is taken cumulatively. This Suggestion is reflected in the timetable
distributed this morning. If there is no objection, I shall take it that the
Conference adopts the timetable.

It was so decided.
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The PRESIDENT: Before we adjourn, may I recall that, in accordance with
the agreement reached at our last plenary meeting, the Conference will hold
immediately after this plenary meeting an informal meeting to consider the
substantive paragraphs of the draft annual report under agenda itams 1,
"NMuclear Test Ban'" and 7, "New Types of Weapons of Mass Destruction and New

Systems of Such Weapons”.

The secretariat is circulating this morning, in the Conference Room,
substantive paragraphs of the draft annual report under agenda item 3,
entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War, Including All Related Matters" which is
contained in document CD/247, as well as those relating to agenda item 5,
entitled "Effective International Arrangements to Assure lNon-Nuclear-Weapon
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of MNuclear Weapeons", which appears in
document CD/MP.246. Copies of those working papers were placed in the
delecations' boxes yesterday morning and early afternoon. As indicated in the
timetable of meetings to be held by the Conference next week, I intend to take
them up at the informal meeting next Tuesday, immediately after the plenary
meeting, time permitting.

I wish also to inform you that, after the agreement reached on the
reflection in the draft report of the discussions held at both plenary and
informal meetings on item 2, the secretariat is concluding the drafting of the
relevant substantive paragraphs. It is expected that the English text will be
available by mid-day on Monday and other languages on Tuesday morning. In
accordance with the timetable, we shall take up those substantive paragraphs
under agenda item 2 at an informal meeting to be held immediately after the
plenary meeting on Thursday, 21 August.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday,
19 August at 10 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.10 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 380th plenary meetina of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In conformity with its programme of work, the Conference continues today
its consideration of reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies as well as of the
Annual Report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. In accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, however, any member wishing to do so
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

As agreed in the timetable for meetings to be held by the Conference
during this week, we shall hold an informal meeting immediately after the
adjournment of this plenary meetina to continue our consideration of the draft
annual report to the General Assembly. At that informal meeting, we shall
rake up the first reading of the substantive paragraphs under agenda items 3,
entitled "Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters", and 6,
"pffective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons".

I have on my list of speakers for todav the representatives of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the German Democratic Republic, Bulgaria,
and New Zealand. We have had some brief consultations on a slight change in
the order of some of our speakers and although the Bulgarian Ambassador kindly
agreed to lead off, I think we can begin instead with the second speaker on
the list as you will have seen it, namely, Ambassador Rose on behalf of the
German Democratic Republic. I call on Ambassador Rose.

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Mr. President, since it is the
first time that my delegation takes the floor in the month of RAuqust, allow me
please to extend to vou, on behalf of the delegation of the German Democratic
Republic, our congratulations on your assumption of the high and responsible
office of President of the Conference on Disarmament. I am convinced that
your great experience and diplomatic skills will enable you successfully to
discharge vour important mission. Permit me to express thanks and
appreciation to the President of the Conference for the month of July, the
distinquished Ambassador of Burma. I should like to avail myself of this
opportunity to savy qood-bve to three of our distinquished colleagues,
Ambassador Gonsalves of India, who has already left, and Ambassador Wegener of
the Federal Republic of Germany and Ambassador Jessel of France, who will soon
take up other assignments. I thank all of them for their co-operation and
wish them all the best.

The issue of a comprehensive test ban is playing a very prominent role in
the disarmament discussions conducted in different fora, includina the
Conference on Disarmament. This reflects growing awareness of the uragent
need for meaningful action.

Only recently, six heads of State or Government adopted the Mexico
Declaration, launched an appeal to the Governments of the Soviet Union and the

United States to extend or declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions, and
made detailed proposals reqarding verification measures.
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General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev announced yesterday that his country
will extend to 1 January 1987 its unilateral moratorium on all nuclear
testing. This is renewed proof of the Soviet determination to do everything
in its power to halt the nuclear arms race, based on the realization that
political security must take the place of military security. The USSR's step
is a couraqgeous one, since that country had to take into consideration the
fact that the United States pursued its full testing proaramme last vyear.

The rash negative reaction from the other side is utterly regrettable. A
major nuclear Power with 4 great responsibility must be expected to take a
different attitude.

The call for a complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests has become
the focus of world-wide efforts to lessen the risk of nuclear war and
R strengthen international security. We are currently observing a growing
polarization of champions and opponents, separated by the answer to the
following simple question: are nuclear arsenals to be modernized and space

The arquments put forward by the test-ban opponents ignore the global
security need. There is even a large number of prominent fiqures in the

One fact is clear in anv event; the reciprocal cessation of
nuclear-weapon tests by the Soviet Union ang the United States would not, from
a military point of view, result in any disadvantaqe to either side, but would
have a far-reaching positive impact on the development of the international

and should not be hidden. As far as the Government of the leading Western

nuclear Power ig concerned, a test ban has not been a primary objective in the
last six years. On the contrary, the continuation of nuclear-weapon testing
is reqarded by it as indispensable to national security. The position that a

Allow me, Mr. President, to have a look at Some of the problems we have
been confronted with,
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Firstly, efforts to agree on a mandate for an ad hoc committee on a
nuclear-test ban. Most delegations -- and it is my understanding that quite
a few from the Western Group are among them -- stated that they were committed
to an early and comprehensive ban on nuclear tests. Tt is difficult for some
delegations, however, to explain why thev do not support a negotiating mandate
which would open a direct road to the conclusion of such a treaty. This
year, we have been engaged in an intensive search for solutions acceptable to
all. The Group of Sccialist Countries has activelvy participated in that
endeavour and demonstrated readiness to arrive at an understandina. It is
precisely on this basis that my delegation is in a position also to support
the proposal which ambassador Garcia Robles made on 31 July 1986 and wnich 1is
marked by willingness to compromise and would permit the start of meaningful
work. In the consultations conducted, both the Group of Socialist Countries
and the Group of 21 were ready to modify mandates previously suggested by
them. By contrast, the Western Group's position boils down to the
following: either its own old mandate or none at all. But let me adéd that
the arqument about the mandate for a committee is just the reflection of a
deeper-rooted problem. It must not lead to a situation where the sides which
are sincerely striving for a comprehensive test ban accuse each other of lack
of readiness to commence serious work on & treaty. The call for more
flexibility and political will needs to be addressed to someone else.

Secondly, some remarks about the verification problem. As in the past,
various delegations have suggested this vear, as a solution to the problem,
that we should, for the time being, deal exclusively or predominantly with the
verification of nuclear tests. They have "gone soO far as to propose an
elaborate comprehensive verification system to be established no matter
whether a test ban exists or not or negotiations on it have bequn. In an
effort to explain this position, CD/717 refers to the history of test-ban
negotiations: "Review of this history reveals that the principal stumbling
block has consistently been the capacity to verify compliance and the
associated issue of how to deal with so-called peaceful nuclear explosions.

In the late 1970s an opportunity to conclude a test ban among three
nuclear-weapon States was lost as a result of protracted argument over the
verification requirements.” My delegation has doubts about this statement.
Permit me to cquote from the report jssued on 31 July 1980 by the Soviet Union,
the United States and the United Kingdom to the then Committee on

Disarmament: "The three negotiating parties believe that the verification
measures being negotiated -- particularly the provisions regarding the
international exchanae of seismic data, the committee of experts, and on-site
inspections == broke significant new ground in international arms limitation

efforts and will give all treaty parties the opportunity to participate in a
substantial and constructive way in the process of verifying compliance with
the treatv." At any rate, the historical view is of no more relevance to the

development since 1980, as a glance at the reasons given in rejecting the
conclusion of a CIBT as a present-day task will easily reveal.

In our search for an accord, we should be aware of existing differences

in positions. Like the other socialist countries, the German Democratic
Republic supports effective and reliable verification of compliance with a
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test ban. Whatever is necessary to this end must be negotiated and agreed.
Still, my delegation remains firmlv convinced that the verification issue can,
in the final analysis, only be resolved in connection with the drafting of a
treaty. Whenever my delegation speaks of practical work, it means the entire
subject. I share the view that verification must not be an end in itself, an
opinion that has been expressed by various sides.

The main objective is a verifiable test ban. Scientific and technical
background material on verification can, of course, be useful in this
context. So, Working Paper CD/712, submitted by Sweden, contains remarkable
conclusions. Anv future discussion would certainly be enhanced if othar
papers were revised in the light of latest developments. Many scientific
studies undertaken in the last few years have furnished proof that even small
and concealed nuclear explosions can be reliably monitored. Even the
comparatively small stations used by United States scientists at tha Soviet
test site near Semipalatinsk were able to record perfectly well a test
conducted in the Nevada Desert more than 10,000 kilometres distant. By
emploving state-of-the-art techniques and complementing them by on-site
inspections, very effective verification is possible. The statement
published following the scientific meetfng held in Moscow a few weeks ago
under the theme "For an End to Nuclear Testing" and a recent in-depth study by
the American Geophysical Union are all agreed on that.

My delegation welcomes the readiness to take part in the monitoring of a
reciprocal moratorium on a test ban expressed at the second six-nation summit
in Mexico. The conclusion to be drawn from this is that today's verification
techniques, which rely on seismic means, are of so sophisticated a nature that
they can guarantee full and credible verification. My delegation endorses
the view that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts should continue its
activities and start developing a system ensuring the prompt transmission of
Level-2 seismic data and prepare for an international experiment on their
exchanaqe. The recommendation in paragraph 12 of the Group's progress report,
published in CD/721 of 1 Augqust 1986, meets with the full support of my
delegation.

What my delegation regards as verv problematic indeed, are proposals
aimed at verifying continued testing rather than verifving a test ban, and at
setting up a seismic monitoring system, independently of a test ban. There
is no doubt about it, a verification svstem needs to be created and tried and
tested in time. In so doing, the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests
must always remain the agreed fundamental objective. This is exactly the
position on which Working Paper CD/701, presented by the socialist countries,
is based.

With this in mind, my delegation has serious problems with the proposal
in Working Paper (D/717, concerning the establishment of a global seismic
monitoring network. For the purpose of clarification, I would appreciate an
answer to the following question: would the sponsor of that document be
prepared to accept a slight modification of the first line in the operative
part of his text so that it would read: "... decide to establish forthwith,
in the framework of a mutual USSR-US moratorium on nuclear testing, a global
seismic monitoring network ..."?
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I wish to reiterate that mv delegation is opposed to the monitoring of a
continued arms race that is becoming more and more dangerous, since no
monitoring will change that. It supports, however, most effective
verification of arms limitation and disarmament measures. Naturally, a great
deal at this Conference will depend on how things are progressing outside the
conference hall. It is to be hoped that events will turn out favourably.

As for our practical activities, we should seize any opportunity presenting

jtself in the months until the beginning of the next session to prepare the

ground for an understanding on a committee mandate acceptable to all so that
we may be able tc work out the details of a CTBT as soon as possible.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the German Democratic
Republic for his statement and for the kind words addressed to the
President. I now give the floor to the representative of Bulgaria,
Ambassador Konstantinov.

Mr. KONSTANTINOV (Bulgaria): As everybody knows,
General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev made, yesterday, a very important
statement announcing that the Soviet Union has decided to extend its
unilateral moratorium on nuclear tests until the end of the vear. My
delegation warmly welcomes this decision as a new affirmation of the
Soviet Union's constant policy of strengthening world peace and of seeking
ways to bring to a halt the dangers of a continuing arms race, and in the
first place the nuclear—-arms race. With full understanding that such a
decision was not easy to take, bearing in mind the present international
circumstances, we consider the importance of the moratorium in the light of
creating favourable conditions for a mutual renunciation of all nuclear tests
and for nuclear disarmament. In this conjunction, and with regard to the
assertions of some delegations that the policy of moratoria is doomed to
failure, my delegation wishes to emphasize once again that the moratorium as
such could not be a failure, but the lack of reciprocity and the unchanged
policy against any measure conducive to nuclear disarmament are provoking the
failures in this field. Our expectations this time are that the other major
Power, in spite of its first negative reaction, as well as all other
nuclear-weapon States, would reconsider their nuclear policies and would
respond positively to the sound Soviet initiative of introducing a moratorium
and thus create the necessary conditions for starting serious negotiations on
a test~-ban treaty.

I would like to speak briefly today in my capacity as co-ordinator of the
Group of Socialist Countries on item 6 of our agenda "Effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons".

We consider the item related to the security of non-nuclear-weapon States
in the nuclear age as an important one. The socialist countries have
repeatedly reaffirmed their interest in helping advance the consideration of
this subiject. It is so because we believe that the need to strengthen the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States in the present circumstances has not
decreased. On the contrary. Many developments in the nuclear field, all
over the world, have clearly shown that the vulnerability of those States,
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which cannot become a source of a nuclear threat to other States, has actually
increased. I believe I do not need now to specify developments of this kind,
since all delegations are well aware of them. These developments underline,
however, the urgency of the task assigned to this Conference by the

General Assembly to arrive at arrangements to effectively, uniformly and
unconditionally assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the growing danger of
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against them.

The socialist countries believe, therefore, that the Conference on
Disarmament should not give up its efforts to look for a meaningful common
solution of the problem of security assurances, a solution which is acceptable
to all and could be vested in an international instrument of a legally binding
- character.

It is our considered view that the most effective guarantee against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is nuclear disarmament and the
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. Until this objective is achieved on
a universal basis, it is imperative for the international community,
respectively for the Conference on Disarmament which acts on its behalf, to
develop effective measures to ensure t4e security of non-nuclear-weapon States
which are not in a position to pose any nuclear threat to other States,

weapons. This is the global approach that has been discussed a lot in the
frame of the Ad Hoc Committee on item 6, still inconclusively. We regret
that procedural problems have prevented the Conference from re-establishing
the Committee thisg year, with a view to continuing the work started

seven years ago. What we regret even more is that those States which
practise a policy of nuclear deterrence based on first-use of nuclear weapons
have not vet re—-examined this unilaterally declared policy and position which
has proved to be the stumbling block to successful completion of the
negotiations under item 6. As stated by the resolutions of the

United Nations General Assembly, in the search for a solution to the problem
of negative security assurances, priority should be given to the ledqi timate
security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States, which by virtue of
foregoing the nuclear option and of not allowing nuclear weapons to be
stationed on their territories, have every right to expect to be most
effectively guaranteed against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

The socialist countries also support other similar measures, either
unilateral or multilateral, providing for negative security assurances to
non-nuclear-weapon States parties to nuclear-weapon-free zone arrangements.
They have welcomed the solemn declarations made by the Soviet Union and China
concerning non-first-use of nuclear weapons, and are convinced that if all
nuclear-weapon States were to assume obligations not to be the first to use
nuclear weapons, this would, in practice, ban the use of such weapons against
all sStates, including all non-nuclear-weapon States.

The socialist countries believe that their views as expressed in plenary,
Since there has been NO opportunity to set them out in an ad hoe committee on
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item 6, will find a proper reflection in the report of the Conference on
Disarmament. We believe that the work of the Conference should be continued
next year in the format of the last six vears, up to 1986, in an ad hoc
committee of the Conference on Disarmament.

In concluding, I would like to make some brief remarks in addition to
what was said by my delegation on the question of the prevention of nuclear
war in our last statement, a week ago.

As Co-ordinator of the socialist countries on this issue I would like to
express the opinion of the Group of Socialist Countries that the approach of
some Western delegates on prevention of nuclear war reflected in draft
resolutions A/C.1/39/L.40/Rev.l and A/C.1/40/L.74, on which no action was
taken by the General Assembly, was contradictory to the approach and
principles of the Final Document on this issue. In fact, these draft
resolutions place the issue on the prevention of nuclear war in jeopardy and
detract the attention of the Conference from taking concrete actions aimed at
negotiations on the prevention of nuclear war.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the représentative of Bulgaria for his
statement. 1In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at its
338th plenary meeting, I now give the floor to the representative of
New Zealand, Mr. Lineham.

Mr. LINEHAM (New Zealand): It gives my delegation considerable pleasure
to see you, the representative of Canada, as President of the Conference for
this concluding month of the summer session. New Zealand and Canada share
much in common, we have traditions of justice and equality and a common desire
for peace. We are both members of the Commonwealth, both strongly committed
to Western values and both Pacific countries. Although we are from different
hemispheres we have the common interest in seeing our Pacific region continue
to develop in harmony with prosperity and free from discord.

We are also grateful to the Ambassador of Burma, for the skilful way in
which he gquided the work of the Conference in the month of July.

The purpose of my intervention today is to reiterate my Government's
support for the work of this Conference on chemical weapons.

I do not wish to speak for long. But I do wish to stress that my
Government is concerned that the Conference work towards.concluding a chemical
weapons convention as soon as possible.

New Zealand took the opportunity to address this Conference in the first
part of the 1986 session. We expressed the hope that the Conference on
Disarmament should be able to make a better rate of progress. We focused on
that occasion particularly on its work on a nuclear-test ban treaty.

The New Zealand Government has demonstrated its commitment to
disarmament. Its disarmament policies have been based on the primary

principle that effective disarmament measures must increase the security of
all, not diminish the security of anyone.
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New Zealand has excluded nuclear weapons from its territory, including
its ports. There has never been a need for nuclear weapons in New Zealand.
Their exclusion does not diminish security in any way. It enhances it.

New Zealand has joined with the other countries of the South Pacific Forum in
the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty to limit the chances of nuclear
rivalry in the South Pacific. As the Prime Minister, Mr. David Lange, pointed
out when he addressed the Conference last vear, that Treaty, by lower;nq the
nuclear risk, increases the security of all.

New Zealand places the greatest importance on the work of the Conference
on Disarmament in negotiating disarmament measures based on that central
principle. We seek to work with the Conferance to help achieve that objective

- of increasing global security through effective controls on armaments.,

We are encouraged that the Conference has worked in a positive atmosphere
this year. We look to the future with hope for progress on a number of items
on the agenda. It would be a serious commentary on the disarmament process if
those hopes are again frustrated.

We join with those who express the hope that there will be results in the
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union on nuclear arms
and arms in space. If the political will ig shown in those negotiations, thisg
Conference will be better able to negotiate the agreements to give the
multilateral framework for effective disarmament measures.

Chemical weapons is the area in which the Conference has moved closest to
fulfilling its mandate of negotiating disarmament agreements to provide
increased security for all. During the last two or three years the concern of
the world about chemical weapons has heightened considerably. We have a
comnon conviction that we urgently need a convention completely banning the
development, production, stockpiling as well as the use of chemical weapons.

Earlier this year a group of specialists appointed by the United Nations
Secretary~General confirmed that Iraqi forces had used chemical weapons
against Iranian forces. And there have been assessments made in this
Conference by other delegations that further countries are developing the
capability to produce ang deploy chemical weapons. These developments point
out the necessity and the urgency of concluding as soon as possible a
comprehensive chemical weapons convention.

New Zealand has always condemned the use of these barbaric weapons, whose
employment in war has been outlawed for over 60 vears. We have accepted and
strongly support the 1925 Geneva Protocol and the 1972 Convention on the
Prohibition of Biological and Toxin Weapons. New Zealand was associated with
the resolution 37,/98D adopted by the United Nations General Assembly which
elaborated the procedures which provide for investigation by the
Secretary-General into allegations of the use of chemical weapons.

Pursuant to these procedures we nominated a chemistry laboratory of the
New Zealand Department of Scientific and Industrial Research to undertake
| tests for the presence of prohibited chemical agents if called upon to do so.
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More recently the Government took further steps in order to limit the
possibility that chemical manufacturers or suppliers in New Zealand could be
used indirectly to contribute to the proliferation or use of chemical
weapons. Since 1984 we have controlled the export of chemicals that could be
used in the manufacture of chemical weapons, and have warned our industry of
other chemicals that could be used in that categorv.

Notwithstanding all the action that we and other countries have already
taken, there is no substitute for the successful negotiation in this
Conference, of a treaty imposing a comprehenisve prohibition on the
development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons.

A comprehensive convention would reinforce the existing international
legal prohibition on the use of chemical weapons. It would stop any further
proliferation of chemical weapons. It would provide for the total
elimination, over as short a time as possible, of chemical weapons and
production facilities. And it would also build confidence and enhances mutual
security through measures to ensure the observance of its pronibitions.

It is encouraging that the atmosphere in the chemical-weapons
negotiations this year has been both reasonably positive and constructive.
This has undoubtedly been helped by the agreement of President Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev, in their Joiht Statement on 21 November 1985, to
accelerate efforts to conclude an effective and verifiable convention. The
bilateral talks which the United States and the Soviet Union have been holding
as a complement to the multilateral negotiations may also have helped. This
Conference may never have had as gocd an opportunity to make rapid progress on
a chemical weapons treaty as it now has.

Progress has been made this year in a heightened spirit of commitment.
We understand, full well, the enormous complexity of the negotiations on this
subject. However it is important to match expressions of good intenticn with
agreement on treaty language. That said, we do welcome points of agreement
when they emerge, notably the language agreed last vear on a provisiocn which
would unequivocally prohibit the use of chemical weapons.

As an observer, New Zealand has not been as close to the details of the
negotiations as others involved in the work of the ad hoc committee. We
would, however, offer some observations of a more general kind.

It is possible for negotiations to become bogged down in the discussion
of detail. A comprehenisve prohibition on chemical weapons requires,
admittedly, the consideration of much detail and those negotiating must be
vigilant to ensure that important details are not overlooked but also be awake
to the possibility that some difficulties are not, in reality, central to the
negotiations. Other speakers have referred to certain key issues in the
negotiations and we would agree that it is on such issues that the
negotiations should concentrate.

Much work has been done on lists of chemicals that pose a risk of
diversion for the production of chemical weapons. Consideration is being
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given to listing chemicals that will be banned and chemicals that will be
subject to monitoring régimes of varvying degrees of stringency. This is
necessary work since the toxic chemicals and their precursors that are subject
to surveillance will need to be clearly listed so that the parties to the
convention and the chemical industry are certain of the chemicals involved.

Consideration has also been given this year, however, to the régimes
applied to those chemicals, and it does seem to us that this is a key area for
future work. It is the devising of acceptable and effective régimes that will
determine whether any chemical-weapons convention will be successful. We are
encouraged by the progress that has been achieved in Working Group A this
vear, during intensive work under Australian chairmanship, on the whole

s question of criteria, lists and régimes and permitted activities.

In a disarmament treaty of this kind, where a whole category of weapons
of mass destruction is to be banned forever, the formulation of provisions to
verify compliance with the convention is central to the convention régime.
Such provisions would include procedures for conducting international on-site
inspections -~ we do not see that such inspections could be left to national
verification authorities =- and also;for conducting inspections at short
notice, so-called challenge inspections, in cases when breaches of the
convention are suspected. It is expected that such cases would be
exceptional.

Inspections will need to be provided for not only in the case of alleged
breaches of obligations to declare and to destroy existing chemical weapons
and production facilities, but also in the case of the obligation not to
produce new chemical weapons. There are grounds for some encouragement at the
progress that has been made in the negotiations in this area. We have
appreciated the intensive efforts made by the Indonesian delegation on
verification and compliance issues in Working Group C. We have also noted the
very recent United Kingdom proposals on "challenge inspection" which seem to
have given rise to a good deal of interest.

These and other proposals were put forward in this Conference in an
effort to find consensus, and we would hope that procedures which are
acceptable to all can be devised to resolve this long-standing issue.
Agreement on the inspection provisions would constitute a major breakthrough
in the negotiations. This should be a priority area for future work.

A comprehenisve prohibition on the development, production, stockpiling
and use of chemical weapons, and in particular procedures in the Convention
for verification of compliance, could be expected to be of some significance
for the civilian chemical industry. We expect that New Zealand's industry,
like others, would co-operate in the application of such measures and by doinc
so demonstrate that it does not want to contribute in any way to the .
manufacturing of chemical weapons.

In the elaboration of the procedures there will naturally be some
concerns, such as the protection of commercial confidentiality and the
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unhindered commerical operations of the industry, which will have to be taken
fully into account. But the devising of procedures which meet such concerns
should be seen as a positive and constructive process which will contribute to
the objectives of the convention and not as an obstacle in the negotiations.

I would like, before concluding, to touch on some other developments in
the Conference this year on the subject of chemical weapons. The New Zealand
delegation would like to express particular appreciation to the Government of
the Netherlands for the Workshop on the verification of the chemical weapons
ban held in June this year and for making it possible for countries like my
own to participate. This was, in our view, a superbly organized affair and we
would further thank the Dutch delegation for its follow-up reports and
willingness to enter into discussions, in the Committee, on the results of the
Workshop. Similarly, as ancther practical reference point for the
negotiations, we would thank the Australian Government for its paper, tabled
again in June, on the trial inspection of an Australian chemical facility
conducted earlier in the year. We would also commend Canada for the material
that it has made available to the Conference this year, including a handbook
for the investigation of allegations of the use of chemical or biological
weapons and the very useful compendia of. Conference working papers and
statements. ?

Finally, we would mention recent initiatives of both the United States
and the Soviet Union relevant to the negotiations, that is, the provision by
the Soviet Union in April of detailed proposals on certain issues in the
negotiations, and the demonstration by the United States, in its paper on its
chemical stockpile disposal programme, of the sort of openness that will help
to build confidence that chemical-weapon stockpiles have, in fact, been
destroyed. We welcome such developments.

In concluding, I would like to express the hope of the New Zealand
delegation that the Ad Hoc Committee will be able to maintain momentum in the
negotiations and in particular to continue work on specific subjects under
consideration in the working groups after the current session of the
Conference has ended for this year.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of New Zealand for his
statement and for his kind comments to the President. I call on the
distinguished representative of Yugoslavia a little earlier than he might have
intended to speak, and I now give him the floor.

Mr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia): Mr. President, in the plenary on 31 July 1986 I
presented my delegation's views on some of the major issues on the agenda of
the Conference. Today I am taking the floor, with your permission,

Mr. President, just to bid farewell to those of our colleagues who will
shortly leave Geneva, being asked to take up new responsibilities: the .
distinquished representatives of Algeria and France.

