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14.8.8416
17-18
18
18

CD/PV 284 23.8.849
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CD/PN.'jl
37-38

(iir. Cordero di licnteaemolc. Italy)

Another item still outstanding is the draft additional protocol to the 

Outer Space Treaty, presented by Italy at the last session, the aim being to

supplement and amplify existing legal rales with r. view to avoiding the emplacement 
in space of any type of weapon.

can be examined in detail at an appropriate stage of
The Italian delegation hopes that the draft itself

our war.
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, 1 ‘1'ntion tnese facts because they present, in ;:iy view, another x/nming signal
this Committee. We should prepare ourselves for considering, at short notice, 

t e urcency of preserving outer space, another "common heritage of mankind", for 
peacej.u_ activities in accordance with paragraph 30 of the Final Document of the 
urs^ special session of the General Assembly devoted 
intact, in letter and in spirit, the Outer Space Treaty.

to discnv.amen t and of keeping

CD/PV.127
6

lirs. THORSSOIT (Sweden):

First, however, c fev xrords on another end doe ni y trouble some- issue that has 
recently become an o.cute v/aming signal to the disar.ua.mcnt community, i .e., the 
threatening possibility of space warfare.

loc recent, lirst and successful space shuttle voyage has been hailed, nrobably 
rightly, as new evidence of the triumphs cf technology. In the back-round, hovever, 
expressions of uricase nave been heard. The imnortant military elements of this 
venture have been directly referred to. In the aftermath, cf this technological 
success, rumours tell us about aoabitious plans in or.c of the Superpower!- to establish, 
in various xrayc, a permanent and actix'e military presence in spa.ee. Understandably, 
the lea.der ol the other Superpower e fev days ago suggested c complete ban on the 
militarization of outer space. This suggestion would, of course, have been all the 
more vie 1 come had that Superpower not for years been pursuing equally active 
technological preparations for the military use of spare.

^ A source of immediate concern is the development of so-called anti-satellite 
systems for which, as we understand it, research and development is ongoing in both 
ouperpoxrers, but press reports have also appeared about the possibility that other 
weapons systems, inter alia in the ABM field, may be under consideration.

zr
 o
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CD/PV.150
22-23

(llr. Fein, Netherlands)

During the thirty- sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Netherlands delegation actively worked for the adoption of a draft resolution on 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space, in conformity with the relevant 
provisions of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The General Assembly decided to entrust this important 
matter to the Comittee on Disarmament. We vould suggest that the Committee should 
adopt a two-phase approach to this complicated and rather sensitive problem. The 
first phase, during the Committee's spring session, vould consist of a mapping effort 
aimed at establishing an inventory of «-11 the problems which might crop up. To that 
end, next to. giving statements in plenary and submitting working documents, the 
CD delegations might be well advised to hold a series of informal meetings vith 
experts. After that, in the second phase, vhich might coincide with the CD 
Burner session, further appropriate action could follow, e.g. the establishment of 
an ad hoc working group.

CD/PV.15033
(IIt. Issraelyan, USSR)

This year mankind will celebrate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the start 
of the exploration of outer space — one of the greatest achievements of science 
and technology in our Cwntury. Unfortunately it has to be noted that outer space 
is becoming not only a sphere for the peaceful efforts of States in exploring and 
utilizing it but also the arena of an ever increasing military confrontation.

Since the very beginning of the space era the Soviet Union has consistently 
urged and it continues to urge that outer space should remain for ever clear and 
free from any weapons, that it should not become a now arena for the arcs race 
and a source cf aggravation of the relations among States. In the opinion of our 
country the conclusion of a treaty on thv. prohibition of the stationing of weapons 
of any kind in outer space would promote the achievement of these goals. He 
suggest the starting in the Committee on Disarmament of negotiations on this issue, 
as is recommended in resolution 56/99 of the United Nations General Assembly. The 
draft of such a treaty submitted by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session 
of the United Nations General Assembly could serve as a basis for the negotiations.

He would not object if the mandate of the working group were to include also 
the recommendations in General Assembly resolution 56/97 C concerning the 
negotiation of an agreement on the prohibition of anti-satellite systems, 
the same time it must be clear that the main task facing the Committee is to 
solve the whole problem of the cessation of the* arms race in outer space and 
therefore the question cf anti-satellite systems must bu examined in the context 
of other measures directed towards the achievement of this goal.

At

l



(a) The conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons 
of any kind in outer space.
(b) Further measures to prevent the conversion of outer space 
military confrontation.
(c) Further measures to prevent an arms race on the sea 
the subsoil thereof.

(d) Further measures on 
environmental modification techniques.

into a sphere of

-bed and the ocean floor and

other hostile use ofthe inadmissibility of military or any

CD/PV.130
59

(Mr. De La Gorce, France)

the cessation of theThere are two neu items on our asends for this session: 
arms race in outer space, and our report to the special session.

With regard to outer space, the General Assembly resolution which we 
co—sponsored calls for priority consideration of the question of anti—satellite 

Ue hope tlint this can he done during the first part of the session.systems.

CD/FV.I50
A6

(ilr. Onkelinx. Belgium)

arms race in outer space formed theThe question of the prevention of an

for the detection and identification of

Belgium,

of experts similar to the one set up 
seismic events.

CD/PV.15O
51
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CD/FV.151

fli-r- Alessi. Italy)

the Committee's agenda and 
the time

- r “■
-1"* S£rZZ£f5 « prevent on ...

thee.
year s 
Committee for a Dev
ra ce in outer space.

One of the special feature, of the disouotions at the^hir^-oir» 
one Pnited Nation. General 1~«7 -J. “ » *•

the conviction tint the international —“5S?of n-rnr. control and disc 
subject highlighted 
take further efforts to prevent an

r^rtr:

race in this ne:;arass

adoption of tub reoolutiono vhich, for the first tire, 
desire that the Connitteo on .liainsanent should uoo 

keeping vith paragraph CO of the Final
This interest led. to the 

indicate the General Assembly's 
uith this question, vhich is uholly in
Bocument.

_ ... -, .P7 r nf ,,hich Italy vas a sponsor, in its paragraph 3 requests
Fie solution ,>6/57 C, of uhi^n ^ be»»-5 Train- of its session m

the ConBittee on Disarmnent tc consieer, a verifijVe"agreements aimed at
1982, the question of » Suîd^lerte^%prTrirte to

i» 2-Ly. «-An, this part of the aeeoion.

consideration of this very complex and
the most suitableeeaeifivTionulA,:^0^^ÎTf- Pooition to Oecide_on_ ^ ^

clear and precise threats! some application- are no ln^^^ arseruls.ffiSiS! »«. *** “rUon "
the speedy negotiation of concrete, verifiable and effective ^ao.es

request cede by the General Assembly 
natters of disarmament, andTlvat, in our vieu, is the meaning of the 

to the Committee, the multilateral negotiating body in ra
the role ::hich it could play in thia field.

It would he vain to thinh it possible to ^
the problem involved in the prevention of an aroc r-.ee in *>•“ . Derelr
t,, ertie'eo of a treaty of o ceneral chaiuctor. uttch an approach uoulo nerei/
delay our efforts and drau us a va y from cur objective.

In this connection resolution 36/57 C, to vhich I have tilreauy roxexre 
su^eSe the noth to be followed: in its pal^aph /. the Conmttee - 
is requested "to consider ao o natter of Priority the auootioo of^ne otia..n., 
effective and verifiable agreement to nrohibit an-i-s^tell- e - ’ , - ~hove,:îkESH :Sn Sards the fulfilnent of the objectives sot out in nam^mnh a above .

It ic generally acknowledged that the noot threatening dovelopncnt, and the
that calls for the noot innodiato action, is the dovelonuent of anti-s-tell-. 
weapons system. If thin develonnent wore to reruin uncontrol eu, the '
éro- mefin outer space would already «lut. Shi. prospect should spur us to»*» 

effort "to avert, before it is too late, the real ana mneeiate nsLa
vhich exist in this field.



CD/PV.151
10

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany):

While the Com!ttec on Disarmament 1» an autonomous international forum, 
the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly has, of course, an important toarî£ «o‘ th« work of this session, .part fro. othor ralovant raault. to. 
General Assembly, in one important new field, namely, measures to pr^en an 
arms race in outer space, has given this Committee a pew and aignifiean 
assignment which my delegation is looking forward to debating at an early point 
as afollow-up to resolution 36/97 C, of which my country was a sponsor.

CD/PV.151
19

(Mr. Okeire., Japan)

SÏÏSâEr rSir.-aesr- - - - - -
CD/PV.152

14
(Mr. Rostov. United States)

rioH:C5Hi!e£:H3: SiSS||i|n
United States believes that this was an appropriate step. This is a oiii^oui ,

cannot be separated from broader arms control issues.
must not expect immediate progress in this

The ramifications

Because ofcomplex issue that
the magnitude of the problems involved, we

. The problem is one that must be approached with extreme care.
Too quick a plunge without adequate prior

stable environment in outer
area
are legion; so are the pitfalls.
reflection could be fatal to our objective of achieving a
space. At this stage, the United States is prepared to discuss the issue 121 an 
informal and general way at informal meetings of the Committee where various poin s 
of view and proposals could be thoroughly vetted before any further steps are taken.



CD/TV.152
20

(!Ir. Tellalov, Bulgaria.)

Our delegation is convinced that the Committee should concentrate its attention 
on and contribute to the elaboration of a treaty for the prohibition of the 
stationing of weapons of an:' hind in cuter space.
Bade by the head * of the Soviet dele;, at ion,
concerning the setting up of rn ad hoc working group to negotiate with the ain of 
reaching agreement and the tent of such a treaty.

he fully support the proposal 
Ambassador Issxaelyan,

CD/PV.152
-3

(Mr. Sari. Indonesia)

As to the agenda, my delegation has no problems with the draft as proposed by 
tne secretariat. We agree with the inclusion of further measures to prevent an 
arms race m outer space as a new item on the agenda. We feel, however, that, in 
view ci the limited time available, the Committee should determine carefully the order 
0: priority ana the time tc be allotted to the discussion of each of the agenda items, 
in order that the committee will indeed be able to make a worthwhile contribution to 
•he second special session. Accordingly, the programme of work should be drawn un 
_n such a way that the maximum amount of time is allotted to negotiations on items 
wnich, m the opinion of the Committee, have the best chance of producing concrete

Su.vts to be submitted subsequently to the Genera' Assembly at its second special session 
consideration and, hopefully, for adoption, such as, for example, the comprehensive 

programme of disarmament.

Cr/PV.152
37-38

(Mr. 1,1cwore. Ili.-rori?.

Permit me new to offer sone few comments on the inclusion of new items on our 
annual agenda. country is one of those tha.t has expressed deep concern about the 
increased militarization of cuter space. The increase in the use of anti-satellite 
weapons, high-energy la.sers and panicle-boar, weapons make outer space a. battlefield 
of the future. In view of the fact that this development runs counter tc the spirit 
rod tiie letter of the outer space Trca+y
uses for the benefit of mankind, my A. 1;.70.tier, believes that the sub3.. ct needs z. Dv. 
Ivor, the status of consideration xritiln tivo contc:ct "f the priority atoms lis. 
f: r examination in the Ccrolttcc.

19-7, which seeks to promote its peaceful
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(Mr. De Gueiroz Duarte, Brazil)

Although the two resolutions differ slightly in their treatmen 
originating divergent views last Friday, it seems possible to 

the formulation of the proposed new item. The stand of

the
of this question, 
of the subject, thus
arrive at a compromise on . ,the Brazilian delegation, however, is based on other, and to our mind very 
fundamental, considerations. Wo have no quarrel with the request made by 
General Assembly to this Committee, and indeed we did not object to -he substance 
of either resolution at the time of their discussion and vote at the Assembly. 
Brazil has always considered that the decisions of tne General Assembly must oe 
complied with by this Committee, and that delegations represented here have an

w I would only like to recall that during

socialist and by some western delegations: "Brazil, together with otner 
Member States, has advocated for many years now the need for prompt action in 
assuring the demilitarization of outer space. It is high time .or responsible 
multilateral efforts to ensure that outer space is preservec for use

In the same statement, Ambassador Souza e Suva discussed the .e^ -
tho question with the follow-ng, words. 
Disarmament is currently seized with 

including two subjects to which
the nuclear

alone”.
to the Committee on Disarmament to take up 
nye would only argue that the Committee on 
six substantive questions on its annual agenda
the General Assembly has repeatedly assigned the highest priority: 
test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament .
The Brazilian delegation to the First Committee even considered 
amendments to the two draft resolutions suggesting that the ^tio ^

be entrusted to the Conmittse on the ee.ee. ul Uses of
of one resolution,

space _than to the Committee on Disarmament. In our exploratory 
such an amendment ue met with sympathy from the group 0^" 1"'°°nscl ~ 
but with resolute objection from the group of sponsors of the other, 
decided not to move any amendment, and voted in favour of both resolution 
explanation of vote that set forth our thoughts about tne best available forum 

effective and speedy negotiation on the substance of this isaue.

We finally

ensure
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(llr. Tian Jin, China)
The resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its tkirty-saxth session 

call upon the Committee to consider at its current session the question of 
preventing an sunns race in outer space.
been energetically developing military technology used in outer space, 
in their hands some outer space weapons which are near the operational stage, 
fact that the arms race between them has already extended into outer space is 
another salient feature in the new round of their arms race.

In recent years, the two superpowers have
They have 

The

The development of outer space weapons poses an additional threat to world 
peace and security and has aroused anxiety and vigilance in the international 
community. It is appropriate for the Committee on Disarmament to consider the 
issue of preventing the militarisation of outer space. Ve hold that outer space, 
the common heritage of mankind, should be used for peaceful purposes in the interest 
of humanity. V/e are opposed to any military activities in oui-er space which 
jeopardize peace and security. At the sane time, ve are opposev to ohe pracuj.ee 
of paying lip service to the prevention of the militarization of outer space while
actually working liard to develop various types of outer space weapons.

CD/PV.153
10

(Mr. Sumroerhayes, United Kingdom)

Among the other items of business before the Committee to which we attach 
much importance is a subject commended to our attention by General Assembly 
resolutions 36/97 C and 36/99» namely, the question of further measures of arms 
control in outer space. My delegation hopes that this subject is to be included 
in the agenda of the Committee for this session and that time will be allocated 
in our work schedule for discussion of the technical issues which will have to be 
addressed in this new area of work.

CD/PV.153
15

(Mr. Sadleir, Australia)

Australia, in part because of geographical circumstance, has long been involved 
in the adventure of exploring outer space. It is a source of concern to us that that 
new frontier of man should not be abused. It was for this reason that Australia, 
at the recent General Assembly, co-sponsored resolution 56/97 C. We consider that, in 
this first half of its 1982 session, the Committee could best advance its work on the 
issue of outer space by engaging in a broad exchange of views on the question in all 
its aspects. This would enable the Committee to take, at a later stage, a more 
informed approach in dealing substantively with the topic.
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(ilr. Zris-':il~: Uonrtoiia)

* oua-ter of a century has passed since. ..'.an first began to explora outer

"ïæs zzszzæz =rsrrx^œrœïrr-
stationed in outer space oy any other net not..the Earth or

However, there measures have been insufficient to avert completely the 
ranker of the militarization of outer space. For use has been maoe to this vnc. 
of the absence, in the relevant international agreements, of any provision 
banning the stationing in outer snace of types of weapons which do not coma under 
the definition of “weapons of mass destruction". As you know, various mill-a y 
pr^U^ands -hole range of programs for coveting war in outer apac 

' hein» elaborated in the United States. Such attempts to turn outer spaeu 
into an arena for the arms race are fraught with far-reaching consequences for 
peace and international security.

arc

In the interests of the future oeaceful use of outer space for the good 
of all mankind, and averting the danger of an arms race in outer sPace, the 
Soviet Union has put forward an important proposal for t. e c°£c ^paCe
on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in out.r .pace.

In our view, the Soviet proposal is based on a comprehensive approach to 

achieving agreement on the tc..t of ouch a t* eatw .

CD/Tv.1532a
'-ir. Jayakoddy, Sri Lanka)

Item 7 of the draft agenda, suggests that wc discuss further measures to prevent 
an arms race in outer space. Ily delegation fully supports all measures designed to 
safeguard outer space as the common heritage of mankind that should not become the 
scene for an arms race the like of which wc arc unable to control here on earth.
Iiy delegation can therefore live with tills item being on the agenda. But, we would 
like to underline the need for this Committee to give the highest priority to the 
items that have already been before us for so long. Whilst recognizing the emergence 
of new dangers, we must not overlook our failure to tackle serious dangers, that 
have been with us for so long. Ily delegation therefore hopes that wc can arrive 
at a mutually agreeable decision on item 7 without protracted debate.
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(Mr. El Reedy, Egypt

For more than 20 years, specifically in■the wake of the launching of the 
first space satellites, Egypt has, together with the group of non-aligned 
countries, been in the forefront of nations calling foh the use of outer space 
exclusively for peaceful purposes.

Although my delegation believes that the best way to handle this question 
is to establish a legal rule or international legislation prohibiting the use 
of outer space for othér than peaceful purposes, the logic thus being the remittance 
of the issue to the Legal Sub-Committee of the Committee oft the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space, in response to the preference shown by many delegations for 
considering the subject in the Committee on Disarmament, we have agreed to its 
inclusion in bur agenda. We would, however, like to emphasize two points :

First, the objective of our endeavours would be to reserve outer space for 
peaceful uses and to safeguard against its militarization. Consequently, 
we have to avoid the risk of finding ourselves being dragged into an exercise 
that may lead to the legitimization of some military uses of outer space.

Secondly, the consideration of this item should not be at the expense 
of the priority items on our agenda, particularly the questions of a nuclear 
test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

In this connection it might be useful if the secretariat, at the proper 
time, could prepare a compilation of the relevant background material, including 
the various proposals made which may be of help to us in the consideration 
of this question.

CD/PV.155
31-32

(Mr. Tcrrefe, Ethiopia)
My delegation is pleased also that under your leadership, consultations have 

led to a consensus on the inclusion of the item concerning outer space. In view of 
the great speed with which space research and technology is progressing, it is high 
time that we should be concerned at the growing dangers of the military use of outer
lndCtheWatestloneofUllited Natp0r?s bodies consider concomittantly the legal aspects 
ehnni£ fntl° °ffche peaceful uses of outer space, for herein lies an unlimited
tho uLfn -0a^lnd ï° dlrSCt itS universal knowledge to benefit all countries of 

r thc solutlon of their economic and social problems, -particularly in
roLî^ld °f ^^tions and the exploitation of natural resources. In thc 
Committee on Disarmament, our immediate task is to negotiate measures of preventing
for e=rwaLarmS raCVr°m bGinS CXtendGd int0 out3r apace, for the use of satellites 
for early warning system against nuclear attack and other uses of outer 
suggest the likelihood of 
not detract thc Committee from

space
This concern, however, shouldspace war in the future.

pursuing its priority items.
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(Mr. Bagbeni, Zaire)

My delegation is pleased to note that agenda item 7 will be considered 
separately from the other agenda items.

cd/pv.1-57
12

(llr. Sa ran. India)

Let me now turn to the section entitled "The prevention of the proliferation 
of the arms race in new spaces explored by man' in the statement of the 
representative of Czechoslovakia.
listed is "the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of 
weapons of any kind in outer space".
United Nations General Assembly, my delegation stated that any treaty for the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space must cover the development, testing 
and deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space.

Under this section, one of the measures

At the thirty-sixth session of the

CD/PV.164
17

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Allow me first of all to welcome the new representatives in the Committee on 
Disarmament : our friend, Ambassador Milos Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia, who is well 
known to all of us for his great competence in matters of disarmament. I believe 
that his participation in the work of the Committee will be useful to us all. I 
should also like to welcome the new representative of the Netherlands,
■tbassador van Dongen.

I should like today to make some comments on a number of items on the agenda 
of the Committee on Disarmament. I shall oegin with item 7 of the agenda.

This year mankind will observe the twenty-fifth anniversary of the beginning 
of the conquest of space, which is one of the greatest achievements of science and 
oechnology in our century. The progress in this area achieved today cannot be
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(Mr. Issraelyan, 'USSR)

separated from general progress on our planet, 
with communications, meteorology, navigation, the study -of the earth ;s natural 
resources and for other-purposes is of the greatest value to mankind.

The use of outer space in connection

Unfortunately it has to be admitted that outer space is becoming not merely an
use,area for the peaceful efforts of different countries through its exploration and 

but also the arena of an ever-growing military confrontation.

deflecting the concern of the world community in connection with the danger 
which the militarization of outer space represents for the whole of mankind, the 
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session adopted a resolution 
calling for the conclusion of an appropriate international treaty to prevent the 
extension of the arms race to outer space and requesting the Committee on Disarmament 
to initiate negotiations with a view to agreement on the text of such treaty.

The outer space problem occupies a special place in the spectrum of disarmament 
•fnat is most important here is the prevention of a new and even more 

dangerous spiralling of the arms race in another sphere of vital interest to the whole 
of mankind.

issues.

In this connection the implementation of the numerous projects which have 
appeared in recent years for the creation of a whole series of space weapons designed 
to carry out strikes on targets in outer space, in the atmosphere and on the surface 
of the earth would be especially dangerous, 
projects the implementation of which might upset the strategic balance that exists in 
the world and thus increase the danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war. 
these are the plans for the deployment in outer space of anti-missile systems, based, 
in particular, on the use of the latest scientific and technical advances in the flaid 
of laser and accelerating technology.
the American Senate, the deployment of laser and so-called 'particle-beam'1 
in outer space will provide "the unique potential for changing the strategic balance 
between the United States and the Soviet Union".

Among them the most threatening are the

Foremost of

In the opinion of an authoritative committee of
weapons

No less dangerous are the plans for the creation of multiple-use manned spacecraft, 
capable also of carrying out purely military tasks such as the placing in orbit of 
reconaissancu, communication, navigation and other satellites for military purposes, 
and also the testing of new types of outer space weapons and the inspection and 
destruction of satellites.

It would be a dangerous error, distinguished colleagues, to suppose that if 
weapons make their appearance in outer space, then the latter will be the' sole firing 
ground and ’•battlefield", in the spirit of science fiction.

1 he essentially "earth'1 character of the outer space armaments under development 
is evident. would still furtner increase the danger of a nuclear conflict, with 
all its irightful consequences for the whole of mankind, particularly as military 
space programmes are. accompanied by the promulgation of doctrinesand concepts"proclaiming 
the admissibility and acceptability of nuclear war. the permissibility of the use of 
nuclear weapons.

iher^ is another aspect ^o this matter. It is difficult to imagine how much it 
would cost^to create even a small potential for~the conduct oT~HiIitary operations in 
tne area of space close to tne earth. According to the estimates of experts, the cost 
of launching a weapons system into orbit is several times greater than the cost of 
deploying it on the earth's surface. And all this is taking place when, over a 
considerable part of our planet, people lack the barest essentials for a normal 
existence.



Business Week gives the following answer to this question :
na for future wars — 
will mean the

The American magazine _____________
"Whoever manages to seize control of outer space - 
will be able decisively to change the balance of p 
establishment of world supremacy".

the
and

The Soviet Union has constantly opposed the conversion of outer space into an 
arena for the arms race, and it continues to do so. On 18 April 1981,
President Leonid Brezhnev stated: "Let the boundless ocean of space be unsullied and 
free from weapons of any kind. We wish by joint efforts to achieve a great and humane 
goal _ the prevention of the militarisation of outer space .

At the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly, the 
Soviet Union made a proposal aimed at preventing the extension of the arms race to 
outer space and the conversion of outer space into a source of aggravation of the 
relations between States. To that end it urged the conclusion of a treaty on the 
prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space. We propose that 
States undertaKe not to place in orbit around the earth objects carrying weapons of 
any kind, not to install such weapons on the celestial bodies and not to deploy the 
in any other manner, including on reusable manned spaca vehicles of an existing type 
or of other types which may be developed in the future.

also deals with the question of the prohibition of anti-The draft treatysatellite systems, the solution of which is urged by a number of States.
-he draft treaty proposed by the Soviet Union contains an undertaking not to destroy, 

nage, disturb the normal functioning of or change the flight trajectory of space 
ejects of other States parties to the treaty, if these objects were placed in orbit 

in strict accordance with the provisions of the treaty.

Article 3 of

We propose the initiation of negotiations on this matter in the Committee without 
delay and the establishment of an ad hoc working group to this end. We would not 
object if the mandate of the working group were to include also the recommendations in 
resolution 36/97 C of the General Assembly with respect to negotiations on the 
prohibition of anti-satellite systems. At the same time we believe that the Committee's 
main aim should be to solve the problem of the elimination of the arms race in outer 
space as a whole, and therefore the question of anti-satellite systems should, of

, be discussed in the context of other measures aimed at achieving this goal.course

CB/PV.166
16

(Mr. Hollai, Hungary)

Before concluding this review of my Government's position on some of the 
major problems of arms limitation and disarmament, I wish to mention that we 
fully support the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session 
of the United Nations General Assembly for the earliest possible conclusion of 
an international treaty aimed at preventing outer space from becoming a new 
arena of the arms race. We hope that all the members of the Committee realize 
the great danger that would face mankind if another sphere of vital interest to 
all States got involved in the arms race.

CD/PV.164
19

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

why do some circles need a new spiral of the arms race in outer space?Then,

l 
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Mr. CABRAS (Italy): Mr. Chairman, I would like, on behalf of the Italian 
delegation, to speak about item 7 of our agenda entitled "Preventing, of an arms race 
in outer space".

Two resolutions dealing with arms control and disarmament in outer space were 
adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session;
Committee on Disarmament to take action on that issue, 
agreed to include a new item in its annual agenda and has scheduled two informal 
meetings for a first airing of the subject. These are welcome developments which 
prompt my delegation to place on record some preliminary views on the subject.

We believe that the informal meetings and the more substantive discussion which 
we expect to take place during the second part of the session could serve three 
main purposes :

Firstly, to offer a general overview and an evaluation of what has been achieved 
so far in terms of stemming a military competition in outer space;

Secondly, to proceed to an assessment of the activities taking place in outer 
space and of scientific and technological developments liable to threaten the 
preservation of outer space as a peaceful environment;

Thirdly, to identify those "further measures" and "appropriate international 
negotiations" which, in the words of paragraph 80 of the Final Document, are to be 
undertaken in order to prevent an arms race in outer space.

Both resolution 36/97 C and resolution 36/99* adopted by a very large majority 
at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, refer the question of preventing 
an arms race in outer space to the Committee on Disarmament. It is — in our view — 
a recognition of the fact that this question cannot be treated in total isolation 
from the complex issues of security on Earth and the global process of disarmament.
We have noted with satisfaction that delegations with a long-standing interest in the 
subject, like the delegation of Sweden, have indicated that the Committee on 
Disarmament has now the primary responsibility for efforts in this field.

both requested the 
Our Committee has accordingly

It is all to the credit of the United Nations, and in particular of the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, the motive force in international 
co-operation, that progress in space sciences and technologies is being achieved in 
an orderly manner and benefiting mankind as a whole. These results are highly 
commendable, and the work of the Committee and other bodies such as the Outer Space 
Affairs Division remains essential. The international community has now appealed 
to the specific expertise and role of the Committee on Disarmament to complement 
that work from another angle, that of arms control and disarmament proper.
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(Mr. Cabra3, Italy)

My delegation understands the concern expressed by the distinguished 
Ambassador of Egypt at the plenary meeting of 18 February not to lose sight of t e

only, in the interests of all peoplesgoal of preserving outer space for peaceful uses 
of the world.

This should indeed remain our common goal, in keeping with the principles set 
forth in resolution 1962 (XVIII) unanimously adopted by the General Assembly at its 
eighteenth session. The Committee cn Disarmament should make its contribution towards 
the achievement of this goal in the field which is proper to this negotiating forum,

have set for ourselves, that is, theconcentrating on the specific objective we 
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

cannot be effectively solvedMy delegation feels that the problems of outer space through an all-embracing approach of the kind devised in 196l for *he Antarctic.
The earliest of the post-World War II arms limitation agreements could hardly provide, 
in 1982, a suitable pattern for a comparable treatment of outer space.

We share the opinion, widely supported also in the scientific community, that 
approach would result merely in the delaying of urgently needed, more limited 

within the bounds of feasibility and can effectively curb the
To tackle effectively the disarmament

such an
measures which are
most immediately threatening developments.Issues relating to outer space, we have to place them in a forward-looking perspective

they evolve at the pace 
Some ofThese issues are not stationary: 

in the case of outer space, is particularly rapid.
Without establishing an order

and identify priorities, 
of "technology which,
them cannot wait for over-all progress on all fronts. of priorities we may just be creating a storehouse of highly volatile problems wit., 
potentially harmful consequences for the future of our endeavours.

to have established an orderThe two States with major space-capabilities seem of priorities for themselves when, between 1978 and 1979, they held three rounds o 
bilateral talks on the limitation of anti-satellite systems. The work in the 
First Committee last year showed that a growing number of countries appear to be 

that the testing and deployment of physical and technical means to destroy, 
damage or interfere with space objects constitutes the most immediately threatening
aware

development.
A survey of specialized literature indicates that this is also a largely shared 

opinion among experts and scientists.
Let us dwell for a moment on this aspect.
The existence of many public sources describing in detail the activities, 

currently performed by satellites saves my delegation from having to refer to this 
aspect at length, at least at the present stage.
the implications of establishing an international satellite monitoring agency", drawn 
up by a group of governmental experts and annexed to document A/AC.206/14 of 
6 August 1981. It offers a very useful general survey.

One such source is the "Study on
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(Mr. Cabras. Italy)

Even a 
efficiency
fields as diverse as 
navigation, early warning, etc. 
means of verifying compliance 
stabilizing role in crisis-monitoring, 
to international security and confidence.

Reconnaissance 
with certain disarmament agreements and play a

of early warning satellites contributesThe use

of great importance for the
econoDic^mnd^ocial^evelopment Slu particularly the developing

countries.

“ ■sa-sssr.-i-sa's JrraæSrHsEpossess a
the implementation of space programmes through organs

The importance of satellites and the dependence of States, of all States, on 
them are likely to increase: in many instances, satellites provide unique 
capabilities.capabilities that cannot readily be duplicated ty grcund-basedsystera; 
for certain other missions they are cost-effective or perform with higher ef.iciency.

with their vulnerability, make satellites, 
is at present a medium stillThese very characteristics, together

virtually all satellites, tempting targets. Outer space svstems
mainly free from kill-mechanisms. Yet the deployment of anti-satellite systems 
marks the beginning of a trend that, unless checked, can introduce the ar. 
this new dimension.

Without, for the time being, going into the complex details of the various 
anti-satellite systems, be they at the experimental stage or at ^operational, stage, 
it is sufficient to note that in this sector the ingredients for a military 
competition seem to be present: the importance of satellites as targets, the 
development of a panoply of physical and technical anti-satellite means which would 
give the holder a considerable advantage, the difficulties of protecting satellites 
by making them less vulnerable, etc. ~ all these factors could set in motion the 
reactive cycle which characterizes an arms race.

It is easier to forecast an arms race in the anti-satellite system sector than to 
indicate its likely consequences. It seems clear, however, that it would be extremely 
costly, strategically "destabilizing", and disruptive for the orderly exploitation of 
outer scace in the interest of all mankind. Resolution 3é/97 C describes the 
negotiation of an agreement on the matter as "an important step" towards preventing 

in space and assigns priority to it. Its consideration would be an 
appropriate task for the Committee on Disarmament, as it would constitute a genuine 
disarmament measure, entailing a ban on systems which are in existence, which form 
part of military arsenals, which are deployed.

an arms race

It would be premature to undertaken even a preliminary analysis of the issues
It would, however, be useful toinvolved in the question of anti-satellite systems. 

try to glimpse the complexity of some of these to demonstrate that a serious 
consideration of them would already constitute a formidable task in itself.
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definitional question of what constitutes
an "anti-satellite system". The vulnerability of satellites to an array of'weapons d techniques ^"makas^a solution particularly arduous. How broadly is term 
"anti-satellite system" to be construed? Should it only encompass weapons specifically
designed to damage or destroy a satellite and their components? Should it also 
designed aam cQngtructed and deployed for an ASAT role, or tested in an ASAT

identify the various types of ASAT systems?

Foremost among these issues is the

comprise any weapon
Would it be possible or desirable tomode?

In addition, the even more difficult issue would arise of the
"anti-satellite activity". In fact, without necessarily damaging or destroying the s^mte it L possible to interfere with its functioning, for instance through 
electronic jamming or by blinding it with lasers or by moving it from its orbit, etc.

control and 
Even a

Adequate verification, which is an essential requirement of any arms 
disarmament agreement, would, in this case, be very ûifTicult to ld be
limited ASAT capability, acquired or retained in evasion of an ASA , could
significant. For this very reason, a comprehensive consideration o P fleld
not avoid the quation of disarmament per ae. Operational ASAT 3y3bems

The issue of dismantling procedures for existing ASAT systems 
verification procedures, would be yet anotherare already a reality, 

and their components, and the related
very complex issue.

deal with the problem of ASAT systems 
of issues involved in this highlyAny draft treaty or proposal purporting to 

should be judged in the light of the whole range
the basis of the answers it provides to them.sensitive area and on

What, for instance, would be the value, in terms of arms control and disarmament,

appropriate measures? It can be argued that anything less than a prohibition of 
testing, deployment and use would be seriously flawed.

The opportunity before us is ripe, but perishable. As a result of the broad 
examination that we are going to commence on this item, we need to identify our 
real priorities, lest we disperse our energies. If we want to keep outer space 
free from any kind of weapons, should we not start with those weapons that already 
exist, that have been deployed?

We are aware that this would be only a step, a first step, in a process.

long-standing interest in the field, the Italian delegation 
further to the work of the Committee on item 7 » butConsistent with its 

stands ready to contribute most of all it stands ready to listen, to learn and to give serious consideration 
to any suggestion or proposal which can serve to advance our common endeavour.



The obligation to take up this- question arises from paragraph 80 of the 
Final Document of -the firs special session of the General Assembly. As early as 
1979. Italy proposed that he matter be taken up when it submitted ^documer. * CD/.,.
At the last ‘session of the General Assembly two resolutions were adoptea — nel“"er 
of them gave rise to ar.y objection, and one of them, resolution .56/91 C, was ^ 
co-sponsored by Belgium — requesting the Committee on Disarmament to take up this 
natter for consideration.

therefore to be to try gradually to fill the gaps in theOur objective ought 
existing international legislation.

the 1967 Treaty on PrinciplesAt present, such legislation rests principally on 
Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, _ 
including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies. It would also be useful to tame in 0 
account the implications for outer space of the 1965 partial test-ban Treaty ana the 
1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Ilissile Systems.

consider the possible connections between the prevention cl 
and the establishment of an international satelliteUe ought further to 

the arms race in outer space monitoring agency, which was the subject, in particular, of General Assemciy
resolution 54/9 5 E, co—sponsored by Belgium.

We believe that initially the main aim of the Committee's work should be the 
question of the negotiation of an effective and verifiable agreement prohibiting

At the present stage, such systems constitute the greatestanti-satellite systems, 
identifiable destabilizing threat.

In fact, anti-satellite weapons could seriously compromise the mechanisms designed 
to ensure respect for arms control and disarmament agreements.

Particular attention might also to be given to methods of verifying such a 
prohibition, with reference again, to the suoject of the prohioition. This would 
imply, among other things, a definition of the concept of arms in relation to^outer 
space. My delegation hopes that.at the informal meetings we are shortly to hold 
it will already be possible to clarify some of these questions.

It would also be useful, I think, if the Committee could consider; in the light 
of its priorities, the most appropriate procedural arrangements to enable us to begin 
substantive discussions in the most effective manner possible at our summer session.

CD/PV.-T67
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(Hr. Qnkelinx. Belgium)

The second question I wish to refer to today is that of the prevention Cx an 
arms race in cuter space. We are pleased that the Committee on Disarmament has 
placed this item on its agenda and that it has agreed to held informal meetings 
on the subject in the nea.r future.

recognize that not all the items on the Committee's agenaa
This question is a new item, which 

, end it is important because of its 
It is necessary, at this initial

Giving said this, we
offer the same possibilities for negotiations. 
the Committee is taking up for the first time 
implications for the security of our States.

for the Committee to explore the subject.stage

« 
♦ '

 •



, 25 years after the start of the space 
as such as communications, navigation, 
It is no doubt of great importance

Simultaneously, however,

The peaceful uses of outer 
age, manifold and bring great b 
meteorology and remote sensing of the earth. 
further to advance the peaceful iw** of this environment.

are
in

the opening and closing of our meetings. Secondly, I shall seek your collaboration 
to keep interventions in the Committee and in informal meetings, as well as in informal 
consultations, as concise and to the point as possible. Thirdly, I wish to remind you 
of my suggestion last- year that we could perhaps do with a little less formality in 
our proceedings, although I certainly do not wish to deprive my predecessor of the 
praise he so rightly deserves.

I count on your understanding, your co-operation and your support to enable me to 
steer o»«r spring session to a successful conclusion.

The Committee
entitled "comprehensive programme of disarmament", 
make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the Committee may do so 
in accordance with rule 50 of the Rules of Procedure.

I have on ray list of speakers “for today the representatives of Sweden,
Argentina, Cuba, Australia, Morocco, China and Indonesia.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the representative of 
Sweden, His Excellency Ambassador Lidgard.

Awareness of the threatening evolution as far as outer space is concerned is 
Several attempts have been made to bring this matter to the *

I have in mind particularly the thoughtful contributions 
made by Italy and the Netherlands and, of course, the two resolutions adopted by the 
General Assembly last autumn, where the Soviet Union, as well as the western countries 
I just mentioned, played an important role in promoting multilateral negotiations on 
this issue.

It is a fact, well-known to all of us here, that disarmament negotiations are 
often outstripped by the oace of developments in military technology, which make 
warfare possible in environments which have so far been spared from militarization. 
This is a matter of great concern to ray Government and no doubt to many other 
Governments represented in this Committee.

continues today its consideration .of item 6 of its agenda,
In any case, members wishing to

certainly not new. 
attention of this Committee.

One example is theEfforts have already been made in this respect.
Outer Space Treaty, which prohibits the emplacement of nuclear and other weapons of 
mass destruction in outer space and reserves the use of the moon and other celestial

Its provisions are, however, not sufficient 
Further efforts must be made in this

bodies exclusively for oeaccful purposes, 
to prevent a general arms race in outer space.
regard.

This matter is now before the Committee on Disarmament. i-Iy delegation welcomes 
the fact rthat these important and, in some respects, urgent questions will be dealt 
with in the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum. We consider that, 
after the initial exploratory talks taking place during the first part of this year's 
session, an ad hoc working group of the Committee should be established with an 
appropriate mandate in the summer of l?u2.

The two Superpowers play a predominant role in the military and civilian 
exploitation of outer space. It is therefore a welcome development that they have 
already held bilateral talks on the problem of avoiding an arras race in this 
environment. It is regrettable that these talks have been suspended. In the view of 
my delegation, it is highly desirable that they should be resumed as soon as possible.

CD/PV.168
7-8

(i-ir. Lidgard, Sweden)
I am .going to speak today on item 7 of the agenda, the issue of preventing an 

arras race in outer space.

2 Ox)
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(Hr. Lldgard. Sweden)

However outer space is a common province of mankind and its use or abuse is 
therefore a matter that concerns all countries. Even if the Superpowers have a clear 
technological lead, an increasing number of other countries will gradually be in a 
position to make use of outer space. It is also for this reason natural that the 
prohibition of an arms race in this domain should become the subject of multiia^era.
negotiations.

It should be noted in this connection that satellites can make a very useful

establishment of an International satellite monitoring agency. This initiative is all 
valuable and forward-looking in that it envisages a multilateral body which

international verification, since it is unli.cely that the
small fraction of the countries of

the more
would play a crucial role in 
verification techniques which are available to a 
the world would achieve universal acceptance.

Our immediate concern, however, is, in accordance with the wording of item 7 ° 
our agenda, how an arms race in outer space should be prevented. For a num er o 
reasons, it 'is extremely difficult to define at the outset in exact terms the scope of 
limitations and prohibitions one should aim at in order to achieve an effe°t^® 
prohibition that would prevent undesirable developments without hampering 
activities in outer space. One problem is that some space systems have both military 
and civilian applications. Another is that some military systems may primarily have 
stabilizing effects and others may have destabilizing effects.

A fundamental question will be to consider whether efforts should concentrate on 
banning or limiting various weapons systems in space or on banning or restrictif 
certain activities or actions which would constitute interference with or an attack

combination of both approaches is called for.Perhaps aagainst space objects.
to determine the extent to which existing 
I960 Outer Space Treaty and the 1972 ABM Treaty and

existing and expected
It seems appropriate initially 

provisions in treaties such as the 
its subsequent Protocol need to be completed in order to cover 
developments in outer space warfare.

As a matter of principle, it must be agreed at an early stage whether a
all military satellites or concentrate on those space

increasingly integral parts of terrestrial warfareprohibition should cover 
systems which are primarily and
systems.

military space systems.

«uss.-ssîis chosen, it would seem appropriate to establish a list of £
which the most threatening developments would be subject to negotiati should
is, for example, quite conceivable that the problem of anti-satellite - nrQbiems’ H This question also comprises complicateo problems

distinguished representative ofbe addressed at a very early stage, 
of definition, as so pertinently illustrated by the 
Italy last Tuesday.
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It would seen to my delegation that, primarily, all devices teat have tiie purpose 
of hampering the stabilizing uses of outer space -should be prohibited. Verification 
through technical means must not be interfered with. . At the name time one must also 
be aware of the problem of nsymmetry which may arise in military conflicts between 
space Powers and other countries as far as space communications for military ournoses 
arc concerned. A considerable number of existing satellites arc designed to give

If they were to be eliminated, the adversary might well
Such destabilizing undertakings should, in the view of

early warning of attacks, 
react in an unpredictable way.
my delegation, bo prohibited.

It is Sweden's view that outer space itself, as is alreauy the case for the moon 
and other celestial bodies, should be reserved for exclusively peaceful purposes. 
However, it is a well-known fact that military uses of outer space are freouent and 
far-reaching. It therefore becomes a matter of paramount imoortancc to prevent such 
activities from having a bannering effect on existing and future civilian and 
peaceful uses of outer space.

It is obvious that the monitoring of military activities in outer apace and the 
verification of compliance with future limitations and prohibitions will entail a 
number of difficult political end technical problems. ily delegation attaches great 
importance to this matter and wishes to stress the need to strive for multilateral 
solutions to these problems.

General knowledge of what in going on in terms of current and ootential military 
developments is particularly, limited as far as outer space is concerned. Here, as in 
other areas of the global arms race, excessive secrecy is one of the main driving 
forces behind the race. If the leading snaca Powers are really interested in reaching 
agreements with prospects of universal adherence, they should be forthcoming in 
providing information and answering the questions which will no douot be put to them 
in this Committee. liy delegation therefore urges them not only to resume their 
bilateral talks on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, out also to give a 
comprehensive report to the Committee on the issues and problems of substance they 
arc faced with in those talks. This will enable the Committee on Disarmament to 
address the issues and to make progress in parallel with the bilateral efforts by 
the leading military Powers.

There can be no doubt that the space Powers and, especially, the leading among 
them bear special responsibility for preventing an arms race in outer space. 
Developments in the field of spaco technology arc such as to widen the gr.n between 
the leading powers and most members of the world community. It ’would be a mistake, 
however, to believe that the present oligopoly will last forever. The sooner this is 
realized and accepted, the better the prospects for progress in the forthcoming 
negotiations, for the benefit of us all.

It is not too late to avoid a fruitless arms race in outer space, which would 
waste enormous resources and take our planet still more insecure. Tut time is a 
crucial factor in disarmament negotiations. The longer wo wait, the more difficult 
it will tie to tackle the many coupler problems we shall face.
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far, àe Sousa e Silva. Brazil)

The consideration of the new item introduced this year in the agenda of the 
Committee, the prevention of an arms race in outer space, again reflects the 
confrontational aspect of the relationship between the two Superpowers, already evident 
in the formulation of the two resolutions adopted by the thirty-sixth session of the 
General Assembly on the matter. Each resolution seeks to prohibit the development of 
specific space activities in which each side perceives the other as holding a 
technological edge. Brazil cautioned the First Committee last year about the possibility 
that the introduction in our agenda of an item on outer space might prove detrimental to 
the pursuit of efforts towards a structured treatment of item 2 (Huclear disarmament) in 
the Committee. It seems now clear that our fears were not ill-founded.
Committee held an interesting, albeit inconclusive and oddly secretive, debate on item 2 
of its agenda. During this first half of the 19^2 session, however, the treatment of 
this priority item has gone no further than its mention in statements in plenary, 
delegation, for one, views this development with the utmost concern, since the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament have been assigned the highest priority

We would again urge the Committee to devote adeouate time to

Last year, this

by the United Nations, 
item 2 of its agenda at the forthcoming second part of the 19^2 session.



decision of this Committee to put this item on its 
than ripe to take up this subject; further

In his
The Netherlands welcomes the

We hold that the time is moreagenda. ...delay would only increase its complexity, which is, evenstatement of 2 February 1982, Ambassador Fein outlined our approach to it. 
listened attentively to the arguments put forward by certain delegations, we_._ _ . 
acquiesced in its absence from the programme of work for the Committee s spring

At the same time, we welcomed the decision to hole, informal meetings to
on that occasion, I made our constant interest in the

now, awesome.
Having

session, 
consider item 7; I hope that,
matter abundantly clear.

We are of course aware that a few nations play a preponderant role m the 
exploration and the use of outer space and that, for other members of this Committee, 

of the technical aspects are hard to grasp. At the same time, the -.act «na 
bl arms competition in outer space would directly affect the military alanee 
die efore our joint security confers on us the right and even the duty to speax

many

and
out.

further discussion andWhen I do so today, my primary objective is to encourage 
continued awareness that the major contribution can only come from the two great

solution is feasible only if the two of them can come toPowers and that a lasting 
agree with one another.

to have three main aspects:The military use of outer space seems
(a) Military satellites are increasingly being used to fulfil functions of _ 

direct military relevance such as observation, navigation, communications and crisis
monitoring;

(b) As a result, the same satellites are becoming high-priority military targets, 
since their elimination will directly affect the adversary^ military capabilities.
This has resulted in increased research, development and, in some cases, even tests
of so-called interceptor satellites in orbit;

(c) Increased research in the field of directed-energy weapons, both high-energy 
laser and particle-beam weapons, has made it conceivable that they may be used both 
for space-based ballistic missile defence and as anti-satellite weapons.

We are, of course, aware of the fact that, since the 1960s, a number of 
international agreements have been concluded restricting the military use of outer 
space; of these, the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States m 
the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and.Other Celestial Bodies, 
deserves special mention. This Treaty prohibits the placing in orbit around the 
earth of any objects carrying nuclear weapons of mass destruction, the installation

celestial bodies and the stationing of such weapons in outer space 
It also calls for the complete demilitarization of the moon and 

Though it is an important step forward, the Outer Space
I note by

of such weapons on 
in any other manner, 
other celestial bodies.
Treaty leaves room for a variety of military activities in outer space. 
way of illustration that none of the three ways of militarizing outer space which I 
outlined earlier is prohibited by the previsions of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty.

CD/FV.170
11

UONGEN ^Netherlands) i I should like to avail myself of the provision of 
Rules of Procedure to refer to agenda item 7 on the prevention of anMr. van 

rule 30 of the 
arms race in outer space.

H 
m



CD/PV.17C
12

(Mr. van Lcngsn, Netherlands)

How can we fill this gap? There is, of course, the Soviet draft treaty on the 
prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space. Vo have, 
however, stated on several occasions that it is our considered opinion that this^ draft 
treaty does not meet our requirements. On the one hand, it seems that the complexity 
of arms control in outer space calls not for one comprehensive treaty, but, rather, 
warrants several instruments dealing with specific subject-matters. . On the other 
hand, the Soviet draft treaty seems to allow for dangerous and inadmissable.

that could undermine the provisions of the draft and indeed 
The verification provisions will have to be 

Furthermore, the draft contains some baroque
a contrario arguments 
•those of treaties already in force, 
scrutinized for their adequacy, 
ornaments that have no place in a legal text.

For example, draft article 3 raises many questions about the character of the 
prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space. It seems to 
leave open the possibility of disabling space objects of other states parties if 
such objects are net placed in strict accordance with article 1, paragraph 1, of 
the draft treaty. Furthermore, the prohibition applies only to the space objects 
of other dtates which are parties to the treaty. These restrictions, togetherewith 
the wording of article 1, paragraph I, referring only to stationing, mean tha* «he 
boviet draft treaty does not prohibit the development, testing or production of 
"objects carrying weapons of any kind" or even their use under certain circumstances.

Another important point in this connection is that a clear definition of the 
term "weapon" is lacking.

With regard to the verification provisions of this draft treaty, it can be asked 
why the verification of the implementation of this ireaty should oe j.eft exclusive.!) 
to so-called "national" technical means of verification. These means were recognizee 
for the first time as a legitimate method by the United States and the Soviet Union in

However, what is adequate in a bilateral context is not
and since wethe SALT agreements.

necessarily adequate or acceptable in a multilateral context, 
are talking about a multilateral draft treaty, it should in any case leave open

possibility of the further internationalization of the verification of this treaty.the
Another observation with regard to the proposed verification regime is that^it 

does not provide for recourse of any kind to international bodies in case of douots or 
complaints about compliance or non-compliance with the treaty.

I would like tc make some further observations cn this subject.
the military xises of space by satellites can, thus far,

When we consider
we can therefore

First of all, in our view,
on balance, be described as rather of a stabilizing nature, 
possible further measures to prevent an arms race m outer space, 
not ignore developments in the elaboration of anti-satellite weapon systems, which 
should be regarded as a serious danger because of their destabilizing effect on 
international peace and security. The more satellites are used as the eyes and 
ears of modern military forces, the more crippling will be their loss through attacks

It is therefore entirely justified thatwith anti-satellite weapons.General Assembly resolution 36/97 C, in addition to the provisions I referred to 
earlier, requested this Committee to consider, as a matter of priority, the question 
of negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite 
systems as an important first step.



Ve are avare of the fact that arti-satellite weapons system, are new Derrs 
developed and even tested. Achievements in the field of ballistic missile de.ence 
-ay also serve for the development of an anti-satellite capability. -s tr-s —)t 
then the right moment for endeavours towards further arms control in outer space. 
Conversely, oust we fear that the possibilities are diminishing or have a-ready ceased 
to exist? To find the answer, we must investigate the rationale for de<e_~t-—g a~
anti-satellite capability.

Two main arguments are usually put forvara. One stems from a ccmpe——* - 
reactive concern: to deter the use of anti-satellite weapons oy one otner side ana 
to prevent an imbalance in military capabilities. The otner stems -ron a. ocnc=m 
of trie first party with the growing use of satellites by the other side with a view 
to enhancing its military capability ; the growing use of sate-li tes is .n=n 
oerceived by the first party as constituting a sufficient toreat to justify an 
anti-satellite programme.

It seems to us that a verifiable agreement banning anti-satellite weapons 
altogether will constitute a durable solution for averting aras competition in outer 
space only if each side’ s anti-satellite programme is commensurate with, not a 
reaction to, the ether's, whether real or anticipated. Ve would then be dealing 
with the question whether ve should opt for mutual satellite vulnerability or for 
mutual satellite invulnerability.

The choice in favour of the former, the anti-satellite weapons option, could 
lead to a very expensive arms race in outer space with no guarantee for increased 
stability, probably quite the contrary. As I mentioned before, present research 
efforts in the field of directed-energy weapons, both high-energy laser and particle- 
beam weapons, have already made it conceivable to use these new weapons for space-based 
ballistic missile defence. It stands to reason that such developments will have 
serious implications for the present international situation.

As to the question of the priority to be given to the elaboration of a 
prohibition of anti-satellite weapons, it is our firm belief that the prerequisites 
for an agreement seem to exist: no State yet seems to possess a commanding lead 
in the relevant technology.

In choosing the option to ban anti-satellite weapons, one would have to consider 
that such a ban would be a step in the right direction from an arms control point of 
view, but that, at the same time, it would offer protection to satellites fulfilling 
vital military functions, 
side of the coin and decide whether a mutually acceptable solution can be found. 
Another complicating aspect is that satellites for observation, cocmrinications, 
navigation, meteorology, etc. can be used both for military and for civilian purposes. 
Ve are veil aware that this dual-purpose character of satellite technology does net 
simplify our complicated task.

I must admit that ve have to think further about that

These are the observations I should like to limit myself to at this stage.
Ve hope that the results of the informal discussions that are taking place can be 
evaluated during the period in May and June when the Committee on lis armament does 
not meet.
mere formally with agenda item 7 and consider setting up an ad hoc working sreup on 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

During the summer session, the Committee on Disarmament could then deal
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Mr. EEDEMBILEC- (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): The problem of preventing 
the spread of the arms race to outer space, that relatively new snhere of human 
activity, occupies an important place in the set of oroblems relating to the halting
of the arms race and to disarmament.

In the past quarter of a century, since the start of the space era, the 
international community has been making unceasing efforts to ensure that space is 
used exclusively for peaceful pureeses, for the social and economic progress of
peoples.

The boviet Union's initiative concerning the conclusion of a treaty on the 
prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space therefore received 
wide support at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly.

Representatives of a large number of btates, both in the First Committee and at 
plenary meetings of the General Assembly, expressed serious concern at the real 
threat that might be created unless a barrier to the spread of the arms race to outer 
space was erected in good time. In this Committee, too, many speakers have stressed 
the timeliness and importance of the Soviet proposal aimed at removing that danger.

In approving by an overwhelming majority resolution 36/99« which was submitted 
by Mongolia on behalf of the group of socialist countries, the General Assembly 
recommended the Committee on Disarmament to embark on negotiations with a view to 
achieving agreement on the text of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing oi 
weapons of any kind in outer space.

In its statement in the First Committee, the Mongolian delegation clearly 
and succinctly expressed its position on thus question. During the past twenty or 
more years, a whole system of treaties and agreements, both multilateral and bilateral, 
has been established prohibiting the stationing in outer space of nuclear and other 
types of weapons of mass destruction.

They are, first,I should like to name the most important among 1#iem. 
the 1965 Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space 
and Under Water; the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States 
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial 
Bodies; the Agreement Governing the Activities of states on the Moon and Other 
Celestial Bodies, approved by the General Assembly in 1979* the 1977 Convention or. 
the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification
Techniques, and many others.

However, we are regretfully compelled to note that, according to reports in the 
western Press, including that of the Lnited btates itself, an extensive programme is 
being developed for the creation of a whole series of systems of weapons to be used 

cuch as systems of anti-satellite weapons, the deployment of 
laser weapons ana the development of huge anti-missile

Particular attention is being devoted in
in outer space 
anti-satellite mines
defence systems based in outer space, etc. 
tills connection to reusable vehicles of the "Shuttle" type.
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review "Aviation Week and Space Technology",
connecting link between military 

development for which
According to the United States 

reusable spacecraft have been given the role of a
Earth and orbital operational stations, programmecentres on 

has already entered the final stage.

Prom Press renorts it transpires that the Pentagon strategists have also assigned 
From Press repor role in the activation of military reconnaissance

of artificial satellites placed inthe "Shuttle" programme a 
from'Space, 
orbit by a remote manipulator.

Use will be made for this purpose

real danger of the unleashing of an arms race in space, 
cannot remain- indifferent- in the face o. such an

In short, there exists a
ÏÏoaïlSon“r^Si?y^o1Sle«ent plans for the militarisation of outer space 
designed to undermine the existing military balance and to initiate yet another sp-ral 
of the arms race including space weapons.

It should also be pointed out that the stationing of new types of weapons in 
outer space would have the most negative effect on co-operation among States in the 

' exploration of outer space for peaceful purposes, the fruits ox ^^^cSd 
community is enjoying on an ever-increasing scale. In that connection, sh 
like particularly to emphasize the great importance
of socialist States within the framework of the "Intercosmos" programme.

A year ago, there occurred an event of special significance in the life of the 
Mongolian people—the joint Mongolian-Soviet space flight, as a result of which 
successful scientific research of exceptional importance to Mongolia s national 
economy was carried out.

of the results of the activities

Im th. light of the foregoing, £ existing
Soviet Union's proposal to be timely
situation.

In -ss s:: ïhfï™ rseÆtS
-------------- -- refinement of weapons through the use olpursues, ___________

trend, that of the further qualitative 
scientific and technological progress.

approved resolution 56/97 C, which 
Disarmament to consider theAs is known, the General Assembly also 

includes, inter alia, a request to the Committee on 
question of conducting negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space
and, in particular, the prohibition of anti-satellite systems.

In that connection, my delegation shares the view of those who have expressed 
a wish to examine the question of anti-satellite systems in the context of other 
measures aimed at an over-all solution of the problem of preventing the spread of 
the arms race to outer space. That question is, moreover, taken into consideration
in article 3 of the draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons ox

submitted by the Soviet Union and referred to inany kind in outer space as 
General Assembly resolution 36/99*
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The Committee on Disarmament, taking into account the aforementioned 
recommendations of the General Assembly and the desire of the international community 
to create a reliable barrier to the transformation of outer space into an arena of 
the arms race, has included a new item on this question in the agenda of its 
1962 session.

We have the impression that there is in the Committee broad understanding and 
agreement concerning the commencement, during the second part of the Committee's 
1962 session, of concrete negotiations with a view to adopting effective measures 
aimed at preventing an arms race in cuter space through the conclusion of an

The Mongolian delegation is in favour of anappropriate international treaty.
immediate start to such negotiations, and proposes the establishment of an 
ad hoc working group within the framework of the Committee, 
should like to recall that the group of socialist countries proposed the 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this question in document CD/241.

In that connection, I

We consider that the Committee could take a decision to establish the group, 
preferably before the completion of the work of the first part of the present 
session. In order to facilitate the speedy establishment of the ad hoc working group, 
the Mongolian delegation has submitted for the Committee's consideration 
working paper CD/272 containing draft terms of reference for the ad hoc working group, 
as follows:

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the second half 
of its 1982 session, an ad hoc working group for the purposes of conducting 
negotiations on item 7 of the agenda, 
space1 and agreeing on a text for a corresponding international treaty, taking 
into account all existing proposals and future initiatives in that respect.

The ad hoc working group shall submit a report on the progress of its 
work to the Committee on Disarmament before the completion of the second half 
of the Committee's 1982 session."
The draft treaty on tt e; prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind 

in outer space submitted by the Soviet Union, which could serve as a good basis for 
negotiations, is before the Committee.

We believe that in the continuing discussion of item 7 at informal meetings of 
the Committee, parties' positions are emerging. This may later facilitate 
preparations for the start of negotiations on this question at the Committee's 
summer session.

The Mongolian delegation is prepared to engage with interested delegations in 
consultations and exchanges of views on the elaboration of appropriate terms of 
reference for the ad hoc working group on the basis of document CD/272 with a view 
to reaching agreement on this urgent issue.

'Prevention of an arms race in outer



Mv delegation has followed the ceeate on problems of outer space with great
interest. In our view, the Committee has made a good ^stleasion of
this topi in res onse to the relevan resolutions adopted at the last ^sio 
the Gener 1 Assam ly, one of which wa co-sponsored by my delegation. The debate has quite clearly sLn that there is a considerable difference of views
concerning the method to be used in future work. Many f^in
to a oragmatic, gradual approach by which concrete negotiating steps uould, in 
a first phase, be taken to deal effectively with the most threatening and 
destabilizing weapons systems, i.c. anti-satellite weapons, ^P^ially y
systems have already been tested and made operational by at least one c°u" y’ 
anti-satellite technology is available and deployment may already have taken place. 
There is another approach which aims at a purpotedly broader, non-specific ban 
on all arms in outer space, but places very little emphasis on real effectiveness. 
It is also difficult to see in what order of priority the various complex iss 
involved would be treated under this aporoach. While my delegation is in favour 
of every possible step designed to exclude non-peacaful uses of outer space, it 

logical and appropriate to us to adopt a step-by-step approach ana 
existing body of international regulations in this field. T

take this work in hand in the coming summer
would appear 
to build upon the
establishment of a working group to .. , .asession of the Committee would be welcomed by my delegation, if the mand

remind the Committee in this respectreflects this approach. I would like to .that General Assembly resolution 36/57 C specifically requests the Committee on 
Disaramement to consider, as a matter of priority, the question ot negotiating 
an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satcliite systems, 
mandate of a future working group would have to reflect this and, in our view, 
the Committee, acting accordingly, will have to avoid clogging the agen a o a 
working group with broad and hazy projects which would not allow the Committ-e 
to deal with concrete problems in a limited time and not aim at a rea y 
effective peaceful space régime.

The

meeting allow me to reaffirm one clarification. The draft treaty of 
10 August 1931 contained in document A/ÿS/192 and referred to in General Assembly 
resolution 36/59 does not appear to my delegation to be a suitable basis 
negotiation in this Committee. We have already pointed out the many contradictions 
and inconsistencies which this draft treaty displays. In this connection, my 
delegation has asked a certain number of questions which so far have found no 
reply. We, like the Italian and the Dutch delegations, still wait for the 
necessary elucidation from the authors of that draft. In addition to the lacunae 
and ambiguities of the draft to which we have already drawn attention let me 
briefly mention two others. Article III of the draft makes it legitimate o 
intercept space objects if these are not operated for peaceful purposes.
However, the determination and decision whether interception should take place 
lies with the interceptor alone, who would thus.take on the role of a sel - 
appointed space police. In the absence of firm criteria and of any objective 
determination of prerequisites for such a police role, this draft provision 
would seem to pave the way for misuse and serve, rather, as an incentive for the 
development and testing of additional anti-satellite systems. Secondly, the

contained in article IV appear to be insufficient even in 
existing multilateral disarmament agreements and certainly in

In the view of my delegation it
detailed verification régime,

manner.

rules on verification
the light of other
relation to the purposes of the draft treaty. 
would be indispensable to have a substantially more

independent investigating authority, such as a Consultative 
desired prescription remain totally inotfective in terms of

In the light of all these
with at least an 
Committee, lest the
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. arguments and in conjunction with those already advanced, my delegation must 

i t- vi r>w Hiat. t-.hp draft fcreatv in .weption ift serinuslv flawed and

CD/PV.171lo-ll ( Hr. ik»gCr: e r , ^jri^ral Republic of Germany .

D 
Cl
"

cr
 a

o 
a*



wc therefore feel that the Committee should proceed to a more general examination 
or the problem in terms of the stability of strategic systems and 
need to do is to determine, among the existing or conceivable sys . \Jhat ve

, vhich would
represent potential factors of destabilization with a view to prohibiting them as a 
matter of priority. Por example, the development of anti-ballistic missiles based on 
space stations would, we believe, be extremely destabilizing. The conclusion of this 
examination would also bring out the fact that it would probably not be in the 
interests even of the great Powers, especially in view of the cost-effectiveness ratio 
to Keep all the options open. For all these reasons, we consider it vary important" ’ 
for the Committee to examine the problem of anti-satellite techniques thorou"hlv when 
it resumes its work. We would have no objection to the establishment, for this" 
purpose, of a working group which could have tha help of exoerts.

CD/PV.172
17-18

(Mr. de la Gorce, France)
For the first time since our first annual session, the Committee lias added a new 

item of substance to its agenda: "Prevention of an arms race in outer space1'. This 
item has already formed "the subject of a number of substantial statements and I should 
like, to make a few remarks on it at this point. I/o attach the greatest importance to 
the destabilizing effects which attacks against satellites would have. This is why wc 
feel .that examination of this question should be undertaken without delay. During our 
debates, the"merits and also the inadequacies of the 1967 Treaty on outer space were 
clearly brought out. The resulting situation inspired the proposals which have been 
submitted to us.

One of them, that of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, does not appear to 
us to offer a satisfactory solution. In effect it amounts,-paradoxically, to making 
each space power its own judge in matters of outer space. How are articles 1 and 5 of 
the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union to be interpreted except as giving 
every State freedom to destroy a space object which it decides of its oun accord, 
without consultation or reference to any pre-established criterion, is carrying 
weapons? Furthermore, the draft treaty makes provision only for national technical 
means of verification of compliance with its provisions. Moreover, ve do not believe 
that there is any justification for bringing specifically into the discussion the 
question of reusable space vehicles — the question of space shuttles. Is it the 
intention thus to extend the field of application of the treaty to objects xrbose 
trajectory is not exclusively orbital? On the other hand, there is no provision, it 
seems, for resolving the problems which may arise from the dual use — for both 
civilian and military purposes — of orbital platforms. Furthermore, nothing is said 
of the part that would be played in this approach by satellites which, as France and 
other countries have proposed, could be used on behalf of the international community 
for purposes of verification of disarmament agreements and crisis control.

In fact, our initial discussions on this subject in the Committee have amply, 
demonstrated that outer space activities arc so complex and so rapidly evolving that 
what we must do first is, on the one hand, to define more precisely, in relation to 
outer space, terms which are often used ambiguously, such as the word "weapon", and, 
on the other hand, to determine the priorities in examining this problem. In view of 
the large volume of the resources at present being invested in outer space activities 
for both civilian and military purposes, amounting in all . to several. billion dollars 
in orbit daily, and of the stabilizing part played by satellites, as has been 
expressly recognized in several international documents stipulating.non-interference 
when the satellites are used for purposes of verification, it is essential for the 
international community to roach an agreement to prevent the occurrence of a situation 
where anti-satellite weapons or techniques would become a new factor of instability.
In fact, in spite of the protections and reinforcements that might be possible, at 
great cost and with a reduction of the payload, the intrinsic vulnerability of 
satellites gives the attacker an advantage.

Li a



GD/PV.173
22

(Hr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

The necessity of the -prevention of an aras race in outer space has now 
become a question of high urgency. The socialist countries express satisfaction 
at the fact that the consideration of this problem has been inscribed on the agenda 
of the Committee on Disarmament. They maintain that, in accordance with 
United Nations General Assembly resolution 35/99 the Committee should start 
negotiations on a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any 
kind in outer space, The most effective approach to the fulfilment of this task 
would be the creation, at the second part of the 1982 session, of an appropriate 
ad hoc working group. The views of the socialist countries concerning the terms of 
reference of such a group were reflected in document .ÇD/272 submitted by the delega
tion of Mongolia.

CD/PV.173
26

(Hr. Issraelyan, )

The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction that '■'ur "reposais, together 
• with the proposals of ether States, concerning she need for the adoption ox 
effective measures to prevent the spread of the arms race to outer space nave 
aroused interest in the Committee and have formed the subject ex constructive

We intend to continue pressing for the establishment of an ao. ixocdiscussion, 
working group on this topic.

CD/PV.173
17

Or. hcPlir.il, Canada)

The t lire at of an arms ro.ee in outer space lias concerned the international 
community for come time. Indeed, the United. Nations General Assembly ha.s 
acknowledged the Committee or. Disarmament1 c responsibility to deal with this 
subject. As a beginning, ve believe tha.t the Committee should attempt to define 
the dimensions of this problem. To this end, it is our intention to participate 
actively in the consideration by the Committee at this summer session of the 
issues relevant to the prevention of an arms ra.ee in outer spa.ee.
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(llr. Issraelyan, USSR)

nroblen of the prevention of an arr.r race in outer snr.ce is not less____
important! and it, too, has aire nay been referred to today. for
ar= developing in such a way that outer space is becoming more and °ore a^ a^®^Zi 2ms See! It is for this reason that we ought without delay to start drafting 
an "appropriate international treaty. The Soviet Union's concrete proposals on that 
question — a draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any 
kind in outer space — has been submitted for consideration to the Committee on 
Disarmament. We consider that the Committee should set up an ad hoc working group 
to draft the treaty, as well as to consider ether proposals directed at preventing an 
arms race in outer space.

CD/rv.175
24

(Mr. Venkateswaran, India)

A third area of major concern to all is the prevention of an arms race in outer 
This subject is closely linked to the question of nuclear disarmament, 

including the prevention of nuclear war. 
is, therefore, essential, particularly in view of recent developments in space 
technology, many of which have far-reaching and significant military implications.
Our delegation is prepared to be flexible as to the manner in which we deal with this 
problem.

space.
A thorough consideration of this item

We could, for example, set up an ad hoc working group on outer space, 
which would in the first instance determine the scope of the problem and the 
precise area that negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament would cover, 
also explore the implications of several recent developments in space technology for 
the field of nuclear arms limitation and disarmament r.s well as for the prevention 
of nuclear war.

We could

The negotiation of an agreement to ban the development, testing 
and deployment of anti-satellite weapons would be a good starting point, in the view 
of my delegation, although it must be clearly understood th?4- this again should be 
immediately followed by other far-reaching measures that wouxd cover the development, 
testing and deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space.

CD/PV.176
11

(Mr. Vcjvoda, Czechoslovakia)
Nowadays we can also witness yet another tendency, inspired by the Western 

military-industrial complex, that of the penetration of weapons to areas which 
were not used earlier for military purposes. 
aimed at spreading the arms race into outer space, 
forever free of any weapons so that it cannot become a new sphere of the feverish 
arms race and a source of further deterioration in the relations among States. 
Therefore, wo support the establishment of a working group which would deal in 
full responsibility with the problem of prohibiting all types of weapons in 
outer space.
could bo agreed upon without unnecessary delay so that un can start business-like 
negotiations on a number of existing proposals already made at previous sessions 
and at this session.

Wc condemn resolutely any steps
Outer space should remain

We believe that a generally acceptable mandate for this group



CD/PV.176
17

(Mr. Datcou, Romania)

The Romanian ielegation also feels tr.at the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space and the prohibition of the use of scientific and technological discoveries for 
military purposes are important and priority subjects for our Committee's work. We 
are convinced that the establishment of a working group on outer space and the 
organization of informal meetings, with the participation of experts, on new weapons 
of mass destruction will provide us with valuable opportunities to discuss these 
subjects.
morning to re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament, under the chairmanship of His Excellency Ambassador ».lfonso Garcia Robles 
of Mexico.
enable the Committee to start its substantive work on this subject next year-with
better prospects.

The Romanian delegation would also like to welcome the decision taken this

The informal consultations which are to take place will., we are sure,

CD/PV.17S
20

(Mr. Tian Jin, China)
TheIII. The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 

threat to world peace and security nosed by tne development of weapons used in 
outer space is causing increasing concern among tne world community. 
superpowers are sparing no expense in the development of military technology for 
use in outer space, and the arms race between them is steadily extending to

As is known, at present only the two superpowers have the means

The two

outer space.
to test, deploy and use weapons in outer- svace, and it stands to reason that 
they should undertake the responsibility fc r the prevention of an arms race in 

People should be vigilant against the practice in some quartersouter space.
of paying lip service to '-"the peaceful use of outer space1’ while actually 
stepping up the development of various types of weapons used in outer space.

China firmly advocates that outer space be used for peaceful purposes and 
for the good of all mankind and strongly opposes the arms race in outer space, 
which endangers peace and security.
of all outer space weapons, including anti-satellite weapons, 
of the establishment of a working .group on this subject. With regard to the 
mandate of this working group, it should, in our view, be the negotiation of a 
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of outer space weapons.

Consequently, it stands for the prohibition
We are in favour

CD/PV.176
25

(Hr. de la Gorce, France)
The last item on our agenda — the new item, on the subject of outer 

space — has already given rise to statements of substance. Many delegations, 
including our own, are in favour of the establishment of a working group.
He are also in favour of the starting of consultations on the terms of the 
mandate of such a group. We should also like discussions on the substance 
of the question to continue so as to shed more light on the various aspects 
of this very complex issue.



CD/PV.176
26

(Mr. Sadleir, Australia)

The other new item on our agenda, outer space, is similarly ready for 
serious consideration with fresh minds. Whether we should move straight into 
debate on the need for a working group is a moot point. My delegation would 
prefer that we first lay the basis for that step by identifying the potential 
areas for useful activity since we do not have a great body of existing work in 
this field to draw on. It is an important and a vast subject ; it is a subject 
of considerable future potential for disarmament and it will need careful handling 
on our part.

CD/PV.176
29-30

(*ir. Jayakoddy, Sri Lanka)

At our sprin~ session this year, we examined the question of the prevention of an
though it was clear that twoOur exchanger, were usefularms race in outer space, 

different approaches to the question were on the minds of distinguished representatives.
But the objective was the same, viz., the need to prevent the extension of the arms 
race to outer space.
estimated that within the next two decades, or even by the end of this decade, space" 
weapons will end the balance of terror that has made nuclear war all but unthinkable 
for the last 36 years, but they will make possible a global conflict whose 
undamaged victor could dictate terms to a disarmed and helpless loser, 
a situation that all States would prefer to avoid.

If we do not try to prevent such an arms race now, it is

This is

My delegation, therefore, favours the setting up of a subsidiary body on the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space this year, which marks the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of the launching of mankind's first space object —■ the Soviet sputnik 
in October, 1957. But we hope that a consensus on the setting up of the subsidiary 
body and its mandate can be achieved without the time-consuming meandering process 
that we went through at the closing stages of the spring session. We hope that the 
setting up of the subsidiary body will signal the first tangible step in this 
Committee to prevent in outer space what mankind has not succeeded in doing up 
to now on earth.

_



CD/PV.177
10

(Mr. Ahmad. Pakistan)

It would be only fitting if the Committee on Disarmament, in conjunction with 
the convening of the Second United Hâtions Conference on Outer Space, couid taxe 

meaninsful steps to avert the danger of the arms race spreading to this 
environment. As a first step, this Committee could propose the universal 
endorsement of the concept of outer space constituting "the common heritage of

Pakistan shares the view that the Committee should create a working group

some

mankind".
on this item with an appropriate mandate.

CD/PV.177
13

(iir. Fields. United States)

At this session, some have advocated the establishment of a working group to
Many among these advocates confess limiteddeal with the issue of outer space.

knowledge of this complex and highly technical subject and see the working group as 
a means to educate us. My delegation supports an examination of the outer space issues 
3y this Committee. Substantive discussions can serve to focus the issues and provide 
an informed basis for any future consideration. Only minimal discussion of the 
outer space issue has taken place in the Committee and we have not even heard 
preliminary views from some delegations.

Ify delegation remains unconvinced that the establishment of a working group
l/e would, however, strongly supportwould be the wisest course for us at this time, 

a number of formal or informal plenary sessions being devoted to the subject of
Only after a full*airing of all delegations' views and a great deal cfouter space.

substantive preparation can we begin to focus our efforts.

CD/PV.177
26

(Mr. Sutrssna, Indonesia)

Another important item with which our Committee should deal during the summer 
session is that of the prevention of the arms race in outer space. 
been and will remain committed to the established legal principles concerning the 
peaceful uses of outer space.
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, 
for non-peaceful purposes by certain space powers, despite the existence of appropriate 
international legal instruments against such activities, has raised serious concern 
on our part, as well as, I believe, on the part of the majority of the community 

My delegation is of the view that the Committee should agree on the 
setting up of an ad hoc working group on outer space.
work on this item, the Committee may consider the possibilities of co-operation and 
co-ordination with the United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space.
Our Committee might also deem it appropriate to take advantage of and to benefit 
from the Second United Nations Conference on Outer Space (UNISPACE II) now taking 
place in Vienna.

Indonesia has

Indonesia is an active member of the United Nations
The "creeping" use of outer space

of nations.
In order to facilitate its



CD/PV.176
16-17

(Mr. vin Dongen, Netherlands)

Another item the Committee should come to grips with during this summer session
The Netherlands was one of the sponsors ofis that of arms control in outer space, resolution 36/97/C requesting the Committee on Disarmament to consider, as from the 

beginning of its session in 1982, the question of negotiating effective and verifiable 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space. The General Assembly 
also requested the Committee to consider, as a natter of priority, the question of 
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems, 

important step towards the fulfilment of the above objectives. After the 
preliminary exchange of views during the spring session, the Committee should now 
establish the required infrastructure to deal with this agenda item in a businesslike 

I listened with great interest to what my distinguished colleagues from
China, France, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, the United States and the

as an

manner.
Brazil, Canada,
USSR recently had to say on this matter. The General Assembly resolution I 
referred to a moment ago provides suitable elements for the mandate of an ad hoc 
working group under item 7 of the agenda.

CD/PV.178
52

(U Maung Maung Gyi, Burma)
With the rapid rate of advance in the development of space technology, the arms 

race now threatens to enter the realm of space. It is, therefore, urgently 
necessary to prevent outer space being used for warlike purposes before it is too 
late, as the consequences of such use are likely to have a destabilizing effect on 
earth itself. This delegation, therefore, supports the consideration of this item 
within a working group as first suggested by the delegation of Sweden during the 
last session.

Cl/PV.175
5

(Mr. I.iewere, Nigeria)

Commttee^Igenda1 ^We^e^t ^ °Yter space is another key issue on the
,,ee ^ agenda. We see its urgency in the over-alldisannament. The increased militarization of outer 
dangerous trend in the 
that outer 
for peaceful

process of nuclear 
space manifests a more

space constitute “d 7 dele&ation stands firm in the conviction
_p on -«gy
comprehensive^enough'tc/cove^anti-satellite^.'eapon be



I am pleased to note that the Committee seems, determined -henceforward to give 
the question of the prevention of an arms race, in outer space all the attention 
it deserves? some reservations expressed.iast spring appear to have been overcome. 
Proposals have been made for the establishment of a working group on this item of 
our agenda. We are in principle in favour of doing this. The real problem, however, 
is not whether or not to set up a subsidiary,body, but how to proceed in this matter. 
It would be essential for the group to have an appropriate mandate, both because 

technical complexity of the subject and because we have no experience ofof thenegotiations on weapons control and disarmament in this area.

Without a mandate which provides a specific goal for our discussions,- they--.- 
are likely to prove aimless.. My delegation has constantly drawn the Committee's 
attention to the urgent need to consider, as a matter of priority, questions 
concerning an effective and verifiable prohibition of anti-satellite systems. That 
in itself would be a sufficiently ambitious task. Although opinions in the Committee 

this subject, we have noted with satisfaction some change in the way of rvdiffer on 
thinking of certain delegations.

