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(Mr. Donowaki, Japan)

possible for the Conference to achieve major breakthroughs in the CW 
negotiations.
in other long-standing issues before the Conference, thus turning this forum 
into a real working body serving the requirements of the new times.

In that case, we should try hard to achieve other breakthroughs

Of. course, what I have in mind are the issues of nuclear disarmament.
Our colleague from Peru, Ambassador de Rivero, was so right in his speech on 
15 February at this plenary session in pointing out that the reactivation of 
the ad hoc committee on the cessation of nuclear tests would "give the work of 
the Conference political symmetry". With respect to both nuclear and chemical 
weapons the two super-Powers are the largest possessors, and their reduction 
and ultimate elimination, as well as non-proliferation, are matters of great 
importance today not only to the two super-Powers but also to the entire world 

Thus, multilateral negotiations are closely linked to bilateral 
Furthermore, as in the case of chemical weapons, advance in the

community, 
negotiations.
dialogue and a co-operative relationship between the United States and the 
Soviet Union in recent years have made it possible to achieve significant 
breakthroughs in their bilateral talks in the field of nuclear disarmament. 
Japan whole-heartedly welcomes these developments, and is convinced that they 
are bound to be reflected in multilateral negotiations here in this forum.
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Mr. NEGROTTO CAMBIASO (Italy) (translated from French):

... None of you, I believe, will be surprised if my first statement is 
entirely devoted to the negotiations for the total and universal prohibition 
and elimination of chemical weapons. Many speakers have already stressed 
their central role in the present context of our work; and you are all, I 
think, familiar with Italy's commitment in this area, at the political 
level - I would say - first of all, here and elsewhere, in constantly 
repeating opportune et importune, as St. Paul would say, our conviction of 
the importance and urgency of the problem. We are now entering a phase of 
the negotiations which we all consider to be the final stage, while 
divergences remain among us concerning the consideration of the time factor 
and questions requiring prior solution.

In numerous statements made by eminent colleagues who have long been 
participating in these negotiations, it has been maintained that we are 
involved in a way in a race against time. I fully subscribe to this 
statement. If we are not able to speed up the pace of our deliberations, we 
will face the risk of a growing dyscrasia between the evolution of the real 
situation and the ideal point towards which our debates are converging.