But in taking the flcor I would like first of all, and indeed with great
pleasure, to congratulate you on your assumption of the Presidency of the
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Conference for the month of August, at the end of the 1986 session. In the
fulfilment of the responsible task facing you, you may count on the full
support and co-operation of my delegation, particularly as your term of office
will last till the beginning of the new session of the Conference in 1987. I
am sure that all the members of the Conference will agree that your assumption
of the Presidency at the end of the 1986 session and in preparation for the
1987 session means the right man in the right place.

I would like to express my delegation's appreciation to the distinguished
representatives of Algeria and France, for their contribution to the
deliberations of the Conference and for the excellent co-operation existing
between our delegations. The distinguished representative of Algeria,

H.E. Mr. Nourdine Kerroum, will be shortly leaving Geneva to take up his new
assignment as Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to Yugoslavia. Our
tWwo countries are bound by long-lasting friendship and co-operation. The
foundations of this friendship have constantly been reinforced by the policy
of non-alignment that both countries helped to inauqurate and promote

further. Ambassador Kerroum is very well known in my country. Many of his
Yugoslav friends are looking forward to welcoming him in Belgrade as the
distinguished representative of non-aligned and friendly Algeria, and I would
like to extend to him my best wishes.

I would also like to take this opportunity to bid farewell to the
distinguished representative of France, Ambassador Jacques Jessel who also
leaves for a new assignment. I would like to express my pleasure at the
fruitful co-operation existing between ocur two delegations and I wish him
success in his new function.

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

We did have another speaker on our list today, the representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. I understand that it is not possible to
hear their statement now, and indeed, it may not be possible to hear it
today. However, I have received an indication from a group which is engaged
in consultations that they would welcome a 10 to 15 minute adjournment. This
is a somewhat unusual procedure, but if I have the consent of the Conference T
could adjourn to give a little time to the delegation of the Soviet Union and
then resume this meeting for a statement if desired, otherwise we would
proceed to hold our informal meeting.

I do not wish to embarass the delegation of the Soviet Union in any way.
I call on the representative of the Soviet Union.

Mr. KASHIRIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian): Because of a series of unavoidable circumstances,
Ambassador Issraelyan was unable to make an important statement today. Wwe
would like to apologize to you for that as well as to the members of the
Conference. The Soviet delegation is not asking, in this connection, for a
suspension.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the Soviet delegation. That therefore concludes
my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish to take the
floor?

You will recall that, at our plenary meeting last Thursday, the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events introduced for the
Conference's consideration three documents, as follows: CD/681l/Rev.l,
containing a summary of the Fourth Report of the Ad Hoc Group; document
CD/720, which contains the Fourth Report of the Ad Hoc Group in full;, and
document CD/721, which transcribes the Progress Report of the Ad Hoc Group on
its twenty-second session.

As I noted then, the Ad Hoc Group is submitting in the latter document a
number of recommendations, contained in the first sentence of paragraph 12 as
well as paragraphs 14 and 15. I indicated last week that we shall take up
those recommendations at our plenary meeting next Thursday, 21 Augqust. I
propose to do so and, on the basis of those actions, I will address to the
Secretary-General of the World Meteorological Organization the communication
which was circulated to you in draft form simultaneously with the documents
produced by the Ad Hoc Group. .

I wish also to announce that the Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an
Arms Race in Outer Space will hold its last meeting this afternoon at
3.30 p.m. in this Conference Room.

In this connection, I wish to emphasize the need for the Conference and
its subsidiary bedies to maintain the timetable already agreed upon, as we are
now very close to the end of the session and the question of processing
official documents and reports is now creating some difficulties. We should
avoid bottlenecks and also keep in mind that processing of documentation by
the technical services now takes longer.

Before we adjourn, I wish to recall that the Conference will hold an
informal meeting immediately after this plenary meeting to start its first
reading of the substantive paragraphs of the draft annual report, under
items 3 "Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters", and 6,
"Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons".

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmanet will be held on
Thursday, 21 August, at 10 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 11.15 a.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 38lst plenary meeting of the
Conference On Disarmament.

In conformity with its programme of work, the Conference continues today
its consideration of reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies as well as of the
Annual Report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. In accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, however, any member wishing to do so
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

As announced previously, I intend to put before the Conference today
document CD/721, which contains the Progress Report of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Identify Seismic Events on its twenty—-second session. You will recall
that I noted at previous meetings that this document contains a number of
recommendations in the first sentence of paragraph 12, as well as in
paragraphs 14 and 15. Once the list of speakers is exhausted I shall invite
the Conference to adopt these recommendations of the Ad Hoc Group. ‘

I wish also to recall that the Conference will hold today an informal
meeting immediately after this plenary meeting to continue our consideration
of the draft annual report to the General Assembly. We had originally
expected to deal today with agenda item 2, but we have not been able to keep
to the agreed timetable and we should today take up first the substantive
paragraphs under agenda items 3 and 6. I hope that we shall make up for the
delay and that we will be able to deal with both agenda items and then move to
agenda item 2. Otherwise, I should inform you that I do not see how we can
conclude the annual session in the time left to us.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of
Czechoslovakia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Japan, Algeria,
Poland, China, Australia, France and Canada. I now give the floor to the
representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. President, it is a pleasure to see
you, the experienced and skilful representative of Canada, in the Presidency
of the Conference for the concluding month of its session. Under your
efficient guidance we shall undoubtedly be able to appropriately evaluate what
happened in the Conference during the last year and conclude the elaboration
of our report to the General Assembly. My thanks go also to your predecessor,
Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma, for his efficient Presidency in July.

We note with satisfaction that negotiations on the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons have entered an intensive stage. The Ad Hoc
Committee and its three Working Groups were working very actively throughout
this session, and some important aspects of the chemical-weapon ban were also
addressed at the bilateral United States-Soviet consultations. It is thus
only natural that a certain optimism is emerging. Our delegation also
welcomes the fact that the chemical-weapons ban seems closer now than it did a
year or two ago. We recognize the positive impact which the new Soviet
proposals exerted on the ongoing process of negotiations. A flexible
approach, demonstrated once again by the Soviet proposals of 22 April, is the
only attitude which can lead to final success. It is desirable that, as we
try to finalize the convention, flexibility should mark the approach of all
delegations.

712
D e "
eclassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV.381
3

(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

But there are unfortunately, not only positive developments concerning
chemical weapons. While the Conference is doing its best to outlaw them, the
NATO alliance is preoccupied with search for the rationale for the production
of binary weapons and their eventual introduction in Europe. We deplore the
Brussels decision of 22 May and we fail to understand how it fits in with
widely proclaimed readiness to achieve a CW ban. This inconsistency makes us
wonder what is wrong with the present process aimed at chemical disarmament
if, in spite of its relatively advanced stage, it has not eliminated the drive
towards a further chemical-arms build-up. Does this inconsistency result
simply from the approach of individual military planners, or is it an
indication of a wider, general policy line?

We can hardly find an exhaustive answer to that question. But some
conclusions might offer themselves if one looks back at the development of CW
and at the inner logic of the chemical-arms race. Within the span of about
half a century several generations of CW were developed and it was mainly
their toxicity which constantly increased. As a result, in terms of toxicity
and area coverage, modern CW agents surpass the agents used in World War I by
several orders of magnitude. A simple comparison of lethal effects of various
CW agents illustrates this progression very clearly. If, in the case of
phosgene, used in 1915, this represented 3,200 mg per cubic metre of air
within a minute, for yperite (1917) it was only about half of that amount.

For sarin, produced in 1939, the lethal effect threshold went down sharply to
100 mg/m3 of air, for nerve agent VX (1960/1) to 38 mg/m3 of air and the
chemical designed as EA 5774 (1979) to just about 10 mg/m3 of air. Thus,
today's CW agents are substantially, "qualitatively", different from the old
ones. It might be further demonstrated by the simple fact that for
percutaneous administration - which represents an important method of military
use -~ about 200 drops of yperite are needed to constitute a lethal dose, while
the same effect can be achieved by a simple drop of VX compound.

But even this extreme toxicity does not, unfortunately, represent a limit
which could not be further lowered. Toxic compounds, which the United States
is considering for military use and which are currently still in the
development stage, are estimated to produce lethal effects even at a
concentration of 0.1 to 0.001 mg per cubic metre of air. It might be safely
pPresumed that these "prospects" are tempting to military planners and
represent an important reason why they are not ready to abandon the
chemical-arms race in their quest for superiority.

With the overall development of weapons and military equipment, the means
for delivering chemical weapons are also becoming faster, more accurate and
more penetrating. Today a whole spectrum of such means exists, from already
obsolete chemical mines and hand grenades for use in combat to more
sophisticated artillery and multiple-rocket-launcher shells, air force bombs
and containers, chemical warheads for short-range and medium-range
ground-based missiles. Here again, a new generation of delivery means appears
on the horizon. For instance, it has been reported that specific systems for
delivering organophosphorous compounds by means of cruise missiles are being
developed and have already been tested. They will make it possible to carry
out surprise attacks on Pinpoint targets well behind the battle lines, using
highly toxic and fast-acting chemical warfare agents.
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These, and possible future developments in the delivery means for CW,
could lead to dangerous calculations about increased use of CW against the
civilian population. It is obvious that, even without this "special concern”,
civilian populations will have to pay an extremely high price in the event of
a conflict with the use of CW. It has been estimated that the ratio between
killed soldiers and civilians could be as high as 1 to 20, -In case of
conflict in densely populated Europe, Or other similar regions of the world,
the civilian casualties would be immense.

These indiscriminate effects of CW, against both armed forces and the
civilian population, render chemical weapons, by their nature, primarily
of fensive weapons. Since chemical weapons would demonstrably cause greater
loss of life among civilians than among military personnel, it would make
little sense to employ them as a means of defence against an invader. Instead
of halting the enemy's advance, oW would, in the first place, provoke severe
losses among one's own civilian population. Thus, the justification of the
need for chemical weapons to serve defensive purposes simply does not hold
water. Likewise, the necessity to possess CW in order to deter chemical
aggression would simply disappear with the universal elimination of CW
stockpiles. Weighing all the pros and cons, the most accurate conclusion
seems to be that for supporters of the development and manufacture of ever new
chemical weapons these play a far from insignificant role in scenarios for the
offensive use of military power. A

The NATO Airland Battle Doctrine is quite outspoken in this respect. The
possible use of CW in offensive military operations might also be contemplated
in conjunction with both nuclear and conventional weapons. Under certain
scenario CW could be more readily used in place of another kind of weapons of
mass destruction =-- nuclear weapons. This could apply to situations when
long-term contamination of an attacked area is undesirable. Some chemical
warfare agents may cause prolonged ground contamination, but this property 1is
limited to only a few of these weapons. As a rule, chemical contamination
would be much more shortlived than radioactive contamination due to nuclear
weapons.

The increase in the toxicity of CW and the development of equipment for
their use went through more or less clearly defined stages. It seems obvious
that we are now somewhere between the two stages. The nerve agents of
World War II are now firmly in the chemical arsenals of a number of countries
and they have reached more than desirable perfection. But today, after long
years of research and experiments, which in some instances took decades, a newvw
generation of CW is already prepared for massive production.

I+ is thus only natural that the Conference on Disarmament has been
considering the problem of a chemical-weapons ban in the course of the last
six years. This fact alone confirms that the international community feels
the need to prevent the introduction into arsenals of new, even more toxic and
more sophisticated CW. To avert this new stage does not appear, however, to
be an easy task. The problem is that it has in fact begun a long time ago.
While existing CW were further improved, research on new weapons went on in
parallel.
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In this connection, the announcement by the United States in 1969 that it
would stop manufacturing lethal Cw agents is of some interest. Many nice
words have been said about that decision and we are not going to question its
value. But one aspect is usually omitted -- the United States could afford to
halt the production of the chemical agents known at that time because it had
begun to develop binary weapons under a programme for the military use of new
types of CW agents.

By 1969, extensive research on binary weapons had already been
accomplished. It started in 1954, when the United States Army Chemical Corps
embarked on a binary weapons programme, followed by the United States Navy
six years later. Widely-financed research in the following years made it
possible that in 1965 binary nerve gas bombs of the Big Eye type were patented
by United States Navy and Air Force, as well as binary cluster bombs in 1963.
In 1969 the XM 687 binary howitzer shell Prototype was field tested at Dugway
proving ground. The ensuing extensive work brought us to June 1980, when the
United States House of Representatives appropriated the funds needed to set up
a new production facility for binary chemical weapons at Pine Bluff Arsenal,
Arkansas. There followed the necessary political decisions from both the

* legislative and executive branches of the United States Government, and the
stage was set for the actual production of this new generation of CW.

If binary and multi-component weapons production is launched, the
verification of the desired CW ban will be'substantially complicated. The
problem is that components required for binary weapons can be made in the
civilian chemical industry with no need to conceal huge stockpiles. They may
also be used for peaceful purposes, e.g. to manufacture insecticides,
pharmaceuticals or other chemicals. Furthermore, the binary technology makes
it possible to contemplate the use of substances earlier thought to be
unsuitable for military application because of their shortlived chemical
stability. These are by no means all the Potential dangers this new
technology might bring about. If we fail to prevent binary-weapons
production, we would set ourselves on a path full of unknown an often
unpredictable dangers.

In our opinion, no country would start binary-weapons production out of
purely security considerations. Rather, various aggressive designs will be
kept in mind as well as the eternal quest for profits. And the mass
production of binary and multi-component chemical weapons would ensure the
arms contractors involved enormous extra profits. About $US 10 billion is to
be spent on the binary-weapons programme of the United States in the years up
to 1990. Moreover, the eventual introduction of binary weapons into various
regions of the world would substantially increase the chemical threat to many
countries, which can only contribute to further proliferation of chemical
weapons. We maintain that neither staunch aggressiveness of outdated military
strategists nor financial interests of the military -- industrial complex
represent a valid reason for States to launch a new round of the chemical-arms
race. We are ready to believe that political realism will prevail and that
finally the right choice -- the chemical-weapons ban -- will be made in time.

Let me stress one more aspect which renders a CW ban an urgent measure.
With the development of the chemical industry one might note that commercial
and military chemical substances are somewhat closer to each other than in the
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past. Nobody can exclude that in the relatively near future some military use
might be found for today's purely commercial chemicals and vice versa. For
instance, single-purpose precursors, like QL or DF, have no commercial use
today. But with the rapid development of science and technology no one can
give us a guarantee that in the future scme commercial use will not be found
even for these substances. 1f that happens, these substances might spread
quickly throughout civilian chemical industry. If the CW ban has not been
achieved by that time, it would become then substantially more difficult to
negotiate it and ensure compliance with it. Thus, a rather peculiar situation
emerges -- in the absence of the CW ban, the natural development of chemical
science and technology, which no one can stop, might objectively hamper
prospects for the cessation of the chemical-arms race. On the contrary, early
achievement of the ban and full compliance with it can give us a sufficient
guarantee that future development in the field of chemistry will remain
peaceful, with more favourable conditions for fruitful international
co-operation.

We appreciate the fact that the Conference is paying due attention to the
elaboration of the CW ban. Its relevant Ad Hoc Committee is by far the most
active working body of the Conference with a unique negotiating mandate.
Delegations are prepared to work actively not only during the Conference
segssion itself but also in the intersessional period. Serious interest in
chemical disarmament is also demonstrated by such actions as the recent
Workshop on the verification of non-production of CW organized by the
Netherlands, for which we would like to thank the Dutch delegation.

We maintain that each and every delegation should contribute towards the
achievement of the CW ban. This is not a problem for only the handful of
countries that possess the largest chemical capabilities. The need to provide
for world-wide compliance with the ban, and its possible impacts on the
civilian chemical industry and international trade in the field, require that
countries take an active part in the formulation of the convention's basic
provisions. It would not be a wise choice to wait until the convention is

ready and then only try to fit it to a State's own interests.

Judging by some political decisions, like the one I mentioned in the
beginning of my statement, it seems that for the time being in some NATO
countries there are two opposite tendencies -- one supporting the prohibition -
of CW while the other favours the massive production and deployment of new
CW. But these two tendencies cannot go on side by side for a long time. We
are now at a point in time when extremely important decisions will have to be
made. If the second option prevails and new CW production programmes are
launched, negotiations on a CW ban will be seriously hampered and the tasks to
be solved will become incomparably more difficult.

I cannot conclude my statement without expressing our deep appreciation
of the decision of the Soviet Union of 18 August to prolong its unilateral
moratorium on nuclear-weapon testing £ill the beginning of next year. We
consider it a bold and unprecedented step aimed at the effective cessation of
the nuclear arms race. It is high time that other nuclear-weapon States, in
the first place the United States, reacted appropriately to this constructive
invitation which the world applauds. These are deeds, not words!
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As regularly happens in the month of August, a number of our colleagues
will be leaving us. Ambassador Gonsalves of India is already back in
New Delhi discharging his new important functions. I would ask the Indian
delegation to convey to Ambassador Gonsalves how I appreciated Close
co-operation with him. Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria, Ambassador Jessel of
France and Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany are also
leaving us. We enjoyed working together with them and we wish them all
success in their new important assignments. Let me also welcome among us the
new representative of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador von Stilpnagel. We are certain that he will contribute
constructively to the work of the Conference.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia for his
statement and for his kingd words to the President. I would also like to thank
him for the speed of his delivery, given the length of our list.

I now give the floor to the representative of the USSR, Mr. Kashirin.

Mr. KASHIRIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian): The members of the Conference and the observers from several
countries taking part in its work already know that the Soviet Union has again
extended the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions which it has been
strictly observing for one year now. The special decision to this effect
taken by the Politburc of the CPSU Central Committee and the Soviet Government
was made public by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee,
Mikhail Gorbachev, in his address on Moscow television on 18 August, which, at
the request of the Soviet delegation, will be circulated as an official
document of the Conference.

It should be especially clear to éxperts on disarmament that this was not
an easy decision. It was taken in accordance with the Soviet Union's
fundamental policy of ensuring general security by means of disarmament, and
taking into account the multitude of factors, events and problems that
determine the face of today's world and the realities of the nuclear space age.

Those realities are grim. Mountains of nuclear and every other type of
weapon have been built up, but the arms race is not abating but accelerating.
The danger has arisen that it will be transferred to outer space. The '
militarization of the United States of America and the entire NATO bloc is
proceeding at high speed. The bace of development of military technology is
SO rapid that it is leaving less and less time for peoples, States and
politicians to awaken to the real threat and reducing mankind's opportunities
to halt the slide towards the nuclear abyss. There must be no delay, or such
sophisticated arms Systems will emerge that agreement on their control will be
altogether impossible. The situation is becoming increasingly intolerable.
Today it is not enough to preserve the existing treaties, major practical
Steps are required, steps which can curb militarism and bring about a turn for
the better in the course of events. The balance of fear is ceasing to be a
factor of restraint. That is so not only because, in general, fear is no wise
counsel and can only lead to actions with unpredictable consequences. Fear is
a direct participant in the arms race. By heightening distrust and suspicion,
it forms a vicious circle of enhanced tension.
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Pre-nuclear thinking in fact lost its significance on 6 August 1945.
Today it is impossible to ensure one's own security without taking into
account the security of other States and peoples. There can be no genuine
security unless it is equal for all and comprehensive. To think otherwise is

to live in a world of illusion, in a world of self-deception.

Two tragedies involving nuclear and space-age technology have happened
recently: the loss of the Challenger crew and the accident at the Chernobyl
nuclear plant. They have heightened anxiety and peen a brutal reminder that
man is only just beginning to master the fantastically powerful forces he has
himself brought into being and is only now learning to place them at the
service of progress. These events have furnished an object lesson in what
would happen should nuclear weapons be used. A major, perhaps the major
lesson is that the weapons devised by man should never be used and that today
it is simply suicidal to build relations between States on the illusion that
superiority can be attained in terrible means of destruction. Their complete
elimination is the only way towards genuine peace. Specialists have estimated
that the radiation from the explosion of the smallest nuclear warhead would be
equivalent to three Chernobyls. This estimate is very probably correct. And
if it is, that means that exploding even a small part of the accumulated
nuclear arsenal would be a catastrophe, an irremediable catastrophe. Ayone
who still dares to.make a first nuclear strike will doom himself to an
agonizing death =-- not from a retaliatory strike, but from the consequences of
the explosion of his own warheads. This is not propaganda, not political
extemporizing, not the heightening of fears, but reality. It is simply
irresponsible to reject it, and criminal to disregard ite

The decision made by the Soviet Union a year ago on a moratorium was
based on the devotion of socialism as a social system to the cause of peace
and on profound awareness of its responsibility for the future of
civilization. The Soviet Union, as a socialist State and as a nuclear Power,
regards as its supreme duty to do everything it can to save the peaceful
future of the planet. Our desire to move the course of international
development towards détente is consistent with our philosophy and our
socialist morality, but in the nuclear age, saving the Earth from nuclear
annhiliation is a universal human task, a matter for all peoples.

We can, of course, only take inspiration from the fact that people of
good will have welcomed our decision to extend the moratorium on nuclear
explosions. We have been hearing words of approval and support from all
corners of the world. Politicians and parliamentarians, public figures and
mass organizations have seen in this step an example of the correct approach
to the present-day problems and a hope of deliverance from the fear of a
nuclear catastrophe. The Soviet moratorium was approved by the United Nations
General Assembly =-- the most representative gathering of States in the world.
Throughout the world now, in the minds of peoples, politicians and public
figures of the most diverse orientations and world outlooks, a conviction is
asserting itself ever more strongly: the very existence of the human race is
at stake, and the time has come for resolute and responsible action. This is
shown, incidentally, by the statements of many delegations in the Conference
on Disarmament. The importance of the Soviet moratorium has been mentioned
here by the distinguished representatives of Mexico, India, Sweden, Venezuela
and many other countries.
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To be fair, it should be said that some delegations, while paying tribute
to the Soviet moratorium, have nevertheless expressed doubts as to whether it
can provide an answer to the arguments put forward by the opponents of a test
ban. I have in mind, in particular, the interesting and in Some respects very
convincing statement made by the distinquished representative of the
Netherlands, Ambassador van Schaik, on 29 July 1986 on the issue of a nuclear
test ban.

In this respect, I would like to emphasize that, as we have stressed on
numerous occasions in the past, the Soviet Union does not regard a moratorium
4s an end in itself or as a substitute for a comprehensive test-ban treaty,
but as an important first step towards such a treaty. Moreover, the
Soviet Union has expressed its readiness to agree on a series of verification
measures to check compliance with a Soviet-United States bilateral moratorium,
including on-site inspections when necessary.

Thus, a mutually verifiable moratorium could become the dress rehearsal,
as it were, for the comprehensive test-ban treaty the conclusion of which has
been and is still our principal goal in this sphere. 1In this respect, I would
remind you that, in the past, a moratorium on nuclear testing contributed to
the conclusion of the 1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the
atmosphere, in outer Space and under water.

Many delegations at the Conference have npoted with concern that the
United States still refuses to follow the Soviet Union's example and join in a
moratorium. Indeed, the United States, the champion ag regards the number of
explosions for 40 years, has detonated another 18 nuclear devices during the
year of the Soviet moratorium, and three of them were not declared. Moreover,
a8s a rule it has done so Oostentatiously, timing the tests to coincide either
with a Soviet announcement of the extension of the moratorium or with some
other Soviet initiative. They even invited us to Nevada to watch it all
happening. To this it should be added that the Present United States

breakthrough towards Stopping the nuclear arms race and would speed up the
elimination of nuclear weapons. The logic here is simple: if there are no
tests, there will be no upgrading of nuclear weapons -- which both sides have
in any case Stockpiled in abundance. This is demonstrated by the appeals made
to the United States and the Soviet Union by a substantial ang Prestigious
part of the world community States. It includes the "Delhi Six", a standing
forum of leaders of countries in four continents -- Argentina, Greece, India,
Mexico, Tanzania ang Sweden. A few days ago, at a meeting in the city of
Ixtapa, they adopted the Mexico Declaration, which contains a further appeal
for an end to all nuclear tests. That is also the demand of the majority of
the States members of the non-aligned movement. The Soviet Union is, of
course, aware that forces which have no wish to disarm at all are active in
the United States. Moreover, they are doing their utmost to drag us into
ever-new spirals of the arms race, to provoke us into slamming the door at the

for a joint quest for ways of improving the international situation, halting
the senseless arms race, to eliminate nuclear weapons, will prevail in

American assessments and actions,
' 719

| : - 120001-2
Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100



Declassified i i "
assified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

cD/PV. 381 ' “
10

(Mr. Kashirin, USSR)

Under these conditions, the Politburo of the CPSU Central Committee and
the Government of the Soviet Union having thoroughly and scrupulously weighed
all the pros and cons and guided by their responsibility for the fate of the
world, have decided to extend the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions
until 1 January 1987. 1In taking this step, the Soviet Union believes that
pecple in all countries of the world, political circles and international
public opinion will correctly assess the lengthy silence on Soviet nuclear
test ranges. AsS Mikhail Gorbachev emphasized in this connection, and I quote,
"on behalf of the Soviet people, 1 appeal to the reason and dignity of
Americans not to miss another historic chance on the path towards an end to
the arms race". The Soviet Union is confident that an agreement on ending
nuclear tests can be reached speedily and signed before the end of this year
at the Soviet-American summit meeting. That event would, without a doubt. be
the main tangible outcome of the meeting and a considerable step towards
ending the arms race. It would be a kind of prologue to further progress at
the talks on nuclear weapons and their elimination and to radical improvement
in the world situation as a whole. The Soviet Union's moratorium on nuclear
explosions, being an action and not merely a proposal, is practical proof of
the earnestness and sincerity of our nuclear disarmament programme and of our
calls for a new policy, 2 policy of realism, peace and co-operation. More
than half of 1986, which was declared the Year of Peace by the United Nations,
has passed. By extending its unilateral moratorium, the Soviet Union is
contributing to the common striving to ensure that this year goes down in
history as being worthy of its name. That is the essence of the
Soviet Union's new political initiative. -

The Soviet delegation would like to take this opportunity to introduce
its working paper, CD/724, devoted to issues of seismic verification of the
non-conducting of nuclear tests. This document has already been distributed
to delegations. The document puts forward the Soviet Union's ideas on this
important aspect of verification of a nuclear test ban, including the
relatively rapid exchange of Level II seismic data, and on the carrying out of
an appropriate international experiment. The Soviet Union's proposals on this
matter are prompted by a desire to expedite in every possible way the
conclusion of a multilateral treaty on a general and comprehensive nuclear
test ban under effective control.