CD/ PV .180
l-o

(Mr. Srdsnbilig, Mongolia)

In conclusion allow ne to make some comment3 concerning the establishment of 
an ad hoc working group on the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space.

According to its programme of -,/ork, in the fifth week of this part of its 
session, the Committee on Disarmament -<,111 proceed to discuss agenda item 7•

During both the spring and the summer parts of the Committee's session, almost 
all delegations have spoken in favour of the creation of an ad hoc working group. 
There was a general understanding in the Committee on the setting up of this 
subsidiary body. In order to facilitate the speediest possible adoption of a formal 
decision on this question, during the first part of the session the Mongolian 
delegation formally submitted a draft mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group for 
consideration by the Committee end proposed that consultations should be held with 
a view to reaching agreement on the text.

As you know, so far no specific comments have been made on the draft mandate 
we put forward, nor have any amendments or additions to it been suggested.
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GD/PV.15C
11

(Hr. Srdenbilim. Mongolia;

week the United States delegation expressed doubts as to whether the
would be the best course at the presentLast

establishment of such an ad hoc working group 
stage. It advocated the holding of a certain number ci plenary meetings, either 
formal or infernal, on the subject of outer space.

âs I stated earlier, the Committee has already decided to devote its plenary 
meetings on 31 August and 2 September to a consideration of the question ca the 
prevention of an orris race in outer space, if the Committee decides in ul-i -ion 
tc hold some informal meetings for the discussion of this question, the mongoj.ian 
delegation will have no particular objections.

Such an organisation of the work should not rule out the possibility of 
continuing the consultations and exchanges of views already begin in the Committee 
or. the draft mando.tc, but should on the contrary stimuli to them. 'The .-icngolian

in favour of the Committee's using all pcssiclc methods and
on the text of a mandate as soondelegation is thus 

forms of working sc that it can reach agrcorner.:
as possible.

I/o dc not sec the need to postpone consideration of a mandate for tils group 
until the conclusion of the Ccmrlttee's discussion of the substantive side cu the

lelc-gatior. does not agree tc thequestion at tils part of its ses si or.. If one
setting up of the working group, thr.t is a totally different matter.

The Mongolian delegr.ti ,n appeals to tin members of tne Coumt tec on Lisarmomen-
that before the end of the summer part of itsto pursue intensive consultations so _ ^

session the Committee car. take the- accessory -decision ior tne sotting up c_ an 
ad hoc working group on the prevention if an arms race in outer space.

CD/PV.180
21-22

(Mr. Rodrigues Navarro. Venezuela)

Another area of concern to my country is the militarization of outer space 
and the placing of satellites in synchronous geostationary orbit, to the point of 
saturation, for purposes that are not exactly peaceful. This directly affects 
the security of all countries and particularly that of the equatorial countries. ■ 

In this connection, it should be said that the world is well aware of the 
enomous advantages of those countries which have advanced space technologies 
and which, without considering inequalities, use satellites for military purposes 
in their disputes with other nations. They thus give free rein to their 
strategies, paying no heed to the tragic consequences resulting from their use of 
satellites. In this context, it is sufficient to recall what happened recently 
in the south Atlantic in order to draw objective conclusions on the matter.

My country shares the views cf those delegations which consider it appropriate 
to establish an ad hoc working group on outer space to identify and consider the 
problems of its militarization and thereby establish the competence of the Committee 
on Disarmament in this area.



cr/pv.180
34

(Mr. Sola Vila. Cuba)

sirsiss i’s-.-srÆ ™ ï.'rt:
My delegation supports the proposal made in the Committee concerning the 

setting up of such a working group and considers that any mandate for the group

region and its militarization must be prevented.

CD/PV.181
10

(Mr. Vrhunec, Yugoslavia)

Committee has before it the proposal for the creation of aFourthly, ourworking group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space and the 
prohibition of anti-satellite systems„ based on two resolutions tabled at the 
thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly to the effect that 
it is imperative to take timely steps to prevent the possible taking of such 
actions. We have listened to the arguments presented by some States which 
consider that there is no room for the creation of this group before many 
uncertainties have first been elucidated, since only two States are so far 
capable of transferring the arms race into outer space and that many members 
of the working group would be incapable of understanding the technical aspect 
of the problem. Admitting to a certain extent the validity of these arguments, 
we think that we are primarily dealing with a political issue and the decision 
to adopt an international instrument that will prevent certain activities in 
outer space, without entering into complicated technical details at all.



CD/FV.181
43

(Mr. Sene, Senegal)

In paragraph 80, the Final Document states that in order to prevent an arms 
race in outer space, further measures should be taken in accordance -with the spirit 
of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration 
and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies.

The risks of the militarization of outer space have become greater with the 
appearance of anti-satellite systems, 
can play in international co-operation in such fields as communications, meteorology 
and navigation, it is essential for steps to be taken to prevent outer space from 
becoming an area of military confrontation.

Given the important role that satellites

Here again, the lack of any results from the bilateral discussions between 
the Soviet Union and the United States has left the matter in the lap of the 
Committee.

The proposal to set up a working group on outer space seems to us a sound one, 
since such a group could help the Committee in its consideration of the question 
of the negotiation of effective agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space.

CD/PV.l33
11

(i-lr. Tsllaluv, Bulgaria)

I would like to touch briefly new on the question of the “ Prevention of 
an arms race in outer space11, that being the subject for our meeting today.
We have only one plenary meeting lor tha discussion of this issue, but the 
series of informal meetings durinr the spring and the summer session have amply 
demonstrated the growing interest in the problem, as well as the urgent need to 
establish appropriate organizational structures for negotiations and the 
elaboration of agreements in this field.

When taking up the subject of the prevention of tne spread of the 
race to outer space, we should first of all stress the fact that the cosmos 
is o^ing turned more and more into a constant field of human activity that is 
of ever-growing importance to the over-all development of mankind. In the 
quarter of a century that has elapsed since the first Soviet “sputnik", a 
number of agreements regulating the exploration and the utilization of outer 
space have been elaborated, including a treaty banning the stationing of any 
kind of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction in outer space.

While including this item in our .agenda and programme of work for 1932 
we are aware of the responsibilities of the Committee on Disarmament for the 
elaboration of a universally -acceptable international legal instrument designed 
to erect a solid barrier to the extension of the arms race to outer space.
Such a course of action would be in full conformity with and would constitute 
a natural continuation of the existing agreements in this domain of international 
law.

arms



CD/PV.183
12

(Mr. Tellalov, Bulgaria)

It is in this light that we evaluate the merits of the draft treaty on - 
of the stationing of weapons of any kind : in outer space whichthe prohibitionintroduced by the Soviet -Union at the thirty-sixth session of the 

General Assembly and circulated in this Committee as document CD/274• 
Article 3 of the draft stipulates : "Each State Party undertakes not to 
destroy, damage, disturb the normal functioning or change the flight 
trajectory of space objects of other States Parties, if such objects were 
placed in orbit.in, strict accordance with article 1, paragraph 1, of this- 
treaty". ' • > -

was r- -

Does this approach not cover the meaning of both relevant resolutions- 
adopted at the thirty-sixth session of the. General Assembly? Is not it the 
right- moment to start elaborating mutually acceptable measures regulating the 
conduct of States with a view to the latest developments and thus to prevent 
a new extremely dangerous and costly stage of the arms race in outer space?
Or do we prefer to become helpless witnesses of the transformation of the 
Hollywood scenarios of "Star Wars" into a terrifying reality of our own 
civilization?

Our position on 
known. We note with 
with the
purposeful discussions and negotiations on these issues. 
submitted by the delegation of Mongolia is a basis offering wide possibilities 
for various approaches to the matter. We believe that, bearing in mind the 
considerations presented by the delegations of Italy, Mexico, Sri Lanka and 
others in the course of the informal meetings, we should continue the 
consultations on a possible mandate for an ad hoc working group to be created 
before the end of the current session. This would mean that as early as 
next February we could proceed in a concrete manner with our discussion 
and negotiations, supported by national experts, as has been suggested by 
some delegations.

the creation of a subsidiary body on this item is well 
satisfaction that practically all members of the Committee,

notable exception of the leading western State, are in favour, of
The draft mandate
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CE/PV.183
13

Mr. .CIAEKE (Sri Lanka): Mr. Chairman, distinguished delegates, it is both an 
honour and a responsibility to appear before you today, to discuss military activities 
in the last and greatest arena of human affairs.
with the prevention of an aims race in outer space, prevention is only one aspect of 
the problem. As the mathematicians would say, it is necessary but not sufficient. I 
shall also discuss the positive uses of space technology for strengthening international 
security.

Although this meeting is concerned

Before doing so, may I very briefly give my qualifications for addressing you. I 
became a member cf the British Interplanetary Society in 1934» and was later its 
Chairman. In 1951 I presided over the first London meeting of the International 
Astronautics! Federation and I have known most of the leading figures in the field.
Only two months age, I had the privilege of being hosted at "Star Village" by my friend 
Cosmonaut Alexei Leonov and his colleagues. I have written mere than 3C books on space, 
and this month speke at UITISFACS fB2 as a member of the Sri Lanka delegation.

Back in 1945, as a Royal Air Force officer, I ’/rote the paper that outlined the
A few months later, my essay "The Rocket andprinciples of satellite communie a tiens, 

the Future cf Warfare" won first prize in a competition set by the Royal Air rcroc 
Quarterly. It has been a strange experience reading that paper again after almost

lir.ue of Shelley with uhix: the essay began:4C years, and 1 would lake to quota the

"CeaseJ Irain net to its dregs the urn cf bitter prophecy.
The world is weary cf the past,
Oh, might it die or rest at last."’

Nevertheless, "bitter prophecy" is indeed what we are concerned with tooay. Sc 
first, I must request you — if you have not already done so — to read Jonathan Schell1s 
bock The Fate of the Earth, which is the most convincing account yet given of the 
realities of nuclear warfare. It should bo required reading for every statesman.

And yet Carl Sagan has summed up the implications cf this entire book in a single 
chilling sentence : "World War Two once a minute, for the length of a lazy simmer 
afternoon."

I ly-pe that you can arrange tc cse the BBC's recent 
"The Race to Ruin",

Cne other reference :
which ohci/ed the first test of laser-Ir.IZl j science programme -, 

weapons on airborne: targets an-', interviewed both American and Russian sc ion ti etc. or. 
possibilities <-f war in rcac-e.
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Let ne give an example : few tilings would seen nore remote from military affairs 
than the geodetic satellites used to detect ninute irregularities in the earth’s 
gravitational field. At first sight, this would seen to he of interest only to 
scientists; nevertheless, these subtle variations are of vital concern to the 
designers of intercontinental nissiles, because unless the earth's gravitational 
field is accurately napped, it is impossible to target a nissile with precision.
Thus purely scientific satellites, by greatly increasing the accuracy of warheads, 
can have a major impact on strategy. Yet does anyone suggest that they be prohibited?

Ven ne te orological satellites, one of the most benign of all applications of 
technolog;'', because they have already saved thousands of lives, are of obviousspace

military importance.
Similarly, communications satellites would play an absolutely vital role in 

military operations. Yet neither represents a direct threat to peace.

Just as military helicopters can be used for disaster relief work, sc some 
military space systems can be positively benign.
without the stabilizing influence of the reconnaissance satellites operated by both 
the United States and the USSR.

Let me remind you of a piece of recent history: in the early_ 1960s,_there was 
a vigorous campaign in the United States claiming that the -USSR was far in advance 
in the development of intercontinental ballistic missiles. The so-called "missile gap" 
was a major theme in the Kennedy-Nlxon campaign, and millions of words were written 
urging that the United States start a crash programme to overcome the Soviet Union’s 
"enormous" lead.

That missile gap was a total illusion — destroyed when American reconnaissance 
satellites revea.led the true extent of Soviet rocket deployment. President Johnson 
later remarked that reconnaissance satellites had saved the United States many times 
the cost of the space programme, by 
originally intended.

By a fantastic coincidence, just yesterday I discovered President Johnson1s 
actual .w.ords,. and I quote:

"We were doing things we didn't need to do; we were building things we didn'tneed to build ; we were harbouring fears we didn't need to harbour." (My italics.)

Indeed, we might not be alive today

king it unnecessary to build the counter-forcenn

However, in a sense, that information nay have come too late. One can picture the 
feelings of the Soviet military planners when contemplating this American debate. They 
knew they did not have the weapons the United States claimed, so what was the purpose 
of the exercise? Were the Americans deliberately creating an excuse to rearm? That 
might have seemed the most plausible assumption — but in fact, ignorance rather than 
malice was the explanation. In any event, the Soviet Union decided it must produce the 
missiles which, at that time, existed only in the imagination of the Americans. So 
the seeds of a space arms race were planted, almost a quarter of a century ago.

It is possible to play a numbers game with payloads and launching to prove almost 
anything. Statistics indicate that the Soviet Union has now launched about twice as 
many "military” payloads as the United States — by 1961, roughly 860 against 420.



Jh« essential grir.t Ik th-.z ill th s-. syst-r; — :rrj.n-jiicacienr, :•«.tscr-lcgier..
. ode tie, re-'cnnaif'canco, -av. th- shut tit.- its-*1! - tiv-ugl. they voprusor.T some :!-> rr;-:
f : .ill tariza tier ef srae , ?.r • ctill, -vr t; .v nor.; 

countries ..ay bw ips;-, Ly ? or tain appIi-T 
V''-.pting their benefit;' „ wl a:: their
vn‘mre-; the- discursi'i: wt i" "... "il -rot- iy l.-.'trurtive r-yrt-xr.;..

J

f-.nrive r *v-:n benign.
- ti•:/ can all live with th. ::. 

lisa .vanta Try new fa/for whieh has r. r-r
« • vor.^on:.

However, photographe 0I* telovision reconnaissance is limited by cloud condi uiens ;
Anri only the USSR has used radar satellites,only radar can give all-weather coverage, 

powered by nuclear reactors to reconnoitre the movements of ships at sea, as was 
revealed when Kosnos 954 crashed in Canada in 1976•

Another area of confusion and controversy is that of Landsats or earth resources 
satellites, which give superb views of cur planet, of enormous value to farmers, 
industrialists, city planners, fishermen — in fact, anyone concerned with the use and

The United States has made its Landsat photographs, which have 
a ground resolution of roughly SC metres, available to all nations, 
there has been some concern about the military information that these photographs 
inevitably contain. That concern will be increased now that Landsat D has started 
operations with a resolution sf 33 metres; I was stunned by the beauty and definition 
of the first photographs when they were shewn to us at UI-JI2FAC2 a few weeks age.
The French SPOT satellite will have even better resolution (10 - 20 metres) and this 
is rapidly approaching the area of military importance, although it is nowhere near 
(perhaps by a factor of one 
under favourable conditions.

abuse of Mother Earth.
Not surprisingly,

hundred ) the de-fini tien of the best reconnaissance satellites

There is a continuous spectrum between the abilities of the earth resources 
atellites and the reconnaissance satellites, and it is impossible to say that one is 

military and the other is net. '..'hat matters is, again, intention.

One may sum uj the situation cy saying that although these satellites nay ce
and that is the essential factor.annoying to some nations, they are net aggressive :

More confusion has now been created by the American space shuttle, which has ceen 
heavily criticised in the Soviet Union, 
missions will be military — yet ft is as potentially neutral as any other vehicle.

The one new factor the shuttle does introduce is that, for the first tine, it 
gives a space-faring power the ability to examine, and perhaps tc retrieve, satellites 
belonging tc senebedy else, tiras opening up prospects of "space piracy" — as the 
Soviet Union has put it. However, one cannot help thinking that fears on this score 
have been greatly exaggerated. If you do net want anyone to capture your satellite, 
it is absurdly simple to booby trap it and thus to destroy, with very little trouble, 
an extremely expensive rival space system.

It is perfectly true that many of the shuttle's

When only the
United J ta tes possessed re c ennu- r since satellites, there was a .great outcry in the 
Soviet Union about these "illegal spy .ievi When the Soviet Union also poscesse..
them, this cry was suddenly .•»tills*... Ir. tiro sane way, when the Soviet shuttle is 
la-.inched, perhaps we will hear" no more tali: of :-:pav.o piracy

From past experience. I would venture a pro-die ci m; in thio area.
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developing1an^ASAT1^ s^^ithlfs'obvioS KstSm^^pUcationS^^an only 

assume that the Sovi t Union, which is able to obtain a great amount of informa -1 on 
about the United States military establishment by old-fashioned techniques (such as 
buying trade magazines on the news-stands), realizes that reconnaissance satelli es 
are much more vital to the Americans than to itself.
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were introduced intoIt seems to have been forgotten that the first weapons space almost 20 years ago by the United States, which exploded several nuclear warheads 
above the abnosphere in tests of a possible anti-satellite system. This approach was 
abandoned when it led to the-discovery — only recently rediscovered, to the 
consternation of military planners — that a few nuclear blasts in space could knoc 
out all satellites, simply by the intensity of the radiation pulse.

The fact hovers ominously over all discussions of space weapons systems. A
country could blind and cripple all its enemy's satellites — as well as 

__ hy a few large nuclear explosions above the atmosphere.desperate 
everyone else's

SinceSuch lack of discrimination has led to a. search^-or precision ^eap°^'n^1 eaJ
as far back as 1968, the Soviet Union has made .anti-satellite destroyer, or ASAT, which hovers near its victim and explodes in a 
shower of fragments. In June 1982, it tested this satellite system for the first 

conjunction with- large-scale ballistic missile launches from silos and

more

time in 
submarines.

Predictably, the United States has not been indifferent to this Russian lead. 
President Reagan has now announced the development of an ASAT system much more advance 
than the Soviet satelli-te-killers ; indeed, it introduces a-new dimension into space
warfare.

. The American weapon is launched, not from the ground but fran high-flying aircraft, 
out of the atmosphere to hone on a satellite r.s it passes overhead, 

flexible and extremely difficult to intercept, as it could bethus jumping up 
This makes it very launched from any point on the earth at very short notice.

Doubtless, scientists in the Soviet Union are attempting to find a counter to this 
system and so the insane escalation of weapons will continue — unless someuhing can 
be done to check it.

the ESSB-ASAT systems will be operational for some 
the introduction of offensive (as

race
Neither the United States nor

years, so perhaps there is a last chance to prevent _
opposed to defensive) systems into space. The importance of halting tiis aims 
before it gets truly under way will be emphasized when one realizes that "these P-^-nn û 
ASATs are only the primitive precursors of systems now being contemplated. For a 
horrifying description of the next phase of space warfare I refer you to the recent.y 
published "Rich Frontier" study directed by General Daniel 0. Graham. This envisages 
building scores of orbital fortresses to intercept oncoming ICBMs before they could 
reach their targets. Such a system would cost not billions, but hundreds 0 - _ions
of dollars and of course would only be a stepping stone to something even more

which is the "Star Wars" just mentioned by the distinguished representativeexpensive, 
of Bulgaria.

<u
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Which leads inevitably to the subject of laser and particle bean weapons. Now 
that the long-imagined -"death ray" is technically possible, it has been seized upon 
as a solution to the problem of defence against nuclear missiles. A vigorous debate 
is in progress over the practicability of such systems and the consensus appears to be 
that although they arc theoretically possible, it will be decades rather than years 
before they can become operational, except for relatively close-range purposes.

However, I an always suspicious of negative judgements, because I remember vividly 
the debate in the United States over the possibilities of long-range rockets in the 
late 1940s. Let me quote again the notorious pronouncement made by the chief American 
defence scientist, Dr. Vannevar Bush, in 1945 s

"There has been a great deal said about a 3>000 mile high-angle rocket 
I don't think anyone in the world knows how to do such a thing, and I feel 
confident that it will not be dene for a long period of time to came 
I think we can leave that out of our thinking. I wish the American public 
would leave that out of their thinking."

The American public did; but the Russians didn't.

If something is theoretically possible, and someone needs it badly enough, it 
will be achieved eventually, whatever the cost. And when one side develops a new 
system, the other will try to outdo it. The two Superpowers are both led by intelligent 
and responsible men, yet they sometimes appear like small beys standing in a pool of 
gasoline — each trying to acquire more matches than the other, when a single one is 
ore than sufficient.

It is no longer true that wars begin in the minds of man ? they can now start in
Yet the technologies which could destroy us can also be 

From their very nature, space systems arc uniquely adapted to 
provide global facilities, equally beneficial tc all nations.

As you are well aware, in 157- the French Government proposed the establishment of 
an international satellite monitoring agency tc help enforce peace treaties and to 
monitor military activities. This has been the subject of a detailed study by a 
United Nations Committee (see United Nations document A/AC.206/14 of 16 August 1951) 
conducted by Hubert Bortzmeyer. The conclusion is that such a system could well play 
a major role in the preservation of peace.

The operational and political difficulties arc obviously very great, yet they are 
trivial when compared with the possible advantages, 
billion dollars — is also hardly a valid objection.
reconnaissance satellites saved the United States the best part of a tri Hi or. dollars.

■u. ,lobe.l system might bo an even better investment : 
the price of peace?

the circuits of computers, 
used for our salvation.

The expense — one or two 
It has beer, estimated that its

and who can set a each value on

However, tne united States and the Soviet Union., anxious to preserve their joint 
monopoly of reconnaissance satellites,
British Government is also lukewarm,

are strongly opposed to such .a scheme, 
to say the least.

the

Nevertheless, we hav» seer, that in matt-;rr -f créât, though lo.or.er, importance, 
-•such as international oaamunicatiens, it is possible to have extremely effective 
-c-cperation V ; tve<=r. a hundred r-r r.orc o^-r.tri-f;. vver. with violently -prosing

_
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smaller scale is Intersputnik, and in 
There is no doubt

if the will exists»

ideologies, 
the near w

nonitorins sys»e= -

I m= the none mZBK, ^^ 
Pacific Badic Network using the satelirte ATS1, 
acknowledgement, for the remainder of this talk.

Reactions at UNI SPA CE -82
tine has ccne. Those who are scep.iva. ^^entary fom, in existing or plannedaost of its elements ^present, au leas ^ rud^ resolution of 10-20 metres, has 
systems. The rrencn ^ ^^atel_. , ^ ^ wish it or not, the facilities of

stS i ivSSle to all entries iu the ^ar future.

that it is wise to co-operate with theRussian and American friends
still to exrlcit the inevitable.May I remind my 

inevitable; and wiser
out of what Howard Kurtz,non-c controversial manner

Global Information Co-operative.FBACESATS could develop in a 
.their long-time advocate, has called the

consortium of agencies for weather, mapping, search and rescue,. STîSSiSr’S ft £-
SeTtulïtfc?. "S t£L =Ud=d

to analyse the information obtained.

This could be a
resources and pollution monitoring,

No one deniesc arruni cations.course,

The crgarizaticoi, fi-uencihs and operation of a ïaŒSM 
in the United liations report, to which I refer you. It it a , u " l,". of sericus
the protiens of peace: there is no such thins. at leas, it is worty of ser ous
deration, aï one way of escape free o^ present pre^c^ent - alljf js^tandirs

£ High frontier Project: -W. should aUndcn this
tarlrort theory ... and note free Mutual Assureo destruction to 

Assured Survival ... Should the^Soviet Union wisn to join .in tms endeavv- 
would, of course, not ooject...1

• • • V6

Lth the conclusion of ny 1946 essay, "The Roc.o «I would like to end, as I began, wi 
and the Future of Warfare".

"°» ïfpSÏSafaS STSLft IHu.
longer defend it; the most they can premisebeing used.

A country's armed forces can no 
is the destruction of the attacker

the heirs to all the past and the trustees of a future which our 
slay before its birth, lies a responsibility no ether age has 

If we fail in our generation, those who ccne after "is may ce 
world when the dust of the cities has descended,

"Upon us, 
folly can 
ever known.
too few to rebuild the 
and the radiation of the rocks has died away."



ÉliilïilsfilEdelegate of Sri Lanka, Mr. Clarke, who spoke with the knowledge, the eloquence and 
the frankness we would expect from an expert of his reputation.

The recently concluded United Nations Advance

It is to the credit of theof outer space (UNISPACE'82) should serve as a 
with determination in our substantive examination.United Nations, in particular of the COPUOS, the motive force in international 
co-operation, that progress in spacc-science and technology is being achieved m 
an orderly manner and benefiting mankind as a whole. The Committee on Disarmamen 
is called upon to complement that work from a different angle, that of arms contro 
and disarmament proper. In carrying out this exploratory stage of our proceedings, 
we have to bear in mind the goal that this Committee, heeding the recommendations of 
the General Assembly, has set for itself. Our task is not just to deal in genera 
with space-related weaponry, but to try to prevent an arms race in this- new 
dimension of human activity. It is therefore essential to have a clear perception 
of the avenue or avenues whereby an arms race might be introduced into outer space. 
We regard the present stage of our work as mainly directed towards acquiring that 
perception which, in turn, would enable us to establish an order of priorities and 
to orient our future endeavours.

we believe that theThe view of my delegation in that regard is known: 
development of physical and tecnnical means to destroy or damage space objects or 
to interfere with their operation is the most immediately threatening problem 
confronting us. We believe that in this specific area the ingredients for a 
military competition arc present: the importance of satellites as targets, the 
development of a panoply of physical and technical anti-satellite means which 
would give the holder a considerable strategic advantage, the difficulties of

all these factors couldprotecting satellites by making them less vulnerable etc 
set in motion — in our view — • the reactive cycle which characterizes an arms

• »

race.
Besides anti-site Hi tes systems, •■ore exotic types of weapons have been 

mentioned in the course of our discussions, notably the ’’directed energy weapons". 
That old favourite of science-fiction writers, the laser gun, as well as particle- 
bean weapons have been mentioned as having a specific potential as space -related

ueaoons that arc suen byBy this term cf space-related weapons wc- meanweapons.
reason of the location of the weapon launcher or the location of the target, 
whether and when this potential can be translated into an operational capability

However,

remains a moot question.

CD/PV.183
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Mr. ALESSI (Italy): Mr. Chairman, since I spoke last, other eminent members of this Co^mee have left. It is with regret that I note the departure of the 
distinguished representatives of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vrhunec, and ^eria. 
Ambassador Salah-Bey, and wish them well in their new assignments. At the same 
time I would like to extend a warm welcome to the new representative of Peru, 
toMasad” Cannock, who, I an certain, will give an appreciable contribution to 
the work of this Committee.

o
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electronic technology that has been in 
substantive difficulties remainThough lasers represent a branch of

existence for over 20 years now, it appears that including its
^„£^,nes3 ^

that task incomparably harder.

, . - (.,-hnnloffv A revealing article was recently published in t»
of modern physios which gave the results of a oollaboration^etween

Soviet ks-iïrohers in the field of lasers. *h^h^3„^a^deied

These are

American and . , _„_• alia th?t the achievement of certain extra progress
to proceed'further in the application of that kind of technology "presents as 
difficult a challenge as any that Man has ever undertaken . Th.y further stat 
"We cannot truly say whether we are closer to the goal J°da> than in the^pao , 
since it is not even possible to assert that the goal wi -

Nearly all the problems encountered in laser technology would affect particle- 
beam systems! in particular the hydrogen-atom beam, which iaJhe only ’article^ 
beam useful in space. Moreover, particle-beams present certain difficulties
peculiar to themselves.

A realistic assessment of where lie 
relation to outer space is essential to our work.
evolving such an assessment, but only States possessing major space cap 
can sake a definitive contribution. In this field perhaps "ore than in other 
fields of disarmament we depend on the contribution of thos. who have a ful 
knowledge of the subject matter.

We appreciate the argument that we should aim for a comprehensive agreement
capable of sealing off all possible avenues towards a^2rms.^^e1”tS^^; int0 
has been said here that it is easier to prohibit something before it comes into
existence.

the real dangers confronting mankind in 
We can all participate in

We believe however, that, in this case, adopting such an approach trom the
beginning might’well result in one of two things: either an

the extension of the arms race to outer space or, more probably, theunable to stem . . ___unnecessary delaying of more limited but urgently nee e mea

we would strive to prohibit and eliminate systems which are in the arsenals
have been deployed.

Satellites can be destroyed or damaged at present by co-orbital intercept, by 
orbital intercept and by direct ascent from the grouna.

statement of 30 March we undertook a preliminary effort in order to 
of the issues relating to a ban on ASAT systems. We stated that

definitional questions of what constitutes 
"anti-satellite activity".

In our
identify some
foremost among those issues were the 
an "anti-satellite system" and what constitutes an

I would add that the answer to those questionsFollowing on those considerationsthe kind of agreement we seek and on what we actually want to
effective wouldwould also depend onprohibit. Should we try to ban both weapons and activities. How
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be an agreement that confined the prohibition to attacks on or acts of interference 
with satellites, irrespective of the systems used to bring about such attacks or 
acts of interference?

We notad, for instance, that, in its reply to the Secretary-General's note 
regarding the second special session devoted to disarmament, Sweden mentioned as 
one of the possible options an agreement restricting or prohibiting activities 
characterized as interference with or attacks on space objects carried out both 
from space itself and from Earth.

With regard to ASA? weapons, a basic issue would appear to be that of the 
score of the prohibition. It would be necessary to consider carefully which of 
the various stages — development, testing, deployment, acquisition, use, etc. — 
should bo included in the scope.

Destruction of existing ASA? systems would also be a major issue to address.

The question of verification should be considered simultaneously since it 
would be relevant to a definition of the scope of the prohibition. In the case of 
ASAT systems, verification would be ns important an issue as ever. Even a limited 
ASA? capability, retained or acquired in evasion of an international agreement, 
could be of significant military value. For this very reason the question of 
destroying existing ASA? systems and their component parts, and providing for 
verifiable dismantling procedures, could not be avoided in the course of discussions.

Outer space is still a medium mainly free from kill-mechanisms. Existing ASAT 
systems seem to be effective only against lew altitude orbiting satellites. The 
full testing in space of operational ASA? weapons against high-altitude space 
objects might foreclose the possibility of arriving at an adequately verifiable 
bar. on anti-satellite weapons. Such an eventuality can only be regarded with 
apprehension: an ASA? world is a more dangerous world. The human and material 
resources which r-e available should be used to promote our security and well-being. 
Satellites today perform a fundamental role in this respect, and the precious 
contributions that satellites have made to international co-operation and peace have 
been eloquently underlined by the speaker who preceded me.

We no longer live in an age when a world war would stem from the assassination 
of an archduke; it is the instability of the situation and not the instigating 
event which is likely to be responsible for such an eventuality and which must be 
avoided.

An effective and verifiable treaty banning ASAT systems would be an important 
contribution towards tnis objective.

Last weferc, an International Synscosium on the prevention of nuclear war was 
held it Erics, a small town in Sicily, under tne auspices of the Centre Majora nr.. 
scientists and analysts of the highest reputation from many parts of tne world 
tcoK part in the deliberations. One of the issues evotccd there, among many others, 
was that of the outstanding importance of certain types of satellites for that

Providing adeeuate protection for satellites would also be a significant
Th"- opportunity be far.- us is rite but perishable.

purpose, 
contribution ir. this respect, 
should seize it without delay.

Wc

Chairman, I would be remiss if I concluded my statement without extending
Thv t-.ient... that or.ca again you have

Mr.
tc you our warmest visnes far your future.





CD/PV.1S3
22

I thank the representative of Italy for his statement and kind 
I now give the floor to the distinguished 

Skinner.

The CHAIRMAN:
words addressed to the Chair, 
representative of Canada, Mr.

Mr. Chairman, first I would like to join other speakers 
who have congratulated you on the way in which you have conducted our meetings 

I think we have, in-spite of a number of enormous difficulties,
Mr. SKINNER (Canada):

this month.actually achieved quite a lot and a good deal of the credit belongs to you. 
the same time, I would like to say how sorry we are that you are leaving us — 
as indeed are other speakers who have addressed the question of your departure ~ 
we are sorry, but we wish you the very best. Before I begin my statement on 
outer space, I would like to say a word or two about why Canada may have some

one is the question of our land mass.

At

credentials to address this problem.
Ever since there has been a consciousness about outer space, it has been critical 

as a country, to be involved in the question because of the communicationsto us
aspect that the curve of the earth presents to us as a country. 
satellites we are able to communicate with each other within our own country and 
for this reason we are perhaps one of the leading countries in space technology. 
Not only do we contribute to space technology but we have also been the recipients 
of it through the contributions of others, either directly, that is through 
co-operation with other State Powers, or indirectly, when we have received, of 
course, our Cosmos 954 which has been an interesting experience.

Through

InI would like now to address the question of outer space in some detail, 
approaching the problems of arms control and outer space, we are taking up the first

Mr. Arthur Clarke, in his statementarms control issue of the twenty-first century. 
a few minutes ago, has given us, I think, a pretty good idea of the dimensions of

ahe only beginning to gauge the immensity of the issues :Even so, wethe problems.
we are less than IS years from the year 2000 and the negotiations we undertake 
here could have an important effect on the manner in which we approach the next
century.

Several important events have taken place between sessions of the Committee
The completion of the test phaseon Disarmament, I mean, in terms of outer space, 

of the United States space shuttle programme, culminating, as it did, almost 
25 years ago after Sputnik I, portends certain commercial aspects of the application 
of space technology which could rival as a benchmark in the exploration of space 
of placing the first satellite in orbit. The appearance of a reusable space 
vehicle — that is, the world's first true spaceship — has implications, the 
dimensions of which are not always easy to grasp. On the Soviet side is the 
increasing internationalization of its space programme along with its technological 
perfection. While Columbia was completing its final test flight, a French space-man 
was orbiting the earth in a Soviet spaceship, thus creating what is a unique 
situation of having both astronauts and cosmonauts of three nations in orbit at one 
time. Truly, space is being internationalized in a real as well as a conceptual, 
that, is, in a legal manner.

-
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(Mr. Skinner, Canada)

second special see,ion of the General p°enîm"'-
despite the disappointment many feel, may object lesson of the necessity
others. It dispensed with illusion and stands as an odj ^ ^ at the
of working within the framework of what ia Possible. ^ dy thla 3ense is as 

seseion of ^^««e ^«n^eenae of reality ^ „hich „,y

The

gnmmcr 
important for our 
appear before the Committee.

In this regard we should consider ff^^^^St^spacfciLittee^^ 
in Vienna. It is readily apparent that the mandate ^ may be
on peaceful use and the mandate of this /* im-re asoect. I do not wish toconsidered to have in some respects a ^re mirror image ^

deal at great length with the organi-a “ f endi33S fascination, not only
disarmamant; this is a matter wnich believe it would be better to move
to this Committee but elsewhere as ^ ^ basic
to more substantive natters. Nevertheless, it Placed upon this
responsibility for preventing an arms race in outer space has ^
Committee by the General Assembly. ' , Zr^ is a background in the outer
energetic fashion. It is equally cleaL vatue ^e in the Committee
space Committee discussions wnich will ^ g Treaty is a product of the outer
on Disarmament : for examp-e, th- 9 . Tr-»atv and other aspects of spacespace Committee. As wc build upon the outer spac. *Treaty *ff°™e;/mu3t dn3Ure

saws ^ ?r=
the substantive issues.

on

^asflsrKS s=s
the development 'fhaf event «arKed a 1=» in -an’3

I nave a noce here on ny paper, .vniu.o is •
he called it the last and greatest

ago, the first mo
nastery of the natural environment.

Clarke used in this regardterra that Mr. Arthur
of human affairs.arena

premature to close off the 
He observedMr. Trudeau noted that 15 years ago it did not seem 

possibility that space tight be used for ott.r th« P~e*M
that today the Treaty on Principles Governing th« Activities -f State- -n tn. 
Exploration and Use =f Outer Soars is, in our view, patently inadéquats.

clanr ana unequivocal.The need, therefore, is
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I have noted that the Committee on Disarmament has a considerable wealth of
First and foremost is our negotiating experience basedexperience to draw upon, 

upon other issues, .and a good amount of useful work can be undertaken in preparation 
for substantive negotiations. 
relevant to outer space is essential. 
multilateral and bilateral, which have served to attempt to reserve the "use of outer

In addition to the 1967 outer space Treaty there is

For example, an inventory of background material 
There are a number of treaties, both

space for peaceful purposes".
the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty, certain aspects of SALT I and SALT II, the ABM 
Treaty and multilateral treaties such as the 1979 moon Treaty, all of which have 
a certain significance in this regard, 
and other aspects of space law, drawn up in a fashion similar to that used by the 
experts in United Nations document A/AC.206/14 on the implications of establishing 
an international satellite monitoring agency would, in our view, be useful indeed.

A compendium of relevant portions of these

There is a considerable scope, in these preliminary stages, for dealing with 
other essential and basic matters such as definitions, for it must be recognized at 
the outset that if we are to proceed in this Committee we must do so on the basis 
of a common and understood language.

For this reason, and in this regard, I wish to table in this Committee a 
working paper on arms control in outer space which presents the issue in what we 
have sought to make a balanced and non-controversial manner. This working paper 
has been prepared in order to put forward under one cover some of the considerations 
in developing an approach for this Committee, 
in document CD/320 which has just been distributed.

You will see now that it appears
Among other things, the paper 

presents the dangers in attempting to categorize space systems in a rigid manner — 
that is, some systems might lend themselves to categorization ; most, however, have 
characteristics which, depending upon the situation, can be either stabilizing or 
destabilizing.
the fourth paragraph from the end of CD/320, there is a reference to a table which, 
you will note, does not appear in the document, 
what I have just said.
serve no useful purpose to try to categorize systems at this stage, 
would ask that a correction be issued to remove that paragraph.

You will notice, incidentally, as you go through this paper in

The reason for this is because of
After a long consideration it was decided that it would

Therefore, I

In any event, I hope this working paper will be useful to members and will 
serve as a basic presentation of some of the issues, thereby contributing to a 
measure of common understanding.

CD/PV.183
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Before concluding, let me touch very briefly upon the item inscribed on our 
agenda for today's plenary meeting, "prevention of an arms race in outer space", a 
subject with which we have to deal more fully in the future. The Ethiopian 
delegation believes that space technology should be used solely for peaceful purposes. 
Therefore, any military applications or any hostile use of space should be strictly 
prohibited by an international treaty or international agreements. Faced with rapid 
space technology and its frightening dimensions, our efforts to prevent an arms race 
in outer space will face greater difficulties the longer the realization of the 
objective of a demilitarized outer space is delayed by lack of a common approach.
It is our earnest hope, therefore, that through the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group, concrete proposals can be pursued, developed and negotiated for a 
common approach to make outer space a lasting and peaceful heritage of mankind.

i
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I It. ISrorr. (German Democratic He public): 
of worm, the Committee trices up today item 7 — the prevention of an arms race

Therefore, I would lii:e to dwell upon this question in the first 
Afterwards, I an going to touch upon some aspects of the

In accordance with its programme

in outer space, 
part of my statement, 
word of the 1TTB Vcruing Group.

doubt thr.t nuclear disarmament, including particularly aThere is no
comprehensive test ban, is the item of highest priority this Committee nas vo

At the same tine we cannot leave out of sight developments in otherdeal with. , . .
fields which — if not prevented at an early stage — coula have serious

for international security and the 
Decent events prove that the militarisation 

It is no longer a question cf science

destabilizing and dangerous consequences 
maintenance of peace in the.future, 
of outer space is becoming a reality.

It is also nc secret that certain military planners regard cuter space
as the "battlefield of the future".

have become part and parcel of tlieir concept aiueu at acsieving m—-i‘--■■-v

fiction.
Their programmes of super-armament in outer

spa.ee 
superiority.

Tailing into account those dangerous develapaentc, my country fa.vcurs -he 
prohibition of the lenlcymcnt of any binds cf weapons in outer space, An appropriate 
international agreement would effectively euro sit arcs race in cuter space ana 
promote the peaceful uses cf th-s area.

adhered to by .almostposition wasMe wore vory mucb satisfied tu- : this •>?. ^ _
the recently concluded Conference, -u!If>;---•all delegations at

f allowingle- by the, my deleration istills Ce-mit tee is ccncc-rr.ei„s fs.r as
approach:

It should prohibit the
the ban would include

firstly, the ban should be a comprehensive one. 
deployment cf any hinds of weapons m outer space. Tnus,^ 
the prohibition of anti-satellite weapons, but would not be limited to ut.^ 
Focusing on anti-satellite weapons only wou_d not e::clu.ee the extension ci uhe

into other directions.arms ra.ee in outer space
containedof the Vnited Dations General .nsereslyGeccr.dlr, following tlr request 

in resolution 26/fy, tlie loitr.ittee cr. Disarmament 3hr-v_d embari: an nemo dations.

Co accept tiesnet :c be pro pare t." 
item.

up to now, 
crue-min.-; this

Mo regret that some its.tea s-'am, 
nr role of ole Germ treenegeti



The question of the prevention of an ans race in outer space is the item for 
discussion at cur meeting today. No one is unaware of the importance of this subject 
in view of the threat of the extension of the arcs race to cuter space which is 
increasing day by day. The use of space technology for military purposes greatly 
increases the risk of outer space becoming the arena of rivalries and constituting 
a threat to peace, security and the peaceful use of space. Paragraph 80 of the 
Pinal Document of 1976 states that further measures should be taken and appropriate 
international negotiations held to prevent an arms race in outer space.

In the consideration cf this question, the importance and complexity of which 
no one can deny, a global approach should be adopted covering all types of armaments 
and all activities connected with the development, production, stockpiling and 
deployment and use in outer space of all types of weapons, while allowing the right 
of every State to engage in the exploration and the peaceful use of outeï space.
All negotiations on this question ought, moreover, to include a consideration of 
measures to promote international co-operation in the matter of the use of outer 
space for peaceful purposes.

CD/PV.183
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(l-r. Herder. German Démocratie Republic)

But now long should wo waiv for real negotiations, not to sneak about 
measures to curb the orras rr.es ir. outer cp-.ce? We have to Vice into account the 
fact that the united states acme years ago broke off bilateral talks on the 
cessation of the arras race in outer space. Tver, mere: cs is well known, the 
United States only recently ret up e. military outer space ccrmond and is 
implementing o huge military programme in cuter soars.

r.o efforts should be spared to start immediately negotiations on
The draft treaty tabled by the

Therefore,
the prohibition cf the arms race in outer space.
USuB last year represents ar. appropriate basis for real negotiations.

’.There should all substantiveWorking' Group should be set up on this subject, 
problems be discussed anti explored if net in the framework of such a body?

One cannot pronounce oneself in favour cf the consideration cf concrete 
measures against the arms ra.ee in outer space while at the same time rejecting the 
establishment of appropriate bodies to tier.! with all the proposals, draft treaties 
and documents which have beer, suchittec on this subject. Ily delegation fully 
supports the draft mandate for such a Working Group proposed by the Iiongolisn 
People's Republic in document CD/272. The Committee should take action or. this 
proposal and not confine itself to a non-committing academic exercise cn the 
prevention cf the anas race in outer space.

iiy delegation will support every initiative to this end.
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The time has thus come tc start negotiations towards the adoption of e^fecuive
To thin end,measures to prevent the extension of the azar, vo.ee to outer -pace.

L;y deie-ation supports the proposal for the setting up of ^an ad hog working group 
ou this question, • ithout prejudice to respect for the order of priority of the 
elections included in the Committee's agenda.

I should like, before I conclude, to say a few words about the Committee's 
’■•orkinr methods. Hy delegation still believes that the formula of ad,.hoc working groupe 
constitutes the beat approach for the consideration of the iten^that are before us.
On the basis of this conviction, ny delegation supports in principle any proposa- for 
the establishment of an ad hoc working group which would help us to move forward 
along the road to disarmament, di-e' respect being paid to the order of priorities se* 
forth in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The Algerian delegation consequently deplores the misuse 
of the nrinciple of consensus to block the establishment of ad hoc vor'—ng groups on 
such ’argent matters as the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

CD/”'.115
*2

(China) (transloted from Chinese); Hr. Chairman, today, I 
wish to make -erne preliminary remarks on the question of the prevention ci an arms 
race in outer space.

Hr. Yu 1ETÏGJ1A

The rapid development rf space science and technology has greatly raised 
ability to concuer the universe and utilize its potentialities. At present, space 
science and technology are being gradually and effectively applied to -tan - p-0 -c in
activities and various aspects of nan's life, thus constituting an important element 
in the acceleration of nations' economic development, the improvement c. people s 
living conditions and the promotion of social progress.

man ' s
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But the development of outer space science and technology -has also raised, 
attestions causing us concern and apprehensions. The tendency to s a an arms 
-ace in outer snace between the Superpowers has become obvious, u.edence i. g- en 
by the Surernewers to the concept that "whoever controls the universe can control 
the earth". 'They have engaged themselves in active research on
of outer snace and the development of outer space weapons. The Soviet Union started 
its development of anti-satellite weapons more than 10 years^ago, ana up t. no., *■ 
has already conducted dozens of experiments. The United States is renorted-y 
also tak-"r~ effective measures to intensify its research activities ana P-^r.s the 
dealoymer^of anti-satellite capons in enter apace. Varions indlcaticnspcltt to 
the fact -'■•rat the development of outer space weapons constitutes an integra, par. o? the global stotS ofthe USSR and the United States. These two countries are 
competing with each other to extend the aims race to outer space, tnus mc.eas.na 
the danger of vrar. This has already caused widespread anxiety among p.cce-lo .6 
oecole throughout the world. At the Second United Nations Conference on tne
Dxnloration and Peaceful Uses cf Outer Space hela recently in V ^^in^to^r \rns 
ccuntri»= uraed the Superpowers immediately to cease activities leaa.ng to an arms 
race in outer space and expressed the hope that the Committee on Disarmament vou.a 
adopt effective measures tc this end as soon as possible.

agree with the views of the majority of the member States tha- f® all
Disarmament should establish a working group as soon as possible so *s w ad..pt a 
practicable measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. As is known .oaxl, 
at present there exists a huge gap between States in space science and technology, 
especially in regard to their military application, and only tne United States 
and the Soviet Union have the necessary conditions fer it. Therefore, - 
prevention cf an arms race in outer space, they have unshirkaoie spec.a
responsibilities.

Me

sisr
in outer space would leave leeway for the testing and use ox weapons in *
and in consequence the complete prevention of an arms race in outer space would. - 
be achieved. Some States have proposed that the question ox the
anti-satellite weapons be discussed first. As a practical step, vhis proposal see^. 
tc deserve our exploration.
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(Mrs. Ekanga Kabeva, Zaire)

interested in the consideration of measures -for 
which is the common heritage of

My delegation
My delegation is very much 

the prevention of an arms race in outer space,

supports the idea of the consideration of this subject during the present session 
in a working group set up for the purpose.

CD/PV.164
7

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France)
My statement today will be on 

in outer apace.

In an earlier statement, on 
important it felt it to be that the 
resolution 36/97 C, to a thorough =xamin3^ 
prevention of the deployment in outer epo=e of 
distant future, have profoundly destabilizing effect..

the subject of the prevention of the anas race

20 April last, the French delegation stressed how 
Committee Should proceed, in accordance with 

problems involved in tne
which might, in the not too

needed first

as the word "weapons", which are often used ambiguously, 
determine priorities for our discussions.

The very interesting statements -e heard “
this item on our agenda revealed no. only, a that this is an important problem
positions on this subject differ greatly. Committee's next session. France,
which should be considered more thoroughly establishment of a working
as it indicated on 20 April last, is tof*™***it £ consider the 
group provided it has a structured agen a Fpance would also be in favour of a
various aspects of the problem methodic y* sessior in the same way as was done 
meeting of experts at the beginning of our next session,
so successfully in the case of chemical weapons.

views to

brought up during the
to the following four points:important aspects of the matter that were 

would like to draw particular attentionOf the
discussion, I

Recognition of our Committee's special 
a multilateral consensus on the problems 
space ;

responsibility in the attempt to achieve
race to outerof the extension of the arms

of current and foreseeableThe inadequacy of existing legal instruments, in view 
develooments in technology;

of the immunity of space objects; and

irreversible use of
The uncertainty surrounding the idea

The constraints resulting from the long-standing and now 
for both civilian and military purposes.outer space
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Recognition of the role of the Committee or. Disarmament

In addition to the two competing resolutions, 56/99 and 56/97 C — France was 
one of the sponsors of the latter — which were adopted at the last session of the 
General Assembly, we now have, as several speakers have noted, the consensus reached 
at the United Nations Conference, UNISPACE '32. It is to be hoped that this will 
have put an end to a potentially harmful situation which would have led to a 
regrettable duplication of the work of the Comittee on Dis ansa ment and that of the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space.

vJe hope that we can interpret the settlement of this conflict of competence as 
recognition of the complexity of the space element and its growing importance in the 
consideration of tetters relating to the balance of forces anti international security. 
This recognition should lead to acceptance of its corollary, namely, the fact that 
questions concerning the arms race in outer space now no longer concern the two 
major space Powers only, even if those Powers clearly have a particular and direct 
responsibility in this regard because of their existing or potential military 
capabilities.

It is true that the importance attaching to the work of our Committee is also 
connected with the inadequacy of the existing legal instruments in view of the 
foreseeable developments in technology.

Contrary to a widely held opinion, technological developments in the next 10 or 
20 years are fairly easy to foresee : space programmes respond as much to the 
internal logic determined by the extent -of the technical and financial investments 
put into them as to political promptings.

For more than a quarter of a century, outer space has been seen essentially in 
terms of support for military means of observation and communication, 
with the early days of aviation is, moreover

Even if new laser-weapon or directed-energy systems are at present still far 
from being technologically feasible or economically viable, it seems likely that 
the idea of the orbital platform, either manned or automatic, capable of use for 
both civilian and military purposes, will become a reality, 
rendezvous techniques practised by the Soviet Union for some years and the 
capacities of the United States space shuttle point in this direction.

In other words, the essential problem up to now has been fend it still is) that 
of ths immunity of the space segment of land-based weapons systems from possible 
pre-emptive enemy attacks. Although it is true that the space segment is specificall 
designed for a particular purpose (for example, data transmission, analysis of the 
environment in which land-based troop movements are taking place, the detection of 
positions), it is functionally indissociable from a land-based network of 
communications and control systems. Furthermore, it has no purpose except as 
part of a complex military organization.

The parallel
quite remarkable in this respect.

Both the orbital

The moment outer space can itself become the scene of specific military 
activities, whether these are directed against other space objects (such as 
enemy satellites) or against land-based activities (the trajectories of ballistic 
weapons, for example), the problem of the arms race in outer space takes on an 
entirely new dimension.
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(Hr. de Beausse, France)

. In view of-these possibilities, therefore, one of the most important aspects 
of our discussions ought to be to consider which of the three roles that it is 
possible to assign to outer space is to be chosen:

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

(2) That of a "support area" for civilian and military land-based activities, 
to be used in accordance with its specific characteristics and advantages,

(3) That of a specific new "battlefield" in which space-oaseti systems would 
attempt to destroy or cripple one another, in all likelihood as a prelude to ——

confrontation on earth.the most optimistic among us say as a substitute for —
The first idea — that of making outer space a sanctuary or totally

It is therefore unrealisticdemilitarizing it — is obviously no longer possible, 
to try to revert to it.

The second idea — outer space as a support area for a mixture o. civilian and 
military activities — is the one which prevails today and ought, therefore, in our 
view, to be considered as a basic element in our work.

The third idea — outer space as a staging ground for specific confrontations —
It remains to be seen whether it is desirable.

It may be argued that, all in all, it is preferable to transfer to outer space 
a rivalry that may cause untold damage to the surface of the earth ; tha - it would 
be possible, there, to reduce dependence vis-à-vis nuclear ballistic missives, and 
that competition between defensive weapons systems (ABiis based on orbital platforms) 
in outer space would, all in all, be preferable to the present situation in which 
the balance between offensive weapons must constantly be re-established as one sice 
or the other becomes more or less vulnerable.

Although theoretically attractive, these arguments take no account of the facts. 
First, even if such space technologies become operational, it is unliKely >-nat^ -hey 
would be reliable enough to justify less dependence on land-based systems : A5. is
stationed in outer space would ir. all likelihood constitute only a first line of 
defence.

is one technological possibility.

Secondly, it is doubtful whether, in such a situation of competition for the 
military domination of outer space, one of the Superpowers would tolerate the 
superiority of the other for any length of time, 
very vulnerability of systems stationed in outer space would be a great inducement 
to the launching of preventive attacks.

It is thus not enough to say that weapons systems in outer space would not 
threaten the earth and that in any event the orospoets for such systems are too 
distant and problematical to justify their consideration at the present time, 
international community should adopt a consistent approach to tne question of the 
arms race in outer space.

In the French delegation's view, this means that the international community 
should set itself the following two objectives:

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

In that context, therefore, the

The
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The first ..objective, which, as we have seen, relate» to technologies of the 
future, can be achieved only if the second, which involves tons of equipment now 
in orbit over our heads, is attained.

Hence the importance which we, like many other delegations, attach ho assuring 
the immunity of satellites.

In this connection, it must be noted that the existing legal instruments are 
entirely inadequate and fail to meet the needs of the present situa_tion.

A number of these legal instruments have been referred to during our 
discussions, for example:

The 1963 Treaty on the partial suspension of nuclear weapon tests, in the 
atmosphere and, as it states, "beyond its limits, including outer space";

The 1972 Treaty Between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems, article V, 
paragraph 1, of which refers to the deployment of space-based ABMs and article XII, 
paragraph 2, of which refers to the principle of non-interference with national 
means of verification;

- The SALT I agreement, which also provides for non-interference with "national 
means of verification", including satellites, according to the formal declaration 
made by President Carter on 1 October 1978 — a declaration for which there is no 
Soviet counterpart;

The 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Use of Outer Space.
Other agreements and international conventions relating to outer space, such 

as the Agreement on the Return and Rescue of Astronauts, the Convention on Damage 
Caused by Space Objects, the Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the 
Moon and the Convention on Registration of Space Objects are, for our purposes, 
only of minor interest.

It may be noted that:
First, the 1967 outer space Treaty offers only a partial solution to the problems 

of the arms race in outer space. Article IV, paragraph 1, of the Treaty in fact 
restricts, as military activities in outer space, only the placing in orbit of 
nuclear weapons or weapons of mass destruction.

The Treaty thus authorizes other military uses of outer space, 
clear, moreover, both from the statements made at the time by the Soviet 
representative and from the positions adopted by the United States.

This is

We can go even further : from our point of view, the Treaty is of symbolic 
value only because the use of nuclear weapons in orbit is of doubtful military 
effectiveness, for the reason given on Tuesday by Mr. Arthur Clarke, speaking on 
behalf of the delegation of Sri Lanka, when he said that, in trying by that means to 
cripple or destroy its enemy's satellites, a country might well destroy It'S own.

Secondly, uncertainty about the immunity of satellites extends, according to 
some interpretations, even to those satellites whose positive role in the 
verification of international agreements is nevertheless provided for as "national 
means of verification".
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Articles,I and III of the 1967 outer space Treaty do, of course, state that outer 
shall be used .in accordance with international law and' the Charter of the

Article III also refers to the maintenance of international peace andspace 
United Nations, 
security.

The" question of the immunity or military observation satellites^ including, their 
use in application of Article 2,-paragraph 4, of the Charter, is therefore closely 
bound up with recognition of the international lawfulness_of the role they p ay.

The above-mentioned declaration by President Carter in 1972 establishes a link 
between military observation satellites and national means of verification, whose 
lawful use is recognized in the international instruments in force.

With regard to the Soviet Union, the situation is formally less clear, and it is
position of the Soviet delegation on the following threeessential for us to know the 

points:
Does the international protection of "national technical means of verification' 

specifically include satellites? It would seem obvious that it should, but it would 
be useful if it were clearly recognized.

restrictive interpretations concerning the extent of 
observation capability automatically consideredIs such immunity subject to 

acceptable verifications, or is any 
lawful? and lastly,

clause embodied in Soviet-American bilateral agreementsDoes the non-interference 
)ply to third countries and international organizations?

if the draft treaty submittedAn answer to these questions might not be necessary 
by the Soviet Union on 11 August 1921 did not appear, precisely to leave the door open

French and Italian delegations noted in earlier 
of article 1 of the draft text, which prohibits the

is not — and in our
for all possibilities. As the 
statements, the juxtaposition
stationing of weapons in outer space, although the term "weapons"
view cannot — be defined, and article 5 thereof, which, on the other hand, e.j- imizes 
the destruction of satellites that might appear to any oi the signatories vO be 
designed for a purpose contrary to article 1, is extremely disturbing.

Article 3 not only in effect authorizes States to take the law into their own
basis of their suspicions, thus creating mistrust andhands in outer space on the 

insecurity for all, but also legitimizes the deployment of such anti-satellite systems. 
In order to be used against possible violators, such systems would, of course, have o 
be tested, deployed and ready for use.

The wording of article 2 also gives rise to all kinds of questions : wnen, in vhe 
unilateral and subjective judgement of one of the parties, a satellite cr space „latfor... 
is considered as not being used "in strict accordance with international law, including 
the Charter of the United Nations, in the interest of maintaining international oeace 
and security and promoting international co-oDeration ar.c mutual understanding , is it 

concluded that it is legitimate to interfere with its functioning/to be
This question is a valid one in view of another proposal submitted By the 

-let Union on 10 August 1972 in connection witn television satellites. The proposa 
. ovided that a State was entitled to use "the means available to it, not only ir. its

situated outside its national jurisdictionterritory, but also in outer space or 
against programmes which it considered "unlawful".

Articles 1, 2 and 3 of the Soviet draft treaty which, as indicated above, 
presuppose the possession of anti-satellite systems for use oy wnat might be called
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self-appointed space sheriffs, thus limit the self-defence capability of space objects 
since "target" Satellites are prohibited from disturbing the functioning or changing 
the flight trajectory of "hunter" satellites.

The difficulties we at once encounter as soon as we try to make an artificial 
distinction between satellites for military purposes and satellites for civilian 

to use terms as ambiguous as that of "weapons", should persuade us to
Such measures mightpurposes or_____

contemplate a variety of measures rather than a global treaty.
include:

Everyone knows that nationalThe use of language corresponding to the facts.
Why not say so?means of verification include satellites.

As a result of bilateral agreements, satellites
Why should such immunity not be specified,The immunity of satellites, 

benefit from some measure of protection, increased and extended beyond bilateral arrangements relating to non-interference 
with "national means of verification" to all existing satellites, if they are equipped
only with passive means of defence?

The consideration of weapons systems as a whole and not of their space segments 
only. Why not recognize the fact that, as regards a weapons system of which only part 
is in orbit, it is the system as a whole that oust be restricted, as in fact was done 
in the bilateral ABM Treaty. It should be recognized that the central problem is still

and its increasing use of outer space, and not that of thethat of the arms race, 
"militarization of outer space".

The adoption of measures designed to build confidence in the immunity of systems
____ ; stabilizing value arises principally from their availability in times of crisis,
for example, notification of the characteristics of space objecte and the adoption of 
"co-operative" measures in order to remove any suspicions that might be aroused by 
certain actions on the part of a space object belonging to another State.

whose

in outer space because of theRecognition of the merit of a human presence capacity for initiative and judgement that is thus introduced into the conduct of 
space missions. In this connection, the a priori suspicion implicit in the speci ic 
reference, in article 1, paragraph 1, of the Soviet draft treaty, to reusable manned

. to the United States space shuttle, is unacceptable.space vehicles, i.e
The giving of higher priority to the consideration of ways of promoting 

international co-operation with a view to using earth observation systems for the 
verification of arms limitation agreements and for crisis control. Mr. Arthur Clarke 
rightly recalled, at our last meeting, the proposal for the establishment of an 
international satellite monitoring agency, originally made by France, which hao beer, 
supported by a large part of the international community and forms the subject of a 
very useful report by the Secretary-General.

This is not the place to repeat the reasons why we 
technology inevitably raises the question of the internationalization of space 
observation and, consequently, that of the benefits which the international community 
may derive from it, especially in the matter of disarmament. It is, however, clear 
that the gradual establishment of such co-operation would, in many ways, Çe the best

international community could offer to the real concern of peoples at the 
prospect of the extension of the arms race to outer space.

think that the development of

response the
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Hr ISSHltFLvAH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
ir a!" alio., on oenalf of (M Sovlat emanation, to .raloooa

you to that offlc , eainent Motioan Oiolo .at rod statesman

— of tha =-lotfdelaStio„.jucVLo?ould

iir.

has «lone
and promise you the to cypress our rrecicudo to Ambassador t'iaina 
work of the Committee durinE August.

exoress its via*» on the question of 
and also to touch on questions relatin':The Soviet delegation would like today to

race in outer space 
weapons.tne prevention of an arms 

to the pronibitlon of chemical
The Soviet Union attaches exceptionally mreat importance to the prevention of 

an ar2 race iS outer space in view of the general interest in the exploration and 
* of outer space for peaceful purposes. As ltr • Brezhnev, tie n_aci oi - =■

Soviet Suits, «id in hid «=«r- to the Second United dations Conference on tne 
Exploration an 1 Peaceful Uses of Outer Snace:

,fCo-operation in outer soace 
of the fact that we all livs on 
on earth depend on all of us.

use

should unite oeonle and develop an awareness 
the same planet end that peace and orosp-rity

•toe Soviet Union conei.tently vseiares trot outer epeoe should reaain en ^ 
of oeaeefui co-ooeration, that “«at"1

is not only feasible but is also a
arena
remain free from weapons of any cyne.
Humanitarian objective by joint efforts 
vital nw-ed for tne sake of tne future of ail aan.cind. •

S'nzhnovs eeasa'ic has beenfir.
Disarmament.üt the reauost of tne Soviet Icleqat.ion, 

distributed as a document of the Committee on
tnroum the ei forts of our country an i 

drafted and concluded/vs you know, dur in q the V. nOs and l^iOs
nr ocher States, international treaties and aqraemenco were _ t ,wn.-.ch closed off a number of possibilities for thi aonearance o^ weapons ^n out.i 
^ace and these have already been recalled by ?olnations «
However. the restrictions thus existing are nou co-ipl.. -* * - * * J of th0
international local carrier has not yet been cr-sacec mu . 1 ~ „ith<n thestationing in outer space of tnose types of weapons wnicn .«o not fall with_n the
definition of weapons of ,oass destruction. rher:: tnu- • .mam- a. - 
danger which has recently increased. — of the mil.xt-.u’isat.-.on oi oiue

— a

Furthermore,;''oulu nov allo’w this to nai>p-n.of tin wo'Id arc e vxncin, ; an squale y
the decision -.dontea

Two Soviet Union believes taut we 
two ovsrwnelumq majority of the other States ...
inr“ conuïudedC°nitr; dations Conference on tne r..:*ioration and ^ 
i?;acefu.l Uses of f>Jter Snace, which urxeu t-ie on,an. *~ni. >od_..^ • • j - * 
and the Cernait tee on Disarmament to "i-s duo attention and attacn ni 
i ' vorcanco to the serious concern of two internac?.on.. 1 -o.i..unu, u
of tiie ar is **“cn to outav sDace.
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I would recall that at the thirty-sixth session of the United Hâtions 
General Assembly the Soviet Union introduced a proposal aimed at preventing the 
extension of the anus race to outer space. The proposal concerned the conclusion 
of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer 
space.

The submission of tne text of a draft treaty occasioned a broad discussion 
both in the United Hâtions General Assembly and in the Coasnittee on Disarmament. 
The adoption by tne General Assembly of two resolutions aimed ultimately at the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space also contributed to this enc.

The main question which has arisen in the course of discussion — and this has
is that of theagain been shown today by the statement of the French delegation -- 

determination of the basic content of possible negotiations within the frameworx 
of the Committee on Disarmament on the subject of item 7 of its agenda, 
the Committee's spring session and during the current, session, including the 
Committee's last meeting, on 51 August, many delegations again affirmed that the only 
urgent aspect of this matter is tne prohibition of anti-satellite systems.

Both at

Allov; me, gentlemen, to consider this point in greater detail.
There is no doubt that the question of anti-satellite systems is part of the

This is obvious and no one deniesproblem of preventing an arms race in outer space.However, to confine the prohibition to anti-satellite systems means not only not 
looking ahead to tomorrow but also not seeing those dangerous trends whicn are 
before our eyes even today". Uhat constitutes a threat to international peace and 
security is not only — indeed, not so much weapons for attacking space objects as 
weapons for carrying out attacks on earth from space. Since the latter are caoable
of keeping the entire planet under their aim, they are infinitely more dangerous.
I should like to draw attention to the fact that in his statement today the 
representative of France said that we should not allow space to become the departure 
point for acts of aggression. We agree with that. Consequently, to begin solving 
the problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space with the prohibition of 
anti-satellite systems woulu be equivalent to trying to achieve similar aims, leu 
us say in tne sphere of military aircraft, oy prohiciting anti-aircraft defence 
facilities.

it.

There is also the fact that one and the same means of conducting activities in 
space can be used for carrying either useful or dangerous payloads, 
a satellite may in one instance be collecting meteorological data and in another it 
may be equipped with homing missiles, representing a threat both to space and to 
earth. Other delegations in their speeches have referred to the versatility of 
satellites, including speakers at the Committee's list meeting, on pi August, 
make-up of the means used for conducting space activities is a matter of general 
knowledge. It includes land-based equipment, launching devices, controls, and so on.

For example,

The

Thus if we are thinking of orohibiting anti-satellite systems; then we at once
If that is tq includehave to answer the question : what are we going to prohibit? 

everything that helps put into space devices for the destruction or damaging of 
space objects, tnen practically all space activity might find itself threatened



and at this session, now vs 
Obviously, tne search for a

*/3 have been asked, ooth at the spring
would define tne expression “weapons of any . .. .
tianerally acceptable formulation should proceed rou cnly alonr; the lines mdicau-
auovs.

of the prohibition of t ;tr. cloning bf -laaeons of any 
draft treaty prohibits tn.s for any purpose, includm-.

rained at tne

A3 regards the acme 
emu m outer space, our 
testin'-;, development an! use.
ComûitLoe • s spring session oy a number el delegations, \.iciudi.Vj v.-io^i- oi -taiv,
the ÜAtherlands and India.

as you 'mo.;,These ruestions "era,

tu tne face thatan ex onfne Soviet dels ;acion "ould like once mor^ to u. a _ . . .. _
does not ignorj e.ia uroelcifl oi ?.ni;i -saeeili v -

OU^-Cne Soviet draft, as it i.o easy ee ^ ^ _
both the Soviet draft treaty and t.ie drafe landace < or a nor.Cxn ,

our session aixo 1 for

.ms,
; ;r, te as.
.u./letted by tr.. longoli-m dole a cion at tna iprin" '•a.'x o*

of the queutxon of .siti-satei) '.ce systems ill t ictne consxaeracionoo .sioxli c/ si
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tie,,itn orohibition. This makes no sense, and in any case is hardly oracticable. 
therefore consider that the subject of the negations should be “hat realty 

threat when it is placed in space, namely, any kind of Wwapon.

In oractice this could include space-object interceptors, baaed on the -nost 
diverse erinciplea, for attacks on individual artificial cartn satellite o. fo, 
eliminating the space systems of an opponent, anti-missile weapons oi a -
intercontinental ballistic missiles and weapons for tne destruction of ai* , 
land targets from outer spaces.

constitutes a

They can, of course,

os jtj ,It is for this reason tnat tney are tuenwioncd in para^apn -variety of weapons, 
of article 1 of the Soviet draft treaty.

iKssr,!: gw- _ca

. orprovision of the requisite financial means, the construction in tne United State.
jsiit-ary facilities for space laser weapons is possible even du. mg - -

‘Jliat fantasy is there in that, gentlemen?

Hr.

decade.
forward by tii-e representative of 
indeed oy many other speakers, tnat it 

chan to eliminate those

Vo entirely agree with the argument put 
Sri Lanka in uis stato-nent on jjl August, anu

to prevent tnc appearance of new types or -/canonsis easier
tnat dlraauy exist.

consider tnat the best way of dealing witn this nroblcm is^to 
pr-olii jit «h. placing an. .UtieniAi .» aaaca of danju.-ou. loada con.isSan-; o: aitliar 
sp.ic.aily uasionoi or atiaaccU le-zicas and .leana .or .c.ln- ..i oaj.ee. in 1 *-
acjtroy or damage th_i, '.aierover tiiese target oojecu^ i.my do, in out^i vpac -,
air 303C3 or on earth.

tie therefore

H 
:

in 
~a
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context of other measures aimed at the prevention of an arms race in ou car space, 
and also take into account other comments made during this session, in particular 
by the delegations of India, Indonesia and Sri Lanka.,

The Soviet delegation acknowledges tne tecnnical complexity of space proble/13, 
to which the representative of tne United States referred in his statement at our 
plenary meeting of 10 August. In our view, however, this fact does not argue m 
favour of putting off the discussion of the question for ever but racner in favour 
of supporting tne iiongolian delegation’s proposal for the setting up of a working 

this suojoct jefore tne end of the Committee's oresenv s-i^ion.group on
It oust be said that statements made at the Committee's denary meeting, on 

31 August, as also today's statement by the representative of France, show that 
material for negotiations exists.

United States delegation to reconsider its approach ano we
which would permit theI/s appeal to the

firmly urge the establishment of an aa noc working group Committee to oegin serious negotiations on this exceptionally important problem
with the jarticipation of experts. •

of tne most important tasks ofIn conclusion, we snould lixe to stress that one ,the Committee is to do everything in its power to help prevent the possibility of 
space becoming a source of military danger- for States, union '.Jill inevitaely haunen

vie, for our part, are reauy 
aim of achievingif weapons of any kind ara installed in outer space, 

to engage in honest, equal and bujiness-li'.ce negotiations with un-
race in outer space.constructive agreements on tne prevention of an arms
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speak today about item 7 of the agenda,The Mongolian delegation would like to 
on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

A number of statements have been made on this question since the Committee 
fii-st added this’new item to its agenda at its spring session Kreatest
delegation has been following the course of the discussion with the greatest 
interest. It has'also expressed its views on the subject q .Committee and in the First Committee of the United “f ££
He believe that the Comittee has on the whole reacted positively to 
resolutions on the subject adopted by the General Assembly at its last sessio

Mongolia introduced resolution 3^/99At the last session, the delegation of 
in the First Committee on behalf of its sponsors.

Both during the spring part and during the present part of this session the

international treaty in this connection.towards the elaboration of an
As I have already reminded the Committee more than once, Monftoli-n

in document CD/272 wmch proposesdelegation formally submitted the working paper a draft mandate for an ad hoc working group on this question.

e& lliîlllsipphf
maintain the absence of consensus on the question of the serving up o a -

I will say frankly that we do not quite understandworking group on this matter, 
this obstructionism.

We believe that the time has come for concrete negotiations on this important 
and urgent question in an ad hoc working group. We know per ec y w® ® 
very small number of States are playing the principal part in the explor 
and use of outer space. Nevertheless, in view of the extremely dangerous 
consequences of an arms race in outer space for the peace and security o .
the Committee is obliged to take a vital interest in the consideration of this 
question and the urgent drafting of an international legal instrument on the 

The overwhelming majority of the world's States demand this.subject.
at the Second United Nations Conference ontbe E^oratLr^i^c^uri^r^OuberJacP.Jicb

Disarmament, in consideringThe Conference urged the competent 
the General Assembly and also the Committee onmeasures for the prevention of an arms race in outer space, to g ve appropr-a 
attention and high priority to the serious concern of the international commun! y 
at the extension of the arms race to outer space.
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•"tie are ill "fairly 'familiar with the fact that outer apace is not always and 
everywhere a’peaceful sphere and frequently shows signs of becoming a new arena 
for the arms race.' This Is illustrated by the alarming reports in the world's : 
press which have become more frecuent of late. I am referring in particular tc 
the numerous projects for the production of a whole range of space weapons designed 
for the launching of attacks on objects in space, in the atmosphere and on the 
earth's surface.

There are particularly far-reaching plans in connection with the possible 
military uses of the reusable space vehicles being constructed in the United States 
tinder the "shuttle" programme. According to press reports the Pentagon specialists 
are considering plans for the establishment of military bases in space with the 
help of these vehicles, the location in space of mines for attacks on the 
artificial earth satellites of an opponent and the creation of large-scale systems

The possibilities are being examined cf
Other very

of space-based anti-missile defence.
the use of space shuttles as vehicles for various types of weapons, 
important plans for the militarization of outer space are connected with their 

Major-General J. Welch, deputy head of the United States Joint Chiefs of 
Staff for research and development said recently: "Our activities continue to expand 
at a substantial rate and the shuttle with its potential for the delivery of heavier 
and more sophisticated payloads plays the part of catalyst in this.".

use.

plans Is the fact that the spaceThe distinguishing feature of the new 
shuttle is to play the role of the basic element in them without which the systems 
to be established cannot function. These systems include, for example, large 
platforms with laser weapons and also small-sized air and space vehicles for the 
carrying out of short-term operations in outer space and in tne atmosphere.

One of the lamest pro-rammes to which thu Pentagon is at present attaching
Theirprimary importance is the programme for the development of laser weapons, 

purpose is to be the destruction of any objects, on earth, at sea. in the air
Work on the construction of the basic element of this weaponand in outer space.

is bein,a carried out within the framework of the so-called triad of space-based 
laser weaoons wnich, in tne view of the periodical roreign Policy, may soon bring

It is planned to test the elements of thea combat system for space into being, 
triad in space in lS'Cd-1785.

The American press has also published reports about the construction in the 
United States of anti-satellite systems based on snall-sised intarceotors. It 
is to reach its target with the help of a small missile launched from an r-15 
fighter aircraft. According tc the plans, flight tests of the mini-interceptor 
in apace will begin during the first half of 15^5 -nd it will be supplied to the 
armed forces in the mid-l?oOs.

it is alsoSut the United States is net merely developing space weapons; 
era1ting the necessary conditions for choir use.
1 September cf trie ye?r the area of space surrounding the earth will for the 
Pentagon become .a new potential theatre of military operations.

It is known that from

From then on,
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offor- the 
any kind in outer space.

of those delegations which are in favour of aThe Mongolian delegation is one comprehensive solution, that is, as proposed in article 1, paragraph 1, of the 
draft treaty submitted by the USSR, which states that States parties undertake not 
to place in orbit around the earth objects carrying weapons of any kind, install 
such weapons on celestial bodies, or station such weapons in outer space in any 
other manner, including on reusable manned space vehicles of an existing type or 
of other types which States parties may develop in the future. In addit on, we 

not opposed to the treaty containing a provision concerning the prohibition oi 
the use of anti-satellite systems.
are

The discussion in the Committee of the question of the prevention of an arms 
in outer space has also revealed a different approach, a pragmatic and gradual 

one, as its advocates have put it. According to this approach, the prohibition 
would be -confined to anti-satellite systems, the wide variety of weapons an

of anti-satellite systems thus being left 
that the vary expression, anti

race

systems not coming within the category 
outside the prohibition. Furthermore, it seems satellite systems, is being used in a very ambiguous way, probably because the 
advocates of this approach have not put forward a clear definition of what they
mean by anti-satellite systems.

The Mongolian delegation firmly believes that the main aim shoulu be the 
solution of the problem as a whole, that is, the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting 
the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space, and that the question o

should be dealt with in the general context of measuresanti-satellite systems 
aimed at the achievement of this goal.

In conclusion, the Mongolian delegation would like to suggest to you,
Mr. Chairman, and through you to the members of the Committee, that after item ( 
has been considered at plenary meetings, consultations should continue,with a view

end of this session and adopting a decision on
arms race into agreeing on a mandate before the the setting up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of an

outer space.
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a special space command will begin functioning in the United States armed forces. 
According to reports in the western press, the head of the United States Joint

of Staff said with respect to the establishment of this command : "Research
will soon make it possible forChiefs

and development in the sphere of space weapons 
us to carry out military operations in space.".

implementation of such plans and programmes could undoubtedly have far- 
It is therefore urgent and important to prevent an armsThe

reaching consequences. 
race in outer space in time.
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The peaceful use of that new, endless area has already orought -"or”° 
benefits for unkind. Nobody can, and I believe nobody really wan s, 3UCh
underrate the significance of the peaceful use of outer space in numerous fields 
as meteorology, navigation, telecommunication, the remote sensing of n 
resources, etc. Taking into account tne rapid progress of science an ® 
rich flow of further results — many of them perhaps not even thought of - ,
expected in the r ar future, which can se-ve for the benefi • o man. in jations
That actually was the general desira expressed vividly by tne oecond Uni ' 
Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space held only y
Vienna.

, a

hay I also express my appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassador haina of 
n a, for the contribution which he uade to our work as Chairman for the month of July, 

he same time, I wish to bid farewell to those colleagues who have left tne 
Committee in the short two weeks since I took the floor last tine 
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia and 
Ambassador Salah-3ey of Algeria. On behalf of my delegation, I wish them well in
their new assignments.

representative of Peru,Finally, it is a pleasure to welcome in our midst the new
offer him the friendship and co-operation of theAmbassador Cannock, and to 

Hungarian delegation.
a few questions relating toToday I wish to set out my delegation's views on 

agenda item 7 —the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

soon clouded by 
When thatIt is very unfortunate that the dawn of the space age was very

mass destruction in outer space, codifying at the same time the fundamental principl-- 
concerning man's activities in the cosmic environment. The peaceful activity of uta^s, 
and their co-operation to that end, were further regulated by tne conclusion of a set

Hy delegation is proud to note in this respect ^hav 
various bodies of the United Hâtions outer so^ce

to the drafting of those instruments.

of international instruments.
Hungarian representatives in the 
Committee have contributed to no small extent

and theThe growing danger of tne outbreak of an arms race in outer space, 
îrgent necessity to avoid it, is clearly reflected in the final Document of the first

In paragraph uO it says tne following.special session on disarmament.

. That event 25 years ago opened for man the gate of the spac-first Soviet Sputnik 
age, tne exploration and use of outer space.

