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(Mr. Ahmad Pakistan) 

The negotiation,of a teeety.on radiolegical weapons is a subject both. . 
misunderStood and'iisitgerpreted. It is.asked"Way does progress_elude us in a 
blatant, not to say scandalous, manner"? .Before I proceed to answer this question 
I ,lish-to express my own bewilderment at'the- absence of similar questioning about - 
the CTBT,',eessation of the nuclearuems race and preVentior .  of nuclear wâr, 	- 

assurances,  and the.CO4rehensive-erograMme of D13ariabeit;;-*11 , 
 iseues of'higher prioritY - teei the:p"rihibition Of the - men-existing radielcisgiOal" - -. Y. 

wéapons: 	it that -itoMeorUs..wish tip -compehsate . for'latk - ef political'illrba - 
negotiatein.thesequèrees With  a oesmetic radiological Mlipons treaty iiithd""-- - 
preseht.iCtethe:iorld'as;evidence.of nthe-MOmentum . of the . milltilateial'idesiereament 
pregreisntich theY,iré bdiligently 1  ContribUtinein the.Coàeittee? -.-'/n4iur 
view=the - Ceimittee's liaW .will'.!auffer;greatlY - if itygrérto haatilY eiebéltidéise:' 
radiological :weapons treaty merely to give a:faCade:cf .:.pregresa: Itean  have 

 intrinsic value only with.a_olear reiteration of commitpents to nuclear disarmament 
and to peaceful uses of nticIéatechnelogy." . The Inclusion of these provisions at 
any rate is an issue which,tn .:6ilriview - is-not uhréisolvabié: But we•are or-the: ' 
Sir m opinion that anagreemëneciri the stibstancenf=the pi.eipbsed treaty can"--enïy'Si 
reachedin the light Of: (i)theTecognitioe'of the:Veit:that attacks -odiiiteiitare' 
faellities are the most practical'form thaf ëàdiebeical - warfare can - take;* einià 
(ii) -a:deonstration . of the political wilrto Stibatantiva.y negotiate on'à 
prohibition of such attacks, in the'Committee on Disarmament. 
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• - 	 (Mr. Cromartie, United Kingdom) 
'Turning to.radiologicel-weapons, my delegation is very disappointed at . the lack 

of prOgress. In an attempt to speed up  nattera the Working Group agreed te set up 
separate co-ordination groups to deal with ehat we have cometo call  the  "traditional 
radiological weapons treaty", and the prohibition of attacks' on nuclear fàciliéfes. 
The'iork in these two groups was ably and energetically led by Mr..Busby of the 
United States delegation and tir. Prokofiev of the Soviet delegation, and I wish . to  
pay tribute to both of them.. Mr. Busby exerted the greatest efforts to break 
through the difficulties, Which, for years, had surrounded the neggtiations of a 
treaty on radiological weapons; and he has succeeded in producing a text Which, we 
believe, would provide a good basis for further negotiations, even though we have 
reservations about a number of the suggestions Which it contains. It is the view 
of my delegation that agreement could quickly be reached on.sueh a treaty if we 
were to concentrate on essentials: but we shall not do so if Some delegations 
continue to insist on trying to solve, in this context, problems which we have not 
been able to solve elsewhere, and which have slight, if an y,  genuine connection . 
with the subject-matter of the treaty. . 

My delegation is also diaappointed at the 'outcome of the work on prohibition 
of attacks on nuclear facilities. Once again, à small group of delegations has 
continued to insist that a prohibition must be all-embracing, in spite of the fact, 
Which must be as obvious to them as it is to us, that such an all-embracing 
prohibition could neither be practically implemented nor theoretically justified. • 
As a result, no progress hae been made this year, and none  is likely to be made 
untilthere.is agreement oh the general prihciples on which a future legal instrument 
could be based. 