As the Soviet delegation has repeatedly stressed, our country is prepared
to use all possible roads leading to that goal. Here, at the Conference on
Disarmament, we have persistently worked for the establishment of an ad hoc
committee on the topic, chowing considerable flexibility during the
consultations on its mandate, and we cannot, of course, but express regret and
disappointment at the fact that, despite all the efforts of the socialist
countries and the States members of the Group of 21, the Conference has not
managed to agree on setting up such a committee. In this regard, we would
like to express agreement with the view of the distinguished representative of
Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, that the States supporting the commencement
of multilateral negotiations on a nuclear test ban had gone the greater part
of the way in the search for a compromise. It is clear that it is only the
inflexible stance of the United States and its closest allies that has, for
three successive years, been preventing the Conference from getting down to
practical work on this issue. It is regrettable that the Western countries
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which were the authors of documents cp/521 and CD/621 have not displayed one
iota of flexibility and have not heeded the opinion of the other countries
that form the majority of the Conference.

While we attach the greatest importance to the elaboration of a
multilateral test ban treaty, we deem it important, for wholly understandable
reasons, that measures to stop nuclear tests be taken first by the
United States ang the Soviet Union. That is why the Soviet Union, which
declared a unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions last Year and recently
extended it afresh for almost another half-year, is so persistently trying to
obtain the United States Participation in that moratorium and so keenly
pursuing the questjion of the resumption of, and the attainment of Practical
results in the tripartite negotiations between the USSR, the United Stateg and
the United Kingdom.,

multilateral efforts can usefully Supplement each other., ag regards the
bilateral efforts in this area, ag You know, a roungd of Soviet~United States
RNegotiations on the Problem of halting nuclear-weapon tests took Place in
Geneva from 25 to 31 July of this year. The Soviet delegation at those talks
firmly insisted that their ainm must be to define the methodology ang terms of

of verification, our Position was and ig based on the need for the
verification to be of the Prohibition ang not of the conducting of nuclear
tests. We have followed that line in al1 forums dealing with the prohibition

Administration to what is one of the most acute broblems of our time, a
broblem whoge urgent resolution ig now being calleqd for by an overwhelming
majority of States ang by millions of People throughout the world, including a
majority of the Population of the United States itself. The Soviet Union will
continue to work Steadfastly to eénsure that the Soviet-United States

The PRESIDENT, 1 thank the representative of the USSR and I now give the
floor to the representative of Japan, Ambassador Imai.

Mr. IMar (Japan):; 1t ig not without emotjion that I realize that thisg
—_ At
August marks the completion of fou
on Disarmament, In addition to the Unitegq Nations First Committee ang various
review conferences, Something like 24 months of deliberationsg and negotiations
in this Counci] Chamber have been added to my diplomatic career. I shoulqd
like to Say that it has indeed been a Pleasure and a privilege. 1p the normal
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We can all recall the good old days when no one doubted that the whole
point of disarmament negotiations was to reduce arms and thereby to bring
about increased gecurity. Of all weapons, nuclear explosives and their
delivery systems are obviously the most crucial. When the post-war
disarmament process started in the 1950s in Geneva, it was natural that one
central topic should have been the ban on nuclear testing, which, in addition
to the concern over environmental contamination, was the shortest-cut to
restraining the development of new and more powerful weapons. These were the
days of crude nuclear warheads and testing methods, and the logic of the test
ban was very clear. Also, a complete pan of nuclear weapons and complete
international control of the related technology and material were still very
much on the horizon. 1 would like to refer a 1little later to this central
theme of the Geneva process.

From the late 1950s, the composition of the Geneva negotiating forum has
changed, first involving 10 East/West countries, then adding eight non-aligned
States to make up the ENDC, and finally to today's Conference on Disarmament
with its 40 member States. Arms control negotiations nave been conducted in
other forums including the United States/USSR bilaterals, trilaterals, or
multilaterals with a European focus. Also there have been regional approaches.

In spite of the expansions in the number and scope of negotiating forums,
we are today unfortunately no closer to successful reductions in arms, nuclear
or otherwise. Instead we have seen a tremendous growth in the number and
destructive capabilities of nuclear warheads, the rapid increase in the
number, range and throw-weight of missiles, advancement in target acquisition
and in their state of readiness. The only thing we have succeeeded in so far
was stopping the increase in the number of nuclear-weapon States, and this,
thanks to the collective wisdom and courage of the parties to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. We look at the on-going Geneva negotiations between
the United States and the Soviet Union for deep, balanced and verifiable
reductions in nuclear weapons with a great deal of interest. They may become
the first ever to achieve real nuclear arms reductions instead of just placing
ceilings on their expansion, and we sincerely hope that such measures will be
realized between the two negotiating parties.

The thought leads us back to the real purpose of arms control and
disarmament negotiations. It has been pointed out that, in spite of the
tremendous increase in nuclear arsenals, Or maybe because of such an increase,
the world has managed to avoid a nuclear catastrophe for the past 40 years.
The destructive capabilities of the two arsenals are such that both physical
and psychological deterrence are at work, while highly sophisticated command
and control systems are in place to prevent accidental nuclear warfare from
inadvertently breaking out. What has at one time been described as the two
scorpions in 2 bottle has somehow survived. The situation is described as MAD
(Mutually Assured Destruction) plus the minimum CBM (Confidence-Building
Measures) to enable co-operation in crisis management.

The situation is far from being ideal, but in this way the world
continues to be livable, and here I would like to touch upon the concept of
*nuclear winter". I have always felt somewhat uneasy with those who venture
to make numerical predictions regarding the effects of a nuclear war pased on
a simple one-dimensional climatic model. The Earth's atmosphere is governed
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war-fighting capabilitijes, If one imagines a situation ip which the two would
not talk to each other, that would be a far more dangerous world.

Unfortunately, in the Present situation, the above-mentioned view is far
from being overly pessimistic. 1f we recall the very long period of time that

reasonable to argue that the Process of negotiations is at least as important
as the output. we can add that the similar considerations apply in the case
of multilateral negotiations.

I would like to refer to the following three points. One is the neeq of
maintaining contact, or of not giving up. One can see a telling example of
this Perception in the importance given to the hotline as a Part of crisis
avoidance between the two most bowerful countrjes, The second point is in
fact widely accepted as the basis for stability ang security, ang that is the
Proper balance between the two forces. I shall not get into theoretical
details Tegarding what ig and what is not deterrence in modern Strategic-
thinking. The conceptual framework has changed with time. It ig sufficient

and nuclear, is an essential ingredient of modern arms control, Thirdly,
there is a great deal of harg work that must g0 into the writing of any
disarmament agreement. We a11 know that "definitions", "declarationg™ and
"verification" have to be elaborated carefully and in bainful detail so that
the essential balance which is the very core of any agreement cap be clearly
described ang be implementable.

Some other agenda it ere is disagreement 3s to how we, ag the Conference,
should handle these essential building blocks. 1n any event, these

considerations definitely lead us to conclude that mere declaratory Positions
about disarmament and arms control are no longer sufficient or convincing.

As we continue these considerations, it becomes important that we examine
again the role of a multilateral forum such as ours, in the context of the
continuing arms control dialogue between the two major Powers. The Conference
is the sole multilateral Regotiating forum on disarmament . It would then be
useful to review what were the basic eéxpectations at the time of its
establishment by the Final Document. 71p view of the seven years' record of
the Conference's existence which failed to Produce a single disarmament
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(Mr. Imai, Japan)

as an instrument in propaganda, then that is another matter. Japan, for omne,
has never considered the Conference as a forum for a public relations
exercise, or as an apparatus to improve one's own political image. I believe
that we have much more serious issues at hand and its importance transcends
mere pride of participation or an alibi at the expense of someone else's
"political will®.

There were times in the Geneva process when joint drafts presented by the
United States and the Soviet Union were sufficient. The multilateral forum
first acted as a sounding board, then examined the drafts, commented on their
provisions and sent them on the General Assembly for final considerations and
adoption. The partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, the NPT of 1970 and other
examples are available in this category. The Antarctic Treaty of 1960 and the
Outer Space Treaty of 1967 went through 2 somewhat similar procedure.

On the other hand, there have been a number of purely bilateral
agreements worked out around what were then considered to be solely pbilateral
problems. In the negotiating history of the Anti-Ballistic Missile (RBM)
Treaty, we find an interesting reference to possible offensive capabilities of
a third party. However, there was no question that the matter of balance
petween offensive and defensive arms was primarily a pilateral affair. At the
same time, although no other States except the United States and USSR held any
meaningful capability orT jntention to place weapons of mass destruction in
Earth orbit, the Outer Space Treaty was conceived of and agreed upon as a
multilateral instrument.

We live and work today in an atmosphere different from the days of joint
chairmanship and joint drafts, and this in itself ig a development reflecting
an increased role for multilateral participation. At the same time, it should
be clear that any jdea of nuclear or space disarmament which does not command
the simultaneous support of the two major Powers cannot be a viable proposal.
Awareness of this fact does not in any way diminish our role or
responsibilities.‘ It enhances Our function in arms control and disarmament Dby
forcing us to make efforts either jointly or separately to reason with the
major Powers to accept viable disarmament measures, which, after all, are not
just matters of bilateral concern.

Perhaps I have talked too long about generalities. These, however, are
not only my personal convictions but represent the philosophy with which I
nave been conducting ¥ dguty in this forum for the past four years. I would
now like to turn to the issue of the nuclear-test ban, which has been one of
the central focuses of the Geneva disarmament process.

As to the actual £inal steps which 1led the negotiators in 1963 to the
partial NTB agreement, including assessment of seismic detection and the
effects of underground testing on warhead design, we have available limited
records of the United States side only. The Soviet Union did not disclose any
meaningful information reflecting their considerations leading to acceptance
of the Partial Test Ban Treaty. nor indeed on any policy or technological
background regarding military-related decisions. This makes it very difficult
for us to form a realistic assessment of +he comparable positions of the
two States regarding a comprehensive rest-ban régime. All we have from the
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(Mr. Imai, Japan)
_____________i

Soviet Union is a declaratory Position without e€Xplanation, I beliéve that
€ can be 3 range within which explanation of details would help ang not

identification is difficult, At the same time, there are reports of nuclear

not sound very convincing, it Provides an opportunity to carefully review the
meaning of a CTR régime.

judgement regarding aljl these arguments, it Was with these things in mind that
Japan, back in 1984, Proposed 3 step-by-step approach to this Problem. 1t has
been very unfortunate that the Conference has spent most of its eénergy in thijg
field on the matter °f a mandate for an aqg hoc committee, ang has never had
the OPportunity to closely exXamine the substantive matters, including those we
have been Suggesting for Some time.
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(My. Imai, Japan)

may be no more than a contradiction in terms. Initial declarations of weapons
stocks will pe followed by their verification and then elimination. One
should also ralk about non-production, in which the experience of the
International Atomic Energy Agency on nuclear safeguards may be pertinent.

1 mention these as matters we would be investigating if we were tO be
writing a convention tO ban nuclear weapons. Unfortunately. it looks to be a
rather remote possibility as a disarmament objective. Nothing, howeveI.
prohibits us from engaging in such an exercise as & means of setting up an
ultimate goal as a “criteria against which we may make assessment of wvarious
test ban possibilities. When Japan made a test-ban proposal, I do not think
that we had any illusions about what could be meaningfully achieved in the
short term. At the same rime we did not feel constrained in insisting oo the
pasic logic of the subject matter.

I would now like +o touch on some other items on the Conference's agenda.

Outer space is already very much in use, such as for meteorological
observation, commercial and other communications, or geoloqical and
geophysical observations as represented by activities of the Earth resources
gatellites. At the same time there is no question that outer space represents
the most sophisticated and advanced rechnologies of our time. Also, the
distinction between peaceful uses, military uses, and offensive and defensive
systems has eraditionally been one of the most challenging and conceptually
complicated.

In spite of a considerable degree of complications, rechnical, legal and
financial, we nevertheless feel that outer space has to be jointly and
multilaterally administered, pased upon a widely accepted legal and technical
régime. Mankind's contact with outer space has peen so far very limited,
while the number of countries with direct access to various Earth orbits has
not been large. We suspect., however, that with the expansion of such contact,
extensive and complicated work will be required, and if that is the case, we
should begin now. and begin with the examination of the broad £ramework of
possible agreements as to what kind of order we would like to see in outer
space from the viewpoint of effective prevention of an arms race. In this
sense, although disarmament may be our primary concern, we do not need to
1imit ourselves to the immediate subjects such as pallistic missile defence or
anti-satellite weapons. To do soO hastily will confuse the issue. In my
understanding, many BMDs are techncially capable of ASAT functions, while most
ICBMs may be BMDs.

I have had a number of opportunities in the past to aiscuss our CW work
and have no intention of repeating myself today. I would rather 1ike to point
out the following.

Because of §he difficulties which the Conference 1is encountering in the
negotiation of other agenda items, there is 2 distinct interest in CW as the
only available subject for negotiations. This in itself may be a welcome
sign, especially with the increasing jnterest in various capitals. At the
same time, since the major part of the work ijs conducted at the working group
jevel, which meets five or six times a week, it is not easy for anyone to have
a good grasp of4ell the technical and legal details of the current .work. It
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(Mr. Imai, Japan)

is not inconceivable under the Circumstancesg that both technical experts and
Non-experts might lose sight of the overall structural logic of the
convention, obviously each into different directionsg. While we are all for
the early realization of a Ccw convention, there is ap additional consideration
of importance. That is the fact that the convention, by'necessity, will be an
instrument which will Place the world's chemical industry under some
restrictions, Since extensive control of what is in effect 3 gigantic ang
mature industry is neither feasible nor desirable, it is important to draw a
clear line at which an effective ban on chemical weapons can be carried out
without undue interference in the day-to-day operation of the Peaceful
chemical industry, That is easier said than done, but obviously there is no

are specific to Chernobyl, and it jig very difficult to generalize. One
feature that ig lesson of that accident ig g, need for organized ang quick
international action, including immediate information of accidents ang

agree to Prohibit military attacks on beaceful nuclear activities, but for the
moment avoid the complicated task of trying to define quantitative thresholds
of such facilities. We took thig bosition whep we offered the idea of an
Optional Protocol to the Conference in 1982, ang our thinking remains
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(Mr. Imai, Japan)

pefore the plenary and I took the 1iberty of sharing with you some of my
convictions. I hope 1 have made sensé. Thank you, Mr. President, and through
you I should like to rhank all my colleagues.

The PRESIDENT! 1 thank the representative of Japan for his statement.

We have Jearned that Ambassador Imai is 1ikely to be leaving us after having
served his country and this conference for four years with outstanding
diplomatic competence. 1 do not need to recall his significant contributions
to our work as they are well-known to all of us. We shall, however, miss his
advice, sensée of humour, his wisdom, his personal expertise and also, if I may
say so, on behalf of all of you, his humanistic optimism, which is the
rational nature of man, and his capability to master and regulate the course
of his destiny. on behalf of the Conference, I wish ambassador and Mrs. Imai
all the best in their personal as well as their diplomatic life.

1 now give the floor to the representative of Algeria, ambassador Kerroum.

Mr. KERROUM (Algeria) (translated from French): Pirst of all,

Mr. President, 1 wish teo congratulate you on benalf of the delegaticn of
Algeria on your election as President of our Conference. I am convinced that
your well-known competence and your outstanding experience, as well as the
commitment of the Government and people of Ccanada to the cause of disarmament,
will gquarantee the success of our work 2as well as help to prepare for the next
gsession. I would also like to pay tribute to your predecessoTy the Ambassador
of Burma, U Tin Tun, for his devoted and dedicated discharge of his task as
president during tne month of July.

As the 1986 gession of the Conference on Disarmament draws to a close, MY
mandate as representative of Algeria to this Conference is also coming to an
end. A year with you is certainly not long enough for me £o claim to enrich
the usual stock-taking at this phase of our WoOrk, put I will perhaps take
advantage of the privilege rhat I had of being in this very spot in 1979 to
share with you gsome thoughts that I have had, given this two-fold experience
with a few years in between.

In February 1979, just after the holding of the first special session of
the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament and of its .success as shown
in the form of the Final Document, as in February 1986 following the Geneva
summit meeting between president Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev and
its international impact, it was more than reasonable to hope that there would
be a decisive preakthrough towards disarmament and that we would see the
Conference on Disarmament, 2an expression of the common destiny and joint

ef fort of nations, effectively play jts role and fully discharge its mandate
as the sole multilateral negotiating body in its field. Now it must be said
that the expectations of the international community have not been met.
Neither the impetus provided in 1978 by an international consensus
commensurate with the challenge facing mankind, nor the solemn will expressed
in 1985 by the two major Powers, has enabled the conference to make
significant headway. On the contrary, judging from the turn taken during the
session, from the debates on the various agenda items, it appears that in 1986
we are even further away than we were in 1979 from the Final Document that is.
and must remain, our benchmark.
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True, considerable commendable effort has been made and progress has been
achieved in the discussions on a chemical weapons convention. However, while
it notes this positive development, the delegation of Algeria today is more
inclined to express its concern at the trend which is emerging. It appears
that little by little we are losing sight of the objective of a total ban on
chemical weapons and that we are now envisaging a concept closer to a
non-proliferation régime. If this trend was confirmed, it would mark a step
backwards and one all the more negative in that it would carry within itself
the seeds of the inevitable failure. Over and above the requirement of
security, the signature of and compliance with an agreement of this nature are
of necessity dependent on the production potential and development needs of
States. I must therefore reaffirm what I said on 25 February 1986: that a
chemical weapons convention "can only mean the total elimination of chemical
weapons if it prohibits their development, production and stockpiling. It
cannot possibly have a non-proliferation function or constitute any sort of
obstacle to the chemicals industry, which is the very foundation of
development, particularly in agriculture".

The greatest disappointment concerns a nuclear test ban; that is because
of the symbolic importance of such a ban, which is seen as an indication of
the determination to halt and then reverse the arms race. General acceptance
of a moratorium and full preparedness to embark on a negotiating process
continue to constitute the sole appropriate response to the expectations of
the international community. The inability to set up an ad hoc committee with
a negotiating mandate, and the attendant interminable discussions, can only
lead to frustration.

The debate on this item, however, was certainly not futile. Backed up by
the work of the Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, the debate has
helped to show that, where nuclear tests are concerned -- and this applies to
chemical weapons too -- verification problems are no longer insurmountable
obstacles if there is political will to succeed and the necessity of an
agreement is accepted.

The disappointment and frustration are the same as regards outer space.
Rather than the possibility of Preventing the development of the arms race in
outer space while there is s+ill time, the preference seems to be to consider
no more than contreolling that race.

Despite the numerous commendable efforts that have been and still are
being made, this stalemate and thig tendency to move backwards cannot,
logically, lead to substantive results as regards either the prevention of
nuclear war or a comprehensive programme of disarmament.

In politics, the art of the possible, realism is undeniably a fruitful
virtue. Now, it may seem more realistic, in a world which is more and more
governed by the law of relative might, to focus our energies on controlling
the arms race, but that same realism should lead to the realization that
sooner or later, with the constant improvement of more and more sophisticated
and destructive weapons and the unceasing growth of mistrust, the arms race
will inevitably become uncontrollable. That realism ultimately accepts the
assertion =- unacceptable because what is at stake is the survival of
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mankind -- that war, even nuclear war, is a biological necessity. At all
events, it contradicts what was said in the joint statement issued after the
Reagan-Gorbachev summit to the effect that a "nuclear war cannot be won and
should never be fought”.

In this state of affairs, one question remains of burning concern: how
to remove the so-far insurmountable obstacles on the road to disarmament? The
delegation of Algeria is of the view that there is a beginning of an answer in
the solemn declaration by the two major Powers of their renunciation of
military superiority. It is the search for, or fear of military superiority
that is at the very source of the arms race. That is true of the greatest
Powers, as well as of the smallest nations. The result is a climate of
suspicion, aggravated by the feeling that security is always to be perceived
in military terms -- and that at ever-higher levels -- and is always '
precarious.

The renunciation of military superiority gives cause for hope because it
implies that security is no longer a function of military parameters alone and
that weapons are neither the only, nor even the best means of ensuring
security. It enables the problems of disarmament to be set in their true
context -- that of international relations as a whole. It encourages
awareness that the business of disarmament can only be viable if dialogue
replaces confrontation, co-operation, antagonism and international law power
politics and, above all, if a far more just system of economic relations is
established. The heightening of inequalities in levels of development,
constitutes an increasing threat to international peace and security. The
failure to come to grips with this problem dramatically illustrates the
impasse in which we now f£ind ourselves. It is regrettable enough that, even
though it is included in the Final Document, the link between disarmament and
development has never been debated within this Conference. It is even more
regrettable that the international conference that was scheduled on this
matter has had to be postponed. Considerations of circumstances apart, it
seems that, in the final analysis, the postponement of this conference, as
well as the standstill in the work of the Conference on Disarmament, are due
to the same factors and particularly to the persistence in seeing all
problems, whatever they may be, in a single perspective =-- that of controlling
the arms race.

The true nature of the link between disarmament and development implies
that institution of a healthier international environment would, initially.,
enable all countries, particularly the poorest, to devote the bulk of their
national resources to their development. That would already be an immense
step forward and one, at all events, in keeping with the principle of relying
first of all on oneself. In the second phase, once mistrust had diminished or
perhaps even disappeared and dialogue and co-operation prevailed,
restructuring of the international economic system along the lines of justice
and equity would, far from causing insoluble problems, become a demand shared
by all and enable development efforts to bear full fruit. One could, finally.
envisage a third phase in which a disarmament for development fund could be
established, not so much as a decisive means of bringing about development,
but more as a means of giving concrete form to a basic principle, that of
international solidarity.
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Disarmament is toco noble a cause, too vital to mankind's future, for us
to give in to despair. My presence for a year alongside representatives who
are so devoted to this cause has Strengthened me in this belief. In
February 1987 I shall no longer be here with you. I should like to take the
opportunity today to express my thanks and gratitude for the full co-operation
and willingness to assist shown to me by all representatives, by the
Secretary-General of the Conference and by the secretariat. I am fully aware
that, without their co-operation, sometimes even their indulgence, my task
would have been an impossible one.

One always has mixed feelings when leaving, Feelings of regret,
consolation-and gratification. The regret comes when I think that I shall no
longer be participating in your work and that I shall have no chance to build
on the relations that I have had the privilege of establishing with other
representatives to this Conference.

I am consoled, however, when I think that in any event I would not have
had the pleasure of Seeing certain representatives again as they, too, are
about to leave. I have in mind the representative of France,

Ambassador Jessel, whose competence and experience one cannot but admire, and
the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Wegener,
whose contribution to the work of this Conference is unanimously recognized
and who has constantly been willing to engage in discussions that I have
always found enriching. I am thinking, finally, of the representative of
India, Ambassador Gonsalves, a man remarkable for his keen sense of political
reality and one who has brilliantly expressed and defended his country's
pPosition and ardently advocated the principles of the non-aligned.

I am also consoled, and proud, when I think that I shall have the honour
of representing my country, as of 1 September 1986, in Yugoslavia. Everyone
is aware of the exceptional ties between Yugoslavia and Algeria and of the
friendship between the Peoples of those two countries. These ties and this
friendship stem from the similar sacrifices made to obtain our freedom and
they have been strengthened over the years by the common Struggle in the cause
of non-alignment, They are expressed in Cco-operation, in the context of our
exemplary self-help relations. Furthermore, I shall, sooner or later, have
the great pleasure of seeing Ambassador Vidas again and so of continuing the
friendship we formed here. I shall also have the equal pleasure of seeing
Ambassador Kematina again regularly, if only during the brief holidays that he
will have from his demanding post and that is one privileged link with the
Conference that I shall be keeping.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Algeria for his statement
and for the kind words addressed to the President, and for the touching words
with which he concluded his statement.

We will all miss Ambassador Kerroum, whose extensive experience ang
diplomatic ability, coupled with his constructive and positive and
co-operative approach, have been invaluable to the work of the Conference.
Albeit for too short a period, I am sure we would all feel that. His

" thoughtful Presentation, including his statement today, belie the modest but
obviously sincere opening comments he made. He has represented his country
with great distinction in this Conference and I feel sure that he will be
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successful in the new and important post which has been entrusted to him. I
extend to Ambassador and Mrs. Kerroum on behalf of all of us our best wishes.

I now give the floor to the representative of Poland,
Ambassador Turbanski.

Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland): Mr. President, before I come to the main subject
of my statement today, which will be chemical weapons, I would like to welcome
wholeheartedly the recent extremely important decision taken by the
Soviet Union with respect to the extension until the end of this year of its
unilateral moratorium on all nuclear tests, which was so fully presented by
the representative of the Soviet Union, Comrade Kashirin.

This courageous step of the Soviet Union is renewed proof of its
determination to stop the nuclear-arms race, and a further contribution to the
United Nations International Year of Peace, so frequently referred to in this
hall.

In announcing this decision General Secretary Gorbachev saids

"Being an act, and not only a proposal, the Soviet Union's moratorium on
nuclear blasts proves in action the seriousness and sincerity of our
nuclear disarmament programme, of our calls for a new policy -- that of
realism, peace and co-operation."