CD/FV.184
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Chairman, that IHr. KOMIVES (Hungary): I can say without any exaggeration, hr. 
feel happy to oe among the first to greet you on the day when you assume the 
chairmansnip of the Committee on Disarmament. I wish you could feel and openly y 
the near future: "Veil, this is the kind of negotiating forum I>][* ^t^ic“ T
for". In the meantime, we count on your vast experience an diplomatic skill hie , 
am convinced, will help us get the maximum out of the present situation.
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(Mr. Xomives, Hungary)

My delegation does not want to deny or belittle the importance and the 
timeliness of the solution of this problem. Nevertheless, we consider that this is 
only one of the many aspects of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. In 
the opinion of the Hungarian delegation, and I know it is shared by many others, there 
are or there may >e other weapons which could be used in or from outer space. It is 
really regrettable that no aspects other than the prohibition of anti-satellite 
systems were mentioned by our distinguished Italian and Canadian colleagues. TVie 
Hungarian delegation, like many others, feels that all aspects of the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space should be considered and, hopefully, solved by our 
Committee.

Although my delegation — like the great majority around this table ~ holds the 
view that the prevention of an arms race in outer space is basically a matter of 
political decision, I venture to make a few brief comments on some of the views 
expressed by certain delegations.

First of all, we cannot share the optimistic evaluation that the idea of laser-gun 
and particle-beam weapons can be translated into an operational capability only in the 
hazy distant future. Reading the expert study issued by the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute in 1572, entitled Outer Space - Battlefield of the Future? 
one can find the following conclusion:

"As far as space-borne lasers are concerned, these are in the development 
For such systems, chemical lasers are mere useful because of their compact 

Advances in infra-red laser radars shot/ that with such devices, an
When such a device becomes available, it can

stage, 
size
object in space can be tracked 
be used to disable solar cells and optical sensors on board a satellite. 
high energy lasers and charged-partiele beams we may well be seeing the 
beginning of the next revolution in weapon technology."

In

Let me recall that the book from unich I have quoted was published in 197u, just 
like the so-called "Occasional ?aocr 25" by the Stanley foundation, entitled "Can 
Space Remain a Peaceful Environment?" which states the following: 
military has prop'-ted incorporating new t" ies of ooace systc .s into existing 
operational commands, and using samilites for real-time battle management and war 

Space tecnnology could free military forces from dependence on foreign

the United States

fighting.
bases and from the need for communication and monitoring facilities in other
countries.

Tne study of the Stanley Foundation, whose conclusions I mention in an 
abbreviated form — for brevity's sake — but without changing their message, then 
goes on stating the following : the United States Air Force envisage bot.i ‘Canned and 
unmanned soace stations that would ba used for targeting, damage assessment, and 
retargeting of strategic weapons, weaoons guidance, and real-time battierisld command,
control and communication functions.

These are..only a few examples to Drove the point that the problem oi anti-sateluit- 
systerns —- important as they may be — is but one of the many aspects of the issue, 
uy delegation cannot help coming to the conclusion that tne extra weight riven by 
certain delegations to thin single item ay per ha os serve sou-* soecial interests.

thelet -.12 say frankly that at the beginning of the sutler session 
.jn-arian delegation ixoect3‘_ a sneedy solution of the establishment oi a working "roup

Unfortunately, t.v* position taken by some western countries
In conclusion,

cn item 7 of our agenda.
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My delegation does not want to deny or belittle the importance and the 
timeliness of the solution of this problem. Nevertheless, we consider that this is 
only one of the many aspects of the prevention of am arms race in outer space. In 
the opinion of the Hungarian delegation, and I know it is shared by many others, there 
are or there may be other weapons which could be used in or from outer space. It is 
really regrettable that no aspects other than the prohibition of anti-satellite 
systems were mentioned by our distinguished Italian and Canadian colleagues. The 
Hungarian delegation, like many others, feels that all aspects of the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space should be considered and, hopefully, solved by our 
Committee.

Although my delegation — like the great majority around this table — holds the 
view that the prevention of an arms race in outer space is basically a matter of 
political decision, I venture to make a few brief comments on some of the views 
expressed by certain delegations.

First of all, we cannot share the optimistic evaluation that the idea of laser-gun 
and particle-beam weapons can be translated Into an operational capability only in the 
hazy distant future. Reading the expert study issued by the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute in 1573, entitled Outer Space - Battlefield of the Future? 
one can find the following conclusion:

"As far as space-borne lasers are concerned, these are in the development 
For such systems, chemical lasers are more useful because of their compact 
Advances in infra-red laser radars show that with such devices, an

When such a device becomes available, it can
stage, 
size
object in space can be tracked 
be used to disable solar cells and optical sensors on board a satellite, 
high energy lasers and charged-particle beams we may well be seeing the 
beginning of the next revolution in weapon technology."

In

Let me recall that the book from which I have quoted was published in 1973, just 
like the so-called "Occasional Paper 25" by the Stanley Foundation, entitled "Can 
Space Remain a Peaceful Environment?" which states the following: the United States 
military has proposed incorporating new t:-oes of space syste is into existing 
operational commands, and using satellites for real-time battle management and war 
fighting. Space technology could free military forces from dependence on foreign 
bases and from the need for communication and monitoring facilities in other 
countries.

The study of the Stanley Foundation, whose conclusions I mention in an 
abbreviated form — for brevity's sake — but without changing their message 
goes on stating the following: the United States Air Force envisage both manned and 
unmanned space stations that would be used for targeting, damage assessment, and 
retargeting of strategic weapons, weapons guidance, and real-time battlefield command, 
control and communication functions.

then

These are only a few examples to prove the point that the problem of anti-satellite 
systems — important as they may be — is but one of the many aspects of the issue. 
i-iy delegation cannot help coming to the conclusion that the extra weight given by 
certain delegations to this single item may perhaps serve some special interests.

In conclusion, let me say frankly that at the beginning of the summer session 
Hungarian delegation expected a speedy solution of the establishment of a working group 
on item 7 of our agenda. Unfortunately, the position taken by some western countries

the

I
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(Mr. Komives, Hungary)

has not made it possible. Nevertheless, we continue to hold the view that a 
working group‘with a properly worded mandate, like the one suggested by the elega 01 

of Mongolia in document CD/272, would be the best framework for dealing with this 
question.

I do not want to over-emphasize the importance of the establishment of
I am fully awareHowever,

a working group on outer space. I have ample reason not to do so. 
of the fact that the predecessors of the Committee on Disarmament, the ENDC and tne CC , 
were able to elaborate disarmament agreements without working groups, while this 
Committee which has now established quite a feu groups, still considered to be the besu 
framework for negotiations, has so far been unable to elaborate a single draft treaty

But that only underscores my point : what is really
And if and when they are given, we

or convention on disarmament.
needed are devotion, readiness and political will, 
can easily find the way to elaborate and conclude disarmament measures with or
without working groups.
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America):
I would like to soeak today on item 7 of our agenda, the prevention of an

large number of speakers at our previous meeting 
in which all delegations in the Committee, including

arms race in outer space. As the 
indicates, this question is one 
my own, share a considerable interest.

During cur spring session, I addressed the Committee on this agenda itera^ 
during one of the two informal sessions devoted to this subject. Since that time 
interest has heightened and a number of delegations have urged the creation of a 
worKing group to deal with the issues. My delegation believes that the Committee
should sharoen its focus bv further discussion of this agenda item before

I hope my statement today will serveconsidering whether to take such a step, 
to further that goal.

As a major space Power, the United States approaches the question of arms 
control and disarmament arrangements affeezing outer snace as an important and 
serious natter. This approach has shaped our policies and guided our actions

The United States attaches the greatest importance toin international forums. 
the continued preservation of outer space for oeaceiul purposes, and to the 
prevention of activity there of an aggressive character. In its support of 
resolution 36/97 C at the United Nations General Assemoly last fall, the 
United States joined in agreeing to "consider the question oi negotiating further 
arms control measures in outer space ..." here in the Committee on Disarmament..

the beneficiaries of the efforts of our predecessors in the field ofWe are
arms control and disarmament, who nave endowed us with a number of agreements

These have already banned from outer space the mostaffecting outer space. 
dangerous category of weaoons — weapons of mass destruction and have imoosed 
other simnificant restrictions on weapons—r;lated activities there.

The outer space Treaty of lyfc? is the broadest and most far-reaching of these 
It prohibits the orbiting of nuclear weapons or any other kinds of 

It forbids the installation of suer, weapons on any
agreements.
weapons of mass destruction. 
celestial body, including the moon, or their stationing in outer space in any other 

This Treaty, moreover, also preserves the moon and other celestial bodiesmanner,
exclusively for peaceful purposes, and forbids "the establishment of military bases, 
installations and fortifie.'.tiens, the testing of any type of weapons and the conduct 
•'if ••ilitqr*' manctjvr'*r o*i '>c\"-stial bodies."
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(Mr. Fields, United States)

Treaty provides that its parties, "in the_
and security and promoting international.Additionally, the outer space 

interest df maintaining international peaceco-operation and understanding", shall apply the principles and regulations of 
international law-, including, most notably, the Quarter of the United Nations, 
their activities in outer space. This point is worth stressing, 
the application of the United Nations Charter and international law to outer space 
is the recognition that outer space can have an important role to ^
maintenance of world peace and security. And indeed, in the view of my delegation, 
outer space has served this-end very well, by providing a place for satelli 
devoted to a wide range of useful purposes* from communications to naviga i , 
to the monitoring of arms control agreements, to the stabilizing function of 
providing early warning against the possibility of a nuclear attack.

A consequence of

In the view of my delegation, the arms control regime affecting outer space
States not already party to the outer space Treaty were 

Indeed, I regret to say, there are 11 members ofwould be strengthened if 
to adhere to this agreement, this Committee who are not yet parties to this important Treaty.

The limited test ban Treaty of 1963 prohibits, infer alia, nuclear explosions 
in outer space. In addition to the direct arms control benefits this Treaty has 
provided, namely, the absence of nuclear explosions in outer space, the Treaty 
has also had another great benefit relating to the continued development of the 
peaceful applications of outer space. As Mr. Arthur C. Clarke pointed out on 
Tuesday, the many scores of satellites now performing a wide range of tasks would 
be placed in serious jeopardy were nuclear explosions to occur in outer space.

limited test ban treaty enjoys widespread 
One hundred and eleven countries are States 

The adherence by additional States to this 
control arrangements for outer

As with the outer space Treaty, the 
although not universal, adherence. 
parties to this important agreement, 
important agreement would serve to strengthen arms
space.

Other Hostile Use ofThe Convention on the Prohibition of Military or any Environmental Modification Techniques, negotiated in our predecessor body, 
the CCD, and signed in 1977» also applies to outer space. This Convention has 

entered into force for some 30 States, a much smaller number than for the
Again, much wider adherencenow

outer space and the limited test ban treaties. to an agreement which effectively forestalls manipulation of the environment, 
including outer space, for hostile purposes would serve to strengthen the outer 
space arms control structure.

It is possible to point to a number of other agreements that affect the^ 
regime of outer space, its use for peaceful purposes and the prevention of its 
misuse for aggressive purposes. I should only add to my discussion here today 
the 1972 bilateral Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union limiting 
anti-ballistic missile systems. In so far as this Treaty relates to the prohibition 
of weapons in outer space, the two parties have undertaken not to develop, test or 
deploy space-based anti-ballistic missile systems or their components.

A fair assessment of the body of international law applying to the environment 
of outer space which I have just described would be that nations can^have some 
confidence that the most destabilizing developments which might have’been foreseen 
in the past — especially the orbiting or stationing of weapons of mass destruction 
in outer space — have already been renounced by those parties to the outer space
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Preaty. When the provisions of this Treaty and the other agreements I have 
described are considered, the widespread notion that an arms race in outer space 

immediate threat is placed into a more realistic perspective. I must
amazement at the view of some who seen to dismiss — or

minimize — these agreements as "totally insufficient".
is an
therefore confess to some

It is also useful to examine the contribution which the use of outer space
makes to the implementation of arms control agreements generally by providing a

It is abundantlywhereby monitoring and verification can be carried out.
control agreements which rely in part or in whole on national 

verification would probably otherwise have been impossible.
means
clear that those arras
tecnnical means ofAt least, such agreements would have required intrusive verification measures, 
measures that no State wants to adopt lightly, especially if a better or more 
easily available alternative can be found. It is safe to say that given the 
reluctance of some States to agree to so-called "intrusive" means of verification, 
man’s ability to make use of outer space for verification and monitoring purposes 
has in many "cases made the difference between effective agreement and no agreement. 
It is interesting to note that a recent article on monitoring arms curbs in the 

Mezhdunarodnava Zhizn pointed out that reconnaissance satellites
of observing and monitoring arms limitation19 May issue of ___________

"produced a real breakthrough in means 
measures."

In addition to the specific arms control functions served by outer space, the 
great potential of outer space for peaceful purposes serves us in a great and 
ever-increasing variety of important ways. Vie are all aware of the just comoleted 
UNISPACE '82 conference, and of the many applications demonstrated and discussed 

These show just how intimately connected with our daily lives the
From the use ofin that forum.

utilization of outer space for civil purposes has become.
meteorological satellites to improve weather forecasting and warning of severe 
storms, to communications satellites which make possible the global transmission 
of live television coverage of both historical and recreational events, it is 
evident that outer space plays an important role in maintaining the structure

The United States has taxen the lead over manyof our international society, 
years in making available to the world at large the technology and cene. ts 
from its space programme, which is dedicated to placing cuter space in the service 
of peace, and to strengthening the bonds that link nations together.

We all recognize that outer space, and these satellites, have military 
value. There is no point in denying the simple fact that the use of outer apace 
can and does serve important military functions such as early warning,

These functions can serve to strengthencommunication and navigation.
international stability by strengthening the deterrent value of^military 
forces and reducing the chances of strategic miscalculations.
Professor Clarke, in his eloquent statement last Tuesday pointed out, 
are few of man's artifacts which cannot be equally well used for peaceful or

But as
"there

what matters is the intention".warlike purposes:

And there is another sincla fact which there is no point in denying.
Tnat is that the Soviet Union, for whatever purpose, has been actively engaged 
over a number of years in the devclorment and testing of an operational anti- 
satellite weapon system. Tnat system cuts at risk the satellites of every’nat.on. 
In lignt of this fact, my Government has concluded that it has had no prudent 
choice but to continue to pursue a programme of its own to develop a similar 
capability.
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(Mr. Fields, United States)

The United States is in full agreement that unrestrained competition in the 
development and. deployment of weapons affecting outer space — what we often call 

— would not promote the larger goal of a more peaceful world. 
Indeed, it is for this reason that the United States supports discussion of this 
matter here in the Committee on Disarmament.

an arcs race

We continue to be willing to examine possible further measures to be added 
to the existing body of arms control agreements as they apply to the outer space 
environment.
policy for the civil, military and arms control uses of outer space, 
policies are outlined in a document, copies of which my delegation would be happy 
to supply to other interested delegations. I would like, however, to quote the 
appropriate passage from this document as it relates to arms control :

"The United States will continue to study space arms control options. 
The United States will consider verifiable and equitable arms control 
measures that would ban or otherwise limit testing and deployment of 
specific weapons systems, should those measures be compatible with 
United States national security."

On 4 July of this year, President Reagan announced a national space
These

There are two points in this passage which I think are worth special note. 
First, the United States believes that attention should be focused on measures 
applicable to specific types of weapon systems. Obviously, measures which are 
vaguely worded, and contain only imprecise generalities whose applicability 
would be open to question, are not useful, nor, I think would they be of interest

Secondly, the United States believes that arms control
These

to delegations here.
measures subject to consideration should be equitable and verifiable. 
two tests are valid standards to be applied against any potential arms control
agreements.

It should also be mentioned that, as with other aspects of our work in arms 
control and disarmament 
measures cannot proceed in a vacuum.
bearing on the prospects for co-operation on such measures. 
control measures the real world must affect our judgement.

our consideration of further outer space arms control
The international climate has an important

As witn all arms

Finally, I believe I can confidently say that all of us here share a vision 
of mankind's future in space. As a boy, I recall being held in awe by the 
serialized exploits of "Buck Rogers" and "Flash Gordon", never dreaming that 
these were more than flights of fancy. Yet, in our lifetimes we have witnessed 
man's first tentative steps off our planet, we all remember the poignant comment 
of astronaut Neil Armstrong as he became the first man to set foot on the moon: 
"One small step for man, a giant step for mankind". It is not inconceivable that 
our grandchildren, or perhaps their children, will decisively break the bonds of 
earth and venture into a new age beyond our imagination. But only if the peace 
is kept can mankind reach out to that final frontier.
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Mfc*. LANG ^Austria):
My delegation has listened with particular care and attention to those 

statements which were mace on the item entitled, "Prevention of an arms race in 
outer space". May I, with your kind permission, submit the following comments 
for consideration by the Committee, comments which come from a Government whicn has 
for many years shown special interest in questions of outer space, in particular
the peaceful uses of outer space.

i-hnkind is confronted with the serious prospect of outer space being 
progressively drawn into an arms race.

More than 1700 military satellites have been launched during the last decade ; 
military establishments on both sides increasingly rely on satellites, especially

The wide and growing range of functions turn these
„„, thus creating strong incentives for developing 
Other efforts potentially introducing weaponry into

for strategic purposes, 
satellites into valuable targets 
anti-satellite capabilities, 
space are carried out in the field of ABM technology.

These developments have led to grave concerns as to the prosoects for the 
peaceful uses of outer space v/hich were vividly expressed last month in /ienna

the Zxoloration and Peaceful Uses ofduring the second United Nations Conference on
Outer Space. The president cf the Conference, tne Austrian Minister * or 
Foreign Affair.-, Willibald Pahr, urged the oarticioants to conclude agreements which 
snculd definitely ban all kinds of weapons in outer space.

Ip. its final report the Conference axoressed the view that tne extension of an 
race into outer space is a matter of grave concern to the international 

community, is detrimental to humanity as a whole and snould therefore be prevented. 
Tne Conference recommended that the competent organs of the United Nations, in 
particular the General Assembly and the Committee on disarmament give aopropnate

:.»-»! in- th measures aimed at the

arms

at* entl on and ki-r priori tv to •'.rat ~cnc' ro



In 197?, the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament had already requested measures to prevent an arms race in outer space.
Last fall, the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly called upon the 
Committee on" Disarmament to seek agreement on the text of an appropriate treaty to 
prevent the spreading of the arms race into outer space.

There is widespread agreement that the existing international instruments 
establishing the principle of exploration and use of outer space for peaceful purposes 

insufficient to prevent the spreading of an arms race into space. Some of the 
deficiencies and loopholes in the most important of these instruments, the outer 
space Treaty, have cone up as a consequence of technological evolution. Others were 
deliberately built in by the drafters because some of the few possessing certain 
capabilities in space technology, as well as the necessary financial resources, 
wished to keep their options open. Again, other deficiencies stem .rom t.ie growing 
realization that the ever-increasing use of outer space by a few, especially for 
military purposes, may unduly limit peaceful uses by others.

are

As a starting point for strengthening the arms control regime for outer space, 
one should examine in detail the scope and true meaning of the relevant provisions

As long as the principle of peaceful use for theof the outer space Treaty, benefit of mankind which underlies the entire outer space regime remains open to 
radically divergent interpretations, the danger of creeping militarization will

And indeed, as we know, some interpret peaceful use to exclude onlystay with us.
activities or devices of an aggressive character, whereas others would have it cover 
all military activities.

Whilst vagueness of terminology may have been helpful in the past, such 
uncertainty cannot any more be tolerated, 
to experiment with and eventually use offensive devices in space, terminology must 
be clarified, and necessary new prohibitions should be clear and unequivocal.

Upon the basis of an agreed clarification of the present provisions, it will 
certainly prove i "dispensable to introduce new prohibitions concerning the use 
of outer space. Extension of the- provisions of paragraph 2 of article IV of the 
outer space Treaty to outer space itself or an express prohibition of introducing 
offensive devices of any kind, even for mere testing purposes, might be considered 
as possible approaches to this problem.

In view of the concrete ongoing efforts

The restraint that a strengthened regime for outer space would impose on those 
who, at present, have the capabilities actually to "use outer space will eventually, 
upon careful consideration, be seen even by those few countries an a benefit. For 
if they do not accept restrictions now, they might oe faced, tomorrow, with a 
situation in which the hardening of devices sent into space and the risk of losing 
space-based communication and other capabilities will add tremendously to their 
costs and, especially, raise the danger of destabilizing losses of installations 
basic to their system of deterrence. The history of arms control, well known to 
most assembled here, points to earlier miscalculations where, for the semblance of 
temporary advantages, limitations were turned down at a point in tine when they 
would have been technically and politically feasible, whereas the arms developments 
that were left uncontrolled raised endless problems only a few years later.

Finally, no new substantive provisions will curb the arms race in outer space 
unless the countries concerned are able to agree on an effective machinery of 
implementation and verification. The credibility of any new obligations will 
depend on their reliability, or. the degree of trust they can create among the 
countries concerned.
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(Mr. Lang, Austria)

In this 'context, I would like to state our conviction that sooner or later, 
verification from space and in space will have to be internationalized, ht present- 
only two countries dispose of a full state-of-the-art array of space capabilities.
For the time being and for a long time to come, this situation makes reliance on 
national means of verification the least credible option. Last year s Jmted .«atiens 
study on this subject has shown that an international satellite monitoring agency 
is an entirely feasible objective. This element should be taken into account when 
elaborating new arms control agreements concerning outer space.

As to the question of how to strengthen the outer space regime, my country had 
put some considerable hope in the American-Soviet talks on anti-satellite systems 
that were held approximately until the Vienna summit of 157$. 
advantages in a resumption of these talks.

\le would see some

At the same time this Committee, responding to relevant resolutions of the 
first special session on disarmament, the last General Assembly and 1 ^"L’
Should deepen its engagement in the question of preventing an arms race in outer 
space and set up a working group to this effect. Any move to accelerate t e 
preparatory process leading towards the "take-off" of full-fledged negotiations is
welcome.

Mr. HAGENtL.KEFS (Netherlands) :
Government I wish to place the following shortUpon the instructions of my 

statement on record.
rt 13 °“r S0nViCtl0l4=!L^n^rd^ïo“=nt :^=n/ÏÏf°=tins

the responsible task coni lied to -he 
which was reconfirmed by the concluding 

Our concern is well known. During the thirty-sixth session 
together with some like-minded States, took 

led to resolution ;5/97 C,

unrestrained competition in one
■Te attach mre?.t importance toouter space.

Committee on Disarmament in this regard, 
document of UKISFACK ;fi2. 
of the General Assembly ttr. Netherlands, 
the initiative of introducing r draft resolution which

:?r welcomed afterwards tr.e 1 act tr.at, in
-t the beginning ofaccepted by an overwhelming majority.conform!tv with this resolution, the Committee on uisarmament, .
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(Hr. Wagenmakers, Netherlands)

the Netherlands delegation had the pleasure of explaining our basic approach to 
this question in detail. We have followed the present debate in our plenary 
meetings with great interest. In our view, the contributions made by the delegations 
which have addressed agenda item 7 illustrate amply that consensus virtually exists 
as to the desirability of establishing meaningful measures to prevent an arms race 
in outer space. I feel therefore encouraged to reiterate the view expressed in 
this Committee by the leader of my delegation on 12 Augùst 1992, to wit, that the 
text of resolution $5/97 C provides adequate language for elaborating an appropriate 
mandate for an ad hoc working group to be established under agenda item 7« Ne 
strongly urge the Committee on Disarmament to take such a course of action which 
would warrant that the 1993 agenda item 7 will be dealt with in an appropriate way.
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(lir. Vs.ivoda. Czechoslovakia)

Among this year's items on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament there 
two which, to some extent, occupy a special position. Agenda item 7 -ne

and item 5 — new weapons of massare
prevention of an arms race in outer space- destruction and new systems cf such weapons— differ from other agenda^i*ess

seek to prevent developmentsmainly by the fact that within their framework we 
which..if net halted, could lead to considerable implications in the not too 
distant future. From the procedural point of view those two items have one
more thing in common, namely, that they are only being discussed in the plenary 
without special working or expert groups having been established so -ar.

We welcome the fact that the danger of outer space being turr.ee into another 
sphere of the arms race has been finally brougnt tc the attention^of tne Commit wee 

During cur spring session and last week, we hears many internes uing 
evaluating existing international documents regulating tc a certain extent

and searching for possible future steps in »ns
on Disarmament 
statements 
the military presence in cuter space 
regard.

The’-e is hardly any need tc recr-11 in this ferm all the relevant treacles
However, I would like tc stresswith a derailed description of their provisions. _that, in spite cf certain efforts to give divergent interpretations cf^aucptea 

measures, we deer, the treaties concluded so far very important tio.Ui.
instruments creating the basis for further efforts tc achieve a complete 
demilitarization of cuter space. "This applies first to y’-e —®2T^ °n
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the exploration and -sec.
Outer Grace, including the I leer. and other Celestial Iodise, a- ana to -.*e
Agreement Governing the Activities of Gtatea on the Moon ana other celestial 
Bodies within the Solar System other than the Earth, of 1979» -he provisions o- 
these two, if 1 may say so, "basic" space treaties, together with the previsions 
of certain ether international documents closed outer space tc nuclear weapons and 
other veaoons of mass destruction. Highly appreciating the measures achieves so 
far, we also share the opinion of those who consider it necessary ana logical to 
adept further measures vhich v/culJ exclude the possislli vy cf «he emplacenen w 
snace cf other categories jf weapons net coverec. as yet.

the peaceful exploration cf
"Ir.ter-

Czeeheslovakia has lea-, actively participating 
cuter s-nace through the well—ln:cwn i .teriaticial zc—opera nc.. pregra—me, 
snut-ik", which, inter alia, ha., enabled a citizen cf curs to enter outer space.
V/e lave therefore mort- t-ia. "alii rea. cm to cay special attention to all measures 
seeking the prevention cf the arms race in outer space and ensure, -g that it will 
be used for peacef’.'l purposes o*ly.

r.;e tve relevant r»%~luti- c adopted by tie v.itec ill tic r General Assembly at 
last session define twe approaches in, chic respect. Z would net qualify them

feme nrrponerts cf résolu tier. Xv97 G try to convince
tc prove that 

.j nc. the 
L - -.ct

itr
as two different apprcaci.es. 
us that their apnroac.. _ 
the nrcposal contai. .=d !• 
rrckibitior. cf -he static- .

is 'he - ,ly possible cue and they dc their boot 
re.-.-l-itic:: >'/99, referring tc a draft tr*

- rf *'eat,c s -f a. y l:irin outer -nacc.
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fT-îr. Ue^voda. Creohoslovakia)

, + a these two approaches as excluding eacn

r-»
S’aSTS Relent dingers £t.
future developments in weaponry. - rather amazed by attempts of some
so-called "directed energy veapcns . Ve Qf such weapons being developed
delegations to raise doubts abou. Ae of a purely technical nature
and used in practice. We of weapons should certainly net prevent

-l^Vte real possibility of their creation and even.car
introduction into space.

Ve listened with interest to s=t, fma^fÏnlSr

weapons was defined as the tas*c p- _ conclusions in this regard. However, <t~space. Ve can agree with many wheugn d anrroach with which we’can hardly 
registered with concern two tendencies in wus p.
associate.

Firstly, it is illicitly ™ ^ci^^ed^^sa^lUt^cns 

are the only weapons with a possible use in "selves to that kind of weapon. Ve 
defined and consequently that we shou- effects of arti-satellite activities,
are far from underestimating the ^^f^^fcrLt a'oout the much more imminent
but should this specific pro en - obiec+s flying several tens ofdangers emanating from weapons emplaced on ob0ec-s nying
kilometres above the territory of any Swate.

Secondly, we also cannot agree YL^!° ®ea^ Ld activities. Ve can hardly 
sc to say, the components of zn^-sa „elli ue weap ^ sepaxating peaceful from military 
accept the thesis that a definite line can be Qf any anti-satellite
activities in space. If one van>.s o ren suitable **or this than the definition
weapons agreement unrealistic, nothing is m ^ activities, whether peaceful

5 iz&rTS ss so£ti=n =f ==««= ^ te soiveo
on the earth, not from space.

of the United statesm M. statement last SS^cSmine outer space
drew our attention to uhe -act that ma-3T agree with him that
have not been universally adil®^e 0 U*n,,-|/ undoubtedly be beneficial. At the 
universal adherence « ^se treetrea wc^d^btedg^be adheied to
same time we should not .orge- -ha _ spread into outer space,
or not, have not closed all avenues for tne arms ‘=!!e to! orSisions of these 
The United States delegation would a5-ee w- United States from military
treaties, while extremely useful, have not stopped th, Unrte^State ^ ^
activities in space. The mere headlines of t_ee jlë^hïs wear are enough
issues of the Tnt.ma.tional Herald Traoun. published in June y»toU.satelUte
to substantiate what X have Just f^LSy Sè of Shuttle is
System Scuaht by Veinberger” froyhat of^e 25^, ^t^Us^ ^
Hxpanding" and from tnat cf tne 23rd, Ub Air so-^e -u . 
in Space".



prevention of an arms race in 
ipons of mass destruction. My

toMuch of what I have said with resp 
cuter space applies also to the problem _
delegation has already addressed this item of our agenda on severe^ occasions 
and I will net, therefore, go into details now. At this juncture I would only 
Like to express once more cur considered view that in this regara the emphasis 
should be placed on the prevention of the creation of new weapons based on new 
scientific"achievements. We h ve already stated that we are not against .he 
adoption of specific agreement on certain kinds of weapons. However, a 
comprehensive agreement should be a necessary first step in this direction.

new

Nobody can deny that a growing danger of the building of new weapons of mass 
destruction and new systems of _ such weapons^doee “^jJtar^^oraiiS^an^inaSzi’ies

warfare. Some defence analysts say that in the United States electronics for 
destruction are becoming a completely new business area and .ha. a new indus.r^

the expanding needs of the military m .his field.has been created to cover

. My delegation is deeply concerned by the fact that we have not achieved any 
substantial progress ir. dealing with this item up to now. Since the passage of 
time is a most unfavourable factor in relation to this question, we believe .ha.

Since the passage of
in relation to this question, we believe that 

. ». informal~meetings of the plenary does not fully correspond
vv ^ We therefore most emphatically support the proposal of Hungary cr
the establishment of a group of experts to deal with the prevention of ^weapons 
of mass destruction. The experience gained so far through the participation of experts 
in our deliberations on this problem would assure us that this would ce the nos. 
appropriate and promising approach.

dealing with it only at 
to its urgency

There is one more serious aspect of the arms race in outer space which is 
a matter of concern. It would bring about air unprecedented rise in military 
expenditures. It is true that the expenditures would affect mostly States 
present in space but it would certainly be a burden felt by other countries as 
well. According to David A. Andelman, the deployment of a simple, ground-based 
defensive system against cruise missiles would probably cost Si billion. But the 

jump to Î2- bi lion to deploy a prototype space-based^ system-, 
lities and 10 illion to deploy a full space-based ASM system.price tag 

with ASAT

No delegation pretends to have a recipe for ensuring the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space. The effective solution of the problem can. only be one 
which is agreed uoon by all States, especially those which are technically most

from the active contribution of experts. We associate ourselves fully with the 
draft mandate for such a working group contained in document CD/c,2 submi.te- y 
the Mongolian People's Republic. We cannot afford to ignore further the 
responsibility of the Committee on Disarmament concerning the danger of the 
militarization of outer space, a responsibility which was recently unequivocally 
confirmed at the Conference TTNISPACL 182.

CD/PV.185
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(Mr. Ve.jvoda. - Czechoslovakia)
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As ir. the r.emctir.ti;r.c at ‘hat tine, the ur.aitarai attitude of ny Government 
‘hat the torn "peaceful purposes" rust not b,; soer. ns : qui valent to "ncn-ruilitary

• f—i,.f;.-r.r* ail " ' 11-j a a !'/-■ ie-f .r.a-- which is on bo mod in
•or.erai embargo on measures 

ir. ,-t aao.

is
The ri.-rrh *r.’irr •; so •i 01

- ret rosTinted cy at.;-j T;iitud ha Tim Thar'or .
-f • iei n.

What has been done so far by tha community of States to and the militarization 
cf outer apace? The nary years of vorli-wido efforts to keep outer space, uhe 

.. and other celestial bodies free cf weapons and military oases are reilected 
in the test-can Treaty, the outer space Treaty, the coon Treat:' and the .ABM meaty. 
Those four treaties, particularly, cf course, the outer spam Treaty of 19e7, have _

-v . ’ i tail / "he ri shed here that the various deni—i tan za u ion 
;cv;rr.ir.o cu :r spe'o could spill over to give inp-e to

£ rioting bans and r s cmr ene r. t s n/o.r
and other telestial

moor.

not beer, able *: satis;:.* 
provisions of the low : 
core .-xtensive steps ‘cward.; orros 
international law with re .tard to the exc 
bodies for r.eaceful purposes have left lecpncles and are open to "aiyi-.-j

on 1 •
usivo use cf the coon

ir.terpre ta tiens.

to the formal exchange of views 
tonic to which it actively contributed 

of the General Assembly.

least by the urgent recommendation contained in the 
concluding document of UÏÏISPAŒ '82, our Committee is the only international forum 
which can recognize, analyse and seek solutions to the dangerous developments in 
outer space. Recognizing responsibility and obligations means seek^.g ways 
r,ans by which the Committee on Disarmament can perfora these tasks. apace 
technology, as has frequently been spelled out in this Committee, is ambivalen : 
reconnaissance, remote sensing, navigation and weather satellites can, cf_course, 
be put to military use. But the heading Military usefulness' can also pelade 
military activities consistent with the provisions of the Lmted Nations Charter.
Ln addition, satellites can help with the vitally important task of ven-ying aras 
control agreements. They oar. therefore play an important role in strengthening 
confidence in compliance with international treaties.

My delegation listened attentively
on the dangers of an arms race in ^---------- - _
both during'the spring session and at the thirty-sixth session

As is now recognized, not

ci the outer stone Treaty, for instance, the use of the 
temitted for "tenoeful piirposes”. Ir. connection

raised ?f how this term was to

Ir. the operative part 
moon and other planets is only 
with negotiations on that treaty, the question 
bs "indcrstood.

was

A threat to international security, however, is constituted by satellites 
with a destructive capability, that is to say, those anti-satellite systems whicn 
the ÏÏ3SR has developed and has already tested on several occasions. This, 
regrettably, has marked the beginning of a dangerous development. We are all 

that the development of space technology is far from having run its -’ill 
Radiation weapons-, such as high-energy laser weapons and ^particle-beam 

weapons, present further technological possibilities for the use of outer space 
oven though their military use is not expected before the end of tnis decade.

aware
course.

CD/PV.185
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(Mr:_We^nerJ_Federal_Renubli;c_of_Geman^)
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Or* the other hand, every move which leads to a balanced reduction^or 
restriction of offensive military devices and activities in outer space, an 
which can thereby increase international security, will receive our suppo- •
The inadequacy of substantive legal rules of arms control in outer space corresponds 
to the lack of a suitable procedure for verifying compliance with the relevant 
obligations. An effective system of supervision and inspection nas nct_ yet b-en 
agreed upon in any of the existing treaties. Future agreements whose ooject is 
the exclusive use of outer space for peaceful purposes must contain s me- - 
verification provisions. As my delegation has pointed out on previous ^casi.ns, 
the lack of verification arrangements in the Soviet draft treaty is one “
fundamental shortcomings in the Soviet approach. I hope and expect the.

will take advantage of the discussions in the vonmittse on.
sent in detail its 
n a future treaty

Soviet delegation 
Disarmament to pr 
can be regulated 
of the treaty can be precluded.

ofption of hew the 
t the use of spa technology in

treaties have net been substantial
The Soviet1 believe I have made clear that previous 

enough to ensure an acceptable level of aims 
draft treaty of 10 August 19S1 does not bring us any

control in outer space.
further in this respect.

outer soace, but also underlines American willingness to consider ^.fiable a.-d

ssr11-
on those systems whose own destructive capacity enables .hem to attach and des.--/ 
satellites required for reconnaissance, navigation, communies .ions, wea ne 
forecasting and verification of disarmament agreements. T.*is approacn was 
proposed in Unit'd Nations General Assembly resolution 3c/97 L•

future course of action:I see three steps which ought tc determine our

A comprehensive exchange of views on 
technology;

Identification of the systems posing the greatest threat;

the state of development of space

Establishment at the appropriate juncture of a working group with a clearly 
defined mandate to engage, as a first step, in discussions on the nos. 
threatening and destabilizing systems.

CD/FV.185
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(Mr. Weeener, Federal Republic of Germany.
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9-10
(l-îr. Sa ran, Indie)

Although India is a developing country, it has taken a keen interest in the 
exploration of cuter space. During the last 15 years or.so, India has successfully 
trained a large nuriber of personnel in space technoloQr, including the designing 
and launching'of satellites. The nodest progress which has been achieved in India's 
space programme is inextricably linked with the close co-operation *hat its 
Department of Space has developed with space agencies in several countries including 
the Soviet Union, the United States, France and the Federal Republic of Germany and 
also international agencies. We believe that it is necessary to strengthen die 
environment within which such beneficial international co—operation can continue to 
develop and be strengthened. It is not enough to keep outer space devoid, of 
weapons. It is necessary tc. keep outer space free of fears and suspicions that 
plague us here on earth and that is possible only through the development of 
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer space.

We in India are convinced that space technology can be a powerful.catalyst in 
the economic and social development of developing countries. . Along with peaceful 
co-operation with other advanced countries we have tried to build our own indigenous 
expertise in this field. We are also prepared to shore our modest achievements in 
this field with other developing countries, and the Government of India has decided 
tc allocate a portion of India's space budget to promote co-operation in the 
peaceful uses of outer space among developing countries.

Given our commitment to the peaceful uses of outer space and the immense . 
possibilities that we see in the development of space technology for our own economic 
development, it should come as no surprise to this Committee that sy country is 
greatly concerned about the possibility of an aras race in outer space. Outer space 
must remain a domain of peace and a common heritage of mankind. We support— . 
negotiations that would ensure these objectives. Like other delegations belonging 
to the Group of 21, my delegation believes that we ought to set up without delay an 
ac hoc wcrkinc group of this Committee to undertake negotiations on further measures 
for the prevention of on arms race in outer space, as was called for ir. the

Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
In our view, the objective of- negotiations within such a working group

testing and
Final
disarmament.
cu-r.t to be the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the development, 
deployment cf weapons of ary kind in cuter space.
lo gical extension cf the lyc~ space Treaty which proms its the deployment ~i weapons

Such an instrument would be a

of mass destruction in cuter space.
we are, cf 

the
While we believe that this is the kind of agreement we should aim at, 

course, treoared tc consider, os a first step, mere -Limited agreements sue:. a = 
prohibition*of the testin, and deployment of anti-satellite weapons.
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(Mr. £1 Reedv. Egypt)

I would now like to turn to the question of the prevention of an aims
matter which, after extensive debates during the spring session,

At that time I explained Egypt's position

race
in outer space, a
we agreed to include on our agenda, in this respect and emphasized the fact that, since the beginning of the second 
half of this century, in the General Assembly of the United Nations and, in

the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, Egypt hadparticular, in the Committee on continually advocated the need for an agreement to prohibit the use of outer 
space for military purposes and to restrict its use to peaceful purposes in 
furtherance of the interests and progress of mankind. Although agreement was 
reached in 1967 on the "Principles Governing the Activities of States in the _ 
Exuloration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies , 
15 years after the adoption of that Treaty we still lack an international agreement 
prohibiting the arms race in outer space and restricting its use to peaceful
purposes.

The rapid progress in modern technology and the space sciences cal^s for an 
early approach to this item through an ad hoc working group endowed with a general, 
comprehensive and non-specific mandate within the framework of which it would be 
able to address all aspects of the problem, including the question of anti-satellite
systems.

We are naturally aware of the complexities and ramifications of this question. 
During the first part of this session last spring, therefore, we proposed that -he 
secretariat should prepare a full collection of all the background documents 
and pro00sals relating to this question so that we could identify the various 
stages through which it has passed. This would undoubtedly save muchtime and 
effort which would otherwise be spent in the informal consultations which ave een 
proposed to deal with this question.
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Mr. SUTHESiia. (Indonesia): Mr. Chairman, I have to request your indulgence and 
that of the distinguished delegates because I need to take the floor again, very 
briefly, at this plenary meeting.

I have the honour to introduce formally, on behalf of the Group of 21, 
document CD/329 containing a craft mandate for a working group on the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space (item 7 of our agenda).

During the discussion on item 7 both at plenary meetings and at informal 
meetings of the Committee, the need for the establishment of an ad hoc working group^ 
to deal with this item has been widely acknowledged. In the view of the Group of 21, 
the exchange of views we have had so far on this subject has revealed to us that 
there is already a basis for substantive negotiations. The draft mandate as 
contained in CD/329 has been formulated by the Group of 21 in such a way as to 
accommodate the different views that have so far been reflected in our deliberations, 
with a view to enabling the Committee to undertake substantive negotiations on this 
subject during the first part of 1933 session.

CD/PV.186

(Mr. Sutresna, Indonesia)

It is the wish of the Group of 21 that the Committee should adopt a decision 
on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 7 and its terms of 
reference at this particular session.Group of 21, is in*line with what the Committee on Disarmament has been called upon 
to do by the recently concluded Unispace Conference in Vienna.

Such a decision, in the view of the

Mr. EHDI3,3ILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Allow me, Mr. Chairman, 
on behalf of the Mongolian delegation, to offer you our best wishes as Chairman of 
the.Committee for the month of September and for the intervening period up to the 
opening of our spring session; we are sure that you will make an important 
contribution during this critical, period of the work of the Committee on Disarmament 
at its 1982 session.

I have asked for the floor in order to express my delegation's satisfaction at 
the document — CD/329 — just introduced by the distinguished representative of 
Indonesia, Ambassador Sutresna.

The Mongolian delegation is prepared to study that document with a view to enabling the Committee on the basis of that proposal and of document CD/272, which 
/as submitted by the Mongolian delegation during the spring part of our session, in 
due course, to formulate a mandate for an ad hoc working group on item 7 of its 
agenda so that it can start work as soon as possible next year.
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(U Maung Maun g Gyi, Burma)

have not as yet been able
The

this vary

£T£X 22 eKcUvelydiscussions alse^revcaled^that^there^is^a^consensus^of^opinion.that^this is ^
for outer space, which is defined as ‘'the province of all 

national jurisdiction of States, and issues dealing
should of necessity have an

should be
a propitious start 
mankind", is not under the 
with the activities of States in outer space 
international perspective.

The deliberations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space have diseased tÜat there appear to te différence, in approach on how to achieve 
agreement or agreements. For this reason it would perhaps be appropriate to dea. 
with this matter from a broad perspective.

What we have learnt from our discussions here is that the prevention of an 
race in ouïer space Î, a very complex issue as it involves an array of hish-technolory 
weapons in various stages of development, some operational or near-operational, 
other*1 in the stages of experiment and development, and many others stxll m the 
realm"*of theoretical scientific possibility. Under the circumstances it would be 
difficult to define - scope -the^P^^rohibitc^tili^r^

SLr-nri^Ulc^^c^u/^S^S^ KSracicn^ Use

^dS^t::^tSSttir:ta^^e?tI1rs°ner;it^ctlesJo.ern^ 

the prevention cf an arms race in cuter space. The inclusion ofJjT^taking 
undertake further measures in such an approach could meet th. need for taking

recuired for the non-armament of outu. space, m tni
the kind courtesy of the delegation of

. Arthur C. Clarke,

arms

difficult to resolve

practical stops that are
connection, it has been our privilege, bySri Lanka, to listen to the very illuminating statement made by what

t: ™r;ni=h 2 s'ssïï?' r ^
the weapons of the future is to prevent tnem over ^"^Taraed forces can no longer 
SS£Ti2 the,"can premise is the "destruction cf the attacker."
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(Hr. Tellalov. Bulgaria)

One positive result of the 1532 session is the increased attention given oy -he 
Consistée tc the question of the rreventior. cf an arts race in outer roace. The 
proposal submitted by the delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic on the 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this question and the craft rannate it 
contained net with a positive response in the Connûttee.

It is to be regretted that the opposition of the United States cf America has made 
impossible tc undertake concrete negotiations with a view tc preventing the extension 

cf the arms race to outer space.
it

The delegations of the socialist countries will continue their efforts towards
They note with satisfaction the awareness ofthe solution of this urgent question, 

its importance shown by the delegations of the Group cf 21, wnicn su emitted a craft 
mandate two cays ago, and seme western States.

CD/PV.ld?
21

(Mr. Fields, United States)

During our su.amer session, the Committee returned to tne question of whether 
additional mas control measures affecting outer space would oe desiraole. Our 
informal discussions were informative and productive. In my view, these discussion^ 
provided an aepropriate perspective for further consideration, of th^ issue, 
sned light on the larq- body of international law already- contained in existing 
agreements which constrain tne possibilities for m arms race in cuter space, 
discussions also pointed up the fact that activities in oute. sp-wc it- ^
both for peaceful as well as aggressive purposes and revealed that our mam concern 
snoulti be about programmes which nave aggressive charac weri-,-ic_. the anti-satellite weapon programme of the Soviet Union has caused otner nations, 
including my own, to take due notice of the potential threat to systems on whicn wo 
all depend for such important functions as navigation, communications, sarly warning 
of nuclear attack and monitoring of arms control agreements.

They

The

In particular,

a large number of delegations in this Committee have not yet^ 
contrioutad to aur consideration of the question of outer space arms control. The 
subject bears further scrutiny, and I continue to believe that tne most oiiicion

issues is through the mechanism of in.orma_

Nevertheless,

way to pursue our examination of these 
meetings of the Committee.

few words regarding the two working groups which 
did not meet during this session. My delegation v/as certainly prepared to resume 
work on both negative security.assurances and the coaprenensive programme of

Regarding the comprehensive programme, we look forv/aro to resuming
report to the General Assamsly at its

I would also like to say a

disarmament. 
our work next session so that we can
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(Mr. Garcia Moritan, Argentina)

He would also like to place particular emphasis on.^^^SÎ'Situîc'^
oc-lesation’s view, as a result of its own exper on^ , ^ 3ession, the Committee
and consequently leads it to egress regru ^ • » !" - „ a-.ns race in outerhas not set up an a^hoc working group on the prevention of^n arns rac^in o
space and the prohibition of the use of saudiitus for *“?;'*!inL‘ atPthe 
delegation would lik" to point out that- our wor . snoux■ . a”_,e surprise, certain
demilitarization of outer space. Je have h^arc, not " ^ 'ti of* outer soacestatements in which speakers have =latr.ed tant ^ demUxtarazation ^ ^ -
is unrealistic or no longer possible. -c ^;t^r°eptain military advantages or

Satellites are already

!1y

occasions, in connection with attempts vOto divert attention from the real problems of disarmament. as mv countrv
used for military purposes to a considéra, lc *nu ■>!£-.- ’ Atlantic
learned, with grievous consequences, curing the conf-ict n » colorialist Power, 
when United States satellites were placed at the service of the oolOHialist^owe*
It is appropriate to remind members tnet, at p’r ^ of thc military

affected by that means.satellites in orbit were for military purposes 
conmunications of one of the Superpowers are

My delegation wonders whether discuss this situation or carefully to avoid doing so in order to maintain the
existing Power relationships.

the task of the Committee on Disarmament is to
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(The 'Thairsar.)

The problem of preventing an arms race in outer space has recently become 
particularly pressing and urgent.

The approach to the consideration of this question must be constructive, 
aimed at the prevention of the further militarization of space and the ’use cf 
contemporary scientific and technical achievements for peaceful purposes.

1 think it would not be superfluous to recall that the General Assembly also 
recognized the value of the resumption of bilateral negotiations between the USSR 
and the Ur.ited States of America on the prevention cf an aims race in outer space.

CD/PV.1S9

(llr. kac ■Cacher., Canada)

Another area for progress is the subject of weapons for use in outer space.
Thus issue has been described as the first arms control problem or tne twenty—- rr~ v 
century. I urge the Committee to begin as scon as pcssaole its essentia^, tasu: of 
defining the legal and other issues necessary to build upon the cuter space legal 

Canada contributed to this cbjecoive in a working paper tabled here last 
Verification is likely to loom large, as it ices for a nuclear

The expanding programme of verification research in Canada
*7e intend to participate actively in this

regime. test ban andsummer.
a chemical weapons ban.
will seek to identify possible solutions.

It is the vie-.' of the Government of Canada that it is rime to establish awork.
working group on this subject.

four Canadian priorities for 1925»1 have focused on four important issues, 
on which 1 wished to put Canada's position strongly:

Canada will press for progress tcvard the objective of a comprehensive nuclear 
test ban;

Canada will press for a mere effective non-proliferation regime;

Canada will press for a convention to prohibit chemical weapons;

towards the objective cf prohibiting all weaponsCanada will press for progress 
for use in outer space.

These are issues where there are prospects for genuine progress and where progress 
can make a direct contribution to mutual security.
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(Mr. Don Nan.ilra, Kenya)

(e) Prevention of an arms race in outer space. Hera, the onus is on the
shoulders of the W^h “^^^^leg^thfooiers^oncerne^refrain frSo
such an arms race cannot be attained unie t0 3top and prevent

ss’Sü’^srîhSîrsr^s.îi- i-*» -f «*«**•—
agreements on the subject.

As vou know i-he Group of 21 has already proposed a mandate for a working group 
on th^8prevention of on ams race in outer apace
significance of concluding agreements or * „ st tlme possible, preferably
the establishment of such a working group nrieritv nature of this issueduring this session of the Committee ^.^soi^on 3?tf3 o? 91982. 

recognized by the General Assembly in its resolution p t ?

The report of the ?cond United Hâtions »82,
i^containe^in^documLi^A/CONFtlOl/lO^an^àhoul^be regarded and used as an 

important document in this regard.

was

CD/PV.190
- 14

(Mr. Genscher, Federal Republic of Germany)

Finally, great importance also attaches, in my Government's view, to 
control measures designed to prevent an arms build-up in ou er spac . *

particular attention to this field as we.- in tneon Disarmament will have to pay 
future.

CD/PV.190
20

(Mrs. Thaorin. Sweden)

We areRecent events have drawn our attention to a special space problem, 
informed that nuclear power reactors are used on board certain satell-tes.
are concerned that the malfunction of such satellites can pose hazards to -he

sources in orbit should

We

population and the environment. The use of nuclear power 
therefore be subject to vhe same kind of regulations as those adopted xor e 
use of nuclear power on earth. Such regulations must be internationally accepted 
since the malfunction of a soace craft with a nuclear power source may affect

important that the work on international
in the United NationsIt is, therefore,almost any country.

safety regulations which has been going on for some years 
Committee'on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space be completed expeditiously.



CD/PV.190
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

The military utilization of outer space has assumed increasing importance. 
In fact the majority of the satellites launched in the last two decades have had

It is known that considerable efforts are being made toa military mission.
develop anti-satellite systems and such systems have already been tested in outer 

Important resources have also been committed to studying and developing
The extension of an arms race intospace.

technologies for space-based A3M systems.
outer space is a matter of grave concern to the international community.

clearly reflected at the Second United Nations Conference on the 
Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (UNISPACE c2'.

This
concern was

If unchecked, developments in this field will accelerate into another ruinous
and destabilizing arms race, 
themselves should — before it is too late — make a determined effort to further 
limit the military use of outer space and to prohibit anti-satellite and AoM warfare.

The international community and the space Powers

The General Assembly has, in two resolutions (37/99 D and 37/35), requested 
the Committee on Disarmament to consider taking up the question of the military

The Committee should,utilization of outer space for substantive consideration. 
therefore, as a matter of urgency establish a working group on this subject at 
the very beginning of this session.

uj/iV.in
14

Unit;! Sect?3Mr. -use.

I should else lice a: say a cried verd about further arms control measures 
affecting outer space. The United States has been the leader in the peaceful 
exploration end use cf outer space. Vie inter.-, to continue this leadership role. 
Some of these activities in outer space ore important to cur r.atirnal security 
and that rf our allies. They help tc monitor the peace, to warn of the threat 
cf war, to ensure proper ccremand and control cf our armed forces ucrii-vidc, 
tc preserve our deterrent capability, and to assist in the verification of arms 
control agreements. The limitai Unclear Teat Bar. Treaty, the lÿcî Outer Space 
Treaty, the Zr.vironmental Modification Convention, and the Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Treaty, which is one of the SALT I agreements, all have important arms 
control provisions affecting cuter space. Some are new ashing cf us all whether 
additional measures right bo celled far and if so of what kind? The United States 
tees net ha.ve a simple answer to that question, and v-e are continuing tc study 

Clearly, the conditions do not exist which would make negotiations 
appropriate. We are, however, prepared to exchange views with ether members cf 
this Committee, and believe the Committee she
systematic vay, a mere systematic way than it has dene in the past.

this issue.

address the matter in a very
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(Mr. Onkellnx, Belgium)
The Committee could also contemplate a siiiilar role in the matter of the

We hope that it will be possible toprevention of an arras race in outer space, reach agreement quickly on a mandate for a working group to deal with this
question.

We suggest that for a start this subsidiary body should, after thorough 
consideration, define the questions to be discussed with a vie* to the Prevention 

ares race in outer space. To begin with, a studyof aninternational agreements referring to this matter, so as 
elaboration might be necessary.

CD/FV.192
23

(It:. Herdî:r, C-err.gr I?o.-o orotic Rorutlio)

- Many 'of ' us-f en aras root' in outer space.
: -ir.irrity of States at the thirty-seventh sossitu 

The- result v;ss resolution 37/33 which
It is

Sor.o remarks on the prevent 
have been witness to the efforts 
for the adoption of a joint resolution, 
wo consider to be a gond basis for negotiations in this Cemioteo. 
unfortunate that a single State opposed the consensus.

In the above—mentioned so—called ,r3ef'cnse Guidelines" it is cecloreo too » 
outer snace operations "add ? new dimension to cur military capeciu.i vie;.. 
must make sure that treaties end agreements do no* block opportunities uo devoxop 
such capabilities". The question arises whether the international conr.-n_ty 
will again be- faced with accomplished foots? Should it net be pcs side to 
counter such "eff-rfs by elaborating an international treaty prohibiting the. 
stationing of wearons of =ny kind, in outer space? Vo support the estab-isnmcn. 
of a working group for this purpose, with a corresponding mandate.

CD/PV.192
33

(Mr. Li Luye, China)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is also an important question.
The dynamic development of soace science and technology has opened up prospects for 
man’s conquest of the universe. While being inspired by the achievements alreacy 
made in this respect, people are deeply concerned about the fact that the major ■- 
with enormous space capabilities are extending their arms race into outer space.
Fo1* years they have been spending huge sums of money on the development o space

Anti-satellite weapons have already been manufactured and research on laser
In recent years, the military

Their ever-
weaponry.
weapons and particle-beam weapons has intensified.
activities of these Powers have also been intensified in outer space, 
increasing rivalry has already made "space war" no longer a figment of science 
fiction, but a growing component part of their respective global strategies, 
a dangerous trend must be stopped promptly.

Such

China consistently maintains that outer space should be used solely for peaceful 
purposes, and it attaches importance to international co-operation for the peaceful use 
of outer space. We hold that an international legal instrument on the prohibition o 
an arms race in outer space should be elaborated through negotiations. 10 Ui,^s en. 9

in favour of the establishment by the Committee on Disarmament of an appropriate 
It is true that it is a rather complicated problem to prevent

confident that a solution can
we are
ad hoc working group.
the militarization of outer space. Nevertheless we are 1nalways be found to any difficult and complicated problem, proviced all States

. .4 4. W
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(Mr. Alessi, Italy)

Tvo resolutions relating to. the prevention of an aras race in outer space were 
adopted by the General assembly at its thirty-seventh session, by a very large 
majority. Their adoption was preceded by intense negotiations among various interested 
delegations ; although it did not prove possible to overcome certain differences of 
views and present a single resolution, these resolutions form a useful frame of 
reference for the continuation of our discussions on agenda item 7.

These discussions should take place in the most suitable framework, such as an 
ad hoc working group with an appropriate mandate.

The very first obstacle which will have to be faced is the absence of consensus 
as to the precise subject of our negotiations. In order to overcome this obstacle, a 
collective effort is necessary to facilitate the discussion and defini tien, after 
thorough examination, of the various questions to be dealt with in the negotiation of 
effective and verifiable measures to prevent an arms race in outer space.

Resolution 37/î'9 D indicates that, among these questions, that of. ensuring the 
immunity of satellites through the negotiation of an effective apd verifiable 
prohibition cf anti-satellite systems is the most -urgent. It is of course net the 
only one ; there are other questions, toe, which we are like-vise prepared to examine 
and discuss. It has been observed that spacecraft, by their nature, lend 
themselves particularly well to international co-operation. Our experience in this 
area confirms this observation and, in our view, increases the urgency of 
strengthening the legal protection afforded to the space objects of all nations: the 
progress made, by the European Space Agency during the past ten years sets an example 
in this regard; my country shortly intends to launch, from a platform off the coast 
cf Kenya, the fifth of the "SAIT MARCO DL" scientific satellites, whose activities 
in the spheres of teledetection and climatology arë of interest to all countries, 
particularly those in the tropical zone.

Positive achievements towards the prevention cf an arms race in outer space will 
serve as a powerful stimulus for the peaceful use cf space and international 
co-operation for the benefit of all -'o un tries.

C2/PV.195
14

i, J-znan)T
\------- « -

My country recognizes that recent remarkable progress in science anc 
■ technology for the development of cuter space, while opening up very premising 

possibilities fer the future cf mankind, gives rise, at the same time, tc concerns 
over the possible extension cf an arms race into outer space in the near future. 
Rased on such recognition, we have pointed cut that the commencement last year in 
the Committee cn Disarmament of consideration of the item, "Prevention of an arms 
race in cuter space", was quite timely and opportune. Although this is a complex 
issue and can entail many complications, we hope that the Committee cn Disarmament 
will continue to give serious consideration to this matter.



It would bo superfluous to dwell on anythin5 so obvious os the n-_sd for tnu
1 should like to soy that w-o connot occcpt theHowever,provention of nuclear war. 

idea that this question should bo d-..r.ic with in tho brood or context of th«e prevention
While it is self-evident that any war should bu prevented and 

it is also true that war has been witn roan since his earliest days and that
Such

of war in general. 
avoided,oil efforts to eliminate it from the conduct of nations have proved fruitless.^ 
efforts should constantly continue, but the beginning of the atomic ago in 1943 
brought with it the possibility of a conflict in which nuclear weapons might be used 
with such horrifying properties as to endanger the Vury survival oi th... human race. 
This fully justifies the initiation in approoriate forums - and tne Committee on 
Disarmament is one — of a search for pactical measures to reduce and if possible
eliminate tne risks of the outorc' ' of - nuclear v*r.

too --- outer space; and the 
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(Mr. Carasales, Argentina,1

Outer space should be used solely for peaceful activities, but in fact it is 
already being üsed for military purposes, and the plans and projects under way augur a 
growing and expanded militarization.

CD/FV.193
M

(: .a, Tcilalov, iulgaria)

In the view of the delegation of the People's Republic of "uln^ria the
without delay,Committee ought, at its present session, to decide on tnc oprininr 

of negotiations on the prohibition of the stationing cf weapons of any kind ir. 
outcrsracc. Judging from the results of the thirty-seventh session of the 
United Nations General Assembly or. this issue, the conclusion may be drawn that 
there is now a wider basis for working, one a generally acceptable mand-te for - 

•;o are resolutely for the creation of an ad hoc working croup 
-.ro ready for consultations and co -operation with all

At the same time we vigorously croos. any suggestions 
'■‘dorses the l'tter in a more systematic way",

working grown. 
on this subject, and
interested del.-gâtions, 
to simply '• exchange views", or 
as a substitute for çenuinv noffti-tions.

f:
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On the prevention of an arras race in 
position in support of the undertaking of 
military or hostile use of outer spac". 
establishment of an ad hoc working gr up 
General Assembly in its resolution 37/33- 
for a common approach on this subject.

outer space, my delegation reiterates its 
concrete measures that would prohibit any 

best way to tackle this would be the
the subject, as was recommended by the 

Last year my delegation expressed the hope 
It is our hope again that the draft mandate 

prooosed^by the Group of 21 in document CD/329 will be accepted 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on the subject.

as a basis for the

CD/PV.I94
13

uir. Berg, Norway )

The prevention of an arris race in cuter space is becoming an increasingly 
Recent technological ieveicpments demonstrate that furtherimportant task.

international instruments beyond the cuter space treaty of ISbJ are essential, 
particular, and as a first step, attention should be focused on the development of 
anti-satellite weapons and their destabilizing effects on international security.
To this end, Norway co-sponscred last year a General Assembly resolution on the 
prevention of an arms race in cuter space and the prohibition of anti-satellite

This resolution calls for further measures and appropriate international

In

systems.
negotiations in accordance with the 19^7 Treaty, such as the establishment of a 
working group on cuter space in the '"’cmmittee on Disarmament.

Ity Government believes that an intensification of the Committee's activity in 
this field is desirable and that the deliberations will benefit from adequate 
assistance from experts. We would hope that the major space Powers would offer 
such assistance in order tc expedite the Committee's work. Other countries ought 
to draw on available expertise as well. Per our part we should like to follow 
closely the work of the Committee also in this area, while drawing on our own 
experts. Many of the issues involved may seem ccmplex and maybe even remote today. 
We are convinced, however, that these are issues with a major bearing on future 
strategic stability and therefore on the security of all of us.

CD/PV.193
41

(Mr. Ijewere, Nigeria)

Before closing I should like to speak briefly on two major items of special
The first is the problem of an arms race in outer space.concern to my delegation.

It is our view, which we have held consistently, that outer space must be a zone 
of peace to be used for the benefit of all mankind, 
made by this Committee to implement General Assembly resolution 37/83 calling upon 
it to establish an ad hoc working group on the subject at the beginning of the 
1983 session, with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects

Serious efforts should be

in outer space.

CD/PV.193
44

(Mr. Terrefe, Ethiopia)

o Hto o
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'Mr. Ahmad, Pakistan)

Our delegation also hopes that a working group on the prevention of an arms race 
in outer space will be established to commence work at this session of the Committee. 
In view of the breathtaking developments in the area of warfare in outer space, it is 
imperative that' serious negotiations begin immediately to prevent the emergence of 
new frontiers of the arms race. There is no longer any doubt as to the imminence of 
the development of the s»-called futuristic weapons for use in space, 
writer, Tîalph K. Bennet, in an article entitled "Struggle for Supremacy in Space", 
has the following tc say in this regard: "A secret race is taking place in private 
and government laboratories around the United G cates, and in huge military-scientific 
complexes inside the Soviet Union, to see who will perfect a new generation of 
weapons of blinding speed and destructiveness. Such weapons could destroy all the 
satellites in the sky in a few minutes,'and also any ICBM warheads in the upper 
atmosphere before they start on their ballistic paths back tc targets on earth".
These are portents of a critical time ahead of us.

An American

uc/pv.l?d
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v - 'r. Jaysxcdty, Sri Lanka)

1982 was aLet me leave aside this planet for a while and turn to outer space.
V/e witnessed some spectacularsignificant year where outer space was concerned. 

feats by the United States and the USSR in which man demonstrates his genius, talent, 
skill and courage.
we so willed it and at the same time alerted us to dangers that lurk not so far away. 
The "UNISPACE 1982" conference came out with a blueprint for genuine international 
co-operation in the exploration and peaceful use of outer space, but it did not fail 
to remind us of the dangerous trends new under way tc make that environment a new 
arena of the arms race. We in this Committee have had a few opportunities to examine 
the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. My delegation was 
happy to bring to the Committee someone who speaks knowledgeably about the question. 
We failed to set up a working group here last year but we kept the issue alive at the 
thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly.

These feats reminded us cf what great benefits we could draw if

We take a very positive view of the wide sponsorship of General Assembly' 
resolution 37/83 and the support that was extended to it.
efforts of many in New York were insufficient to ensure that there was only one 
resolution. Although disappointed, we are net disheartened, 
is universal endorsement of the proposal that urgent action must commence on 
negotiating an agreement or agreements which will prevent outer space from being 
used for the arms race. Several distinguished representatives who preceded me

Interesting suggestions and 
practical ideas have been put forward as to how this Committee could proceed on 
this question. My delegation wishes that the Committee should set up at this 
session a working group that can start work at an early date. The drafting of a 
mandate, we feel, should not become a. further source of discord in the Committee.
The question is of concern tc all States, although only a very few share outer space 
activity amongst themselves. My delegation earnestly hopes that the Committee wilx 
be able to arrive at am unanimous and early decision on how further work on the

Regrettably, the best

We feel that there

have spoken on the subject in constructive terms.

iss’le d hr- «■V -
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Terse. France)f?Ir. dc la

CD/TV.194
.1 rr4t j

(Mr. Oul-Rouis, Algeria)

The growing militarization of apace — another subject of concern to the 
international community — is likely to lead to the conversion of outer space into 
a theatre of confrontation between the major Powers.

Outer space is the heritage of humanity and should be reserved exclusively for
This is our deep-seated conviction and wepeaceful uses for the benefit of all. 

feel obliged, therefore, to stress the imperative need to prevent an arms race in
outer space.

The participants in the "UNISPACE '32" conference held in Vienna last August 
invited States possessing major space caoabilities to contribute actively to 
negotiations aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space while refraining from 
any action running counter to that objective.

At its last session the General Assembly adopted a resolution on similar lines 
in which it requested the Committee on Disarmament to establish an ad hoc working 
group with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or 
agreements to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space.

rrt 
.



I would now lik' tc touch briefly upon a natter which vre also believe tc be 
important and prew.ing, 1 an referring to the need to proceed without delay to 
negotiations "'on the prohibit? o- or 
space. It wo-"7d not be enough to repeat the performance of exchanging viev/c on 
this problem in the Co.. nt+e. . 'Vhat we and many others insist upon is the immediate 
establishment ox in. ad noc working .croup on this subject with an appropriate mandate, 
which could prooeeo with the actual negotiations. v

e,. static-ing of weapons of any hind in outer

CD/ rV .155
10

(Mr. Shall!, Morocco)

The extension of the arms race to outer space is 3 subject of &:eat concern 
to the international community. The ever-increasing trend towards tne ^ 
militarization of outer space will, if we are not careful, make it a new oa.de- 
field, which can only add to the uncertainties and insecurity that already prevail
on our planet.

Our duty is to do everything possible to reserve outer space exclusively for 
peaceful purposes and tc preserve it as the common heritage of mankind.

in that environmentAvar^ of the need to remove the danger which an arms race 
would mean for all mankind, the United lotions General Assembly, m its 
resolutions 3?/35 and 37/99 D, 'îrged us to take appropriate measures to tha. era.

smsmsmmwto the conclusion of an agreement cr agreements, as appropriate, ^ pr.ve... — 
in all its aspects in outer space.arms race

CB/P7.195
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Romania ;

As the Yearbook published by STPRI in 1392 stresses, at least throe quarters 
of all satellites are used for militaire purposes, and the majority are closely 
linked with the development of ne:/ strategies for the use cf weapons of mass 
destruction. The Romanian delegation therefore believes that the starting of 
negotiations for the prevention of an arms 
the sucject of cur discussions this year.
working group of the Committee on this question without further delay.

race in outer space ought also to be 
aj arc in favour of the setting up of a
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Herp a»-?in I would like to refer to the difficult situation ir. which tee 
countries of the third world find therselves. These countries _ h,.ve c. cirset
security interest in ensuring th: c cuter space above their territories ie not ^ 
used for military purposes that -c.J er/t .ngcr these countries, •-•hith lacx tne 
means to protect themselves.

A few weeks ago, or rather a few iays ago, reports were circulated in the 
medic, about the likelihood that a nuclear-powered satellite would crash mto.thc- 
earth. V/e witnessed the preparations undertaken by several developed countries 
to protect themselves against such ar. eventuality on thej.r territories.
'r-wpver, we did net hear of similar preparations in the third world countries 
fer the simule but obvious reason that most cf then do net possess the necessary

loss this r. t provide all <'f us with a warning 
of the use of spa .e for military purposes?

facilities for civil protection.
of the possible ccnsec.ounces

of ncn-nucloar-woapon o ta tes, m-tny of which re third world 
committed thorns"Ives V renunciation of the nuclear option in

the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and to establish a regime which could be the starting point for 
the final elimination of nuclear weapons, the cessation of nuclear weapon tesvs 
ana the use of nuclear energy exclusively for peacesul purposes.

A large number
ha.v-.countries, 

order tc .-cntribute to the intern ti -r.v.l endeavours to halt

With theachiovod.cf these objectives has beer.Unfortunately, none 
passing of time, the issue becomes even mere complicated.

the rvu cl ear-weapon States to try to
V/e appeal toTherefore, we once again call upon 

understand the critical situation with which we are all faced, 
them ir. this Committee tc take steps to put an end to the state of paralysis 
from '..'hi "h we are suffering. It is our earnest hope the . we will be a ole vO 
be,win t.: diseh-.rge cur mission of achieving nuclear disunnaneni, .ailing nu.wj.es- 
tests, securing guarantees for the non—nudear-weapon States, preventing the 
outbreak cf a nu clétr war and endeavouring to ensure that spate us uses onl} for
peo.ceful purposes.

CD/FV.197
10

(Mr. Sutresna, Indonesia)

Before concluding, my delegation would like to reiterate the importance of the 
task cf the Committee concerning the prevention cf an arms race m outer space.
It is generally recognised that the extension of the arms race to outer space 
will net only exhaust valuable resources which would otherwise be more appropriately 
used for relieving mankind cf hunger and poverty, but will certainly also increase
t'ne danger of wnr, nuclear or conventional, on the earth. It is therefore
incumbent upon all members of tue Committee tc ensure that resolution j'7/H) of the
General Assembly calling upon the Committee to establish, an ad noo working group
to deal with the subject in the first part cf the 1>'35 session will be duly 
imolomented. In this connection, my delegation is confident that the Committee

'ronorec b” the Grow-. ofwj 1" seriouslv consider tnc d-aft ate -iC

CT/rv.195
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'hlr. II Ateay, Z-yrt;
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(Mr. Wabuge, ’Kenya)

My delegation is gravely concerned that the Committee has not yet adopted
We believeits agenda for 1983 and the work programme for its current session, 

that one possible compromise could be reached along the following lines which I 
present to the Committee for its consideration :

One, accept prevention of nuclear war as a separate item on the agenda of 
the Committee on Disarmament as proposed by the Group of 21 in its carefully 
drafted working paper contained in document CD/341 *

Two, have the proposed items 9 and 10 discussed under the existing 
items 2 and 5> respectively, of the Committee's agenda, with the proviso that 
these subitems be given identifiable status with separate working groups and 
appropriate mandates, subject to negotiation;

adopt the agenda and work programme of the Committee as above ;

Four, re-establish the working groups as they existed in 1982 and retain 
the chairmanships of the working groups on a nuclear tost ban and on negative 
security assurances as they were in 1982 ; and

Five, transfer everything else, including the creation of a nev; working group 
on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, to informal consultations 
which should start as soon as possible.

My delegation believes that a procedure along the lines of the above practical 
proposals would lead to an early resolution of the deadlock in our procedural 
discussions. My delegation stands ready to continue participating actively in 
the work of this Committee. For indeed disarmament, like socio-economic 
development, is the most urgent and serious problem facing mankind today.
Paragraph 18 of the Final Document provides an answer to our failure to achieve 
this goal :
acute and urgent task of the present day. 
we must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament

Three

"Removing the threat of a world war— a nuclear war— is the most
Mankind is confronted with a choice:

or face annihilation".

CD/FV.19S
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t'. r. Issraolyar.,

And lastly, there is agenda iter 7, the prevention, cf an arms race in cuter
The- majority of delegations are truly ready, as they have been i:. the pass,space.

to undertake practical negotiations or. this question, cut last year one delegation 
prevented the adoption of a decision to set up a vrrkinj .group on it. 
position of that delegation has changed, ve can only welcome the fact.

If the
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Çllr. Vidas, Yugoslavia'

Ve attach equal importance to the establishment of a working group cn the
The-oe two working groups could workprevention of an arms race in cuter space, 

in such a manner as to cover all problems in which the members of the Committee
These are two vast and -urgent issues of complex

It is, therefore, necessary 
The Group of 21,

have expressed an interest.
contents whose consideration would take some time, 
for these two working groups to start work as soon as possible, 
which has put forward these requests, has proceeded from realistic assumptions 
and expects an in-depth and substantive consideration of the above issues.

CD/PY.203
7

Mr. KOHIYES (Hungary):

The main subject of this statement is the prevention of an arms race in outer 
The timeliness of this problem may be proven from various angles. Historyspace.

could be called on, since it is thé bicentenary this year of th- occasion when 
the first representative of mankind soared in a balloon to conquer the third 
dimension — the space above. One could mention the rapid tempo ol tnab. vertical 

from ITS* to the first flight of the Wright brothers, a oeriod ofadventure :
120 years './as rucuircti• from then to the launching of the first Soviet sputnik, 
that is, the beginning of the space age. it took only some 50 years, and 12 years

However, I dolater Neil Armstrong could ta::c '-the first great atep of mankind'', 
not intend to steal. about the various stages of the discovery of the universe, 
'hat I wish to underline in some detail is a rather gloomy side oi that brigrt 

I wish to trove that since the space age dav'ned upon us, the dangerpicture.
has never been greater and more acute than now, the danger of witnessing the 
common heritage of mankind turn into the arena of an unprecedented arms race 
may bring unforeseeable threats to the destiny of the world, 
contribution I wish to call attention to the urgent need for resolute action in

which
In this modest

this important field. My points are the following.

First, the danger of an arms race in outer space is a real and rapidly growing
one.

Secondly, the present trend, union would result in a less secure world with an 
ever higher level of armaments, can only he prevented through negotiations.

Thirdly, negotiations can only plug this channel of the arms race effectively 
if the problem is treated in a comprehensive manner and with a view to increasing 
the security of all States.

Fourthly, the solution of the proclem py way of negotiations cannot hear any 
further delay.



CD/PV.203
8

(Mr. Komives, Hungary'

Well, let me try to prove my points.

A review of recent developments concerning outer space can lead to alarming 
The achievements in various fields of science and technology, whichconclusions.

require tremendous amounts of material and human resources, are devoted at an 
increasing rate not to the peaceful uses of outer space but to its growing 
militarization.
Nevertheless, the lack of any progress in our discussion on the item and the 
failure of efforts to start concrete negotiations on it prompt me to quote some

This trend cannot be any novelty to the members of the Committee.

facts and figures.

Western press sources speak about a vast expansion of United States military
According to American administration officials, "theoperations in outer space, 

purpose of the surge into military space operations is to enable American forces 
to fight more effectively in a prolonged conventional or nuclear war..." 
(International Herald Tribune, 20 October 19^2 ). The New York limes, referring to 
the five-year "Defense Guidance" that provides strategic direction for the armed 
forces, outlines the Reagan administration's military space programme. In the 
next five years the administration plans to increase spending on military operations 
in space by more than 10 per cent a year, which means an increase even faster than 
the 7 per cent annual increase in the over-all military budget. On 19 October 19^2 
the paper wrote the following: 'The money would support the testing of an 
American ASAT, the development of a space-based ballistic missile defense system^ 
using lasers, more research on particle-beam weapons, construction of space-shuttle 
launching facilities for military operations, and the continuation of present 
satellite programs. In addition, looking somewhat farther in the future, thv 
Pentagon is supporting conceptual studies of space stations and spaceplanus with
military roles."

These developments, and perhaps many others as yet unknown to the public, 
alarm even American experts on foreign policy and defence technology. They fear 
says The New York Times — that time is running out, if an outer space arms race is

Such developments are being justified by contending that theto be prevented.
United States has fallen behind the Soviet Union in that area.

the relevance to the matter in question
let me make threeWithout challenging now the validity or 

of these assertions, and without going into technical details
short comments on this score.

I do not believe that we are facing any new phenomenon here whenFirst,
certain circles are trying to create an atmosphere in which they wile not havv- ..ny 
difficulty in selling such programmes as the ones mentioned in the American press.

President Eisenhower said about the nature of the military-Recalling what the late 
industrial complex, I have no doubts that this, unfortunately, is not the last one 
of such campaigns. The present campaign, however, reminds me of a similar space 
alarm that was sounded after the launching of the first Soviet sputnik. At that

the technical challenge of the sputnik,time, the "missile gap hysteria1' built upon
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Çfr. Komives, Hungary)

•exploited by the American side to carry out unprecedented programmes ofwas
nuclear missile development, in addition to the acceleration of space research.
As the periodical Newsweek has put it, recalling those times :
Pentagon and the defense industry were quite willing to close the (non-existent)

Not one but six different U3 strategic missile systems on the boards -
were pushed through to

"Unsurprisingly, the

missile gap.
Atlas, Titan, Minutoman, Thor, Jupiter and Polaris

By the early 1960s a real miss il-- gap did in fact appear, ona favoringcompletion.
the United States’1 (Newsweek, 16 October 1982 ).

Secondly, it is a question of decisive importance whether the State concerned 
is ready to settle the problem by political means, through negotiations, taking 
into consideration the security int-rest of the partner and the world in general.
So far, unfortunat-ly, only one of the partners has given proof of such readiness 
to negotiate, and what is even more important, to come to agreement.

Thirdly, the Secretary of Defense in the Carter administration, Mr. Harold Brown, 
considered — in the words of the International Herald Tribune — by members of 
Congress, military officials and military contractors to be the best-qualified 
technician to have been Defense Secretary, said :
is ahead of the USSR in these military support uses for space" (International Herald 
Tribune, 20 October 19c2 /.

"3y and large, the United States

If wo try to got an answer to th_ question iT-,'hat purposes are served by space 
programmes?', we can draw conclusions from various documents and statements by 
military leaders. Let me quote from a knowledgeable source.
Lt. General Richard C. Henry, deputy commander of the newly organized Space Command,

It is n theaterit is a place.'Space is r.ct a mission ,
It is now time tnat wc treat it as a theater ot operations .