Such a new policy of realism, peace and co-operation is also expected by
the peoples of the world from the United States. Regrettably, this is not the
case so far.

As I have indicated, today I should like to make several comments and
observations on some aspects of item 4 of the agenda, i.e. chemical weapons.
Poland attaches great importance to negotiations on the prohibition of
chemical weapons. My delegation does its best to contribute to the
Conference's work in this field, including as item co-ordinator for the group
of socialist countries.

The Conference on Disarmament is getting closer to its goal of
elaborating a draft treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Over the
years a lot of work has been done, but the convention as a whole has not yet
been born. Let us believe the delivery will be prompt and successful. I
think there is a sound basis for this belief.

This being my fourth consecutive year of involvement in CW negotiations,
I feel that we are entering a new stage, hopefully the final one.

It seems to us that the overall atmosphere of the negotiations has
improved, positions of the delegations, although tough, are business-like and
in general co-operative and compromise—oriented.

The negotiations are being carried on multifariously --= in the Ad hoc
Committee, in the Working Groups. and at various multilateral and bilateral
consultations. A valuable contribution to the Committee's work was the
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bilateral Soviet-American consultations =-- which we wholeheartedly welcome.

It was broadly felt that their results were simultaneously incorporated into
the work of the relevant Working Groups.

During this year's negotiations, new incentives were given to the
Conference and many interesting, valuable ideas and proposals were put forward.

The proposal made by the General Secretary of the CPSU, Mikhail Gorbachev
on 15 January 1986 to get rid, before the end of this century, of weapons of
mass destruction, one of them being chemical weapons, paved the way for more
fruitful and faster work in the Ad hoc Committee. The ideas stemming from
this proposal were later developed and specified at the Conference. I have in
mind the Soviet Union's proposals of 22 April 1986. They opened new
possibilities for the solution of the crucial problem of elimination of the
industrial basis for production of chemical weapons, thereby enabling faster
work and progress in Group B.

My delegation considers as well that the Workshop held in the Netherlands
in June this year also served its purpose. It brought out a better
understanding of problems concerning verification of chemical industry with
regard to the area of non-production, making it also more clear that actual
possibilities of such verification are not unlimited, that they are bound to
have certain limitations which need further study. At the same time it seems
that this practical exercise indicated the important role which verification
at the national level could and should play in this respect. Allow me,

Mr. President, through you to thank the authorities and the delegation of the
Netherlands for this useful initiative, hospitality, and excellent
organization of the Workshop.

Many other interesting, thought-provoking working and conference room
papers were put forward in the Committee, in the plenary and in the Working
Groups, especially with regard to various aspects of verification of the
future convention.

But the intensity of work on CW prohibition, impressive as it is, has not
so far brought results which are equally impressive. I have to admit,
however, there is always a certain degree of intermediary results which are
still not mature enough to appear in a written, agreed form. What seems to be
also important is that there is more creative thinking in seeking new,
mutually acceptable approaches. Sometimes it 'is better to start from a
general definition before getting into details, but in other cases it might be
more productive to start from details before coming to more general notions.

That is why an attempt to assess or to measure progress made during this
year's session would not only be a very difficult task but the result of such
an assessment would most probably be rather inaccurate.

I think, however, that today, at the end of the 1986 session, everybody
would probably agree that the achieved results, though not up to some
expectations, are certainly not disappointing. We have moved forward in the
elaboration of the CW convention. ' The body of the preliminary structure of
the convention is getting thicker and more concrete, though I believe we
should be careful not to overload it with too many details.
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The question of non-production is one of the basic issues of the future
convention, the one which from the very beginning would have direct bearing on
chemical industry of all States parties to the future convention, though, due
to various structures and level of development of chemical industry, this
bearing may differ.

If we have a look at the issues considered in Group A, it becomes clear
that the existing material worked out by the Group consolidated and developed
last year's work, especially the so-called Integrated Approach for Listing
Relevant Chemicals. A more clear picture of the problems we face in this area
was created. It is obvious, however, that article VI, that is Activities not
prohibited by the Convention, and relevant annexes, especially Annex I
relative to Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals and [especially dangerous key .
precursors] (key components of chemical weapons systems], still need a lot of
work before they could reach a stage of mutual agreement and actual drafting.
Some further consideration of this question is needed in the capitals. Wwith
regard to my delegation this will be done during the recess in the Committee's
work. I do believe that consultations to be undertaken by the Chairman of the
Ad hoc Committee in the intersessional period would be a very useful forum to
Further elaborate on these issues before they are formally put again for
consideration by the Committee.

It is especially in this area of non-production that all delegations
should bring the most active contribution to working out final solutions.
Only by a common effort would we be able to agree on uniform procedures of
transmitting statistical data and procedures of systematic international
on-site inspections. We all know and agree that this system of control should
not be detrimental to the normal activity of chemical industry, but we seem to
understand it in different ways. Statements of some delegations in the Ad hoc
Committee suggest their reluctance to submit the relevant chemical industry to
adequate control.

If one takes a closer look at issues under consideration in Group A, it
seems that at this stage of negotiations particular attention should be paid
to the following questions: P

Scope of data on production, distribution and use of relevant chemicals
to be submitted to the Consultative Committee. In our view, it would be the
simplest, the most basic and the cheapest form of verification of
non-production of chemical weapons.

We are of the opinion that an important and urgent task should be to
reach agreement on the list of key precursors in Annex II to Article VI. The
problem is difficult as there seem to exist rather opposed approaches either
to broaden or to narrow this list. Like always, a mutually satisfactory
solution has to be found.

There is a need to work out an appropriate régime for key precursors. It
is yet not entirely clear -- at least for my delegation -- whether such a
régime should be uniform with regard to all. chemicals in the list, or should
be diversified. A preliminary scheme of this régime would make it easier to
finally agree on the whole list. It would also be helpful to determine a
militarily significant level for every key precursor. :
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A still deeper analysis is needed with regard to the issue of super-toxirc
lethal chemicals (STLC), which at present are not used in CW production, but
their future use for that purpose cannot be totally excluded today. As is
known, some STLCs are being produced by the pharmaceutical industry, others ir
small quantities in research laboratories. I think that a clearer picture of
this question is needed in order to solve comprehensively the STLC issue in
the convention.

More attention should also be paid to multinational corporations, as they
create some additional specific questions in the context of the verification
of non-production of CW.

There has been a promising development of Group B in a very difficult and
sensitive area of elimination both of chemical weapons and of the CW
production facilities. . -

I think everybody would agree that further rapprochement of positions was
achieved with regard to the content of relevant declarations as well as to the
process of elimination and its control. It has to be noticed that
formulations of Articles IV - Measures on Chemical Weapons and V - Measures on

- Chemical Weapons Production Facilities, together with relevant annexes, though
still in scme instances heavily bracketed and footnoted, show a clearer
picture of this difficult part of the convention than was the case last year.

The results achieved in Group B, especially with regard to production
facilities, would be very helpful in working out a still outstanding
definition of production facility.

What seems to be more and more perceptible is a comprehensive blue-print
of indispensable provisions concerning the whole process from declarations up
to final elimination of CW stocks and CW production facilities. That is why we
see in the present text of these articles obvious signs of progress. No doubt
we have gained momentum in our work on these issues, and this momentum should
not be lost.

One of the crucial outstanding issues is still the question of challenge
inspection. There has been some conceptual rapprochement of positions which,
however, does not suffice at present for working out a mutually acceptable
solution. I think I would commit no mistake by saying that there seems to be
general agreement that challenge inspection should not occur in everyday
practice but rather in exceptional circumstances. There is, however, not
enough clarity as to what is really meant by these exceptional circumstances.
The need to resort to challenge inspection would depend very much on the
efficiency of the whole system of verification including systematic on-site
inspection. The better the routine verification system, the lesser, to our
mind, the probability that challenge inspection would be needed. In short, we
think that having a clear and precise picture of the whole system of so-called
routine verification would help in final construction of the concept of
challenge inspection.

Let me also, Mr. President, dwell briefly on some organizational aspects
of our future work. The methods of work should always be in keeping with the
stage of progress achieved. What is proper for today may not necessarily be
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most useful tomorrow. I do not have any concrete ideas to offer at this
juncture, but I merely would like to suggest that we should think over how to
best organize our future work, which we would like to hope will be the final
stage of the elaboration of the preliminary draft of the CW convention.

On the one hand there is an increasing need of a comprehensive review of
the whole material with a view to make not only further preliminary drafting
but also some rearrangement of the material if necessary.

On the other hand, there are still many detailed, sometimes minor, though
important, problems which could be initially elaborated in smaller groups
before being the subject of working groups or Committee's consideration.

One of the assets still not fully utilized by us is time. My delegation
is of the opinion that there should be no place in our work for too long
recesses. That is why we welcome the agreement achieved in the Committee to
hold the traditional extended session in January as well as consultations by
the Chairman in preparation for this resumed session. However, I would like
to point out that the delegations of the socialist countries were prepared to
use the recess in our work more fully. Unfortunately, this desire was not
shared by some delegations which so often advocate the need for continuous
negotiations on the convention. :

In concluding I would like to congratulate and thank the Chairman of the
Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Ian Cromartie of the United Kingdom, for his able
guidance of the Committee's work. His chairmanship will continue for some time
and I am confident it will be no less productive. Let me also express high
appreciation of the contribution made by Ambassador Cromartie's
collaborators -- the Chairmen of the three Working Groups, Mr. Rowe,
Mr. Popczew and Mr. Wisnomoerti, whose efforts have brought us closer to our
common goal -=- a treaty on prohibition of chemical weapons.

Before I finish, may I welcome back in our midst my distinguished
neighbour at the Conference table, Ambassador Morelli Pando of Peru. I look
forward to renewing our co-operation. May, I also thank for good co-operation
and wish all the best in their future assignments our colleagues who will be
leaving Geneva soon, Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria, Ambassador Jessel of France, and
Ambassador Imai, who indicated to us today that he is also preparing to
leave. I am sure that their contributions to the work of this Conference will
be long remembered. ‘

Mr. FAN Guoxiang (People's Republic of China): Mr. President, as the
1986 session of the Conference on Disarmament is approaching its end, the
Chinese delegation wishes to make some observations on the work of the current
session and on the outlook for next year.

The current session has been held against the background of certain
relaxation in the tense international situation. When the session began, many
delegations entertained hopes for progress at the session. Thanks to the
joint efforts of all delegations, the session has made some progress over the
past six months or so, yet its outcome falls far short of expectations.
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This session, like previous ones, has again failed to set up ad hoc
committees on the priority items pertaining to the nuclear issue. For years,
people throughout the world have been ardently hoping that the Conference
could carry out substantive negotiations on these items and produce practical
and effective results. It is therefore disappointing that year after year the
Conference has remained in a state of inertia. This year, however, differs
from the previous ones in that, under the guidance of )
Ambassador Sousa de Silva of Brazil, President of the Conference for the month
of April, a series of informal meetings were held on item 2, "Cessation of
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament", and substantive discussions were
held on such issues as the stages and measures of nuclear disarmament. The
Chinese delegation took an active part in the discussions. In our view, given
the serious divergence of views between various sides on this issue, such
informal exchanging of views is conducive to enhancing the understanding of
each other's positions, reducing differences and identifying greater common
grounds. However, since informal discussions are only an interim arrangement
pending the establishment of an ad hoc committee, they cannot supplant
substantive negotiations. We share the view of many delegations that the
Conference, as the sole multilateral negotiating forum, should play its due

_role in nuclear disarmament -- an issue of common concern to all countries —--
rather than wait idly for the outcome of the negotiations by the two major
military Powers. Multilateral and bilateral negotiations, far from being
mutually exclusive, are mutually complementary and promotive. We hope that
next year the Conference will reach agreement as early as possible on the
establishment of ad hoc committees on such issues as a nuclear test ban,
nuclear disarmament and prevention of nuclear war.

Here I would also like to mention the adoption of the Report on the Group
of Seismic Experts' Technical Test (GSETT), 1984 and its proposals on future
data exchange. We are pleased with this positive result.

Though the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee on Outer Space was
relatively late this year, it is a positive result of the current session.
Under the able guidance of Ambassador Bayart of Mongolia, this Ad Hoc
Committee has engaged in extensive and in-depth discussions on issues relating
to the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Delegations have further
examined the existing international legal instruments on outer space, held
preliminary discussions on the definition of space weapons and put forth
various proposals and programmes on the prevention of an arms race in outer
space.

It is clear from these deliberations that the existing international
legal instruments, notwithstanding certain positive significance, all have
their limitations and are thus inadequate for the prevention of an arms race
in outer space. It is therefore necessary to conclude new international legal
instruments. More and more delegations agree that at the present stage the
Conference should proceed to negotiations with the emphasis on prohibiting all
Space weapons. Many delegations proposed to start with the prohibition of
ASAT weapons. Such a proposal, in our view, merits consideration. In so much
as the importance and urgency of the prevention of an arms race in outer space
have already been widely recognized, we are of the view that at the beginning
of the next session the Conference should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on
Outer Space at an earlier date, so as to enable it to address substantive

issues as soon as possible. )
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The elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme for Disarmament reflects
the urgent desire of the people throughout the world for curbing the arms race
and promoting disarmament. This year, under the experienced guidance of
Ambassador Garcia Robles, the Ad Hoc Committee on CPD has carried out
intensive and detailed work and managed to overcome numercus difficulties.

The six contact groups have made progress to varying degrees, as evidenced by
the closer positions of various sides. However, we cannot fail to note that
this is still a far cry from the elaboration of a programme acceptable to all
parties.

The Chinese delegation has always attached importance to the elaboration
of the CPD. We have participated in the discussions and consultations with a
constructive approach and made scme necessary concessions to facilitate
progress in our work. At present, views still differ on the division of
stages and time~frames, relating to the introduction and the part on the
machinery and procedures of the CPD. In our view, CPD should naturally
contain stages and an indicative time-frame for each stage, so as to promote
the implementation of disarmament measures. We hope that agreement can soon
be reached on this subject.

The prohibition of chemical weapons has all along been an item of greater
promise for progress in the Conference. Trends more positive than before have
emerged in the negotiations on the Convention this year. The positive and
business~like discussions and consultations among delegations have brought
about progress on certain issues. For instance, on List C intended for
chemicals with wide c¢ivilian uses which can at the same time be used for
chemical weapon purposes, there is basically a consensus on most of the
chemicals to be included in the list and their régime. Preliminary
discussions have been held on the contents of List A containing chemicals for
key precursors of chemical warfare agents which can at the same time be used
for peaceful purposes, and a considerable degree of agreement has been reached
on the scope and extent of the data-reporting system. A common understanding
has largely been achieved on the need for taking action without warning or
unpredictability in routine inspections of the relevant production
facilities. There has also been some progress on the issue of the destruction
of chemical weapons and their production facilities. Useful attempts have
been made to narrow the differences on challenge inspection, which has long
been a subject of deep controversy. In this connection, the working papers
put forward by Pakistan, the United Kingdom and Japan merit our attention.

These achievements are inseparable from the efforts of the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Cromartie, and the Chairmen of the three
working groups, whose devotion and diligence have contributed to the progress
in negotiations. Here I wish to mention the useful role of the workshop on
verification sponsored in early June by the Netherlands Government in
promoting the negotiations in this field.

While giving due credit to these achievements, we should not overlook the
fact that a large amount of work still needs to be done in negotiating a
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, in view of the differences
on verification, particularly challenge inspection, and on certain other
issues that are yet to be solved. We welcome the willingness expressed by the
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two States with the largest chemical arsenals to expedite the negotiations on
chemical weapons and hope that they will substantiate their intention with
action.

For many years, the non-nuclear-weapon States have been making ceaseless
efforts against the nuclear threat and for security guarantees. China has all
along held that the most effective security guarantee to non-nuclear-weapon
States is the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear
weapons. In order to reduce the nuclear threat to non-nuclear-weapon States,
all nuclear-weapon States should, pending nuclear disarmament, undertake not
to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States
and nuclear-free zones. China has declared on many occasions that it
unconditionally assumes this obligation. We are also in favour of concluding
an international convention to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. However, it is regrettable that our
Conference has been stagnant on the issue of security assurances. We will
continue to support all efforts conducive to the breaking of the present
impasse.

. On the issue of expansion of the membership of the Conference, the
successive Presidents of the current session have all engaged in most
responsible and patient consultations with various parties. Since the number
of applying States is more than double the number that can be admitted,
difficulties of selection have naturally arisen. We hope that a solution
acceptable to all will be found so that those peace-loving countries that have
actually contributed to the cause of disarmament can be soon admitted. For
this purpose, we have proposed seeking a partial solution when a comprehensive
one is unfeasible all at once and settling the remainder of the problem when
conditions are ripe. The Chinese delegation will continue to consult with
other delegations in order to facilitate the solution of this issue.

Not long ago, the leaders of Mexico, Argentina, Greece, Sweden, India and
Tanzania held an important meeting and issued the Mexico Declaration, calling
upon the United States and the Soviet Union to immediately stop nuclear
testing and urging the leaders of the two countries to continue the
negotiations on such issues as the reduction of nuclear armaments. The
Declaration also voiced opposition to the development of ASAT weapons by the
two super-Powers and to their arms race in outer space. This is a just demand
for peace and disarmament.

Cessation of the arms race and the maintenance of world peace are the
common aspiration and strong demand of the people throughout the world and of
all peace-advocating countries. The super-Powers pursuit of military
preponderance through various means and their intense confrontation have
created turbulence in the international situation and aroused worldwide
discontent and opposition. To settle differences and disputes through
dialogue has become the trend of the contemporary world; it is welcomed by
and enjoys the attention of the international community. We sincerely hope
that, at such ‘an important juncture, the Conference on Disarmament will score
real achievements, instead of going through the motions.
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His Excellency Dr. Henning Wegener, Ambassador of the Federal Republic of
Germany, His Excellency Ambassador Alfred Sylvester Gonsalves of India, His
Excellency Ambassador Nourdine Kerroum of Algeria, and His Excellency
Ambassador Jacques Jessel of France will leave the Conference soon. Just now
we heard that Ambassador Imai of Japan will also leave us sodén. Though the
duration of their involvement in the Conference varies, their experience,
knowledge and valuable contributions have won praise from us all. Please
allow me to wish them further and greater successes in the future.

Mr. President, in conclusion, I would like to wish you success in
discharging your heavy duties at the last stage of this session. The talent
and devotion you have displayed in performing your functions are highly
appreciated by all of us. I would also like to thank the President for the
previous month, Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma, for the enormous effort he
made. I wish also to avail myself of this opportunity to thank
Ambassador Xomatina, Ambassador Berasategqui and the staff of the Secretariat
for their industrious efforts and their assistance to the Chinese delegation.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of China for his statement and
for the kind comments addressed to the President. I now give the floor to the
representative of Australia.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): I did not intend to make this statement. But I
am bound to do so because, at our last meeting, a question was put to my
delegation. For wider reasons too, I am obliged to exercise the right of
replying to the statement made, last Tuesday, by the Ambassador of the
German Democratic Republic.

Mr. President, in the Australian Parliament -- the Australian political
system is one of parliamentary democracy -- there is an established convention
under which any Member of Parliament may seek the attention of the presiding
officer and request that he be permitted to make a personal explanation, The
form is that the presiding officer then enquires of that member whether or not
he claims to have been misrepresented. If the Member then claims to have been
misrepresented, he is, automatically, granted leave to make his explanation.

This is not quite the procedure followed in this Conference and on this
occasion I want to make it clear that my delegation certainly does claim to
have been at least misrepresented in the statement made by the Ambassador of
the German Democratic Republic. :

But I want to make it equally clear that what I will say now is by no
means an explanation. I make this latter point because, as any rational
person knows, it is axiomatic that an explanation is what is not required in
the face of misrepresentation. What is required is a correction.

In his statement, the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic
claimed that "it is difficult for some delegations, however, to explain why
they do not support a ncgotiating mandate which would open a direct road to
the conclusion of such a treaty" =-- that is, a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
My delegation has no such difficulty. We have stated repeatedly that our
policy and purpose is to take the "direct road” to the conclusion of a
nuclear-test ban treaty. This is precisely why we have supported and continue
to support the mandate proposed in CD/521. 740 '
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If that direct road has been severed, if it has had a massive road block
built across it, it has been so impeded by those such as the Ambassador of the
German Democratic Republic and the group of States for which he has sometimes
spoken who have insisted that nothing can take place, that no passage down
that "direct road" can occur unless we first genuflect to the mere word
"negotiation". This blockage is confirmed only a few sentences later in the
most recent statement by the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic,
when he speaks of the need for us to start "meaningful" work.

what would be "meaningful" work other than work on the scope of the means
of verification and compliance with a nuclear test ban treaty? This is
precisely the meaningful work, specifically defined and called for in the
draft mandate provided in document CD/521.

While the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic has avoided
addressing this question when he refers to "meaningful" work, he has not
resisted the temptation of throwing up the other, now extraordinarily tired
and battered roadblock which is to question the need for collective work on
the means of verification of a test-ban treaty. Indeed, he has chosen to

- distort what my delegation and other Western delegations have said about
verification when he has claimed that we want to concentrate "predominantly”
on the issue of verification.

Mr. President, if this seems confused, then we should be patient, because
there is more.

The Ambassador claimed that the German Democratic Republic "supports
effective and reliable verification and compliance with a test ban”, yet he
charges us with some deception or with some transgression when we say that we
want the same. But he is generous. He offers a solution and that is that
"the verification issue can, in the final analysis, only be resolved in
connection with the drafting of a treaty".

May I pose another guestion, that is, why? Why does he assert that these
two related but quite different activities must be inherently, fundamentally,
connected? The drafting of a treaty is something that we all know could be
done, perhaps not in the twinkle of an eye, but in only a little longer time
than that. The treaty itself would be an amazingly simple document. After
all, it would presumably contain one and only one obligation, that is, never
to conduct nuclear tests. The hard part is to settle the scope of such a
treaty and to build the means of verification and compliance with the simple
undertaking that would be stated in that treaty.

So, by making the difficult part completely dependent upon the totally
simple part, the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic would
single-handedly prevent the beginning of work on solving the only serious
problems which need to be solved if there is to be an end to nuclear testing.
And he asks us to believe that this policy is pursued because of the sanctity
of an entirely notional concept called negotiation. And worse, he says that
those who question the logic and sincerity of his position should stand
accused of some kind of perfidy.
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My delegation has proposed that the Conference establish, without delay,
a global seismological network. Australia has done this because it knows that
such a network will be required as part of the means of verifying compliance
with a nuclear test-ban treaty. We have made this proposal now because we
know that, if a treaty were written down on a piece of paper in the way that
the German Democratic Republic seems to prefer, it would be .nothing more than
a piece of paper, unless and until the obligations it established were able to
be verified. We have also made this proposal partly because the work of the
Group of Scientific Experts has progressed to the point, and will progress
further, where it is practical and feasible for such a global network to be
established. Yet the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic has said
this proposal is not acceptable.

I pose another question: Why is it not acceptable, especially given that
he says his Government and those other Governments for whom he is occasionally
charged to speak, want to see the means of verification of a treaty
established? Why, then, is this proposal not acceptable to his Government?
What reason does he give?

The best answer he has been able to supply so far i€ an answer in the
form of a question to my delegation to the effect: will we be prepared to
consider a "slight modification" to our proposal so that it proposes the
establishment forthwith of a global seismological monitoring network "in the
framework of a USSR-United States moratorium on nuclear testing"?

So, all is now revealed: The delegation which c¢laims an interest in any
means of verification is not, in fact, interested in the establishment of such
means. Apparently its only interest is to use the proposal for such a network
as a bargaining chip, as leverage, towards the establishment of a bilateral
nuclear testing moratorium.

By this action, he makes the establishment of a vital means of
verification, a means that would be fundamental to any serious global
non-nuclear testing régime, hostage to a different and separate political
consideration. Surely this calls into serious question the sincerity of his
Government's position and that of any others for whom he claims to speak, on
the fundamental issue of verification as such. Specifically, nowhere does he
say that a global seismological system isn't needed, can't be built, or
wouldn't work. He prefers instead a bilateral moratorium. I guess this would
sit well with his proposed chemical-weapons-free zone in central Europe. I
might be forgiven for commenting that such Eurocentricity is matched only by
this gross insensitivity to our 40-nation Conference. Quite simply, what
about the other nuclear-weapon States? What about those of us who don't live
in Europe? What about French nuclear testing in the Pacific? Most of us in
this room want a universal comprehensive test ban, not a bilateral
moratorium. It was interesting that just half an hour ago in this room, the
representative of the Soviet Union confirmed that a bilateral moratorium is
"not an end in itself but an important first step towards a treaty”. The
Soviet Union would thus seem to be clearer about our real objective than it
has appeared to be in the past and we will certainly study carefully the paper
tabled today. Perhaps the delegation of the German Democratic Republic may
now wish, in the light of that announcement, to reconsider the question it put
to us last Tuesday.
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Anyone who is serious about bringing about an end to nuclear testing via
a treaty with that purpose and effect will begin by recognizing that is is
easy to write down the treaty obligation on a piece of paper. The hard part
is to produce the means of verification which will make that treaty
effective. Thus we should begin by solving the practical problems of
verification. To refuse to do this is to refuse to walk down what the
German Democratic Republic has called the "direct road".

I recall that at about this time last year I made a statement in this
Conference on the same issue. Interestingly, it was, if I recall correctly,
at least partly in response to a statement made by the representative of the
German Democratic Republic. In that statement I said that, while the first
victim of misrepresentation was truth itself, the real cost was progress
towards a test ban treaty. It appears that, at least because of the actions
from one side of this house, the victim has remained the same in 1986 and we
have been obliged to continue to pay the same price. I hope this will stop
soon.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Australia for his
statement. I might clarify one point on which I do not think that there is
any difference of views. The opening comments of the Australian delegation
suggest that the practice of entitlement to a right of reply is not the usual
procedure in the Conference. What ever views may be on that, it is my
understanding that a delegation is entitled to request a right of reply and I
wanted to confirm that I am not aware of any such request having been made
earlier and denied. I think it may be just a case of interpretation of the
opening comments.

I now call on the representative of France, Ambassador Jessel, who I
think is not making his valedictory statement, but his pPenultimate statement.

Mr. JESSEL (France) (translated from French): As you just said, Mr.
President, this is indeed not my valedictory statement, but as I am taking the
floor for the first time since you have assumed the Presidency, allow me to
extend to you my heartiest congratulations. T should like to congratulate you
as the representative of a country which my country has particular reasons to
cherish because, as you said correctly, Canada has the privilege of having two
mother countries, one of which is France, and that explains the warmth and the
Permanence of our ties.

I should also like to congratulate you personally. I think we can
rightly be glad that you have the formidable honour of pPresiding over our
destinies during this difficult month of August, for by the many qualities
which you have, your calm, your prudence, your persuasiveness, you have
already bequn to show us the way towards a reasonable and satisfactory
conclusion of our work during this session. But to get there will still
require from you, and from all of us, a great deal of effort.

I would also like to thank Ambassador U Tin Tun of Burma, who preceded

You as President and who, in guiding our work during the month of July, showed
enormous patience and good will.
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I would also like to tell those of our colleagues who have left or will
soon leave us how grateful I am for the bonds of esteem and friendship we were
able to establish and I would like to express my warmest wishes to them in
their future assignments, to Ambassador Gonsalves of India, and to
Ambassador Imai of Japan, who will soon be leaving us. I would also like to
extend the same wishes to Ambassador Kerroum of Algeria, our neighbour in the
Mediterranean with whom we have so many things in common. I would, further,
like to tell all of them that I hope we will meet again in the pursuit of our
nomadic careers. I would also like to express warm wishes to
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany and to his successor,
Ambassador von Stiilpnagel. With the first I have established, and with the
second I am beginning to establish, relations akin to the close and exemplary
contacts of co-operation and friendship that have developed between our two
countries, not only to their mutual benefit but also, I think, to the
advantage of the international community as a whole because the world
community can only welcome the reconciliation between France and Germany which
has played, and I think will continue to play, a considerable role. 2As you
know, Mr. President, I shall also be joining the ranks of those who are
leaving, but a little later, at the end of September.

I hope to have another opportunity to take stock of the results and
prospects of our present session and I would like to devote my statement today
to our negotiations on chemical weapons. I should like to say at the outset
that I do not share the opinion of those who consider that these negotiations
are only a secondary matter. On the contrary, this is a problem and these are
negotiations to which we attach great importance and it is our impression that
many people around this table share that attitude. In addition, our role as a
depositary of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 induces us to give this problem
particular attention and vigilance. For this reason we continue to denounce
all violations of that Protocol wherever they occur and by whomever they are
perpetrated. For this reason we are anxious to help with everything that can
further progress in the current negotiations.

For this reason too, we are happy to note that the A4 Hoc Committee and
its working groups have done a serious job, in a constructive spirit, as the
report adopted yesterday by the Committee shows. The Workshop on verification
organized by the Netherlands in June gave a first-hand view of the complexity
of the problems which confront us and contributed to the serious atmosphere
and realism of our work this summer. For that reason, I am happy to join
those who have already expressed their deep gratitude to the Netherlands
authorities for having organized that very useful meeting and organized it so
well.

We welcome the decision taken, as last year, to continue consultations
between sessions in order to make progress on the matters remaining pending.
France had been making similar proposals for a long time, it even hoped that
more would be done, but the agreement now reached is satisfactory.

It is true, after all, that a whole series of problems still require
considerable work for the various viewpoints to be brought closer together.
That is why, in particular, agreement has not yet been possible on the
question which is at the heart of our negotiations, that of verification of
compliance with the Convention. Within our Conference, and outside it too,
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everyone has noted the new things being said on this matter by the

Soviet Union. However, the clarifications we have been given, including those
given within the framework of the Conference, do not seem to us to have
provided so far the truly decisive elements that we expected. We must
therefore patiently continue the search for a satisfactory solution to this
key problem.

Here in April I presented France's view of the general structure of a
verification system based, in almost all cases, on international on-site
inspections =- "routine" inspections -- and on the regular exchange of
statistical data. Unfortunately, this has been a further year with no
in-depth discussion of those matters.

To be complete, the system we have to set up must also provide for the
exceptional cases where, doubt having arisen regarding the compliance with its
obligations by a State party to the Convention, the regular "routine"
inspection measures cannot be enough to dissipate it. 1In that case it becomes
necessary to be able to resort to other measures, to other machinery. To be
effective, such a "safety net” must, in our view, meet several criteria:
first, the time interval between the request for an on-site inspection and the
implementation of that request should be extremely brief so that there is no
time to get rid of the evidence of a possible violation; for this reason, the
procedure must be automatic, that is a State which wants to initiate an
inspection should not have to go through an institutional obstacle course
which, aside from wasting time, would also have the disadvantage of making it
possible to block a request; finally, replying to a challenge should as a
general rule be mandatory and not simply voluntary. Only if it meets these
three criteria can an international on-site challenge-inspection régime serve
as a genuine deterrent.

The United Kingdom delegation has submitted to the Conference, in working
document CD/715, a draft which meets these criteria. It is based on two
fundamental elements which seem to us both to guarantee the effectiveness of
the system proposed and to respect the legitimate security requirements of
each State. ‘

To explain: on the one hand, the United Kingdom proposal calls for a
public procedure of which the bodies of the Convention would be kept fully
informed from beginning to end but the implementation of which would be the
responsibility of the two States concerned, the State which requests the
inspection and the State to which the request is addressed. The initiation of
the procedure as well as the consequences to be drawn therefrom are up to
them. Thus, whether the replies given by the "challenged" State are
satisfactory or not can, all things considered, only be decided by the party
whose suspicions have been aroused.

The second characteristic of this proposal is to provide that in very
exceptional cases, where the security of a State is at stake, satisfaction
could be given by measures other than unrestricted access to the installation
with regard to which there are doubts. But those measures would have to be
such as to enable the challenging State to come to the conviction that
prohibited activities were not taking place at the installation in question. A
State which requests an inspection being by definition the only judge of when
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it considers itself reassured regarding the activities being carried out at
the installation, this procedure seems to us to meet the requirements that I
have just stated. In addition, it would have a deterrent effect because no
State concerned with its international reputation would be likely to take the
risk of undertaking manufacture in violation of the Convention when it had, in
advance, accepted as a general rule that an international inspection team
could go to factories that came under suspicion.

The situation is different for the proposals that have been put forward
elsewhere. Those which would only allow inspection at sites defined in
advance would have the effect of defining, a contiario, the places where it
would be permissible to circumvent the provisions of the Convention. Others,
which would leave open the possibility of purely and simply refusing a request
for access, would simply aggravate the crisis of confidence which has led to
the call for challenge inspection; yet others, which would permit parties to .
hide behind delaying procedures within a committee that would in all
likelihood be unable, because of the absence of agreement among its members,
to make the necessary decisions, would ultimately lead to a result just as
negative as the rest.

For all these reasons, and after very careful study of the problem, the
French delegation gives its full support to the United Kingdom proposal. It
earnestly hopes that that proposal will win the support of all sides and thus
contribute to solving one of the key problems of these negotiations.

On this occasion I should also like to compliment the Ambassador of the
United Kingdom, Mr. Cromartie, on his efforts as Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee and to thank him for the results that have been achieved due largely
to his skilful tenacity, as well as to the work done by the chairmen of the
various working groups. We are happy to see that he will, as usual, be
continuing his work at the head of the Committee until next February, and we
earnestly hope to see that he will be able to make further progress during
that period. He will find that all the easier if we all help him in the firm
determination to move ahead and to achieve results.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of France. In asking whether
any other delegation would like to take the floor, and I see the German
-Democratic Republic has asked me to do so, I would inform you that I am
proposing to leave the decision required of us on the Ad Hoc Seismic Group
report until 3 p.m. this afternoon, because we are running into the problem of
going past 1 p.m. So what I would propose for this afternoon is that we have
a very brief plenary meeting to take that decision and immediately go into
informal plenary to resume work on our report. I would leave it to the
representative of the German Democratic Republic, and now I have also
Czechoslovakia, to decide whether they wish to speak now or whether they will
speak at 3 p.m.

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Please give me a few minutes, I
will be very brief. If you would permit, I should like to make a short
statement.

The PRESIDENT:; I have already said that every delegation has the right
of reply and I would let the delegations in question pick the timing of it. I
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intended also, however, to allow you the necessary time, which you would then
have at your disposal better, at 3 p.m., but go ahead now. -

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): I listened with indignation to
the statement just made by the distingquished representative of Australia,
Ambassador Butler. My first impression is that the length of his statement is
a clear indication of the difficulties he had in giving a clear answer to a
very simple question which I put to him last Tuesday, concerning the proposal
submitted in document CD/717. The style of statement is another proof that
some delegations have difficulties in entering into a business-like and
substantive discussion and exchange of opinions, as soon as their position is
questioned. I have to examine whether the rest of the statement is worth
responding to but, in any case, I have immediately to reject the unbelievable
accusations against my delegation and my Govermnment. I have also to reject
the unbelievable distortions regarding our position in general and the:
position I outlined in my statement last Tuesday. Misleading is not enough,
it was distorting.

Ambassador Butler should know that we are not political chameleons, and
our position as far as a nuclear test ban has been and will be that we are
only in favour of a reliable or reliably verifiable test ban and that is what
I explained last Tuesday. As far as the proposal in CD/717 is concerned, I
would recommend to Ambassador Butler to put it to a decision so that we can
see who is in favour and who is against.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the German Democratic
Republic. I do not wish either to prevail unduly upon the representative of
Czechoslovakia but, if he is willing to wait, then we could perhaps resume our
meeting at 3 p.m.

I now have also requests from the representatives of Australia and Mexico.

I would make a plea to all of you to agree to make your statements at
3 p.m. this afternoon; I would even say 3.15 p.m., against all principles,
since we are running over a little bit. Do I have the agreement of all of
you? The representative of Czechoslovakia has the floor.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): I will be extremely brief. I just wanted
to say now scomething it will not be possible to say in the afternoon.

We have always listened with interest to Ambassador Butler's statements
and I think that his eloquence and his oratory have brought juice into our
deliberations; that we have sometimes admired. But today, and I must say not
only today, in his statement there is a certain aspect which surprised us:
trying to put the blame for the lack of Progress on the issue of a test ban on
Somecne upon whom the blame should not lie. I think this is not the way that
we shall break the vicious circle into which we are moving. My delegation
fully supports the endeavours of the Government of the German Democratic
Republic for disarmament -~ as is well known -- and it fully supports also the
endeavours and work of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic here.
That is all I wanted to say.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia, who, like
the preceding speaker, was brief, and call on the representative of
Australia. After his statement I shall determine whether others wish to speak.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): In his right of reply, the Ambassador of the
German Democratic Republic said among other things that he would like to
examine the statement that I made. For that purpose, I had intended to
provide him with a text after I had made my statement. But I wonder if I
could ask him through you, does he already have a copy of my text?

The PRESIDENT: I believe that a question has been addressed to the
representative of the German Democratic Republic; I will not attempt to
answer on his behalf. I do now call on the representative of Mexico.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): As what I have to
say is very short and as we shall probably be able to finish our work on this
item this morning, I prefer to speak now. I only have the English text here,
so I shall read that and make things easier for the interpreters, who will not
have to work any more. At the 363rd meeting, on 19 June 1986, I made a
statement in the course of which I said:

“If our goal is that the comprehensive test-ban treaty for which we
are striving should include among its provisions all those that seem
desirable for suitable verification of the obligations entered into, a
view with which my delegation has always agreed, I think that
resolution 40/80 A which I have already mentioned provides for a
procedure offering every guarantee that this will be so. That resolution
not only calls on all States members of this Conference, and 'in
particular the three depositaries of the Moscow Treaty and the
Non-Proliferation Treaty' to promote the establishment of 'an ad hoc
committee to carry out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty on the
complete cessation of nuclear~test explosions', but also expressly
recommends to the Conference that 'it instruct such an ad hoc committee
to establish two working groups which will deal, respectively, with the
following interrelated questions:

(a) Working Group I - Structure, and scope of the treaty,
(b) Working Group II - compliance and verification.'.

This resolution, which, of the four adopted by the General Assembly
at its last annual meeting on the topic with which I am dealing, was the
one that received the highest number (124) of votes in favour, was based
on a draft sponsored by a group of nine non-aligned or neutral States --
Ecuador, Indonesia, Kenya, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Yugoslavia
and Mexico =-- and certainly represents a praiseworthy example of a
conciliatory effort to satisfy, without prejudice to principles, the
standpoint of the very small number of members of the Conference which
have hitherto made it impossible to progress in the consideration of this
topic.

With regard to the Group of 21, whose position on this matter has
been supported by a Group of Socialist States and by China, it may be
said that the procedure advocated in resolution 40/80 A represents a step
of not 50 but 90 per cent to bridge the distance between the tw
positions." .
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Mexico. I would like to
conclude the meeting. I still have some things I must say; particularly, I
must put to you the decision on the Ad Hoc Seismic Group report. May I
recommend to Ambassador Butler that he follow up on his gquestion, if he deems
it necessary, after lunch, when we reconvene, rather than now. I cannot
insist on that, of course, if he wishes to take the floor. I give him the
floor.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): This will not take more than a minute. I posed
a very serious question a few moments ago, through you, to the Ambassador of
the German Democratic Republic, which he declined to answer. I would like to
make clear why I posed that question.

First of all, the text that I delivered today is different from some 15
copies which I delivered to the secretariat solely for interpretation
purposes, because I made some amendments to the text before delivery.
Secondly, it has been drawn to my attention that it seems extremely likely
that, in fact, the Ambassador of the German Democratic Republic has a copy of
my text. I so -- and I would be delighted to learn that this is not the
case -- if so, there has been an unauthorized distribution of my text to the
Ambassador and I think that is a matter of very serious concern to all of us.

The PRESIDENT: Since the question Mr. Butler has posed raises some
' matters that are sufficiently important and serious to warrant consultatic..s
between the Secretary-General and myself, I suggest we pursue this after the
luncheon break, not with any idea of sweeping anything under the rug, but
rather in order to give people a chance to keep commitments they may have made
and also to come back refreshed and make a new start on the problems facing
us. So I will now adjourn the meeting until 3.15 p.m.

The meeting‘was suspended at 1.15 p.m. and reconvened at 3.15 p.m.

The PRESIDENT: I am going to begin with the question that was left open
to us all when the meeting was suspended. I had thought that the information
I am now about to make known had already been passed on to Ambassador Butler
and I expect we will not have to return to this matter. I have been informed
that the document in question was not the one which it was perceived to be --
that it was another one, a previous statement that looked very much like it.
This is the reason for the confusion and the misunderstanding. As has been
indicated privately, not on the record, there was no advance text given to the
delegation in question. I would ask all delegations to accept that in good
faith. I would also ask the Secretary-General to state for the record the
normal practice on such matters and what steps he took in this case to ensure
that the normal practice was followed. After this has been done, I hope we
can go back to other matters.

Mr. KOMATINA (Secretary~General of the Conference on Disarmament): I
would like, for the record, to say the following:

The secretariat considers the distribution of documentation as a very
serious problem which it handles always very carefully. The secretariat is
very sensitive to avoid any negligence, let alone non-observance of rules.

The proof that it is so is that, during the several years of existence of the
Conference. Such a situation has never occurred before. We control carefully,
to the extent possible, all documentation at our disposal, including the
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copies of speeches, of course, and their circulation. I want to assure the
Conference that we will continue to do all that is possible to ensure the
normal functioning of the whole system of servicing of the Conference and the
handling of its documentation.

As this particular problem arose, we have investigated“and found out that
all copies were in the possession of members of the secretariat who were
supposed to have them. ’

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Secretary-General for that explanation. Does
the representative of Australia wish to comment? I give him the floor.

-Mr. BUTLER (Australia): Of course the security of documentation is an
extremely important issue. Our task in this Conference is difficult enough
without it being made more difficult by unauthorized passage of documentation
between delegations or anywhere else. I raised the question that I raised
this morning because, as I said, I had every reason to believe that our
colleague from the German Democratic Republic had received, and in advance, an
unauthorized copy of the statement that I was about to make.

One of the reasons why I believed that was that, and I would like this to
be on the record, about half an hour before I spoke, ...

The PRESIDENT: I wish to interrupt the representative of Australia.

I will set aside time at the end of the day if delegates wish to stay and
hear this. I want to get on with our work. I have given an explanation and
asked you all to take it in good faith. I take it for granted that the
Australian delegate would not have raised this kind of issue unless he had
what appeared to be good reason for doing so. He does not need to demonstrate
his good faith. We take it for granted and I think that can be said of other
delegates, and certainly of the secretariat. I do not think that there has
been any implication of improper conduct on the part of the secretariat. We
have heard an explanation and I really plead with you all to leave this matter
to rest and get back to our work. We do not have this kind of time and I mean
that as no criticism of any delegate. I think we do have to get on. I ask
the Australian delegate kindly to heed the President's plea.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): Mr. President, this morning you said that this
matter would be looked into and that it would not be swept under the carpet)
I took that in good faith., I would now propose to accept your decision that
we should get on with our business. I regret to say that it remains my view
that your intention that this matter not be swept under the carpet has not
been fulfilled.

The PRESIDENT: We shall get on with our work now. I will ask the
Deputy Secretary~General to speak to the Australian delegate along the lines
that I understood he had done, but it turned out that there was an incomplete
communication of information. But I am not prepared to hear this kind of
thing.
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As announced at the close of the plenary meeting, I will now put before
the Conference for decision the recommendations contained in document CD/721,
entitled "Progress Report to the Conference on Disarmament on the
Twenty-Second Session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events".
May I remind delegations that those recommendations appear in the first
sentence of paragraph 12, as well as in paragraphs 14 and 15. 1If there is no
objection, I shall consider that the Conference adopts those recommendations.

It was so decided.

In accordance with the decision that we have just taken, the next session
of the Ad Hoc Group will be convened from 2 to 13 March 1987.

At this stage I have some further information, some of it bad news, about
our own timetable and the flexibility of it as things are going, but I will
call on the distinguished representative of the USSR. I would make a plea to
him that, if it is in connection with the subject discussed just before, he
try and adhere to the same stipulation that other delegations adopted and be
as brief as possible.

Mr. KASHIRIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian): We have been compelled to ask for the floor because at this
morning's meeting the representative of Australia initiated a discussion and,
regrettably, quite rudely made what, to ocur mind, were insulting attacks on
the delegation of the German Democratic Republic. In so doing, the
representative of Australia resorted to what, in our view, were not entirely
fitting methods of using statements by, in particular, the Soviet delegation
to the effect that the Soviet Union views a moratorium not as an end in itself
or as a substitute for a comprehensive test ban treaty, but as an important
first step towards such a treaty. The distinguished representative of
Australia made accusations against the German Democratic Republic, alleging
that the delegation of that country was distorting Australia's position. I
think that such a description is entirely applicable to the methods that have
been employed today by the representative of Australia. Yes, the Soviet Union
views a moratorium as something other than an end in itself; <that is entirely
obvious, and the entire logic of human thought tells us that a moratorium is
really a temporary measure. When, at Tuesday's meeting, the representative of
the German Democratic Republic suggested an amendment to the Australian
proposal so that that proposal would be truly applicable to a moratorium by
the USSR and the United States, that appeal to another nuclear Power seemingly
similarly aroused the anger of the Australian delegation. But why, if the
Australian delegation is so concerned to achieve the earliest possible
agreement on the banning of nuclear-weapon tests, does it not, like the
Delhi Six and many other delegations here and non-aligned States, call upon
the other nuclear Powers to follow the example of the Soviet Union? That
would really open the way to the achievement of a genuine and verifiable
accord. The Soviet Union will not accept verification of the conducting of
testsy it has said that repeatedly and will say it again. The Soviet Union
will accept the most resolute and effective measures for the verification of
the non-conducting of such tests. And that is just what was proposed in the
suggestion by the German Democratic Republic. '
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The PRESIDENT:; I thank the representative of the Soviet Union. I will
now refer to the timetable that I mentioned, then I propose to adjourn the
meeting. Delegates can, of course, return to the issue of substance, should
they so desire, at the next plenary meeting.

The secretariat has circulated today, at my reguest, a timetable of
meetings to be held during thé coming week. Unlike other cases during the
annual session, I should inform you that this time the timetable may not be
subject to change. We have to try to keep to it if at all possible. As we
approach the last week of the annual session, we should conclude our second
reading of the draft annual report to the General Assembly of the
United Nations at the latest on Wednesday, 27 August, early in the afternoon.
Any delay beyond that date would imply a postponement in the closing date,
with additional financial expenditures which I am sure we want to avoid. If
there is no objection, I shall take it that the Conference adopts that
timetable.

It was so decided.

I wish to recall the intention expressed earlier, this morning, that the
Conference will hold an informal meeting in a few moments in order to continue
its’ first reading of the substantive paragraphs of the draft annual report
under items 3 and 6, as well as item 2, if we have time to take it up.

Before I adjourn the meeting, I give the floor to the Australian
delegation.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): I do appreciate that we have had a very active
morning. I, in fact, had asked much earlier this morning to be listed to
speak following the adoption of the report of the Group of Scientific Experts
and it is on that subject that I would like to speak very briefly.

Australia supports and welcomes the adoption by the Conference of the
22nd report of the Group of Scientific Experts. We support the programme of
work it contains and will contribute to it to the very best of our ability.
As is well known in this Conference, Australia has submitted, in
document CD/717, a proposal on the establishment of a global seismological
network. Such a development would be consistent both with the mandate of the
Group of Scientific Experts and the past results and with the future programme
of its work. We had hoped that, on the adoption of the 22nd report of the
Group of Scientific Experts, the Conference would also be able to take a
decision in terms of document CD/717. I understand that this will not be
possible today, but Australia hopes, however, that the Conference and the
Group of Scientific Experts will take the Australian proposal fully into
account in their future work. We will also seek to ensure that our proposal
is appropriately noted in the 1986 report of the Conference on Disarmament.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Australian delegate and apologise for the
inadvertence on the part of the President for not calling on him; I did not
understand earlier that he would wish to speak.
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(The President)

If there are no other speakers, I am going to adjourn the plenary

meeting, but may I remind you that we are going to resume in informal plenary
virtually immediately.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held on
Tuesday, 26 Augqust, at 10.00 a.m.

The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

" The meeting rose at 3.50 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 382nd plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Conference continues today
its consideration of reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies as well as of the
Annual Report to the General Assembly of the United MNations. 1In accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, however, any member wishing to do so
may raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

At the outset, I wish to extend a very cordial welcome in the Conference
to His Excellency the Commissioner for Disarmament and Arms Control of the
Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Friedrich Ruth. Ambassador Ruth does
not need any introduction. His active involvement in disarmament questions ig
well known, not only in representing his country but also as a distinguished
member of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies. I am sure tlmt his visit
to Geneva will be a fruitful one.

Before we proceed with our business for today, I should like to recall
that, at our last plenary meeting, we adopted the recommendations contained in
the Progress Report on the twenty second session of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Identify Seismic Events. As announced then, I ave already addressed the
relevant communication to the Secretary~General of the World Meteorological
Organization. It only remains for us now to take note of the Fourth Report of
the Ad Hoc Group, contained in document CD/720, and of the Sumimary of that
Report, which has been circulated in document CD/681/Rev.1l. 1In doing so, we
shall follow the practice of the Conference in dealing wih the substantive
reports of the Ad Hoc Group. I intend to proceed accordingly once the list of
speakers is concluded.

As you know, we have a long list of speakers for today. We may not be
able to conclude the Plenary meeting in the morning but, in any case, the
Conference will hold an informal meeting this afternoon at 3 P.m. to begin the
second reading of the draft report to the General Assembly of the
United Nations. Unfortunately, there are still some very important questions
pending in the Drafting Group and we will not be able to proceed as far in the
second reading as might be necessary to conclude our work within the limited
time available between today and Friday unless we are able to move very
expeditiously.

We should, however, be able to take up again document CD/WP.243,
containing the technical parts of the report, which has remained practically
unchanged since we completed our first reading. There are only very minor
questions pending in that connection which do not justify the reproduction and
circulation of a new document. We might also start our consideration of
document CD/WP. 249, dealing with the expansion of the membership of the
Conference and the draft substantive paragraphs contained in
documents CD/WP.245/Rev.l, CD/WP.246/Rev.l and CD/WP. 248/Rev. 1.

We shall also listen today to the presentation of the Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons, contained in document CD/722. I
shall invite the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee to introduce that report
once the list of speakers is exhausted. )

755

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

t

A



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

.

CD/PV.382 .
3 ’ i

(The President)

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the
Federal Reputlic of Germany, the United States of America, Nigeria, the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Italy, Australia and Cuba.

I now give the floor to the representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany, Ambe ssador Ruth.

Mr. RUTH (Federal Republic of Germany): It is a real privilege to
address the Conference on Disarmament, today under your Presidency. Our
two countries share a common view on matters of security and arms control
through your long-standing activities in the field of disarmament and arms
control. You are particularly qualified to perform the difficult and
important task of President of the final phase of this year's work of the
Conference on Disarmament. I extend my best wishes to you for this work of
yours and of the Conference on Disarmament.

At the start of this summer session Foreign Minister Genscher presented
the views of the Federal Republic of Germany on current disarmament and arms
control issuves. I am pleased to have this opportunity now at the end of the
session to appraise once more the state of the arms control process and
evaluate important developments of the last few weeks.