'The United States space program
declared on that scor- : Theof operations.
Defense Guidance - elaborates on this by saying - 

will contribute to the deterrence of an attack on the United 3tit-s or,
deploying, operating and suooorting 
19o2).

if deterrence
fails, to the prosecution of war by developing, 
stac-e systems" ( The : .e1er '< Tim - s, 17 Octobe-

These words only gain their -_cl meaning if they are consider-d not only as a 
manifestation of endeavours to gain supremacy in a so<=cific field out also as pieces 
of mosaic inserted in the totality of strategic conceptions. 
administration•s nuclear strategy which went beyond even President Carter’s 
Presidential Directive 59» "calls on American forces to be able to 
the total Soviet (and Soviet-allied) military and political power structure*. 
it goes on to require the assured destruction of 
forces and industry critical to military power . 1

The Reagan

1 render ineffective
But

nuclear and conventional military

In that context it becomes r.uch more unambiguous tmt the meaning of deterrence 
in present-day -sk-rican strategic terminology is •■cry clos- tc 
capability, and thus the Vnit-c States sruc- programma is 
important contribution to acquiring ard maintaining such -a

first-strike
considered to ou an 
first-strik-- capability.
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attention that indeed many of the capabilities rendered

possess a high one-shot orobability (the Global Positioning System known as 
Navstar, dv 1908, when fully operational, will slash tne margin of error for 
different weapons systems to 30 feet), the defence of both military -nd civilian

retaliatory forces which do remain (the Pentagon is now

It should not escape our

targets against those carrying out research with space-based laser ABM-weapons).
assume that present and future space systems might fulfil some 

requirements for pre-emptive strikes or counterforce options, the question arises:

can conclude that some of those space systems contribute to making nu^ea^„^°n3 
mc-e su1' tab1 - f"cr fighting a nuclear war than deterring it, increase the r^L/ti e 
advantages of a pre-emptive first strike, generating well-founded doubts about 
future intentions and, in the long run, undermine strategic stability between

and in the world in general.

If we

nudear-weaper. powers
everybody that the concept of extending the arms

of mutual security simply cannot be matched.
raceIt must bo clear for

In"thv^li^at'of the resolutions adopted in recent years by the United Nations 
concerning cuter space and of the views formulated by UNI2PACE-32, one may come 
to the conclusion that the overwhelming majority of eta.es have 
in order to orevent an arms race in outer space, negotiations mus .e

That realisation is taking shape also in the Comnit.ee on
the number of ao]egations 

It would
without delay.Disarmament. It may be a source of guarded optimism that .
obstructing concrete negotiations has in fact come down to a minimum

:-h the Soviet Union on anti-satellite weapons, the aircraft-launched anti-
the United States Defense Department 

in the absence of agreements limiting the 
As a next- stvp, Vice-President Bush 

“Clearly, the conditions do not
I believe one should ponder

year u:.''
satellite programme was justifiée m 
report for 19c2 as being necessary _

of outer space to peaceful purposes, 
statua here in tne Committee on I February.
exist which would make negotiations appropriate . . .in general over the disarmament philosophy which is container in th_e respect 
in the 'Defense Guidance": "Wo must insure that treaties and agreements do 
not foreclose opportunities to develop these capabilities. In particular, it 
must be recognized that -.greem-ents cannot protect cur d.fens- mteres.s in space during periods of hostilities" (The Now York Tines, 1/ October 19o2).
In the light of this, one can better understand the position c. tne -tate 
obstructing negotiations on substance. Nevertheless it still cannot jusj..y 
the attitude whereby its own security interest is to be upheld to the detrim 
of international securi.y as a whom.

USe



What arc- the arguments behind the need for a conorchensivc treatment of 
the whole problem7 Even the sources available to the general public indicate 
that the possible spectrum of outer some- weaponry go-3 well beyond anti- 
satellite weapons. As an example, the United States military space budget, 
besides anti-satellite weapons, ir.clud-s items like some--based ballistic 
nic.ail j iefenc - i-vstems u. :in>: lasers, oerticle -b.. a.i weapons , srac- shuttle 
launch inc; facilities for tail it" ry oo-.r tier.:;, military so ace stations ana 
nilitary saace-planes. Don-. of th-s-- J;..a .r v«_ •■•«ally -substantial financial 
as well as :.:ilit~ry cons-qu. nc .s. ra
te soe-nd CIO.y billion for shuttle-rel" «.**. d_-v Iona-; nts , orerations

f-nsv fenartMeat plans, for ex ’.mol- ,
-.nc transition

CD/PV.205
11

(Mr. Komives, Hungary)

In addition to the simple rejection of negotiations, there is yet another 
set of explanations, denying the expediency of negotiations. It uses as a 
pretext the technical complexity of questions connected with the subject, 
and states that the complications and difficulties in the way of a workable 
agreement are nearly insurmountable. That position is far from being any 
novelty. Already in 1,62, during the first meetings of the Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, certain delegations kept citing that slogan. 
Without in any way diminishing the need for technical knowledge, I only want 
to quote the example of the Outer Space Treaty of l?o7 as proof of the fact 
that, witn a will to agree, even the most complicated political and technical 
questions can be solved.

If the members of the Committee are willing to acknowledge the necessity 
and expediency of negotiations, the next question arises immédiat-1y : what should 
we negotiate about7 My delegation stands for a comprehensive treatment of the 
whole problem, and supports the approach reflected in the draft treaty 
submitted by the delegation of the Soviet Union. We are convinced that an 
arms race in outer space can only be prevented if all its possible channels 
are promptly plugged. Such a comprehensive approach is dictated also by the 
lessons that can be drawn from the shortcomings of the 19°7 Outer Space Treaty.

Certain delegations, as is shown by the resolutions on the subject adopted 
at the thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh sessions of the United Uations 
General Assembly, only wish to empnasize one aspect of the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space, and stress the urgency of anti-satellite weapons. 
Thera can be- differences of ooinion when a complex probl-m is evaluated, but 
it does not mean that any part of it can be artificially e-parated from its 
context. The bilxt-ral tai.-rs of 1973/1979 between the Govi-t Union and the 
United States clearly indicated that the Sovi-t Union is willing to discuss 
that question as well. Certain stipulations of various agreements between 
the two States also prove the point that the normal functioning of artificial 
satellites car. be assured through agreements. Anotner proof of what I state 
lies in document CD/27'1 containing concret.- proposals cone-mint anti-satellite 
weapons. However, the attracts aimed -at making this question an exclusive 
subject of negotiations, irrespective of the various explanations given in 
support, belong to the same category of manoeuvres which try to gain unilateral 
advantages over th- other side.

cr
 ;

1



Another important item is tfw space-based ballistic missile defence system, 
first and foremost because of its possible contribution to a pre-emptive strike 
capability, elaborated upon earlier. Though experts agree that prospects are 
still not close for a near-perfect laser missile defence system, research and

As a sign of it,development is being carried out at an accelerating pac-.
the budget for military lasers doubled in one year, and jumped from $200 million 
in fiscal "ear 193l to $400 million or oven more in fiscal year 1532. According 
to Aviation Meek and Space Technology, the United States army 11 is funding an 
exploratory development at Lockheed aimed ^t developing a non-nuclear kill 
int-rceptor for possible use in an exo -atmospheric ballistic missile defense" 
(Aviation Week -and Space Technology, 1 March l?c2 ) The same journal reported 
on 2S April that the House Armed Services Committe believes that 'attention 
should be paid to achieving near-term capabilities such as anti-satellite and, 
possibly, air defense through ground- and air-based laser systems. It made 
references as well to weapon system studies of a soace-based ias_r for use en 
satellite1 defense and ballistic missile defense. Beyond the fact that vhesc

related to outer space and thus must be subjectare practical military programs 
to appropriate negotiations in the adequate forum, it is questionable how .ar 
they'are"in conformity with Article V of the ABM Treaty which states • '--ch
Party undertakes not to develop, test, or deploy ABM systems or components

air-based, space-based, or mobile land-bases■ 1.whicn are sva-b.ased
Ground-based and space-based laser and particle beam weapons, weapons in 

fixed orbit and armed space stations represent othir important items in dealing 
with th- question of the possible militarization of outer space and thus snou.a 

adequately addressed if effective and meaningful agreements are to bv 
achivwd.

Another question to resolve is that of weapon systems which are not deployed 
in outer space, but which are targeted there.

the necessity to start 
an arms rac-- in 
the channels for

Elaborating upon my fourth point, may I underscore 
negotiations immediately on the.problem of the prevention of 

In the opinion of the Hungarian delegation, al-
adeauatc subsidiary body of the Committee

Time is really
outer space.
concrete negotiations, including an

should be duly exploited for that lofty purpose.
accelerating pace of outer space military programmes anaon Disarmament, 

pressing, as the ever- the high rates of increase in military space budgets bear witness.

CD/FV.205
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costs to accommodate 20 launches through l?b7. 
planned through 1994 will carry military payloads, 
of the Air Force Systems Command said, while characterizing thu importance of 
the shuttle : "Me will depend upon it for launching virtually all of our 
national security payloads" (The flew Yorx Times, 17 October 1502).

Som- 113 of the J-ll flights 
Robert T. Marsh, commander

<r
 «
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The situation is equally lamentable with respect to item 7 of the agenda, the 
question of the "Prevention of an arms race in outer space", for one delegation, 
ignoring the views of all the other members of the Committee, has stubbornly 
answered "No" to insistent proposals for the setting up of an ad hoc working group 
to conduct negotiations on this subject.

Another no less glaring example is the attitude of certain delegations to the 
drafting of* the mandates of ad hoc working groups. Occasionally, owing to pressure 
from the world community and the members of this Committee, it becomes politics y 

difficult to prevent the establishment of working groups, and then
the setting up of the working group is agreed to, but

mandata simply to "discussing" certain questions,
This is

extremely
different ploy is adopted :
2TS2 o/^tain issues sut cm, seme of

and determine its attitude to the question of a comprehensive nuclear-weapon test ban. 
l/e now know the results of that review: the most authoritative representatives of

United States administration have talked about them, and what they amount to is
tests is now regarded by thethe

that the question of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon , ,United States as a "long-term" goal, that is to say, something for tne remote tuture.

for the holding of debates on
or as an arena for theBut gentlemen, our Committee was not set up 

sundry issues ; it was not intended as a discussion group
The Committee on Disarmament is a negotiating body. Thatpractice of oratory.is its principal and indeed its only role, its raison d'etre, tne entire purpose

of its existence.

We consider that if, by common agreement, an 
agenda, then negotiations on that item ought to be started automatically ana 
aporopriate subsidiary bodies established. As regards the mandate of a wording 
group, it should have a single content and a single aim, that of conducting 
negotiations with a view to elaborating an international agreement on tne relevant 
aspect of the limitation of the arms race or disarmament. I believe that we snould 
reach a firm understanding on this once and for all.

item is included in the Committee's

I cannot fail to respond to some of the 
I want to make several brief points.

Mr. FIELDS (united States of America): 
remarks made in the Committee this morning'.

First, our distinguished colleague, Ambassador Komives, ran through a litany 
of United States grace programmes and objectives, quoting liberally from western 
United States — press sources. "2 left the impression that Newsweek magazine
makes United States srace policy. That is ridiculous. United States space policy 
was sex forth in unecuivocal terms on 4 July 1982 by President Reagan on thê 
occasion of the return of the space shuxtle, Columbia. I will gladly pass a copy ox 
that statement to my friend, Ambassador Komives, for his perusal. To oe sure, '.here 
are voluminous sources to quote from in the Western press, and this source is used 
liberally in this Committee. I would ask, where is the comparable information in 
the Fast? Why don't we have the benefit of a public debate on Soviet or Yarsaw ?ac. 
security oolicies? Well, I think we all know the answer to that cuesuion.

r< 
>£
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for stability to maintain international peav.e 
Z notion of stability is particularly relevantI mentioned earlier the. need 

and security and to prevent war. 
to outer space.

first round of discussions on 
Committee should now probe 

■roach some conclusions.

military functions, wholly

L,st year, the Committee on Disarmament.held a
Last y-r,sincc URe ia running out on us, the 
deeply into this complex problem and try to

At present, many artificial sav-11 ites ^ul.i 1 3t3b'lizine effect.
or partially. On the whole, th®5®4nunilations-satellites strengthen confidence 
Observation-, early-warning- an . “ rnmrli^d‘ with that no surprise attacks can that arms-control measures arc being complied w ^ periods of tension
be mounted and that communications car. be maintained wen P
and conflict.

this subject.
more

It means that for the 
is not at all a goodTnis conclusion seems to me of the utmost importance, 

foreseeable future complete demilitarization of outer sr-ce 
It would, of course, not be very realistic either.

idea.
is quite another matter. Systems

nature destabilizing.The development of anti-satellite weapons

development should be halted.
Many different

capaole of destroying 
Both major space powers are 
tested quite a number of them.
We know quite well that we 
types of potential systems 
either from the earth or from space.

anti-satellite weapons,

In our opinion, this
rree involved . ving^varioustechniques , operating

Vie realize that even under a complete 
residual capacity in this 

could also be used
someand verifiable ban on 

field will remain since 
for anti-satellite warfare without

of these complexities should discourage us.

certain weaoons anc space-systems
being specially designed for that purpose.

None
believe that two

1t0r *ne ore meant to
general measures should b*, takj* wnic n Thc ,irat would be an
**“• th0 inïolhô posfibinty of'reaching an agreement to declare satellites

undertake not to damage, destroy or remove s^teili u.investigation 
inviolable. 
and not to

Parties should 
interfere with their functioning.

, jss^uxafiiggsS!^SS&ST
important^ verifying that inti-satellite

weapons would not bo deployed.
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Mr. -’AYAIZCLLY (Sri Lanka):

Mr. Chairman, as I cay not be in C-eneva for a few days next week, I seek the 
indulgence of the Committee to address it on item 7 of our agenda, the prevention of 
an arms race in cuter space.

At last year's summer session of this Committee, the delegation of Sri Lanka 
expressed in detail its views on item 7» the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space. We tried to highlight what was taking place in the development of weapon 
systems that are designed for use in outer space. 
system had reached operational capability, and that other weapon systems would fast 
reach their full development and thus become operational.
these new weapon systems would soon be integrated into military doctrines and 
stratagj.es that included their use, thus converting outer space into an arena of 
the arms race.

We emphasized that at least one

Our concern was that

My delegation concluded that if the arms race in outer space had not commenced, 
then it was very close at hand, and if no concrete, urgent action was taken now to 
prevent it, the world would find itself very soon in the midst of a situation that 
would be far more complex and dangerous than -hat we face today.

In recent months, particularly during the last few weeks, there has been an 
incessant flow of information, analysis and comment which confirms that the 
reprehensions and fears that have been expressed in this Committee and outside it 
about the extension of the arcs race into outer space have not been exaggerated, 
jar.y distinguished representatives in this Committee last year, and during the 
current session, have presented us with striking evidence of developments that 
■inevitably leading the world into

are
ace outside this planet.

^ry <;Ocay to regale this Committee with details of these developments
e iamiliar with vhat is happening and what we can expect in future years up to 

•rnd. into vhe next millennium. I shall restrict myself to quoting a few sentences 
from an article entitled ' The decisive frontier" appearing in Omni magazine in 
November l^S1 in which the author, Mr. Jerry Poumêlle, says aFTôllows : 
ax. unpalatable truth, but we must face it:

I shall notan arms
as we are now

"It is
before the end of this century — 

probably in uhis decade — space weapons will end the balance of terror that 
has made nuclear war all but unthinkable for the last *6 years. They will make



and earlier ir. thin sen sien has addresses ite~ 7
and -thirty-seventh 

t;.e ia-".'® ha:: been examined .
different approaches to 

,r_ -?>c. rhem in ascending order.

This Cerri'•tee Tart year ecu isnr■; -'t*At t;1 meetings.
tie "nitod ha-is nr 1er.syxZ Asr-crbly, 
~^*rn „t appesrc that there 

evailing in the Corelttee.

plenary and ir. - - -.1

To my 
the

toe, 
are at "recent

lk=ti..rae r
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possible a global conflict whose undamaged, victor could dictate term, to a 
dicarrel and helpless loser".
to say I hope the author will not be proved correct.
have seen this morning's Eerald Tribune and it is worth quoting from, an article by

"A small group of people,
including some top experts on space war, has held a conference near here on the 
military use of soace. Their chilling conclusion was that the military space age ha.i 
arrived and cannot be revoked. The questions remaining are whether there wij.1 oe 
weapons in space and war in space".

1 have r.o comment to offer on these words except
Since preparing this text I

Flora Lewis on a recent conference held in London:

For my country, the prevention of the extension of the arms race into cu«er
It is both a political issue and aspace is a major political issue of our times. 

disarmament issue. Inherent in the political issue is whetner «he international^ 
community intends to shut off outer space once and for all frem the arms race ans 
thereby preserve it for peaceful purposes. Having saturated tnis planet with enough 
exrlosive and incendiary power to blow it up and roast it many ti^es over, do we 
now intend to invade the heavens with new weapon systems sc as to protect and 
safeguard cur nuclear arsenals down belovr? There are philosophical and moral aspects 
to the issue, but they are not for this forum and therefore I shall bypass them.
But we must face up to the political issue that is involved and we, as the Committee 
on Disarmament, the only forum for multilateral disarmament negotiations, are «..a 
appropriate body to negotiate on it as a disarmament issue.

Sri Lanka, a country without any space capability for the present or^ trie 
foreseeable future, has welcomed with appreciation the achievements of all space 
powers in their civilian space programmes. We hope that they will continue am, ^ 
benefit the world as a whole. It therefore comes as a disappointment to us to ur.cw 
that a State with major space capabilities has decided to commence research on -r. 
anti-callistic missile system to be used for defensive purposes in outer space, 
concent underlying the system envisage^ is not new arc has coon arcui.c .or ce’.e.a 
years in different forms. But what is new ano significant is^ tr.at ^to.e decision «o 
start research amounts to beginning the first stage m a uam_iar is«uotage 
with regard to new weapon systems. It begins with res ear on, vhicr. of couise 
cut of what is felt to be a perceived need. Thor, follows development, wi»-* 
simulated testing followed by acquiring operational capability. Inevitably, there_ 
then arises the pressure to deploy. Once deployed and iormir.g part of strategy ana 

there is proliferation, quantitative and qualitative. And• after tv time-j.ag 
dturing which unlimited resources would have been spent wii^ come moves to dismantle 
and eliminate the system, either through bilateral negotiations or perhaps as an

reliable, more effective,

The

tactics,

item on the agenda of work of this Committee because more 
more destructive systems have boor, developed.

it does s. time when concern and
inti outer 'po.ee ere high and

involved in safeguarding
The decision I referred to, coming as 

apprehension about the extension ci the arms race 
widespread, complicates even more the complex!t* 
outer space for Peaceful purpose". V/e hope *l:at reason, and the avare ne.. s .i. m.*.

"Cir with being a State wit;: major space capabili tie. , v- - - 
to an^extenaien of ti.e arms race into outer space.

eo that are

th ?.t1 q - , r
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o
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rp>P first abroach, which I regretfully characterize as the passive or do-little 

■i 3aUe very technical, and that the Committee aas nc experience 01 negotia ng

î^^ti^upT^dÏ^Vo/îie^itteeJot^tiate J^T1=sue If
4.vi« atm roach is followed by the Committee the outcome would be that all of us co Üe SclentIppcrtLti J for spelling out 1,001 scenarios of coming star-wars 
"and oe-haos transform this Committee into being a learned society cn outer spa-e.
Z ?hf£mSTe will make no progress in tackling the substance of the issue 
Committee's immobility in adopting any meaningful action willbe matched on^- 
outside with the intense pursuit of developments which will mak .
difficult to initiate action, as desired by the great majority of State.., on tne
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The

ToMy delegation regrets the continuation of this approach in ^Committee, 
limit ourselves to debating, discussing and exchanging of views on wnat is 
manifestly a serious concern about preventing a oanger to huma“^.°“°lies t™Sds 
more threatening and irreversible, is an abdication of our 
the living and the generations that are to follow. In tne ea_-y y 
Second World War, countries such as mine were either newly indepemen or - 
colonies, and we had no voice in disarmament negotiations. We were innocent 
bystanders whilst the nuclear arms race started and gathered momen . 
like clouds from the rmclear-weapon tests lifted and we found ourselves hostages^
the nuclear-weapon States. But now the picture is significantly uifie.an . *
found seats in this forum - the only forum for multilateral disarmament negotiations
— and it is our intention to act vigorously and persistency m pres- *S - * 
meaningful action towards preventing an arms race in outer space be^cr - -
late. My delegation is not alone in this. The majority of States members of this 
Committee have toM us that they cairnot rest satisfied with the ju««JW™^ 
doing little. They have called for a more positive attitude to be shewn. he tru
that this call will not be rejected.

The mushroom-

a restricted number of aspects of the entire issue of preventing an arms race i - 
outer space. The chief characteristic of this approach is that it fragment, 
cocroartmentalizes the main issue and presses for urgent action on a-pec s ^ 
identifies as of highest priority. But it fails to give due consideration to the 
fact that in the prevention of an arms race in outer space there are many a... 
that are interrelated and linked inextricably, aspects that must be taken ^
together, and that fragmentation contributes to delaying and avoiding a comp......
lock at the entire issue. Once again the argument of complexity and ^ack of

negotiating disarnament relating wO outer spac - ?expertise in the Committee on 
but this in itself cannot be an insurmountable obstacle.

-



It has the expressed support of the overwhelming v.a crity Ox States 
members of the United Hâtions and in this Committee.

(vi)

This approach, in our view, offers the best prospects for this Committee to 
respond as it should in working for the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The Group of 21 proposed this approach in this Committee last year and it is 
presented in document Cl/32?. It will be recalled that at the thirty-seventh session 
of the United Hâtions General'Assembly a .proup of non-aligned ans neutral countries 
and a group of socialist countries co-sponsored resolution 37/13 on the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space, which was accooed by 132 votes in favour, 7 abstentions 
and one against. Paragraph 5 of thao resolution states that the General Assembly

'Turoher reçuesthe Committee on lis armament to establish an ad noc working 
group on the subject at the beginning of its session in 1935» with a view tc
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My delegation welcomes the initiatives that have come from a number of States 
that cam be identified as supporting this intermediate approach, 
have helped to give better shape and direction to our deliberations and to shed light 
on the complexities that we shall face. But my delegation wishes to stress that a 
partial, fragmented approach avoids the main issue, viz., addressing ourselves to 
preventing an arms race in all its aspects, and I repeat, in all its aspects, in 
outer space. The information that has been presented to this Committee this year and 
last year, what is known publicly about developments that are now under way, the 
consequences of such developments and the repeated concern that has been expressed 
by the international community cannot be ignored or responded to by partial measures 
alone.

These initiatives

I now come to the third arnrcach with which my delegation is fully associated.
The elements in this third approach, the comprehensive one, are:

(i) It looks at the issue as a single integrated one that is made up of 
several aspects ;

(ii) It addresses itself to sealing off outer space in its entirety 
of the arms race ;

(iii) It calls for the setting up of a subsidiary body of the Committee as the
vehicle for carrying out negotiations to draft an agreement or agreements, 
as appropriate, to prevent the extension of the arms race into outer 
apace;

(iv) It is flexible in its formulation, providing for taking up on a priority 
basis, if that is called for, particular aspects of the issue within a 
comprehensive, all-inclusive framework;

(v) By being comprehensive it is not discriminatory or weighted to one side, 
and

as an arena

Cj
.



CD/PV.212
24

(Mr. Jayakoody, Sri Lanka)

undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, 
as appropriate,-to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in cuter space".

The United Nations General Assembly has thus in clear terms communicated its
We are aware that in certain circles it is fashionablerequest to this Committee. 

to attach little weight to United Nations General Assembly resolutions and to give 
them a minimum cf attention or even less consideration. But the General Assembly 
still remains one of the main channels by which the wishes of member States can be

If we in the Committee pay little regard to thecommunicated to this Committee, 
requests of the General Assembly, we might be confronted with a situation where all 
States Members of the United Nations would want membership in this Committee, or may 
choose to come here as observers, to get their concerns heard. My delegation 
defends very strongly the autonomous character of this Committee and its right to 
order and organize its work in independent fashion, 
work in a world of its own — in a vacuum that it might choose to create for itself. 
It works in the international political environment and must be responsive to and 
reflect the concerns cf the overwhelming majority of mankind.
and respond constructively to what comes out of the annual gathering of States' 
representatives at the United Nations. It must therefore respond positively to 
resolution 37/33•

But this Committee does not

It must listen to

In this Committee there is very broad support for the approach contained in 
the Group of 21's proposal. This support comes not only from the Group of 21. 
group of socialist countries in this Committee, which have submitted their own 
proposals here and which were co-sponsors of General Assembly resolution 37/83» 1 
believe hold a view not different from that held by the Group of 21.

It is my delegation's view that the deliberations of this Committee on item 7 
up to now have provided adequate substance and demonstrated strong political will 
to set up a subsidiary* body, an ad hoc working group, on the basis of the Group of 21 
proposal, with the kind of mandate suggested in document CD/329• The setting up of 
ad hoc working groups is now a tested and proven method for deepening this Committee's 
work on an agenda iijm, and for moving from bhe general area tu the specifics of an 
issue. As we all know, disarmament negotiations when conducted through a subsidiary 
body of the Committee envisage a preliminary stage when we must deal with defining 
the issue with clarity and precision, identifying aspects and focusing on 
interrelationships and linkages. It involves fixing elements and priorities and 
profiling components with a view to giving the proper weight, dimensions and 
recognition to all aspects of the issue. The essential prerequisite of agreeing on 
language, to be sure that we all attach a common meaning to the words ve use, must 
be heavily underlined at the beginning. The Committee lias accumulated invaluable 
experience and expertise in negotiations through the subsidiary bodies. In calling 
for the setting up cf an ad hoc working group on item 7» the Group of 21 proceeds 
from this experience. The lack of success on some items in ad hoc working groups 
need not deter us from choosing similar mechanisms for resolving the issues that 
still confront us.

The

May I now say a few words about the complexity of the issue and the need for 
technical expertise. Every issue that comes before us is complex and in different 
degree they all call for technical expertise. Several delegations in the 
Committee have already expressed their intention and
this Committee with the technical expertise that nay be required cn item 7• 
the view cf my delegation that the members of the Committee can decide and organize

even readiness to come before
It is
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(îtr. Jayakoddy. Sri Lanka)

the fora and modalities by which it can benefit from technical expertise. No-single 
method or fora needs to be considered sacrosanct to the extent that it must be 
adopted because it was the mode in the past, 
past practice alone.
modalities of securing the technical expertise that it may require.

My delegation therefore hopes that the Committee this year will reach a 
consensus on the setting up of an ad hoc working group on the basis of what is 
proposed in document CD/329, 
would suggest that the ad hoc working group address itself to the following:

Firstly, negotiations to draft a comprehensive agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prohibit

The stationing in orbit around the Earth, on any celestial body or at any 
other location in outer space of any weapon which has been designed to inflict injury 
or cause any other f^rm of damage on the Earth, in the atmosphere or on objects 
placed in space ; and

(b) The testing, production, deployment or use of any space-based, air-based 
or ground-based weapons system which is designed to damage, destroy or interfere 
with the functioning of any space-craft of any nation.

It is hardly necessary to emphasize that this work involves examining and 
establishing adequate and effective measures for verifying compliance with tne 
terms of any agreement or agreements that will be negotiated.

Secondly, the ad hoc working group would start examining the feasibility 
of extending article 17 of the cuter space Treaty of 196? to include a ban on all 
kinds of weapons from space, including all weapons based in space ior use against 
any target and all anti—satellite weapons regardless of where they are based.

Me are confident that such a start is feasible and reflects th. desire of the 
United Nations General Assembly as expressed in resolution 3//Q3• ?he Committee, ir. 
ov.r view,
action or to remain deadlocked anti divided on tne issue.

The Committee must not be bound by 
It should be inventive and innovative in deciding on the

In the event of this being realized, my delegation

(a)

has an excellent opportunity either to begin on a meaningful course cx

with y^ur permission, Mr. Chairman, to the 
distinguished representatives' of the United States and the USSR, 
possess the major space capabilities. Throw go the excellence of your scientific, 
technical and technological cadres and the willingness cf y°ur two governments to 

st very large resources, even in times of unprecedented world economic turmoil, 
have contributed immensely towards realizing what is pernaps manxindr 3 oldest

You have the

Finally, may I address a few words
Your countries

you
dream — discovering, exploring and benefiting from outer space, 
biggest responsibility in preventing outer space frem becoming a new arena of the 

That responsibility car: be truly carried out by a resumption cf your 
bilateral talks that faded away in 1979? and by assisting this Committee fully to 
initiate and follow through active, meaningful work on item 7 cf the agenda.
My delegation is confident that both your countries will respond positively to the 
challenge and the opportunity that is before you.

arms race.



tr.oof z3.ir.tc.inLc.k~ stability and preventing
7 he Swedish de-le parier, 'erres 

V» cannât accept

It is ir. the into est
cur.d <-f the arms race thatunleashing of met ner

that -an ad h te working group ce esrthli.ehe-d
that r.egotiations «n this natter v/culi be te the disadvantage 

On the centrury, we are convinced that further d°rays via±
the disadvantage cf us all.

■.cut delay.. 4 J- V-

tke assert: 
cf any cour.tr;.'. 
ccmnlicata an already vert' cor.pl-ex problem to

action m. this item irconcreteIhe Ccrr.ittec en Iicarrèrent sheuli take 
relevant General Assembly 

role as the single multilateral negotiating
rescluti r.s and with theaccordance with 

Committee1s 
disarmament.

the
body ir. the field of

The 15hr Cuter Space Treaty prohibits the emplacement of nuclear weapons 
and ether weapons of mass destruction in orbit around the earth and the 
stationing cf such weapons in outer space Ar on celestial bodies, 
other treaties limit or prohibit 
for instance. the If-5d Partial Test-Par. Treaty 

vTc-vfrrhel-ss, it is -cvicuc

Severed
various other military uses of outer space, 

the SALT I Agreement and the
that a number ~f conceivableJr'.'. Treaty.
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the agenda of this Committee may beMr. HÏITZTITS (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, 
seen as a reflection cf the most urgent problems ir. the field cf disarmament.

of items which have been with us fer many years and whim 
It would seem that the longer an item has to wait

Few would

It contains a number 
still await a solution.
for real negotiations the harder it 'is to come tn grips wim -t. 
deny that the technical problems and complexities ox disarmament questions 
have become greater over the years.

It is against this background that one. should see the question cf the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space. Today I shall devote my statement 
to that- item. It has been referred to the Committee on Ids armament by over
whelming majorities in the United ITations General Assembly. _The support for 
the request to the Committee on Disarmament to estaciish an ad worxirg 
group to deal with this matter comes from all political quarters. it was, 
furthermore, clear at the U1ÏISPACE Conf erence last summer that the cue so ion 
cf the increasing militarisâtion of cuter space was a major concern _cr .he ^

This was clearly expresses. ir. the final report of 
was recommended that this Committee give high

participating countries, 
the Conference, in which it 
priority to this grave concern.

! 
i 

h

l o



CH/FV.213
12
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military uses of outer space, which are likely to have destabilizing .or otherwise 
threatening effects, are not covered by existing international legal instruments. 
There is, therefore, a need to identify areas and activities which sc far have 
not"been covered, in order to consider to what extent there exists a neea ^ar _ 
international agreements aiming at the prevention of undesiraole developments in
this field.

There is, in the opinion of the Swedish delegation, still a gooc. chance to 
tackle* these problems, but time is quickly running cut. Rapid technological 
developments dc not wait. As in so many areas, disarmament negotiations are 
likely*to become mere complicated for every lost month. Action must be taiesr. 
before financial and political investments in new weapons systems become so

becomes irreversible.important that the process
It is an understatement to say that the problem cf preventing 

in cuter space is a complex one. Apart from the many technical intricacies, 
there are the problems of distinguishing between civilian and military

and between the stabilizing and destabilizing effects oi various

an arms race

applications 
military space functions.

Another dimension is the distinction between whether a spaceoralt is ^ 
geared to "active" or "passive" military use. So-callea "killer satellites_ 
and space-based ASM or SME systems are examples of devices^which are uesignea 
actively to interfere with the adversary's military capabilities.

Obviously there are important military applications cf space technology 
which contribute to a more stable military balance ana a plover nsx ox war, 
in particular between the two major alliances. I have in mind, for example, 
military satellites, which are used tc provide early warning cf missile ^ 
launches, end satellites fer verification of arms control agreements and for 
fast and reliable communications. There are, however, certain developments 
which give cause for particular concern. One such trend is that of.efforts 
to accroire cr improve the capability to destroy one another's satelxi.es. 
Another concern is that an increased launching capacity, for instance m .ne 
form of re-usable space vehicles, nay also be used fer the further 
militarization cf outer space.

As the military balance is becoming increasingly dependent on satellites 
for communications, command, control and intelligence, the ability cf soon 
f-unctions to survive is also becoming increasingly threatened by the 
development of anti-satellite weapons systems. The Soviet Union has laonc-.ed 
a number cf interceptor/destructor satellites during the last several years 
arid, in earlier years, also fractional orbital bombardment systems .(i,, 
and the United States is planning to begin operational testing ci l-s A5AT 
system in 1963. Moreover, both Superpowers are investigating the possibility 
of using high-energy laser and particle beams for ASAT applications.



As l'r_f S3 Vi. 3 laa ding milirpowers build the am co curst y en s 
aricus nuclear balança ou:d hell he rest ~f the world hostage, it is 
lly inptrtar.t that act hint shod upset this calante. Tin peoples 

world be ran. à serious iicamar.er.t crept sals free the Superpowers ir. ~rier t - 
reams a balance at lever levels ~f amassents. Instead vc have learned vith 
grave concern that the united Stases plans to embark upon a research and 
develcpner.t programs with the ulcimace goal cf obtaining the capability nf 
destroying ballistic missiles launched cy the adversary. The only safe- way 
cf avoiding the nuclear chreat is to abolish the nuclear weapons. Tc develop 
and -spicy weapons fer the purpose d -btaining the capability of destroying 
the adversary1 strategic missiles while keeping one's own strike capability 
intact, would reate c dangerously unstable situation. This would be the case 
at least as lrr_- as only -a: party has near, a caps billty. It should also be

vit,

1 parts oi weapons systems 
Perhaps, for

satellites farm ir.tegr 
hence Ives stationed in outer space. 

have t~ focus on such systems or "weapons"

known, manyAs is vel
practical 

as are intended for
which are net
reasons, ve 
"..artare exclusively in 'at ;r tpaoe. Such weapons, as ve know them today, are 

The ids cues icr. crust, there! ^ re, -r. compass all weapons 
used in cicer space and not only these which are

cased :n the earth. 
which are meant "to b° 
stationed then

CT/IV.213

(Mr. Hyltenius, 5 we derk

I have already mentioned the problem cf lacunae in existing international
It seemsagreements regarding the prohibition cf military uses of outer space, 

natural that one cf the first tasks cf an ad hoc working group in the C emit tee 
cn Disarmament should be to analyse such gaps in present treaties against the 
background of existing and conceivable military applications cf space technology. 
The next step may be tc determine which of the space systems or activities 
should be prohibited or subject to regulations.
Swedish delegation that, fer example, anti-satellite weapons systems should be 

Perhaps, as a complement to such a prohibition, in order to exclude 
the possibility cf the military use of otherwise legitimate civilian space 
vehicles, it might also be desirable tc ban certain activities, for example, 
the destruction cf satellites of other countries.

It would seem natural to the

banned.

Ve have noted with interest
what the Minister cf Foreign Affairs cf the Netherlands, Mr. van den 3reek, 
said in this context in his statement in this Committee on 29 March, and we 
will carefully consider it.

at interest of the Soviet draftMy delegation has taker, note with g 
treaty cn the prohibition of the stationing of weapons cf any kind in outer 

However, the drafe gives rice tc seme important ouestiens, much as,
This

space.
fer instance, how tc define the concept of "weapon" in this context. 
issue ".zculi obviously have tc be tackled at an early st-ge.

J
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hreateningTine further development of anti-satellite weapons is- a most
The Swedish Government, therefore, attaches groat meportar.eeperspective»

to the early initiation of negotiations ’./it:, a view to prohibiting the _ .
establishment of such systems and the dismantling ol existing' ones in orner oo

Ye cannot share the view thatpreclude such a new phase of the arms race.
if one of the Superpowers has rccuired a certain lean in cr.e area, tLa
sh ould be entitled to catch up before any negotiations can be embarked upon in 

The experiences so far ci "tue oargaming iron strength'1
Xy Government acknowledges the need

other

that field.
philosophy are anything but encouraging, 
for an over-all balance in the military field, but that balance must be sought 
and achieved at lower and net higher levels of armaments, 
few Powers have achieved a certain capability, which may become Threatening uc 
others, negotiations should start without delay in order to do away vita such 
■unilateral advantages.
military technology has become established, the tempoavion to exploit it in

If one Power nr a

As we all know, experience shews tn-.u once a new

(hr. Eyltenius, Sweden)

noted in this context that such a major ’undertaking would entail the spending 
of enormous funds and a waste of precious scientific resources, 
of such a research and development process will be destabilizing in iuse-Li and 
increase the level of nervousness and tension, 
for similar weapons in other States and lead to countermeasures, and hence give 
rise to a new cycle in the senseless arms race.

The initiation

It would also initiate research

theThe SALT I and II agreements between the Superpowers acknowledged 
right of the parties te yce national technical means to verify compliance with 
their provisions. In addition the Soviet draft- treaty on one prcr.iriti. r. c» 
the stationing of weapons of any kind in cuter space refers exclusively to 
national technical means of verification. however, it is nardly likej.t, tna^ 
such a limitation would be accepted by the internati-onal community. II a 
treaty cn the prevention of an arms race in cuter space is to stanu a chance 
of being universally adhered to, it must have a system ox internationaa. 
verification. A first- step in this direction was taken by Prance in advancing 
the idea of an international satellite monitoring agency. This is a r.^-.t«.-er
of principle to many countries. Mors ever, it must also be realized the l .r.e 
present virtual duopoly of the- two Superpowers in this technology is about to- 
be broken.

V>
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the form. cf the production and deployment of new weapons in cost eases -eeccces
irresistible. 
execpticr..

phe case of anti-satellite weapons is not likely to "be any

Although there is clearly a need for cultilateral negotiations in the
arcs race in outer space,Ccrrittee cn Disarmament on the prevention of an

this, of course, does not exolude the possibility of the two leading space 
powers negotiating between thee or. natters of particular bilateral interest 

•This view is consistent with the opinion my delegation and
such

in this field.
others have expressed regarding orner disamacert questions also,

Sweden,
cany
as z nuclear test ban and the prohibition cf checical weapons, 
therefore strongly -urges the United States and the Soviet Union to resume their 
bilateral talks with a view to finding solutions to sene of the nest pressing 

the field of space warfare, notably the prevention of anti-pro biens in 
satellite warfare.

Sweden was able to oc-spcr.scr both General Assembly resolutions last
Resolution 37/53» 

inter alia, a
autumn on the prevention cf an arcs race in cuter space, 
submitted by non-aligned and socialist countries, contained, 
clear request for the establishment cf cn au re: working group in one 
Ccrrittee rr. Uisarrarsr.t with the tas;k of opening multilateral negotiations

Negotiations must no longer be delayed. 
37/9S -, adopted on the initiative cf western countries, put 

special emphasis on the reed t: tackle the problem cf an emerging race in 
arci-sat ellite weapons.
3cth resolutions, therefore, had merits which we ccr.sio.ered important, 
distinguished Ambassador cf Sri Lanka, ir. his statement 01 14 Apri-, mace a 

esentation cf the possible approaches to the decision now racing tne
As far as the Swedish delegation is concerned, it 

flexible on the organization cf a forthcoming negotiation within an ad ho :
A constructive proposal regarding the

Unis is important.or. this iter.
r.e sc lut ion

This seers to us to be the rest immediate concern.
The

c.ear or
Committee cn this matter.
is
working group in this Committee, 
establishment of such a working group has been made ir. document CD/329• 
submitted by the Group of 21.

Security problems mustSecurity is basically a political concept, 
therefore, be solved r.ot by increased armaments or 
adversaries but in co-operation 
mutual advantage and cur common security, 
still possible to prevent am arms race

If this fails, all countries will suffer, 
legitimate interest ir. this matter, 
demand negotiations in this Committee "before it is too late, 
must not pass unheeded.

confrontation between
and negotiations between parties for their

Time is getting short, but it is 
ir. outer space if negotiations start 

All countries thus have anow.
An overwhelming majority among them

Such a demand
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hr. CTI t'S.'JZJ (Algeria) ( transie.t-c-d iron French): hr. Chairman, since the 
beginning 01 this session the Algerian delegation has had the opportunity to

its view:? on the various items on the agenda of the Committee cn Disarmament.express
I shall confine myself today to offering seme comments on the subject of item 7 of 
our agenda, namely-, the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Recent years have been marked by the appearance of signs foreshadowing a new 
phase in the militarisation of cuter space.

The extension of the logic of conflict to outer space, now considered by the 
stracegists of the major powers as a potential battlefield, could not but engender 
a race in the development of space weapon systems.

The current programmes of research and development relating to anti—satellite 
interceptor systems, laser weapons and particle-beam weapon sysxems are al_ part of 
this perpetual endeavour to secure nilix ary superiority.

The integration of outer space into the strategic concepts of the major powers 
îçreatly reduces the distance between the fictional "star 
Sphere of reality.

These dangerous shifts further complicate the disarmament equation, 
no doubt thax an arms race in outer space will have unforeseeable consequences for 
the security of the world, unless the international, community, in a healthy reaction, 
succeeds in preserving outer space, and the peaceful activities for which it 
provides support, from the warlike antagonisms of the major powers.

This is still possible, for, unlike nuclear disarmament, where the goal is to 
eliminate weapons which unfortunately exist, it would seen that space weapons are 
not yet operational.

We therefore consider that it is neither naive nor idealistic to oelieve that 
there is still time to prevent the conversion of outer space into a luxure 
battlefield.

It is still possible, if the powers in question show political will and embark 
upon a process of negotiation with a view to the adoption of concrete measures for 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

This task is urgent, for experience in disarmament matters shows that, 
it has been started, the arms race in a give^ sphere develops in an action-reactxon 
spiral and makes it all the more difficult tc adopt measures to stop the escalation 
and reverse the trend.

The injunctions of the international community in favour of this objective 
are numerous.

wars" scenario and the

There is

once

Almost five years ago the General Assembly, meeting at its first special session 
devoted tc disarmament, stated in its Programme of Action, which was adopted by 

that further measures should be taken and appropriate internationalconsensus,
negotiations held in order to orevent an arms race in outer space.
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(Hr. 'Pul Rouis, Al.geria;

In its resolutions 36/99 and 36/97 0, the General Assembly requested the 
Ccrmttee on Disarmament to undertake negotiations on this question. That request 
vas, moreover, reiterated by the General Is sent ly at its thirty-seventh session, 
in its resolutions 37/63 and 37/99 3.

Speaking at the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration and 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, held at Vienna last August, the Secretary-General of 
eke United Nations echoed the concerns of the international cemunity in declaring 
that the growing militarization of outer space vas alarming and in vicing the 
forces of reason and peace to oppose vhat would be a dangerous escalation of the 
ams race.

The sane Conference adopted by consensus a report which places the erzpnasis 
on the maintenance of peace and security in oncer space, and in which it urgently 
recccroends the competent bodies of the United Nations, and in particular the 
--enera- Assembly and the Cccnoittee on Disarmament, to give this natter the 
requisite attention and high priority.

Apart from the fact that it —ms counter to the efforts being made by the 
international community to put an end to tlie arms race and to prevent nuclear war, 
the extension of the ams race to outer space can and should be avoided for

' vs very obvious reasons.

-t ought to be avoided in the first instance because it is likely to increase 
tne risks of the breakdown of international peace and security.

because it is unacceptable that a snail number 
cf States should net merely cause danger to all aarduLnd by reason of the huge 
nuclear arsenals they hold but in addition place the security of al 1 States at 
r_=j: oy converting the ccmon heritage cf mankind into an advanced defence position 
for their own security.

It cugtt also to be avoided because that is an essential precondition for the 
--v&-3pment and continuation of international co-operation in the cohere cf the 

2.1-icn and "use of cuter space fer peaceful purposes,

^ ~-c secret to anyone that space programes for nil!tart* purocses
aoscrc vast resources -whose size is in shocking contrast -with the meagreness of the 
- —mancial flows ieveted to what is mown as develop cent

the Committee on Disarmament,
proper place for multilateral negotiations on 

race in outer space.

It ought to be avoided, secondly,

ai—.

There can be no doubt that 
misarmament negotiating body, 
the question of the prevention of an ams

the only multilateral
is the

. —e. ""'huen took place in tms losmttae on this Question at the last
session had the merit of shoving the interest that exists in achieving the 
prevention cf an ams race in outer space. __

Delegations were able to conduct 
substance of 
item 7 of

a very broad exchange of views on the 
the question as well as on die structural framework for dealing with 

tne agenda.

Almost all delegations stressed the 
mf ortunately, differences of 

establishment of

need to set up a working group on this 
views about its mandate prevented theitem;

such a group at the last session.J
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Anxious to help oromote disarmament in all possible ways, the Grot? of 21, In 
document CD/329, submitted a draft mandate for an adhoç working group on this

question.
Basins- itself or the principle that outer space, which is recognised as theof SSnlSnd! ought to be preserved exclusively for^peaceM purposes, 

mandate which favours a global approach designed 
in, all its aspects.

continues to support that proposal,

common
the Group of 21 proposed a 
to prevent an arms race in outer space

The Algerian delegation, for its part, 
which it reconnaends anew.

On the eve of the unleashing of an arms race in outer space ^*ich would
be as dsn serous as it would be costly, it seems to us that the best way

l^ -
all parties to the negotiations.=35S ESSlEiHF “prevention of an arms race in Queer space in ail i-s aspects unconvincing

It has first of all been claimed that this is only a ^eore^g 
because the weapons in question do not yet exist. It is surely . J \

in matters of arms the ^mptation to oonvertjheor^x a
possibilities into reality is great because i. -s aam — 
search for military superiority.

issue and the lack 
the Committee from

The argument has been put forward of the complexity cf -he 
of experience in this field. This should in no way f ^ e3cperier.ce
embarking on negotiaxicns on oaJt*Tvt^a5iJa*p^6nesotiations, well as

S it is obvious that these problems

become more complex as time passes.
difficulties is very often used toThe argument of complexity and technical in the

the unwillingness of certain powers to engage in . go w-cover
Committee on disarmament.

convinced that the will to 
/’llthough technical difficulties may 

they cannot affect
are firmlyAs to the Algerian delegation, we 

negotiate is primarily something political. _ 
possibly explain the slowness of a given negotiating p- « 
the essentially political nature cf the process itsel-.

In establishing a working group with a giobal manaate^ xhe Comm-^ee on mb
disarmament would be responding to the appeals of whe^ni ^^^ould be taken 

the demands of our peoples, who insist ..a. '-eaûU--5 -s^ubattlefield endangering the very survi/ai olas well as to 
co prevent, cuter space becoming a
mankind.
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Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, my
statement today will be devoted to the question of the prevention of an arms 
in outer space, the item the Committee i- to discuss this week in accordance 
with its programme of work. It is to be noted that the problem of the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space is becoming all the more urgent and pressing in 
view of the dangerous trend towards the conversion of outer space into a theatre

race

for such a race.

If we look at history and turn some of its pages, we shall be convinced 
of the importance and timeliness of the efforts that have been made toanew

prevent outer space being used for military purposes.

Three months after the beginning of the space era in the history of mankind, 
opened by the launching of the first Soviet satellite in March 195S, 

the USSR put before the United Nations General Assembly at its thirteenth session 
a proposal on the prevention of the use of outer space for military purposes and 
on international co-operation in the matter of the exploration of outer space.
That was the first proposal in the history of mankind for the limitation of 
military activity in outer space, 
contribution of the socialist States and other peace-loving countries, certain 
international legal instruments now in force, limiting the use of outer space 
for hostile purposes, were worked out and concluded, for example, the Treaty 
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water, 
of 1963, the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the 
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, 
of 1967, the Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other 
Celestial Bodies, of 1979. and others.

Important provisions aimed at limiting military activity in outer space 
were included in the strategic arms limitation agreements reached between the USSR 
and the United States in the 1970s — the Treaty on the Limitation of 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and the Salt-I Agreement. These constituted an 
impressive achie eraent in this sphere, substantially limiting the use of outer 
space for military purposes, 
concerning specific military space systems.
United States — USSR ABM Treaty of 2b May 1972, the parties undertook "not to 
develop, test, or deploy ABM systems or components which are sea-based, air-based, 
space-based or mobile land-based".

The conclusion of these agreements constituted real steps forward in the 
demilitarization of the celestial bodies and a positive limitation of the use 
of space for military purooses. However, the existing limitation measures are 
not complete, because there is no effective international instrument placing a 
reliable barrier in the way of attempts to extend the arms race to outer space.

It has unfortunately to be observed that those who want to militarize outer 
space in order to secure absolute supremacy are hastening to take advantage of 
the absence of such measures of prohibition. It is no secret that the 
United States has prepared a vast programme in this sphere the basic principles 
of which have been confirmed by a special presidential directive, 
programme, outer space is regarded as a theatre for military activities and a 
special military space command has been set up to taka charge of operations there.

which was

With the active participation and significant

The agreements contained qualitative limitations 
Thus, for example, in the

In this



■-hat the carrying out of a programne for the development 
.;ovid ocmstibuno a violation of the

y.icjr a-hioln V of that Treaty, the parties 
cpuce ASM systems or components.

af the United States confirmed
~._pr ._nfcer* 19 "2.

I should like to add 
of a "perf-cf ASH system, in space 
Soviet-American A EM. Treat'.- of l-' - 2. 
undertooK net to develop, 
furthermore, 
this in nie statement to the Tc.-nitt cn
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the distlnn’ished r 'présentas vs
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A particular danger resides in the preparation of innumerable projects for

based in particular on the use of the latest scientific and uochnological 
achievements in the sphere of laser and charged particle technology.

As you know, the Washington administration has announced the start of worK 
on a large-scale and highly effective ar.ti-missila defence system using military 
vehicles in space. This programme of extensive military preparations in outer 
space provides for the establishment of 100 military orbital stations oquippe 
with laser and particle-beam weapons and also sensors for detecting ballisti 
missiles. It is planned to spend $500 billion on these purposes._ We believe 
that if the United States carries out these plans that will mean in fact t e 
deployment in space of anti-ballistic missile defence systems for the purpose of
destroying the strategic weapons of the other side, that ;3«u^Pr^"S.^unt3 to 
the possibility of taking retaliatory measures. In essence what this amounts to
is the intention to create a strategic first-strike potential.

these plans by various manned spacecraft
capable of carrying out purely military tasks in the placing in orbit of 
earth strike systems, anti-snt jilitc systems and reconnaissance, navigation -nd 
other types of satellite fev military purposes under the orders of the 
United States military space command. As has been -"tatad in the es ern pres , 
out of 351 planned flights of such craft, more team a tmrd will be destine
for military tasks.

in violation of the agreementsThe idea of the militarisation of outer space 
existing in this sphsrs ild rot rœ fro.', the minds cf contemporary esienoe-
fiction writers hut orls-natoa in n;.,;ro=t oiiet-.rv nnr. poliei.-i c.. cles of

i-4 ; -cre han once m ancriccn
of its wcr:< in the sphere offor example, 1 h-s O'i _r.the United Stater..

military circles that, dorracing on the 
anti-ballistic missile deVanes 
revision or even '.he ronevciaeun e.
W33 concluded at the came time as the SALT-I Agreement. .
both rides legally recognized at that time- tt at mutual restrainv -n v 
development of anti-missile defence systems would permit progress to be made 
in the'limitation end reduction of strategic weapons as a whole. Thu- there is

cî nha cornerstones oi the entire strategic

recultz
the United States might asK for the 

- r;13 >’ovi:-t-Amarizan tr-aty of 1972 that
Ac wo understand it,

svstc .s

now in effect a threat co remove one 
arms limitation process.

•. I r 
:
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«e also wonder how such actions can be in conformity with the provisions 
of other important international treaties and agreements. As is stated in the 
United States press with reference to such authorities as the !lfather" of the 
hydrogen bomb, th a physicist Edward Telle’, the prevision oi the energy for the 
powerful X-ray lasers necessary for the proposed ABvi system is possible only 
through nuclear explosions in space.
4 April 1983, in particular states : 
remains classified, the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory reportedly 
created an X-ray cuise with the system in a recent underground test in Nevada".

Thus, questions are new being raised about the fulfilment of obligations 
assumed under two important international legal instruments, namely, the 
19-3 Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in three environments, including outer 
space, and trie 196? Treaty on the non-deployment in outer space of weapons of 
mass destruction.

The magazine Newsweek, in its issue of 
"Although information on the X-ray laser

we believe that any violation of generally recognized international legal 
norms will entail far-reaching consequences.

..hat dangers do we sue in the arms race in outer space?

-n the first place, military space vehicles would cause extreme 
destabilization of the strategic situation, 
so-called perfect ’ defence systems against strategic missiles are nothing but 
a screen covering the real intentions of the authors of these plans. Talk about 
their defensive purpose is deliberately designed to deceive public opinion.

the deployment of military vehicles in space would 
lead to the creation of yet anotner type of global weapon, the creation of an 
excessive military first-strike potential which would inevitably increase the 
risk of the outbreak of nuclear war.

Flans for the development of

In the second place

—n the third elace, as I have already said, an arms race in outer space 
would entail colossal material expenditures.

. ourthlv, and t.nis should be particularly emphasized, tne new programme 
.or the development of a defensive" Au»' system violates the specific system of 
international legal norms to which I referred earlier.

The Mongolian delegation, like the majority of other delegations in the 
uommittee, is 1 irmly in ravour 01 the adoption of constructive measures aimed 
au the prevention of the extension of the arms race to outer space. There ar.^ 
on -he negotiating table ir. the committee on Disarmament a number of documents 
which could servo as the basis : or the detailed consideration of and the conduct 
of negotiations on the substance of the issue. In particular, the Soviet 
delegation submitted a draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of 
weapons of any kind in outer space (document CD/274). The Mongolian delegation

1
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submitted a proposal cn the establishment of an ad hoc working group on this 
subject (document CD/272) ; the group of delegations of the non-aligned and 
neutral States put before the Committee a draft mandate for the ad hoc working 
group (document CD/329); a document on arms control and outer space (CD/320) 
was submitted by the delegation of Canada.

We believe that towards the end of the second part of its 1982 session 
the Committee was very near to the achievement of a consensus or. the setting of 
an ad hoc working group to discuss questions connected with the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space on a solid basis, with the participation of 
qualified experts. This did net happen, however. Certain delegations, and 
more precisely one delegation, blocked the setting up of an ad hoc working group, 
declaring that it was necessary to hold an exhaustive discussion of the views 
of all delegations and to carry out extensive preparatory work of substance .
The Mongolian delegation, like many other delegations, is in favour of the 
practical consideration of the substance of the issue, that is to say, the 
conduct of genuine negotiations. All the necessary prerequisites exist for this. 
Apart from the working papers containing specific proposals to which I have 
already referred, the Committee has been considering item 1 of its agenda from 
every point of view for more than two years now, both at plenary meetings and 
at informal meetings. Vy believe that the majority of delegations have expressed 
their views on the question of the prevention of an arms racy in outer space.
In this connection I should like particularly to draw attention to the statement 
made by Ambassador Jayakoddy of Sri Lanka at cur last plenary meeting, which 
contained a whole series of practical and useful suggestions which could form 
the subject of careful study and further consideration in the initial phase of 
practical negotiations in th*. Committee.

The Mongolian delegation, which is in favour of the speediest possible 
starting of actual negotiations, hope? that the Committee will soon agree on a 
mandate for the ad hoc working group. The wording of the mande ce should, in our 
view, be based on the previsions of resolution 57/83> adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session. In the- course 
of the negotiations, all existing oroposals and possible future initiatives 
should undoubtedly be taken into account.

At the same time we consider that the main object should be a comprehensive 
solution of the problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 
does not mean that we wish to leave to one side the question of the prohibition 
of anti-satellite systems.

This
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Mr. cASSA-N" Egypt"! ( translated frcm Arabic':

I shall deal in my statement today with item 7 of the agenda, 'Trevention 
of an ares race in outer space".

When ran succeeded, acre than a quarter of a century ago, in conquering 
outer space for the first time, the whole world welcomed this important event" 
which asserted the creative power of man and his ability to open up new horizons 
for exploration", development and construction, thus ensuring prosperity and 
well-being for the whole world. Since that remote date, Egypt has been among the 
States that have drawn attention to the importance of action for reaching 
international agreements cn establishing the proper international legislation so 
as to ensure the use of this new breakthrough for the benefit and well-being of 
man and for peaceful purposes along and to exclude outer space from the sphere 
of rivalry and competition among the major powers and of military uses and the 
arms race.

When the leaders of the non—aligned countries convened at their first 
suzmcit meeting in Belgrade in September 1961, they issued their final statement 
which included in its paragraph 17 the following: "The participating countries 
call upon all States in general, and States at present exploring outer space in 
particular, to undertake to use outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes". 
Since that time, the efforts exerted have succeeded in achieving positive steps 
on this path, and it has in fact been possible to conclude a number of agreements 
dealing with seme aspects pertinent to outer space, the most important of these

I



Before the subject vas raised in the Committee on Disarmament, there were 
attempts to bring the issue of the peaceful uses of space ana preserving 1 
the aras race before the Committee on the Peaceful -Uses of Outer Space. Howe e , 

this, arguing that the subject is beyond the terms of reference 
and is fully within the competence of the Committee onsome

of
Disarmament.

the Committee on Disarmament as the soj.e 
Then there were the resolutions 

the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of 
which were adopted by 

the Committee on 
race in outer space,

Hence, all hopes were placed on 
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, 
of the Second United Nations Conference on 
Outer Space, convened in Vienna in August of last year,

and which emphasized this role while calling upon
armsconsensus

Disarmament to undertake the proper steps to prevent ar.^ 
clearly indicating the need for the participation of all nations, and 
especially those possessing the greatest space potential, in contributing 
actively to the achievement of this goal.

CD/FV.214

(Mr. Hassan, Egypt)

beinr the 1963 Treaty on the partial banning of nuclear-weapon tests and the Sef TreatyIn Principles Governing the Activities of SUtes in the Exploration and 
Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies.

In spite of the importance of these agreements and other measures that dealt 
with the ‘subject of outer space, they remained, on the whole, insufficient o 
cétabliah an integrated international legal system providing a real guarantee 
against the uae of outer space for military purposes and ex ildin it fron tn 
arms race. This has given the world the opportunity to witness, In the last 
years consecutive attempts to militarize outer space, and the involvement of the 
ftîtes possessing the greatest technological potentials in a race for the creation 
and development of space equipment with a view to achieving mm ry a g
goals which would give then supremacy in the field of the arms race between the .

The Final Document of the first special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament drew attention to these gaps wren it sai , 
in its paragraph 60, that "In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, 
further measures should be taken and appropriate international negotiations held 
in accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing -he Activities 
of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the oon a. 
Celestial Bodies".

There is no doubt that the risks of the pennanent threat of seeing the arms 
race spread to outer space do not apply solely to the Superpowers, w.-c. possess

which the States of the third world are exposed surpass those Wx.ich ^reate 
developed countries, because the latter possess the requisite means of deden 
and protection, while the developing countries lack the potentials ana 
technological means to ensure their security and to protect their people.

recognizing the special responsibility falling in
the fact that the task of negotiawing 
should remain in a collective

For this reason, while 
this field on the Superpowers, we insist on 
the halting of the arms race in outer space 
multilateral framework.

o 
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The Committee's session last year was an opportunity for a broad, exchange of 
views on the importance of action to prevent the extension of the arms race to 
outer space, and it was obvious that interest was given to the risks issuing 
therefrom and the increasing threats to international peace and security it 
represented.

The United Nations General Assembly also, in its resolution 37/93? which was 
supported by 138 States and sponsored by my delegation with a number of non-aligned 
and socialist countries, including 21 States members of this Committee, requested 
the Committee on Disarmament "to" establish an ad hoc working group on the subject 
at the beginning of its session in 1983, with a view to undertaking negotiations 
for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements,'as appropriate, to prevent an 
arms race in all its aspects in outer space".

During the Committee's session last year, the Group of 21 called for the 
setting up of a working group which would deal with item 7 of the agenda, and it 
submitted document CD/329 containing a draft mandate for such a group.
Group of 21, in its suggestion, called for the adoption of a comprehensive 
approach in dealing with the subject, so that it could be examined in its various 
aspects with the necessary flexibility and allowing the negotiation of an agreement 
or agreements, as appropriate, in order to prevent an arms race in outer space.

Those who at that time opposed the setting up of a working group argued the 
new character of the subject and its complexity, with its intricate technical 
aspects, and called instead for it to be dealt with at informal meetings and 
sessions called "instructive", with a view to exchanging views and information 
about it.
following reasons.

The

We nevertheless cannot but disagree with"this opinion, for the

Informal meetings of the Committee cannot be â substitute for a working 
framework for" the carrying out of its basic task which is that of negotiating

The working group has proved to be the best frameworkagreements on disarmament, 
to achieve this goal.

Most— if not all — of the subjects with which the Committee is concerned 
are by essence complex subjects where technical aspects interfere with political 
considerations ; but this fact has not prevented us, in the past, from attempting 
to make progress in these subjects and try to reach agreements about them, and we 
must not be prevented from doing that now or in the future.

While we are living in a period when man is becoming increasingly anxious 
as a result of the dreadful armaments on land, in the air and at sea, and when 
efforts to stop and curb this race are faltering, we are requested today to 
undertake steps to ensure the prevention of the extension of this danger to new 
horizons, which threatens the future and the security of mankind.

Our race against time calls 'upon us to speed up the pace of our action and 
step forward to assume our responsibilities — today rather than tomorrow, without 
hesitation or delay.



cd/fv.215
6

Mr. CARASALSS (Argentina) (translated from Spanish):
Committee on Disarmament is at present considering the questions of the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space and the prevention of nuclear war and in particular

I shall refer in this statement

Mr. Chairman, the

how to deal with these two subjects procedurally.
to both topics.

Representatives will recall that at the beginning of last year the inclusion 
in our agenda of a new item on the peaceful use of outer space was not easy. 
Furthermore we were told bluntl;/- at that time that that in no way meant agreement 
to give substantive consideration to this question in a working group because that 
would be premature and because the complexity of the subject was such that it would 
be necessary first to identify the areas in which useful work might be done.

We were obliged then to accept the procedure which appears to have become 
customary where there is no political will to initiate negotiations, namely, the 
holding cf informal meetings. My delegation has growing doubts as to the real value 
and usefulness of these meetings of which no proper record is made and which usually 
consist simply of a repetition, often in a diffuse and disorderly way, cf positions 
and views already expressed at plenary meetings. 
subterfuge designed to fill time and to give the impression^-— a very poor one, it

This way of approaching the consideration

They appear to be simply a

is true — that something is being done, 
of an item presupposes that the question is net urgent and that the Committee has 
years in which to begin to deal with the subject in greater depth.

In 1982 informal meetings were held to consider the existing and foreseeable 
situation in outer space and the subject was also referred to repeatedly- in formal 
statements. One thing constantly emphasized at those meetings oy the vast majority 
of delegations was the urgent need to act promptly in this matter, with the utmost 
speed, because the range of activities then developing in outer space and of those 
that seemed likely to be carried out in the immediate future was expanding at such 
a rate that it would soon be too late — if it was net so already — to adopt measures 
to put a stop to or regulate those activities. As usual, a minority cf delegations 
gave no sign of sharing that appreciation and showed no interest in bringing nearer 
the moment when the international community represented in this Committee on 
Disarmament would apply itself seriously to this objective.

Barely a year has passed since those discussions and I am wondering if there 
can be any doubt that the situation that so many of us warned against has occurred 
and that, as regards outer space, developments of various kinds have taken place, 
all of them increasing the possibility and likelihood of the use of outer space 
for warlike purposes.



’when we talk about setting up a working group it is obviously cn tne 
understanding that the group will have a meaningful mandate. r or no ne is aga

Reservations appear with respect to t e desirabworking groups "in principle". 
of setting up a given group and its function.

The Group of 21 was always forthright as regards the need to set up.tûYDr,in6 
group to conduct negotiati ns on item 7 of our agenda, and in September 1982 
submitted document CD/329 ontaining a draft mandate for such a group, a propo.^
"MCh ^ ÏSflr propopal.
People1s

I have not the slightest doubt that the negotiation of a mandate for an ad i-oç 
working' group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space will not be easi .
The Question of the mandates of working groups is becoming an exercise absorbing^, 
large" part of the best energies of the Committee on Disarmament. The position ox 
some delegations is habitually such that we may well ask ourselves what is tne real 
meaning of their acceptance of the establishment of a working group when they insis 
that the mandate of such a body should be so limited that, its practical consequences 
for the achievement of effective measures of disarmament are virtually nil. . 1“^ 
work may be useful as an illustration for the representatives who take part xn i 
discussions, but it contributes very little to the negotiation of internationai 
agreements on disarmament, which is the essential task of our Committee.

We should ask ourselves if the time has not come to change the practice xOj. ewe 
by the Committee on Disarmament up to now, which is that of deciding in eac c^?’ 
with absolute precision, what a working group may do and what it may not ao. * 
practice means that the group starts with its hands tied, and it then^spends c. gocc 
deal of its available time trying to secure the broadening of its mandate.

-

guaJtTetÏf^d^^
and experience has shown that to be so. The Committee has not yet found any better 
method for dealing in depth with the questions cn its agenda. It has a_reaay 
become clear that informal meetings lead to nothing concrete. This is why the 
setting up of a working group is interpreted — rightly, in my view as c ear 
sign that the Committee has decided to tackle the subject seriously. wording 
group may function effectively or not — time will tell — but what I am certain oi 
is that if we do not set up a working group and continue to confine ourselves o 
casual conversations and informal consultations, the j-tem will simp y rema^..- on

illusion that the Committee is dealing with it whereas magenda, giving the 
reality little or nothing is being done.

CD/PV.215
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In spite of the repeated declarations at every level of the need to preserve 
outer"spa'ce exclusively for peaceful purposes, it has already become militarized to

identified for outer space, the first, "that of absolute sanctuarisation or 
demilitarization, is something that is no longer possible, it is therefore 
unrealistic to try to revert to such a situation.".

I very much fear, in view of the reluctance of some delegations to allow the 
Committee on Disarmament to discuss this item in substance, that the day is not far 
off when we shall be told: the arms race in outer space is a reality and tnere is 
no longer the possibility of pursuing the goal of preserving it for purely peaceful 

for the benefit of mankind.purposes
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Would it not, in the long run, be more productive to establish working groupe 
with simple mandates merely assigning to them «. given item, without going into 
details?

could then devote itself exclusively to the suoject assigned to itThe group
and could decide, ns its work proceeds — end we should not forget that the rule cf 
consensus always applies — what it can hope to achieve and what is not yet possible. 
The process of the work itself will decide the rate of progress that is possible 
towards the ultimate objective, which can be nothing other than the negotiation of 
one or several international agreements. But before that goal can be reached, 
many intermediary stages must be passed through, and#the working group can accomplish 
them gradually, recording to the progress and the convergences of views achieved, 
without being limited from the outset by r. restrictive mandate and without then^ 
having to spend a large part of its time discussing the amendment of that mandate.

Resolution 37/83 of the last session of the General Assembly clearly reflects 
the thinking of the international community on the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space. Its various paragraphs plainly indicate the urgency of this ^sK 
and what is expected of the Gommiitee on Disarmament in this connection. . The 
number of votes which th.-t resolution won is important, but what is more important, 

the realism and timeliness of the thinking that inspired it. I -
vital factor as it isI believe, is

is certain that there are few subjects where time is such a .
in the matter of outer space. Outer space is a new world that is already being 
used, and not always for peaceful purposes, but whose possibilities for mi_it~ry 

, both direct and indirect, are increasing day by day. Every hour oi ue^ay m 
tackling the regulation of this sphere will be lost for ever and nay prove fatal.use

As has already been noted a number of times, the military use cf satellioes 
is already a reality. Some 75 per cent of the satellites in orbit m 1990 had a 
military purpose, and an extremely high proportion of military communications are 
conducted by means of satellites.

Attempts have been srdc- to convince us that military satellites are good and 
positive. We are told — and I recall a statement srae on -9 ^rch last — that 
"these satellites have a stabilizing effect" and that they ought wherefore .

"for the foreseeable future the complete
It would, of course,V/e were also told thatprotected.

demilitarization of outer space is not at all a good idea, 
not be very realistic either".

__ to borrow +-he term — but I begThis last statement is perhaps "realistic"
claim that the complete demilitarization of outer space

The satellites carryingto disagree with the
would not be a good idea. I think th t it would be. 
out tasks connected with the verification of compliance with aisr.nnament

well be controlled by an intern*.tionr.l agency. hui
of task6 whose ultimateagreements could very

iSSMfS» i« the destructive
capo city cf combat force. My country has had a direct and painful expene. 
of the consequences of the military use of satellites.

,nd the prevention of an t ms
The cuestions of the peaceful use of outer space _ nroblcms
in th. t sphere should be oealt with in : comprenensive 

are m ny end various, and in our view there is no re son foi detem ^ P 
and priorities new, as some want to do in connection with anti-sntel.ite ay

rr. ce



At the root of the problem there is an undeniable fact. As tne political 
Declaration of Hew Delhi says, "Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war. -ney 
are instruments of mass annihilation." Until full recognition is given o is 

: essential difference between nuclear weapons and other types of weapons ant. between 
nuclear war and other types of war, and until -he logical conclusions are drawn 
from this difference, the nature of the question cu the prevention of^clear ar 
will be distorted and all the efforts based on the unique character oi mciear
weapons will be fruitless.

Document CDA41 of the Group of 21 is explicit as regards the nature of tne
through the setting up o_ a wordingproblem and the way to deal with it, name ay, 

i group with an adequate mandate.
I shall not, therefore, dwell further on this question, so as not to repeat

Furthermore, I spoke about this matter in my statement of 
The need to adopt the measures advocated by the Group of 21 is,ideas already expressed.

1 25 February last.
. in my view, indisputable.

that what has happened so far with respect to 
ern two issues of the utmost importance -c-

model of what the action 
When the

I feel obliged, however, to s 
2 and 7 of our agenda, which

I the future of mankind, does not, in my view, constitute a 
l of the sole multilateral negotiating body in this sphere ought uo ce. _
I attention of the international community, .justifiably and deeply concerned at -he 
: possibility of an arms race in outer space and even more at thav o e oi ^re o

with well-founded expectations towards «he Committee on 
serious and thorough consideration of these

realistic measures for dealing 
offer is protracted and

£ a nuclear war, is directed 
Disarmament in the hope of seeing a 
problems and the gradual emergence of concrete 

; with them, it is deplorable that all the Commit 
I meaningless discussions on procedural questions:
agenda, whether or net a working group should be established, the formulation of 

I mandates with or without substance. The international community has the right -o
from the body to which it has given specific and unique

another round of
the world tnlsy.

can
the inclusion of the item in the

expect something differentI competence in order precisely that it should not repeat once more
sterile debates but should find practical solutions to the problems oi

)5 If it does netThe Committee or. Disarmament :.as a tremendous responsibility, 
manage to fulfil that responsibility fully and effectively, that will be no victory
for anyone but the defeat of all.

!

;et
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it is intended to protect, military satellites, 
important to" warrant 'their immunity" aM'Tmpunity.particularly when tne objects, which 

fulfil hostile functions far too: can
of the comments I have made in

race in outer space couldFrom the procedural point of view, many' 
connection with the subject of the prevention of an

that of the prevention of nuclear war.
arms

eoually well be applied to

m»m e* «wsss.if either of these possibilities were to become a reality, the extent ox tne 
consequences would in the second case be even more catastrophic.that

New Delhi Message likewise contains a paragrapn pointing out that tne non-aligne 
countries, speaking for the majority of the world community, want an immediate ha.t 
to the drift towards nuclear conflict which threatens the well-being nou ynay ox 

times but also of future generations as \^exl •humanity' in cur
ch
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\ Mr. 1.1 sue re, Nigeria)
I would now like to address another agenda item of the utmost priority to 

all mankind, namely, the prevention of an arms race an outer space. Although 
the United ‘Nations General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session, in 
resolution 37/8 3 > requested the Committee on Disarmament to 'establish an 
ad hue working group on the subject at the beginning of its session in 1963, 
with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of ar. agreement or 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in 
outer space", ic is ? matter for regret that this Committee has not even 
started setting forth on the hard and difficult road of result-oriented 
negotiations.

Events in recent years have shorn that the extension cf the arms race to 
outer space poses a real t lire at to internat! cna.l peace and security, 
instance, the growing rivalry between the two Superpowers over the development 
of space-based anti-satellite defence systems such ds destroyer systems or 
AUAT hr.a introduced a- nevz dimension into spa.ee warfare prospects. The 
destabilising consequences cf such space weapons with regard to international 
security and the maintenance of our fragile peace are only too obvious.

In the opinion of my delegation, the increase in the use of anti-satellite 
weapons,- high energy lasers and particle-beam weapons runs counter to the 
spirit and letter of the outer space Treaty of 19v7 and other relevant legal 
instruments whose objective is to promote the exploration and use o± outer 
space for peaceful purposes.

At this point, my delegation feels concerned about the announcement coming 
from Washington earlier this month urging American scientists to forsake the 
three-decade-old doctrine of deterring nuclear war through the threat of 
retaliation and instead pursue a defensive strategy based on space-age weaponry 
designed to "intercept and destroy" incoming enemy missiles.
'■pinion cf come experts, this propos"! "raises the spectre of s.n arms race m 
space which ultimately could be more expensive and dangerous thru the one 
tricing place on earth". In a reaction the Soviet leadership was quo tec1 as 
saying, "Should this conception be converted into reality this would actually 
open the floodgates of a runaway race of all types of strategic anus, both 
offensive and defensive".

Tiir arm- race ir a live issue and one should approach the problem of 
disarmament with n. sense of realism rnd honesty.
United Staves is the richest country on earth but my delegation believes that 
a proposal for a trillion military expenditure for a five-year period is, 
to say the least, disturbing, especially in a world where most people can 
hardly afford thrre square meal:-'a day, and where ignorance and disease ravage 
societies that vzc consider members cf the sane human family.

For

According to the

Nobody doubts that, the

het us think of the funds to be .involved in such a monumental and ambitious 
let us think of the tests that will be carried out — and here wo

Unfortunately,
project;
ciiice curse 1 vos thinking cf a nuclear test—urn treatyJ 
figures are not available ts knew hew much the other Superpower spends on 

"defence", j f the word dofciu c can be appropriate in this context.i ir. own
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On 3 March 1983, Ambassador C.A. de Souza e Silva of Brazil eloquently spojce 
of vertical ore life ration among the Superpowers m his statement to this 
Committee. Inventing a weapon tc destroy another weapon only draws back the 
hands of the clock of disarmament. A defensive arms race would only escalate 
the offensive one already under way. Each side would feel compelled to increase 
the number and destructiveness of weapons with which to penetrate the defences 
of the other.

My delegation feels that insteed of the star war epitome, the two 
Superpowers should engage in serious, objective and honest negotiations to 
achieve a meaningful disarmament and peace.

Since virtually no "scientific wizardry" on the part of either one cf 
the two Superpowers c=n assure any long-term superiority in absolute terms, 
let the Superpowers hearken to the voice of reason by undertaking meaningful 
negotiations within the Committee on Disarmament and other forums with a view 
to concluding an effective and comprehensive treaty aimed at preventing the 
further militarization of outer space. It is therefore in this content that 
my delegation fully endorses the views of the Group of 21 as contained in 
document CD/329 to the effect that negotiations on the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space should aim at concluding "an agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space in all its aspects • •'•e
would also like to associate ourselves with those delegations that have caxied 
for the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the issue under an 
appropriate mandate.

In the opinion of the lîigerian delegation, the voice of reason suggests 
that the Committee take immediate mea-sures aimed at engaging in practical 
negotiations in order to elaborate a. comprehensive agreement to prevent an 
arms race in all its asoects in outer space, in consonance with the provisions 
of United Nations General Assembly resolutions 37/23 and 57/95 B, il outer 

the common heritage of all mankind, is net to be turned into aspa.ee,
cataclysmic battlefield.

Now is the time to establish, firmly and legally, outer space as 
heritage cf mankind.
’AH through history it's the nations that have given, the most to the generals 
and the least to the people that have been the first to fall".

a common
Truman :May I conclude by calling to mind the words of Harry
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(Mr. Fields, -nited Ctate3)

had useful and informative discussions on the subjects of the
Informal meetings on these subjectswe have also

oreventioh of nuclear war and outer-space, 
have reflected the keen interest of some delegations in the immediate creation

full negotiating mandates and a more cautious approach
The Committee has through this process

My delegation has
of working groups with
to these subjects by other delegations.
made some progress in reconciling these opposing approaches, 
tried to keep an open mind on these questions, but has not, as yet, heard 
compelling arguments that we have definitively established the existence of a 
dangerous void in international law which demands the urgent attention of tne 
Committee or a precise focus on concrete issues on which negotiations can take

to my delegation that there is a perception by some delegations
somehow in and of itself solves these 
If we were to accept this approach, we

It seemsplace.
that the creation of a working group 
complex and often obscure problems.would have a proliferation of working groups — well beyond the resources of 
most delegations in the Committee to cover adequately. V'e beliive it would oe 
better to concentrate on the completion of the work before us, while at the 
same time exploring the substantive issues relating to these complex subjects^ 
on which we can develop a common approach. As the sola multilateral negotiating 
forum for disarmament, we must always .be vigilant to those areas where 
disarmament negotiations are necessary and appropriate.