This uriderscores once again the great importance which the Government of
the Federal Republic of Germany attaches to the Geneva Conference on '
Disarmament in the quest for disarmament and arms control. The Federal
Government is convinced that the global and multilateral arms control process
plays a decisive role complementing the bilateral negotiations between the
United States and the Soviet Union and the negotiations between West and
East. The importance of the world-wide dialogue on disarmament is illustrated
by the degree of success of the policy on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons and by the high expectations attached to the negotiations for a
world-wide pan on chemical weapons. At the same time, there can be no doubt
that the East-West negotiations can and must make a decisive contribution to
world peace and security.

As in other areas, co-operation in the field of security Mms become a key
objective. Efforts towards disarmament and arms control are a decisive
element of a strategy aimed at strengthening peace through co-operation. This
strategy is based on the perception that every attempt must be made, for the
sake of reliably preventing war, to supplement security founded on autonomous
defence efforts by co-operative security efforts. It is evident that these
ef forts for co-operation cannot be pursued in jsolation. Co-operation for the
purpose of reliably preventing war needs a broad basis. In our view, this
includes the cultivation of bilateral relations, the continued pursuit of the
CSCE process in all its components and active participation in the work of the
United Nations.

While being ready for co-operative security efforts, we do not underrate
either the existing substantial problems or the differences that continue to
shape the relationships between States or groups of States. What the
participants in this process must have in common is a desire to prevent any
kind of war and a readiness to achieve more stable peace through concrete and
balanced agreements.
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This conceptual development is reflected in the United States-Soviet
Statement of 8 January 1985 and the summit communiqué of 22 November 1985. A
central element of the declaration of 8 January 1985 is the objective of
strengthening strategic stability by means of effective arms control
agreements. The objectives laid down on that occasion were reaffirmed by the
sumit communiqué. The latter additionally states that both sides, conscious
of their special responsibility for maintaining peace, were agreed "that a
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought. Recognizing that any
conflict between the USSR and the United States could have catastrophic
consequences, they emphasized the importance of preventing any war between
them, whether nuclear or conventional. They will not seek to achieve military
superiority."

The importance of these statements is indicated by a brief review of arms
control developments over the last two decades. In 1967, the year of the ‘
historic meeting in Glassboro between United States President Johnson and
Soviet Prime Minister Kosygin, a new approach to arms control became visible.
Apart from the discussion of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, they
focused on the question of how an agreement can be achieved that helps to
limit both sides' arsenals in 2 balanced manner and thus reduce the risk of
war, especially nuclear war. The establishment of stability as a means of
preventing war has thus become a subject of negotiations and a major objective
of arms control.

You are familiar with the subsequent developments: in 1972, the Interim
Agreement on Strategic Offensive Weapons and the ABM Treaty; up to 1979,
SALT II negotiations; from November 1981 and June 1982, INF and START
negotiations; since Marech 1985, the Geneva negotiations. In the conventional
field, negotiations on mutual and balanced force reductions in Central Europe
were started in 1973. With these MBFR talks, bilateral Unitegd States-Soviet
negotiations were for the first time supplemented by multilateral arms control
efforts; efforts to obtain conventional stability in the geographical area

It was no coincidence that in the Report on the Future Tasks of the
Alliance, i.e. the Harmel Report pPrepared in 1967, the Atlantic Alliance
stated that the efforts for collective security through adequate military

Today, in the opinion of the West, arms control has a central role to
play in this Co-operation. The North Atlantic Alliance hasg stated that arms
control and disarmament together with deterrence and defence are integral
Parts of its security policy.

The process of negotiations initiated in 1967 s not yet led to the
results hoped for especially in view of the Present situation, however, there
is no cause for resignation. The necessary conclusions lave been drawn from
the experience @ ined and from the new developments requiring solutions in the
field of arms control. For example, the mandate agreed on at Madrid in 1983
for the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures
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and Disarmament in Europe is based on the perception that limitations and
reductions of conventional forces in the whole of Europe would be facilitated
and must. therefore be preceded by concrete confidence-building measures. At
the MBFR talks, the West suggested in December 1985 in an innovative,
co-operative approach that central problems of the negotiations be solved
through the exchange of information combined with effective verification
measures.

The dec.aration of 8 January 1985 also builds on previous developments by
making "strategic stability" the key concept. This concept not only relates
to certain weapon systems, but also aims at reliably safeguarding peace and
security.

In the present situation we are faced with the question of whether the :
emphasis on the limitation of military potentials can be replaced by a process
dominated by agreements on reductions. Recent developments could then prove
to be the beginning of a new chapter in the history of arms control and
disarmament. The arms control policy of the Federal Government is based on
the obligation enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations to refrain from
the threat or use of force and is directed towards the overriding goal of
preventing war,

Determining principles of this policy are:

Arms coatrol efforts must encompass the entire military balance between
East and West, including conventional forces. The reduction of nuclear
weapons must not be allowed to increase the likelihood of a conventional
conflict in Europe;

Arms control efforts must take account of the need to maintain defensive
capabilities and of the role of the Alliance. They must respect the
legitimate security interests of all concerned,

Arms control efforts must be designed as a step-by-step process so that
the effects can be calculated and controlled at every stage. They must
quarantee undiminished security)

Greater transparency and openness can lead to greater predictability of
military behaviour. The West is already making substantial contributions
to this goal)

Agreements on the reduction and limitation of forces and weapons must be
based on reliable data)

Arms control agreements must be balanced and militarily significant,

And finally, reliable verification of compliance with arms control
agreements in line with their purpose is indispensable. Verification is
the consequence of mistrust existing between potential parties to a
treaty. It is needed to create confidence in disarmament and arms
control agreements being implemented and complied with. Verification
can, or. the one hand, be understood as an offer of openness to convince
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the other parties to the treaty of one's own faithful compliance with the
treaty. It is, on the other hand, a contribution made by one side to
justify the other side's confidence in the reliability of the agreement.

We note with satisfaction that the East is also moving in the direction
of these principles, despite some differences on individual points.
Potentially of great importance for the further development of arms control
are the recent declarations by the Soviet Union and the other countries of the
Warsaw Pact showing a greater readiness to allow effective verification. It
is now essential that the substance of those declarations be demonstrated in
the individual negotiation forums. Above all, it is important that
verification does not just relate to the implementation of reductions, but
also to the effective monitoring of compliance with agreements through
sufficiently detailed information and obligatory on-site inspections. This
would permit decisive improvement in the field of military predictability
through transparency and thus bring about greater confidence.

The last few weeks have impressively demonstrated the importance of
negotiations on disarmament and arms control in the present political
realities. On all major areas of the military relationship, proposals have
been submitted which hold out the prospect of progress. This applies both to
the bilateral negotiations and to the multilateral negotiations at the
European and global levels. .

In the bilateral negotiations, proposals by President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev are on the table. The proposals presented by
President Reagan are the result of intensive discussions within the
North Atlantic Alliance. They have the full support of all the Allies.

At the negotiations on nuclear and space weapons, the aim now is to make
intensive efforts, in keeping with the summit declaration, to find common
ground for the solution of existing problems. Following the recent proposals
by both sides, prospects have improved for arriving at co-operative
arrangements.

At the negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear weapons, an interim
agreement leading towards the global elimination of Soviet and American
land~based LRINFs is taking shape as a realistic perspective. This interim
agreement would limit LRINFs at a low level, their world-wide elimination
remaining our ultimate objective.

American and Soviet experts held talks in Moscow on 11 and 12 August with
a view to examining the state of negotiations on nuclear and space weapons in
the light of recent proposals and exploring possible areas of compromise.
These experts will come together again in Washington before Foreign
Ministers Schultz and Shevardnadze attempt at their meeting on 19 and
20 September to pave the way for the second summit. One cannot deny that the
prospect of the second United States-Soviet summit, which we would like to see
held this year, is creating additional strong momentum for the ongoing
negotiations. 1In our view, efforts must now be focused on tackling the
relationship between offensive anu ‘efensive systems and thus clearing the way
for the reduction of offensive nuclear arsenals and achieving results that
strengthen strategic stability.
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As far as nuclear tests are concerned, we welcome the fact that another
session of Soviet and American experts recently examined the question of how
limitations of nuclear tests and a subsequent comprehensive ban on tests can
be reliably verified. These talks, too, will be continued shortly. These
contacts hold out the prospect of ratification of the agreements of 1974/1976
and a possible prograrme for the reduction of tests, thus bringing us nearer
the goal of a global, comprehensive test ban.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany strongly supports a
comprehensive and verifiable ban on tests at the earliest possible date. The
key problem of arms control in the field of nuclear tests consists in ensuring
reliable verification. In connection with the extension of the unilateral
Soviet moratorium until 1 January 1987, General Secretary Gorbachev stated on
18 August, as you know, that the Soviet Union is willing to allow on-site
verification of this moratorium, this willingness should be translated into
verification proposals aimed at reliably monitoring all nuclear tests. The
Federal Government has, for its part, made a substantial contribution to the
discussion of this subject here at the Geneva Conference on Disarmament by
submitting a proposal for a world-wide seismological system for monitoring
nuclear tests. I note with satisfaction that this approach has met with the
broad support of the countries represented here.

We also welcome developments which have recently taken place in this
Conference's negotiations concerning a global ban on chemical weapons. The
Federal Government greatly welcomes the proposal recently submitted by the
United Kingdom relating to on-challenge inspections. In our opinion, the
approach chosen by the United Kingdom -- while insisting on the obligatory
nature of inspections =-- could show a way of advancing the negotiations in a
positive fashion.

another problem to which this Conference must still devote extensive
attention is that of effective means of verifying the noen-production of
chemical weapons. We remain convinced that it will be possible to resolve
this problem, including verification of a ban on new developments. We note
with satisfaction that here at the Conference a high degree of agreement is
emerging on the concept of a triple matrix listing the chemical substances
that are to be subjected to controls. Om this basis, we consider routine .
inspections and an exchange of statistical data to be suitable measures for ¢
effectively verifying that no substances are being diverted from civilian
chemicals production to the manufacture of warfare agents. Our delegation is
preparing a working paper on methods for exchanging statistical data.

Foreign Minister Genscher stressed here that the Federal Republic of
Germany accords the highest priority to a convention banning chemical weapons,
and he urged that all resources be mobilized so that the negotiations can be
completed in 1987. We therefore welcome the Conference's decision to hold
three rounds of consultations on chemical weapons between this and the next
session. It is now essential that this additional time be used for efforts
aimed at achieving concrete results.

In iiscussing Conference on Disarmament matters, I keve concentrated on
the topics of chemical weapons and nuclear testing. At the same time we
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attach great importance to the discussion of other topics, such as the
prevention of war and outer space, as shown by our contributions here and in
New York.

In the conventional field I have already mentioned the far-reaching
proposal made by the West last December for an initial MBFR agreement.
Unfortunately, the Eastern reaction at the negotiating table to the central
issue of verification has until now been disappointing. We hope that this is
not the last word of our Eastern colleagues.

In Stockholm, the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe has reached a crucial stage. The contours
of an agreement are emerging. During the brief period left, all resources
must be determined to obtain results which produce substantive improvements to
the provisions of the Helsinki Final Act relating to confidence-building
measures. Such results would be an important step towards the building of
greater confidence in Europe and would have a positive impact on East-West
relations in general. They would be a good prelude to the third CSCE
follow-up meeting in Vienna.

' The MBFR talks and the CDE are already dealing with important elements
for achieving conventional stability in Europe. Progress and results at these
negotiations are essential preliminaries for more extensive arms control
efforts by which the elimination of the cenventional imablance in Europe and
the resultant risks could be addressed. The Foreign Ministers of the
North Atlantic Alliance advocated at Halifax on 30 June 1986 that bold new
steps be made in the field of arms control towards strengthening stability and
security in the whole of Europe through increased openness and the
establishment of a verifiable, comprehensive and stable balance of
conventional forces at lower levels. The high-level task force set up in
Halifax is now examining a concept for attaining these objectives. The
countries of the Warsaw Pact stated their readiness in Budapest on 11 June to
negotiate arms control measures applicable to Europe from the Atlantic to the
Urals. The Federal Government welcomes this declaration and hopes that it
will take effect at the ongoing negotiations in Vienna and Stockholm.

The efforts undertaken by the Federal Republic of Germany and its allies
for stability by means of arms control are not only important to East-West
relations. The achievement of East-West stability would also be a
contribution to global stability. We are convinced that, in this ever more
interdependent world, different degrees of security for individual regions =--
the parallel existence of regions of stability and of instability -- must be
of concern to us all. Thus disarmament and arms control efforts must have a
global dimension and include all regions,

The West feels encouraged in its efforts towards achieving stability by
the strong support that the objective of the reduction of nuclear weapons
enjoys worldwide. At the same time, experience gined in the process of
promoting East-West stability can be made use of in other parts of the world.
This applies especially to the endeavours to reach agreement on confidence-
and security-building measures and conventional stability in the whole of
Europe. It was considerations of this kind that prompted the
Federal Government to launch an initiative within the United Nations a few
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years ago for the development of confidence-building measures applicable
worldwide; such measures now enjoy broad support among members of the
United Naticns.

This review of the ongoing negotiations on arms control and disarmament
reveals the problems that still have to be solved until concrete results and
genuine breakthroughs are achieved. Yet it also reveals the great
opportunities that now exist for laying the foundations for more far-reaching
agreements. The credibility of arms control and disarmament efforts and the
opportunites for achieving co-operative contributions to stability are
inextricably linked with the ongoing negotiations. Progress and results can
and must be attained there. The ability to achieve such results soon is now
being put to the test:

(1) At the bilateral United States-Soviet negotiations on nuclear and
space weapons, including those on INFs;y

(2) 1In the efforts of European and North American participants to
achieve in the allotted time-frame a substantive result at the Conference for
Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe. Without
such a result, steps towards more extensive negotiations in the field of
conventional arms control would not be credible

(3) At the Vienna MBFR negotiations, where progress in line with the
latest Western proposals would demonstrate that it is possible to solve
difficult problems through co-operative measures;

(4) At the negotiations for a global ban on chemical weapons. In this
connection, the Conference on Disarmament must devote all its energy towards
achieving definitive results by the end of next year. The credibility of this
Conference and its weight as a multilateral global negotiating forum call for
a commitmerit on the part of all participants to the attainment of such a
result.

Concrete results in these areas could indeed play a key part in opening a
new chapte:r in the history of arms control and disarmament. Agreement on
balanced and verifiable results could show that the establishment of balance
and stability at substantially reduced military levels is a realistic
objective.

On 18 August, General Secretary Gorbachev stated that the problem of
international security is a common problem and necessitates common concern and
responsibility. We chare that view. The perception of the need for
co-operative solutions in the field of security, which is one of the most
important conceptions of this war-torn century, must now be translated into
concrete measures which effectively prevent any type of war and which are so
reliably implemented as to justify to all States involved the amount of
confidence invested in them.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany for his statement and for his kind comments to the President.

I now give the floor to the representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Tonwe.
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Mr. TONWE (Nigeria): First of all, I would like to express the
appreciation of the Nigerian delegation to Ambassador Friedrich Ruth,
Commissioner for Disarmament and Arms Control of the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany, for the food for thought which he has kindly given us
this morning. The Nigerian delegation finds the statement to be full of
encouragement and, at the same time, something which everyone should take home
and try to study carefully. The Nigerian delegation will do that and will
draw whatever lessons it finds compatible with its own policies.

Mr. President, I mad the opportunity, at the beginning of the month,
during your brief absence on duty elsewhere, to say how glad the Nigerian
delegation was that you should be chairing our deliberations during this
crucial month of August. Your professional skills, your contagious moderating
tone, your profound wisdom are generally recognized. Your country's
enlightened policies on various serious problems facing the international
community are well known. The manner in which you have conducted the affairs
of this Conference since the beginning of the month more than indicates the
sentiments the Nigerian delegation expressed a few weeks ago. We have no
doubt whatsoever that you will lead our work at the end of this session to as
successful a conclusion as is now possible.

One of the most striking paradoxes of the painful stagnation in nuclear
disarmament negotiations, is that the same States which, after years of
intensive analysis and soul-searching, have come to the conclusion that "a
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought", are the ones that are
also clinging doggedly to their doctrines of the balance of terror,
deterrence, massive retaliation and what have you, and are galvanizing their
nuclear stockpiles, frantically and methodically developing new and ever more
terrifying nuclear weapons and delivery systems, for deployment in ever more
destabilizing environments.

This contradictory and irrational behaviour of nuclear-weapon States is,
to our mind, strong evidence of the desperation, frustration and panic that
have seized the major military machines of the world and the dangerous extent
to which they have come to rely on the "inadmissible™ weapon to mitigate their
ever-increasing sense of insecurity.

Equally disturbing is the substantial evidence that the foundations of
the nuclear deterrence strategies of some nuclear-weapon Powers are so shaky
that they even seek to circumscribe the just demand of non-nuclear-weapon
States for a legqally binding international instrument by which nuclear-weapon
States would undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States. It is this question, inscribed as item 6 of our
agenda that I would like to address today.

The Nigerian delegation has carefully examined the arguments put forward
by some nuclear-weapon States for imposing conditions on their unilateral
security assurances for those who do not possess the weapon. We regret to say
that we have found some of the arguments unnecessarily obstructive. We
believe that, with some political will, the underlying reservations of some
nuclear-weapon States can be overcome.
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Let me explain. There are three categories of non-nuclear-weapon
States: (a) those which do not belong to any military alliances with
nuclear-weapon States and have no nuclear weapons on their territory)

(b) those which belong to military alliances with a nuclear-weapon State or
States but have no nuclear weapons on their territory; and (c) those which
belong to military alliances and have nuclear weapons on their territory.

Considering the unilateral declaration of the nuclear-weapon States, the
Nigerian delegation believes that it should be easy to agree to the text of
legally binding security assurances for the first category of
non-nuclear-weapon States. Nuclear-weapon States also have the most elaborate
armies equipped with the most sophisticated and destructive conventional
arms. The Nigerian delegation is absolutely convinced that, in the unlikely
event of a conventional war, nuclear-weapon States do not need the nuclear
blackmail ¢o defeat non-nuclear-weapon States belonging to this group.

For non-nuclear-weapon States which are allies of nuclear-weapon States
but have no nuclear weapons on their territories, the Nigerian delegation sees
no insurmountable hurdle. The findings of nuclear scientists of great repute
have demonstrated to all the calamitous consequences of a nuclear war for both
the victor and the vanquished, as well as for those who have no part in the
conflict. 1In short, the Nigerian delegation realizes that it is now even
meaningless to talk of security assurances in connection with a major nuclear
war. But we also believe that, irrespective of the nuc¢lear winter scenarios,
the chances of finding some form of life somewhere in our planet after a

nuclear war would be greater if not every part of it is subjected to a direct
hit. -

The strategy of the major nuclear-weapon States is based on the balance
of terror of their respective nuclear arsenals. WNon-nuclear-weapon States
which have a mutual defence pact with any of them, but have no nuclear weapons
on their territory, could not really be said to add to that balance. An
attack on their territory would not in any way reduce the offensive or
retaliatory nuclear capability of the nuclear-weapon ally. It is not,
therefore, justifiable to deny such a State the security assurances that we
demand. My delegation has no doubt that formulations can be worked out which
will meet the reservations of all nuclear-weapon States in respect of the
second group of non-nuclear-weapon States.

The third group are those which belong to military alliances and have
nuclear weapons on their territories. Members of this group will become
involved in a nuclear war if the principal nuclear-weapon State, launching a
nuclear attack, decides to take pre-emptive measures against nuclear-weapon
installations in their territory, or attacks such installations in their
territory as part of a general massive retaliatory measure. This is hard to
take, but it must be conceded that, given the nuclear weapon strategies of
some nuclear-weapon States, it is conceivable that these situations could
arise, in an atmosphere of severe international tension inveolving the major
alliances possessing strategic or tactical nuclear-weapon defence systems. We
cannot wish away that fact, however we try! If we are realistic, what we
should be seeking to avoid, therefore, is the automatic assimilation of a
non-nuclear-weapon State in this third category to a nuclear-weapon State with
its finger on the button. This distinction is necessary because we
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believe that, between a conflictual situation and the actual launching of a .
nuclear attack from the territory of a third party, there is time to dissuade
the potential attacker, as was seen a few months ago in a more limited
military action. This invaluable time available to "third countries" to
renounce nuclear war affords us a crucial opportunity to reduce the damage to
mankind in the event of nuclear war. We must not shut the door to that
opportunity. It does not jeopardize obligations in military alliances. On
the contrary, by providing a potential safety valve against nuclear war, it
works in the interest of all, in an age when even the most resolute
protagonists of nuclear deterrence have concluded that nuclear war is in

no one's interest.

The logic of what we have said is that it would be desirable to seek,
through negotiations on an internationally binding instrument on item 6, the
form of negative security assurances which could be given to
non-nuclear-weapon States which have nuclear-weapons on their respective
territories.

The upshot of all I have said in this statement is that, for every
category of non-nuclear States described above, there are feasible treaty
formulations of negative security assurances which would be realistic,
discourage the geographical spread of nuclear weapons, and satisfy the
legitimate security concerns of all parties. Such a consensus is not going to
be offered on a platter of gold, it would have to be negotiated. It would
not be helpful for delegations to prejudge the outcome of such negotiations.

The question of negative security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon
States is an extremely important one for the future of disarmament
negotiations and international agreements in general. The vast majority of
the world's non-nuclear-weapon States have undertaken, under the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, not to develop or acquire nuclear weapons, because
the weapons are considered particularly dangerous for the survival of
mankind. Nuclear-weapon States undertake to accelerate negotiations to
eliminate nuclear weapons from their arsenals. If, in spite of these
undertakings, nuclear-weapon States should give the slightest impression that
they do not totally exclude the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
against those who have denied themselves their acquisition, then the very
basis of the Non-Proliferation Treaty would become morally indefensible.
Furthermore, the impression would be created that the more powerful countries
only seek to perpetuate their present military superiority and deny the poorer
ones the right to political dignity and intellectual freedom. The Nigerian
delegation, therefore, believes that the nuclear-weapon States have a
primordial responsibility to assure non-nuclear-weapon States of their honesty
of purpose. Unless this honesty is transparent, those who have adhered to the
NPT cannot be expected to feel vindicated and those who did not accept the
Treaty in 1970 would justifiably move even further away from its objectives.

In the light of the foregoing, the Nigerian delegation cannot but feel
disappointed that no progress las been made this year towards setting up an
ad hoc committee, duly mandated, to negotiate the provisions of a legqally
binding instrument, giving non-nuclear-weapon States the negative security
assurances they require. We sincerely hope that this will be done at the very
beginning of the 1987 session.
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The PRESIDENT:; I thank the representative of Nigeria for his statement
and for his extremely kind comments to the President.

I now give the floor to the representative of the United States of
America, Ambassador Lowitz.

Mr. LOWITZ (United States of America): As we conclude our plenary
session for 1986, the United States delegation extends its best wishes to our
departing colleagues. Ambassadors Kerroum of Algeria, Jessel of France,
Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, Gonsalves of India, and Imai of
Japan, will not be with us next February. Their presence will be missed. I
hope they will retain good memories of their time in Geneva, and that they
will remain involved in the work of disarmament in their new surroundings.

My delegation also extends a warm welcome to our distinguished visitor
from Bonn, Ambassador Friedrich Ruth, Commissioner for Disarmament and Arms
Control of the Federal Republic of Germany. I have noted his important and
positive statement with great interest.

The 1986 session, in the view of my delegation, will, on balance, be
remembered favourably. That it was clearly more productive than the past
several sessions provides some grounds for optimism as we look forward to 1987.

The most noteworthy progress has been recorded in the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons. The Chairman of the Committee, Ambassador Cromartie of the
United Kingdom, is to be congratulated for overseeing a year in which
significant elaboration and restructuring of the draft text of the convention
took place. As a result, five articles of the rolling text now appear in a
more complete form: these are the articles on the elimination of chemical
weapons production facilities, on chemical weapon stockpile destruction, on
activities not to be prohibited by the Convention, on the consultative
committee, and on consultation, co-operation and fact-finding. In addition,
progress is reflected in the elaboration of four annexes addressing supertoxic
lethal chemicals, key precursors, large volume commercial chemicals which
could be used as weapons, and principles, methods and organization of the
elimination of chemical weapons.

last August, my delegation expressed cautious optimism for these
negotiations. It seems to me that this optimism was justified, and that it
can again be expressed for their future course.

This is not to say, of course, that complete agreement has been reached
on any of the new texts. Bracketed sections, footnotes, and incomplete text
reflect that many important issues have not yet been resolved. All areas
require additional work. Key outstanding issues include the declaration of
stockpiles, non-production in the civil industry, and challenge inspection.
And work las barely begun on working out detailed verification procedures.

In particular, the United States delegation looks forward to a serious
considerat:ion of challenge inspection. My delegation would be particularly
interested in hearing the detailed views of the Soviet Union on challenge
inspection. While a number of States have provided constructive contributions
in the area of verification during the session, and the Soviet Union has
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repeatedly expressed its acceptance of the concept of challenge inspection, it
has yet to set forth any comprehensive proposal. This is of concern to my
delegation. We need to be mindful of what has transpired in other
multilateral negotiating forums. 1In particular, in the Stockholm Conference,
the highly publicized "agreement in principle" by the USSR to on-site
inspection is now apparently so qualified as effectively to obstruct progress
on this issue.

It is to be hoped that we are not witnessing a trend which could
adversely affect the progress we see in other areas of the chemical weapons
negotiations.

My deleq@tion repeats yet again its view: that article X of the
United States draft, document CD/500, was not presented on a
take-it-or-leave-it basis, and other approaches that provide the equivalent
level of effectiveness to article X will find a ready reception for careful
consideration. The crucial importance of the issue of compliance with
agreements, and the experience of my Government with regard to non-compliance
with existing agreements, remains a key factor in our work.

In other years, members of this Conference could have been greatly
pleased with the progress made on chemical weapons. This year our expressions
of satisfaction must be tempered by the fact that our task is clearly becoming
more urgent, and that the road ahead is long. The United States is thus in
complete agreement that extended consultations should be undertaken this Fall,
especially in late November and early December. Together with the January
meeting of the full Committee, these should provide another opportunity to
advance the negotiations prior to the start of our 1987 session.

The Conference on Disarmament's work was also carried forward during 1986
on the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Useful
consideration of relevant issues, begun last year, did continue. But because
of protracted delays in reaching agreement on a mandate, and then on a
programme of work consistent with that mandate, the limited time available
meant that this work did not get very far. The United States will carefully
review the results of the Committee's work prior to next vear's session.
However, our initial evaluation suggests that the mandate under which the
Committee is operating is far from being exhausted.

With regard to agenda item 2, for the first time in a number of years the
Conference held a series of informal meetings to consider issues related to
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. It should be
noted in passing that this year the contents of our final report on this
agenda item consist largely of a summary of these informal meetings. The
United States deleqation found the series of exchanges useful, in that it
provided all delegations an opportunity to lay out their own positions and
accurately assess the positions of others in this vital matter. Such an
exchange of views is especially relevant in light of the considerable activity
in the area of nuclear disarmament following the beginning of the nuclear and
space talks in March 1985, and the further intensification of this activity
which has occurred since the November 1985 meeting between President Reagan
and General Secretary Gorbachev. Substantial reductions in nuclear arsenals
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is a primary goal of the United States. And in the United States view, these
can preseni:ly best be accomplished in the bilateral negotiations between the
United Sta<es and the USSR.

With regard to the nuclear test-ban issue, agenda item 1, there has also
been considerable intensification of effort. Most notably, the United States
and the Soviet Union completed at the end of July an initial round of
discussions on the full range of issues concerning nuclear testing. These
talks were the subject of a joint press statement issued on 1 August. The
statement is not long, and it is worth setting out in full:

"Meetings have been held between United States and Soviet experts on
the entire scope of issues related to nuclear testing.

"Extensive discussions have been held and a detailed exchange of
views has taken place.

"Both sides expect to meet again in Geneva in early September, after
a recess announced on 1 August, to allaw further study of the issues that
had been discussed.”

I should point out that these talks, which the United States had long
sought and which it now welcomes, did not constitute negotiations. They were
characterized as discussions, because that is what they were. Accordingly, I
must respectfully disagree with the remark of the distinguished deputy
representative of the Soviet Union, Mr. Kashirin, made at our last plenary
meeting, that "a round of United States-Soviet negotiations on ceasing nuclear
tests was held in Geneva 25-31 July".

In trese discussions the United States presented and discussed its views
on the verification of existing agreements on nuclear testing. As
President Reagan has affirmed, agreement on measures that would provide for
effective verification would allow the United States to move forward on the
ratification of the Threshold Test-Ban Treaty of 1974 and the Peaceful Nuclear
Explosions Treaty of 1976.

With regard to our own work on the nuclear test-ban agenda item, the
Conference has taken note on 21 August of the progress report of the Group of
Scientific Experts dealing with seismic monitoring of the underground
environment in connection with a nuclear test ban. It goes without saying
that the United States wholeheartedly welcomes this report containing the
recommendations of the GSE for its future work, together with the report of
the 1984 Technical Test of Global Seismic Data Exchange Procedures. My
delegation again congratulates the experts who worked so long and hard on the
Technical Test, and who over the years have sought to introduce new concepts
and technology into the approaches to a global seismic network. Of the large
number of those experts, I would single out for special commenda tion
Dr. Peter McGregor of Australia, Dr. Frode Ringdal of Norway, and
Dr. Ola Dehlman of Sweden. ‘

Part of the future work envisioned by the GSE is more extensive and
intensive use of so-called Level II seismic data, that is, the exchange on a
rapid basis of larger quantities of full seismic waveforms. As long ago as
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the 18lst plenary on 24 August 1982, the United States urged that such work be
undertaken.. My delegqation is naturally very pleased that other delegations,
including that of the Soviet Union, have now become persuaded of the utility
of investigating issues related to Level II data exchange. There is
undoubtedly a considerable amount of work to do in this regard. The efforts
of delegations such as Canada, which plans to sponsor a workshop on topics
related to Level II exchange, have already pointed this work in the right
direction.

Although the work of the Group of Scientific Experts has been quite
productive, by contrast, the Conference for the third year was unable to reach
consensus on establishing an ad hoc committee under agenda item 1. My .
deleqation shares the widely-held sense of disappointment that the Conference
has not been able to deal with the substantive issues of a test ban in
committee. A mandate was and is available for a committee to be established.
It is a matter of grave concern; it is regrettable,; it is even deplorable
that consensus on that mandate was prevented by certain delegations. As the
Presidents of the Conference for the first five months will attest, it was not
for lack of trying that the effors were unsuccessful. I know I share the
views of many delegations when I say that perhaps those who did not support
document CD/521 this year will reconsider prior to our next session.

With regard to the third item on our agenda, prevention of nuclear war,
including all related matters, there were a number of plenary statements that
addressed the issue, but my delegation has only had its own earlier views on
this item reinforced by the sterile and fruitless exercise over its
organizational aspects. Such an exercise, which is geared to giving the
appearance of completely separate substance to a subject which is the basis of
all our work, is doomed to failure. A format for this agenda item similar to
that employed this year for agenda item 2 might be a more fruitful manner in
which to explore the views of all delegations.

In assessing our work for this year, we should also give some thought to
our present activity, that of preparing our Annual Report. I believe that in
most areas our report-writing works reasonably well. The reports of the
Chemical Weapons, Quter Space and Radiological Weapons Committees are cases in
point. We can point with some satisfaction to these reports as largely
factual, balanced, and free of polemic. Unfortunately, that is not
universally the case, in particular on agenda items 1 and 3.

With regard to agenda item 1, it is regrettable that differences of
view -- differences which everyone acknowledges are substantive =-- are
seriously affecting the drafting of the report. The accusatory approach that
some delegations seem to apply to the task results in an unduly contentious
and confrontational exercise, with finger-pointing and name-calling the order
of the day. Such behaviour, for a body such as this, can never be justified.
Clearly, better ways of proceeding can and should be brought to bear. We
should attempt to conclude our report in a spirit of mutual tolerance and
respect for different viewpoints. :

I want to conclude on a somewhat hopeful note. If we survey the field of
disarmament, the level of activity is higher than it has been for many years,
at our own Conference, at other multilateral bodies, and bilaterally.
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Activity by itself does not constitute a successful outcome. But there can be
no successful outcome without activity. The United States delegation looks
. forward to the Conference's work on chemical weapons prior to our

1987 sessiony to the next round of nuclear testing discussions beginning on
4 September;, to the next session of the nuclear and space talks beginning on
18 September; and to the forthcoming bilateral meeting at the ministerial
level on 19 and 20 September. The hard work represented by these efforts,
coupled with a willingness to seek fair resolution of differences, @an result
in success. lLet us all seek to ensure that the Conference on Disarmament
makes its contribution, realistially and effectively, to advancing arms
control and to strengthening international security.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from
Russian): Mr. President, as members of the Conference are aware, the Heads of
State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico and Sweden and the
first President of Tanzania met in the Mexican city of Ixtapa on 6 and
7 August 1986 and adopted important documents: the "Mexico Declaration” and
the "Document on verification measures issued at the Mexico Summit"”.
ambassador Garcia Robles dwelt in detail on these documents in his statement
on 14 Auqust. They have been distributed as official documents of our
Conference, as have the messages from the leaders of the six countries to the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Gorbachev, and to the President of the United States,

Mr. Reagan. v

In response to the calls of an important and influential part of the
world community of States among which particular importance attaches to the
Mexico Declaration, the Soviet Union took an extremely important and crucial
decision to extend its unilateral moratorium on nuclear testing until
1 January 1987. 1In accordance with its instructions, the Soviet delegation
would today like to acquaint the members of the Conference with
Mr. Gorbachev's reply, dated 23 August, to the message from the leaders of
Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania. This reply states, in
particular:

"We are in full agreement with the conviction stated in your declaration -
that responsibility for protecting our planet lies with all the peoples
who live on it. The task of preserving human civilization and preventing
it from perishing in the flames of nuclear catastrophe is indeed a common
cause fcr all States and all peoples. Once a nuclear war broke out it
would affect all and everyone. We share your assessment of the fatal
consequences to which the use of even a small fraction of the world's
existing nuclear arsenals could lead. The process of upgrading and
further stockpiling is continuing and nuclear-weapon tests are
contributing to it. That is why the Soviet leadership believes that
there is no more urgent and important task today than that of putting an
end to all nuclear testing.”

_Mr. Gorbachev's letter continues:
"There are no obstacles to ending nuclear testing except the

position of certain Powers rooted in a suicidal reliance on nuclear
muscle. The interests of preserving human civilization in the nuclear
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space age urgently require new political thinking, which should be based
on recognition of the fact that the build-up of nuclear arsenals, far
from enhancing security, can on the contrary lead to "zero" security, in
other words total self-annihilation.

"Guided by a sense of responsibility for the fate of mankind, we
instituted a unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions. Today, after
it has been in effect for one year, the Soviet leadership has once again
decided to extend it until the beginning of 1987."

As Mr. Gorbachev stressed,

"It was not an easy decision for us to arrive at. You know “rat the
United States, in spite of our moratorium, has not ceased conducting
nuclear explosions and is consequently moving forward in building up
nuclear arsenals. Nevertheless we consider that our unilateral action is
justified because it should help to solve the problem of nuclear testing
and to save mankind from the nuclear threat. 1In taking this step, we
believe that people in all countries will correctly assess the lengthy
silence reigning at Soviet testing sites. It is my profound conviction
that if the United States joined the Soviet moratorium -- and the .
extension of our moratorium gives it a further chance to do so -- a
serious and responsible step would have been taken towards stopping the
improvement of the most destructive weapons and their stockpiling. Such
a bilateral moratorium would undoubtedly promote progress towards a
treaty banning nuclear-weapon tests. _The verification measures developed
to monitor compliance with the moratorium could become an important step
towards the establishment of a system to verify compliance with a
comprehensive test-ban treaty."

In this connection I should like to draw the attention of representatives
to the press conference held in Moscow yesterday by the Soviet Foreign
Ministry with the participation of the First Deputy Foreign Minister,

Mr. Y.M, Vorontsov, and the Chief of General Staff, Field-Marshall
S.S. Akhromeev. At this press conference Mr. Vorontsov stated in particular
that the Soviet Union saw no obstacles to the monitoring of a test ban.

In a general political context, too, the moratorium could create
favourable preconditions for the conclusion of such a treaty. The
Soviet-United States talks which began in Geneva in late July should work
towards that goal.

At the same time, Mr. Gorbachev also spoke of the important role which
the Conference on Disarmament can play in banning nuclear tests. In his reply
to the six leaders he states: "The Disarmament Conference could become an
important forum for multilateral talks on this problem if artificial barriers
preventing it from working effectively to prepare a draft treaty banning all
test explosions were removed."

In our view, efforts in this field should be made in all areas and one
set of talks should not preclude or replace others but, on the contrary,

complement them. "I therefore believe", Mr. Gorbachev emphasized, "that the
neeting you propose between experts from the six countries and Soviet and
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United States experts could make a valuable contribution to achieving the goal
of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban and set the stage for an energetic and
businesslike multilateral dialogue on these issues. We are ready to send
Soviet experts to such a meeting”.

"mThe Soviet Union has already expressed its readiness"”, the letter
continues, "to follow up your proposal concerning the provision of assistance
in verifying the suspension of nuclear tests, including on-site inspections,
providing of course it is accepted by the other side. Maturally, it would be
useful to consider your new proposals jointly and to seek mutually acceptable
solutions to the problem of verifying the cessation of nuclear testing”.

Mr. Gorbachev's reply deals, in addition to the problem of ending nuclear
tests with another very important question raised at Ixtapa -- the arms race
in space.

"It is clear from the Mexico Declaration adopted by you", the Soviet
leader writes, "tlat you and we have the same approach to the serious
consequences which would ensue if outer space were to become a new arena for
the arms race. Like you, we are convinced that space should be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes, in the interests of all mankind. . This is
the basis for our recent initiative calling for the development of
international co-operation in averting an arms race in space and promoting its
peaceful use. At the Soviet-United States talks on nuclear and space weapons
we have tabled specific proposals aimed at ensuring that outer space does not
become an arena of military rivalry".

At the end of his reply, Mr. Gorbachev states:

"You also deal in the Mexico Declaration with the question of
another Soviet-United States summit. The Soviet Union is in favour of
such a meeting. However, this new meeting should promote the
normalization of relations between the USSR and the United States,
improvement of the international situation and more rapid progress in the
arms reduction talks. We would be prepared at such a meeting, for
example, to sign an agreement banning nuclear tests. In brief, a meeting
of the Soviet and United States leaders should be genuinely meaningful.
This was the thrust of the understanding reached by the leaders of the
two countiries in Geneva.

"I should like to express my conviction that our joint efforts to
surb the arms race and halt nuclear-weapon tests will eventually be
translated into concrete measures that will lead to the attainment of
that important goal."

In view of the significance of the reply of the General Secretary of the
Central Committee of the CPSU to the Heads of State or Government of
Argentina, Gresece, India, Mexico and Sweden and the first President of

_ Tanzania, the Soviet delegation has requested the Secretariat to distribute it
as an official document of the Conference.
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I should like to say a few words on various events taking place in the
Conference. First of all I should like to welcome the participation in
today's meeting of the special representative on disarmament and arms control
questions of the Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Friedrich Ruth. We
shall carefully study the statement he made at today's meeting. I also wish
to thank him for his hospitality during the consultations between the
Soviet Union and the Federal Republic of Germany held in July in Bonn.

We have also learned that a number of ambassadors are leaving Geneva to
take up new and responsible assignments. We are pleased with the co-operation
we have had with Mr. Nourdine Kerroum of Algeria, who has had great experience
in working on Soviet-Algerian relations. He has worthily represented the
interests of his country at our Conference. We are sorry to learn that
Ambassador Imai of Japan and Ambassador Jessel of France are leaving. We have
had many useful working meetings with them on various questions concerning the
activities of the Conference, and it is our hope that these have contributed
to the further development of Soviet-Japanese and Soviet-French relations. We
should like to believe that their successors will continue the co-operation
with the Soviet delegation. The head of the delega tion of the
Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Wegener, is also leaving Geneva. I,
probably more than anyone else at this Conference, shall feel his absence,
since we were the main participants in many, sometimes lively, discussions. I
wish him success. I should like to read the following excerpt from a book by
the United States authors Fisher and Ury entitled "Getting to Yes:

Negotiating Agreement without Giving In", which many of us would find it
useful to remember.

"How you see the world depends on where you sit. People tend to see
what they want to see. Out of a mass of detailed information, they tend
to pick out and focus on those facts that confirm their prior perceptions
and to disregard or misinterpret those that call their perceptions into
question. Each side in a negotiation may see only the merits of its
case, and only the faults of the other sides."

"The ability to see the situation as the other side sees it,
difficult as it may be, is one of the most important skills a negotiator
can possess."

I hope that Ambassador Wegener may add to the many skills which he
demonstrated at the Conference, the one I have just mentioned.

Mr. FRANCESCHI (Italy): May I first refer to the very deep relations of
friendship which bind our two countries. May I also underline how much we do
appreciate having the very able and generally appreciated leader of the
Canadian delegtion presiding over the very delicate work of the Conference in
these last very busy days. I would also like to welcome Ambassador
Friedrich Ruth, who delivered today a very important speech.

On behalf of the Group of Western countries, I would like to address some
concluding remarks on the work which has been done this year on item 5 of our
agenda, that is, the prevention of an arms race in outer space. This is an
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objective to whkich Western countries are deeply committed. We are also of the
view that it is a subject on which the Conference on Disarmament can play an
important role.

In our view the Ad Hoc Committee on this item has achieved some useful
work in this session. In this context we would like to congratulate
Ambassador Bayart of Mongolia for the calm and efficient way in which he has
guided this Committee in implementing its programme of work. Despite the
regrettable delay in getting down to work, we were able to cather information
which can assist our future endeavours. While some aspects of this topic have
been usefully clarified, it is, however, apparent that in view of the limited
time which has been available much still remains to be done.

One of the more helpful features of the Ad Hoc Committee this year has
been the discussion and elucidation of the existing legal régime in relation
to arms control and outer space. We have studied many of the important
agreements in this area, which already play a wide-ranging role in the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. Aany further initiatives in this
area should clearly build on these existing provisions and not duplicate
them. We would also stress the importance of strict compliance with the
existing leq@al régime and the importance of wider participation in it.

The Ad Hoc Committee has also given us the opportunity to examine some of
the activities which are currently being carried on in outer space. It is
clear that the use of outer space for military purposes has occurred since the
gtart of the space age. Activities such as the use of satellites to monitor
compliance with existing arms control agreements and the use of communications
satellites have a stabiliz ing function and thereby contribute to the
maintenance of international peace and security.

It is also apparent that to refer to outer space as a zone which is
immune from use by certain active military systems is inaccurate. Apart from
the fact that ballistic missiles are programmed to travel through space on the
way to their targets, it is apparent that one country already has an existing
and deployed ASAT system.

The Committee is clearly in need of more technical and other
information. We would in particular call upon the Soviet Union to display the
same degree of openness and transparency in regard to its activities in outer
space as that which is already shown by other countries.

Apart from the study of technical matters to which I have referred there
are several other areas which merit continuing and intensified consideration.

The contribution on terminology which your delegation has made,
Mr. President, in Working Paper CD/CS/WP.l5, is most pertinent and could help
us in our future work.

It has in fact been apparent that much of the terminology used in this
area is unclear, especially in relation to some of the new language being

used. Terms such as "weaponization" and "militarization" are frequently used
but often without clear or precise definition.
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Moreover, the important issue of verification has not yet received the
attention which it deserves. We would note the contribution on this subject
made by the United Kingdom in the Committee on 29 July. Verification is at
the heart of any arms control measure: an undertaking which annot be
adequately verified can have a negqtive and destabiliz ing influence. 1In the
context of outer space there are clearly particular difficulties such as
detecting, identifying and tracking in the vastness of space itselfy, the
possibility of concealment of existing weapon systems on Earthy and the
limitations of existing verification technology.

We were disappointed that the discussion of proposals in this year's
Ad Hoc Committee tended to concentrate on some of the less realistic and less
constructive ideas which have been put forward. The attempt by some countries
to press their ideas on so-called "space strike weapons" seems to us to be
particularly unhelpful, first because the particular term chosen is an emotive
onejy secondly because it is selective in the systems which it seeks to ban,
and thirdly because it seems designed to put pressure on one party to the
bilateral negotiations at present being conducted.

We are convinced that those bilateral negotiations have a very important
role to play in the prevention of an arms race in outer space and we would
emphasize that the work carried out in this Conference should be complementary
rather than prejudicial to the outcome of those bilateral negotiations. We
would also note that the bilateral negotiations are tackling the question of
the prevention of an arms race in outer space in the context of overall
strategic stability and disarmament. This is certainly a reason why the call
for immediate negotiations on a particular subject like "space strike weapons "
seems to us not to represent a practial way of proceeding.

While much time was spent on the discussion of these ideas, other
proposals received less attention. We hope that next year the Committee will
be able more thoroughly and systematically to carry out its mandate.

In conclusion, Mr. President, I would like to emphasize that, although
useful work was done this year, the time at our disposal was severely
limited. There is still a great deal to be accomplished within the framework
of the existing mandate. 1In this respect we welcome the indications in
plenary statements by some delegations that they could continue work on this
bagsis. We intend therefore to encourage this Conference to re-establish the
Ad Hoc Committee under the present mandate at the earliest possible
opportunity in the 1987 session so that this important and substantive work
an be pursued. '

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Italy for his statement and
for his comments to the President.

I now give the floor to the representative of Australia,
Ambassador Butler.
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Mr. BUTLER (Australia)s On several occasions during the course of our
work this year statements have been made on behalf of a group of Western
States on item 1 of the Conference agenda -- nuclear test ban. This present
statement is made on behalf of that same group of Western States. It is made
in order to ensure that there is complete clarity about the position of that
group of States, especially given +he nmature and progress.of consideration of
the report of the Conference on its work, during 1986, under agenda item 1.

We have made it clear repeatedly, this year, that we attach great
importance tc item 1 of our agenda. We have made it clear that we believe
that serious conduct of work on that agenda item requires, indeed, demands,
that an ad hos_committee of the Conference be established with an appropriate
mandate. We have proposed such a mandate, the text of which appears in
document CD/H2l.

As is well known, that mandate provides for a substantive examination of
the specific issues jnvolved in a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty, in
particular, those of scope, verification and compliance. We have made it
plain in our mandate that the purpose of such substantive work would be with
"y view to negotiation of a treaty om the subject", that is, a comprehensive
nuclear test ban treaty.

Tt has been a source of deep regret to us that our mandate has not been
accepted and that an ad hoc committee has not been established in 1986. This
disappointment is real because of the seriousness of our purpose on the
subject at issue. The reality of that disappointment is made sharper by the
frequency and ways in which both the terms of our mandate, and the seriousness
of our purpose, have been misrepresented by a few delegations.

It is of importance for us to make this point:s we reject any suggestion
that our mandate is a device to delay work on this important subject. Any
such representation of our manda te both distorts the reality of it as such and
the policies which support jt. This is also true for statements seeking to
asgsert that our proposal reflects only ideas of one or a small group of
countries within the Western Group.

Given developments both bilaterally and multilaterally in recent months
with regard to the nuclear test ban issue, it has been a matter of special
concern to us that those developments have not been able to be complemented
and accompar.ied by a consensus decision in this Conference enabling the
Conference on Disarmament to resume work on the nuclear test ban issue. 1In
saying this we are aware too that only a few weeks ago it seemed possible to
find consensus in terms of our draft mandate, in a way which would have
enabled an &d hoc committee to be established and work to have been started.
Even though that work would have been late in this year's session it would
have started and it clearly would have carried over into our session next year.

Also of deep concern to us is the manner in which some delegations have
tried to have the Conference's final report misrepresent why no ad hoc

cormittee was formed. We do not believe that it is constructive to frame the
Conference report on this subject in an accusatory way.

776

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV. 382
24

(Mr. Butler, Australia)

The purpose of this statement is therefore not to make or register any
such accusations. 1Instead it is to reiterate our deep concern that the
willingness of the majority to see practical work advanced on this important
subject should have been thwarted, in 1986,

It is also of fundamental importance to us that the Conference report on
this subject indicate that a group of Western States: attached great
importance to practical work being resumed, in the Conference, on the
substantive issues involved in a nuclear test ban treaty; deeply regretted
that this was not possible in 1986; and is committed to doing whatever it can
to ensure that such work commences at the earliest possible moment during the
1987 session of the Conference.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Australia for his
statement.. I now give the floor to the representative of Cuba,
Mmbassador Lechuga, who will speak in his capacity as Chairman of the ad Hoc
Committee on Radioclogical Weapons to introduce the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee, contained in document CD/722,

Mr. LECHUGA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): In my capacity as Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons, I wish to discharge my task
of introducing to the Conference the report on the work done this year, which
has been circulated among delegations in document CD/722.

The Committee began its meetings on 7 March and held a total of 17, as
well as a number of consultatlons among members. The Committee's last meeting
was held on 11 August.

In keeping with the agreement reached, the Committee continued to work on
the basis of the so-called unitary approach, that is to say, the prohibition
of radiological weapons in the "traditional" sense, and the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.

It was also agreed to continue consideration of both questions without
dividing them into two "tracks", without giving priority to either of them,
and on the understanding that this working method was without prejudice to the
final position of delegations or to the link between both questions and the
most appropriate form of considering them.

The programme of work adopted for 1986 was the same as for the previous
year and to deal with it the Committee adopted our suggestion of establishing
three contact groups, open to the participation of all delegations, to deal
with the issues of scope and definitions, peaceful uses and cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, and the subjects of verification
and compliance, which were co-ordinated by Ambassadors Ekeus of Sweden,
Meliszter of Hungary and Butler of Australia.

Active work was carried out in the context of the contact groups and vas

obviously very much enhanced by the efforts made by all delegations and by the
co-ordinators, whose task it was to gquide the work of the groups.
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By way of conclusion, Mr. President, the Committee considered that it did
useful work in terms of the mandate assigned by the Conference, in the sense
that the posit:ions of countries were clarified and differences of substance
and approach were revealed with reqard to the questions under consideration.

The Commi-tee recommends to the Conference that, at the beginning of its
1987 session, it should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee, which should,
inter alia, consider the ways and means of how best to proceed further.

It is also recommended that, as a basis for the future work of the
Committee, account be taken of the documents referred to in paragraphs &,
9, 10 and 11 as well as any other document or proposal that is relevant in
accordance with the report.

T would not like to conclude this introduction without thanking all
deleqations, and particularly Ambassadors Ekeus, Meiszter and Butler, of
Sweden, Hunqary and Australia respectively, for the work that was done and
their continuous co-operation, as well as express thanks to

Mr. Victor Slipchenko and his colleagues in the Secretariat who, with their
efforts and devotion, rendered substantial support to the Committee.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Cuba for his statement
introducing the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons. This
concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish to
take the floor?

I call or. the representative of the German Democratic Republic,
Amba ssador Rose.

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Having closely studied the
written text of the statement which the Australian Ambassador made last
Thursday, I would like to reaffirm what I said the same day. A detailed
‘answer would require a lot of time as his statement contains a host of
distortions and misrepresentations, to say the least of it. But, time is
urgently needed for the conclusion of the Conference's work. That is why I
have asked the Secretariat to distribute the text of the speech I made last
Tuesday. The passages marked will help to compare the two statements. Let me
add the following observations.