CD/PV.216

(Hrj^Mç^^lj^CŒsda)
Mutual security is also a critical theme in this Committee1s ^ consideration of -he 

prevention of an arms race in outer space. Cuter space has been defined^ as a 
Canadian nriority for 1983. For a number of years in the General Assembly, Canada _ 
has urged that attention be given to this subject. Let me be clear. Our objective xs 
the prohibition of all weapons for use in outer space. Mr. MacEachen called on -his 
Committee to begin as soon as cessible its essential task of defining the legal an
other issues necessary to build uoon the existing outer space regime. Pe^iaps one 
of the most logical issues to treat first is that of defining what a future treaty 
or treaties would include. Presumably the definition should encompass space-based 
and ground-based systems, and should include any type of weapon not prohibited by t-e 
outer space Treaty. The definition should presumably be as bread as possible, ana 
be sufficiently pr- aise so as net to ccnfld rfc with other categories of armaments. As 
we crogress, it nay be decided that we should concentrate initially on one category 
of wea-oons, if a broader definition would unduly delay progress toward our objective.

The main problem the Committee will face, however, will undoubtedly be. that 
of verifying any prohibition on which ve may wish to a&-ee. The technical problems 
involved" are daunting, for exancle, in determining whether a vehicle in space —

the ground apparently designed for use in space — does xn fact contravene 
the prohibitions of an agreement. Canadian experts axe attempting to determine nov 
the problem' can be dealt with, anc we shall share any promising results of their 
research with other delegations in this Committee.

or a
system on

The Canadian delegation will co-wroerate fully, Mr. Chairman with the contact group 
that will be consulting ’under your guidance and that of your successor m this regara. 
This contact group is charged with clarifying the objectives and tasks of an eventua- 
working group on control and outer space, with a view uo reacuirg consensu- -n
the creation of a working group and its mandate. The objective is to reach agreement 
during the course of our summer session, and we intend, in co-operation with ouners, 

work actively toward this objective so that the option of arming outer space mayto
be closed off.
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(Hr. Issraelyan, USSR)

Tie question to which the Committee has given greater attention at this session
We fully understand theis that of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 

alarm and anxiety expressed by a number of delegations in the Committee about the 
programmes recently adopted and already being carried out for the designing of 
weapons based cn the latest scientific achievements and discoveries, including 
systems and means for the conduct of military operations in cuter space and from 
it. VJe regret that in spite of the almost universal understanding by delegations 
in the Committee of the urgency of this question, the discussions on it did not 
culminate in the adoption of a decision to seu up an ad hoc working group. The 
basis for such a decision existed and exists. A number of delegations, including 
delegations from socialist and non-aligned States ard also from Western countries 
put forward proposals meriting attention. The Soviet delegation will continue at 
the summer part of our session to make efforts to secure progress on this issue, 
bearing in mind the ultimate goal — outer space should remain a peaceful sphere.
The draft treaty we put forward concerning the non-stationing of weapons of any 
kind in outer space was designed to contribute to this end. As Mr. Andropov,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
stressed, "We are convinced that it is necessary to go even further and agree on a 
general prohibition of the use of force both in outer space and from it, in relation
to the earth'1.

CD/PV.216
27

(Mr. Erdemblleg, Mongolia)

With regard to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, the Mongolian 
delegation, like many other delegations, has repeatedly drawn attention to the urgency 
of this question, which is becoming all the greater in view of the dangerous trend 
towards the conversion of outer space into a theatre for such a race and particularly 
in the light of recent actions on the part of the Washington administration.

The socialist countries constantly endeavour to secure the adoption of effective
There are on the negotiating table inmeasures to prevent an arms race in outer space, the Committee various documents which could provide a solid basis for a detailed 

consideration of and the conduct of negotiations on questions of substance.
As a result of the consistent demands of the group of socialist countries, and 

with the support of the Group of 21, the Committee on Disarmament could in principle at 
the present stage reach a consensus on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on 
item 7 of the agenda, if it were not for the opposition of those who maintain the 
thesis of the "vagueness" of the aims and tasks of such a working group.

The Mongolian delegation considers that appropriate consultations should be held 
in the Committee at the very beginning of the summer part of its session for the 
purpose of reaching agreement on a mandate for an ad hoc working group on the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space so that the group can proceed forthwith to 
practical negotiations.
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(I-ir. Cromartie, United Kingdom)

the prosoect of further work in the Committee on
We believe that this is anMy delegation also welcomes

^:r^?L°hi^stei^SnS wh i ct^deserves'ful 1 ^nd6 proper consideration by the 

Committee, including the creation of a working group on space issues provided that 
agreement can be reached on an appropriate mandate. There are already a number of 
proposals before the Committee for the formulation of such a mandate, bub e
that they may be too broad and too unspecific for the purpose in hand. In the vi.w 
of my delegation we should aim to point the work of the proposed group in practical 
directions which offer the prospect of real progress. We would favour adopting a 

pragmatic approach which would seek to answer the following questions :more
Which aspects of military activity in space are already controlled 
by bilateral or multilateral agreements? Have these agreements 
been observed? Have they stood the test of time?

Could existing agreements be extended? Uhat other further arms control 
measures might be envisaged? Are there developments which are immédiat y
threatening?

(iJ

(ii)

or other more generalIs there scope for confidence-building measures 
undertakings?

(iii)

would consider it desirable to confine 
and continued validity 
if that is possible, of 

and the

In line with this approach my delegation 
draft mandate initially to the examination of the scope

the definitionthe
of arms control agreements governing space;

would be desirable and feasible to extend that scope,
extension could be achieved.areas in which it 

identification of means by which such an
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space has been on
This problem has becomethe agenda oi the Committee on Disarmament for two years, 

particularly urgent now in connection with the recently declared plans of the 
United States to turn outer space into an arena for the arms race.

The Soviet union is firmly against the initiation of a new round in the arms
That is why, a few years ago, therace and itc extension to now spheres.Soviet Union submitted to the Committee on Disarmament a draft treaty on the 

prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any Kind in outer space, 
know, we acre not opposed to the consideration, in the course of the relevant 
negotiations, of questions connected with the prohibition of anti-satellite 
systems as well as other systems of weapons to be used in or from cuter space. 
But we are in favour of concrete negotiations aimed at achieving agreed tangible 

This is; in our view, the task of the Committee on Disarmament — the
In this connection, we cannot

As you

results.
body for multilateral negotiations in this field. 
she.re the approach set forth in the statement mace the day oefore yesterday by 
the head of the United Kingdom delegation, Ambassador Cromartie, who proposed 
that the mandate of an ac hoc working group on the prevention of an arms race in 
cuter space snculd be confined to "the examination of the scope and continued 
validity of existing arms control agreements governing space" and to some other 
problems of a similar research nature.

In principle the Soviet Union is net against research activity in this 
field. Moreover, we have even submitted an appropriate proposal to this effect. 
As you know. Mr. furi Andropov, General Secretary of the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and chairman of the Presidium of the 
Supreme Soviet of tan USSR, has proposed the holding of a meeting between 
Sovift and United States scientists who ar~ specialists in this matter in order 
to discuss the possible consequences of the creation of large-scale anti-missile 
defence systems. However, the Committee is not the place for such an activity. 
Here we should work out concrete international agreements on the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space anc on the prohibition of the stationing in space 
of weapons of any kind because a real danger exists of the spreading cf mill.ary 
activity into this sphere also. The Soviet delegation therefore considers that 
the mandate of the working group on the prevention cf an arms race in outer space 
should envisage talks on this issue aimed at the elaboration of an appropriate 
agreement or agreements.
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(Mr. Nunez î-fasauera, Cuba)

As regards outer space, consultations have been begun with a view to 
setting up a working group to negotiate an appropriate solution for the 
prevention of an arms race in that environment. As you all know, practical 
working papers containing well-defined mandates have been submitted to the 
Committee on Disarmament both by the non-aligned and neutral countries and

These documents were submitted someby the socialist group of countries.
time ago and we are still awaiting the reaction of the group of western 
countries. We are aware that they are ready to submit their own ideas on

hope will be consonant with the negotiating function 
Anything less — a limited mandate, like the one given to the 

Nuclear Test Ban — would be regrettable.
this subject, which we 
expected of us. 
Working Group on. a

CD/PV.233
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(Mongolia) (translated from Russian)! Mr. Chairman, allow me 
sincerely to welcome you to the office of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament 
for the month of August and to wish you success in the discharge of the respons.bl 
duties of that office.

I should also like to express our gratitude to your predecessor, _
Ambassador Mansur Ahmad of Pakistan,-who guided the Committee•s: work last month.

Mr. ERDEMBILEG

occasion to set forth its views again on the
in outer space on- 19 "April of - this- year, 

Today I should like to-make
The Mongolian delegation had 

question of the prevention of an arms race 
during the sprins part of the Committee's session.
certain conoents'in order to explain our position on this^oostion £8™^

in document CD/410, which has
Before beginning my statement I should like,detail.

delegation, formally to introduce the working paper 
today been distributed to members of the Committee.

the Mongolian delegation has tried or.ee; again to demonstrate
an arms race inIn this document

the importance and urgency of the problem of the prevention of . .
outer space and to give an assessment of the present situation m the ucmmitt-e 
this issue. I would also note that wo have t^ied to explain the need for tnc 
speediest possible starting of negotiations on the substance of tne issue wi-i" 
the framework of the Committee, and, to that end, for the setting up without furth 
delay of an ad hoc working grouo with an aepropriate mandate. The Mongolian^

ideas and observations contained in its wording paperdelegation hones that the 
will be carefully studied and commented on during the Committee s further
consideration of item 7 of its agenda.

The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, which was 
included in the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament only relatively recently, x 
becoming one of theatre 3nd greater urgency. The active interest in tnis ques x 
of the overwhelming majority of delegations ns greatly increased, and even during 
the spring part of our session we were near consensus on the establishment ot 
ad hoc working group on this question.

r/'tter has been dragging on, while the threat o:
unrestrained arms race has 

has been adopted concerning
space for

However, discussion of the 
the conversion of outer space into a theatre for an 

In the hnited States a decisionmarkedly increasei. national space policy in wnien a large part is played by the uuo of outer
military purpos;s.
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The United States' intended large-scale use of space combat systems is 
connected primarily with the deployment in outer space of weapons based on new 
physical principles, in particular laser and high-energy weapons, and also 
traditional types of weapons.....

Under the programme for the so-called triad of space-based laser weapons, 
intensive work is being done in the United States on the development of the basic 
elements of space laser weapons. The "Alpha" programme provides for the development 
of a powerful chemical laser ; under the "LODE" plan, an optical system is being 
devised which will "increase the effect of the laser beam on the target", while the 
"Talon Gould" project is for the development of a system of detection and tracking 
and guiding the laser beam to the target. Large companies like Lockheed, Rockwell, 
TRW and others are engaged in this work.

The United States is considering the possibility of the application of the 
reusable space shuttle system to anti-satellite and other military purposes.

The United States is also developing an airborne missile system using the F-15 
military aircraft in order to carry out attacks on artificial earth satellites.

Lastly, on 23 March 1983 President Reagan announced in the United States the 
beginning of work on a large-scale and highly effective anti-missile defence system

All this constitutes a dangerous step, opening the way 
It is disguised with misleading arguments about

In reality, however,
with space-based elements, 
to a new arms race in outer space.
the need to strengthen the United States' strategic defence, 
it imolies the further development and improvement of the United States' strategic 
offensive forces, and in a very specific direction, that of acquiring the potential
to deliver a first nuclear strike.

There is one other factor which, in the Mongolian delegation’s view, bears 
witness to the urgent need to set up in the Committee without delay an ad hoc 
working group to conduct negotiations on item 7 of the agenda and reach agreement 
on the text of an appropriate international treaty, taking into account the 
proposals that have been made. The existing system of multilateral and bilateral 
agreements and treaties limiting the possibilities for the extension of the arms 
race to outer space could well be undermined by the efforts to create space types 
of weapons. Here is one example which is a good illustration of this. Even before 
the United States administration's announcement of its intention to start 
implementing a programme for the development of a highly effective large-scale ABM 
system, the world community was alarmed by reports in the United States press about 
work at the Lawrence laboratory in Livermore on the development of a powerful X-ray 
laser belonging, according to staff working at the laboratory, to the "third 
generation" of atomic weapons.

The principle on which this laser is based requires the use of atomic 
explosions to produce the energy for a powerful flow of X-rays.

According to workers at the laboratory, this laser system could be deployed in 
outer space, where lasers and nuclear charges could be placed in orbit aboard 
artificial earth satellites.
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Tnis alarming information was repeated in April tnis year even after the 
announcement of the decision to start work on the development of a large-scale 
highly effective ABM system. Judging by recent statements in the influential 
United States newspaper, the Christian Science Monitor, those working on the new

Wvtl-known Edward Teller, are in favour of the
the X-rays produced by the explosion ofprogramme, and in particular the 

development of laser devices which will use 
nuclear charges deployed on space satellites.

I should like to point out that plans for nuclear explosions in space will
of the international treaties and asP^rnents

from being turned into an arena for theassuredly jeopardize the observance 
that are in force, safeguarding outer space
arms race.

Those who are obstructing the establishment of an ad hoc working croup, and 
thus the starting of concrete negotiations, justify their action by arguing t a

in outer space is pointless. m
in his statement to the 

"Clearly, the
discussion of the prevention of an -arms race 
particular, Vice-President of the United States George Bush. 
Committee at the beginning of this session, said in this connection : 
conditions do not exist which would make negotiations appropriate .

It will be easier andThe Mongolian delegation does not share this view, 
simpler to block possiole channels for an arms
appearance and deployment of space types of weapons. ,see as the priority task the closing off of possible dangerous channels for tre 
arms race in good time, instead of waiting passively until they begin to be used 
for filling the arsenals of States with new types of weapons.

in outer space before the
In our approach to item 7, we

race

Paragraph 59 of the Final Document of the first special session of the 
United rations General Assembly devoted to disarmament clearly emphasizes the neea 
for negotiations "on the limitation and cessation of the qualitative improvement oi 
armaments, especially weapons of mass destruction and the development of new means

scientific and technological achievements may be usedof warfare so that ultimately 
solely for peaceful purposes".

provision of paragraph 39 is particularly relevant in connection with
of the most important prerequisitesThis

outer space, the peaceful use of which is one 
to the solution of the global problems of all mankind.

During the discussion of this item at plenary meetings it has been said that a
would be ineffectiveconvention on the prevention of an arms race in outer space 

because of the ''vagueness" of its scope.
This apprehension is based on two false assumptions. The first is that the 

parties to the future treaty or agreement will endeavour at all costs on the firs 
opportunity to violate it — will do everything in order not to feel bound by its 
limitations.

The Mongolian delegation, like many other delegations, considers that tne
is in the interests of the ^security and 

It is on this common interest that all the
to now have been

prevention of an arms- race in outer space 
development of absolutely all States, 
multilateral and bilateral treaties and agreements concluded up
founded.
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Secondly, the proponents of this view assume that it would be difficult, if not 
impossible, to prove the violation by one State or another of the obligation it had 
assumed not to deploy weapons in outer space. Of course, there is no perfect 
verification system, nor can there be. Every agreement in the sphere of disarmament

But the opposite is also true. tic attempt atcontains an element of trust, obtaining a strategic advantage by violating the treaty would pass unnoticed. The 
possibility of individual violations is not excluded by any of the agreements now in 
force in the sphere of disarmament. But with the existing verification measures we 
believe that it would be impossible to secure strategic advantages without the other 
parties to the agreements being aware of it.

At the present stage of the discussion of item i of the agenda it is unli.-.ei}
7ne overwhelming majoritythat anvone is unconvinced of the urgency of this issue.

of delegations, if not all, are in favour of its discussion ir. some form or other. 
The Committee has nearly reached a consensus on the mandate of an ad hoc worming 
group, which represents a positive outcome of the work done in the Committee un-er 
your guidance, Mr. Chairman, as well as under Lhe chairmanships of the distinguished 
representatives of Nigeria and Pakistan.

At the same time, we are disturbed at the lack of results in tre contact group 
dealing with the question of the mancate of the future ad noc working group.

As you knew, the group of socialist countries has adopted .a definite position 
on the question of the mandate of the future working group.
that it is necessary to begin negotiations with a view to drafting a treaty or 
treaties on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
reflected in document CD/272,
Group of 21 also has Lite same object in mind and its position is clearly set forth 
in document CD/J.29.

Basically we believe

This firm position is
wnich was submitted by the Mongolian delegation. The

however, delegations of the group of '.Jestern countries are still net ready to 
ag”*ec to such a constructive approach to the consideration of tnis question, and 
its solution in a positiva way. It is for this reason that the Committee has 
already lost co much time.

If, during the time remaining before the closure of this session, the Committee 
does not manage to reach agreement on the question row under discussion, we shall 
at that sta~e see no other solution but to inform the world community of the actual 
state of affairs and to give the reason for the situation that exists in the 
Committee on Disarmament with respect to the consideration of item 7 of its agenda.
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Mr. LI LUYU (China): Mr. Chairman, first of all, allow me in the name of the 
Chinese delegation to congratulate you on your assumption of the Chair of the 
Committee on Disarmament for the current month. I am convinced that, under your 
experienced and efficient guidance, the Committee will bo able smoothly to fulfil 
its heavy tasks in the remaining month of the summer session. You can expect full 
support and co-operation from my delegation. I ''Iso wish to take this opportunity’ 
to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan for the excellent and 
effective guidance no provided in conducting our business last month.

Today, I wish to make a few comments on a question of general concern, the 
question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

With the rapid advance of space science and technology, people have come to see 
more and more clearly the immense potentialities that the peaceful uses of outer 
space have for promoting the scientific, technological, economic and cultural 
development of all countries, as well as for enhancing international co-operation.
We are all encouraged by the prospects of conquering and utilizing the universe of 
mankind. On the ether hand, however, people are concerned about the continuing 
escalation of military activities in cuter space, and particularly about the 
development of outer space weapons. In the countries that possess the most advanced 
space technologies, ’’space war" weapons, which once existed only in the realm of 
science fiction. have now found their way from the designing board and laboratory 
into the stage of experimentation for use, and will probably be deployed in the not 
too distant future. Information provided by well-known international research 
institutes has shown that over a decade ago, one space power, the Soviet Union, had 
already starts'"' research and development on anti-satellite weapons. La 1982, the 
Soviet Union further carried cut an anti-satellite wenoon test in co-ordination with 
the test launching of its intercontinental ballistic missiles and anti-ballistic 
missiles tests, The other space power, the United States, is also stepping up its 
research into anti-satellite systems and is developing a research programme into 
space-based lasers as anti-ballistic missile weapons.. The Soviet Union is said also 
to have a similar programme. Both are currently voruing on particle-beam weapons. 
All this shows that outer space is becoming -a new arena for ana superpowers to 
engage in arms expansion - By carrying the arms race into outer space they are 
opening the vav for a hitherto relatively cairn outer space to become a scene for 
military confrontation, which will inevitably incr3a.ee instability and the danger of
war.

We arc now standing at a crossroads: aether we take measures to halt an arms 
race in outer space so that the utilization of this ccmmon heritage of mankind can 
be for peaceful purposes to the benefit of all, or we allow it to become a theatre 
for the arms race and thus present an even greater threat to the whole of mankind. 
The Second United Dations Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Cuter 
Space, which was lieId last year, also expressed grave concern about the expansion of 
the arms race inco outer space, demanding that effective measures be taken ns soon 
h3 possible vo prevent the increasing militarization of outer space and.an arms race 
therein.
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maintained that the exploration and use of outer space 
auat serve peaceful purposes. The increasing militarization of outer space ■ 
consitutes an obstacle to its peaceful use. Efforts must be made to ha_t and

such a dangerous trend. In our view, tne question of tna militarization o- 
outer space consists mainly of the following two aspects. Ch the one hand, various 
kinds of space weapons are being developed by the two major space powers. Their 
success in this field will result in a tremendous threat to peace ana security. .

- Therefore, it is of immediate urgency to adopt measures to prevent the testing, 
oreduction and deployment of such weapons. On the other hand, there exist some 
one thousand military satellites which belong to the three-C system, i.e. common-, 
control and communication. Most of these satellites belong to the two states wnicn 

^ the largest arsenals and have already become an important component, part or 
their respective military systems in their rivalry for world domination. They 
constitute the basis of their military superiority. In a word, the existence ana 
emergence of either outer space weapons or military satellites do not oon^or:-; v/1-'ri 
the purposes and objectives of the "demilitarization of outer space’ or the use of 
outer space solely for peaceful purposes". Therefore, in principle-, ^ they snould oe 
orohibited or restricted. Of course, military satellites are a relative--/ 
comclioated issue in that they can serve both military and civilian purposes. 
countries b-ali 2ve that these satellites should not be prohibited because they have 
certain stabilizing effects. Although it cannot be denied that some o: these 
satellites can play a certain role in tne monitoring of the implementation o 
disarmament agreements and in giving advance warning in the event of a surprise

fact that the absence of limitations and restrictions

China has consistently

reverse

possess

Some

attack, we cannot ignore tne .on these satellites will bv no means help check the arms race, particular.'/ t^e
Wo oelieve, therefore, that atnuclear arms race, between the two superpowers, present we can start by prohibiting all outer space weapons. The question of how 

to liait and restrict military satellites, however, should also be dealt witn in tne
final objective of the demilitarization of outerfuture, in an effort to reach the

3D3CC .

It should be pointed out that, ns regards the damilitarization of outer space 
and the prevention" of an arms race therein, the superpowers which possess the most 
advanced space technology and are engaged in intensifying contention ior supremacy 
have special responsibilities.

Based on the abovi position, our delegation maintains that the Committee on 
Disarmament, in accordance with the relevant resolution adocted at the 
thirty-seventh session of the United Mations seneral Assembly, should speedily 
establish an ad hoc working group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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The mandate of the working group would be to negotiate and elaborate an 
international legal instrument on the prohibition of the research, production, 
deployment and use of all types of outer space weapons, 
already expressed their views as to what outer space weapons are. 
are now
delegations so as to reach a precise and scientific definition of these weapons. 
As to the number and specific form of the international legal instruments to be 
concluded through negotiations, we are flexible.
our negotiations first on the prohibition of outer space weapons already in 
trial production.

Some delegations have
We on our part

studying this issue and are willing to exchange views with other

We can also agree to starting

Mow, wc have only two weeks left before the closure of this session of the
In spite of the repeated consultations, regrettably,Committee on Disarmament, 

a working group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space has still not 
been established. Many States have been pressing for an agreement on the 
mandate of the working group, so that substantive negotiations can begin earlier. 
There is no excuse for the Committee not to live up to the expectations of the 
international community which urgently demands the curbing of an arms race in 
outer space.
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia):

Allow me to focus my attention on one of the very important questions of 
disarmament — the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

As was stated at the meeting of heads of States parties to the 
Warsaw Treaty held recently in Moscow, they consider it necessary to start as 
soon as possible negotiations on the prohibition of the deployment of weapons of 
any kind in outer space and thus to prevent the extension of the arras race to 
this sphere.

The Soviet Union proposed a draft treaty banning the stationing of weapons 
of any kind in outer space.
Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (UNISPACE 32) held in Vienna last 
summer, the overwhelming majority of countries said they were worried about the 
issue.

At the Second United Nations Conference on the

But primarily because the United States was not willing to countenance 
anything stronger, the final report of the Conference merely expressed general 
concern.

The conclusion in 196? of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities 
of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and 
Other Celestial Bodies closed the possibility for the placing in outer space of 
weapons of mass destruction.
bodies of military bases, installations or fortifications, as well as the 
testing of weapons of any kind and the conducting of military manoeuvres. 
However, from the legal point of view, the possibility remains of the placing 
in outer space of such types of weapons as are not covered by the definition 
of weapons of mass destruction.

This Treaty prohibits the creation on celestial



Hovever, this is only one side of the possible use of outer space for
There are already technical possibilities also for setting upmilitary purposes.and stationing in outer space military facilities which could strike against

And it is commonly known thattargets on the earth’s surface or in its vicinity, 
specific projects are being worked out for setting up laser and beam weapons

we cannot pay attention to only one system in 
in that environment.systems also for that purpose.

we have to prohi Thisofouter
would question.tothe only really

Anything else would be simply a waste of time, which is running against us. 
President Reagan has proposed that we start investigating whether in the next 
century technology nay offer a solution to security that does not rest on the

But this is nothing other than an attemptprospect of mass and mutual death, to cover the reality, a dangerous step toward the militarization of space.
The decision by President Reagan to start research on the creation of a 

global ABM system based in space would undoubtedly give new impetus to the arms 
race in outer space. The Soviet-American ABM Treaty prohibits the development, 
testing and deployment of ABM systems and their components based in space. As 
is well known, each development of a new type of weapon starts with research, 
which forms an organic part of the development stage. We are afraid that the 
United States President's decisipn breaks the provisions of the important Treaty 
on the limitation of ABM systems. One should also fully take into account the 
fact that the development of a new ABM system in the United States would result 
in the creation of a highly unstable and dangerous situation.
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Science andWe are now witnessing attempts to make use of this possibility, 
technology have made such a progress that it is now practically possible to create 
laser weapons based in space.

It has been disclosed that the Pentagon is funding research into a laser beam
This could conceivably be ready for flight 

Major-General Donald Lamberson, 
to the United States Under-Secretary of

system for. use as a weapon in space, 
testing by 1993, at a cost of $50 million, 
responsible for directed-energy weapons Defense for Research and Engineering, told a Congressional committee in March that 

studies would define for the first time "the scope of the remainingnew Pentagonuncertainties as to whether an effective weapon system can be achieved and the
The Pentagon hassize of the risk involved in a greatly accelerated programme."

committed about $900 million for the five years 1982-198S.so far
The novelty of beam weapon systems — "brand new weapon forms that have never 

been developed and deployed before," as Major-General Lamberson called them — 
suggests that they will draw little upon existing weapons systems technology 
(although they may draw extensively, upon NASA's space shuttle programme to test 
the components).
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We have also heard and read arguments that the best place for a future 
war is outer space, not only because it is distant out also because the 
United States can permanently hold • the lead.

As I have already said, the party anu State leaders of the
What can be said in response to

such a thesis?
socialist countries parties to the Warsaw Treaty stated that they "resolutely 
stand for tne maintenance of a balance of forces at the lowest possible level. 
But in the interests of peace and self security the States in question proclaim 
that in no case will they allow anybody to achieve military superiority over

Ana this is what both sides should realize — that there is no kind of
It would also be wise if

them".
scientific wizardry to assure superiority anywhere, 
this fact were realized by the United States.
in mind the words of Richard L. Garvin, who helped build the H-bomb and has 
worked for 32 years on exotic weapons and defence development, 
recently, "Space wars are not an alternative to war on earth." 
systems ir. space are in fact designed to produce military advantages on the

We cannot but agree with several members of the United States Senate

It would also be wise to bear

He said
Military

ground.
and Union of Concerned Scientists saying "It will be far more difficult to 
keep weapons out of space once testing begins". 
consideration how much the weapons race taken into outer space would cost, we 
cannot escape the fact that it would undoubtedly become the most costly 
armament programme ever undertaken.

And if we take into

But for thatThere is still time to do something to stop this madness. 
we need concrete negotiations.

The best way to do that is to set up the working group and to start 
serious negotiations based on the principle of equality and equal security. 
The fact that we must do something concrete is fortunately understood by many 
delegations. For example, in document CD/373* "Prevention of arms race 
outer space", prepared by France, it is very clearly written that "the 19°7 
Treaty on outer space deals very inadequately v/ith the problems posed by the

The only limitation placed on military activityarms race in outer space. 
in outer space is the prohibition, in the first paragraph of article IV of 
the Treaty, of the placing in orbit of nuclear weapons or other weapons 
of mass destruction".

But the time hasSuch a Treaty in its time was a great step forward, 
come to extend the prohibition to any other weapon which can be used in outer 

This is also reflected in the French document, altnough we cannotspace.
agree with the formulation that "The Treaty thus, on the contrary, authorizes

There is not a single word about such 
It would be more correct to say that the

other military uses of outer space1'. 
an authorization in the Treaty. 
prohioition of the placing in orbit only of nuclear weapons or other weapons
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destruction contained in the Treaty was misused for the- .development.,of
I repeat, misused, but not authorizedof mass

other weapons not defined in the Treaty.
by the Treaty.

So, I think there is a common agreement that something concrete must be 
’aut concrete negotiation cannot start at plenary meetings, formal ordone, 

informal ones.
• Let us, then, establish an ad hoc working group and begin serious 

negotiations, because it will be far more difficult to keep weapons out of space 
their testing begins and once they become a part of the military arsenal ofonce 

some State.
In this connection, I would like to evaluate the efforts of the 

United Nations aimed at the exploration of outer space for peaceful purposes only. 
As you know, there has been functioning in the United Nations for many years the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. The work of this Committee and 
of its two sub-committees, the one scientific and technical, and the other legal, 
deserves the maximum attention of all Members of the United Nations, 
know that it has already brought concrete results. I would like to mention the 
agreements which modify the co-operation of States in outer space. These are, 
in particular, the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States 
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial 
Bodies, which I mentioned earlier, the 1968 Agreement on the Rescue of 
Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into 
Outer Space, the 1972 Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused 
by Space Objects, the 1975 Convention on Registration of Objects Launched into 
Outer Space and the 1575 Agreement concerning the moon and other celestial bodies. 
I think that nobody can aoubt the usefulness of these documents. It is only
regrettable that after many years of existence of the Committee — it is more 
than 20 years — such results are not more plentiful. It is well known that 
because of the lack of interest of Western countries, and especially of the 
United States, and because of their lack of a positive approach, it has not been 
possible to achieve the international legal regulation of long-distance pesearcn 
of the earth from outer space, nor has it been possible to adopt a legal

Vie are of the opinion that this — I mean

And you

definition and delimitation of space, 
the co-operation of States in the peaceful exploration of space and the regulation 
of concrete questions — is a sphere in which States should also concentrate

We, in the Committee on Disarmament, could help 
quite a lot in the endeavours to ensure the peaceful use of outer space by 
preparing a treaty prohibiting any cessible misuse of that environment for

their attention and efforts.

military purposes.



The militarization of outer space would conpliente the international 
situation's a whole, increase distrust in the relations between States, create 
obstacles to international co-operation in the sphere of the peaceful use o 
space, reduce the prospects for the limitation of the arms race in ^ Uelds;- 
hLe à destabilizinc effect on the strategic situation and me.ltably mcre^e 
the probability of the outbreak of e nuclear war.

But even if not used for its primary purpose, military spce technology 
causes tremendous damage, depriving the international comunlty o imm. -

ombat systems of spr ce weapon..
tine when many count ries need 

development, expenditure of 
is nothing but the

United States
systems up to G? billion. The deployment of 
would cost hundreds of billions of dollars. .t a 
material assistance for their social <- -nomie 
trily astrcncLÜrr.1 suns on the arms r; • n out or space
robbery of peoples.

M-r. ISSFJÜLY1JT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated^fron Duqsi.an ) i 
1-Ir. Chairman, the "Soviet delegation would like to dwell upon item 7 of the agenda,, 
"Prevention of an runs race in outer space".

consistently advocates the elaboration cf international legal
,.s farThe Soviet Union ,

_llpc. nrotectinr outer space against various aspects of trie- arris .baVac in 1758, soon after the launching of the first Soviet artificial sate 111 e, 
. • h j.ej +iie be winning of the space era, the USSR put forwara a proposal for 

the prohibition of 111 types of military use of outer space without exception, on 
the basis of strict .observance of the principle of .equal security ana the 

-admission of military advantage for any side.

ra.ee.

non
Tn the following years, on the initiative of the Soviet Union and v/it.j its 

active participation, international agreements were elaborated and concluaed aimea 
at the use of space only for peaceful purposes and for trie benefit of &jak- •

has been dealing with the subject, ox theThe Committee on Disarmament ,.
uneven*ion of an arms rave in outer space only relatively recently 
last ses'-ior The inclusion of this item in the agenda was necessary be£au-® 1X1 
spite of "the existing agreements and treaties there are still ^/X/'co^eîn 
outer space com be filled with lethal weapons. In tms connection, the conceir. 
of the States members of the Committee reflects, the legitimate concern of 
entire international community, alarmed at the ominous prespe^ - ' .
transformation of outer space into a potential theatre of military o.tiwtie*.

since the

technology has made the extremely
ace to cuter spaceThe rapid development of military space

task of firmly preventing the extension of tne arris r? .
The maintenance of peace ana security m

on earth.
import ant
a priority international problem. _ . . -
outer space has tremendous significance for the preservation of pe.ee 
In the final =mriy=is, any space weapon hen a terrestrial orientation.

alternative to war on earth; it will oe i
Var in 

mere prelude to
will not be anspace

war on our entire planet.
K’-'. Yuri hn&ropov, General Secretary of tnc Central w-ounittee of the 

Comunist Party of tbe’seviet Union end President of f
Supione Soviet of tl.e BSSH, in his reply tc the addressj»f a *r ^lit;rUatlon

X ^Cine naiikind, er.d tench here on
earth will depend on whether it is solved".

-

cd/w.233
2?

. 
,



anxiety concerning theDuring- the current session of the Committee 
negative consequences of an arms race in cuter space has increased still further 

result of the decision taken by the United States administration to begin 
developing a global anti-missile defence system which could be deployed in space. 
This was the subject, in particular, of the speech made by President Reagan on 
23 March 196 .

our

as a

Some delegations, hindering the starting of negotiations on item 7 of the 
agenda, argue that at present there are no specific types of weapons designed for 
use in and from outer space.

Such an approach seems to us incorrect, 
preventive prohibition of new types of weapons before their deployment, creation 
and development. The facts shew that we are on the threshold of the appearance 
of soace tynes of weaoons. At present the United States is completing the 
development*of an anti-satellite missile system (ASAT) on the basis of the P-15 
fighter plane. There is no doubt that the deployment of anti-satellite weapons 
will threaten both peaceful activity in space and the existence of national 
systems of communication, control and command, which would lead to the most 
dangerous destabilization of the strategic situaticn.

Common sense and logic call for the

It is also known that the United States is developing directed-energy laser-
Their main task 

If anyone
and particle-beam weapons, which it is •planned to deploy in space, 
would be the destruction^ space-, air-, ground- and sea-based targets, 
thinks that tne appearance of laser weapons in space is possible only in the 
distant future, he is mistaken. The appearance of laser space weapons in the 
1980s and 1990s is not improbable. According to information from the American 
press agencies published in the International Herald Tribune of 27 July 1905, the 
United States Air Force recently tested a laser weapon against real targets, 
airborne laser device destroyed five "Sidewinder" missiles over the testing 
ground in the state of California. There is no doubt that after this weapon is 
fully developed it will be-tested in outer space. Space-, air- and ground-based 
objects cay become its targets.

An

In the opinion of United States experts, many of the key types of technology
Other,necessary for the development of combat space systems already exist.

sophisticated types of technology for the conduct of war in space are oeing
The press has published information about

more
developed in research programmes, 
such projects as the stationing in space of huge mirrors which would aim a laser

The possibilities are being 
The project envisages

bean at missiles and destroy them during flight.
-discussed of implementing the project of Edward Teller, 
the creation of a powerful space-based X-ray laser which would have as its

the radiation resulting from the explosion of a "small nuclearenergy source 
charge launched into orbit".

Large suns are beingThe creation of space weapons is being intensified, 
allocated for their development. According to information in the magazine 
Aviation Week and Space Technology, the United States Defense Department1 s plan 
envisages a mere than twelve—fold increase in the amount spent on the development 
of laser systems fcr use in and from space by 1963.
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The de ci s icri to develop o new space-based ABI-1 system. is or. extremely 
dangerous step which opens up a now avenue for the arms race in cuter space.
Th-- implementation of this da drier. would inevit:bly d*stabilize the- strategic 
situation in the world and would thus increase the danger of the cutbreed, of

There is a strict links re between offensive and. defensive systems 
This linkage was recognized by the official United States 

If this linkage is upset by one side, that

nuclear war.
cf strategi” weapons. 
representatives at the SALT talks, 
will inevitably lead to the adoption cf retaliatory measures by the other side. 
As was pointed cut by the eminent Soviet scientist, Vice-President cf the USSR 
Academy of Sciences E.P. Velikhov, whatever the efficiency of a new ASK system, 
whatever the. degree of its reliability in destroying missiles, efforts would 
immediately be made to improve them, precisely in order to overcome this system. 
The arms race would be raised toa new and more dangerous level, and military

Academician E.P. Velikhovconfrontation would become still mere threatening.
stated that "the so-called defensive weapon would be followed in space by the 

This would represent the greatest threat to the security andoffensive one.
sovereignty of all peoples on the planet, since the system would be deployed over 
their heads, in their sky".

The development cf a global APR system, while intensifying the strategic 
ce as c whole, inhibits the adoption of new measures for the prevention of

In' addition to that, it inevitably undermines the
The decision

arms ra
an arms race in outer space.
foundation cf the treaties and agreements existing in this field, 
to develop a new ASM system is contrary to the 1>’72 Treaty between the uScR and 
the United States on the limitation of anti-ballistic missile systems. 
to the Treaty (article V), the parties undertook "not to develop, test or deploy 
API* systems or components which are sea-based, air-based, space-based cr mobile 
land-based".

According

It cannot be excluded either that in an attempt to implement the decision 
of President Reagan certain technical projects might be adopted which would 
jeopardize the implementation of the Moscow Treaty of IjSj banning nuclear 
explosions in c.*tr-r space. Vo have already mentioned one project which envisages 
nuclear explosions in cuter space in order to provide X-ray lasers with energy.
In come--t ion with this project one of the participants in the negotiations which 
resulted in the conclusion cf the Moscow Tready, Mr. Avers11 Karriman, not long 
ago st:ted the following : "I am disturbed to hear consideration cf discarding 
the limited test ban to test mvlear weapons for use in outer space in the naive 
belief that war in space will not reach back f c earth". {International H-orala 
Tribur.e. 2b July 1962) •

The facts an.a examples stated above , in cur view, quite convincingly shew 
wl-at a tragedy it would be for mankind if outer space were transformed into a 
source of disputes between States, and more particularly a sphere of military 
confrontation between them. Only a complete lack of understanding of a heavy 
responsibility and extreme madness can lead to a policy whereby the space ovar 
man's head contains a threat to his very existence.

The draft treaty submitted by the Soviet delegation on the prohibition of 
11 u stationing of vvapor..: of my kind in outer space is designed to prevent such 
a t im at. Vo proposed that SI ot<-s should undertake not to place in orli’i 
around th- • earth cb.j.-w-ts or. rrying weapons of any kind, install si. 1. v/t-opens on
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celestial'"bodies or station such weapons in outer space in any ether namer. 
According to the draft the parties to the treaty should use space objects in 
accordance with the principles of international law, including the Charter the 
Urited Nations, and in the interests of maintaining peace and security ana

The Soviet draft was met with 
In its resolutions 5^/99 and

developing co-operation and mutual understanaing.
’understanding by the international community.
37/83 the United Nations General Assembly urged the Committee on Disarmament to 
work out an appropriate international agreement. On this basis, the delegations 
of the socialist countries in the Committee already have for two years new been 
advocating the establishment of an ad hoc working group to elaborate a treaty or
treaties.

We are prepared to go even further— to agree on the prohibition in generax 
of the use cf force both in cuter space and from outer space in respect of earth. 
The Soviet Union is ready to enter into négociations on these subjects wrtrouc 
delay. Our proposal for the holding of a meeting of Soviet and American 
scientists and experts to discuss the possible implications cf the creation cf a

I wish to recall also that at thefull-scale ABM system also remains in force, 
thirty—seventh session of the General Assemoly the Soviet side reaffirmed i«s 
readiness to resume bilateral Soviet—American talks on anti—satellite systems.

net to start anThis is the essence of our position on item 7 of the agenda - 
arms race where there has been none, and to put a stop to it wnere it is no» 
taking place. The Soviet delegation believes that further delay in starting 
negotiations or. item 7 is inadmissible. Even during the short time since the 
inclusion in the Committee's agenda of the item on the prevention of an arms race 
in outer space, the ominous scripts of "star wars" have been embodied in quite 
real military space programmes.

Mr. Andropov stated in his reply to the address of the group of American 
scientists and public figures, "We have new reached a truly decisive moment: 
either the States concerned must immediately sit at the negotiating tacle and 
start to elaborate a treaty banning the stationing of weapons cf any kind in 
cuter space, or the arms race will spread to cuter space".

This position corresponds to the interests of the overwhelming majority ox 
The*international community is becoming more and mere

The scientists of various countries
peoples and States.
clearly aware of the danger looming over it.
have been warning mankind of the possible implications of the extension ci the

A special declaration on this subject was adeptea by 
A number of scientists from the United States and other

arms race tc cuter space.
Soviet scientists.

countries have also condemned the piers for the development cf a full- 
More than 100 United States congressmen and 40 eminent

We stem
scale ABM system. _
scientists and arms control experts hove sent letters to President Reagan cal-xng

bilateralfox immediate agreement with the Soviet Union or. the establishment of a 
moratorium on the testing of anti-satellite weapons in outer space. 
of the congressmen states: "We are deeply concerned at the threat cf an arms 
race in outer space and are convinced treat it is ir the United States nacicra
inte rest s to avoii it. Such an arms race will threaten our security and 
undermine international stability and the possibility cf achieving future 
ogreement s in the arms control field".

The letter

representatives of 36 academies of sciences resolutely advocated a
scace in the declaration they signed in Rome in September 1y--•

The
peaceful cuter



The prevention of an arms race in outer space is closely linked with the 
prevention of nuclear war and the limitation cf the am race In its principal 
manifest at icns. These questions are at the centre cf the attention ci t -£ 
world community and of many international forums, including’ the Commit ee on 
Disarmament. There were recently published in the Soviet Union the replies oJ 
the Minister of Defence of the USSR, Marshal Dmitri Ustinov, to questions put dj 
a TASS correspondent, replies which express the Soviet point cf view on a wac e 
range cf those issues. The replies of the Minister also explainsa tne.uSS ; 
position regarding the talks with the United States on nuclear arms limitation 
in Europe and on strategic arms limitation and reduction. Marshal Us inev 
gave the Soviet assessment of the state of affairs at these talks and 
pro spects.

The Soviet delegation has transmitted the text of the replies cf t.ie bS».^ 
Minister of Defence to the questions of the TASS correspondent to the secretariat 
for distribution as an official document of the Committee. Ve hope tuat .he

Defence will be carefully studied by delegations.replies of the USSR Minister of
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Finally, the secretariat of the Committee on Disarmament has received in 
recent weeks hundreds of letters from representatives cf non-government«,1 
cre,ani'*~tions and private persons demanding the adoption cf measures to prevent

~ race in outer space. Here is one of them, and it is echoed by thousands 
United States citizen Mrs. L.E. Ccle from Tempe writes: "I 8/id my

Please dc what you can

an arms
cf others.'
voice to the millions cf Americans who long for peace, 
to achieve agreement among delegates attending the Committee on Disarmament 
particularly"for a treaty aimed at banning weapons of any kind in cuter space. 
I understand there is a possibility that a working group might be set up to 
draft such a treaty".

longer disregard the desire of mankind for theThe Committee can no 
boundless ocean of space to remain clean.
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Mr. TUR3AN3KI (Poland):

Like a number of speakers who recently took the floor In plenary, I would 
also like to focus today on item 7 of our agenda "Prevention of an arms race in 

Everybody realizes that it is one of the most important Questions
in this complex problem of disarmament, negotiating body in the field of disarmament should take firm and concrete action 
in order to prevent the militarization of outer space and the arms race there.
In fact, it is one of our most important and urgent tasks. It is so because the 
conquest of outer space by man and the success achieved in that area cannot ^ 
unfortunately be separated from both the progress and the threats on sartn.
Tne successful conquest of space by man has already played and will continue to

Thanks to tiu satellites placed in outer space,

outer space". We also seem to agree that this

play a beneficial role, communication systems have been revolutionized, allowing man to hear, to see and 
to witness events taking place at the same moment tans of thousands of miles froa. 

Satellites help man in weather forecasting, making a forecast credible and
The fullhim.

allowing him to undertake appropriate measures in case of danger, 
exploitation of satellites in the field of education is still being awaited, but 
the numerous experiments so far conducted appear to be encouraging, studies and 
research of the earth's natural resources from outer space, for the benefit of 

are becoming or may become one of the great values of the exploitation of 
outer space. Remote sensing satellite data has already proved very useful for 
environmental monitoring, geological prospecting, water resource development, 
agricultural and forest inventories, and so on.

man,

On the other hand, as specialists indicate, two of every three spacecraft
During the debates of the Second United Nationslaunchings serve military purposes.

Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, held in Vienna 
just a year ago, the potential danger of the use of outer space for military 
purposes was expressed with grave concern by most delegations. Many of them, 
including the delegations of socialist countries, were of the view that the 
Committee on Disarmament is the most appropriate forum for discussing such concerns, 
and urged the conduct of negotiations leading to the elaboration of legal, 
internationally binding instruments to protect outer space from the armas race and 
military confrontation.
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Thv United Nations General Assembly, for its part, during its last two 
session-, the thirty-sixth and the thirty-seventh, adopted, either by consensus or 
v/ith an overwhelming majority of votes a number of resolutions which also call for 
concrete negotiations to be .undertaken in this connection.

Before I dwell on specific provisions of at least soma of these resolutions 
and on the views of my delegation, as well as the Committee's duties in their 
implementation, lut me shortly go through the existing international, legally 
binding rules concerning outer space.
been concluded, containing provisionaimed at prohibiting, to a certain degree, 
military uses of outer space.
Governing the Activities of States in the-. Exploration and Use of Outer Space, 
including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies of 1967, which in a sense, is the 
present "Charter of outer space", in its article IV provides, inter alia, that 
'•States. Parties to the Treaty undertake not to place in orbit around the earth any 
objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction, 
install such weapons on celestial bodies, or station such weapons in outer space

" and that "The moon and other celestial bodies shall be

Up till now six disarmament agreements have

Some of them, for example:, the Treaty on Principles

in any other manner
used by all States Parties to the Treaty exclusively for peaceful purposes". 
Others, like the three Soviet-American agreements dating from the iarly 1970s, 
provide regulations in certain specific fields. As an example one may quote the 
ABM Treaty of 26 May 1972. None of them, however, prohibits in a comprehensive 
manner all types of military use of outer space. Therefore, following the 
recommendation contained in paragraph 80 of the Final Document that further 
measures should be taken and appropriate international negotiations held in 
accordance with the spirit of the outer space Treaty of 1967, the United Nations 
General Assembly, at its thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh sessions, adopted four 
resolutions in which it recognized the importance of the exploration and use of 
outer space for peaceful purposes. At the same time, it recognized the urgent 
need to prevent outer space from becoming an area of military confrontation. It
is very important to note that in all its resolutions in this field i.e. 
resolutions 56/97 C, 36/99, 37/85 and 37/99 D, the General Assembly requested the 
Committee on Disarmament to consider the question of negotiutiong effective and 
verifiable agreements aimed at preventing an arms race- in outer space.
Committee on Disarmament, for its part, has affirmed its competence by making this 
subject a specific item on its agenda from the beginning of its 1982 session.

The

We have already heard in this room a number of interesting statements on 
political, military and environmental aspects of the importance of outer space.
My delegation greatly appreciates these pronouncements as a genuine contribution 
to the fulfilment of the mandate of the Committee on Disarmament. Wishing not to 
be repetitious, I shall refrain from restating arguments already provided. I 
wish, however, to recall that under the resolutions mentioned above, this 
Committee has been specifically requested to establish an ad hoc working group, 
with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer 
space".
resolution 37/83.
have agreed a long time ago, during this session, on a mandate for such a 
working group so that it could start substantial work from the beginning of its 
1984 session.

That is a quotation from one of the operative paragraphs of
In the considered view of ray delegation, this Committee should
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fully share thv view that the rapid development of military space 
technology requires a decisive and specific action by tins Committee because, 
indeed, the maintenance of peace- and security in outer space has tremendous

In the final analysis, as the headsignificance for preserving peace on earth, 
of the Soviet delegation saio last week, any weapons placed in outer space have 

other than a terrestrial orientation.none
recall the decision of the United States President according to whichLet r.i-e

the United States it to embark on a long-term research and development programing 
whose ultimate goal will be c new, space-based anti-ballistic missile system, ihe 
specialists and the proponent himself re1 cognize that it. has limi tat-on3 and raise-) 
problem?’, and that its accomplishment will take y .ars, if not decades, of efforts 

But a real problem has been posed before mankind now : the 
implementation of such a decision will inevitably cause the destabilization of the 
strategic situation among the existing military blocs, with all its consequences. 
It should be stated that the said decision gives the Committee on Disarmament a 

loquunt justification for commencing without further delay substantial
We would like

on many fronts.

new anddiscussion, aimed at the elaboration of specific legal instruments. 
to reiterate in this connection our position, namely, that the implementation cn 
this programme will be contradictory tc- th.. 1972 ABM Treaty which, in article V 
pronibits the development, testing or deployment of, inter alia, space-based
ABM systems.

An overwhelming majority of delegations in this Committee have pronounced 
themselves during the 1982 and 1983 sessions for the adopting of specific measures 
aimed at banning any military use of outer space. We therefore regret that a 
handful of delegations still hold a different view. Let me express the hope that 
they will use the recess in the work of our Committee to reconsider their position 
and that they will be able to join in a consensus from th<_- beginning ct the 
1984 session in establishing an ad hoc working group with a sound mandate. 
fact, we have on the table number of documents whose consideration could provide 
a good base for the commencement of a substantial discussion. I hav- in mind, in 
particular, the draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of 
any kind in outer space, introduced by the Soviet Union originally at the 
thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly and circulated in the 
Committae on Disarmament as its document CD/274.

In

Among other valuable contributions, documents CD/272, CD/320, CD/3^9 and the 
latest, CD/410, could be mentioned.

My delegation welcomes also the Soviet statement made here one weew ago that 
the Soviet Union would be prepared to agree on the prohibition, in general, of the 
use of force both in outer spec, and from outer space in respect of earth as well 
as on the reaffirmation of the Soviet readiness to resume bilateral Soviet-American 
talks on anti-satellite systems. In other words, a mandate of a future 
working group should provide for the possibility of negotiations leading tc the 
conclusion of an agreement or agreements for the prevention of an arms race in

We support in this connection, the proposalouter space in all its aspects.
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(Hr. Turbanski, Poland)

contained in document CD/AIO, introduced recently by the distinguished 
Ambassador Erdeiabileg of Mongolia. Cnc= the mandate is agreed on, the 
ad hoc working group could, indeed, in the first phase of its negotiations, 
identify questions which are of immediate concern to the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space.

In concluding, I would like to emphasize, once again, the main theme of my 
stater,v-nt today : 
activities.
of outer space with lethal weapons. 
to create uncontrollable instabilities, 
would provide for treaty formulations is today a must in all our deliberations on 
the agenda item entitled, "Prevention of an arms race in outer space".

existing agreements on outer space prohibit certain kind of 
However, they leave loopholes which cause a threat of the filling

Technological advances will, no doubt, tend 
That is why, to follow an approach that

CD/PV.235
25

(Mr. P.amaker, Netherlands)

Cn previous occasions, my delegation has taxen the opportunity to voice 
concern about the mossiole dangers vhicn could result from an arms race in ou.ar 

which would'add 2 new dimension to the already existing world-wide arms
Maybe one could say that this is a mere narrowly defined subject-matter,

"ïet it is a very urgent issue, and what is more,
space, 
build-up.
as compared to the previous ore. 
it tends to become more complex as time goes cy and rapid technological developments 
take dace. Perhaps not so'much the vastness of the subject-matter but the sheer 
complexity of it calls for an initial exploratory phase enabling the Committee to 
decide, in a pragmatic way, how best to prevent military activities in outer space 
becoming another source of instability which will make itself felt on earth, 
view of the urgency cf the matter, my delegation favoured from the beginning a 
pragmatic approach when it comes tc finding the appropriate wording for the mandate 
cf a working sproup which would have to delve intc this very topical issue. Since 
the establishment of a working group on this subject-matter in itself is acceptable 
to every delegation in this Committee, my delegation would deeply regret it if a 
bread, yet meaningful common—.^nomina ter type of mandate, accommodating the views 
of all delegations, could not be agreed upon.

In



Mr. CNKEIINX (Belgium) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, I premise 
that I shall be as brief as I was at our meeting last Thursday.

I am taking the floor on behalf of Australia, Belgium, Canada, Franco, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom 
and the United States of America.

Document CD/413, which is submitted this morning by.our countries, contains 
a draft mandate for the ad hoc working group which could have been set up at this 
session under item 7 of the Committee's agenda, on the prevention of an arms

This text is the product of the many informal consultationsrace in outer space, 
which have been held under aegis, Mr. Chairman, as well as under that of your

I should like here to pay. a particular tribute to the successivepredecessors.
chairmen of the Committee for the way in which they have carried their task in
this respect.

You know, as do our colleagues in the Committee, hew liffiult it is to 
reconcile the different approaches which have been advocated as to the most 
appropriate way of dealing with this important question, to which our States attach 
the greatest importance.

The draft mandate contained in the document which has been submitted, to you 
constituted an equitable compromise between the various proposals which have oeen 
put forward to date by different groups of States.

Its acceptance by the members of the Committee would have represented an 
effort on the part of each.

Had ft decided to set up a working group with such a mandate, the committee 
would have been able, at the beginning of the next session, to organise and 
initiate in substance the consideration of this item on its agenda, which it has 
not so far been able to do.

The States sponsoring this document still think that their proposal ccua.c. win 
the support of all delegations and they earnestly hope that the Committee will 
continue its efforts to organise the debate which all of us want on this imporcan v 
issue.
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Hr. EPPGHBIISG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Hr. Chairman, in its 
statement at the Committee's plenary meeting on 11 August, the Mongolian delegation 
observed that the delegations of the Western countries are not at present shoving 
a willingness to conduct real negotiations in this body on the question of the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space. The group of socialist countries, 
including Mongolia, and the C-roup of 21 countries have made concrete proposals

The socialist coma tries are in favour of the immediateon this question.
establishment of an ad hoc working group with a mandate to conduct negotiations 
towards the conclusion of an agreement or agreements on the prevention of an arms

V/c, for cur part, have shown sufficient flexibility asrace in outer space. 
regards the drafting of.an appropriate mandate.

I do net wish to take up the time of the members of the Committee by repeating 
comments on the course and results of the consultations which have been held muring 
the Committee's present session in the contact group under the guidance of the 
Chairman. We can only express our regret that these consultations did not have a 
positive outcome.

In our view, the draft mandate submitted to the Committee today by uhe group 
of Western countries (document CD/413) tn its present formulation is very -ar -rom 
the specific positions and ideas upheld by the socialist coun unes in rieir apprea^n

Although it may"contain seme ideas put forward by certain
the conduct of

to this question.
delegations, this draft does not mention the most important thing — 
actual negotiations for the purpose of drafting an appropriate international 
instrument,

We very much regret that the group of Western countries has once again net, for 
its part, shewn flexibility in response to the efforts of the group ci socialist; 
countries.

We arc in favour of the setting up of an au. ;• o- wcrKing group or, i^em i c.
We want real wirk to be donethe agenda net simply for the sake of setting it tip. 

on the substance of the issue.

In the opinion of the Mongolian delegation, if the Committee on Disarmament 
cannot, alter two whole years, respond positively to the repeated appeals oi the 
united Nations General Assembly for the setting up of an ad hoc working group 
cn item 7 of its agenda to conduct negotiations with a view to the drafting of an 
agreement or agreements on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, then it 
ought squarely to state that the responsibility lies voit?, those delegations in the 
Committee which refuse tc conduct concrete negotiations here, not only on that 
question but also on the- extremely urgent and important question of the 
cf nuclear war.

The Committee on Disarmament ought to draw the appropriate conclusions from 
the serious situation which, has come about in tils body m tr.e matter of tho 
consideration of the urrent problems on its agenda ana inform the world cornrin- 
of the actual situation in the Committee.

.: rover, tien
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(Mr. Rose, German Gemocratlc Republic)

Mr. Chairman, allot; re finally some words on a question which increasingly 
attracts the attention of this Committee — the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space.

We have in mind theRecent news underlines the topicality of this question. ^ .
establishment cf an outer space command, the on-going development of particle-Deam ^ 
weapons for use in outer space, the planned creation of a space-basee Au* sys uem an
other activities by the United States of imerica. pmv country welcomes and sunnorts the new initiative of the Soviet Union to conclude 
a" treaty on the prohibition of the ’use of force in outer space ana from outer space 
against the Earth. Only recently, the USSR has -unilaterally declared that at v,ai
ne t be the first to send anti-satellite weapons into outer space. Thus _ncra.orauj- 
is further proof cf the constructive approach of the Soviet Union towards tne 
prevention of an arms race in cuter space. It is our hope that the otner sacs waau
respond in the same manner.

Furthermore, we hone that the latest Soviet initiatives will stamula.e tne worn 
cf cur Committee. Here", as in other fields, at is necessary to proceed to 
negotiations. We, therefore, advocate that the mandats to be elaborates for a 
working group on outer space shoulc correspond to this goal.
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Mr. EL REEDY (Egypt): The Group of 21 wishes to state its views^regardmg the^ 
question of the”stablishment of an ad hoc working group on item t, Prevention - 
arms race in outer space".

Throughout the 1982 and 198J sessions, the Group of 21 has „
maintained that the establishment of such an ad_^o working group uith an appropria, 
mandate offers the only P-ctioal^urse^he^o^tte^to^lfU its &

draft mandate for the proposed ad hoc wozdcingresponsibility under this item, 
during the 1982 session the following 

contained in CD/329!gmoup, as
the common heritage of

, and in order"Feaffirming the principle that outer space— 
mankind — should be preserved exclusively for peaceful ..
to prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space, prohibit itouse 
for hostile purposes; the Committee on Disarmament decides to establish »n 
Ad Hoc Working Group to undertake negotiations for the conclusion of an 
agreement/o^agreemants - as appropriate - to prevent an arms race in outer 
space in all its aspects. The Ad Hoc Working Group will take into accoun. 
all existing proposals and future initiatives and report on the progress c 
its work to the Committee on Disarmament".
At its thirty-seventh session, the General Assembly adopted by an overwhelming 

uajority'resolutiona^/S3 and 57/98, in which the
the Committee to establish an ad ho_c working group to negotiate an agreem 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in cu^er space.

It may be observed from the pattern of voting in uhe Gene-a^ Assembly a 
thirty-seventh session, that no Member State voted against the es,“^lishme.^ o^an 
ad hoc working group with such a mandate. This was in consonance with the .ina_ 
Docümënt of the^irst special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmam - ,
which stated in paragraph 80 that:

"In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measu-es should 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations be held in accordance wiwh
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(Mr. al Reedy, Egypt)

the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the 
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies".

During the 1983 session of the Committee, consultations were held under the 
auspices of. the Chairman with a view to reaching a consensus on a mandate for the 
ad hoc working group. In these consultations the Group of 21 was confronted by a 
position- consistently held by members of the Western group, which sought to restrict 
the mandate of the proposed ad hoc working group to identifying "through substantive 
examination, issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space". 
the Group of 21 expressed its readiness to accept such a task, as a necessary initial 
stage in the work of the ad hoc working group, it maintained that the mandate should 
spell out the ultimate objective of the ad hoc working group, namely to reach an 
agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space, as 
specifically requested by the general Assembly. The Group of 21 still displayed 
flexibility and showed willingness to accommodate the States in question.

To this end, it submitted various alternative drafts and proposed amendments to 
the draft mandates submitted during the informal consultations. For example, on 
1 August 1983» it proposed the following draft mandate;

"In discharging its responsibilities as the single multilateral disarmament 
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the 
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the 
Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an Ad 5oc Working Group under 
item 7 of its agenda entitled 'Prevention of an arms race in outer space’.

"In carrying out its task, the Ad Hoc Working Group will take into account 
all existing proposals and future initiatives, and — in the first instance — 
identify, through substantive examination, issues relevant to the conclusion of 
an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space, and 
report on the progress of its work to the Committee on Disarmament."
In the last round of consultations, the draft mandate contained in document CD/413 

was submitted by its authors for consideration. The Group of 21, in a further attempt 
to reach an agreed mandate, proposed to amend the second paragraph of the proposed 
mandate so as to read as follows:

While

"The Committee requests the Ad Hoc Working Group to identify.in the firs::pgrt 
cf its :,~Q session,through substantive examination, issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space" (the underlined words constitute the 
amendment proposed by the Group of 21).
Such a formula would, if accepted, have led to the establishment of an ac hoc 

working group, and allowed it to carry out the task of identifying issues relevant to 
an arms race in outer space during the first half of the session. Following this, the 
Committee would be in a position to review the situation and hopefully be able to agree 
on the substantive mandate of the ad hoc working group. To the deep regret of the 
Group of 21, this proposal, moderate as it is, was not accepted by the authors of 
document CD/413» who have proceeded with the formal introduction of their proposal as 
a draft mandate for the ad hoc working group.

The Group of 21 feels it necessary to put on record these developments, about 
which it wishes to express its deep disappointment. The Group of 21 considers the 
mandate contained in CD/413 as inadequate, since it failed to spell out the objective 
to be reached by the ac hoc working group, namely, the negotiation of an agreement or 
agreements aimed at the prevention of an arms race in outer space.



Iii such a case, the members of the Group of 21 "would participate in the ac hoc
that its mandate constitutes 
r rese ve its

on the "understandiworking" group to be established,
only an initial stage. The Group of 21 would. there!
the question at any time and in any manner it deems app priât , in th light of the 
course of discussion in the ad hoc working group, and it would then ask the Committee 
on Disarmament to fulfil its responsibility in providing the ac hoc working group with

3 to raise

an adequate mandate.

CD/FV.236
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(ill. El Heeiv. Egypt)

The Group of 21 believes that the absence of a time-limi "C in the mandate proposed 
in CD/413 may only plunge the proposed ad hoc working group into unnecessarily 
prolonged discussions on a number of unspecified issues.

Nevertheless, in view of the urgent need of initiating action in connection with 
the task of preventing an arms race in cuter space, the Group has decided not to

if all other groups are willing to accept it.prevent the adoption of CD/413 »
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M-r. IJEWEP3 (Nigeria):

state of affairs can be discerned in cur efforts so far on the
Until now, agreement has not beenThe same sorry

»*** ^up whose principal objective
would be to insulate outer space from the ever-desoabilising arms race oy reaching

instrument tint voulu ensure tn«vu outer space
ther arena of militaryan agreement on a generally binding

is preserved as a common heritage of mankind and not a no 
end ideological confrontation. It is the belief of my delegation that, in spite 
of the major responsibility of the Superpowers with regard to outer space, the 
subject remains a collective and multilateral one on which States share the

Paragraph SO of the Final Documentresponsibility to take appropriate measures, 
amply demonstrates this, and I quote:

"in order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures should 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations be held in accordance 
with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing Outer Space, 
including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies".

The Nigerian delegation will therefore continue to urge the space Powers to 
harken to the collective voice of peace-loving humanity and show much-needed 
flexibility v/ith a view to implementing General Assembly resolution 37/Sp, adopted 
at its thirty-seventh session, which requested the Committee on Disarmament to 
establish an ad hoc working group on the subject at the beginning of its session

for the conclusion of an agreement 
in outer space".

in 1933» with a view to undertaking negotiations 
or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race

It is for this reason that the Nigerian delegation took the iniuiaui/e to
While wework towards the establishment of a. contact group on the subjec

of all members of the Committee in their responseappreciate the efforts on the part
to the setting-up of the contact group, it is disappointing to note that we are _ 
net yet sure whether there will be an agreement on the mandate. xhe onlj re eem_n6 
feature is that there are proposals to work on.
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Mr. ISSRAELÏAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republic?) (translatée from 
Russian): The Soviet delegation has always attached and continues to attach sreav 
signi.ficance to the problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The 
question of the terrible and real danger of the extension of the arms race -o
space is one of exceptional importance. .expressed on acre than one occasion the idea of prohibiting the use of .orce 
altogether, both in space proper and as regards the earth.

would like to draw the attention ofIn this connection, the Soviet delegation 
States members of tne Committee to the new initiative put forward -y 
Mr. Y.V. Andropov, Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of theJJSSR, in a conversation 
with United States senators on id August of this year. First of all, t «
Soviet Union considers it necessary to reach agreement on he comy.e.e ann^ the testing and deployment of space-based weapons of whatever :<ind for use against 
targets on earth, in the atmosphere and in outer space.

in the most radical fashion the
question of anti-satellite weapons, to reach agreement on the liquidation of tne 
anti-satellite systems that already exist and to prohibit tne Ci?-* ■‘■on

Further, the USSR is préparai to resolve

systems.

material as an official document of the Committee on Disarmament. d-ei-ior •
. Furthermore, the Soviet authorities have taken an extremely important dec.s.on.

5TÎ7-W.
satellite weapons of any kind .

and convincing proof of the Soviet Union's 
and the security of peoples.Our decision is yet another concrete 

goodwill in tne matter of strengthening peace
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(Mr. Cromartie, United Kingdom)

We have had no greater success in starting substantive work on the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space, because of the failure of the Committee to agree 
on a mandate for a working group, although all delegations are agreed in principle

Some delegations want to start at once on what they describe 
others have argued that in the first instance we should have an

on its establishment.
as negotiations ;
exploratory discussion in order to identify areas wnere progress is needed and

Surely, where differences of view persist, and wnere it iswould be possible.
obvious that a phase of initial discussion is in any case necessary, it maKes sense 
to get discussion going under a limited mandate, rather than to attempt to prejudge 
the issue by insisting on a mandate which is unacceptable to a significant number

My delegation is grateful to the Group of 21 for their willingnessof delegations.
to get discussion going on the basis of the mandate proposed by ten western

We were, however, surprised and disappointed to heardelegations, including my own. 
that the group of socialist countries were withholding their agreement and thus 
preventing the adoption by the Committee of a decision which would nave enabled us 
to make a flying start on this important subject at the beginning of the I9°4

Wu hope that the socialist group will reconsider their position during 
so that we can avoid the necessity cf covering again in 1934 the same

session, 
the recess,
procedural ground as we have covered in this session, and car., instead, get down 
to discussing the substance of this important issue.

CB/PV.237
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(Mr. oadleir, jlastraila)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is clearly one of the highest 
priority areas for a multilateral disarmament negotiating body. The opportunities 
for limitation, for control and for outright prohibition are there, and the risks 
of failure all too evident. This has been-realized by many delegations and we 
applaud the effort by the Group of 21, in particular, to set aside procedural 
preferences and agree to a working group with a mandate which begins at the 
beginning. We regret that the group of socialist countries has not seen fit to 
join the consensus at this stage. My delegation hopes that early in the 
1984 session a working group can be established and be giver, a free rein, free, 
that is, to work as it is supposed to. There should be no procedural hurdles 
once it is established early next year.



Ve would else like to emphasize that our flexibility should net be taker. for 
^-principled cmpliance. Ve*consider such a warning particularly relevant in view 
of the fee*, at*, - the current session, there have been certain attempts, so

on the group of socialist countries both on substantive 
In this context, 1 would remind you of the

to speak, to put pressure
and on cert in organizational issues.
atterp to zncre'the legitimate interests of the group of socialist countries in 
toe ii tribu ion of posts of chaire:en of the working groups at the beginning of the

attente to take the socialist countries take 
talks on the cessible nandate of an so r.co

although everybody
knows that, or two years, ne group of ôtâtes, and to be tore precise the

and continues to block, the adoption of the
socialist countries concerning such a 

the truth to affirm here that it was because of the 
no agreenent could be reached or. the terns of 
Ve would like to state fimly or.at suer, attempts 

should net be a rosed. Ve expect

current session and of the recent 
res sibility for the failure of one
working greu- or. the prever. ion of an sms race in outer space,

y

western me up, Loss blocked, 
construe ive proposal of the non-aligned and 

Vfca- a distortion ofndete.
socialist countries that

reference of the working group, 
are dconed t Cur goodwill 

cnscructive apprtacr. to neeenihle and
lete failure.

with ar. adequate response.
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(Mr. Fields. United States)

Let ne briefly touch also on agenda item 7» the prevention of an asms race 
in outer space, Ve conducted long and difficult consultations on this subject 
sneer our distinguished Chairman, Ambassador MoreHi Fando, of Peru, and my 
delegation vas hopeful for a positive outcome.
ve vere denied that success by the position of one group, a situation surely to 
be regretted by as all. My delegation has admittedly been among those vho vere 
the most sceptical of the usefulness of a working group on this subject. But ve 
listened to the arguments of our colleagues and, while not entirely convinced, 
ve dropped our opposition to a working group per- se. And the western group, after 
long considération, proposed a compromise mandate contained in-document CD/413 
which was found acceptable to our colleagues in the Group of 21. With this 
development ve had hoped that the dedicated and strenuous efforts made by

n of this Committee to resolve the issue would be rewarded.

Unfortunately, at the last moment

successive Chai

1 would like to take a moment of the Committee's time to review the events 
of the past few weeks concerning outer space. The Chairman's consultations produced 
a series of compromise proposals for a mandate for an outer space working group.
The members of the socialist group told us throughout the consultations that they 
would support the proposal of the Group of 21.
the final proposal of the western group, the group of socialist countries was 
apparently stunned and could only plead that it had come so late in the session 
that the Governments of that group of socialist countries had insufficient time 
to study the text and would, therefore, reject it.

ïet, when the Group of 21 accepted

thus ended the chance for a working group on agenda item 7 for this
— and possibly the next — the group of socialist countries referred theyear

Committee to — and I quote from the Committee's report — "new initiatives 
(by the Soviet Union) including" a "draft treaty on the prohibition of the 'use 
of force in outer space ... submitted to the United Nations General Assembly".
Thus ve have the curious situation in which the Soviet Union, possessor of the 
only operational iSA? system in the world and whose group prevented the 
Committee on Disarmament free forming a working group, new chooses to bypass 
the Committee 3 pc refer its outer space proposal directly to the General Assembly. 
Perhaps cur distinguished Soviet colleague, vho once spoke of the "cemetery of 
disarmament", is seeking to make this gloomy characterization a reality.

CL/FV.233
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

The last item on our agenda, which cooes from the Committee itself, relates
The French delegation attachesto the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 

great importance to this; it produced a substantive document on the matter that
It welcomed the agreement 

It had an open position regarding 
It agreed to a formula, one which was

distributed at the beginning of the session.was
reached on the principle of a working group. 
the terms of the mandate for such a group, 
relatively restrictive but made it possible to engage in the indispensable task

It regrets that the objectionsof exploring and identifying the issues raised, 
of a group of delegations did not make it possible to achieve consensus. We 
hope that at the beginning of the next session an agreement on tne mandate will 
make for a prompt start on the work.



Mr. ERDEM5IL5G (Mongelia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, permit
me, on behalf of the group of socialist countries, to make the following statement 
on the question of the establishment of an ad hoc working group under agenda 
item 7, "prevention of an arms race in outer space".

The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space is becoming 
more and more urgent. Ever since consideration of this question began in th. 
Committee on Disarmament, the group of socialist countries has consistently spoken 
in favour of the principle of constructive negotiations and the establishment of 
an ad hoc working group for this purpose, in implementation of the mandate of the

To facilitateCommittee on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating forum, 
the rapid establishment of such a working group, a draft mandate was proposed 
(CD/272), which states, in particular, the following:

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the second half of 
its 1982 session, an ad hoc working group for the purpose of conducting 
negotiations on item 7 of the agenda, ’Prohibition of an arms race in outer 
space1, and agreeing on a text for a corresponding international treaty, 
taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives in that 
respect".
In addition, in order to ensure that consideration of the question of the 

prevention of an arms race in outer space was businesslike and substantive, the 
Soviet delegation submitted a "draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing 
of weapons of any kind in cuter space", contained in document CD/274.

Recently, the Soviet Union proposed the inclusion in the agenda of the 
thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly the question of the "conclusion of 
a treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from cuter space 
with regard to earth" and submitted a corresponding draft treaty, 
treaty, which deserves serious consideration and in-depth study, has been 
distributed in the Committee on Disarmament as an official document.

At the last session of the General Assembly, the group of socialist countries 
sponsored resolution 37/83 which, in particular, suggested to the Committee on 
Disarmament that it establish an ac hoc working group at the beginning of its 
session in 1983 with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its 
aspects in outer space.

Lengthy consultations took place during the Committee’s 1983 session under 
the guidance of the 'Chairman of the Committee with a view to agreeing on a text 
on a mandate for the future ad hoc working group. As can be seen from the results 
of these consultations, the approach and position of the group of socialist 
countries and the Group of 21 coincided and were based on the provisions of the 
aforementioned General Assembly resolution. However, the group of Western countries 
took a different .approach to the issue of the mandate of the ad hoc working group.

The group of Western countries insisted that the mandate of the working group 
should be only to "identify, throuÿi substantive examination, issues relevant to 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space", making no mention of the need for 
negotiations or of the end goal, namely the formulation of an agreement or 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space.

It was 'under these circumstances that the group of socialist countries, 
demonstrating its goodwill and constructive attitude, expressed its readiness to 
take account of the position of the group of Western States and proposed a number 
of amendments and compromise formulae.

This draft
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(Mr. hrdembil?r, Monrolir.)

During the most recent phase of consultations, the Western countries in the. 
contact group' presented a draft mandata, which was distributee in the Committee as 
document CD/41* • As we have already pointed out, this draft mandate does net take 
account of the interests and position of -he group of socialist countries, since 
it makes no mention of the need for negotiations directed at the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space.

Given the vagueness of the draft mandate proposed ’ey the Western countries 
and allowing for the fact that, because of lack of time, we have not been able to 
study document CD/413 closely enough and obtain the necessary instructions, the 
group of socialist countries does not consider it possible to agree with the draft 
mandate proposed by the group of Western countries.

In this connection, it should be emphasized that the group of Western 
countries is doing all it can to give the impression that the Committee could not 
agree on the question of the mandate because of one group of delegations. Such an 
interpretation is completely at- odds wish reality. Everybody knows that it was 
precisely the group of Western countries that rejected the draft mandate proposed 
by the socialist States and the Group of 21, as contained in documents CD/272 and 
CD/329, thus of course deliberately mailing it impossible for the Committee on 
Disarmament to agree on a mutually acceptable text concerning a mandate for the 
ad hoc working group in question.

The position of principle of the group of socialist countries on the question 
of the prevention of an arms race in outer space is absolutely clear and

We are in favour of effective negotiations and the formulation of
We adhere firmly to

unambiguous.
appropriate international legal agreements in this field, 
this position, and we shall continue to work towards this end in the future.

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, permit me tc make a few comments on behalf of 
the Mongolian delegation.

In the face of the existing genuine danger of the spread of the arms race to 
outer space, the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries are firmly m 
favour of timely measures to prevent the threat of military confrontation in this 
sphere of human activity.

It is not by chance that the Soviet Union put forward a proposal to prchioiu 
any use cf force both in outer space and from outer space with regard to eartn.

In his recent statement, Pre cider.I Y.7. Andropov once again affirmed that the 
Soviet Union is firmly in favour of reaching agreement or. the complete prohibition 
of the testing or deployment of any -weapon based in space to strike targets on 
earth, in the air or in space.

The Soviet Union thus expressed, in the most radical way, its readiness to 
resolve the question of ar.ti—sa tehlitn verrons and to agree or: tire dismantling 
of existing anti-satellite systems and the prohibition of any new systems.

The Soviet Union has also decided to enter into a unilateral commitment not 
to be the first to introduce any type cf arti-saieli." te .e sapor int~> iute;r space. 
The Soviet Union is introducing a unilateral moratorium on sac:: 1- - 
long as other States, including the United States, refrain from introducing any 
type of anti-satellite weapon into outer space-

for as,:.es
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(Hr. Erdcmbile~. Mongolia)

This peace- oriented initiative of the Soviet Union has met with a broad 
international response and is regarded as a serious new contribution to the 
campaign to prevent =n arms race in cuter space.

In the Mongolian People's Republic, this exceptionally important action on the 
part of the Soviet Union has met with total support as a new and clear demonstration 
of the steadiness and consistency of Soviet foreign policy.

The Mongolian delegation is sure that this initiative of the Soviet Union will 
serve as an important stimulus in discussions and concrete negotiations aimed at 
achieving a oositizc solution to the problem of the prevention of the militarization
of outer space.

i
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Jaipal, Secretary-General of zhe Conference on 
Disarmament and Personal Représentative of the 
Gecretp.ry-General )

"Another oasamament issue of particular urgency is the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space. -*■ share the general anxiety about the possible uses of outer 
space - or nixitaiy purposes. X wish to urge this Conference to search for an agreed 
formula, sc that substantive work can begin on effective and practical measures to 
reserve -..e use if cuter space exclusively for peaceful purposes. Otherwise the past 
actable achievements in this field, which have contributed* a sound basis of confidence 
among nations at least with regard to Outer Space, can be prejudiced. Military 
competition in tnis limitless area u -3 cound to nave devastating con sequences to 
mutual confidence and mutual security.

CD/PV.239
14

(Hr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

To these three subsidiary bodies, whatever title they may finally be given 
committees, sub-committees or working groups — we are convinced that three others

one to deal with the "prevention of an arms race in 
outer space"; another on "the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament"; and a third to deal with the "prevention of nuclear war".

Anyone who has studied even very superficially the first of these questions, or 
who has' at least listened to the many well-documented statements made on it both in 
the Committee on Disarmament and in the First Committee of the General Assembly, 
will be well aware that this is something which allows no delay. 
problem concerning which it is essential not to repeat the error committed in the

of the missiles with multiple independently targetable warheads, usually known 
as MIRVs. To see that this statement is self-evident it is enough to quote two 
paragraphs of the declaration entitled "Ban Space Weapons" published in the 
November 1983 issue of the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists and signed by a very 
large number of scientists specializing in that field, of whom I snail only 
mention Hans A. Bethe, Richard L. Garwin, Karl Sagan, Jerome B. Wiesner,
Edward M. Purcell, George W. Rathjens and Herbert F. York, to give an idea of 
their status. In these paragraohs the signatories state :

should be added without delay :

We are facing a

case
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

- in"We believe that the testing or deployment of any weapons in space - 
part by threatening vital satellite assets — significantly increases the

such weapons systems are established
Proposals, forlikelihood of warfare on earth

in nations* arsenals they become very difficult to displace.
ban MIRVs before their deployment were rejected; today these

once

example, todestabilizing weapons systems are generally distributed and threaten the 
security of all nations. Failure to limit their deployment is now widely

If space weapons are ever to be banned, this may be close to the
• last moment in which it can be done”.
regretted.

We believe that it will be relatively easy for our Conference to agree on the 
reference which should be given to the subsidiary body to deal with this 

question. During the latest session of the General Assembly, the First Committee 
received three draft resolutions on "the item, in the following chronological order. 

submitted by Mongolia under the symbol A/C.l/38/L.24, which was twice revised 
finally withdrawn by the delegation of that country ; the draft submitted by 

12 countries of what is known as the Group of Western European and Other Countries, 
which was also withdrawn by its sponsors ; and finally, the drart which reflected 
the position of the Group of"21 of the Committee on Disarmament, sponsored by the 
delegations of Egypt, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Maldives, Sri Lanka and Sweden, 
under symbol A/C.l/38/L.36.

terms of

one
and

The latter draft was the subject of patient and prolonged negotiations, in which 
distinguished representatives of Egypt and Sri Lanka played a prominent role.

It is unquestionably thanks to their praiseworthy efforts that the draft, as 
revised, could be adopted by the General Assembly on 15 December 1983 by the 
impressive vote of 147 in favour and only 1 against. Furthermore, i venture to 
believe that if this vote had taken place one month later the resolution would have 
been adopted by consensus, since the negative vote of the United States on the 
resolution would today be wholly incompatible with the principles and purposes of 
the country’s international policy eloquently set forth by none less than its 
President on two recent occasions, l6 and 25 January 1984. Ch the first or these 
occasions, furthermore, he stressed that'"co-operation and understanding are built 
with deeds, not words". We therefore trust that there will now be no obstacle 
whatsoever for the Conference on Disarmament to give effect forthwith to operative 
paragraph 7 of General Assembly resolution 38/70 in which the latter requested 
Conference on Disarmament :

the

the

"To establish an ad hoc working group at the beginning of its session 
in 1984, with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its 
aspects in outer space".
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

Efforts by one side in the field of space armaments would trigger either 
parallel efforts or countermeasures by the other side in a new round of the arms 

An arms race in outer space would have profound!v disturbing effects onrace. __________
the strategic relations between the Superpowers, and not only as a potential 
threat to the A3M treaty. ft would also seriously affect the monitoring of arms
agreements.

The development of the anti-satellite systems (ASAT) causes immediate concern. 
This capacity to interfere wioh satellites means a threat towards the verification 
regime of existing arms control agreements.
on efforts to negotiate new disarmament agreements. If a laser weapon could be 
driven by small nuclear charges this would be a violation of the 1$6? Cuter Space 
Treaty.

There would also be a harmful effect

New weapon systems to be deployed in space would probably be followed by new 
advanced ASAT-systems as countermeasures. Furthermore, a futile race in acquiring 
weapon systems for use in relation to space objects would be very costly. They 
would require gigantic financial and technological resources.

The risk of an arms race in outer space is not science fiction but present-day 
The Soviet Union has been testing its ASAT system for several years.reality.

And only a couple of weeks ago, the United States followed with a first test of
a new ASAT system.

The Conference on Disarmament must now shoulder its responsibilities and 
start its work on elaborating a treaty with the aim of preventing an arms race 
in outer space. The expectations of the international community are great. We 
are prepared to discuss now the substantive work on this matter can be started.

Last year the Soviet Union proposed a draft treaty on the prohibition of the 
use of force in outer space and from outer space, 
studied this draft with great interest, 
suggestions and is a considerable expansion of an 
on the same subject. 
need for international verification.

Today, one of the most destabilizing tendencies in the nuclear arms race 
j.s the rerceotion on both sides of increased risks for a build-up of first-strike 

The imnortance of the Anti-Ballistic-Missile Treaty of 19/2 can

The Swedish Delegation has
It contains many valuable and important 

an._ia. text presented in 1931 
Some aspects need to be discussed further, for example, the

canaoilities. 
therefore not be over-estimated.

We are deeoly concerned when a major Power starts to develop a war system 
in soaco. This would undermine the ABM treaty. The research programme to be 
launched by the United States has the aim of obtaining an ABM capability, e.g. by 
using space-based laser. This perspective should serve as a warning for the 
international disarmament community to focus attention on the question of the 
arms race in outer space. A dangerously unstable situation would emerge.
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(Mrs. fheorin, Sweden)

'•re arc deeoly concerned when a major Power starts to develop a war system 
This would undermine the ABM treaty. The research programme to bein space.

launched by the United States has the aim of obtaining an ABM capability, e.g. by 
using space-based laser. This perspective should serve as a warning for the 
international disarmament community to focus attention on the question of the 
arms race in outer space. A dangerously unstable situation v/ould emerge.

Efforts by one side in the field of space armaments would trigger either 
parallel efforts or countermeasures by the other side in a new round of the arms 
race. An arms race in outer space would have profoundlv disturbing effects on 
the strategic relations between the Superpowers, and not only as a potential 
threat to the A3M treaty. It would also seriously affect the monitoring of arms 
agreements.

The development of the anti-satellite systems (ASAT) causes immediate concern. 
This capacity to interfere wioh satellites means a threat towards the verification 
regime of existing arms control agreements, 
on efforts to negotiate new disarmament agreements.
driven by small nuclear charges this would be a violation of the 196? Outer Space 
Treaty.

There would also be a harmful effect
If a laser weapon could be

New weapon systems to be deployed in space would probably be followed by new 
advanced ASAT-systems as countermeasures.
weapon systems for use in relation bo space objects would be very costly. 
would require gigantic financial and technological resources.

Furthermore, a futile race in acquiring
They

The risk of an arms race in outer space is not science fiction but present-day 
The Soviet Union has been testing its ASAT system for several years.reality.

And only a couple of weeks ago, the United States followed with a first test of
a new ASAT system.

The Conference on Disarmament must now shoulcsr its responsibilities and
racestart its work on elaborating a treaty with the aim of preventing an arms 

in outer space. The expectations of the international community are great.
prepared to discuss how the substantive work on this matter can be started.

We
are

Last year the Soviet Union proposed a draft treaty on the prohibition of the
The Swedish Delegation has 

It contains many valuable and important 
text presented in 1931

use of force in outer space and. from outer space, 
studied this draft with great interest. 
suggestions and is a considerable expansion of =.uSome aspects need to be discussed further, for example, theon the same subject. 
need for international verification.
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USSR )(Mr. Issraelynn
cannot postpone the solution of the problem of the prevention of the arms 

Otherwise mankind will face a new threat on a scale which it 
The new weapons systems bv-ing developed in the

Tha Soviet Union has put

One
race in outer space. 
is even difficult to imagine now.
United States of America make such a prospect quite real, 
forward concrete proposals on how to avert the tnreat of using foret, in and from 
outer space, and calls on the United States and its allies to start negotiations on

Washington should not continue to ignore the opinion ofthis subject without delay. 
the 147 States which arc in favour of such negotiations.

CD/PV.240
9-10 (Mr. Alessi, Italy)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space remains one of our priority 
Activities in outer space carry the promise of vast benefits for mankind;

The missiontasks.
they are uniquely suitable for promoting international co-operation. 
accomplished by Spacelab is a recent example.

It must be ensured that the peaceful development of space is not endangered
New throats of destruction from space must not loom

It isby space weapons competition.
This is the task entrusted to the Conference on Disarmament.over us.

regrettable that another attempt has been made to call in question the full 
competence of this body by blurring the differences between its mandate and that 
of the United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, clearly defined
in General Assembly resolution 1472 of 2 December 1959-

General Assembly resolution >3/70, the only resolution on the subject adopted 
in 1983 on the recommendation of the First Committee, reiterates "that the 
Conference on Disarmament ... has a primary role".

However, the resolution adopted by the General Assembly on the recommendation 
of the Special Political Committee concerning international co-operation in the 
peaceful uses of outer space has introduced some elements of confusion. 
this, and contrary to tradition, it was not adopted by consensus ; an attempt has 
been made to insert into the mandate of COPUGS for the next session extraneous 
questions concerning the arms race in outer space which will no doubt give rise 
to sterile discussion and will neither advance disarmament nor the promotion of 
the peaceful uses of outer space. We hope that this regrettable initiative will 
not constitute a precedent.

Because of

To return to our present surroundings, we shall have.to deal in particular 
with the question of setting up a working group on item 4 of the provisional agenda. 
Last year a special contact group explored and discussed the question of the 
mandate down to the smallest details.' It would be advisable not to go back over 
ground already covered. The possibility of reaching a consensus emerged right at 
the end of the 19G3 session; a rapid agreement is essential in order to allow the 
now subsidiary body to undertake its work without delay.

Any progress in the sphere of arms control in outer space requires difficult 
and complex substantive decisions by our Governments. Such decisions will not be 
facilitated by attempts to rush into detailed negotiations without the necessary 
preliminary work to identify problems and determine priorities. Among the latter, 
ir. my delegation's opinion, the immunity of satellites should tra among thd first.
An expier-tory mandate, such as the one given in document 0D/415» is what would 
best suit a wording group on outer space.

My delegation had these considerations ir: mind wnet. it stated m ar. explanation 
of its vote in support of resolution 38/70, that fc r. - text of that resolution saoul a 
not predetermine the results of the talks on tae mandate, as would be in keeping 
with the nu con or,ou 3 status of our Conference.
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(Mr. Imai, Japan)

As I touched upon earlier, advances in science and technology in the present 
world could enhance the risk of the escalation of the arms race into new arenas ; 
to prevent such a risk in advance is our important task. Both the prevention of 
the arms race in outer space and the prohibition of radiological weapons may fall 
within the domain of this sort of preventive measures. In co-operation with other 
member States, we express our desire to find an early solution to these issues 
and we are ready to make every possible contribution during the course of our 
deliberations.

CD/'PV. 241
1;

(Hr. Luce. United Kingdom)

I will now review some of the topics under consideration by this Conference. 
I ra.de it clear in my statement to the First Committee that the United Kingdom 
believes that serious attention should be paid to preventing an arms race in 
outer space and that we are willing to pursue opportunities for agreements which 
would truly enhance security. We support the formation of a working group on 
outer space in the Conference on Disarmament, but we believe that for the time 
being it would be premature to charge this working group with negotiations. Its 
first task should instead oe to examine existing agreements imposing obligations 
afj.ecuing outer space and to establish areas where further negotiations might 
take place.
a working group with a mandate such as that accepted by most delegations in the 
last session, 
can begin without delay.

We therefore believe that the right course to pursue is to establish

If the Soviet Union and its allies now join us in agreement, work



My delegation welcomes the nrcccsals made by the distinguished Ambassador cf 
Ifexicc for the creation cf subsidiary bodies cn the prevention cf an arms race in 
outer scace, creventicn of nuclear war and the cessation 01 vhe r.^^_e<=.r arcs -3.-5 
and nuclear disarmament while re-ectedishing the subsidiary bodies cn chemical 
weapons, radiological weapons and 'hr N’lib. T*e must persist in cur searcr. -o_ 
a Comprehensive Test-Ban Treaty. r elegatior. also welcomes the proposal cf the 
distinguished leader cf the Swells legation for a nuclear-arcs freeze cetween 
the Superpowers.

CD/PV.241
07

(Mr. Butler, Australia)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is another item on the 
Conference's agenda to which my Government attaches particular importance.

We are concerned that outer space is the coming area of Superpower 
competition and we firmly believe that limits to this competition must be 
set and that the arms race should not extend to outer space. The Conference 
should hold discussions aimed at exploring and identifying issues relevant to 
prevention of an arms race in outer space, and we support the establishment of 
a working group which would enable those issues to be addressed.

Australia voted for resolution 38/70 adopted at the last General Assembly 
of the United Nations. That resolution calls for the use of outer space 
exclusively for peaceful purposes and states that this Conference, as the 
single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, has a primary role in the 
negotiation of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate on the prevention of

The General Assembly requests us to do this as aan arms race in outer space, 
matter of priority.

-jn _ 2.11
10

(Kr. Thanacala, 5ri Lanka.)

Another cause cf satisfaction to my delegation1 is the work accomplished at the 
United Nations General Assembly last year and which we have cefore us un 
document CB/428. We must pay tribute to our colleagues who were able to reach some 
areas of agreement and mv delegation hopes we can bui_d on these achuevemenus.^ - 
am personally glad that unlike in previous years we were able to have one resolution 
cn the prevention of an arms race in outer space— an issue with which my delegation 
has been associated for some time. The voting cn this resolution is also a cause 
for justifiable optimism although we do not minimize the task ahead. These tasks

They also require mutualare ccmolez and demanding cf patient negotiation, 
accommodation.
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Hr. TDRNTDD (Finland):

The extension of activities of man into outer space has added a new dimension
This development has required enormous human and 

It is a paramount interest of all nations that-these
to international co-operation, 
material investments, 
investments be used in a manner which would contribute to the solution of pressing

The fundamental principle of the exploitation of outer space onlyglobal problems, 
for the benefit of humanity is of the utmost importance.

Finland is deeply concerned over'the evidence pointing to an increasing
The introduction of the arms race into outer spacemilitary use of outer space, 

further eludes the goal of the 196.7 Outer Space.Treaty that "the exploration and use 
of outer space shall be carried out for the - benefit and in the interests of all
countries1’.

V/e do not disregard the fact that certain applications of military space
Satellites used, for early warning oftechnology can have a stabilizing effect, 

missile launches and verification are generally considered as examples of such
development.

There are, however, other trends in military space technology vdiich give cause
A variety of activities not prohibited or regulated in thefor particular concern, 

present treaty system seem to open up dangerous possibilities, and this trend towards
What is needed now is a comprehensive approach vnich

reaty system and exclude _th-a..extension
instability must bo reversed, 
would as far as possible fill the gaps in the 
of the arms race to outer -space.

This goal is clearly reflected in resolution 38/70, adopted by the 
General Assembly by an overwhelming majority. The resolution contains a request that 
the Conference on Disarmament intensify its consideration of action to prevent an•arms

V/e fully agree that the Conference on Disarmament is the properrace in outer space.
forum for this question, and my Government hopes that this Conference will be able tc 
embark on concrete consideration of this issue as soon as possible.

CD/PV.242
22

(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

One of the priority items on the agenda of ou" Conference is the question of the 
orevention of an arms race in outer space. The urgency, importance and magnitude c: 
this problem are beyond doubt. This was clearly demonstrated yet again by the 
general debate and the resolution adopted at the thirty-eighth session of the 
United Mations General Assembly. A major step forward in solving this issue is the 
draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Use of Force in Outer Space and from Space
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

The specificagainst the Earth, submitted at that session by the Soviet Union, 
character and purposeful contents of the above-mentioned draft aroused great 
interest and received broad support both at the General Assembly and within our
Conference.

The Soviet draft treaty provides a sound and constructive basis for starting 
negotiations with a view to the elaboration of an appropriate agreement which would 
prevent an arms race in outer space. Enough time has been devoted in this forum 
to preliminary discussions and exchanges of views. Now it is essential at last to 

ad hoc subsidiary working body with a view to starting negotiations onset up an ad hoc subsidiary wonting oouy wiui a vac» “v ovai “***» ---------the conclusion of an agreement or agreements for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space in all its aspectsouter spate au «aa a^ taking account of all relevant proposals, including
consideration of the proposal for a draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Use of 
Force in Outer Space and from Space against the Earth. Such are our concrete 
considerations on this important item of the agenda.

As for the statements of some representatives of Western countries at recent
current session of the Conference, in which they clearly 

wishes for reality when portraying the substance of the matter,
draft mandate for the

plenary meetings of the 
sought to take theirand to impose on the majority of participants in this forum 
work of the future subsidiary body which is unacceptable to them, I should like to 
recall in that connection that the Mongolian delegation, speaking on behalf of a 
group of Socialist countries, has already stated that group’s point of view at the 
plenary meeting held on 30 August 1983- On the same occasion it was clearly and 
unequivocally stated that: ”... it was precisely the group of Western countries 
that rejected the draft mandate proposed by the Socialist States and the Group of 21, 
thus of course deliberately making it impossible to agree on a mutually acceptable 
text concerning a mandate for the ad hoc working group in question".

a

Mongolian delegation intends to speak in greater detail on this agenda 
item when the Conference embarks upon its consideration.

The

CD/PV.242
27

(Mr. Datcu, Romania)

we believe,The prevention of an arms race in outer space should be tackled 
in a more concrete manner, through negotiations during this session of the.Conference 

In the present circumstances, where major technological developments
taking place in this fields-in the. absence, of. concrete .measures _ which can 

constitute an effective barrier to military uses, there is a danger of an 
escalation of .anti-satellite and anti-anti-satellite weapons, and of other military 
systems in space, which will trigger off a quite unimaginable arms race, 
other delegationsj the Romanian delegation believes that the preparation of concrete 
measures can prevent such an arms race and should be the object of specific 
negotiations within a working group set up for that purpose.

on Disarmament, 
are

Like
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(Mr. Qian Jiadon.g, China)

In recent years, as the Superpowers are stepping up their development of 
outer-space military technology and sparing no expense in the development of various 
kinds of outer-space weapons, the question of preventing an arms race in outer space 
has become one of increasing concern to the international community. People are 
worried that the "Star Wars" scenario in science-fiction will become a real threat 
to mankind. The resolution adopted by an overwhelming majority at the 
thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly, calling for the establishment of a. 
working group at the outset of the current session of the Conference on Disarmament 
to conduct negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, reflects 
the urgent desire of the people of the world in this regard. China has consistently 
advocated that outer space should be used solely for peaceful purposes and is 
opposed to the arms race in outer space. A matter of immediate urgency is to work 
out measures aimed at banning each and every type of outer-space weapon. We agree 
that an ad hoc working group be established by the Conference on Disarmament to 
negotiate an international legal instrument or instruments on the prohibition 
of the development, manufacture, testing, 
of all outer space weapons.
8 December 1983, to the 1967 "Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States 
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, Including the Moon and Other Celestial 
Bodies". The Chinese delegation will continue to make active efforts with all the 
other delegations in negotiating at an early date a treaty on toe complete 
prohibition of all outer-space weapons.

deployment, and use 
The Chinese Government acceded on
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(Hr. Hcrelli Pando, Peru)

As regards the item on the prevention of an aras race in outer space and 
its due consideration in this Conference, the position of Peru is the well-known 
one of the Group of 21, so that there is no need to reiterate its fundamentals. 
Moreover, the delegations of various groups have already formulated, 
spring session, highly progressive and encouraging statements in favour of the 
future negotiation of an agreement or agreements on this basic issue.

at this

I should merely like to emphasize that we are not simply faced with the 
danger of an expansion of the arms race.
asoects of this aims race in outer space, which is still avoidable, would lead 
to an unprecedented and potentially uncontrollable escalation of the present 
danger of a nuclear conflict.

It cannot be denied that this Conference is fully aware of these dangers, 
as was shown by its efforts — which were about to reach a conclusion at the 
end of the 1995 session — to establish a working group competent to negotiate 
the necessary agreement or agreements to prevent, in all its aspects, this 
arms race in outer space.

Accordingly, allow me to quote this very pertinent passage from the recent 
message of the Secretary-General of the United Nations in this forum: 
to 'urge this Conference to search for an agreed formula, so that substantive 
work can begin on effective and practical measures to reserve the use of 
outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes."

In short, specific and positive statements made in January cy the Head 
of State of a major Power should enable the Conference, at tnis session, to find 
a soeeiy wey cut of the said deadlock reached at the end of the summer session.

As the representative of a non—nuclear—weapon developing country, 1 mus t 01 
course draw attention to the impact on the worm situation of the military 
expenditures incurred mainly by the big Powers, and the corresponding opportunities 
lest for -diverting that expenditure to measures for achieving shared social and 
economic progress.particularly acute at the present time in view of the international economic crisis, 
since they are the ones most severely affected by its consequences.

CB/F7.242

Qualitative and even quantitative

"I ’wish

Phis continuing concern of Third-World countries is

*7^ »

(Mr. Horelli Pando. Peru;

In conclusion, I should like to draw attention to a view which my delegation
not all the basic issues can be negotiated..shares with other delegations: ^ .

simultaneously in this Conference ; but some of them, already identified, should 
be considered urgently and in deptn. We already have a valuable example to follow 
on other items of cur agenda: the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has 
enabled us to demonstrate that a pragmatic approach to the items under consideration, 
and intensive, albeit slew,- work on the "substantive aspects of each of those items, 
may pave the way for substantial- progress and prepare the necessary conditions for 
beginning negotiations on international legal instruments.

-The vicissitudes of the international political scene should not be reflected 
in this forum by irreconcilable, paralysing positions. The time sometimes lost m 
interminable discussions on procedural questions seriously compromises the rmal 
solution of the task entrusted to this Conference —■ a task bound up with the 
survival of the human race.
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Algeria)(rîr. Ould-Rouis,

extension of the amènents race to outer space is becoming more 
The nrel inlinery signs of such a danger are multiplying

in the conquest of space meets with 
of its results as admiration

The profile of an 
and more threateningly clear, 
to the point where every exploit achieved by 
as much concern about the possibility of military use
for human genius. This is an ares to which the Conference should give serious 
consideration. In our view, the process which led to the adoption of 
General Assembly resolution $8/70 vas a positive step which holds out the promise 
of a possible consensus on the setting up of a subsidiary body to negotiate 

to prevent the extension of military rivalries to outer space.

man

measures

CD/PV.243
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(U Maurer Maure: Gyi, BurnO

The arms race in outer space has a new dimension and unless timely and 
appropriate steps are taken by the Powers concerned to prevent such a race, it 
could well act as a catalyst that would have disastrous consequences on Sarth 

The technical possibility of emplacing a vast array of weaponry in 
outer space has frequently been the subject of currently available literature.
itself.
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(U Naung Maung Gyi, Burra';

Anti-satellite weapons are the fore-runners of space-age weapons, for they are 
now said to hd.ve operational capabilities, and assertions have been made in 
this Committee last year that such weapons are being emplaced in outer space. 
j.*ie arms race in outer space is said to be on the verge of taking place "but 
the militarisation of outer space by the use of satellites as eyes and _ 
increase the fighting efficiency of the military forces of the two Superpowers 
is an accomplished fact. An arms race in anti—satellite weapons could, 
tnerefore, have a destabilizing effect on the strategic weapons systems which 
consequently, would increase the hazards of a nuclear war.

ears to

»

It would be reasonably safe to say in the context of the existing 
situation, and as the title of the subject seems to suggest, that what we are 
dealing with is the non—armament of outer
over-simpiiiication of this extremely complex issue, it could be said that we are 
dealing witn. a situation that has not taken place as yet, and from the practical 
point of view the act of preventing an event from happening would prove to be 
less intractable than trying to rectify a situation which is already an 
accomplished lact; and this would be particularly true of disarmament, where 
security considerations are of a highly sensitive nature. At the same time, 
we cannot ignore trends regarding research and development of anti-ballistic 
missixes which could nullify efforts to prevent outer space from becoming a new 
arena for the strategic arms race.

space. Without too much of an

Technological developments have a momentum 
of their own that creates a forward drive for the deployment of weapons 
th-ey become technically feasible. Thus would begin the unilateral initiation 
of the arms race which in time enters into its bilateral stage.

once •

In seeking
measures to prevent the arms race in outer space, the observance of existing 
legal principles is also important and the practical necessity of such a 
requirement is particularly relevant to prevent weapons of more destabilizing 
types from becoming operational.

During xast year's discussions in the Committee, delegations that consider 
tne banning of anti-satellite weapons as a priority issue stated that they were 
also prepared to consider other questions as well. At the same time, other 
relegations that were in favour of dealing more comprehensively with this 
issue also expressed that they were net averse to the consideration of Questions 
rexat^ng to ohe prohibition of anti—satellite weapons. The two approaches seem 
to be rautuaxly compatibxe. This compatibility of approach has found expression 

resolution 3°/70, adopted by the United Nations General. Assembly, at its 
thirty-eighth session, which has given a specific mandate to this Conference- 
for the establishment of a working group with a view to undertaking negotiations 
for an agreement 
outer space.
agenda for two years and it. Is now necessary /‘or thi;
.lis cur sic n of generalities to morn specifi

in

02 agreements, as. appro ! rx.-ite, tv. prevent ,-u: arms race :.n 
The prevention of an arms : ace it, outer space has been on the

Conference to move from
areas of work.
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(Mr. Vidas, Yugoslavia)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space has acquired particular urgency 
at this moment. Some of the latest military developments in relation to outer 
space make this an issue whose consideration at the Conference on Disarmament 
should not be delayed any longer. The concern expressed in the Committee on 
Disarmament and in other international fora that outer space shall be used 
exclusively for peaceful purposes and that it shall not become an arena for an
arms race has been voiced also by the General Assembly. The Conference on
Disarmament has been requested by the General Assembly to consider as a matter of
priority the question of preventing an arms race in outer space and to intensify 
its consideration of this question in all its aspects, taking into account all 
relevant proposals. It also requested the Conference on Disarmament to establish 
an ad hoc working group at the beginning of its 1984 session, with a view to 
undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space. 
for such an undertaking is contained in various proposals which were submitted to 
the Contact Group established last year by the Group of 21 (CD/329), a group of 
socialist States (CD/272 ) and a group of Western countries (CD/413)• 
that the first task of the subsidiary body, which should be created without delay, 
should be immediately to consider all of the above-mentioned proposals in order to 
draw up the necessary recommendations on how best to fulfill the task given it by 
the United Nations General Assembly.

The basis

We consider

CD/FV.243
42.

(Hr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

We would like to hope, that strategic planners in the United States, who 
recently persist in looking to outer space in an alleged quest for security, will 
eventually come to understand that mutual agreement is the only way to true 
security, 
others.

They will never achieve reliable security through endangering that of
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(Mr. 3erg, Norway)

Norway considers that an extension of the arms race into outer space could 
threaten military stability both in space and on earth, while at the same time 
£££dLS cîSlian uses^cf outer space. Every effort should therefore be mace

to prevent such a development.

Several important international treaties limit or prohibit various military. 
uses of outer space. There is, nevertheless, a need to examine recent technological, 
developments inflation both to existing obligations and to the need for farther

instrmentc. In this regard I would like to have
studied with interest the Soviet draft treaty °n_tne prohibition of uhe use of

and from space against the Earth.force in outer space

preve^rr^SeTmiHi e --J°that the Conference can ^ee on a t^date for a auhsidia^ hcd^thra cr^x .
^rr/ol^^LirSeluh^li^o? ». Confie on Disaient while 
drawing on our own technical expertise in this complex fieid.

CD/PV.244
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(Mr. Meiscter. Hungary)

Before concluding this initial review of my Government's position.on seme o± 
the major issues facing the Conference, I wish tc underline the great importance we 
attach to the prevention of an arms race in outer space. We are aware of the 
rapidly growing danger of the militarization of that limitless environment. 
Therefore we have fully supported the initiation of urgent negotiations. on vhe 
basis of the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session of -he 
General Assembly on the prohibition of the stationing in outer space of weapons oi 
any type, and expressed our support also for the new Soviet proposal concerning 
negotiations on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space 
against the Earth.



On the question of additional am? control arrangements that might apply 
to the environment of outer space, my delegation.remains prepared, as it was last 
year, to join in a consensus of our Conference to establish a working group with 
the mandate proposed by the United States and a. number of our colleagues in 
document CD/41 , and supported by the Group of 21

I would also like to welcome the adherence of China to the Outer Space Treaty 
of 1967, as announced by Ambassador Qian Jialong in his statement to the 
Conference on 16 February. Ciiina’s ratification of this Treaty is an important 
step because, for the first time, all five nuclear-weapon States are pledged not 
to station nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction in outer space.

CD/PV.244
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(Mr. Dépassé, Belgium)

I should like to warn ray colleagues : in tne nuclear field, it seems to me 
that no substantial progress is possible unless relaxed and confidential 
(confidentiality and confidence have more in common than alliteration) talks are 
resumed between Moscow and Washington with regard to the INF and START 
negotiations.

At tne most, we can hope to promote such talks by concentrating on an analytical 
search for elements that would make it possible to achieve progress on a series of 
issues mentioned here by many delegations, in particular the prevention of an^

in outer space (Belgium voted in favour of General Assembly resolution 33/70
behalf of the Western countries,

arms
race
and proposed to the Conference on Disarmament, on 
a draft mandate for a working group (document CD/413) which remains on the table), 
the nuclear-test ban and the prevention of nuclear war. 
standpoint tn?.t last year my country submitted document CD/330 on the elaboration 
of confidence'building measures, and document CD/411 proposing a method of work for

It was already from that

the prevention of nuclear war.

CD/PV.244
24

(Mr. Fields, United States)
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

No time oust be lost in elaborating measures to prevent an arms race in outer 
We agree with all those delegations which pointed to the great urgency of 

Those States that voted in favour of resolution 38/70 will hopefully
space.
this "matter.
support the establishment of a subsidiary body whose task is defined in paragraph 7 
of the above-mentioned resolution.

The two nuclear-weapon Powers that refrained from approving the resolution are 
invited to display the necessary flexibility to enable the immediate opening of 
treaty negotiations in the framework of the corresponding subsidiary body. 
Sufficient material is at hand to proceed in this way. In particular, we have in 
mind the draft treaty submitted last year by the Soviet delegation. That is why 
we see no sense in pretending that here we face a completely new problem and that 
it is necessary for this Conference to consider this issue from a theoretical 
angle. The mere examination of existing agreements would be of no practical tplue.

It is quite logical that negotiations on a new treaty should take into account 
.all legal instruments which already, exist. We cannot but hope that suggestions 
for a review of proven agreements are not in fact designed to question their 
validity and to impede the elaboration of new agreements on the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space.

CD/PV.246
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(Hr. Shama, India)

Finally, this Conference must take up immediately and in all seriousness the 
question of an arms race in outer space." Recent developments would indicate that such 
an arms race is no longer a part of science fiction and is fast becoming a reality. 
Besides, these developments are fraught with grave consequences. First and foremost, 
they.would involve ruinous expenditure involving hundreds of billions of dollars ; 
some estimates put.it at 500 billion dollars. Diversion of this magnitude of 
resources is bound to disrupt the economic structures of even the economically meat 
powerful countries and would have disastrous consequences for the global economy, 
particularly for the economies of developing countries. This can make the entire 
North-South dialogue devoid of any significance for a long time■to come.

Some of the weapon systems taken up for development will alter the basic concept 
of international security and strategic doctrines, and transform the very character 
and structure of power relations. If the countries concerned indeed succeed in 
developing what is being described as the ultimate weapon, or the weapon to destroy 
all weapons, there would be no incentive for disarmament. The world would 
perpetually live with nuclear arsenals and limited nuclear warfare would become a 
distinct possibility. However, the greatest danger of all lies in the very process 
of the development of such weapons triggering a nuclear war.

My delegation is constrained to point out with a sense of deep dismay that there 
is a tendency among some delegations to ignore these developments of catastrophic. v 
implications on the ground that what has been taken up now is only research and 
development. I do not want, at this stage, to go into the details of what is actually 
happening, how far the governments concerned are committed to developing such weapons

L
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(Hr. Sharma, India)

systems and.to what extent these weapons systems have already been developed. I 
would only like to point out that technological developments have a momentum of their 
own that creates a forward drive for the deployment of weapons once they become 
technically feasible. Besides, it is always easier to stop an arms race before, rather 
than after, the deployment of the bulk of the new weapons systems.

In the statements made so far in the Conference, a number of references have been 
made to the manner in which recent developments would affect existing treaties.
While this is relevant, we do not think that the real challenge is merely legal or 
juridical. It is a more fundamental challenge, having a bearing on the very fate of 
mankind.

What I have stated about the gravity and seriousness of these developments would 
warrant our undertaking without delay serious negotiations on the subject with a view 
to reaching an agreement or agreements, to borrow the wording of the last year's 
General Assembly resolution on this subject.
overwhelming majority of 147 in favour, 1 against and 1 abstention, 
could hardly have been more unequivocal on what needs to be done on this subject.

We are really intrigued that the Western countries, which voted for this 
resolution, are now not prepared to accept the terms of reference for a working group 
on this subject as laid down in the resolution, 
discussed at the last session of the Committee on Disarmament, 
this position, they are giving the argument that what is required at this stage is to 
undertake the preliminary work of identifying the problem and determining the priorities

Hr. President, by taking this position, 
these countries are not only going back on the position they took at the 
General Assembly, but are also underestimating the grave implications of the 
developments in this area and the ’argentneed of taking action before it is too late.
If indeed, during the next year or two, we find that we have reached a point of no 
return, these countries will have to bear the responsibility of the fate that may 
befall mankind then.
of our belief that on a matter of such importance, there is no scope or justification 
for equivocation or for a wait-and-see attitude.

This resolution was adopted by the
The Assembly

They want to go back to the mandate 
In justification of

and to find out what is actually happening.

These are strong words, but I am using them advisedly because
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

The French delegation has stressed on many occasions the capital importance 
of preventing an arms race in outer - space. Such an arms race could in fact lead to 
dangerous destabilization of the necessary strategic balances. Agreement was 
reached last year on the establishment of a working group, but not on its mandate. 
Several of us, basing our position on. the resolutions adopted by the 
General Assembly last December seek a general negotiating mandate, which others 
cannot accept. The French delegation has an open position on this problem but 
believes that the extreme complexity of the subject requires, at least for the 
duration of one session, the exploratory work envisaged in the draft mandate 
presented last year. In the view of my delegation it would therefore be wiser 
at once to devote to essential preparatory work the time we risk losing in a 
possibly fruitless discussion in an effort to attain a more ambitious text.

CD/PV.247
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(Mr. Skalli, Morocco)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is another issue to which the 
General Assembly has given high priority. We ourselves are fully aware of this. 
The extension of the arms race to outer space has become a new motive and a new 
reason for concern on the part of the international community.

Lnstead of being regarded as the common heritage of mankind and a domain for 
peaceful activity benefiting all the nations of the world, outer space has become 
an area of competitition between the Great Powers. Each day that passes brings 
its quota of news on the development of or experimentation in some weapon 'whose 
field of action will be outer space. The launching of anti-satellite weapons or 
other missiles is no longer considered a futuristic scenario but a very real and 
threatening reality.

In view of the need to explore and use outer space for the good and in the 
interests of all, we must take the necessary measures to dispel the danger which 
an arms race in outer space would create for mankind.

Last year, there was unanimity on the subject of the creation of a subsidiary 
organ for that purpose. Unfortunately, we were unable to agree on the terms of its 
mandate.

At its latest session, the General Assembly, in resolution 38/70, called upon 
all States, in particular those with major space capabilities, to contribute 
actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to take immediate 
measures to prevent an arms race in outer space.

Thi3 resolution also requests the Conference to establish an ad hoc working 
group with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement 
or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in 
outer space, 
without delay.

We hope that this appeal will be heard and that we can set to work
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

Item 5 on our agenda, entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space", 
is of similar importance and urgency, since it is clear that here we are facing 
a problem which does not admit of delay and concerning which it is important 
not to repeat the'error which was made in the case of the missiles with multiple 
independently targetable warheads, commonly known as MIRVs. As was recently 
stated by a large number of scientists who are specialists in this field : "If 
space weapons are ever to be banned, this may be close to the last moment in 
which it could be done". It is therefore imperative for the Conference to set 
up without further delay an ad hoc subsidiary body for the purpose — as 
recommended by the General Assembly in resolution 38/70 of 15 December 1983 — of 
'■undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space".

S
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(hr. Tellalov, Bulgaria) ï
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A new dangerous element in the arms race is the Pentagon's endeavour to 
place new weapon-systems in outer space. ïhe implementation of these designs 
would not remove the threat from existing nuclear arsenals. It would rather 
maKe their use more probable. The arms race in outer space carries with it a 
manifold increase of the risk of a nuclear war.
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Comrade President, theMr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian):
Mongolian delegation would like to devote its statement today to agenda item 5» 
prevention of an arms race in outer space, a topic which trie Conference on Disarmament 
began considering early this week.

Before doing so, I should like to extend to you, Comrade President, our sincere 
congratulations and wish you, the representative of fraternal socialist Romania, all 
success in carrying out your responsibilities as President of^the^Conference for this
month.

The Mongolian delegation would like to express its gratitude to the wmbassador 
of Poland, Stanislaw Turbanski, for nis great contribution to the work of the 
Conference at the beginning -f* its work

The subject of the prevention of an arms race in outer space occupies a special
It is an extremely urgent and timelyplace in the gamut of disarmament problems.

What is involved is primarily the prevention of a new and still more
and the elimination of potential opportunities formatter.

dangerous turn in the arms race 
using space technology for military purposes.

It is well known that the most powerful and destructive modern weapon, the 
strategic nuclear missile, makes use of near space. There has been, furthermore, 
an increasing number of disturbing renorts in the world press about other forms and 
means of using space technology for military purposes. In particular, such reports 
have referred to the development in the United States of space devices intended for 
carrying out military operations, including the development and testing of space 
components for anti-ballistic missile or anti-aircraft defence systems, orbiting 
attack systems and so forth. Such unprecedented plans and projects for extending the 
arms race to outer space and for the use of military force from space against the 
Earth are aimed at achieving military and strategic superiority, at obtaining a 
unilateral advantage and, ultimately, at gaining a first-strike potential.

-
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The Idea of establishing an anti-ballistic system in space, put forward by the 
President of the United States on 23 March 1983, was aimed precisely at achieving 
those goals. Under the pretext of "defence" the United States is attempting to 
undermine the strategic balance, which is an important factor in averting the threat 
of nuclear war. Washington is seeking to protect its territory from the threat of 
a nuclear-missile response, thus maintaining for itself the freedom to use nuclear

It is clear that the United States expects that no one will

(
£a

s
weapons in other areas. 
be able to match it in this field and that it will be able to have complete dominion

fr
c

in space.

The steps taken by "the Pentagon to establish a unified space command covering 
all branches of the armed forces of the United States are aimed at this same goal.; 
These steps are clearly aimed at gaining mastery in space for the United States. In 
the President’s State-of-the-Union Message the establishment of a manned military 
space station is described literally as increasing American superiority and the 
building of new frontiers. United States National Security Directive No. 1191 
sighed by the President on 6 January 1984, sets the same goals, calling for a multi
billion dollar programme of development of new space weapons and other sophisticated 
types of weapons.

r

z

The. The danger of the arms race spreading to outer-space is quite obvious, 
agreed completion-time targets in the Pentagon's plans relating to building up the w 
strategic strike forces and deploying anti-ballistic defence systems on Earth and in 
space show that the aim is to complete the establishment of a so-called first-strike 
potential in the 1930e. The United States magazine "BusinessWeek" describes with extreme 
clarity the future plans and activities of the United States in space: whoever 
manages to gain control .of space, the main theatre for future wars, will be able to 
change the balance of forces decisively and this will amount to the establishment 
of world dominion.

x

aThe transformation of outer space into a theatre for the arms race is a matter 
of great concern to the world, which firmly and decisively calls for the peaceful 
use of outer space for the benefit of all States and in the interests of the 
development of friendly relations and mutual understanding among States.

This is the main reason for the1 urgent need to direct the space activities of 
States to peaceful purposes and to conclude effective international agreements that 
would place reliable barriers in the way of any attempts to turn space into a theatre 
for the arms race. This position on the prevention of an arms race in outer space 
is that of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, including the Mongolian 
People’s Republic.

In his speech of 2 March 1984, K.U. Chernenko, General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, referred inter alia to the 
importance of not transferring the nuclear-arms race to new areas, including space. it

!*

In that context, we should like to dwell in greater detail on the important new 
proposal of the Soviet Union to conclude a treaty on the prohibition of the use of 
force in outer space and from space against the Earth, a draft that was introduced 
at the previous, thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly and received broad 
support and high praise from many States, including those represented at the 
Conference on Disarmament.

*5



As is known, the.Soviet Union presented a proposal in;19ol for the conclusion 
of an-agreement on banning the deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space.

endorsed by the General Assembly and. a draft treaty on the subject
However, as is known to membersThis proposal waswas submitted later to the Committee on Disarmament.

of this body, it was not possible to begin negotiations aimed at preparing the 
appropriate treaty, owing to the negative position of some delegations, ia-.particular
the NATO countries. • ;|V

y
Soviet proposal effectively combines the political,:It is our view that the new and legal obligations of States not to use force against each other m space and 

from space- with measures of a substantive nature aimed at preventing the 
militarization of space. In specific tsrms, the Soviet Union proposes the following:

Firstly, to prohibit the use or threat of force in outer space, in-the atmosphere 
and on Earth through the utilization, as instruments of destruction, of space objects 
in orbit around the Earth, on celestial bodies or stationed, in space in any other 
manner, and to prohibit the use or threat of force against space objects in orbit 
around the Earth.

Secondly, to undertake not to test or deploy in space any space-based weapons 
for the destruction of targets on the Earth, in the atmosphere or in outer space.

.1anti-satellite systems and toThirdly, to undertake not to test or develop new 
destroy existing anti-satellite systems.

disturb the normal functioning or changeFourthly, not to destroy, damage or 
the flight trajectory of space objects of- other countries.

Fifthly, not to use space objects in orbit around the Earth or on celestial 
bodies as means to destroy any targets on the Earth, in the atmosphere or in outer
space.

And finally, to prohibit the testing and use of rnanned spacecraft for military 
including anti-satellite, purposes.

The proposal provides also for the appropriate control measures and a system 
of consultations and co-operation aimed at the implementation of the provisions o 
the future treaty. - • ;

it is not difficult,Looking at the above-mentioned prohibitions as a whole
constitute specific proposals aimed at a radicalin our view, to see that they solution of a broad range of complex matters linked to the prevention of an arms race

in outer space.
In addition to its new proposals the Soviet Union took an extremely important 

decision in committing itsalf not to be the first to launch anti-satellite weapons 
of any type into space and, in so doing, it established a unilateral moratorium on 
such launchings for as long as other States, including the United States, refrain 
from launching anti-satellite weapons of any type into space. That decision is yet 
another clear demonstration of the Soviet Union's determination to conduct 
negotiations aimed at arriving at the appropriate agreements and its willingness 
to take effective measures in order to prevent the arms race from spreading to outer 
space.

-
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

There have been on several occasions broad exchanges of views on this subject in 
sessions of the General Assembly and the Committee on Disarmament, and it is now 
necessary to begin active negotiations without further delay. We feel that the time - 
has come to establish a subsidiary working body of the Conference that would 
immediately.begin negotiations on the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, 
appropriate to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space, taking into 
account all existing proposals, including of course the Soviet proposal on a treaty 
on the prohibition on the use of force in outer space and from space against the 
Earth. This is the very task envisaged in the General Assembly's recommendation in 
resolution $3/70, which was adopted by 147 Member States of the United Nations.

Owing to the negative position taken by the representatives of the United States 
and the United Kingdom and some other delegations of Western States, the establishment 
of a subsidiary body on agenda item 5 continues, unfortunately, to be delayed, as does 
agreement on its mandate. Those countries bear th« entire responsibility, therefore, 
for the fact that the Conference has up to now been unable to begin negotiations on 
this important and priority topic.

"In this connection we simply cannot understand the position of those•Governments 
that were in favour of‘the adoption by the General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session 
of the single resolution on the prevention of an arms race in outer space but do not, 
at the session of the Conference on Disarmament, seem willing to undertake negotiations 
aimed at the preparation of an agreement on the subject.

The negative experience of the work in this forum, when its subsidiary body was 
set up with a deliberately restricted and narrow mandate, must not be repeated. If 
some delegations of the Western countries again insist on their obstructionist 
position, such an approach can only be seen as a pretext to avoid a businesslike 
solution of the problems facing the Conference..

The Mongolian delegation, like many others, calls for the speedy establishment 
of an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space with a mandate 
that would include the undertaking of negotiations aimed at the conclusion of an 
important agreement on one of the priority items on the agenda of the Conference on 
Disarmament, and not general discussions and studies.
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
today the delegation of the Soviet Union would like to dwell uponComrade President

a question of extreme importance — the great and real danger of spreading the arms
The importance of this problem is determined by the fact that ifrace to outer space.

urgent and effective measures are not developed to prevent the arms race is outer 
space, mankind will face a new threat on a scale which it is difficult even to imagine
now.

During the current session of the Conference on Disarmament many delegations have 
already expressed their serious concern at the extremely dangerous consequences of the 
saturation of outer space with lethal weapons. The Soviet delegation fully shares 
this concern. We are convinced that the prevention of the militarization of outer 
space is one of the priority problems facing mankind, and here on Earth much depends 
on whether it is solved.

The Soviet Union has consistently advocated, and continues to advocate that the 
peaceful future of space should be ensured. We would like to stress this today too.

The beginning of the space age in the history of mankind is inseparably linked 
with the name of a citizen of the Soviet Union — Yuri Gagarin. On 9 March, the 
50th birthday of the first man to fly in space was celebrated. There are people in 
world history whose names embody an entire epoch, the beginning of a new direction, 
the outstanding achievements of their time, Yuri Gagarin is one of these in our 
century. His name symbolizes the space age, which started with the launching of the 
first man-made satellite of the Earth.

The Message of 12 April 1961 of the CPSU Central Committee, Presidium of the 
USSR Supreme Soviet and the Government of the Soviet Union in connection with the 
first flight of man to outer space pointed out : "We believe that the victories in 
the exploration of outer space represent the achievements not' of our people alone, but 
of all mankind as well. We are glad to put them at service of all peoples, in the 
name of the progress, happiness and wellbeing of all peoples on the Earth. We place 
our achievements and discoveries not at the service of war, but at the service of the 
peace and security of peoples".

Guided by precisely those goals, from the first days of the space age the USSR 
advocated the development of concrete international co-operation in space and on 
15 March 1958 put forward a detailed programme for the prohibition of the use of out?" 
space for military purposes.

-j
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The experience of international negotiations confirms that in those cases 
realism and responsibility to mankind have prevailed over other considerations in the 
policies of States it has been possible to achieve mutually acceptable agreements 
aimed at preventing the militarization of outer space. The important list of such 
agreements is a valuable achievement by mankind, which should be preserved and 
multiplied.

when

However, the continuation of such co-operation at present and, what is most 
important, of the entire policy of using space in the interests of peace and 
preventing its transformation into a testing ground of military preparations, has 
been jeopardized.

That is why the task preventing the arms race in outer space has become
Moreover, a crucial moment has now been reached, and as mattersparticularly urgent.

stand either the States concerned will sit down without delay at the negotiating 
table to work out an agreement or agreements prohibiting the stationing in outer space

or else the arms race will spread on outer space.

now

Theof weapons of any kind 
overwhelming majority of States is seriously concerned at the real increase in the 
danger of the arms race spreading to outer space.

The principled approach of the USSR to the solution of this problem was reaffirmed 
in the statement of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU,
K.U. Chernenko, of 2 March 1984, the foreign policy chapter of which has been 
distributed as Conference document CD/444• He firmly spoke in favour of "not spreading 
the nuclear arms race to new spheres, including outer space". The Soviet leader 
stressed that the United States can also make a major contribution to strengthening 
peace by coming to an agreement on the renunciation of the militarization of outer 
space.

It is not by chance that the United States is mentioned in this context, if we 
take into account that, as recent events show, United States strategic planning, as 
proclaimed, inter alia, at the highest level, ascribes a growing role to the use of 
military space technology.
programmes have been announced for developing and -using weapon systems in outer space 
and from it against the Earth. This is a question not of some abstract "star wars", 
but of a lethal danger absolutely relevant to the Earth, the creation of systems 
designed to destroy not only space-based, but also ground, sea and air targets.

The dangerous character of such a policy has been convincingly proved by 
scientists and experts of various countries.
G. Arbatov, M. Sagdeev and others discuss it in their works. Many scientists and 
public figures in the United States also emphasize that the testing and stationing of 
any weapons in outer space considerably increase the possibility of unleashing war on 
Earth. The statements on this score made by former United States Secretaries of 
Defence Brown and McNamara, as well as by the eminent scientists Ch. Towns, I. Raby,
R-. Garwin, H. York, G. Bate, are well known. In connection with the development in 
the United States of one of the most sophisticated anti-satellite systems, a group of 
eminent United States scientists and public-figures has warned that once such systems 
have appeared in the arsenals of countries it will be very difficult to remove them.
One cannot but agree with the conclusion of the Stockholm international Peace Research 
Institute that space technology promotes not only a qualitative nuclear arms race, 
but also the formulation of doctrines for conducting wars with the use of such weapons.

It is in the United States that official plans and

The Soviet scientists E. Velikhov

The United States is making tremendous efforts in order to achieve the goals of 
military superiority in outer space. According to the data of the United States 
National Science Foundation, United States aerospace companies employ more scientists 
for research and development work than the chemical, health, petroleum, automobile, 
rubber and engineering industries taken together.
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The United States is completing the design and has already started the testing 
of an ASAT system based on F-15 fighters equiped with intercepting missiles with self- 
guided warheads. At the same time the United States continues to develop weapons on 
the basis of new physical principles, including the laser. An important role in 
United States military plans is assigned to the reusable "Space Shuttle". It is 

it to launch military satellites, orbital command posts, and newenvisaged to use 
types of space weapons.

The plan for the development of a "large-scale and highly efficient anti-ballistic
United States Administration in March 1983 ismissile defence" proclaimed by the 

particularly dangerous.
for the creation of space-basedImplementation of the United States programme ABMs could disrupt the linkage between strategic offensive and defensive armaments 

fixed in the Soviet-United States agreements of 1972. In fact, it would result in 
opening the lock-gates for a new round in the strategic arms race. The attempts to 
create the impression that the space-based ABM system conceived in the United States 
will be defensive are beneath criticism. This programme is designed to destroy early-

command and communication centres pf the other side, andwarning space systems and the thus to render the latter as vulnerable as possible to the United States nuclear
Hope is placed in impunity, in being able to make a nuclear first

The new United States military"disarming" strike.
strike while being secure against a retaliatory one. 
space conception can only bring the world closer to the nuclear abyss.

As far as the economic side of the space arms race imposed by the United States
It should be noted that in accordanis concerned, it involves tremendous resources, with Directive 11° concerning the beginning of a vast research programme to create 

new space weapon systems signed by the President of the United States on 
6 January 1984, the allocations for development of laser space systems will grew by 
12 times by 1988. Washington plans to spend $27 billion during the next five years 
and $95 billion by the year 2000 for the creation of the space-based ABM systems.

The programmes for the creation of space armaments determine in many respects the 
political actions of the United States and other NATO countries in the international 

. It was at the end of the 1970s that the United States suspended bilateral 
talks with the USSR on anti-satellite weapons, 
the rostrum of the United Nations 
but the United States continues to avoid them.

scene We have repeatedly, including from 
referred to the need to resume those negotiations,

In connection with this position taken by the United States, ± should like to 
draw the attention of delegations to an item in today's issue of the International

I shall quote some extracts from 
"Senior Pentagon officials, led by Assistant Defence-

Herald Tribune which cannot fail to be of interest.
the newspaper in the original :
Secretary, Richard N. Perle, are fighting to delay or prevent Administration

I quote from further in theinitiatives in several secondary areas of arms control".
has managed to block any United States initiative on antireport: "Mr. Perle

satellite weapons and ratification of the threshnold treaty, citing difficulties in 
verifying Soviet compliance. He has slowed movement on the chemical treaty and in 
•development of a new United States position at the Vienna talks on conventional troop
reductions in Europe".

-
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With regard to the delays in the submission by the United States of its widely 
publicised draft comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons and the 
possible consequences of those delays for the negotiations at the Conference, the 
Soviet delegation reserves the right to return to this question at the opportune time. 
Today we should like to point out that as a result of this activity by the Pentagon, 
and I quote once again from the newspaper item, "the Administration is not expected 
to propose negotiations to ban these [anti-satellite] weapons at this time".

The Western countries are also thwarting the beginning of practical negotiations 
on preventing the .arms race in outer space on a multilateral basis, 
done, however, somewhat more subtly, 
explicitly say "no" to the negotiations, but try to shelve the matter by making 
different proposals about the need "to study the existing norms of international law 
concerning the use of outer space for peaceful purposes11, as it was stated, in

It is difficult to say which

This is being
The United States and its allies do not

particular, at the Brussels session of the NATO Council. 
is greater in this position ; the expectation that the negotiating partners are naive, 
or a lack of respect for them. It should be clear to anyone that there is' no need to 
conduct international negotiations merely to study the existing norms of international 
law. It would be enough for that purpose to assign one of the experts of the legal 
department of any foreign ministry, delegation or secretariat of an international 
organization and one could count on.obtaining sound information on this problem. If 
that is not enough, an appropriate research institute could be requested to deal with 
it and perhaps a scientific symposium could be held on the subject. To involve in » 
this study such an important disarmament negotiating body as the Conference on 
Disarmament is unreasonable, to say the least. The Soviet Union, for example, knows 
full well its obligations under existing agreements concerning the use of.outer space 
for peaceful purposes.

We are convinced that it is necessary reliably to bar the ways in which the arms 
race and military confrontation can spread to.outer space, which has been peaceful up 
to now. ..This is precisely why the Soviet Union put forward in 1983» at the thirty- 
eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, a draft treaty on the 
prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from outer space against the Earth, 
which on our request has been distributed as a document of the Conference on 
Disarmament (CD/476).

In accordance with General Assembly resolution 38/70, this draft was transmitted 
to our Conference for consideration.

The Soviet initiative — I nave in mind our draft treaty — has been favourably 
received in the United Nations and has given rise to a wide.political response all 
over the world.

The Soviet delegation would like briefly to describe the basic provisions of the 
draft treaty on the prohibition of use of force in outer space and from outer space 
against the Earth, having in mind that within the subsidiary body of the Conference on 
the prevention of arms race in outer space and with the assistance of appropriate 
experts we shall be able to give more detailed explanations.
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In our draft we propose to prohibit the testing and deployment in outer space of 
any space-based weapons, to solve completely and radically the problem of anti-satellite 
weapons and to ban the testing and use of manned spacecraft for military, including 
anti-satellite, purposes. Taking into account these new provisions, our initiative 
goes considerably further than our proposal of 1981 on the non-stationing of weapons 
of any kind in outer space. Its salient feature consists in the fact that it takes 
into account in many respects the positions of other, including Western, countries, 
and the considerations they have put forward in the United Nations and in the 
Committee on Disarmament.

The important feature of the document,submitted by us consists in the combination 
of political and legal obligations of States not to allow the use of force against 
each other in and from outer space with measures of a material nature aimed at 
preventing the militarization of outer space. 
threat of force in outer space and the atmosphere as well as on the Earth through the 
utilization, as instruments of destruction
Earth,- on celestial bodies or stationed in outer space in any other manner. 
same time it prohibits resorting to the use or threat of force against space objects.

The Treaty envisages the complete prohibition of the testing and deployment in 
outer space of any space-based weapons for the destruction of targets on the Earth, 
in the atmosphere or in outer space.

We propose also a radical solution to the question of anti-satellite weapons : , 
the complete renunciation by States of the creation of new anti-satellite systems and 
the destruction of any such systems which they already possess.
Treaty would also undertake not to destroy, damage, disturb the normal functioning or 
change the flight trajectory of space objects of other States in any other manner.

In addition, it is proposed to ban the testing and use of manned spacecraft for 
military, including anti-satvllite, purposes; they should be entirely dedicated to 
the solution of various scientific, technological and economic tasks.

It prohibits resorting to . the use or

of space objects in orbit around the
At the

The parties to the, -

The draft envisages the obligations of each party to take internal measures to 
prohibit activity contrary to the provisions of the Treaty.

The provisions on verification of compliance with the future Treaty deserve 
particular attention. The verification system envisaged in the USSR draft is quite 
extensive and far-reaching.

In our view, the control provisions provide for reliable implementation of the 
obligations by the parties to the Treaty. They are based on an effective combination 
of national and international verification measures. At the same time, the USSR is 
prepared to elaborate and agree upon some additional measures concerning mutual 
assurance of States parties in its implementation.
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Along with the presentation of the draft comprehensive international treaty, the 
Soviet Union has made important steps aimed at creating a more favourable situation 
for the prevention of the militarization of outer space.

the USSRThe Soviet leadership has adopted an extremely important decision : 
undertakes not to be the first to launch into outer space any kind of anti—satellite 

in other words, declares a unilateral moratorium on such launchings for theweapons,
entire period of time when other States, including the United States, refrain from 
launching anti-satellite weapons of any kind into outer space, 
another concrete demonstration of the good will of the Soviet Union, of its readiness 
genuinely to strengthen the peace and security of peoples, 
the United States will follow this example.

Such a decision is

We would like to hope that

Moreover, the Soviet Union displayed a readiness also to achieve an agreement on 
implementing the measures proposed by it on a bilateral basis with the United States, 

declared at the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly.
In particular, we are ready to conduct separate negotiations on anti-satellite 
systems and to resume bilateral negotiations with the United States as a step towards 
a solution of the common task of prohibiting the use of force in and from outer space.

We are convinced that the Conference on Disarmament can do much to prevent the 
arms race in outer space on the basis of the draft treaty proposed by the Soviet Union. 
The USSR, together with other socialist States, has already spoken (in document CD/434) 
in favour of the establishment of an ad hoc committee of the Conference on the item 
"Prevention of the arms race in outer space".
body, we believe that it should have a mandate which would provide the possibility 
of conducting negotiations aimed at concluding an agreement on this important and 
urgent question.

What is most important now is immediately to find ways to ensure in practice the 
earliest adoption of the range of political, legal and material measures which would 
reliably secure outer space from a military threat. If space weapons are ever to be 
prohibited we have apparently reached the time limit when it is still possible to do

as we

In advocating the creation of such a

so.
We express our firm conviction that the elaboration of measures to prevent the 

in outer space can already be initiated during the current session of the
To this end it is necessary for all the States

arms race
Conference on Disarmament. 
represented at the Conference to display political good will.

The task facing the Conference is absolutely clear, and our duty is to move from 
words to deeds, to the elaboration of concrete measures to prevent the arms race in 
outer space.

We should always remember that military preparations involving outer space are 
fraught with the appearance of weapon systems which will make arms limitation and the 
implementation of control measures in the field of disarmament, particularly nuclear 
disarmament, more difficult.

As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, our country shall continue to deploy 
every effort so that the ominous plans to spread the arms race to outer space do not 
become a reality.
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Hr. EKEUS (Sweden): Mr. President, the General Assembly of the United Nations 
in its Resolution on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space last year directed 
a strong appeal to the Conference to intensify its consideration of the question of 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
resolution.
of concern of the international community that the Conference on Disarmament, as 
the multilateral negotiating body, has so far not been able to start negotiations 
on the question of the arms race in outer space.

My delegation welcomes this 
The overwhelming support.for it should be understood as an expression

An.arms race in outer space could have far-reaching implications for 
international peace and security and the over-all stability in the world, 
also have negative effects on civilian activities in outer space, 
of space technology has already brought considerable benefits for various civilian 
uses such as telecommunications, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys.
An arms race in outer space would pose a serious risk and obstacle for States which 
are, or contemplate being, engaged in peaceful space activities.

It could
The application

As time goes by
efforts to keep it so will become mere difficult and more complicated.

Outer space has up to now ‘been an are;a free from arms.
We have

all learned from our experience of the arms' race on Earth how very difficult it is 
to reverse a process which has already received large financial and political 
investments. Therefore, action must be prompt.

ProblemsPreventing an arms race in outer space is already a complex task, 
have to be addressed concerning the distinction between civilian and military 
applications.
between stabilizing or destabilizing systems, like, for instance, satellites for 
arms control verification on the one hand, or so-called killer satellites on the 
other hand.

Another distinction between categories is, for instance, the one

Military use of space technology goes back to the early days of the Space Age. 
However, what we are facing at this juncture is a new turn in developments.

Space systems used for military purposes have in general been of a passive 
By "passive" I mean in this case that they are not meant as weapons or 

as weapons platforms.
nature.

Passive systems are mainly for intelligence gathering
Some of these systems arepurposes such as early warning, re connaissance, etc. 

important to disarmament and arms control, as means of verification of disarmament 
agreements and confidence-building measures and for the control of weapons testing. 
Other passive space systems could, however, be of direct relevance for the 
execution of war or warlike actions. This includes navigation and communication 

Some of them could be considered to be dual-purpose systems, althoughsatellites, 
normally used for peaceful purposes.

Now, however, we are facing the threat of the emergence of active space 
systems, inter alia, weapons with direct destructive effects, mainly for 
anti-ballistic and anti-satellite warfare.

The Soviet Union has for several years tested an anti-satellite (ASAT) 
system which attacks its target, after hunting it during a couple of orbits, by 
exploding close to it. 
new AbAT system, a direct ascent system which destroys the target by colliding 
with it without using explosives.

The United btates has recently carried out a test of a
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The ASAT systems in existence or under development today have a limited, capacity.
EvenWe understand that they can hit targets only in relatively low earth orbits, 

so they threaten important military satellites, such as surveillance satellites
With the development of new 

ASAT weapons could
used for the verification of arms-control agreements, 
space technology the situation might become even more serious, 
then reach' targets in higher orbits, eventually even the geostationary orbit, where 
we find communication and early-warning satellites. The destruction of such 
satellites could have serious repercussions. Such a development would be looked 
upon with the greatest concern by the potential opponent and would trigger off 
some similar and even more destabilizing measures. Furthermore, the blinding 
of an early-warning satellite could be understood by the other side as nothing less 
than as a preparation for, or part of, a nuclear strike.

The ASAT systems have even further implications. An important part of an 
ASAT weapon is the so-called homing device. Once such a device is fully developed 
and tested for ASAT purposes, it could with some modifications be used for the• 
purpose of targeting the opponent's ballistic missiles, thus constituting an 
Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) system. An advanced ASAT system could imply a dual 
capacity of both anti-satellite and anti-ballistic missile capability. A

could in fact be useddisturbing consequence could be that testing of ASAT weapons 
as a cover for ABM weapons testing.

Consequently there is a potential risk that the development of ASAT weapons 
could already erode one of the most important treaties in the area of arms control, 
namely, the Anti-Ballistic-Missile Treaty of 1972•

With this development we might in fact be facing a quantum leap in the 
But the possible developments do not stop here.

arms
race.

Increased resources are spent for research on and development of oeam weapons.
However, what hasif developed, such weapons could be used for ASAT purposes, 

attracted mere attention is their possible use for ABM purposes.

build their national security on a policy ofThe leading military Powers 
deterrence and their mutual security relations on a functional balance 
deterrence. The balance of nuclear deterrence is based upon the threat that 11 

Superpower attacked the other Superpower with nuclear weapons, the attacking
The consequence of the policy

Sweden
one
party would bring a nuclear attack upon itself.
of nuclear deterrence is that if it fails, catastrophe is inevita e. 
questions nuclear deterrence policies and philosophies as such. .
back in more detail to this problem later during the session. This being said, 
we still have to recognize that deterrence is the guiding doctrine agaunst wmen 
the present development must be analysed. Thus, the balance of nuclear 
deterrence would be disturbed if one side acquired a firs v—strike capac-^y.

of the major Powers succeeded in developing an effective anti-ball^s>.ic 
system, this would give it a possibility of striking at the opponent ar^ au t e 

time avoiding destriction of ivs own territory. The mutual deterrence
would be undermined and likewise the international security situation, 
is therefore reason for serious concern if any of the major Powers devotes

to research and development on systems which, if trans-iorrne
Liuch a new

I will come

If

one

same

further resources
into deployment, would not be in conformity with the ABM Treaty.

detrimental to stability in internationalphase in weapons development would be 
security relations.
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Although much less than is necessary has been achieved in the field of 
disarmament and tc prevent an arms race in outer space, seme significant measures 
have been taken. I will mention seme of them.

The provisions relevant to the use of weapons in space are both of a general
We have the United Nations Charter, and we have provisions 

Specific rules can be found in multilateral
and a specific nature. 
which apply to space activities, 
instruments and in bilateral treaties between the Soviet Union and the United States.

To start with, Article 2:4 of the Charter of the United Nations prohibits the
A first attack on a space objectof force or the threat of use of force. 

belonging to another country is thus clearly outlawed according to the United Nations 
In certain cases some might argue that an attack on a space object is

It is,

use

Charter, 
a measure
however, inconceivable that this Article could be interpreted as permitting an 
attack on non-military space objects.

of self-defence, in accordance with Article 51 of the Charter.

surveillanceAs far as the military systems are concerned, some of them, e.g. 
satellites used for verification, are protected as national technical means of 
verification under the bilateral oAiT Agreements. Early-warning satellites are. 
likewise protected under the United States-Scviet Accident Measures Agreement.
'Thus an important sanctuary is provided for certain satellites. £ or other military 
space systems the situation might not be so clear.

Among specific multilateral treaties the 19^3 Partial Test-Ban Treaty was the 
first treaty to contain provisions relating to the use of weapons in outer space. 
This treaty bans the testing of nuclear weapons inter alia, in outer space.

In 1967 the United Nations adopted the Outer Space Treaty containing the 
fundamental principles for space activities. it marked an important step in fnat 
it bans certain arms from outer space. However, others are not covered by this 
treaty. It is generally stated in the Outer Space Treaty that space actixi-ies 
shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interest 01 all countries, 
irrespective of their degree of economic or scientific development and in accordance

Article 4 prohibitswith international law, including the United Nations Charter. 
the placing of nuclear weapons and other kinds of weapons of mass destruction in 
earth orbits and on celestial bodies. This provision does not, however, impose^ 
restrictions on conventional weapons or on military space systems. His moon and 
other celestial bodies are to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and all 
kinds of military activities are prohibited on those oodles.
Treaty also contains provisions against potentially harmful interference with 
peaceful space activities and provisions of interest for verification, but they 
do not contain any clear obligations to provide information or about inspection.

The Outer Space

Since radio conmmi cations are vital for space activities the International
Its Article 35 prohibitsTelecommunication Convention de serves special mention, 

harmful interference with radio services which are operated in accordance v/i In
the Radio Regulations of the ITU.

The 1975 Registration Convention deals with notification of space activities. 
However, the information supplied is so general that it can only be guessed ^re
purpose a space mission has, and sometimes considerable "time passes between 
launch and notification.
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The latest of the international space agreements which have teen elaborated by 
the United Nations is the 1979 Moon Agreement.

From its provisions it can be concluded that the Moon Agreement would 
demilitarize all of outer space except the proximity of the Earth, 
precisely orbits around the Earth, 
force.

or more
But this Agreement has not yet entered into

As mentioned earlier, some provisions in the bilateral arms control agreements 
between the United States and the soviet Union relate to space activities.

The two SALT Agreements, of 1972 and of 1979, to the last of which the 
Soviet Union and the United States abide unilaterally, while avalting ratification 
or'new negotiations, contain similar provisions about verification. (Articles V 
and XV, respectively). According to these orovisions the Contracting Parties 
shall use "national technical means of verification" to monitor the adherence to 
the provisions of the Agreements. These national "means of verification" must 
not be disturbed or "interfered with", 
are among those "means".
unnoticed expansion of the Outer Space Treaty in that it forbids development, 
testing and deployment of systems for placing in orbit nuclear weapons, etc. It 
also prohibits testing, development and deployment of Fractional Orbital 
Bombardment bystems (FOBS).

It is assumed that surveillance satellites 
The SALT II Agreement (Article IX) includes a relatively

According to the ABM Treaty of 1972 the two Superpowers undertake not to 
develop, test or deploy ABM systems or components which are "sea-based, air-based, 
space-based or mobile land-based". It is clear as earlier touched upon, that 
the placing of ABM systems in outer space -would be a breach of this bilateral 
treaty, as would also be the development and testing of such systems.

The "Accident Measures’1 Agreement (1971) and the Prevention .of Nuclear Var 
Agreement (1974) together oblige the boviet Union and the United States to refrain 
from interfering with or attacking early-warning systems of either side, including 
satellites which' are components of such warning systems.

The fact that most of the- financial and technical investments in space 
development takes place in two countries may imply that bilateral agreements are 
sufficient to regulate international relations in this field.
to my delegation, this is to seriously underestimate the technological developments 
outside the two buperpowers. 
practical and technical considerations in view, it is important that the aspects 
mentioned with regard to the militarization of outer space be subject to multilateral 
negotiations and agreements.
general acceptance of the fundamental idea that the exploration and use of outer 
space shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interest of all countries.

However, according

As.a matter of principle, as well as with long-term

The principle aspect is, of course, founded on the

It is clear that some significant measures relating to the risks of an arms
However, the existing body of internationalrace in outer space have been taken. 

law contains too many loopholes to effectively prevent an arms race in outer space. 
What we have learned about the testing and do/e'.cornent of anti-satellite weapons 
confirms that additional measures urgertly n d o be taken.
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The main task ahead of us should he to negotiate an international treaty 
banning all space weapons, including weapons directed against targets in space.
Such a ban should cover the development, testing and deployment of ASAT weapons on 
earth, in the atmosphere and in outer space and must include the destruction of all 
existing ASAT systems.

Furthermore, damage, disturbance and harmful interference in the normal 
functioning of permitted space objects should be forbidden in international 
agreements in order to strengthen the Outer Space Treaty and confirm the International 
Telecommunication Convention.

The banning of the development, testing and deployment of space-based A3M 
systems, as agreed upon in the 1972 ABM Treaty between the Soviet Union and the 
United States, should also be reiterated in a multilateral treaty.

A prohibition of Fractional Orbital Bombardment Systems (FOBS) should likewise 
be included, in line with SALT II.

In addition, efficient measures should be adopted regarding the verification
At the present stage ofof the compliance with such a treaty or treaties, 

technical development it appears inescapable that some sort of international 
direct inspection be applied, including on-site inspection whenever feasible.

In the process of creating an international legal system prohibiting an arms 
race in outer space, military space systems which could have particularly 
destabilizing characteristics must be identified.
to recognize that certain military space systems can have a stabilizing effect 
and that they can be a valuable contribution to disarmament measures.

It would also be essential

The international use of satellites for the monitoring of disarmament 
agreements should be considered in the context of the proposal of France to 
establish an International Satellite Monitoring Agency (ISMA).

The notification procedures in the 1975 Registration Convention could be 
further developed to serve as. a collateral measure to strengthen disarmament

Such a measure, and other similar confidence-agreements related to space. 
building measures, would be helpful in the efforts to create a system of 
international agreements to curb an arms race in outer space.

Three proposals have been presented in intergovernmental fora containing 
draft agreements relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
first was presented by Italy in 1979 in the Committee on Disarmament, 
latest were presented to the United nations by the Soviet Union in 1981 and 
in 1935, the latest of which has been distributed today as document CD/476.

The two first proposals demonstrated constructive \ttempts to come to 
grips with the problems in this area. • They did, however contain important 
shortcomings, inter alia, in that they did not cover tr 
are conceived today.

The
The two

:AT systems as they
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The latest proposal of the Loviet Union introduced today also by 
Ambassador Issraelyan contains a draft treaty cn the prohibition of the use of 
force in outer space and from space against the Earth.
been able to establish an aa hoc committee on the arms race in outer space, my 
delegation will come back with detailed comments on this draft treaty, 
already now I note a welcome improvement compared to the 1981 proposal in that it 
covers A1AT weapons as known today and contains a ban on some specific activities 
directed against space objects.

When the Conference has

However,

The Soviet proposal addressed a number of important issues that need to be 
home proposed clauses, however, are ambiguçus and would have to be 

huch solutions and clarifications could only be made through a
solved, 
clarified.
substantive examination by the Conference cn Disarmament.

Let me conclude by reiterating that the Conference on Disarmament must now 
actively engage itself in dealing with the growing threat of an arms race in outer 

An ad hoc committee should be established without further delay for this 
As a negotiating forum the Conference should of course aim at

space. 
purpo se.
negotiating an agreement or agreements to prevent the extension of the arms race 
into outer space.

The owedish delegation is prepared to consider all constructive proposals 
which mean that a substantive examination can be promptly initiated, 
analysis of lacunae in international agreements against the background of 
existing and potential military applications of space technology seems to be a 
natural first task for an ad hoc committee, 
contribute to this.

lAn

iI have in this statement tried to
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In this statement X would like to explain why my delegation asked for the_ inclusion 
of the item on the prevention of an arms race'in outer space in our agenda and what -> 
it expects from it.
a relevant subsidiary body with a mandate, suggested in the document (CD/434) 
submitted by a group of socialist countries.

I will also deal with reasons behind our proposal to establish

The importance and urgency of the problem of the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space are determined by the fact that in recent years the real danger of the 
creation and deployment of various systems of space weapons, leading to the saturation 
of outer space with weapons capable of destroying objects both in outer space and on 
the Earth, has sharply increased. For this reason we do not feel any nèed simply to 
discuss this problem or to deal with it in any general way whatsoever. We believe

In fact, the problem ofthat this has already been successfully dône in other fora, 
securing outer space from "military threat and its various aspects have for a number 
of years been generally discussed in the First Committee of the General Assembly, 
in the United Nations Disarmament'Commission, in the United Nations Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space and at UNISPACE 2.

Unfortunately, we should also add that even this body, which aspires to be a 
single multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament, dedicated several years to 
activities of this kind in dealing with the problem of outer space. Indeed, going 
through the records of our meetings of recent years one finds a great number of 
statements addressing the problem of outer space. In these statements__we have al^. 
exhaustively evaluated the existing treaties, which put up some barriers to the

We have generally come to a concordance of viewsspreading of arms into outer space. 
on what the positive aspects of these treaties are* as well as on the remaining 
loopholes. In virtually all statements the conclusion is reached that further measures 
are necessary. At least as far as our delegation is concerned, we have not found a 
single statement that explicitly or implicitly denies the urgent need for such
additional measures.

a.-.: -, v h ■>' ‘

A considerable part of the statements on outer space dealt with the::,technical 
aspects of the development of new weapons and systems of weapons to be used in outer 
space or from space against the Earth. ILv “leading role-’ of the United States in 
this field has been impressively demonstrated, especially with regard to the March 19^3 
"initiative1' of President Reagan to create a space-based defence system, 
convincingly argued that one attempt to misuse one of, the above mentioned loopholes 
in the existing military regime for outer space is under.way., namely, the accelerated 
efforts to develop and put into practice laser and other directed-energy weapons.
Though some delegations tried to raise doubts about the-feasibility ot these weapons, 
it did not escape the attention of others that in May and June of last year the 
United States Air Force undertook a test of a laser weapon. At a testing ground in 
Ca:ifornia,. this weapon, placed on board a C-135 aircraft, succeeded in destroying 
the navigational systems of five Sidewinder anti-aircraft missiles:.

It was

No type ofDue attention was paid also to the economic side of the problem, 
weaoons'and no field of their application would consume as many resources as thè-

With the adoption, lastdevelopment and emplacement of weapons in outer space.
January, of Directive 115 in the United States, for the remaining years of this 
ceYriury alone almost a hundred billion United States dollars are involved, without 
counting vast, indirect human and material resources taken from various civilian
rectors.

—



Thus, it- would seera to us that the time has come to close this ’’general" 
"exploratory" chapter in our dealing with the prevention of

and
an arms race in outer

space and to open a new one which should bring us to the elaboration and adoption of 
the relevant practical and effective measures. The best way to enter this new chapter 
would be the creation of an ad hoc committee of the Conference on Disarmament on 
the item 1 in outer space , with 

aimed at
reference 

on thisfor- the u 
question.

an
r.. : •

We maintain that certain- recent developments fully justify this demand. T 
-tfe have the Soviet draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer 
and from space against the Earth, submitted to the United Nations at its 
-;.-rty-eighth session and tabled last week in the Conference on Disarmament. 
this draft was distributed last fall in New York, 
had a chance to study it in detail.

Firstly,
space

Since
we presume that ail delegations 

As far as my delegation is concerned, it
considers that the main virtue of the draft is that ijfc deals with the problem of 
securing cuter space from the arms race in a comprehensive wav, encompassing measures 
o- a political, legal and material naturel At the same time, it is yet another 
example of the Soviet Union's constructive,-,approach .and readiness to compromise in 
Or-oer CO make it possible to move ahead, since the draft treaty takes Into account in 
e numcer or its provisions the positions and views of other countries, including 
-estern countries. This important move also reminds us that expressions of good 
vi-i, in order to bring positive results, must be reciprocated. In this respect I 
v-oul liKe to note that: it is exactly in this field that the United States lags 
.e ~’^u„C’r 01 marS-n• This was most obviously demonstrated by the fact that

"e"1 *eac!erskip failed to respond positively to the commitment assumed 
bj the USSR lasv August not to be the first .to put into outer space any tvp-e of 
--ntx-satellite weapon, thus imposing a unilateral moratorium 
tne entire period during which .tne other .States, 
refrain from stationing anti-satellite 
initiative creates

on such launchings for 
including the United. States, 

weapons of any type in outer space. This 
. a significant potential for the solution of the problem of ASAT 

systems and convincing demonstrates the readiness of the Soviet Union to do away
fri?J‘!ir-wypei01 Weapon\ But in its approach to this problem the present

. T !" es -eaae**sniP -is seeing not only contrary to the interests and reouirements
ln^rnatl°nal co™^ity, but also against the vital interest of its ' 

people. This v.-as again confirmed last
Congressmen ana scientists addressed 
simultaneously with the Soviet Union 
testing.