It was with particular vehemence that the Ambassador of Australia
expressed his opposition to the request for immediate CTBT negotiations and,
in this context, accused delegations of obstruction of progress. It is bad
enough that such a thing should be said by someone who knows perfectly well,
for example, who turned down the President's compromise proposed last
February, and who did not. However, this is not my main point, since everyone
here is aware of the efforts my delegation has been undertaking to help find a
solution acceptable to all. I should like to remind you of the fact that the
United Mations General Assembly adopted resolution 40/8l at its session last
year. Paragraph 4 of that resolution is as follows: :

"Urges the Conference on Disarmament to establish at the beginning
of its session in 1986 an ad hoc committee under item 1 of its agenda
entitled °‘Nuclear Test Ban' to begin negotiations on a comprehensive
nuclear test ban treaty"”.
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{Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

Not only did Australia, represented by Ambassador Butler, give its approval to
this resolution but it acted also as one of its co-sponsors. I think this
speaks volumes, so that no further comments are needed.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): I will not delay the Conference any further. I
think every one would agree that this exchange that has taken place in the
last couple of plenary meetings has been interesting. I thank the Ambassador
of the German Democratic Republic for redistributing his text of 19 August and
underlining certain passages. I agree that will help others make the
comparison of statements which he has called for. Tt is important, I think,
that I simply record that I stand by what I said at our last plenary meeting.
I reject any suggestion that my statement contained distortions or
misrepresentations, but I think, as I said, we have probably had a fair
exchange.

Finally, I am grateful that attention was drawn to resolution 40/81. It
was an important resolution and indeed it was co-sponsored by Australia. It
received a very considerable vote in the General Assembly. It is perhaps
sufficient for me to end these remarks by calling attention to who voted which
way on this resolution.

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): In some earlier
statements and in those made today by the distinguished representatives of the
United States and Australia it would appear from them that their authors are
convinced that the arguments they advance with regard to item 1 of our agenda
are arguments that have the support of the majority.

I wish to believe that they are not referring to the Assembly, because in
the Assembly we have very concrete facts, year after year and the latest at
the fortieth session, which speak for themselves. At that session,
resolution 40/80B was the one that obtained the highest number of votes among
the resolutions relating to complete cessation of nuclear tests. Therefore, I
wish to believe that they are referring to the Conference on Disarmament.
However, we might have differing opinions, yet it is not opinions that count
but facts.

The distinguished representative of Australia refers, every time he takes
the floor, to the draft in document CD/521. Tt is drafe that dates from
1984. If chronology were to have any value here then we the members of the
Group of 21 could mention another draft, in document CD/520, which is a day
older than the one of the Western countries. But we do not believe that in
the negotiations this type of draft should be put forward as an ultimatum, a
"take it or leave it". For this reason we have not submitted any detailed
programme amplifying what we said in our draft mandate in document CD/520. We
have nothing, therefore, that is equivalent to document CD/621, which is
simply a detailed elaboration of document CD/521. Any why? It is because we
knew that document CD/520 was not acceptable to some delegations; hence it
would have been a waste of time to draw up a document 620 giving more details
on document 520.

So what have we done Mr. President? What we have done has been to
endeavour to understand what aspects are of particular importance to the
Western European Group, and it would appear that one of those aspects is that
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of verification, of verification and compliance. Therefore in our draft
resolution, which became resolution 40/80A, we suggested the establishment of
an ad hoc committee and, in that ad hoc committee, two working groups, one of
which would deal exclusively with those aspects of particular interest to the
Group of Western European States, and the other would deal, and I think this
is quite normal and natural, with those aspects of particﬁlar interest to us.
Those two working groups would work, as the resolution says, on all the
various interrelated problems.

T believe that a draft based on what was recommended by the Assembly in
resolution 40/80A has the majority and a significant majority, not a majority
of 21 to 19, but a majority of more than 30 in favour. Yet perhaps I am
mistaken. Trerefore I would like to propose to the distinguished
representatives members of the Western European Group a procedure that would
dispel any dcubts. We still have another meeting, the meeting on Thursday,
and I would suggest that the Group of 21 on the one hand, or a group of
deleqations ¢f the Group of 21, present under their sponsorship a draft that
would be based on the draft mandate which the Assembly expressly recommended
in its resolution 40/80A; and as regards the Western European Group and other
countries whi.ch are convinced, apparently, of the virtue of the 1984 draft,
they could submit another draft, another draft mandate reproducing the 1984
draft. Then, at the meeting on Thursday there would be, not a vote -- we
already know that we do not vote here, this is done by consensus == but a
simple illustrative ceremony. The President could have a small urn in front
of him and we would all put in a folded paper in which we would express our
preference for one of the two mandates, and I am convinced, that the draft
mndate which the Assembly recommended in its resolution 40/80A would be the
one that would obtain a majority, and I repeat, not a very close majority but
an overwhelming majority. MNaturally, this would only be to dispel any doubts
on this point:, I repeat, I know the Conference on Disarmament takes its
decisions by consensus, but if our colleagues who have taken the floor and to
whom I referred a few moments ago are convinced about what they said to us, I
offer them a procedure that can remove any doubts.

Mr. RUTH (Federal Republic of Germany): Since it is my good fortune to
be here today, I would like to take the opportunity on behalf of my Government
to thank you and the members of the Conference on Disarmament for the very
friendly and broad co-operation which you have given to Ambassador Wegener in
the time he was here. I think the standing of the Conference in Bonn and the
broad information which we are given of your activities is very much due to
his affection for this body. I would like to ask you very much to continue
the co-operation which you have extended to him, to his successor as well.

The PRESIDENT: I thank Ambassador Ruth, speaking for the Federal
Republic of Germany. I can perhaps tell him what may be obvious, that since
it is our understanding that Ambassador Wegener will be speaking on Thursday
we will, in any event, be making clear to all Governments, including his own,
the high recard in which he is held in this Conference. Normally, it is the

. practice, as you yourself know, for the President to withhold such statements
until what we have tended to call the valedictory statement. I thank you for
this expression of appreciation of the co-operation given to you and to
Ambassador Wegener, which I am sure will be given to his successor by all
members here.
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(The President)

I wonder if we can close the meeting or not. Again it is one of my-
failings that I tend sometimes to speak frivolously of important subjects and
I a@nnot help wondering whether we need an urn for the ashes of the Conference
on Disarmament if we continue as we sometimes do. My preference would be to
see the spiral of white smoke that is sometimes viewed in the capital of a
representative who spoke this morning. I do not suggest that we elect anyone
and signify election by white smoke, but ratlier that we reach agreement on our
report as quickly as possible. Nevertheless, I am sure that all delegations
have taken note of the proposal of the representative of Mexico, whether it
will be proceeded with or not. May I ask then if I have any other speaker?

My I now then proceed to our next item of business. Aas announced
previously, we should now take note of the Fourth Report of the ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to
Detect and Identify Seismic Events, which was circulated under the
symbol CD/720, as well as of the Summary of that Report, as contained in
document CD/68l/Rev.l. If there is no objection, I shall take it that the
Conference takes note of the Fourth Report of the Ad Hoc Group as well as of
its Summary.

It was so decided.

J— I wish to inform you that I shall invite the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc
Committees on Chemical Weapons, Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space and
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to introduce the reports of their

. Committees at the opening of our plenary meeting on Thursday. We shall adopt
"those reports at the end of that plenary meeting, together with the Report of
the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons, which was introduced today by
the Chairman of that Committee. May I suggest that those members wishing to

I feel Auty bound to inform you that the Secretariat has informed me
that, unless we are able to pProceed rather more expeditiously than we have
been doing, we will face two possibilities, one of which might lead to the
other. One is the unpalatable prospect of attempting to extend our session,
aq@inst the very severe financial constraints that we face -- it may in any
event, prove impossible to have such an extension. The other altermative I
have in mind, of course, is that we do not reach agreement on a report and an
extension may be the first step towards reaching new agreement. I hope that
neither of those prospects is an imminent one.

report to the General Assembly of the United Nations and to consider other
matters. 1In talking about a second reading, as previously announced, and
depending on the results of various informal consultations, we my be able to
hold a meeting of the Drafting Committee immediately after the informal
Plenary meeting, assuming, as we hope to be the case, that the informal
pPlenary meeting will be relatively brief.

781

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

CD/PV. 382
29

(The President)

So, let me recapitulate. At 3 p.m. we will be holding an informal
meeting of the Conference to begin the second reading of the draft annual
report, basically those parts that we have been able to give first reading
to. Depending on the results of informal consultations, we may be able to

hold a meeting of the Drafting Committee immediately after the informal
plenary meeting.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held on
Thursday, 28 ARugust at 10 a.m.

The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT: I declare open the 384th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Conference will adopt at

this plenary meeting its annual report to the General Assembly of the
United Nations. )

As announced yesterday at the end of the plenary meeting, the draft
annual report is contained in document CD/WP.243/Rev.l. It was made available
to delegations this afternoon and another circulation has been made available
at the table for this plenary meeting. I am grateful to those delegations

which have not yet received it in their own language and have agreed to allow
us to continue.

The draft arnnual report appearing in document CD/WP.243/Rev.l includes
the technical parts of the annual report, as well as the substantive
paragraphs on those items on the agenda on which no ad hoc committees were
established during the 1986 session. The reports of the Ad hoc Committees,
which the Conference adopted at our plenary meeting yesterday, will become an
integral part of the annual report. They will be added to the text before you
in document CP/WP.243/Rev.l once the report is adopted, at the time of its
submission for processing as an official document of the Conference. They
will therefore be in the final text which will be circulated here as well as
during the General Assembly.

You will notice that some blank spaces still remain. They will be filled
in by the Secretariat at the time of processing the annual report. Members
finding any errors of an editorial or technical character in the wvarious
languages should transmit their comments and suggestions directly to the
Secretariat. I think you will all agree that we should not lose time now
dealing with such questions.

No member has asked to speak before the adoption of the annual report.
Accordingly, I shall now proceed to submit the text for consideration.

I put before the Conference for adoption the draft annual report to the
forty-first session of the General Assembly of the United Nations as contained
in document CP/WP.243/Rev.l. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the
Conference adopts its annual report.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: I now give the floor to the representative of Belgium,
Ambassador Clerckx.

Mr CLERCKX (Belgium) (translated from French): My delegation, on the

orders of its Government, would like to make a brief comment regarding the
text we have just adopted.

When the report was being prepared in the Drafting Committee, my
delegation had expressed its disagreement with the sentence which appears in
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the section on item 3 of our agenda, "Prevention of Nuclear War”", in

paragraph 79, which says that members of the Group of 21 were of the view that
it was inadmissible that the prospect of the annihilation of human
civilization was used by some States to promote their security.

In its bombastic form and the context in which it is placed, the
intention behind that sentence, in a way that no one can fail to grasp, is
offensive to those States which depend in particular on nuclear deterrence for
their security.

My delegation remains opposed to that formulation, just as it remains
opposed to any formulation of the same nature, in any context, and of any
origin whatsoever.

In a document which is intended for the General Assembly of the
United Nations and, through the General Assembly, to inform world opinion of
the progress of our efforts towards peace and disarmament, a document which,
in short, is aimed at fostering understanding and dialogue among peoples,
there is no place for offensive insinuations or accusations against any
country.

This is why my delegation would have wished that, in the circumstances,
the idea contained in the paragraph could have been expressed in doubtless
just as clear a way, but without any unpleasant implications.

A sentence such as "Members of the Group of 21 were of the view that no
country should promote its security by means invelving risks of annihilation
of human civilization™ would I think have been entirely appropriate. At this
stage I would only submit this as an example to illustrate that, with good
will we can eliminate from a report the far too deliberately sharp edges
without, however, distorting the content or the significance. My delegation
regrets this could not be done. .

However, in spite of this deep concern, my delegation did not want to
hinder the process of our Conference and adopt an attitude which would have
prevented the timely achievement of a consensus on the report.

Therefore, it did not insist, and in a spirit of conciliation based on
practical considerations -- and only in that spirit -- in this instance it
agreed to ignore something it none the less regards as a text which is out of
place.

However, I should like to emphasize quite clearly that, in the future, my
delegation will no longer endorse formulations drafted in this way.

Mr. CHIRILA (Romania) (translated from French): Mr. President, allow me
to reiterate the Romanian delegation's satisfaction at seeing you preside over
the work of the Conference on Disarmament in the month of August. We would
now like to add how much we have appreciated your special skills and we wish
to express our gratitude to you for the efforts that you have so resolutely
deployed in order to lead the work of the Conference for this year to a
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successful conclusion. The most convincing proof of this is the preparation

and adoption of the report of the Conference under conditions that we are all
well aware of.

Romania's position in regard to disarmament as well as its assessments of
the role and the work of this multilateral negotiating forum have been the
subject of statements by our delegation throughout this year's session of the
Conference. The very essence of our position was reflected above all in the
declaration of the Grand National Assembly of the Socialist Republic of
Romania conerning the International Year of Peace, which our delegation had
the honour of presenting during the plenary meetings of the Conference. In
the present internmational circumstances, Romania considers it a matter of the
utmost importance and priority to elaborate and implement a complex
disarmament programme, in which measures for stage-by-stage nuclear
disarmament, as well as the elimination of chemical weapons, must be
accompanied by radical reductions, of at least 50 per cent, in all weapons,
troop forces and military budgets, by the end of the century. All disarmament
measures and programmes must be guaranteed by appropriate and effective
international contrql, with broad participation by all States.

We believe that the report on the Conference's session this year reflects
by and large the increasing awareness in this forum of the abjective needs and
urgent priorities in halting the arms race and achieving a genuine process of
disarmament, and also the responsibility incumbant upon the Conference, and
upon each Member State in this regard.

But the essential thing that still has to be done, in our opinien, is to
make the actual shift to concrete negotiations to arrive at agreements and
implement effective measures.

Generally speaking, in the circumstances we all know and which our
delegation has already had occasion to mention, we are obliged to note that
the results up to now far from confirm our expectations.

The work on the first three items of the agenda and also on item 6, which
covers what is unanimously recognized as being the most urgent and important
problem, namely nuclear disarmament, has not gone beyond the phase of general
statements. It has not been possible to establish effective working bodies.

In all the work of the session, the specific topics on which marked
headway could be made include, above all, the elaboration of a draft
convention on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons. We welcome the
measures adopted by the Conference to ensure the requisite continuity and
effective conditions of work in the intersessional period for the Ad Hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons.

As to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, we consider that the
work this year of the Ad Hoc Committee and of the Conference in general have
revealed yet again, and in a most convincing way, the political, legal, '
security, and also practical, reasons for reconfirming the urgent need to
assign the Ad Hoc Committee in the future with a specific mandate for
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effective negotiations to elaborate one or more international legal
instruments designed to prevent an arms race in space, in terms of all those
aspects.

We also express the hope that the Conference will be in a position, even
in the first part of its next session, to fulfil its mandate of elaborating
the comprehensive pProgramme of disarmament. Lastly, the Romanian delegation
hopes that, in the face of today's demands, the Conference on Disarmament will
in the future be in a position, through genuine negotiations and a resolute
common quest to elaborate specific and verifiable agreements, meet the
greatest challenge of our times, namely the elimination of a nuclear danger
and of war in general.

Mr. President, I would like to take this opportunity once again to convey
to you our congratulations and thanks again for the exemplary way in which you
have conducted our work. Similarly, we wish to éxpress our warm thanks to the
Secretary-General of the Conference, Ambassador Komatina, the Deputy
Secretary-General of the Conference, Ambassador Berasategui, and all the
members of the Secretariat and the interpretation services for their efforts
in ensuring the broper functioning and successful completion of the work of
this year's session of the Conference on Disarmament.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Romania for his statement
and for his kind words to the President. I now give the floor to the
representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Tonwe.

Mr. TONWE (Nigeria): As we approach the end of the 1986 session of the
Conference on Disarmament, I would like to make a few remarks in my capacity

as Co-ordinator of the Group of Non-Aligned and Neutral States, the Group
of 21. ’

Yesterday, the Conference on Disarmament adopted, thanks to your
ingenious guidance, and the co-operation of delegations, several important
elements of its report for 1986. Today, we have just adopted the entire
report for the year. We may rejoice at what we have achieved, we may lament
what we have left undone. It has not been all negative. We have achieved
practically nothing in the areas to which the Group of 21 and, it must be
said, the United Nations General Assembly, through its various resolutions,
attach the greatest priority. We have nevertheless made some progress, which
is discernible, for example, towards a chemical weapons convention.

All through our deliberations, the Group of 21 has, as usual, tried
loyally to implement the relevant resolutions of the United Nations, while
remaining constructive, tolerant and flexible. In spite of our approach, it
has not been possible to agree on many fundamental issues with all other
groups. The right to disagree, Mr,. President, is the sovereign right of every
delegation. So is the right of every delegation to have its views recorded
for the information of the United Nations General Assembly. We in the Group
of 21 believe that the exercise of these rights is essential for the correct
assessment of the outcome of our work by the General Assembly. Any attempt to
gloss over divergencies would therefore have been counter-productive.
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I do not wish to spur a discussion. I merely wish to say that the very
fact that we have been able to get a report for the 1986 session is in itself
a success, and that that success in a small measure is due to the
understanding and flexibility of all delegations. .

The main credit, however, goes to you, Mr. President. Your
confidence-inspiring personality, your professional skill, your wisdom,
patience and affability are largely responsible for the fruitful conclusion of
our sessional work. That is the enthusiastic judgement of the Group of 21
and, I believe, that of other delegations and groups.

Having said that, permit me, Mr. President, to say how sorry we are to
see so many worthy members of our Conference leave finally at the end of this
session. I speak about Ambassadors Celso de Souza e Silva of Brazil,

Henning Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, Ryukichi Imai of Japan,
and Jacques Jessel of France.

Ambassador "de Souza e Silva is a highly respected veteran of disarmament
negotiations, whose contributions at the Conference, and at the meetings of
the Group of 21, were always highly professional, instructive and
constructive. The Nigerian delegation and the Group of 21 will miss his
incisive statement:s and his friendship. We wish him every success in his new

. endeavours.

Ambassador Henning Wegener's brilliant contributions to the work of the
Conference are recognized by all. He was dynamic and forthright. He
presented the views forcefully and clearly. His intellectual honesty was
never in doubt. If one could not agree with him, one knew it. His
intellectual strength, his warm and pleasant personality endeared
Ambassador Wegener to his colleagues. We are happy to see him go to a fitting
assignment which will, inevitably, make him maintain a keen interest in the
work of our Conference.

Ambassador Fyukichi Imai of Japan has, in his characteristically friendly
way, made invaluable contributions to our work, by consistently seeking what
was practicable. His unique ability to reconcile the aspirations of the Group
of 21 and the policies of the Western Group helped the progress of our
negotiations. We wish him every success in his future assignment.

Ambassador Jacques Jessel of France took over the leadership of his
country's delegation not so long ago. During this short period, he
established his reputation as a highly skilled, profound and personable
diplomat. We regret his early departure and wish him every success.

May I take =:his opportunity to welcome Ambassador Stulpnagel of the
Federal Republic of Germany and Ambassador J.D. Teja of India, who have
recently taken over the leadership of their respective delegations. We look
forward to continuing the fruitful co-operation which we have had with their
predecessors.
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(Mr. Tonwe Nigeria)

Mr. President, I would also like to convey, through you, the appreciation
of the Nigerian delegation, and that of the Group of 21, to
Ambassador M. Komatina, Secretary-General of the Conference, his Deputy,
Ambassador V. Berasatequi, and all members of the Secretariat, whose
recognized professional experience, diligence and dedication have greatly
facilitated our task.

Finally, I should thank the team of interpreters without whose tireless
efforts our Conference, instead of being the unique multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum that it is, would have even looked more like a Tower of
Babel.

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

I call on the representative of the United Kingdom, Ambassador Cromartie.

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I am very happy that it falls to me as
co-ordinator of the month for the Group of Western Countries to thank and
congratulate you very warmly on the conclusion of the 1986 session of the
Conference, by the adoption of its annual report to the General Assembly of
the United Nations. I think that it is generally recognized that August is
the most difficult month to preside over this Conference and I can testify to
this from personal experience. Some of the tasks tackled by Presidents can,
if necessary, be bequeathed to their successors, but not the adoption of the
Conference's report, for which the responsibility lies with the President for
the month of August. You have brought to this formidable task long experience
of multilateral diplomacy and accomplished it with great tact and patience by
the judicious exercise of your impartial authority as President. We are all
most grateful to you for your dedication and skill in guiding the Conference
to consensus. In accordance with our Rules of Procedure your term extends to
the end of January, but this is the highpoint and we congratulate you most
sincerely on it.

I should like to thank the Secretary-General of the Conference,
Ambassador Komatina, and the Deputy Secretary-General, Ambassador Berasategui,
for all they have done for the Conference this session and especially for
their contribution to making today's results possible in spite of the-
particular difficulties this year in view of the financial stringency. I
should also'like to thank all other members of the Secretariat, seen and
unseen, who have assisted our work, especially the interpreters, translators
and all those who have helped to produce the necessary documents with limited
resources and compressed deadlines.

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

There is no other representative inscribed to speak after the adoption of
the annual report. Does any other member wish to take the floor at this

stage? If no other member wishes to speak, allow me to make some concluding
observations.
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In my statement at the beginning of August, I noted our determination to
continue to make as much substantive progress on as many agenda items as
possible during the remaining days of the session. I also noted the
requirement for the complete commitment and co-operation of the Chairmen of
the Ad Hoc Cemmittees, and of their working groups, of tHe Secretary-General
of the Conference and of his able staff, and of every delegation here, in
order to reach these objectives.

I am of course extremely pleased tlet, as a result of the co-operation
wholeheartedly given by all concerned, further substantive progress was
achieved on several Conference items and, moreover, we have adopted our report
to the General Assembly of the United Nations.

I will not take your time to outline in any detail what we may have
achieved in this session of the Conference, as you are well aware of what has
been accomplished -- our hopes, our expectations, our failures, our successes.

Assessments of the results differ in any event; if they fell short of our
hopes, and even our expectations, none the less there is a widespread view
that there were some positive and substantive developments which can be
noted. There was also less antagonism, the atmosphere was healthier, and, as
a consequence perhaps, there was more business-like work, more in-depth
discussions, and greater clarification of basic arms control issues, even on
such questions as outer space and a nuclear test ban. There are positive
signs even on these last two issues, although not, I am sure, as much as we *
would all wish. On the unresolved nuclear disarmament issues, deep
divergencies remain, but we have at least begqun to learn how to structure our
work mocre successfully, which I hope can be further developed when next we
meet., There is little, if any, disagreement that we have made significant
progress in the negotiations on chemical weapons, and that we must not only
maintain but accelerate the intensity and pace of our work. We leave it in
good hands, having left a part of the work with our present Chairman,
Ambassador Cromartie, and he will pass on the torch, of course, to
Ambassador Ekéus.

As to our report, it will be recalled that I undertook, in my statement
of 5 August, to work with you to ensure the right of every delegation and
every group o have its views recorded. I hope tlmt you will agree that,
together, we have fulfilled that commitment. You will recall that I drew
attention also to the improved atmosphere in the Conference which I have just
noted and expressed then the hope that this would facilitate our work. It is
now quite clzar that the constructive manner in which delegations and groups
agreed to exoress their views, often on subjects on which there are quite
profound differences of opinion, played no small part in further improving the
atmosphere and thus in achieving an agreed report. A widespread desire to
produce a more concise and less controversial report was evident. If we
achieved any success to this end, it is as a direct result of the co-operative
and conciliatory attitudes of all of you, the delegations here.

Undoubtedly, there is scope for improvement in our report-writing
process. Indeed, if I were faced with this task of presiding again, I would
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seriously consider recommending a change in the name of my country so that I
would be able to miss the opportunity. I take the liberty of commending to
you for your consideration an informal suggestion by one of the most senior
and distinguished members of the Group of 21 that we consider establishing a
group of wise men early in the Spring session next year to consult on means of
improving the efficiency of our report-writing process.

Much has been said about the tremendous contributions to our work made by
the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Committees and there is much that I could say, but
little I can add except to say that we have been fortunate, indeed, in our
choice of chairmen.

Much has been said also about the tremendous contributions of the
Secretary-General, Ambassador Komatina, the Deputy Secretary-General,
Ambassador Berasatequi, and his whole staff throughout the Conference,
including perhaps, particularly sometimes, the interpreters and the
translators who have to make us sound a little better than we are. But I
think it is in enabling us to produce a report in the time available, given
the serious financial constraints within which we are working, that we have
seen truly incredible accomplishments on the part of the Secretariat. I have
personally never encountered a more dedicated, competent and highly
professional group of international public servants in my 25 years of
involvement in multilateral diplomacy. I express, on behalf of all of you,
our thanks to each of them. -

In closing, may I add my most sincere appreciation to each of you, for
your co-operation, again and again, whenever it has been asked of you. More
than any other single factor it is this very spirit that gives me reason to be
hopeful for ocur future work.

Of course, I am fully aware that my duties as President of the Conference
do not end with this statement. During the intersessional period, I shall be
available, here, and for relatively brief periods in New York, for any
consultation that might be deemed desirable in connection with the
organization of the next annual session of the Conference. All of you may

rest assured that I remain at your disposal to assist in any effort intended
to advance our work.

This concludes our business for the 1986 session of the Conference on
Disarmament. Before I adjourn this plenary meeting I should like to announce
that the next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday,

3 February 1987, at 10.30 a.m. As agreed by the Conference at the time of the
adoption of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, document
CD/727, paragraph 10(c), the Ad Hoc Committee will officially resume its work
on Monday, 12 January 1987, at 3 P.-m. in Conference Room III. I should also
like to recall that open-ended consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee will be
held between'24 November and 17 December 1986, including, when necessary,
meetings with full services.

The plenary meeting is adjourned and the 1986 session of the Conference
on Disarmament is closed.

The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m.

791 : ,
Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2

Secret

Secret

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/05/22 : CIA-RDP92-01168R000100120001-2