I

!

f|

own
summer, when more than 100 American 

an appeal.tc President Reagan to declare, 
a moratorium on anti-satellite-weapon
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Much of what has been said around this table could undoubtedly also be 
,ucjxi.iec as an identification of problems which could be addressed in . negotiations 
on practical measures to prevent - an arms race in outer space. Drawing ar, conclusion 
from the views offered to the Conference on Disarmament, my delegation considers 
that a whole.: range of political, legal and material measures should be negotiated 
in the relevant subsidiary body. Anti-satellite systems are one of these, although 
not. the,- only one. My country, a relatively small one, with no adequate defence 
against, an attack "from above", is concerned mainly with possible danger coming from 
weapons--emplaced on objects capable of .overflying our territory at an altitude of 
some tens of kilometres. Jr. : j.
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Since I have touched upon the problem of ASAT systems let me add,
Comrade President, that arguments about the need for the United States to catch up 
in this kind of weapon can't be taken seriously. It is well-known that already 
20 years ago the United States developed the manoeuvrable SAINT (Satellite Inspector 
Technique) spacecraft. In the course of the 1960s two ground-based anti-satellite 
systems were developed — in 1963 on the basis of Nike Zeus anti-missile missiles on 
Kwajalein Island and in 1964 on Johnston Island using various modifications of the 
Thor missile. And recently, a sophisticated ASAT system based on F-15 aircrafts 
equipped with intercepting missiles with self-guided warheads has already been 
tested. Thus, after breaking bilateral negotiations with the Soviet Union on 
anti-satellite weapons in 1978 it indeed requires a peculiar kind of logic for the 
United States seriously to play the role of an inferior in this field. Echoing this, 
distortion, to put it mildly, a limited number of Western delegations is rendering 
invaluable service to the United States but acting clearly against the vital interest 
of the peoples of their own countries.

Another positive development testifying to the growing comprehension of the urgent 
need to adopt specific measures for the prevention of an arms race in outer space 

the adoption last fall of the United Nations General Assembly resolution 38/70.was
Mere comparison of this resolution with, for instance, resolutions 36/97 C and 
36/99 of 1981 clearly shows that the majority of States speaking in favour of specific 
action has further grown, while the minority has reached its limit—that of a single
country.

The ad hoc committee on outer space, if established, would certainly not suffer
Besides the Soviet draftfrom a lack of specific proposals or material to work on.

treaty I have already mentioned, which the committee could consider in detail, some 
delegations have advanced ideas which could be dealt with as well. I may mention 
just the statement of Ambassador Ekéus of last Thursday, in which he put forward 
a whole set of measures which could be looked at in the ad hoc committee. 
therefore particularly regrettable that there are still delegations which keep on 
blocking the adoption of a meaningful mandate for the subsidiary body on outer space. 
It is our strong feeling that the Mexican amendment to the draft mandate considered 
last week by no means deserved the treatment it received, the more so since it only 
reflected the provision of the United Nations General Assembly resolution adopted 
by a vote extremely close to a consensus.

It is

TheThe problem of securing outer space from the arms race is not a new one. 
relevant peaceful initiatives of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries go 
back to the 1950s• But some recent developments in the space policy of the 
United States and the ensuing accelerated development of space weaponry render the 
problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space extremely urgent. Let 
me, before concluding my statement, point out just some of these dangerous developments.

In President Reagan's statement of 4 July 1982, priority in United States 
space activity is, for the first time, given openly to its military aspects, 
relevant presidential decree on policy in the exploration and use of outer space 
clearly assigns priority to military purposes. Previously United States leaders 
used peaceful rhetoric to cover the military aspects of their space policy.
Now this has become not only unnecessary but practically impossible, since the 
military nature of the recent programmes for outer space is only too obvious.

The

This applies, in the first place, to the United States plan to build a 
space-based defence system. Since this plan was heralded in March last year, much 
thought has been given to its possible implications, especially with regard to the
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Soviet-United States ABM Treaty of 1972. It was virtually unanimously concluded 
that the development of such a system would constitute a flagrant breach of the 
Treaty. -Some dissenting voices were heard, naturally, from the United States.
Thus,, referring to the plan, the White House spokesman, Larry Speakes, said:
'•you can go a considerable distance in research and developmeht without conflicting 
with the ABM Treaty". We would appreciate if the United States delegation could 
enlighten us on what is meant by the "considerable distance" and how it- can be 
reconciled with Article V of the ABM Treaty. Let it also be noted that, as far as 
we know, this treaty is of unlimited duration.

Another disquieting phenomenon is the application of the so-called "bargaining 
chips" policy. Last year a United States interagency report resulting from months 
of study by scientists and policy analysts stated that the demonstration of 
Unite4£.States technology would strengthen military and "negotiating stances". We 
have , a,-very sad experience of such .an approach which shows tnat all kinds of bargaining 
chips have always served only as catalysts and accelerators of the arms race. They 
have always led to qualitatively new .spirals of the arms race despite the clear 
fact that neither side can achieve permanent superiority in arms technology. A 
parallel could be drawn here with the - problem of MIRV’s. Looking back,
Henry Kissinger said last year: "I wish I had thought through the implications of a 
MIRVed world".

Just a few days ago, from 8 through 11 March, the Disarmament Committee of the 
World Federation of Scientific Workers met in Prague. Prominent scientists from five 
socialist countries, as well as from the United States, Great Britain, France,
Denmark and the Federal Republic of Germany came to the conclusion in their joint 
statement tha,t "the United States decision to embark on a massive research and 
development .programme for the militarization of space has introduced a new 
qualitative,-factor to the arms race" and called for the establishment of "a 
moratorium on the testing and deploying of ASATs and other space" Weapons, and the 
establishment of a policy of the non-use of force in and from outer space". Let us 
listen more carefully to the impartial and informed opinion of scientists from various 
countries, lest our beautiful blue planet, which has too many problems of its own, 
face a net/ threat, as immense and limitless as space itself.
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Mr. ALESSI (Italy) (translated from French):

I intend to devote my statement today to a problem to which my Government
I refer to the prevention of an arms race inattaches particular importance.

outer space.

I deeply regret that, in spite of all your personal efforts, item 5 of our 
agenda still lacks a framework to make structured substantive discussions possible.

Meanwhile, we have no choice other than to use the plenary meetings to
I do not wish today to dwell on matters relating 

the unofficial meetings and
continue our exchanges of views, 
to the establishment of a subsidiary body; 
consultations which you have held have.,provided my delegation with an opportunity 
to express at some length its views on the subject. I would rather wish to put 
forward a few ideas on the basic questions which we are called upon to consider
under item 5•

I believe there is agreement on the fact that the discussions to be held 
once the subsidiary body is created, should be of a comprehensive character, 
question of the prevention of an arms race in space should therefore be thoroughly 
considered in all its aspects, with neither preconditions nor limitations.

The

It is clear that such an exercise should be carried out in a rational manner 
and, in the opinion of my delegation, an analysis of relevant international 
agreements ; both multilateral and bilateral, could constitute a useful starting 
point.



which is so important for international security androgress i this areastabi ity, call for difficult and complex substantive decisions on the part of 
our governments. My delegation, which is of the opinion that it is still bound 
by paragraph 80 of the Final Document (the wording of which was submitted by my 
country for the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament), remains convinced of the considerable urgency of the problem. It 
is also aware that such decisions can only be taken on the basis of thorough 
preliminary work, which brings to light all possible data and solutions.

A collection of extracts from relevant agreements, both multilateral and 
bilateral, might constitute the documentary basis for the work to which I referred. 
I also note that the documents presented by Canada (CD/320) and France (CD/375) 
contain a list of such agreements as well as comments of a preliminary nature. 
Similarly, the statement by the distinguished representative of Sweden,
Ambassador Ekéus, on 22 March 1984, broadly covers the same problems and places 
emphasis on a series of major questions concerning the interpretation and 
application of existing agreements.

An analysis of these agreements would also be useful in connection with the 
treaty presented by the delegation of the Soviet Union in document CD/476, 

to which the distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia referred today. The 
title of the treaty, its preamble and article 1, relate to the prohibition of the 

of force in outer space and from space against Earth. A preliminary study 
of Article 2, paragraph 4, of the United Nations Charter and its implications for 
activities in outer space seems to me to be called for. Moreover, other clauses 
of this draft treaty — in particular certain subparagraphs of article 2 — deal 
with questions which have already been covered, at least partly, by existing

Here again, a preliminary study of those instruments would be useful.

draft

use

treaties.
My delegation remains willing to make detailed comments on the Soviet draft

Its introduction by the distinguishedtreaty at the appropriate place and time. 
representative of the Soviet Union in a plenary meeting provides us with other 
elements which are worthy of reflection: 
to envisage additional measures of verification.

I will merely mention here the readiness

CD/PV.253
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In his statement of 22 March 1984, the distinguished representative of the 
Soviet Union held that such suggestions would merely be an astute means of 
avoiding true negotiation.

I would see in them, much more modestly common sense suggestions aimed at
The analysis of existingbeginning our basic work without further delay, 

agreements provides a starting point ; I do not claim that it would be the only 
one but it seems to me to be logical to start by looking at what already exists

This first step would be an aid toif we wish to discuss what is to be added, 
identifying the different questions related to the prevention of an arms race in 
space and would, moreover, allow us to spot loopholes in the existing legal system: 
we would then be able to decide on remedial measures.

c m
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The treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration 
and Use of Outer Space, which entered into force in 1967, is certainly the most 
important of these agreements : in addition to the fact that it has been ratified by 
a considerable number of States, the general opinion is that it contains the basic 
principles of international law in relation to space. This Treaty is important 
because it establishes.certain specific prohibitions (particularly article IV, 
paragraph 1) and for the principles which it sets forth and which it recalls 
(particularly in the preamble). However, also evident in this Treaty are its 
"silences1' and "loopholes", which allow States a large amount of freedom.

-r^This freedotir is at the basis of a number of subsequent agreements which, as in 
the case of the bilateral Soviet-United States agreements concluded withih the frame
work of the SALT negotiations, also cover the use of space.

The idea of developing space law in the direction of a kind of demilitarization 
or "sanctuarization" has been advanced several times in*the past. We ourselves 
raised the question of a reviev; of the Outer Space Treaty in 1963 (document A/7221 
of 9 September 3.966). The Treaty, it should be recalled', does not contain a clause 
providing for periodic review. Subsequently, we presented a draft additional protocol 
aimed at extending the scope of the 196? Treaty (documents A/AC.187/97 of 1 February 
and CD/9 of. 26 March 1979). ï.

Gone are the timesIt must be admitted:that this direction was hardly promising, 
when the President of a Superpower could propose, at the fifteenth session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, that the principles established for the Antartic 
should be applied to outer space.

The characteristics of the space environment, rapid technological progress in 
this field, the multi-faceted nature of spacecraft and.the established and now 
irreversible link between civil and military uses of space hardly: make it practicable 
to have recourse to formulae or concepts which have been applied in other contexts. 
The mere transposition to outer space of concepts such as "hostile act", "measure of 
a military nature", "offensive or defensive deployment", "exclusively peaceful aims", 
etc., comes up against a reality which does not lend itself to clear classification. 
The varying interpretations which the space Powers • themselves give these concepts and 
the ambiguity which hangs .over the lawfulness of certain activities in space confirms 
this state-of affairs. It would seem to me to.be extremely useful to be able to 
record the positions of-the different delegations on these fundamental matters and, 
to the extent possible, clarify them. The working document presented by France 
(CD/375) contains, in section III, a series of relevant and delicate questions which 
deserve further consideration.

To take account of this evolution it seems to us to be preferable to adopt 
in 1931, in the General. Assembly, Italy co-sponsored

This resolution, like the one co-sponsored the following year, 
proposed a gradual approach fceuced on the need, first of all, to ensure the 
immunity of satellites and prohibit ASAT systems..

another approach: 
resolution 36/97 C.

Even from this point of view, a study of existing legal instruments remains 
an essential exercise in our opinion. By way of example, reference can be made to 
the question of the links between a possible agreement on ASAT systems 7— whatever 
its contents—and the 196? Outer Soace Treaty; in addition to the basic obligation 
by which activities in the exploration and use of space should be carried out
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"in accordance with international law", the most significant clause in this respect 
is article 9 of the Treaty. This article, which provides for appropriate 
international consultation in the event of activities in space likely to cause a 
potentially harmful disturbance to others, seems to me to offer the basis for the 
efforts which we must Bake.

Other agreements, to a certain extent, cover acts of interference against 
satellites.

Article III of the bilateral Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk of Nuclear 
War (1971) envisaged inter alia, cases of interference in rapid warning systems when 
liable to create a danger of nuclear war. Satellites are naturally a part of rapid 
warning systems. It might also be considered that reference could likewise be made 
to the bilateral Agreement on the Prevention of Nuclear War of 1973. The SALT 
agreements also provide for subsequent limitations on acts of interference with 
satellites: in relation to verification, parties to these agreements rely on 
"national technical means", a concept of a general nature which includes a whole 
range of methods for data collection and which, in the context of the SALT agreements, 
includes reconnaissance satellites. Moreover, the parties undertake to refrain from 
recourse to methods of dissimilation which might hamper verification of the application 
of agreements, including, naturally, verification from space.

As a result of bilateral agreements, satellites thus benefit from the beginnings 
of legal protection. Our main task in this respect is to study the content and 
limits of such protection in order subsequently to study the way to extend it beyond 
non-interference with national means of verification and to make it general.

There are 16 years between now and the year 2000; the answers which we can give 
to the challenge of arms control in space may have serious consequences on the way in 
which mankind will enter the next century. It has been said that the control of 
space weapons must inevitably become the number one problem of disarmament in the 
twenty-first century. It may be wondered if it is not already that.
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of work for the spring part of itsLast week, in accordance with tne programme session the Conference ca;Disarmament devoted two plenary meetings to the 
consideration of agenda ^tem 5, entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space .

The outcome of these two plenary meetings consists of some statements, certainly 
valuable and interesting, but also very few in number. This morning they have been 
followed bv the statements of the distinguished Ambassadors of Czechoslovakia and 
Italy. This dees not alter the fact, however, that this exercise has been repeated 
along similar lines since early 1932 when the then Committee on Disarmament decided 
to include in its agenda the question cf the military use of outer space.

It may legitimately be asked if the single multilateral negotiating body in tne 
field of disarmament, the Conference on Disarmament, is even remotely performing its 
duties when it devotes to the consideration of a problem whose scale and urgency are 
universally recognized barely two weeks a year, or four meetings a year I repeat,

There can be no doubt as to the answer to this question.four meetings a year. .It may therefore also legitimately be asserted that the Conference on Disa;marnent 
cannot continue this abnormal state of affairs much longer without undermining its 
prestige and its mission, I might even sav its raison d'etre.

uisarmâmeût agreed to includeWe must nob forgep, chat ir. 1932 the - Committee, on 
in its agenda--not withd^t difficulties, it should be added— tne present agenda 
item 5 in response to a clear concern on the part of the international community

General Assembly resolutions 56/97 C and 36/99- of 
A few years earlier the first special session of the

Disarmament had recognized, in paragraph 80 of the
which was expressed in 
9 December 19Ô1.
General Assembly devoted to Final Document- the imp .licit need to take " further measures" and hold "appropria .e 
international negotiations" — and I stress the word "negotiations" — "m. order to 
prevent an arms race in outer space".

listing all the steps .taken by the internationalIt is not my intention to ...begin community with a view to regulating the use of outer space since the launching of 
the first Sputnik in 1957 marked the dawning,of- the Space Age. Furthermore, the 
excellent statement made by Ambassador Skeus on 22 flarch provides a very useful 
summary of the instruments negotiated on the question.

Otherwise,We must agree, however, that those instruments are insufficient, 
there would be no sense in the various resolutions adopted every year by the

Assembly, with widespread support from all sectors.United Nations General
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there has been growing concern at the discovery of the existenceFor some.yearsof loopholes in the legal regime governing outer space, a concern which has . 
heightened In line with the discovery of the intensification of space operations 
which the Superpowers are studying, planning, preparing and ever, carrying out..

for those who still consider that soace activities belong toIt is not easythe realm of science fiction to understand fully all the aspects and consequences 
of what is at. stake. Whatever judgement may be made on the statements and prospects 
opened up by the much-quoted speech of President Reagan on 23 March lyc3, there can 
be no doubt that it aroused interest, and I would add, concern, among ^ar-e sectors 
of world public opinion with regard to issues having tremendous implications for 
their future, which until then had been confined to specialized magazines and
institutions.

Since then there has been extensive spoken and written comment on the possible 
military use of outer space, and the least that can be said in this connection is

The wars of the future appear tothat the situation that is described is alarming, 
be drawing closer at a dizzy pace.

The development of a military space race is today a reality. No one can 
reasonably dispute this statement, and no one can claim to be unaware of it, because 
there is a wealth of literature on the subject. An overview of the articles and 
publications appearing increasingly frequently shows general agreement on the frantic 
activity on which the Superpowers have embarked, far beyond what is indicated by the

The sums invested in research and development are on anewspaper headlines.overwhelming scale, and a source of concern in view of their ultimate military
as well as a source of dismay when compared with the economic and socialdestination, 

needs which are daily left unmet.
For some time now the Pentagon's budget for space activities has been greater

Furthermore,than that of NASA, and the gap between the two is tending to increase, 
it is considered that at least a quarter of the NASA budget itself really has

The information on the expenditures of the other Superpowermilitary applications, is, as always, scanty, but it may justifiably be presumed that they too are enormous.

The description of the various activities planned and underway generally
anti-satellite systems of various types (launched fromincludes the same projects :

Earth or from F-15 aircraft), killer satellites with various characteristics, use 
of the space shuttle for military purposes, development of laser beams and particle 
ueams, anti-missile defence systems, and so forth. Attempts have been made to 
classify the different types of space weapons : conventional and non-traditional 
direct weapons, indirect weapons of an informational or military kind, each of which 
may be in turn broken into a number of sub-categories.

I shall hot embark on even a Summary account of everything that is currently, 
right now, being done, and everything that is shortly to come. I repeat, the 
information on this subject is no longer confined to specialized magazines and may 
be found in pub Lcations on international politics and even in the daily press. 
There have ev u been eases of the use outer space for military purposes, directly 
xperienced .-v // own country itself.
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either allThere are two possibilities as regards this state of affairs : 
these activities are being carried out 4n violation of the multilateral or 
bilateral agreements existing in this field, or else these international instruments 

utterly inadequate to prevent an arms race in outer space.are
We would like to believe that the former alternative is wrong, and we are 

therefore left with the second : 
in space are incomplete and present many gaps and loopholes which must necessarily 
be filled if we sincerely wish to preserve outer space for exclusively peaceful 
uses for the benefit of. mankind.

Any analysis of the instruments in force, and even of those which have not yet 
come into force, clearly reveals that indeed they are not comprehensive and leave 
out many activities of a dangerous nature, perhaps because when they were drafted 
the technological advances which today open up vast prospects did not exist.

the international agreements governing activities

What is even more alarming is that some basic concepts included in some oi the
This has not so farexisting treaties have been interpreted in differing manners, 

been very obvious because the treaties have not yet been in force for long, 
relatively speaking, and because the number of States with a space presence is

However, the intensification of the space race suggests thatextremely limited, 
this lack of legal clarity will not last much longer.

The very idea of "the peaceful use of outer space"
On the one hand, it is argued

I shall give some examples. 
has a different meaning for the main protagonists. 
that it is synonymous with the non-military use of outer spac> , as provided in the 
Antarctic Treaty, which makes an express exception solely to enable the use of

It should bemilitary personnel in scientific research (article 1, paragraph 2). 
pointed out that the Outer Space Treaty of 19&7 contained a similar provision in 
article IV, as does the Treaty relating to the activities of States on the Moon of 
1979, article 3, paragraph 4-

On the other hand, according to the other interpretation, "peaceful" use should 
be understood as "non-aggressive" use; in other words, space may be used for 
defensive purposes or, what is much more serious, also for deterrent purposes, on 
the ground that the maintenance of peace is thus ensured, 
statement made on 23 June 1982 at the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, in which it was asserted that nuclear weapons were the best 
guarantee of the preservation of peace, we may easily imagine that the logical 
corollary would be that to extend the doctrine of nuclear deterrence to outer space 
would guarantee its use for exclusively peaceful purposes.

If we recall a famous

Without reaching these extremes, however, merely to open the possibility of the 
existence of "defensive" but not "aggressive" weapons in space is to reproduce in 
outer space a dichotomy which has already proved insurmountable.

Another example of the differences in interpretation to which I referred a 
moment ago may be found in the expression "weapon of mass destruction", -words which 
lie at the core of the 1967 Treaty . 
clearly escape the rules contained in that Treaty, but also it does not appear 
clear, in th- thinking of some governments, exactly what is prohibited, as the meaning 
of the term "weapon of mass destruction" docs not appear to be the same for all. 
Whether or not laser beams or anti-satellite weapons are weapons of mass destruction, 
for example, appears a moot point, and one that has been argued.

Not only do some ongoing space activities

L
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It may even he wondered if the very concept of "weapons." does not present 
particular problems in the context of outer* space-;—fn-vievr-yof1- "-ambivalent:-—both
peaceful and military, characteristics which devices capable of operating in space 
have or may have. ..

Everything Ï havq said so £ar — and I could certainly say much, more .— reveals
there is much that needs to be done in this

My delegation cannot Accept the L1 
argument that it is first necessary, to determine whether or not it is necessary to 
do something. This standpoint—fs--now-indefensiblei --T&erqttésbion of where to 
begin may be discussed, but not the need to resume without further delay 
international activity in this field.

in my opinion a self-evident truth : 
field, and it must be done as soon as possible.

While we remain unjustifiably immobile, the world continues to advance and 
reality continues to changes Th*e world of science and- technology is increasingly 
far removed from that of négotiations, and political decisions appear to keep step 
more with the former than with the latter.: .

At present the possibility of a nuclear catastrophe appears threatening, and
However, if the world isthe prevention of nuclear war is anxiously called for. 

today in a state of precarious balance which may at any moment be broken, we can 
imagine what the situation would be once space has been invaded by weapon systems 
of all kinds, regardless of whether they are considered defensive or aggressive,

The factors of destabilization” will haveweapons of mass destruction or not. 
multiplied and it would be both a childish and a fatal delusion to believe that a 
space war would nïecîve our planet untouched. • The protagonists .will act from the 
Earth and it is precisely to gain mastery over the Earth that attempts are made to 
control space, as in the past the aim was to control the seas in order to have 
dominion over the continents.

A comorehensive legal regime governing th- space race in order to keep it
At theentirely free from military implications is now a pressing necessity. 

request of the General Assembly, the Conference on Disarmament has taken up this 
task by including it, by consensus, in its agenda. 
which, through its competence, the status of its members, and the wealth of 
experience acquired over long years of negotiation of international disarmament 
instruments, has all the necessary conditions to undertake effective and fruitful 

The flexibility provided by its rules of procedure has not yet been fully- 
exploited, and in my opinion there are possible formulas which would make it 
possible to nold within it, for example, bilateral informal meetings, if necessary, 
to enable the work of the Conference to advance. There is already an abundant

including draft treaties which deserve most careful consideration.

This Conference is an organ

work.

basis for work,

All that is lacking is the decisionAll this is open to our Conference, 
finally "to begin substantive consideration of the item included in its agenda lor 

It is no secret that the great majority of delegations have long been
This was called for once again a" few months ago

two years.
prepared to undertake this task.
\n resolution 38/70, adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session 
by a truly outstanding number of votes.

Let us establishWe cannot, we must not postpone this decision any further.
•’nee and for all a body, an ad hoc committee, for this purpose and give it a

and let us set to work, as too much•eaningful mandate with a concrete content; 
'.me has already been lost.
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Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka):
Mr. President, in ray statement of 14 February 19&4, I indicated that my 

delegation would be addressing itself later in the session more specifically to the 
various items of our agenda. I propose to deal today with item 5, the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space, a subject in which my delegation has had a sustainèd 
interest, dedicated as we are to preventing an extension of our terrestrial arms race 
into another part of our universe — outer space. Sri Lanka's lack ofà space 
capability does not diminish our profound concern over recent trends in this field 
which enhance the risk of armed conflict- Since the dawn of the space age in 1957 
with the launching by the USSR of the Sputnik, we have witnessed the incorporation of 
satellites in modern weapon systems The increasing allocations.-for space-related 
activities in the military budgets of nations having a space capability have 
underlined the military significance of space. History has taught ua that the 
prevention of militarization is self-evidently easier to achieve than demilitarization. 
While wev do "believe that world security is indivisible, we would like to preserve 
and seal off outer space as a zone of peace for the use of mankind's progress rather 
than Its "destruction. Sri Lanka's role in the still unfulfilled__task of making : 
the Indian Ocean a zone of peace again stemmed from a basic desire to prevent the 
militarization of an area of the world's surface where Great Power competition was 
in 1971 only incipient. -

; ; f
The: undeniable technical complexity of this aspect of our work in the Conference 

should not be an argument to postpone or avoid its urgent consideration. Complexity 
can'be unravelled through collective study and analysis. But we must embark on such 
an endeavour. The complexities of this issue, as ray delegation.sees it, lie more 
in the political sphere than in the technical. Where no international law covers 
the "myriad possibilities posed by space technology we must create.law through 
international agreements, It is not enough to say that the existing agreements are 
inadequate.

Taking cognizance of the need to continue to take preventive action in this 
regard,*:the Final Document of the first special session, of the United Nations 
devoted ttô disarmament declared by consensus that — and .1- quote:

"In order to prevent an arms race in outer apace, further measures should 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations held in accordance with the 
spirit of the Treaty on the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the 
Moon and Other Celestial Bodies."
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My delegation considers that the inscription, in 1962, of this item in the 
agenda of this sole multilateral .negotiating body was symbolic of the importance and 
urgency attaching to this question and the manner in which the international community 
wanted it treated by this forum. Even while we in the Committee, and Conference, 
on Disarmament have been seized of the problem,.we have been witnessing disturbing 
and accelerated trends relating to space-weapon developments. Last year and the 
year before, the international community quite rightly urged this body, which has 
primary responsibility for dealing wits this issue, to make haste in averting the 
imminent danger of launching an arms race into outer space. And yet while we appear 
to be paralysed in a state of inaction over the modalities of dealing with the 
question, the dynamics of the arms race seems to proceed on its own momentum.
ASAT competition has begun. One ASAT system has probably reached operational 
capability and its rival system has recently made its test appearance. The major 
nations with a space capability seem to be poised to embark upon the development of

High energy laser, particle-beam weapons and
The investment of

space-based defensive weapons.
outer-space ballistic missile defences are being developed, 
resources thus involved is enormous. My delegation makes no apology for quoting 
the following from the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute publication 
"Outer Space - a New Dimension of the Arms Race" because of its striking relevance.
I quote ■—

"During the time it takes to read this sentence, the U:.: v ' Slrettsr: ”111 
spend some $2,000 on its military space programme, 
budget is the same, then the amount spent every 10 seconds amounts to over 
$4,000. The military space effort includes the launch of one military 
satellite every third day, the prime aim of these being to increase the lighting 
efficiency of the military forces on Earth."

Assuming that the Soviet

An arms raceThey would be much higher today.
And yet the spiral has entered outer

The figures quoted are two years old. 
in^outer space is as unwinnable as on earth. 
space, threatening cosmic chaos.

What we see as disturbing is the gradual but inexorable process of integrating 
space capabilities to the strategies and doctrines associated with nuclear weapons. 
Here on earth we are told that nuclear brinkmanship rather than common security could 
preserve peace. Even if one were to agree ,that, there is a correlation between the 
doctrines practised by the nuclear-weapon Powers and the preservation of peace since 
World War II, which assertion has been questioned by the international community, it 
is an irrefutable fact that this method of peace-keeping has correspondingly 
increased instability in terms of ever-increasing levels .of armaments. 
consequences of the arms race on earth are any indication, further refinement and 
sophistication of these doctrines through space capabilities would only lead to 
greater instability. If the research and development effort on military-related 
space activities currently under way in the major countries with a space capability 
are brought to their logical conclusion, which is the testing and deploying of space- 
based defensive weapons, it would gravely undermine, if not totally negate, 
whatever credibility there is in the current doctrines which have ostensibly kept

If the
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The past experience with regard to the technologicalpeace since World War II. 
momentum of the arms race does not make us believe that the results will be

This is perhaps the point, as the United Nations Study on Nuclearotherwise.
Weapons puts it, at which history might disprove the theory of keeping peace through 
nuclear terror. Moreover, if these developments culminate in actual testing and 
deployment they will have serious repercussions on the viability, let alone the 
spirit, of such existing treaties as the ABM treaty and the Outer Space Treaty of 
1967. These are perhaps the paradoxes of the nuclear age. But we cannot afford 
to be awed into silence or inaction by the complexities of these developments, 
because the consequences of the dangers inherent in these developments will be far
reaching.

The importance and the urgency of dealing with this question is therefore clear. 
However, as I mentioned earlier, this Conference continues to debate the modalities 
of dealing with the question. We have a very practical and important basis for work 
on this question in the recommendation contained in General Assembly resolution 58/70 
which has been hailed by many delegations here as a substantial achievement, 
resolution is very important, not only because it is the only resolution on this 
question that emerged from the last session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
but more importantly because it reflects the widest agreement achieved so far amongst 
the Member States of the United Nations as to how the international community should 
handle this question. Other bodies, in addition to concerned citizens, look to this 
Conference to deal with this subject on a priority basis in acknowledgement of our 
primary role. My delegation would like to address itself as to how these expectations 
can realistically be fulfilled.

My delegation does not harbour the illusion that the exhortations for the 
peaceful use of outer space and the prevention of an arms race in outer space 
contained in resolution 3.8/70 — worthy as they are — can be translated into 
instantaneous reality.
General Assembly — has to work by consensus.
the common elements of various approaches adopted by the delegations in this 
Conference rather than dealing with the differences that seem to exist. Last year 
my delegation had occasion to identify and examine in detail the various approaches 
adopted by delegations on this question. We did so with a view to delineating the 
common elements of these approaches which could provide a basis for our work in 
accordance with the mandate of this body. We pursued this at the last session of the 
United Nations General Assembly and the resolution which I referred to earlier 
reflects the results of this work. There is a broad general agreement in this 
Conference on the principle that a subsidiary body should be set up to deal with 
this question, in accordance with the mandate of the Conference. The mandate of 
this Conference is that it should undertake negotiations on disarmament issues.
It is also clear from the documents submitted by all three groups in this Conference 
(namely CD/329/Rev.l, CD/413 and CD/434) that they explicitly or implicitly 
acknowledge the negotiating responsibilities of this body in relation to this agenda 
item, prevention of an arms race in outer space.

This

We are aware that this Conference — unlike the United Nations
I would therefore like to dwell upon

... .*.
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Quite apart from this technical and legalistic approach it seems to my 
delegation that the only way of preventing an arms race in outer space would be to 
negotiate on and conclude an agreément or agreements on this question which could 
be acceptable to all. What is at issue, however, seems to be how we should frame
the stages of our work leading to negotiations. It is clear-that if we are to
negotiate, any work preparatory to negotiations should be oriented towards that end.

the position of the Group of 21, with which my delegation is fully associated, 
indicates a great degree of flexibility about this aspect, whilst setting forth 
clearly the objective, which is negotiations on this question. It is also clear 
that to give the subsidiary body a mandate which accepts the objective of conducting 
negotiations does not prejudge the substantive position of any delegation.
My delegation for one does acknowledge that identification and study of the issues
are an integral part of any meaningful negotiations. But this is only a part of the 
negotiating process. Without a proper linkage to negotiations, this exercise could 
not have an intrinsic value of its own as far as the mandate of this forum is 
concerned. The exercise, therefore, should be given a time-frame and conducted 
within a framework of an all-inclusive and comprehensive approach leading to 
negotiations and should take account of the complexities and interrelationships 
involved. It does not, however, mean that the examination of issues per se should 
be an end in itself, since it would not be in line with the final objective to which 
I referred earlier. If however, in the process of this examination, there is agreement 
that any particular issue or an aspect of the issue should be dealt with and 
negotiated on a priority basis, then the Conference could deal with that issue or 
issues accordingly. My delegation, for example, would be willing to discuss and 
negotiate separately on anti-satellite systems or on other military-related space 
applications if there is agreement in the Conference to do so.
cannot understand is how the recognition of the logical and explicitly stated link 
between preparatory work and negotiations could prejudice the substantive positions 
of any delegation.

Having said this, I must add that we should not lose time in obtaining a clear 
comprehension of the fundamental issue. Are we here to come to grips with the 
problem of an emerging arms race in outer space or to keep on examining issues until 
the problems become unmanageable or' insurmountable, with the attendant complexities 
getting compounded? As I have explained earlier this has occurred in other areas 
of disarmament effort in the past, for reasons known to all of us.

There have been many contributions towards negotiating agreements on this issue, 
the earliest in the Committee on Disarmament being the additional protocol to the 
1967 Outer Space Treaty submitted by the delegation of Italy (CD/9) in 1979• 
most recent contribution of the USSR in submitting a draft treaty on the prohibition 
of the use of force in outar space and from outer space against Earth, as reflected 
in document CD/476, is another constructive effort in this regard. 
spirit my own delegation outlined possible areas of work on this subject in its

What my delegation

The

In the same
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statement of 14 April 1983. Our concept of the scope and objectives of an Ad Hoc 
Committee- is a comprehensive one which would even include a formulation of confidence
building measures through greater international co-operation. Just as the absence 
of war is not peace, my delegation does not believe that the absence of an arms 
race in space will ipso facto result in a stable peace among the stars-. Consideration 
must be given to incorporating some of the worthwhile features of existing 
agreements. For example, Article 5 of the Moon Agreement and Article 11 of the 
Outer Space Treaty of 1967 prescribe procedures concerning information to be provided 
on activities concerned with the exploration and use of the moon and outer space.
This is a practical recognition of the concept that outer space is a province of 
all mankind, requiring a free flow of information on the subject. The introduction 
of secrecy into the development of science and technology in space denies the people, 
of the world the right to know, and creates suspicion and distrust.

My delegation acknowledges the valuable statement made by the Swedish delegation 
on 22 March, particularly as regards the useful survey of existing agreements for. 
the prevention of an arms rece in outer space highlighting some of their 
inadequacies. This contribution only, served to underline the vital necessity of. 
embarking on a serious and structured study of the problem within the framework 0. 
an ad hoc committee as a means of negotiating an agreement or agreements banning an 
arms race in outer space which would effectively plug the loopholes. The vital 
necessity of creating an ad' hoc committee on Item 5 of our agenda was also stressed 

valuable statements made by the ambassadors of Mongolia, the USSR,in the
Czechoslovakia, Italy and Argentina in our current session.

It is therefore the hope of my delegation that the position put forward by the 
Group of,21, which does not prejudice the substantive position of any delegation, 
would be understood in that light. Bearing these considerations in mind, my 
delegation hopes thattthe Conference, through the consultations which are currently 
being held on this subject, would be able to come to an agreement on a formulation 
for the mandate of the subsidiary body to be set up on this question without further
delay.

Maÿ~I conclude by adapting the dictum made famous in mankind's exploration 
of space: to state that one,inch forward by creating an ad hoc committee in consonance 
with the mandate of this Conference would be a giant step in the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space.
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If all men have an equal right to the exploration of outer space and its 
use for peaceful purposes, as well as a common interest in exploiting the 
benefits of that exploration to promote well-being, they also have the right, 
as they expect benefits from man's expansion into space, to be profoundly 
concerned at the increasing competition, particularly among the-countries 
possessing sophisticated technological means, in the field of the deployment 
of weapons in outer space.

It has been argued that this competition has not yet begun ; whether this 
statement is true or false, that has not - prevented the most optimistic 
scientists from saying that they have no doubt that today the world is on the 
brink of a perilous age. •':: That, opinion is strongly confirmed by-the constant 
increase in military budgets for space programmes and research and by the. 
statistics which show that eight out of ten spacecraft are part of nuclear or 
conventional forces.

Today, the.militarization of outer space is no longer confined to the .
it also contributes to-thequalitative development of the arms race; 

elaboration of new military theories.which : take account of the possibility of 
using..outerispace in. future wars. The policy: of the militarization- of outer 
space now goes beyond the deployment of missiles'intended to attack enemy 
satellites and extends as far as the use of satellites to support land forces. 
It is as if mankind, not content with the destructive and devastating 
armaments accumulated on earth, which would suffice to destroy the world 
several times over, also needed outer space to set up new systems of
destruction.

The Second United Nations Conference on. the Exploration and Peaceful 
Uses of Outer Space held in Vienna in 1982 stressed.the gravity of this 
situation and noted that the extension of the arms, race into outer__space 
would be a source of profound concern to the; international- community. 
appealed to all countries, particularly those having major space capabilities, 
to contribute activelv to preventing, an extension of the arms race into outer

It also strongly

It.

space and to refrain from any act contrary to that objective, 
recommended the Committee, now the Conference, on Disarmament to give priority
to this question.

Subsequently, General Assembly resolution 38/70 reaffirmed that the 
utilization of outer space should serve exclusively peaceful purposes. 
stressed that "further effective measures to prevent an arms race in outer 
space should, be adopted by the international community" and called on all 
States, particularly those with major space capabilities-, "to contribute 
actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to take

It also called

It

immediate measures to prevent an arms race in outer space", 
on the Conference on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on the
question.

; •••

Aware of the disastrous consequences if the world embarked on an- arras 
race in outer space, Egypt has from the start urged and invited the 
international community to shoulder its responsibilities and halt all attempts 
at the militarization of outer space and to ensure the use of outer space 
exclusively for peaceful purposes.
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Attempts to study this matter within the Committee on the Peacéful TTses 
of Outer Space met with fierce opposition from some countries which claimed that 
the Committee was not competent to deal with that subject, and that the 
Conference on Disarmament was the sole body empowered to do so.

What is obvious" to everyone is that the Conference has never undertaken any 
serious work.on the item although it is included in its agenda, and that even 
the efforts made to set up a working group have been vain, despite agreement in 
principle on the creation of such a group, because of disagreement on an 
appropriate formula for its terms of reference.

We are all agreed that it is unthinkable to speak two languages at the 
same time, and it is also unthinkable for our Conference to wait any longer 
before responding to the aspirations of the entire international community as 
reflected by the General Assembly at its latest session.

The Group of 21, in which Egypt participated, stressed in 
document CD/529/Rev.l the importance of the creation of a subsidiary body for 
the negotiation of an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race 
in outer space ; in fact, this is the wish of 147 Member States of the 
United Nations Organization which have willingly accepted the latest 
General Assembly resolution.

We are deeply concerned at the lack of results of our efforts in this 
field,, and fear that one day mankind may regret its exploration of outer space, 
magnificent exploit in which it initially rejoiced, on which it based dreams 

of prosperity, and which it never considered as a new dimension for the forces 
of evil.

a
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Mr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia): Mr. President, today I shall deal with agenda item 5, 
entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space", but before doing so I 
would like to associate myself with your warm welcome to Mrs. Inga Thorsson, 
former head of the Swedish delegation to the Committee on Disarmament, with 
whom the Yugoslav delegation has enjoyed very fruitful co-operation in the past. 
This question deserves our attention, because ever since the first man-made 
satellite was launched into outer space, heralding the "Space Age", and in view 
of the rapid development of space technology since then, the inherent dangers of

concern.a potential arms race in outer space have become a matter of increasing 
As time has gone by, this concern has increased along with the transformation of 
the potential into a real arms race in outer space and its far-reaching implications 
for international peace and security and over-all stability in the world.

Although outer space is a relatively new field of human activity, considerable 
results have been achieved so far in opening up the undreamed-of possibilities for 
its peaceful uses. The practical and very useful applications of the achievements 
of space technology for peaceful purposes are, for instance, in telecommunications, 
navigation, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys. Unfortunately, 
there are also many achievements, some of which are still in the process of 
development, which, apart from their peaceful uses, can even have a destabilizing 
effect, Just as there are those which are designed exclusively for military 
offensive use.

The peaceful uses of outer space have become the constant concern of the 
United Nations General Assembly, which in 1959 set up the Ad Hoc Committee on the

Over the years, as a resultPeaceful Uses of Outer Space as its permanent body.
of its work and in other negotiating forums, a number of instruments were 
concluded concerning the military and peaceful aspects of the use of outer space, 
such as the Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space 
and under water, 1963, which prevented, among other things, the testing of nuclear 
weapons in outer space, 
elaboration of the principles governing the activities of States in the exploration 
and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, contained 
in the Treaty having the saune title. The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, 
the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1968), 
the Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects (1972),

In 1967 a further success was achieved with the
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and the Convention on Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1976-) 
are also agreements regulating acme of .the important questions relative to human 
activities in outer space.
1979 by the United Nations General Assembly and opened for signature and 
ratification, was the Agreement Governing Activities of States on the Moon and 
Other Celestial Bodies, which elaborates, in greater detail than the 1967 Treaty 
the obligation of States to ensure that the Moon and other celestial bodies within 
the solar system, other than the Earth, are used exclusively for peaceful purposes.

The last of such agreements, which was endorsed in

t l

The United Nations has this far sponsored two Conferences on the exploration 
and peaceful uses çf outer space. The second United Nations Conference 
(UNISPACE 82),, held in Vienna in 1982, primarily dealt with future developments — 
including such things as space transportation systems, space manufacturing and 
solar power-stations in space — and their, potential benefits to international 
co-operation and the hazards that might arise from these activities. The 
military aspects of the question, however, also received considerable attention. 
Although the question of the competence of that Conference with respect to the 
issues relating to the arms race in outer space did not meet with the approval of 
all participants, the Conference, nevertheless, examined and approved in its 
report three paragraphs which, in general, recognized the grave dangers presented 
by the extension of the arms race into outer space and urged "all nations, in 
particular those with.major space capabilities" to contribute actively to the 
prevention of such an eventuality. It also called on all States to adhere to 
the Outer Space Treaty.- and strictly to observe its letter and spirit; and strongly 
recommended that the competent organs of the United Nations — the General Assembly 
and the Committee on Disarmament in particular ~ give appropriate attention and 
high priority to the grave concern expressed about the question.

i ■?,
. . In continuing its activities, the Legal Sub-Committee of the Committee on the 

Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, which is now folding its twenty-third session here 
in Geneva, is considering three very important items:

•Formulation of the draft principles on the legal implication of remote
This concerns the detection and analysis ofsensing of the earth from space, 

the earth's resources by sensors carried in aircraft and spacecraft;
Definition and/or delimitation of Outer Space and Geostationary Orbit; and

Consideration of the possibility of supplementing the norms of international 
law relevant,to the use of nuclear-power sources in outer space, that is, to the 
procedure for notification in case of malfunctioning of a spacecraft carrying a 
nuclear-power source on board.

I have mentioned all these United Nations related activities and the existing 
body of international agreements only to point out that even the very complex 
problems of relations in outer space car bq solved. What I particularly had inj 
mind was to draw attention to the urgency of the problem and the existing gap in
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the resolution of the problems relatéd to the arms race in outer space, and to 
the danger of turning outer space into an arena of armed conflict.

■ vsj:.
It is estimated that 75 per cent of all space activities are military-

There can hardly be a day"that the press does not disclose somethingrelated.
new on the testing of weapons for use'in outer space, or concerning immediate

Although the information published in the pressplans for their development, 
cannot always be considered reliable, in^particular when military research or 
programmes are involved, we, as a negotiating forum which does not have access 
to such information from other sources, should be grateful to the press for 
giving us from time to time information -, which may provide sufficient background 
as a warning, thus confirming the old saying: where there is smoke there is fire.

The consideration of the issues connected with the extension of the arms 
race into outer space is within the competence of the Conference on Disarmament. 
It has not, unfortunately, managed to make even the first step towards resolving■ 
these problems, that is, to establish a working body "with a view to undertaking 
negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to 
prevent ah arms race in all its aspects in outer spatië", as called for in

The Conference has wasted much of itsGeneral-Assembly resolution 38/70. 
energy on the harmonization of views with respect to the mandate of the subsidiary 
working body, proceeding from different viewpoints on the scope of the mandate of 
such a subsidiary body, although many members of the General Assembly Committee 
and here at the Conference have made enormous efforts to have this problem get off
the ground.

At the meeting on 22 March we had an opportunity to hear two important
In one of them, the distinguished representative ofstatements on outer space, 

the USSR, Ambassador V. Issraelyan, presented the views of his Government on the 
problem and submitted, at the same time, the text of a draft treaty on the 
prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against the Earth. 
This text, in our view, deserves attention because, inter alia, it suggests the 
ways to resolve the question of the use of force in outer space, including the 
prohibition of anti-satellite systems. What should not be overlooked, however, in 
assessing the proposal made by Ambassador Issraelyan is the willingness of the 
USSR to negotiate the draft text and the readiness displayed to conduct separate 
negotiations on anti-satellite systems and to resume bilateral negotiations with 
the United States in this field, 
negotiations on outer space as very important at this moment when other channels 
of negotiation on some major issues of reduction of armaments and d-isannament have 
been closed.

We consider this sign of goodwill to hold

The statement made by the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden, Mr. R. Ekéus, 
offered, in a way that can hardly be improved, a very solid analysis of the 
existing space systems used for military purposes. 
to the solutions contained in the existing agreements on outer space and made a 
list of suggestions on what to do to amend them and make then comprehensive.

He has also drawn attention
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(Mr. Vidas, Yugoslavia,

This is, in our opinion, the manner in which we should approach our work, instead 
of wasting time on the artificial problem of the mandate of the working body.

Apart from these, several other useful documents were also submitted to the 
Committee on Disarmament in the past, among which I would like to mention 
document CD/320, submitted by the Canadian delegation, entitled "Arms control and 
outer space"; and document CD/375, submitted by the French delegation, entitled 
"Prevention of an arms race in outer space". It is also worth recalling in this 
connection the earlier French proposal for the establishment of an international 
satellite monitoring agency and the report of the Secretary-General entitled 
"Study on the implication of establishing an international satellite monitoring 
agency". The distinguished Ambassadors of Czechoslovakia, Italy and Argentina 
on 27 March, and today the distinguished Ambassador of Sri Lanka, in their 
speeches to the Conference, also made some useful suggestions.

All these and many other proposals which I have not mentioned represent 
a solid basis for the start of negotiations which would deal with a wide range of 

In our view, a number of necessary steps should be made in that 
direction. Not desiring to give any priorities, we think that there is a need 
to identify the areas and activities which so far have not been covered by the 
existing international legal instruments, along the lines suggested by the 
distinguished Ambassador of Sweden, 
basis of the existing proposals, a programme of work within the competence of the 
Conference on Disarmament, that is to say, of the subsidiary working body, which 
should be established as soon as possible, 
subsidiary working body for outer space should be the mandate of that working 

it is only in this way that we can concretely fulfil the negotiating
It would be pertinent to recall, however,

issues.

There is also a need to draw up, on the

The programme of work of the

body:
mandate entrusted to the Conference, 
that the Conference has completed the second month -of its work this year, and 
that during that period only one of the ad hoc committees which were created is 
working actively -- the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. 
convince the proverbial man-in-the-street that the Conference on Disarmament is 
unable to negotiate only because the delegations cannot agree on the mandates of 
individual working bodies?

Could anyone

We have our doubts about that.

CD/PV.255
11

(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

Finally, the prevention of nuclear war would be greatly assisted by the 
prevention of an arms race in other dangerous areas, in particular in outer space. 
The Working Paper (CD/484) points to the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition 
of the use of force in outer space and from space against the Earth, as well as 
to the unilateral under talcing by the Soviet Union not to be the first to place any 
type of anti—satellite weapons in outer space.
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Mr. TU5BAITSKI (Poland) :

Following a number of speakers in the previous plenary meetings, I propose to 
discuss once more the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, a 
question of extreme importance for all of us living on the good old planet Earth.

The militarization of outer space, or the danger of deployment of weapons of 
mass destruction there, became at the beginning of the present decade more than am 
ominous reality. Outer space is being transformed into the arena of a large-scale 
arms race. Like many delegations which have spoken here on this subject, we are 
also of the view that the militarization of outer space is, unfortunately, only a 
part of a larger process which started earlier. The doctrine of military 
superiority in outer space gained popularity in the United States in the late 1950s. 
What was most important was not the exploration of outer space, but the fact that it 
was, indeed, the space where strategic warfare could be conducted more effectively. 
According to United States politicians of the late 1950s, the nation that first 
gained access to this new theatre of operations would inevitably become a leading 
Power in the world. The United States Administration's efforts in this direction ' 
had, and continue to have, an extremely negative effect on the international situation 
as a whole, contributing to a heightened threat of war. According to current plans 
and declarations of the present Administration in the United States, outer space is 
to be a show-place for more and more sophisticated weapons.

Directive No. 119 of 6 January 1984, which has frequently been mentioned 
during our debates this year, on the start of the implementation of a large-scale 
research programme on new systems of weapons to be deployed in outer space, capable 
of a retaliatory nuclear strike, is only one of the recent proofs of these plans. 
The "Shuttle" and "Challenger" programmes conducted by the United States space 
agency NASA include, among other tasks, the testing of military and intelligence 
systems, and the "inspection", if one may say so, of orbiting satellites or their 
capture. The United States mass media make no secret that the Pentagon is the 
main beneficiary of these programmes.



When more than a quarter of a century ago, thanks to human genius and 
imagination, the first man, Yuri Sagarin, entered outer space, the world community 
certainly did not expect such ominous developments. This disarmament forum has 
therefore to do everything possible to ensure that the further exploration and

of outer space is carried out in the interest of all countries and all nations, 
for their benefit and not for their destruction.
use

The experience gained so far in disarmament negotiations shows that it is 
easier to stop an arms race before, rather than after, the deployment of new 
weapons systems. >Accordingly, a serious attempt to reverse the present trends still

It is evident that militaryhas a reasonable chance of being successful, 
developments in outer space have a global impact on international security by the 
very nature of the circumplanetary coverage of satellites. The outer—space arms 
race is thus a direct prolongation of the traditional one on Earth and, as suçh, 
offers extremely disquieting threats of nuclear confrontation.

While discussing military activities in outer space, one must realize that
We dothey cannot be separated from the issue of peaceful lises of outer space, 

admit that many of the peaceful applications of outer space in fields such as 
telecommunications, navigation, photographic reconnaissance, have also, sometimes 
with only minor modifications, important military uses. Meteorological, 
navigations, communications and other types of satellites can be used to perform 
command and control functions, to conduct ground surveillance, to collect 
intelligence or to target intercontinental ballistic missiles, etc. The possible 
overlap with civilian applications — as can be seen — is quite large.. But many 
activities are of almost exclusively military interest. It is disquieting that 
these are receiving more and more emphasis. On the other hand, it has often been 
remarked, also in this chamber, that satellites have an important verification 
function and, if further emphasized and accepted by all interested parties, could

The trend in these developments,
according to specialists, is towards a higher degree of perfection in sensor 
technology, photographic reconnaissance, nuclear-explosion detection, etc.
become effective instruments in this respect.

The possible military use of outer space against an adversary on the Earth 
also signifies the development and deployment in that environment of efficient an 
specific direct weapons. After the so-called "Star Wars" speech by 
President Reagan in March 1983, a possible exploitation of outer space for -spec ic 
military purposes appears to focus attention on a domain of new technology an ^ 
weapon development which may have profound implications for international security. 
If one adds the so-called laser and directed—energy weapons, the essentia^, 
components of which already exist and which offer the possibility of an almost 
instantaneous "kill" mechanism, the militarization of outer space and its 
exploitation for military purposes appear as a complex issue which is, there ore, 
ripe for concrete negotiations. Otherwise the 1980s may become a decade o 
advances in military technology for deployment in that environment. Current an 
future developments in this regard may bring profound changes in strategic 
thinking and international security issues.
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(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

Quite a number of treaties concerning outer space activities already exist.
They have been listed and discussed in this chamber by many speakers during this 
current session and in recent sessions, from the time when the problem of the arms 
race in the outer space was put on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament.
They were also discussed, permit me to recall, Mr. President, in my statement here 
on 18 August 1983. I think we all agree that if the spirit of the existing treaties 
and their underlying principle of making outer space a peaceful environment were 
followed in practice, the situation in that environment, and in different fora 
debating on its future, would be far better. Unfortunately, this is not so.
The General Assembly, in resolution 53/70, very rightly recalls past international 
treaties, the Final Document of its tenth special session and its past resolutions 
on outer space, and notes with concern that despite the existing instruments, the 
extension of an arms race into outer space is taking place. Indeed, the spirit of 
the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, whereby outer space was to be a domain of peaceful 
exploitation, is not respected. The effectiveness of a more specific treaty, such 
as the 1972 ABM Treaty, is now threatened because of new developments in direct 
weapons based on laser and particle beams. These two instruments are mentioned 
only as a minimum illustration. The only specific negotiations so far aiming to 
control the militarization of outer space,, the bilateral talks of the late 1970s 
between the USSR and United States on ASAT weapons, have been broken off by 
the United States.

Thus, the analyses, the statements of politicians and also our statements on 
the subject reveal a gloomy picture of this complex problem. The only solution is 
to start acting now. I share the view expressed here by the distinguished 
representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda, in his statement of 
27 March, that the time has come to bring to a close — as he put it — "general" 
and "exploratory" discussions regarding the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space. We are convinced that the time has come to start elaborating relevant 
practical and effective measures which by mutual agreement could prohibit deployment

In this connection it should be recalled that inof any weapons in outer space.
August 1981 the Soviet Union submitted to the thirty—sixth session of the 
United Nations General Assembly a draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing 
of weapons of any kind in outer space, showing thus its readiness to take partial 
steps, but excluding any upsetting of the approximate parity of forces between the 
main politico-military blocs.
adopted, as we remember, a resolution in which it recognized the need to take 
action to prevent the spreading of the arms race to outer space and requested the 
then Committee on Disarmament to start negotiations with a view to producing and 
agreeing on the text of a corresponding international treaty. 
however, was opposed by the United States which tried to reduce the essence of the 
problem to the banning of anti—satellite systems, leaving open the question of the 
stationing of other types of military installations'in outer space. Last year, 
during the thirty—eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Soviet Union proposed the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the use of 
force in outer space and from outer space against the Earth, which was circulated 

document of this Conference (CD/476) and introduced by the distinguished

The United Nations General Assembly overwhelmingly

That initiative,

as a
representative of the USSR, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 22 March 1984.

-



we would like to emphasize the great political importance of both these 
proposals. Their main political objective is to prevent an arms race in outer 
space-, and this is their most important, human feature. In addition, with regard 
to the draft treaty prohibiting the use of force in outer space, due attention 
should be paid to the fact that it combines political and legal obligations of 
States not to use force against each other in or from outer space with the 
implementation of far-reaching substantive measures intended to prevent-the 
militarization of outer space. Ve hope that this new Soviet initiative will be 
favourably received by this Conference and will make a major contribution to full- 
scale, concrete, multilateral negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space. Vi

The gravity of the problem is evident and great. It is even greater today 
than it was a few days ago. According to informed sources in the United States 
Administration, as yesterday's International Herald Tribune puts it,
President Reagan signed last Saturday,.31 March, before submission to the Congress, 
a report according to which, "... the Reagan Administration plans to develop and 
test an anti-satellite weapon and does not plan to seek a comprehensive ban on 
such weapons with the Soviet Union...". Thus, the gravity of the problem cannot 
be underestimated. I therefore join all those who spoke here in favour of the 
early establishment of an ad hoc committee in the framework of this Conference to 
initiate such negotiations as soon as possible. Various proposals concerning its 
mandate have already been considered extensively last year and during the current 
session. îfy delegation fully shares the analyses and conclusions expressed in this 
respect by you, Mr. President, on 25 March last. Indeed, the problem should be 
approached in a comprehensive way within the framework of a future ad hoc ....
committee. While recognizing that identification of different aspects and of 
multiple questions of this complex problem should be undertaken in the first instance 
this cannot be conducted for the sake of such identification itself and without the 
basic link which leads to negotiations-. In other words, the future mandate of the

In the light ofsaid body cannot be limited only to the identification of issues, 
the latest news on the subject, what is urgently needed is concrete negotiations. 
There is no lack of examples from the recent past or from parallel exercises, and 
we are therefore in fact suspicious that the insistence by some Western delegations 
on the identification of issues is aimed rather to block than to advance substantive 
work, i.e., the undertaking of negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer 
space, as proposed in the course of the recent informal consultations.

Ve are entering the third month of this session without even having solved its 
basic organizational problems. Outer space free of arms and of the area l

This is the problem of huge political
race is no

longer a problem for petty tactical games, 
dimensions, deserving the most serious attention on our part.

Mr* President, there is still time to prevent an arms race in outer space,
I hope that under your leadership this Conference will 

embark on successful negotiations in this direction.
but we have to act now.

CL/PV.255
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(Mr. Turbanski. Poland)
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(Mr. Lopez Oliver. Venezuela)

Another area where we consider that positive results could be obtained is the 
prevention of an anas race in outer space. Bearing in mind that although the 
danger which that arms race represents has already technically materialized, it has 
not "reached the level at which it cannot be stopped, and considering the serious 
strategic destabilizing effects of the development of anti-satellite systems (ASAT) 
or intercontinental anti-ballistic missile (ABM) systems, there can be no doubt 
that this subject must be tackled without delay, in accordance with the spirit and 
the letter of General Assembly resolution $8/70, adopted on 17 January 1984- The 
current instruments governing the use of outer space are certainly inadequate and 
full of gaps, but in optimistic terms, these gaps should permit the Conference, 
in filling them, to complete and perfect those instruments. As a member of the 
Group of 21, Venezuela has expressed its support for the proposals which that Group 
submitted last year in the respective contact group in document CD/329; in 
addition, in so far as it is bound by the Treaty on Principles Governing the 
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon 
and Other Celestial Bodies, of 1967 it has a particular interest that the threat of 
war should not be taken into that sphere.

GD/PV.258
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(Mr. de la Sema, Spain)

It is the wish of the Spanish Government that the exploration of space should be 
continued and indeed expanded, with the participation of an ever larger number of 
States, provided that the fruits of this great enterprise should rebound to the 
benefit of the international community as a whole. We are therefore firmly in 
faveur-of qualitative and quantitative progress in the exploration and utilization 
for peaceful purposes of outer space.

Nevertheless, the Spanish Government is concerned at the possible stationing of 
céans of destruction in outer space, a possibility that is increasingly close at 
hand, which could represent yet another step in the arms race with unforeseeable 
consequences which should be studied in depth.

Satellites, the product of technological research and the ins crûment of space 
exploration, should be devoted to exclusively peaceful purposes: peaceful 
objectives include, inter alia, both those which contribute to mankind's present 
svrè of scientific knowledge, and those which strengthen international stability 
and security by facilitating the verification of compliance with the disarmament 
a/T'-eements entered into, or by serving as a secure network of intergovernmental 
co: munications which are so necessary at times of crisis and indeed once a conflict 
has already broken out.
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(Mr. de la Serna, Spain)

It is the responsibility of each and every one of the States of the 
international community to preserve outer space in as peaceful a state as it has 
enjoyed since the beginnings of the universe, but this responsibility is particularly 
great in the case of States which have the honour to belong to this negotiating body, 
and even greater for the States which today possess developed space technology.

Spain will support the future work of this Conference aimed at developing the 
existing agreements on the exploration and use of outer space and at drawing up new 

control and disarmament agreements made necessary by the development of new 
technology.
arms

CD/PV.256
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(Mr. de Souza e Silva. Brazil)

■ The prevention of nuclear war, and all related matters, can hardly be 
seriously tackled if one simply takes into account that the adoption of concrete . 
legal measures to prevent nuclear war would run counter to the professed doctrine 
of nuclear deterrence, that is, the capability and the stated willingness to wage 
nuclear war as the only way to prevent it. As a contemporary thinker has correctly 
observed, the doctrine of nuclear deterrence, which ultimately rests on making a 
threat credible, deters even the possibility of its own discussion.

A similar conclusion may be applied to the state of play on the item 
on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, this once undiscovered country 
that may become soon a new launching pad for threat and destruction, still for 
the sake of upholding and strengthening deterrence.

CD/PV.256
21

(Mr. Morshed, Bangladesh/

Another disarmament issue which is of particular urgency is the prevention 
of an arms race in newer horizons namely, the extension and the escalation of 
the arms race in outer space. We believe that all attempts to use outer space 
for military purposes should be halted immediately and outer space declared to 
remain as the common heritage of mankind to be used only for peaceful purposes.
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-Mr. FIELDS'(United States of America):

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

My delegation fully realizes the important uses of outer space. There' are 
many peaceful uses which enrich mankind. These include : the exploration of 
neighbouring planets in our solar system, the establishment of reliable and economic 
world-wide communications, the prediction of weather, the accurate mapping of the 
earth's surface, and the discovery of the keys to unlock the mysteries of the earth1 s 
past and to help to predict its future. I have only mentioned a few of the benefits 
that mankind's efforts in space offer us. My country has, I am proud to say, 
contributed much in these and other peaceful endeavours in space. Furthermore, we 
recognize that other countries, including the Soviet Union, have also made 
significant contributions in these fields.

We likewise recognize that there is another side to man's use of outer space and
The same satellites that provide military intelligenceit is clearly ambiguous. 

information provide an important means of ensuring that parties comply with provisio 
of arms control agreements. Early-warning satellites contribute to international 
stability, by making a surprise attack, nuclear or conventional, a more difficult and 
risky undertaking. Navigational satellites can assist both naval and civil maritime 
vessels.*_ Finally, the same communication satellites used for the command' and 
control of military forces for combat are of equal, or even greater, importance in

It is this duality which often confuses our effortscrisis control to prevent war. 
to understand this extremely complex subject.

The United States is a party to the Outer Space Treaty which" bans-weapons of 
mass destruction from outer space and limits the use of celestial bodies exclusively
to .peaeeful'purposes. 
anti-ballistic missile systems and, in fact, unlike the Soviet Union, chose not to 
continue to exercise the provision in that treaty allowing limited anti-ballistic 
missile system deployments. Long and tireless United States efforts to negotiate 
these agreements are historical evidence of my country's commitment to the principle, 
of using outer space in ways that promote peace and international stability. We 
appreciate and value the contributions to security which they represent.

My delegation indicated over a year ago cur willingness to consider the vast 
range of issues dealing with the "prevention of an arms race in outer space and to 
that end co-sponsored document CD/413 which called for the identification, through 
substantive examination, of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space. In so doing, the proposed mandate specifies that the Ad hoc Subsidiary 
Body should take into account all existing agreements, existing proposals and future 
initiatives.

We are also a party to the Treaty on the limitation of
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(Mr. Flalds, United States)

We therefore reject the assertion that we have held up significant work in 
this Conference on the question of oreventing an arms race in outer space. The 
Conference's work has been held-up by those who persistently strive to impose

They believe the cart should be put before the 
We can hardly talk about uegut+acions before we have a clear idea of the 

My dfrlegaiion was prepared a year ago, and continues to be 
prepared, to vCusider these xs»uus In detail in an ad hoc committee. 
with those who stek a proper examination of these issues, appeals for immediate 
action, based or. the notion that technology will soon pass us by, are not shared by 
my delegation. We simply do rot see the logic in establishing an ad hoc committee 
which multi net begfr. at the beginning in order to define clearly possible areas of 
negotiation.

preconditions on _ur discussions. 
horse.
issues involved. While I agree

On 22 March, my distinguished colleague from the Soviet Union,
Ambassador Issraelyan, addressed this Conference on the subject of the spread of

The inconsistency on which his statement was premised
however, I am concerned thatthe arms race to outer space.

is apparent and it is unnecessary to dwell upon it ; 
some misperceptions could still remain, based on the exaggeration and distortions 
in that statement. For this reason, 1 feel it is necessary to set the record
straight.

let me discuss the Soviet announcement of a unilateral moratorium on
I think it is instructive to note thatFirst,

the launching of anti-satellite weapons. neither Amoassador Issraelyar. nor any other Soviet official has yet acknowledged 
the existence of the operational Soviet orbital anti-satellite interceptor system. 
It is common knowledge that tiro Soviet Union has tested this weapon system over a 

It is, anti has been for over a decade, the world's only operational 
In addition, this very system was tested in June 1982 in

a co-ordinated test
Now, having

dozen years.
ASAT weapon system.
conjunction with a major exercise of Soviet nuclear forces 
that military experts judge to have important strategic implications, 
established this military advantage ir. space, for the Soviet Union to propose a 
moratorium or. testing of such systems strikes my delegation as monumental cynicism. 
The announcement was made practically on the eve of my country's first test of a 
system designed eventually to counterbalance this long-helti Soviet advantage. The 
Soviet Union also proposes to eliminate existing ASAT systems. But the draft treaty 
text deals in generalities with the enormous verification problems involved in such 
agreement.< The draft treaty provides for an unspecified combination of national 
and international verification measures as well as some undefined ‘additional 
measures" to be employed to solve these problems. The Soviet objective here is 
clear and not without precedent. Their objective is to preserve unchallenged a 
unilateral Soviet strategic capability in outer space.

that brings into questionI would like to call your attention to another case Soviet intentions in outer space. J. refer tc the Soviet ocean surveillance 
satellite? designed to provide targeting tiata for the attack of naval ships and 
maritime vessels. Their existence is well known since two of these nuclear-powere 
satellites caused world-wide alerts during their .break-up and re-entries to the

of those occasions considerable nuclear residueearth in 1978 and 198?. On one was spread on the territory of a nation represented in this body today.
widely known and certainly at 

commitment to theThese are two examples of Soviet deeds that ar« 
variance with the Soviet Union’s exaggerated claims to 
preservation of cuter space for peaceful purposes.

a
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(Mr. Fields, United States)

Mr. President, before closing, allow me to note Ambassador Issraelyan's 
considerable use of the free press of the United States as a source for criticism 
of ay Government. He obviously places significant trust in the accuracy of opinions 
expressed in that medium. As we are all aware, a genuinely free press offers many 
views, often conflicting, in order for the reader to assemble the facts, assess the 
arguments and decide for himself. In this spirit, I want to offer additional 
material from a United States publication for the consideration of the representatives 
here. The following paragraphs are from a 1982 New York Times magazine article 
written on the 25th anniversary of the Soviet launching of Sputnik I which marked 
the debut of the Soviet Union's satellites into outer space:

"Last year alone, despite severe problems in its domestic industry and 
agriculture, the Soviet Union devoted an estimated $18 billion to its apace

In proportion to the size of the Soviet economy, that is five times
In absolute terms, the Soviet budget is

programme.
the sisu of NASA’s current budget. 
three times the size of NASA's and about 30 per cent more than the combined 
space budgets of NASA and the Department of Defense."

"The United States last year launched a total of 18 satellites, the
What do the RussiansSoviet Union put a staggering 125 satellites into orbit, 

do with all of these satellites? Sixty-nine per cent are designed for military 
purposes, in the last two or three years, Moscow has launched 10 times as many 
military satellites as Washington."

"By undertaking a massive military space programme designed to gain control 
of space, Moscow is attempting to shift the balance of power substantially in 
its favor."

"How much significance should be attached to Russian space stationsi 
Military uses of these stations are certainly a part of Soviet planning, 
of the seven Salyuts launched thus far have been singled out by the Russians 
themselves as military, and observers of the Soviet programme believe that 
others may be also.11

Mr. President, are the opinions voiced in the New York Times in 1982.

Two

These-,
Taken together theyThere ara numerous other articles along similar lines.

far different picture of 3cviet intentions in space than what some would 
Wc long for the day when ve might see an article in Izvestiya by 

prominent Soviet citizen criticizing the official line on the Soviet space
in the Soviet Union will have the

present a 
nave us believe. 
some
programmes. We long for the day when everyone ability, right and responsibility to judge the Soviet Government by their actions 
as wtii as by th<sir noble-sounding calls for peace.

My purpose today has been to provide a different perspective from that 
portrayed by my distinguished Soviet colleague on 22 March. I leave it to our 
colleagues in this chamber to decide if his criticism of my country's actions is 
well founded, and if on the other hand his country has pursued only peaceiuj. and 
humanitarian goals in outer space.



*
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Mr. President, today the Soviet delegation takes the floor in order to submit an 
official document of the Conference on Disarmament, CD/497, distributed at our 
request, which contains the answers of the General Secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, Konstantin Chernenko, to questions by the newspaper "Pravda", published 
in the Soviet press on 9 April 1984.

These answers touch upon the whole range of the most acute problems of the 
present-day international relations. They clearly lay down the position of the USSR 
on the basic problems of arras-race limitation and disarmament, including those which 
are on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament.

In particular, K.U. Chernenko recalled that it is not the first year that the 
Soviet Union is pressing for an accord directed at preventing the arms race from 
spreading to outer space. The USSR is constantly raising this question before the 
leadership of the United States. It is doing so Decause the Soviet Union clearly 
realizes the formidable consequences that the militarization of outer space would 
have.

"But meantime ", Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out, "the American President 
officially informed the United States Congress a few days ago that the Government 
is starting the fulfilment of a broad programme of the arms race in outer space 
and has no intention of reaching agreement with the Soviet Union on preventing the 
militarization of space supposedly because of the difficulties of verification".

t

'i
Ï



CD/PV.258
26

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)
This lack of any desire on the part of the United States to achieve an 

agreement on the prevention of an arms race in outer space is well known to the 
members of the Conference on Disarmament, where the United States thwarts the 
negotiations on this item. As Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out, the United States 
"is expressing readiness to' talk with.the sole aim of agreeing that.accord on this 
issue is impossible". Different manoeuvres here in Geneva, as evidenced specifically 
by today's statement by the representative of the United States, are designed to 
impose upon the Conference's subsidiary body on the prevention of the arms race 
in outer space a mandate which would be confined to a fruitless examination of the 
existing norms of international law concerning the use of outer space.

Let us take another issue— the prohibition of chemical weapons. It was 
already in 1972 that the USSR and other socialist countries proposed in the 
Disarmament Committee the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. 
It was also then that they submitted a draft of such a convention.

Subsequently the USSR returned to this matter more than once, specifying its 
proposals. But all these years the United States impeded the conclusion of a 
convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons, suspended in 1980 the 
bilateral Soviet-United States negotiations, which as is well known to the members 
of the Conference produced many positive results.

In the answers of Comrade K.U. Chernenko, an important place is attributed to 
the questions relating to the state of bilateral Soviet-United States relations.

In this connection the Soviet leader pointed out that in spite of the fact 
that peace-loving rhetoric is sometimes heard from Washington it is impossible, 
however hard one tries, to discern behind it any signs whatsoever of readiness to 
back up these words with practical deeds ; in other words, the introduction of 
new words does not mean a new policy.

The actions of the United States, stressed Comrade K.U. Chernenko, "do not 
tally in any way with the task of ending the arms race. And it is not at all by 
chance that the United States has deliberately frustrated the very process of 
limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and torpedoed the talks both on strategic arms 
and on nuclear arms in Europe".

Referring to the necessity for people to stop living in a state of constant 
fear for the world, Comrade K.U. Chernenko pointed out that first of all it is 
necessary for the policy of States, especially States possessing nuclear weapons, 
to be oriented at eliminating the danger of war, and at consolidating peace.

Along with the solution of the other major problems mentioned above, we are 
convinced that a resolute turn for the better in the world would have been 
facilitated by an undertaking by all nuclear-weapon States not to be the first to 
use nuclear arms and also on the quantitative and qualitative freezing of nuclear 
arsenals.
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It is extremely important in general that certain norms, directed towards 
aims of peace, shall be introduced in relations between States possessing nuclear 

The position of the USSR and other socialist countries on these issues is 
laid down in detail in documents CD/444 and CD/484.arms.

The- task of creating an atmosphere of trust in international relations is an 
This requires a responsible and balanced policy on the part of allurgent one.States and also the adoption of relevant practical measures leading in this

direction.
"The Soviet Union", Comrade K.U. Chernenko stressed, "is prepared to

Efforts should be 
It is time to move

co-operate with all States in the attainment of* these aims." 
directed first of all at stopping and reversing the arms race, 
from generalities about the usefulness of talks to eliminating the serious obstacles 
that have been erected in the way of the limitation and reduction of armaments, the 
development of trust and mutually advantageous co-operation.

The Soviet delegation expresses the hope that the answers of 
Comrade K.U. Chernenko will be carefully studied by the delegations represented 
at the Conference. ' •

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

The representative of the United States attempted to demonstrate that the 
Soviet Union has an alleged superiority in anti-satellite weapons and that 
supposedly that is why the USSR is proposing the introduction of a moratorium on 
such weapons. As we may see, the method is the same as the one the United States 
U3es in refusing, for instance, a freeze on nuclear weapons or a moratorium on

the method of asserting the existence of a so-callednv.dear-weapon testing: 
"Soviet superiority".

The question must be asked, however, does th„ Soviet Union in fact have a
In the 1960s the 
This idea began to be

so-called anti-satellite superiority? No, it does not.
United States already began testing such weapon systems.carried into practice 20 years ago with the development of the manoeuvrable 
SAINT (Satellite Inspector Technique) spacecraft. In the 1960s, two ground-baaeo 
anti-satellite systems were developed : in 1963» on Kwajalein Island, in one 
of the Micronesian atolls, on the basis of Niki-Zeus anti-missile missiles, 
and in 1964 on Johnston Island using various modifications of the Thor missile. 
Currently, an airborne ASAT anti-satellite system based on the F-15 fighter 
is■being completed. It is planned to establish two squadrons of F-15 Jots 
equipned with interceptor missiles with self-guided warheads.

Or there is a very recent fact : the United States has Just used the space 
Shuttle to remove an Earth satellite from its orbit. That is a fact, 
occasion it was done, we are told, for peaceful purposes. But who can guarantee 
that the United States will not do the same for military purposes at a convenient 
moment? As is well known, the Soviet Union has never done anytning of the kind. 
Who then can be said to have the superiority in the development of anti-satellite

to create the impression that the Soviet Union

On this

systems? Ambassador Fields tried
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is in favour of an arms race in outer space, and quoted an article from the 
New York Times magazine concerning the 25th anniversary of the launching of the

To reciprocate, so to speak, I shall quote from the Sovietfirst Sputnik into space, 
press, likewise from an article on the 2Hth anniversary of the launching of the 
Soviet Sputnik into space, and answering the question of the Soviet Union's purposes

“The Soviet Union, which 25 years ago opened the era of the peaceful use of
This is illustrated by the successful

in space :
outer space, today remains true to its position, 
activity of the Soviet section of the international COSMOS-SARSAT system for searching 
for ships or aircrafts which have suffered accidents.

, as many United States sources call our
With the help of 'satellite 

'COSMOS 1383* , a number of aircraft 
The flights of the 

which set off for that distant,
rescue
which have been involved in accidents have already been found.
Soviet automatic spacecraft 'Venus-131 and 'Venus-14 
entirely mysterious planet over a year ago, are of great usefulness for Earth

Using Soviet, French and Austrian devices mounted on these spacecraft, 
the study of the atmosphere and surface of Venus is continuing, and they have carried 
experiments to study interplanetary space."
widely used for peaceful purposes, and redound to the benefit of mankind, 
evidence of this is provided by the large number of joint flights between Soviet 
cosmonauts and cosmonauts of other countries.
gratification that yesterday a joint flight of Soviet cosmonauts and an Indian

it had exclusively peaceful purposes, needless to say,

sciences.
Soviet experiments in outer space are

Clear

And I am glad today to express cur

cosmonaut came to an end ; 
as in the case of previous flights.

what is the position of the United States on theAnother question may be raised : 
issue of outer space? Is the United States trying to achieve equality, so to speak,

thisTo this question we must answer with a clear negative :
They are trying to extend the arms

in this field or not?
is not what the United States is trying to do.
race into outer space, to achieve superiority over the Soviet Union in this field 
too. And although my colleague. Ambassador Fields, clearly does not like it when I 
quote from the American newspapers, I cannot help quoting a very interesting article, 
which I recommend everyone to read carefully, that appeared in today’s International 
Herald Tribune. The author is Peter Clausen. Allow me to read out a few extracts
in the original :

"Hiding behind dubious arguments about verification, the 
Reagan Administration refuses to negotiate with the Soviet Union to restrain 
anti-satellite weapons. In January, the US Air Force began testing an 
anti-satellite weapon which could wreck hopes of controlling these weapons. 
Meanwhile, the United States is pressing ahead with the President's star wars 
programme - an implausible quest for weapons to shield the American people from 
nuclear attack by intercepting Soviet missiles in flight. Those ill-advised 
policies foreshadow a new space race at great peril to US security".

[Soeaking in English]:

"Why then does the Administration
"For two reasons.

I quote from further on in the article : 
shun negotiations?" asks the author of the article. And he replies :
The first is straightforward, if shortsighted : the Administration wants the option 
of attacking Soviet satellites, even if the price is to forfeit any restrictions on 
Soviet anti-satellite weapons. The second reason is the 'Star Wars' connection. 
Development and testing of the weapon offers technological stepping stones to
missile defence systems operating in space".
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And finally, the author draws the following conclusion:

"To prevent a new arms race in space, the United States must shift course. It 
must susp-and testing of anti-satellite weapons and start negotiations to halt 
the further development of them, and five up the coot 1 y futile and dangerous 
pursuit of :Star Wars missile defences".

I share the views of the author of thie article-, ane
fields wished it or net, today he[Speaking in Russian !

should like to point out that whether Ambassador has been drawn into a discussion of the d, ...t v Soviet treaty on thé non-use of force m 
outer space and from space against the Earti . mis is merely an l us a ion 
fact that both the Soviet draft and the issue itself are of crucial topicality, and 
that the draft may be the basis of negotiations.

other delegations have- publicly, atI should like to point out here that many . ^-z,. _
tie «eatings of th= Confèrent, and ir. talks with as put forward thour M, .

amendments concerning the Soviet draft. Surely all this inaica -
tomorrow may be too lati .observations and even 

that the time has come for negotiation :

Finally, I cannot pass over in silence something to which I have *ar . . 
too often : I mean the so-called free press". I re.au this *rc= pi w.ss^,^ which a 
lay throws mud at my country, my Motherland, my people; the _ re* ’ h n
good word is rarely found for the Soviet Union. No ,ne should wait for the any when
Izvestiya would publish articles criticizing the
the issue that outer space should be peaceful. That will not '^PP-2n . r in
people wants outer space to be peaceful, ana only articles o - strongly
Izv^tiv^ cut to have a correct perception of the Soviet press, I would wrongly 
urge yo^T including my colleague from the United States, to read ^at press better.
If you did so,-you would know that it contains a considerate amount ^ ^^ical 
material concerning various aspects of the life and activities of the Soviet P-opl-.^ 
The Soviet people is a self-critical people; and our- presses which has
publish articles and reports which run counter to the spirit /'^ variànCv with
suffered from war, which abhors war, to publish articles «jh-^ ^ - , for a
the feelings of other peoples;- which also call for- a P^aC- \nd~bv~all thefreeze, for a moratorium - demands shared by the American people and by all 
peoples of the earth - that is something the Soviet press will not do.

position of the Soviet Government on
The Soviet •

It is onePresident, for having had to dwell cn th_o quest ^ ot
As you know, the Scviv.t delegation enaeavours not 

J concerned with disarmament.
From time to time

Soviet people and

■ I apologise, tir . 
often raised in this Conference.
to involve in the Conference's worm issues whic.i ar.. not 
I believe, however, that my colleagues will understand . 
unjustified and gratuitous reproaches have been atidree.se J L'' '' ..

its press at this Conference. I considered it my duty to reply vO tnara.
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My delegation wishes to join its voice to those which have expressed concern 
at the tendency to extend the arms race to outer space.

ThereUntil quite recently, space had been relatively spared by the arms race, 
had been reason to be optimistic in that regard, since a set of agreements and 
treaties,-both multilateral and bilateral, had made it possible to curb its 
militarization..or the introduction of weapons of mass destruction. For example, 
the Outer Space Treaty, the partial, nuclear-test ban treaty and the 1979 Treaty 
relating to the Moon are the most prominent examples in that regard. Similarly, 
the agreements concluded by the United States and the Soviet (Jnion within the 
framework of the limitation of strategic weapons and the,.prevention of a nuclear 

have played a positive and stabilizing role in that sphere.war
î .Those agreements augur well for the possibility of. space activities for the 

good and in the interest of all countries, whatever their stage of economic and 
social development.

Unfortunately, those positive factors are now threatened by certain advances 
in military space technology, particularly by the development and deployment of 
anto.-satellite weapons and particle-beam weapons.

of military preparations with everyOuter-espace is thus becoming an area passing daPlans and programmes and considerable resources are being devoted to 
the development and deployment- of weapons systems in outer space and from space
against the Earth.

The immediate effect of anti-satellite weapons and other particle-beam weapons 
is to spur on the arms race, to increase international tension and to threaten the 
security of all countries in the world. As if land and sea were not sufficiently 
encumbered by dangerous weapons, the threat from outer space is now to be held over 
the heads of the peoples of the Harth.

They can only-watch, in impotent anxiety, the ineluctable process of the
deployment -of anti-satellite and anti-missile weapons, soon followed by ant.-anti-
satellites and anti-anti-missile weapons, until the day «^"this^dSPca^astroohe

the control of its creators and enas in the dreaded ca^astropne.escalation escapes
undermining the policy of deterrence of the 

possible the destruction of their advanced warning
Who can say what temptations

The new space weapons are 
Superpowers, :-since by making ; |
systems, they thereby make possible a first stvi.<e. 
can arise in- such a situation.
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However, the new weapons are not confined to undermining the system of mutual
Those weapons circumvent 

weapons control agreements, in narticular the 1972 anti-Ballistic-Missile
deterrence so carefully developed by the Superpowers.
some 
Treaty.

Once again the dynamics of the quantitative arms race and technical progress
It is because thesehas overcome policies aimed at the limitation of weapons, 

developments promise nothing positive that many delegations both at the Conference 
on Disarmament and in the General Assembly have expressed their concern and 
requested that measures should be taken to halt this danger.

In this regard, it must be noted that the General Assembly adopted by a very 
large majority a resolution whereby it expressed its conviction of the need to take

It therefore requested thefurther measures to prevent an arms race in outer space.
Committee on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on the question at the 
beginning of its 1984 session with a view to undertaking negotiations for the 
conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race
in all its aspects in outer space.

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

Unfortunately, it seems that in spite of the proposals submitted with a view, 
to undertaking negotiations on the prevention of the arms race in outer space, the 
Conference has not yet reached a satisfactory solution. Nevertheless, in view of 
the urgency of the question, prompt action is necessary.

As the history of the talks on nuclear weapons limitation has shown, it is 
easier to prevent the introduction of new weapons than to eliminate those already 

Time is pressing, and my delegation hopes that the Conference will notexisting.
let slip this opportunity, an opportunity which might not recur.



Ir.did not intend to take' the floor today.. , However, the statements which 
were made this morning, particularly two of them, showed that this session 
though it has dealt with many questions, will enter the annals of the Conference 
as a session devoted mainly to the question of the prevention of.the arms race in 
outer space. This is a question to which my delegation attaches special 
importance. Moreover, time is passing inexorably and quite soon the Conference 
will, I believe, have to take a decision concerning the establishment and mandate 
of an ad hoc committee. At that time, Mr. President; as has already happened in 
the case of the proposal for an ad hoc committee on the prohibition of all nuclear 
weapons tests, it would be appropriate if, unfortunately, it was not possible- to 
set up an.ad,-hoc committee this year and to give it a suitable mandate, it would-; 
be appropriate, I repeat, for the records of. the Conference to. indicate clearly 
who bears the responsibility, 
referred to this natter on only one occasion,
opening meeting this year on. 7 February, and I did so then only in a small part
of my statement since I had- to deal- with various subjects, I thought it
appropriate to begin to correct this lack of relevant or pertinent information
in formal plenary meetings.. I say this because it is clear that in informal
meetings consisting of four or five or even more participants my delegation has
already taken the opportunity to. state its position more fully.
repeat, I believe that, as I have frequently said, spoken words fly away and it
is,the written word that remains, according to an old Latin proverb.
why, at today's meeting, I should like to stress what I said in passing at the
opening meeting, namely, that we are not going to deal with this matter as if
nothing had happened during the last Assembly.
occurred at the last Assembly:
greatest number of votes of all resolutions concerned with disarmament: 
in favour and only 1 against.' That, resolution was not the result of 
imprcvization, as I also said at the opening meeting and I shall repeat now; it 
was the outcome of laborious and patient negotiations in which two delegations 
had to play a primary role: yours, Mr. President, and the delegation of Egypt. 
There were on that occasion three draft resolutions, one submitted by Mongolia, 
another by a group of Western European States, and the third was the draft of 
the Group of 21. Following those laborious negotiations, the co-sponsors of the 
first two draft resolutions did net press their texts and withdrew them, 
the Assembly adopted, by that truly extraordinary vote, the resolution bearing
the numbs v 38/70. ; • •'

even

It is for that reason that since I have to date 
in the statement I made at the

However, I

That is

Something very significant 
there was a resolution which obtained the

147 votes

Then

All those who are interested in the question will be able to consult the 
full text of this resolution in the document which the Secretary-General 
transmits to us every year and which contains, in an annex to his letter, all 
the texts of the resolutions adopted by the Assembly on disarmament matters.
This document is CD/428. Nevertheless, in order that those who may not wish to 
take the trouble to consult this document can find in the record of today's 
meeting the main provisions of resolution 38/70, I shall take the liberty of reading 
them out now.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Thank you,
Mr. President. My delegation is pleased to see you guiding our deliberations.
As I said last month in the Group of 21, where you were acting as co-ordinator, 
you demonstrated truly extraordinary skill and exemplary equanimity and objectivity.

My congratulations are also addressed to Ambassador Datcu, who preceded you 
as"President of our Conference and did his utmost to advance our work during the 
month of March. *
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In the second preambular paragraph, the Assembly recognized "the common 
interest of all mankind in the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful 
purposes".

In the fourth preambular paragraph, it reaffirmed the will of all States 
"that the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other 
celestial bodies, shall be exclusively for peaceful purposes".

In the sixth preambular paragraph, the Assembly reaffirmed, in particular, 
article IV of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the 
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, 
which stipulated that "States parties to the Treaty undertake not to place in 
orbit around the earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of 
weapons of mass destruction, install such weapons on celestial bodies or station 
such weapons in outer space in any other manner11.

In the following, seventh preambular paragraph, the General Assembly 
reaffirmed also paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session 
of the General Assembly in which it is stated, as all will recall, that "in 
order to prevent an arms race in outer space, furtner measures should be taken 
and appropriate international negotiations held in accordance with the spirit of 
the Treaty" on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration 
and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies.

A little later, in the twelfth preambular paragraph, and this should follow 
frem the seventh, the Assembly expressed its conviction that "further measures 
are needed for the prevention of an arms race in outer space".

in the sixteenth paragraph, the Assembly stated that it was "AwareFurther
of the various proposals submitted by Member States to the Committee on Disarmament, 
particularly concerning the establishment of a working group on outer space and its 
draft mandate which had been considered extensively by a contact group".

Thera is a foot-note here in which it is noted that from the date of 
!*• onmencement of the current session the working groups arc to be known by another 

Of course, wo know that we have already decided that they will be calledname. 
ad hoc committees.

Lastly, the purpose of the eighteenth paragraph —the la at in the preamble — 
in to express the Assembly's deep concern and disappointment that "although there 
was no objection, i;. principle, to the establishment without delay of such a 
working group, the Committee on Disarmament'1 — now the Conference — "1ms not 
thus far been enabled to reach agreement on an acceptable mandate for the working 
group during its 1983 session". The 10 operative paragraphs then follow, 
them are clearly important, but I shall confine myself at this point to quoting 
only four.

All of

First of all, operative paragraph 2, in which the Assembly emphasized that 
"further effective measures to prevent an arms race in outer space should be 
adopted by the international community".

Operative paragraph 3 in which the Assembly called upon all States, in 
particular those with major space capabilities, to "contribute actively to the 
objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to take immediate measures to 
prevent, ar. arms race in outer space".
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Paragraph 5, in which the Assembly "Requests the Conference on Disarmament to 
matter of priority the question of preventing an arms race in outerconsider as a 

space".
Lastly, Mr. President, paragraph 7, which is perhaps the most pertinent for 

us, in which the Assembly,. "Further requests the Conference on Disarmament to 
establish an an hoc working group at the beginning of its session in 1984, with a 
view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, 
as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all. its aspects in outer space1'.

If what I have just recalled is examined and compared with the draft mandate 
which was submitted by the Group of 21 on 29 February 1984 and which is 
reproduced in document CD/329/Rev.l, it will be seen that this draft faithfully 
reflects that resolution, adopted, let us not forget, by 147 votes in favour, and 
not 10 years ago but on 15 December 1983-

I should like, in concluding this statement, and in order to facilitate the 
comparison to which I referred, to read out this draft in its entirety. It is 
very brief and says the following:

the common heritage of"Reaffirming the principle that outer space -
- should be preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes, and in

to outer space, and prohibitmankind
order to prevent the extension of an arms race 
its use for hostile purposes; the Conference on Disarmament decides to 
establish an Ad Hoc [subsidiary body]"- there it said a subsidiary body,

"with a view tobut we know now that it is to be an ad hoc committee — 
undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement, or various 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in 
outer space. The Ad Hoc Committee will take into account all existing 
proposals and future initiatives and report on the progress of its work to 
the Conference on Disarmament."

CD/F/. 259

(Mr. Cannock, Peru)

Furthermore, we also regret that in spite of the great efforts made in this 
Conference by many delegations, it has not yet been possible to achieve the consensus 
necessary to set up an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race in cuter 
space. This situation exists in spite of General Assembly resolution 36/70, adopted 
by an overwhelming majority of countries, with the sole exception of one country 
whose vote prevented a consensus.

I*y delegation attaches special importance to the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space, considering that it is a question of using as another area of 
militarization an environment which should serve peaceful purposes exclusively. It 
would, moreover, be simpler and preferable to prevent an arms race rather than to 
become involved later in a mere arduous task of trying to disarm outer space, in 
which vast quantities cf money are being invested for military purposes.

I do not wish to let slip this opportunity to congratulate very sincerely the 
delegations of Sweden and Argentina on their statements of 22 and 27 March last 
respectively for having drawn attention to important relevant elements in this field, 
which will undoubtedly help our future work in the Group of 21 and in the 
Conference itself.



the work ofSuch actions by the United States Government are having an effect on
Problems of outer space have appeared on our agenda for almost^ 
ever, through the fault of the United States of America, consideration 
ons on this question have not yet led to the establishment of a 

subsidiary body which might, in a serious and responsiole way, devote itself to 
elaboration of a comprehensive international agreement or agreements on the prohibition

I.subscribe to the view expressed by the distinguishe

our Conference.
three years, 
of and const;

of an arms race in outer space, representative of Ilexico, Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles, that we cannot treat the 
issue as if nothing had happened. The vote on resolution 58/78 at the latest session 
of the United Nations General Assembly convincingly confirms the international 
community's steadily growing concern in connection with the danger of outer space 
being transformed into an arena of the arms race. At the Conference on Disarmament
there are enough ideas and proposals on this urgent issue — all that is needed 
is to create the necessary preconditions in order to embark on specific negotiations 
within the framework of an appropriate ad hoc committee, which should bo given a 
mandate of full value.

CD/PV.259
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The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space occupies an 
important place in our work. The growing attention devoted to this issue is fully 
understandable, since the,point at issue is to nip in the bud a new and particularly 
dangerous round of the arms race, namely, its being carried into outer space, whose 
development and exploitation is one of mankind's greatest achievements in this
century.

International agreements in force limit the use of outer space for military 
purposes only to a certain degree; they do not preclude the possibility Oi the 
deployment in outer space of types of weapons which do not fall within the 
definition of "means of mass destruction". There is need for a mechanism in 
international law reliable enough to thwart the designs of the proponents of an 
race in that sphere.

We share the concern of other delegations in connection with the elaboration in 
the United States of programmes for the development of space weapons^to destroy 
objects in outer space, in the atmosphere and on the surface of the Earth and for the 
deployment in outer space of anti-ballistic missile systems based on the utilization 
of the latest scientific achievements in the neld of laser and particle—beam 
technology. The implementation of these programmes would represent a gross violation 
of the Soviet-United States treaty on the limitation of anti-ballistic missile systems 
signed in 1972.

At the beginning of this year, the new ASA- anti-oallistic missile system 
launched from F—15 fighters was tested in the United States of America. The 
development of a weapon of this kind carries a direct threat to tne use o_ early- 
warning satellites and increases the danger of nxclear war.

arms

The United States' openly stated unwillingness to engage in negotiations on 
questions related to the prevention of an arms race in outer space is also significant.

o K
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Peaceful outer space is obviously a very important item,
However, as far as we are concerned,to which Japan attaches high priority.

except for a limited knowledge and experience regarding exploration of outer 
space for peaceful uses, we have to confess that our understanding and knowledge 
of the related space activities are not at all based on our own experience. 
is very difficult, therefore, for us to engage in detailed discussions on space 
arms control on the basis of published and often popular information. We believe 
that the examination of the problem of outer space starting from an exploratory 
approach at the outset, with those in a position to know providing information, 
would be most appropriate and meaningful.

It

ŒD/FV.26C
36
Mr. President, today, my delegationMr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): 

would like to dwell upon agenda item 5, "Prevention of an arms race in outer space".

In the efforts for achieving international security and disarmament, 
developments in outer space have increasingly entered the minds of the peoples during 
the past few years. These developments are playing an ever more important role in 
the policy of States. The time is now ripe to set a course in the interest of peace. 
Either we will, be able to maintain and Strengthen freedom for the peaceful, 
exploration and use of outer space,; to the benefit of all States, or outer space, 
will be included in the arms race, with all its dangerous consequences.

The launching of the first artificial earth satellite by the Soviet Union almost 
30 years ago opened up the age of practical exploration and use of outer space. 
Utopian ideas of former generations came true, 
undertook to use outer space for peaceful purposes.
followed with great sympathy the sensational success of scientists and cosmonauts.
New dimensions for co-operation between States having different social systems 
became apparent. In particular, the joint space venture of the USSR and the 
United States was regarded as a promising sign in this respect.

However, the United States is now doing an about-turn: it is undermining "world
wide consensus on freedom and peace in outer space by including space in its 
adventurous policy. Relevant facts have already been outlined here, there is no 
need to repeat them. We share the view that such activities cannot be separated 
from the deployment of Pershing-2 and Cruise missiles as nuclear first-strike weapons 
in Europe. Our continent is regarded as a potential nuclear battlefield, whereas 
the United States should be shielded by a large-scale and space-based anti-bàllistic 
missile system against a retaliatory strike. Those plans and actions are now as 
before dominated by the doctrine of a limited nuclear war proceeding from the 
assumption that such a war is wageable and winnable.

In international treaties, States
People all over the world

v

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

Firstly, itWe have the following observations to make upon that statement, 
is remarkable that the Representative of. the United States confined hi's statement 
to the question of anti-satellite systems, i.e., he referred only to one aspect 
of his country’s military activities concerning outer space. Once again, the attempt 
was made to allege an advantageous position of the Soviet Union in this field.
Only the naive can believe that, for instance, the Shuttle project has nothing to 
do with military activities including actions against satellites belonging to other 
States. We also recall that in 1979, the United States broke off negotiations with 
the Soviet Union on anti-satellite weapon™. This is another proof of the endeavour

-
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The rejection of allto include outer space in the arms drive and war preparation. 
obligations likely to hinder this course is part and parcel of such a policy, 
refusal to join the moratorium declared by the Soviet Union gives strong evidence

The

of that conclusion.

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

The following facts cannot be refuted. The creation of a space-based anti- 
ballistic missile system would upset the relationship between the limitation of 
strategic defensive and strategic offensive weapons and would thus inevitably 
increase the danger of nuclear war. This concern even became the subject of 
international agreements. The preamble of the Treaty between the United Stat ;S and 
the USSR on the limitation of anti-ballistic missile systems of 26 May 1972 stresses 
that effective measures to limit anti-ballistic missile systems would lead to a

That means, asdecrease in the risk of outbreak of war involving nuclear weapons. 
a matter of logical thinking, that the envisaged anti-ballistic missile systems will

They are a firm part of a strategy of a 
This is in contradiction with 

paragraph 1, of the aforementioned Treaty stipulates the fundamental obligation that
deploy anti-ballistic missile systems 

or components which are sea-based, air-based, space-based -- I repeat space-based 
or mobile land-based." To our understanding, this is the basic norm of the Treaty, 
which has also to be the guideline for all the other concrete stipulations.

render more' probable a nuclear war. 
nuclear first strike. international law. Article V,

"Each Party undertakes not to develop, test, or

It cannot be contested that the Outer Space Treaty of 27 January 1967 stipulates
Moreover, it assures eachthe peaceful exploration and use of outer space, 

individual State the concrete right to take part in these activities without any 
discrimination. • The militarization of outer space as strived for by the 
United States will inevitably result in this right being restrained or even abolished. 
Therefore, we associate ourselves with all those delegations which regard the planned 
activities as incompatible with the Outer Space Treaty.

It should be possible to prevent an arms race in outer space since almost all 
States in supporting resolution $8/70 of the latest General Assembly favoured 
negotiations on the issue. It is our hope that in the United States too 
comprehension that the militarization of outer space will not bring the desired

The only feasible waymilitary and political advantages will gain the upper hand. 
towards strengthening national and international security is the cessation of the 
arms race and gradual disarmament by means of international agreements.

TheAt this Conference, different approaches to the question became evident, 
great majority of delegations request the establishment of a Committee with a 
negotiating mandate, as already provided for in resolution 33/70, which was also 
supported by my country. There is no "false bottom" to our policy, 
advocate the consistent implementation of that resolution, 
to operative paragraph 7•

We may ask, what arc the elements still to be identified or examined in non
committal discussions concerning the prevention of an arms race in outer space as 
siiggested by the delegation of the United States. We ha.e at our disposal the text

We, therefore 
This applies, above all,
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

of a draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and fron 
outer space against the Earth, submitted, by the Soviet Union. This trea y no > 
identifies all relevant problems but also offers concrete solutions. It fylly Corresponds M S.”«pl5xity of the subject. The draft clearly and unambiguously 
provides that no weapon of any kind whatsoever shall be put into °uter^f*; d is 
main question is not whether to work out one or several agreements. _ What we need 
a comprehensive solution. The draft treaty submitted, which takes into f
constructive considerations of other States, offers the Conference a good basis 
negotiations, and in this negotiating process, it is up to everybody to propose

To speak in clear terms: My delegation does not a„ all 
which has been created by the opponentsamendments or. supplements. 

want to come to a situation similar to that 
of a comprehensive test ban.

It only can serve a useful purpose to clearly spell out how things are going. 
Official statements of the United States Administration reveal its great efforts and 
^“material means It is investing in the development testing and production 

of different types of space weapons. In contrast, considerations of preventing an 
extension of the arms race to outer space and concluding international agreements 
are evidently for appearances' sake only. In substance those agreements and 
negotiations are rejected. Consequently, this Conference should invite the 
United States to reconsider its position and take into account what the great majority 
of States demand in the interests of international security and disarmament.

CD/PV.261
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

The latest United Nations General Assembly assigned to us the task, as a matter 
of priority, to address the question of the prevention of the arms race in outer _ 
space. The rapid technological development gives a particular sense of urgency to 
our work on this issue in the Conference on Disarmament. .Our efforts to halt whe

Our task will be infinitely more difficultarms race in outer space must not wait, 
tomorrow if we fail to set our work in train today, at a time when enormous 
financial and scientific resources are already being used to fuei a threatening, 
destabilizing and expensive arms race in outer space.

TheThis race touches upon fundamental aspects of international security, 
major military Powers seem haunted by the temptation to seek security through an

The consequenceillusory invulnerability achieved by supremacy in space warfare.
Instead the result will be increasedwill however not be increased security.

insecurity.

Both the Soviet Union and the United States have carried out tests of 
antisatellite systems. There is a close link between development of ASAT weapons 
and ABM systems. The construction of dual-capacity weapons, which can be used 
against both satellites and ballistic missiles, is indeed feasible. Development 
and testing of ABAT weapons could also be used for the circumvention of the ABM 
Treaty.

The Conference on Disarmament should now respond to the task entrusted upon 
it by the General Assembly. We should prepare for urgent negotiations on an 
international treaty banning all space weapons, including weapons directed against 
targets in space. An ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race in ou^er 
space should urgently be set up. Time is pressing.'
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Mr. QIAN JIADONG (China):

In the past few weeks, a number of delegations have made statements on 
agenda item 5, "Prevention of an arms race in outer space", which is an issue of 
real importance. Although the spring session is now drawing to its conclusion, 
the Chinese delegation still wishes to offer some of its views on this issue.

The importance of the issue of outer space is twofold: 
is opening up an entirely new and bright prospect for mankind ; 
hand, it may bring about to the mankind a horrible disaster with unimaginable 
consequences.

on the one hand, it 
and on the other

Over'the centuries, in ancient mythology and legends, outer space has been
With the development of sciencedescribed as â beautifül arid harmonious paradise.

and technology, man has eventually freed himself from the bondage of gravitation, 
broken through the atmosphere and entered this mysterious world. In the 1950s, trie 
first man-made earth satellite was successfully launched. Later, man set foot on 
the moon and space exploration extended almost to the edges of the solar system.
Man is even now able to stroll in outer space as leisurely as in a courtyard. It 
is a remarkable achievement that man's ability to conquer and utilize the universe 
has been enhanced so rapidly in the short span of 30 years, 
already been broadly and effectively applied to many aspects of human life, including 
communication, broadcasting, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys, etc.
Yet, its great potential for the promotion of social progress is just starting to

With such a bright future in perspective, how can one help feeling

Space technology has

manifest itself, 
exulted and encouraged?

Unfortunately, however, the tranquillity of outer space is not exempt from
and it isthe impact of the current turbulent and tense international situation; 

overshadowed by the arms race too. outer space dominates the earth", military activities in outer space are intensifying, 
with contending development of various kinds of space weapons. One system of space 
weaporis has already become operational, another has entered the testing stage, and 
programmes for even more sophisticated weapon systems are being planned. If this 
trend is left unchecked, outer space, following land, sea and air, will before long 
very likely become the fourth fratricidal battlefield of mankind, 
scenario come true, the paradise of our imaginations would then be turned into a 
hell, a fact about which people cannot but be concerned.

Guided by the doctrine of "He who controls

Should this
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(Mr. Qian Jiadong, China)

I think I would not be exaggerating in saying that we are at a crossroads with 
regard to outer space: either measures must be taken immediately to stop an arms 
race in outer space' so that it may serve exclusively peaceful;purposes for the 
benefit of mankind, or no measures will be taken at:-all, and outer space will turn 
into an arena for the arms race threatening mankind with an unprecedented holocaust.

We can-by no means take lightly anA false step here may lead to major failure, 
issue so vitally important to the future of mankind.

This is the third time that the issue of the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space has been Included in the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament.
Since as early as the 1960s, the principles and -purposes of "non-militarization 
of outer space" and "the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes" 
have already been widely accepted by States and enshrined in more than one

Yet, to date, the tendency of expanding the arms 
into outer Space has not only been unchecked but even-increasingly exacerbated. 

If this issue was hot yet crucially urgent a few years ago, now we must say that it 
has become so urgent that it brooks no delay. It was not by accident that the 
First Committee of the General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session succeeded in 
combining three draft resolutions and adopted almost by consensus a single 
resolution requesting the Conference on Disarmament to consider as a priority item 
the issue of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
great importance States have attached to this issue*•

international legal instrument.
race

This indicates the

The Chinese delegation shares the view underlined by many delegates and by you, 
Mr. President, that once a weapon comes into being, it will be very difficult to 
eliminate it from arsenals, and that it is much easier to prevent militarization 
than to demilitarize. In his statement of 18 Aprilf, thc^ distinguished representative 
of Australia said : "An opportunity lost, or not recognized in time, can be an

"Do not let slip
Ambassador- .Butler was referring to

But I
In China we have a similar saying:opportunity lost forever".

an opportunity, for "it may never come again".
the elaboration of a convention on a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. 
feel his words are also relevant to the issue of preventing an arms race in outer 

The question ‘has indeed come to a critical juncture. If we are unable tospace.
do anything now, it will be even more difficult for us to do-anything in the future. 
And although the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes has almost 
become a platitude, we still have to defend it vigorously.
opportunity before it is too late to make correct decisions, so as to save this

We must seize the

common heritage of mankind — outer space. j

In this area, as in many other areas of disarmament, we cannot but emphasize 
the role of the super-Powers. No one can deny that these two countries, especially 
their scientists, engineers- and technicians have made indelible contributions to 
the exploration and utilization of outer space. ‘But it is equally undeniable that 
the same two countries are embarking on a dangerous path in outer space. They are 
the only two space Powers of today. It is fully justified to ask them to use the 
scientific 3chievement which embodies human wisdom and labour only for the benefit 
of mankind and not to abuse it for military purposes. They bear an unshirkable 
and special responsibility for preventing an arms race in outer space. In the 
common interest of mankind, including their own, they should not merely utter 
words of peace, but fulfil their responsibility by concrete deeds.
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(Mr. Qian Jiadong, China’1

While emphasizing the importance and urgency of the prevention of an arms race 
in outer space, we do not in the least underestimate the çemplexity of the question. 
The systematic analysis of various existing space weapon systems, as well as those 
in the development stage, made by the distinguished Swedish Ambassador, Mr. Ekéus, 
in his statement of 22 March, and by Ambassador Theorin in her statement today, can 
be termed exemplary. The complexity of the question should serve all the more as 
a reason for us to start negotiations as early as possible and not a pretext for 
procrastination.

In our view, the primary task at present should be the prohibition of all 
space weapons, including anti-satellite weapons, which impair the stability of 
outer space. This should include a ban on the development, testing, production, 
deployment and use of such weapons and the destruction of existing space weapon 
systems. Admittedly, this can be achieved only through many concrete measures. 
In this connection, the series of measures which should and can be taken, as 
proposed by Ambassador Ekéus, merits our serious study and exploration.

We are aware that it is difficult to carry on a comprehensive discussion of 
the relevant issues all at once. However, we can at least begin with the most 
fundamental-and least controversial ones. In our view, the definition of space 
weapons is one such fundamental question. A breakthrough on this question will 
give impetus to the whole process of negotiations on the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space.

The definition of space weapons is not a new subject. Proposals have been 
put forward by some delegations in the past. The Chinese delegation would also 
like to make an attempt here, and tentatively proposed the following:

Space weapons are devices .or installations, either space™, land-, sea-, or 
atmosphere-based, which are specially designed to attack or destroy spacecraft 
in outer space or damage and disturb their normal functioning or change their 
flight trajectory, and devices or installations based in space (including on the 
moon and other celestial bodies) specially designed to attack, damage or disturb 
the normal functioning of objects in the atmosphere as well as on land and sea.

We do not regard this-definition as perfect, 
may be needed for it to denote the characteristics of space weapons in concise and 

(Xir aim is to draw attention to the matter and to facilitate

Further thought and reflection

precise terms. 
joint exploration.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is indeed a difficult task. 
However, we must not lose sight of a more favourable aspect. Not a few 
delegations have enumerated and analysed the existing treaties, agreements and 
other international legal documents concerning or relevant to outer space. In 
spite of the shortcomings and loopholes, those documents have on the whole 
affirmed the fundamental principle that outer space should be used for peaceful 
purposes. The Treaty on Principles Governing State Activities in the Exploration 
and Utilization of Outer Space Including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies of 
1967 provides further x-hat the activities of States in outer space should be 
carried out in accordance with international law and the United Nations Charter. 
These are achievements resulting from the endeavours of countries for many years. 
With such a basis, it should be possible to elaborate through negotiations an 
international legal instrument on the comprehensive prohibition of space weapons.
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(Mr. Qian Jiadong, China)

In the course of this month, under your leadership, further consultations on 
the establishment of a subsidiary body on this subject have been held; but 
regrettably, agreement still eludes us so far.
is drawing to its conclusion, the Chinese delegation sincerely hopes that all 
delegations will, in the same spirit in which the First Committee of the 
United Nations General Assembly adopted at its thirty-eighth session the resolution 
on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, seek common ground while 
reserving minor differences, so as to reach an agreement on the establishment of 
the said subsidiary body as early as possible during the summer part of the session,

The people of theif not at the last moment of the present part of the session.
entrusted this Conference with the important task of preventing an 

We must not let them down.
armsworld have 

race in outer space.
GD/FV.262
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(Mr. Erdembileg. Mongolia)

Allow me, Mr. President, to dwell for a moment on the question of establishing 
a subsidiary working body on agenda item 5»

During the 1982 and 1985 sessions, the socialist countries consistently 
adhered to their position of principle, namely, that the Committee on Disarmament, 

the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, should, in fulfilment of 
its responsibility, immediately begin negotiations and should for that purpose

In keeping with that

as

create a subsidiary body with an appropriate mandate, 
position, and with a view to carrying -out a number of General Assembly 
recommendations, the socialist countries took further action, on the one hand, by 
putting forward proposals and specific drafts and, on the other, supporting the 
proposals and texts of other countries, in particular the non-aligned and neutral 
countries. .

At the beginning of the 1984 session, a group of socialist countries proposed 
the following draft mandate, contained in document CD/454!

'■"The Conference on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of 
the 1984 session, an ad hoc subsidiary body with a view to undertaking 
negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements,- as appropriate, 
to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space, taking into account 
all relevant proposals, including consideration of the proposal for a treaty on 
the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against 
the Earth. The ad hoc subsidiary body will report to the Conference on 
Disarmament on the progress of its work at the end of the second part of 
its 1984 session.”

This draft mandate is in full accord with resolution 58/70, the only relevant 
resolution of the thirty—eighth session of'the United Nations General Assembly, 
adopted as a result of intensive and persevering efforts by interested States and 

result of the withdrawal of two other draft resolutions. The record of the
adopted by the overwhelming majority of

as a
voting shows that resolution 58/70 was

The United States voted against, while the United Kingdom abstained.147 votes.

At the current session of the Conference on Disarmament, various consultations 
held under the guidance of its Presidents for March and April with a view to 

reaching consensus on drafting the mandate of the ad hoc committee on agenda item 5• 
During those consultations we again, as happened last year, encountered the 
obstruction of the group of Western countries, or more precisely, cf one or two 
members of that group, who seek by every means and insist as before on limitation 
of the mandate of the future ad hoc committee by including the words "to identify, 
through substantive examination, issues relevant to the prevention of an

were

arms
race in outer space".
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

The mandate proposed by the Western group, as we have repeatedly stated 
earlier, in particular on 30 August 1983 at the 238th plenary meeting, "does not 
take account of the interests and position of the group of socialist countries, 
since it makes.no mention of the need for negotiations directed at the conclusion 
of an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space" 
(CD/PV.238).

The socialist countries continue to support the draft mandate contained in 
document CD/434.

Nevertheless, the socialist countries demonstrated flexibility during the 
consultations and expressed their readiness to take into account some of the views 
of representatives of Western countries. That is what happened when the Mongolian 
delegation was prepared to consider the draft of the Western countries with the 
amendment proposed on 20 March by the Group of 21 which contained the following 
provision: "With a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an 
agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space".

Continuing its efforts to arrive at an agreed solution, the Mongolian 
delegation proposed an amendment to the first paragraph of the proposed mandate, 
so that it would read as follows : "The Conference on Disarmament decides to 
establish an ad hoc committee with a view to undertaking negotiations on 
agenda item 5» entitled ’Prevention of an arms race in outer space'".

To our deep regret, however, our proposal was not accepted by the group of 
Western countries. It should be added that the delegations of the Group of 21 wer 
agreeable to the adoption of that amendment.

The Mongolian delegation considers that the draft mandate proposed by the 
Western countries is limited in that it fails to mention the principal objective, 
namely, negotiations with a view to preparing an appropriate agreement or agreements 
for preventing an arms race in outer space. That draft mandate which is inherently 
bogus, can in no way contribute to achieving the principal task of proceeding to 
negotiations on the substance of the matter.

In this connection I should like to return to what I said at the 
251st plenary meeting on 20 March:

"The negative experience of the work in this forum, when its subsidiary 
body was set up with a deliberately restricted and narrow mandate, must not 
be repeated. If some delegations of the Western countries again insist 
on their obstructionist position, such an approach can only be seen as a 
pretext to avoid a businesslike solution of the problems facing the Conference."
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jfr._ISSBASmiT_ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russia^:
- The Soviet delegation submitted a whole set of proposals on another priority- 

issue of our time — the prevention of an arms race in outer space. These took the 
form of a draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and 
from outer space against the Earth, which is on the negotiating table. The Soviet 
draft caused considerable interest and was broadly commented upon by the delegations.

CD/PV.262
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(Mr. Middleton, United Kingdom.

Similar considerations apply to the procedural-debate on outer space, where 
although we have agreed in principle to form an ad hoc Committee we are still 
caught up in arguments over its precise terms of reference. 
word "negotiation" which causes the difficulty: once again it is the attempt to 
enter into negotiations before we know what we are going to negotiate on and the 
attempt to resolve fundamental differences of approach within the terms of a

We believe

Once again it is the

mandate which prevents us dealing with the substance of the question, 
that the proposals put forward by western States form a sound basis on which work 
might beg_n.

CD/PV.262
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

The biggest disappointment for us has been the lack of success of the 
consultations relating to the mandate of a subsidiary body on the item of our agenda 
entitled "prevention of an arms race in outer space". The delegation of France 
attaches the greatest importance to this question and its consideration by our 
Conference. Although we still have an open-minded attitude towards the mandate in 
question, we are of the opinion that the formula worked out by the contact group 
would, together, if necessary, with an explanatory statement by the President, make 
it possible to do the necessary exploratory work in such a complex area ; such work 
would, moreover, probably have taken up all the time set aside for an ad hoc 
committee at the current session. We deeply regret the fact that a group of 
delegations objected to an arrangement which would have made it possible for the 
work to begin.

In the first statement it made in plenary,. the delegation of France said that 
it would be wiser at once to devota to essentially preparatory work the time we 
risk losing in a possibly fruitless discussion in an effort to attain a more 
ambli,Lous mandate. We are sorry that we were right, but we still hope that a 
solution may be found during the summer session.



CD/PV.262
41

Mr. DUBEY (India): '
I intend today to speak on agenda item 5* Prevention of an anas race in- 

outer space. The perils of the extension of the arms race into outer space were 
clearly seen at the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. The Final Document that emerged from that session called for 
appropriate international negotiations in order to prevent such an arms race. It 
took four years after that to gat an item on this subject included on the agenda 
of the then Committee on Disarmament. And during the last two years that this item 
has been on the agenda, in spite of the overwhelming desire of the international 
community, reflected in various General Assembly resolutions, to commence 
negotiations on this subject with a view to reaching an agreement or agreements, 
this body has not been able to commence any work at all on this crucial issue. 
During this period, the situation on the ground with regard to the arms race in 
outer space, has undergone a rapid and alarming transformation. Developments of 
catastrophic implications for the fate of mankind are taking place in this field. 
And, yet, the Conference on Disarmament remains paralysed for want of a mandate for 
the ad hoc committee to be set up to discuss 'this subject.

Some two thousand years ago, there was a king in Italy who was fiddling while 
Rome was burning. Today, there are forty distinguished representatives of 
sovereign governments members of the Conference on Disarmament and entrusted with 
perhaps the gravest responsibility of modern times, quibbling over a mandate for 
their work on this subject while outer space is on its way to being militarized 
to the point of saturation. The difference, however, is that whereas .in spite of 
the Roman king's fiddling, the city of Rome survived, the consequences of our 
quibbling might very well deny the human race the last chance of its survival.
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(Mr. Dubey, India)

There is more than adequate evidence to show that the militarization of outer 
space_ has already begun in a big way, and that if unchecked, it is soon going to 
acquire unmanageable and uncontrollable proportions. While it is true that since 
its very inception in the 1950s, advance in space technology has contributed to 
enhancing the force, accuracy and sophistication of the weapon systems of the 
nuclear-weapon Powers, the last few years have seen the development of directly 
and clearly identifiable military activities born out of space technology. What 
is more is that this increasing military orientation of space technology has led 
to the development of the war machines of the super-Powers containing some of the 
most dangerous weapon systems, such as the thermo-nuclear warheads, the strategic 
and intermediate-range missiles and bombers and the space-based means to 
manipulate a total planetary war. The latest to enter in the field are the 
anti-satellite weapons and the space-based ABM system.

These latest weapons are no longer confined to science fiction : they are 
fast becoming a reality. Pronouncements have been made at the highest level 
indicating intentions to develop these weapons. Sizeable amounts of resources 
running into billions of dollars have been allocated for the purpose of research 
and development of these weapons. Che of the ASAT systems is already in place, 
whereas tests have been carried out for the development of a more sophisticated 
one. The repeated attempt to find loopholes in the existing legal instruments 
in order to go ahead with the development of these weapons is yet another proof, 
if proof is needed. Moreover we find that already the language of rationalization 
so far associated with the nuclear-arms race based on the doctrine of parity or 
deterrence, has begun to be used in the context of the arms race in outer space 
also. A highly placed official of one of the super-Powers has recently stated 
that his Government has decided to develop its ASAT system because the other side 
is also engaged in the race, making it necessary for his country to catch up and 
deny the other side unilateral control of outer space.

Against this background it is naive to believe that the programme already 
launched will remain confined to the stage of research and development. 
Technological developments of military significance have a momentum of their own 
that creates a forward drive for the deployment of the weapons once they become 
technically feasible. The technological problems that remain to be solved also 
do not constitute an insurmountable hurdle because the past experience of the 
development of sophisticated weapon systems have shewn that given the commitment 
of Governments, such problems can be overcome and also because it has been 
publicly stated that these weapon systems are worth developing even if it may 
not be possible to solve all the technological problems.

It is, therefore, not too soon to examine the serious implications of 
these new weapon systems and explain these implications to the people of the 
world. It is my intention to devote most of the remaining part of ray statement 
to this purpose.

A relatively less serious, but more talked about, implication of the 
deployment of these systems is that it will render the doctrine of deterrence 
redundant, and would on the whole have a destabilizing effect on the international 
security system, ffeny of us here would not shed tears on account of this



consequence because of our belief that nuclear deterrence provides no stability 
at all and that, on the other hand, much to the contrary, by virtue of being 
the principal justification of the nuclear-arns race, it has already created a 
situation of extreme instability, 
inherently unstable situation is a cruel joke, 
or stability in the presence of the massive and ever-ncrunting accumulation of 
nuclear weapons? .

"There is also a concern about the development of these new weapon systems 
resulting in a decoupling of the security of the alliance partners and rendering 
impotent and obsolete the nuclear deterrence systems of the nuclear-weapon 
Powers among these nations. It is also feared that no ABM protection will be 
able to save‘Europe — either Eastern or Western countries — from the devastations 
of a nuclear war with low flying Cruise missiles, short-range missiles, tactical 
nuclear weapons dropped from aircraft or used as artillery munition. In response 
to these concerns, assurances have been given in recent weeks that the new 
weapons system will be so designed as to deal not only with intercontinental 
missiles, but also with tactical missiles and other nuclear or conventional 
missiles which might be used in the European theatre.

There are, however, more serious implications of the development of these 
weapons which are less talked about. If the present trend is not reversed and 
the development of these weapons is not banned, by far the gravest consequence 
will be "total armament", culminating in a "total" nuclear holocaust. There is 
no justification for the claim that the possession of ABM system by the two 
super—Powers will make nuclear weapons impotent and obsolete. These weapon 
systems will make the world more dangerous than any weapon has hitherto done.

For it is just net true that these weapons are merely defensive, 
is that they can neither remain merely defensive nor fully defend, 
context, the use of the term "Star Wars" in relation to the development of beam 
weapons is dangerously misleading. This term erroneously underlines the exotic 
nature of these weapons and seeks to convey a sense of remoteness about the 
impact of these weapons. The fact is that what happens in outer space is 
intimately connected with our fate on Earth. The use of the new ABM weapon 
system would not trigger a Stellar War, light years away from our planet, but a 
war on this very good Earth. In fact, even with the present-day technology, 
it would be only a matter of hours before a war in outer space would turn into 
a holocaust on Earth.

The use of the word "stability" in the current 
Can one really think of security

The fact 
In this

These so-called defensive weapons will, at the same time, be offensive, or 
weapons of first strike. This is clear from the fact that laser and particle 
beams can not only intercept and destroy missiles in flight, but also have the 
potentiality of destroying them in their silos. There is absolutely no 
guarantee that these dual-purpose weapons will remain only defensive.

Moreover, these v/eapon systems will open the floodgates of unprecedented 
and potentially uncontrollable arms race both in the outer space and ozi Earth. 
The development and deployment of an ABM system by one super-Power would 
naturally be sought to be matched by the other super-Power. Even the other
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(Mr. Dubey, India)

nuclear-weapon Powers, finding that their independent nuclear deterrence has been 
rendered obsolete, may, either singly or jointly, go in for their own ABM system, 
irrespective of the cost it may involve.

Moreover, in spite of the hundreds of billions of dollars to be spent on 
them, the new weapon systems wi-Ll not provide full protection. And to quote 
the words of the Italian Nobel laureate, Eugenio Montale, in a somewhat 
different context, it is not only the small fishes that would escape from the 
net. As already pointed out, some categories of missiles, such as the ground- 
hugging Cruise missiles and Stealth bombers are unlikely to cone within the 
targets of the hew ABM weapon system. Taking into account even the lowest 
percentage of leakage': enough nuclear weapons will escape the ABM weapons to 
reach their targets and wreak havoc with human civilization. Moreover, the new 
system would be vulnerable to counter-measures which can acquire a variety of 
forms. In spite of these loopholes, it is sought to justify the development 
of these weapons oh the cynical ground that it would destroy the.first-strike 
capability of the other side to the maximum extent possible and impose on it an

material burden in the process of developing its ownintolerable financial and 
ABM system.

Moreover, there are strong reasons to believe that the development ana 
acquisition of these new weapon systems will trigger nuclear war m tne 
process. Taking the ASAT system first, the destruction of an adversary s 
satellite is not an event lost in the wilderness of outer space. It would be 

of the most advanced components of the war macnine of tnean attack on one other side which will most likely provoke retaliation.
As re-arc's the new ABM system, a very dangerous situation will arise v.'hen 

one of the super- Powers is able to deploy its system ana the other is still in 
the process of catching up — a situation which may preva or a long fn-rmer One can visualise two scenarios in that event. In the first scenario, the.form 
may decide that it can take out the missile force of the other Slde ^ J V1 . sSike and it can protect its own force from retaliation. The new ABM technology 
thus makes recourse to nuclear weapons relatively easier and safer for the 
Power enjoying superiority in this field. In the second scenario, the latte. 
super-Power which has still not caught up, nay he provoked into a panicky 
pre-emptive nuclear attack.

When both the super-Powers deploy their own space-based ABM systems, it 
will fundamentally change the entire international security situation uvv 
international power relations. The. world will revert to the ^i-polar era of 
the early 50s under conditions aggravated by the immense increase in thç force 
and efficiency of the-weapon systems. The reversal to the strategic bipolarity 
of the world will, have such serious consequences as muon atrengt e 
technological, economic and political hegemony, reducing all oth" 4
security dependence, resorting to limited or protracted nuclear war in 
theatres far from any worry that such wars would engulf their
and even encourgement to surrogate Powers to develop their own nuclear weapons 
to ce used for the strategic purpose of the super-Powers. Disarmament Will 
the first casualty in such a situation.



Are these weapons verifiable,A key question "before this Conference is: and if not, is it feasible to ban them? The expert opinion on whether the 
or elimination of these weapon systems is verifiable or not is by no means 
unanimous. For example, the National Council of the Federation of American 
Scientists has stated in its November 1983 report that "further deployment ana 
testing1 of USSR’s ASAT system will be easily verifiable. If there is a (
verification problem, it is with the far more sophisticated United States system .

(îÇr^ubejixJa^
Finally, the basic motives which will lead the super-Powers or other 

technologically advanced nations to develop the new weapon systems and the 
attitude that the possession of these systems would foster, will be antithetical 
to the objective of the establishment of a new international economic or political 
order. -The whole attitude behind such an arms race is that of gaining absolute 
power and dominance irrespective of the price that is to be paid for it. Such 
an attitude militates against the spirit of co-operation for equity, justice and 
fair play. - - This will change the very character of the North-South dialogue and 
other global negotiations. , ^

Considering the colossal resource implications of these weapon systems, 
their competitive developments might veiy well shatter the very foundations of 
the world economy. No type of weapons and .no field of their application will be 
as resources—consuming as the development and deployment of weapons in outer 

The estimates for the development of a complete new ABM system by one
The current world economicspace.

super—Power vary from 120 to~"500 billion dollars, 
problems will be.greatly multiplied and aggravated if the massive resources 
required for the development of the new space weapon systems are to be mobilized. 
Moreover, the diversion of skilled manpower and material resources involved -in 
the process would have a. crippling effect on activities in the social and economic 
sectors. This may very well result in a setback for the recovery process, a 
continued stagnation of the economies of the advanced countries, or at best their 
just- limping forward during the remaining part of this century, 
these developments on the already beleaguered economies of developing countries

Such a bleak economic prospect may frustrate the

The impact of

would indeed be devastating, very purpose — gaining a position of absolute dominance and hegemony —— for 
the attainment of which these weapons are being developed. -

In an article in "Le Monde" of 27 March 1984» ihe French journalist 
Michel Tatu has quoted Mr. Keyworth, Scientific Adviser to the White House end a 
supporter of the new ABM system, as having said: "It is difficult have 
stability under conditions of parity". From there to say that the programme ±ot 
developing ABM system will permit the establishment of e. superiority is a 
small step. On the other hand, when an exhortation for developing the new weapons 
system was given at the highest level by the United States Government ear-y as 
year, the response of the USSR, again at the highest level, was: All av^empus
at achieving military superiority over the USSR are futile. The Sovie nf"on 
will never allow them to succeed". The net result is going to be, as in t e case 
of the nuclear-aims race, neither superiority nor parity, but a new leve o

both in outer space and on Earth, with all tneescalation of the arms race, 
grave implications which I have tried to outline.
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Cr the ether hand., some experts ha.ve stated that the more sophisticated 
United States system is easier to verify. Another expert view is that an 
absolute ban, including the development of A SAT systems, would certainly pose 
verification problems, but such a ban is not critical. The banning of testing 
and deployment .could really be monitored and will achieve the key objectives . 
cf preventing the further development and proliferation of these weapons.

In any event, the way military technology, including that for space-weapon 
systems, is developing, most of the new weapon systems are likely to become

According to one expert opinion, the new armsunverifiable sooner or later, 
will be based on a technology that has been miniaturized to an extent which will 
not make them amenable to verification. To develop weapon systems which could 
beat verification has now become a principal challenge of the nations engaged 
in the arms race in the mistaken notion of seeking security by this means.

What is going to happen in that event? Will there be no arms limitation 
or disarmament simply because such measures cannot be verified? In the opinion 
of my delegation, that will only demonstrate how mistaken this absolute emphasis 
on verification has been and how this has been used as a pretext for not engaging 
in serious and genuine negotiations for halting and reversing the nuclear-arms 
race and now the arms race in outer space.

take- all the implications of the recent developments into account, 
the conclusion is obvious, and it is that the present is the moment to act. If 
we can succeed in urgently negotiating an agreement or agreements, we.will have 
prohibited the newest round of build-up of futuristic weapons which will take us 
to a. point of no return. Ve should not be misled by the argument that there is 
no 'urgency because the new weapon systems are still at the phase of development 
and research,- It is precisely at this phase that it will be feasible for us oo 
ban this new arms race. If we miss this opportunity, these weapons will already 
become another frightening reality -of our life and may be so integrated witn the

whole and with the security doctrines of the powers possessing

When we

weapon systems as a ------- - ...
these weapons that negotiations for controlling or banning them will become as 
intractable and frustrating as the negotiations on nuclear disarmament. In fact,

of the ASAT system, it already seemsin some respects, particularly in the 
to have reached that hopeless stage.

ca.se

afford the luxury of a. non-negotiating 
this subject? Hew can any of us, in all

should be content with merely identifying 
destabilizing effect, or the

In such a situation how can we 
mandate for an ad hoc committee on 
honesty and sincerity, suggest that we 
those space—weapon systems which could have a. 
issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race j.n the ouuer space, c/ 
analysing the lacunae in the existing international agreements having a bearing 
on the arms race in outer space, or adopt a. progressive approoc^ s a_ ing 
with the question of the immunity of satellites and later on going »c new w p 
systems? The latter suggestion could have been acceptable when it was made in 
the early 1960s, but not now. As regards our making an analysis of the existing 
relevant international treaties as a point of departure, such an exercise co' 
have been of some value a few years ago, but not today. We now know tja.t in- 
spite cf these trea.ties* the new weapon systems are oem^r deve^epe^. es •
Our first and foremost task is to reverse tnis trend.

—
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All the conditions for starting serious negotiations on this subject are
There are first of all the grave implications of the recent developments 

These developments have taken place in spite of and by means
Nothing short of a new regime

present.
staring at our face, 
of a transgression of the existing legal regimes. 
will do in these circumstances.

t : Thera is also a draft treaty submitted by the UÎ5SR' on the subject.
Practically-every delegation which has commented on this draft treaty has drawn 
our attention to its positive features and the tremendous improvement that it 
represents over the proposals submitted by the USSR on the same subject in 19^1. 
Its provisions for banning not only the deployment of space-based weapons but" also 
their testing and development, banning new anti-satellite systems and the 
elimination of -the existing ones, and for verification are its particularly

Some questions have been asked about the adequacy of its 
provisions on verification. We have, here, the assurance of the leader of the 
USSR delegation that these provisions are negotiable with a view to being 
elaborated and improved upon. Draft legal instruments are not supposed tc be only 
generally commented upon in the plenary statements in this Conference ; the whole 
purpose of submitting them is to take them uc as a basis for serious negotiation.

welcome features.

Since the dawning of the space era, we have had occasions to exult in
In this we havesuccessive human achievements in the conquest of outer space. 

shared with the nationals of the countries concerned, their excitement at each 
successful mission of the United States Space Shuttles, the USSR's Salyut and 
Soyuz, and the European Space Agency's Ariane, as though these were our own 
achievements. Very recently, .our whole nation became, through.the television 
network, an active participant in the glory of the achievements in outer space of 
two Soviet cosmonauts and the first Indian cosmonaut, Rakesh Sharma.

We, therefore, shudder even to think about, let alone accept the fact of, 
these great adventures of the human spirit being turned to use for destructive

We urge withpurposes, having the potentiality of triggering a nuclear holocaust, 
all the force and conviction at our command that we must arrest this trend and

We must without further delayprevent the development of these space weapons.commence negotiations for elaborating, a new instrument, or instruments, the need 
for which is established beyond any shred of doubt. Space technology fortunately 
does not as yet carry the stigma of a Hiroshima, and the world still cherishes 
Yuri Gagarin's first space exploration and Neil Armstrong's great leap for mankind. 
By arresting the militarization of outer space and preventing the arms race there, 
not only will we be able to pull the human race at least a few inches away from the

will contribute to disarmament and to Man's continuedbrink of disaster, but also we 
exploration of the peaceful potentialities of outer space.
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I must now address an issue whose importance and urgency can hardly be 
over-emphasized. I refer to the question of arms control and outer space.

We have viewed with considerable apprehension and regret the apparent 
inability of the Conference on Disarmament to come to grips with the very real 
and pressing problems of arms control and outer^space, an issue with a potential 
for seriously destabilizing effects, not to mention the possible financial 
outlays of almost unimaginable dimensions. It would be unproductive, as we see 
it, to attempt to attribute responsibility for lack of movement in this issue. 
The fact is that no ad hoc working group was established last year and we have 
not yet been able to agree on the creation of a subsidiary body at the current

Let me suggest that, as in the case of our goal of a nuclear test ban, 
the experience gained in other areas of negotiation to recognize the 

essentials required. We are facing an almost unique situation in that this 
Conference is being offered an opportunity — and a challenge — to tackle a 
new, substantive and vital issue. No matter what the scope of the mandate 
agreed to, initially, surely no one would deny that certain basic research is 
required.
and international law as it pertains to the subject is a necessary first step.
It follows that the definitional aspects also constitute basic and essential 
elements which must be addressed at the outset.

session, 
we use

It is not unreasonable to assume that a survey of existing treaties

I suggest therefore that we can and should agree immediately to the format 
of an ad hoc committee to take up these aspects and if possible other aspects of

If past experience is an example, there is more thanthe outer space issue, 
enough work to occupy an a<i hoc committee with such a mandate for the remainder

In any case, upon the successful and, we hope,of the summer part of the session, 
speedy fulfilment of this initial mandate, the Conference could then move to other 
and more detailed consequential aspects of the issue.

In case there is any doubt as to where Canada stands on this matter, I 
would remind the Conference that Prime Minister Trudeau at the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in June 1982, urged the 
international community to undertake the negotiation of a treaty to ban weapons

This remains one of the most important Canadian arms 
Indeed, Canada was one of the first delegations to table, 

a substantive working paper on the subject in 1982. That 
dealt with the stabilizing and destabilizing features of systems in space.

for use in outer space. 
control objectives.
in this Conference
paper
Our message then was that in dealing with the outer space issue, it would be 
necessary to consider, with all due deliberation, the over-all net effects on a

For example, the arms control aspects of reconnaissancesystem-by-system basis, 
satellites might well outweigh their targeting capabilities.
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Since then, however, the Prime Minister stated in the House of Commons on 
9 February 1984 his intention to circulate in the Conference on Disarmament a 
proposal-to ban high-altitude anti-satellite systems. The Canadian Government 
has now initiated a number of long-range studies on certain aspects of the outer 

It is our intention to contribute in an innovative manner to thespace issue.
deliberations of the proposed ad hoc committee, making use of the resultant 
research. We propose to deal with outer space as a whole as well as specific 
aspects related to low and high altitude. The distinction between low and high 
altitude is one which we believe merits particular attention, and is one which 
Prime Minister Trudeau drew attention to in a speech in Montreal last November 
in relation to ASATs. We intend, at an appropriate stage, to contribute a 
number of working papers which will provide a more detailed discussion of the 
approach, particularly as it pertains to high altitudes.
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Several speakers have given us the benefit of their analysis of the situation 
or explained the philosophy behind disarmament negotiations, telling us if not who 
are to blame, then what not 'to expect or why we should not persist in this or that 
course or how we should proceed in order to be constructive.
Mr. President, I should say that in my simple and still confused mind, I tend to 
agree with most if not all of them. I tend to agree because, I must confess, I 
have difficulty detecting any flaw in their reasoning. Their rationality is, so 
to say, unassailable.

If you asked me,



Perhaps I can make myself 
my country. One single thing, 
disturbing to other eople, ma 
though! the message
instruction may come to uâ and "te 11 Us;,that what we are doing is wrong. He may 
even-tell us the reason why it is wrong; A less educated man may just call on us 
to stop what we are'doing. Another man of still less instruction will probably 
get angry and heap abuse on us.

clear by citing this piece of ancient wisdom from 
for instance, something that we do which may be 
draw differ nt reactions from ifferent people ven
get across us ’ is actually the same. Awant

: ,,So here I feel I must sourtd a warning against ‘'rationalism'1, or “excessive 
rationalism" if you like, by which I mean the attitude of taking what is rational — 
or, more correctly stated, given man's limited faculty, what may appear to be 
rational at any given time, including the present, for instance — as the Ultimate 
truth and of dismissing anything else aS being not worthy of further consideration

The reactions of the three different people are different, but what all of 
them want of us is the same. It is up to us how to respond. A wise man, according 
to the ancient teaching, will not return the third man's anger, will not ignore 
the second^ or fail to give heed to the first. Irrespective of how the case is 
presented to him, on the substsnee of the issue, he will respond in the same manner. 
He will do what is reasonably expected of him, that is, stop what he is doing.

•jVr,rBo ‘much for this piece of Oriental wisdom. The point I want to make is that 
lack of sufficient knowledge and or experience on the part of some of our members 
on some subject matters should not be a valid reason for some other members to hold 
up discussions or to prevent negotiations altogether on that particular subject.n'!>- ,.i •< • "• " ' ■ ,

In my delegation's view, contrary to what has been alluded to in this Chamber, 
the process of learning, if it ever comes to that, can take place at the same time 
as the process of discussion and negotiation. This view, of course, predicates a 
readiness to acquire the necessary knowledge in order to be able to take part in 
the processes if not intelligently then at least reasonably, and certainly with the 
beat of•intentions to be constructive. Another point, a corollary to what I have 
tried to explain, is that one should keep an open mind. One must always be ready 
to- try to see other people's viewpoints, to recognize any merit one may find in 
their arguments and to change one's own point of view accordingly whenever 
subsequent events or a new development in human comprehension prove the other party's 
view to be the correct one.

0.; ' jV

An open mind, realism and idealism are necessary requisites for fruitful 
discussion. In the light of the present state of our deliberations, and disarmament 
negotiations In general, I should say that a heavy dose of idealism is what is 
particularly heedel at present. I an- still realistic enough not to expect that - 
everybody could be induced to behave in consonance with the spirit of one other 
piece of Oriental wisdom which says that truth can be arrived at through he 
performance of deeds involving self-sacrifice.

However, in this connection, 1 cannot help being reminded of the sic.'much 
employed by peace demonstrators for many years exhorting that "peac?- be g a chance",
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But then, if I act accordingly and take a position which leads to acceptance 
of, or resignation to, what would amount to inaction on most of what to .my delegation 
and'many other delegations, notably of the Group of 21, constitute high priority 
items on our agenda, I will have trouble with my conscience, because it would imply 
recognizing that the overwhelming majority of the world's population behind the 
Final Document of the first Special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disàrmaoent arid the various General Assembly resolutions which guide our work had 
been wrong.
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implying that some "sacrifice” should be made, in the form of what may appear as 
"less security", in order to ensure lasting peace. The same spirit, I would surmise, 
must have more or less inspired the then Prime Minister of the United Kingdom,
Harold MacMillan, who said, when commenting: on the still uncompleted comprehensive 
test ban treaty in 1959, "We ought to take risks for so great a prize".

In the light of the present situation in which, as has been alluded to in this 
Chamber, the opportunity still existing at the moment to halt the inexorable slide 
of the world towards holocaust may be the last, and if not now seized may never come 
back again, and as there is no better alternative, would not such "risk-taking" 
prove to be realistic after all, and rational too?

On the items of our agenda, I will spare the Conference a restatement of my
Suffice it for me to say that on all those eightdelegation’s well-known position, 

items the position of my delegation, as explained by my predecessor in last year's 
session, remains unchanged. Moreover, on such subjects as the comprehensive test 
ban, prevention of nuclear war and related matters, cessation of the nuclear-arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, and prevention of an arms race in outer space, other 
speakers of the Group of 21 have stated our common views with greater eloquence and 
clarity than I would ever dare hope to be able to do. My delegation fully supports 
the position of the Group of 21, on those and other items as elucidated by its 
spokesmen, including the demand for the establishment of the relevant ad hoc 
committees, which must be given adequate mandates.

CD/PV.263
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Finally-, would like to touch briefly upon the question of prevention of àn 
arms race in outer space.': Outer space, which we may call the last remaining 
frontier for mankind, has infinite potentiality as a stage for our future activities. 
As a country promoting various projects for the peaceful use of outer space,
Japan is keenly interested in the prevention of an arms race in it. I hope that in 
this field, too,'a study in concrete terms will be made at the Conference on 
Disarmament. To that end, also, it is desirable that the United States and the 
Soviet Union both take a positive stance.



The Yugoslav delegation has repeatedly pointed out that the prevention -of-'an 
arms raoe in outer space has acquired particular urgency. Today we are even more 
confirmed.in our conviction that urgent steps are needed to prevent the process of 
militarization of outer space from assuming irreversible proportions, 
contribution that could be made by the Conference in the consideration of this 
question through an ad hoc committee, which should be set up as earlÿ as possible, 
is both timely and indispensable.The. first task,? however, should be tb ;■ • ’
discontinue immediately any existing plans and programmes.to militarize outer spade. 
Instead of carrying on discussion on who might or=might not be in possession of ' i 
sophisticated weapons systems, in outer space, it is indispensable for the 
respective Governments to announce publicly and as soon as possible their 
political decisions not to develop such systems and to assume, as a -first step, 
the obligation not to use the: existing onesr if any , under, any conditions . A 
second urgent step immediately following the above decision would be th* 
negotiation and adoption of. ,a'verifiable agreement between the Governments concerned 
on the dismantling or removal of such systems. No protracted negotiations are 

to achieve the foregoing because! what is at:stake are the political

The

necessarydecisions-of Governments to put an immediate stop to the new arms race in outer 
space,.,with its unforeseeable consequences for humanity. After this indispensable 
initial step, the Conference, as an appropriate forum, could undertake the 
preparation of adequate instruments.

(Mr. Vidas, Yugoslavia)
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Further tasks avait us in the days ahead: the resumption of consultations 
concerning the establishment of subsidiary bodies in relation to other items on our 
agenda and the definition of their terms of reference. Among those items, there is 
one to_ which the French Government attaches major importance, namely, the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space.

The French delegation, acting on 'instructions from its Government, would like 
today to set out France's views on this matter. It has already referred on several 
occasions to the problems of the military use of space and last year devoted a working 
paper, CD/375, dated 14 April 1983, to the subject.

The French delegation has also taken note with the greatest interest of the 
positions and ideas expressed by other delegations. It remarks the importance and 
interest which the international community now attaches to this question.

I should now like to explain:
Why ny Governments feels it necessary to set out today, on the occasion of the 

resumption of our session, its over-all position on these problems ;

What are its concerns in connection both with the aspects relating to the 
deployment of anti-satellite systems and with the prospects of the development of 
anti-missile defense systems.

France is worried about the new turn> whether as regards anti-missile systems or 
as regards anti-satellite devices; that competition for the military use of space is 
likely to take. Anti-missile systems and anti-satellite devices alike eventually 
entail serious risks of destabilization because of the scope of the efforts that the 
USSR or the United States have undertaken or are preparing to undertake. 
development would naturally have direct implications for France, for her security and 
for that of Europe, 
international security, 
community, if only because of its impact upon the prospects for co-operation in 
developing the peaceful uses of outer space to which France remains deeply attached.

Such a

It would also affect the balance of East-West relations and 
It is therefore of relevance to the entire international

International opinion is justifiably disturbed at such developments, which seem
It is important toto introduce a new and dangerous dimension into the arms race, 

assert that they do not constitute the only possible outcome in this respect and 
that there is an alternative in the form of negotiations with a view to specific and 
verifiable results.

If we have chosen to take a stand today in order to express as clearly as possible 
the conclusions we have reached, it is because there is a consensus that the 
Conference on Disarmament is the appropriate multilateral forum. Such an approach 
naturally does not preclude direct contacts between the United States and the USSR, 
t the recent ministerial session of the Atlantic Alliance, on 31 Hey last, France,
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like its allies — and I quote the communiqués — welcomed "the United States willingness 
to discuss with the Soviet Union programmes of research on strategic defence".

Whether it be with regard to the limitation of anti-satellite systems or to that 
of anti-missile systems, we consider that appropriate contacts between those two 
countries should be encouraged. The question is none the less of concern to all 
the countries in the world, and the Conference on Disarmament, which is representative 
of the entire international community, is therefore the appropriate body for its 
discussion.

I shall now turn to the second point : -what are France's thoughts and proposals?

Firstly, the prospect of the development of new anti-ballistic missile technologies 
is disturbing in several respects.

Deterrence, which has played a vital role in the maintenance of peace in Europe 
is based on the maintenance, in the face of an attack, of an assured strike-back 
capability. The various technological developments notwithstanding, it has so far 
been possible to maintain such a capacity.

But nowadays France, like the entire international community, is inevitably 
disturbed at the appearance of new technologies that might jeopardize the stability — 
and hence the peace — that has so far resulted from the very high degree of 
invulnerability of the means for nuclear second strikes and from the direct control of 
those means by the political authorities.

A situation in which each of the two main Powers sought to render its territory 
totally invulnerable, that is to evade all second strikes — without, incidentally, 
being at all sure of success in that respect — would De fraught with danger.

On the one hand, the mere announcement of an intention to press ahead with the 
development of such systems would itself constitute an incitement to the revival of the 
offensive arms race: each Power would seek to saturate the anti-ballistic missile 
systems planned by the other and to multiply its non-ballistic delivery vehicles 
(such as cruise missiles).

• Hence, far from promoting the reduction of offensive systems, the prospect of the 
deployment of new defensive systems is likely to lead to contrary developments.

On the other hand, the devices in question, some of which would be automatic, might, 
for reasons having to do with the technologies involved, uncontrollably replace 
political decision-making.

The substantial research programmes in question have so far developed on each side 
without infringing the provisions of the existing international agreements, notably the 
United States-Soviet treaty on anti-ballastic missile systems that was concluded in 
1972. They are nevertheless of such a kind as to create, henceforth, a momentum that 
would be contrary to the restoration of strategic balances at the lowest possible level.

That is why the French Government is concerned at the efforts undertaken both 
by the United States and by the USSR to hasten the development of these new 
anti-ballastic missile systems.
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Secondly, the French Government vould like the new and future anti-ballistic 
technology to be the subject of serious negotiation with a view to reaching 
agreement on verifiable limits that would come into effect before irreversible 
developments have occurred.

All the countries of the world have a common interest in seeing the 
restoration and maintenance of the strategic balance, followed by the reduction 
of the level of armaments and, therefore, to see the successful conclusion of the 
bilateral negotiations initiated between the United States and the USSR.

That interest is, of course, shared by France, too. My country confirmed 
last September, before the United Nations General Assembly, the conditions under 
which it, in its turn, would be able to participate in the efforts to reduce

it emphasized the vital importance of maintaining a limit onnuclear weapons ; 
ABM systems.

To return to the past, France paid tribute to the effort and reciprocal 
limitation that characterized the bilateral United States—Soviet treaty of 1972 
on anti-ballistic missile systems, even though that document permits the 
retention, in each country, of a not inconsiderable capacity for whose 
modernization it provides.

Further, France, as a party to the 19&7 Outer Space Treaty, is very 
that it should be observed. But, as the President of the Republic pointed out 
in his statement to the thirty—eighth United Nations General Assembly, that 
treaty provides only a partial response to the questions raised by the 
development of space technologies, since it does not prohibit the permanent 
stationing of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction.

Thirdly, France proposes that all the countries concerned, and first and 
foremost the United States and the USSR, should engage in a genuine multilateral 
dialogue with a view to the duly monitored limitation of new anti-ballistic 
technologies.

In view of the interaction between anti-satellite systems and ABM systems, 
France believes that it is the resultant whole that should be the subject of 
thorou^i examination.

It is already unrealistic even now, and it would not necessarily be 
desirable, to fix as the objective the complete demilitarization of space. It 
is, however, desirable and possible to achieve undertakings that would have the 
following features:

They would be limited, having as their objective the forestalling of 
destabilizing military developments without affecting the military activities that 
contribute to strategic stability and those that can be of assistance in the 
monitoring of disarmament agreements, account being taken of the joint nature of 
certain civil and military uses of space;

They would be progressive, v/ith a view to limiting as a matter of priority 
those developments that would be likely to create a state of affairs that would be 
irreversible because it would not lend itself to subsequent verification;

Finally, they would be verifiable; all States must feel cor lient of respect 
for the application of such limitations and none must find itself a position to

anxious
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(Mr. de la Gorce, Prance)

There, is a need tobenefit from a violation or the evasion of the agreed limits, 
this end for the rapid initiation of an effort at international consultation 
covering the following points:

(1) The very strict limitation of anti-satellite systems, including in 
particular the prohibition of all such systems capable of hitting satellites^in 
high orbit, the preservation of which is the most important from the point of 
view of strategic balance;
(2) The prohibition, for a renewable period of five years, of the deployment 
on the ground, in the atmosphere or in space of beam-weapon systems capable of 
destroying ballistic missiles or satellites at great distances and, as the 
corollary to this, the banning of the corresponding tests;

(?) The strengthening of the present system of declaration as established by 
the Convention of 14 June 1975 on the registration of space objects, with each

detailed information on 
as to improve the

State or launching agency undertaking to provide 
the specifications and purposes of objects launched so 
possibility of verification;

more

(4) a pledge bv the United States and the USSR to extend to the satellites of 
third countries"the provisions concerning the immunity of certain space objec s 

which they have reached bilateral agreement between themselves.on
action proposed by the French Government therefore aims to preserve 

the great prospects for progress held out to the international community by the 
peaceful use of outer space. It also seeks to preserve m the actual military 
sphere the observation, communication and monitoring tools that contribute to 
stability and. as a result, to security and peace.

The

to the introduction and proliferation in space 
risks of destabilization and wouldWe cannot resign ourselves 

of new weapons' that would create serious 
trigger a new and ruinous arms race.

ERRATUM TO CD/PV.263

On page 21 of the English version, paragraph 5 should read as follows:
Further, France, as a party to the 196? CXiter Space Treaty, is very anxious 

that it should be observed, 
his statement to the thirty-eighth United Nations General Assembly, that treaty 
provides only a partial response to the questions raised by the development of 
space technologies, since it only prohibits the permanent stationing of nuclear 
and other weapons of mass destruction.

But, as the President of the Republic pointed out in
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(Mr. Flores Plea, Mexico)

The negotiations to prevent the build-up of arsenals destined for outer space 
deserve special attention. We consider it essential and extremely urgent that 
preventive action should be taken by this Conference so as to avoid, from the 
outset, a climate of mounting uncertainty which could defeat all efforts to arrest 
the arms race in that region.

Resolution 38/70, adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at. its 
thirty-eighth session, reiterated "that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single 
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, has a primary role in the negotiation 
of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race in 
all its aspects in outer space"-.

CD/PV.264
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(Mr. Alessi, Italy)

All that is neededAgreement on agenda item 5 is possible, as we all know, 
is to want it. ‘By comparison with last April, I see at least two new reasons which 
should induce us to try to reach a positive conclusion to our consultations and 
to establish an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
First, there is the session of the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space which 
is taking place in Vienna at this very time. Owing to a confusion as to competence 
that we consider deplorable, the question of what is termed the "militarization" 
of outer space appears as the first item on the agenda for that session, 
be admitted that the lack of any progress in the Conference on Disarmament, tne 
appropriate forum for discussing matters of this kind, is obviously conducive to 
such regrettable dispersion of effort.

It must

The second reason is the contents of the report to the United States Congress 
on United States space policy which was distributed to us on 12 April last. I 
am sure that all delegations found that document as instructive and interesting

It is a document of a global and detailed nature whichto read as did my own.
tackles frankly the salient aspects of the military uses of outer space, 
explains, inter alia, the factors which, in the view of the authorities in 
Washington, stand in the way of the identification of effective measures that 
could be negotiated at once.
they ought to be expressed with a comparable degree of precision. 
of that kind took place within the framework of an ad hoc committee with a general 
mandate of an exploratory nature, we would be able to perform the important

By doing so we would accomplish the first step

It

Differing opinions are, of course, possible, but
If a discussion

background work that is required, 
which, at this stage, can only be the identification of the questions connected

A whole session would notwith the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 
suffice for an in-depth discussion of all the issues raised by the report I have
mentioned.

The penultimate chapter of this report contains a preliminary evaluation of 
initiatives taken by the Soviet Union with regard to the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space. If, within the framework of an ad hoc committee, the 
Soviet delegation could reply to the comments made in the report, we could do the 
work which the distinguished representative of India eloquently requested on 
26 April last.

Furthermore, some detailed views on the subject were put forward by our 
distinguished French colleague, Ambassador de La Gorce, on behalf of his 
Government at our last meeting. They deserve our full attention.
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(Mr. Alésai, Italy)

In these circumstances, insistence on the insertion of one word rather than 
another in a mandate becomes incomprehensible. If it is desired to reach 
agreements, there is only one way of going about it: engaging in a dialogue. My 
delegation takes the liberty of appealing once more to the reason and moderation 
of all so that such a dialogue may commence in this crucial field.

CD/PV.264
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

In view of the unrestrained territorial extension of the arms race by the 
United States Administration, the worries concerning the fate of outer space have 
been growing. My delegation dealt with that matter in the plenary during the 
spring session. Today we would just like to refer to the fact that the last 
session of the United Nations General Assembly, with only one vote against, adopted 
resolution 38/70 on the prevention of an arms race in outer space and demanded 
negotiations on a corresponding treaty with high priority. Time is pressing, much 

The militarization of space would not only mean a quantitative 
increase of highly sophisticated weapon systems, but it would also undermine 
existing treaties and generally impede the verification of any future agreements 

In this way, the arms race would get completely out of control.

is at stake.

on disarmament.

Our Conference should immediately set about the elaboration of an agreement. 
The draft treaty of the Soviet Union, to which the aforementioned resolution 58/70

This draft does not only identify the relevantrefers, constitutes a solid basis, 
matters, but it also offers suggestions for their solution.
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(Mr. Carasales, Argentina)

The forthcoming weeks will witness once again fresh efforts to set in motion the 
machinery which will lead to negotiations on the three agenda items I singled out 
earlier, as well as a fourth which is closely linked with them: the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space.

We must bear in mind, however, that such exercises cannot be repeated indefinitely. 
If there are some who are net prepared to negotiate on anything, let them say so 
unequivocally so that everyone can know it.
efforts to seeking ways of disguising this situation, and we cannot accept formulas 
whose sole purpose is to. keep us inoffensively entertained and to give the impression 
that we are doing something when in fact we axe not doing anything.

The rest of us should not deploy our

ThatThe Conference on Disarmament is an organ which was set up to negotiate. 
is not the only thing it can do, but negotiation is its essential activity, and 
everything it undertakes should sooner or later be aimed towards negotiation, which 
must be the final objective of the entire process. The Conference on Disarmament is 
neither an academic nor a deliberative body, nor a wheel spinning in a vacuum and
used up by its own movement.

This is a reality which underlies and is inseparable from all the so-called 
"procedural" activities, which take up the greater part of our time. The very word 
"procedural" is misleading. In any event, it is repea/fcedly mentioned in attempts 
which my delegation cannot pass over in silence — to distract attention from the reau 
state of affairs in the Conference. I shall refer to these attempts in the final part
of my statement.

At the final plenary meetings in April, some delegations drew up a sort of balance
They repeatedly expressed their now traditionalsheet of the work of the Conference, 

lament — which we again heard on Thursday, 14 June — at the lack of progress and the 
consequent loss of time on matters they referred to as purely procedural-, largely 
attributable to the obstinacy of some delegations, including the Group of 21, in 
insisting on the inclusion of a specific word in the mandates.

In the first place, as I said earlier, to describe the substance of the lengthy 
discussions in the various contact groups as "procedural" is misleading and has the 
connotation of minimizing the importance of the disagreements.

My delegation by no means shares this viewpoint, 
to be, under discussion, is basically whether the Conference on Disarmament is ful-^y 
carrying out its responsibilities regarding fundamental present-day issues by setting 
up what is recognized as the appropriate machinery and assigning clear, concrete 
objectives to it, or whether it will embark on virtually academic analysis net 
specifically linked with the negotiating function cf the Conference.

What has been, and will continue

The Group of 21 has givenThis is not a secondary or procedural alternative, 
proof of great willingness to co-operate, and demonstrated extreme flexibility and 
understanding for certain difficulties which may be faced by some delegations. -s

particular item is netto be expected that specific governments will consider that 
really ripe for negotiation, or that in any event they are net prepared to nego v^.a 
on it for the time being. The Group of 21 has not always insisted on immediate 
negotiating mandates.

some
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(Mr. Turbanski. Poland)

In another top-priority agenda item, prevention of an arms ra:ce in outer space, 
we join those speakers who have spoken this week, namely, the representatives of 
Prance and Italy, in urging that we embark on a serious, concrete dialogue in the 
framework of an appropriate working body. The General Secretary of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of 
the USSR*.Konstantin Chernenko, has pointed out recently that given a real interest 
in finding effective solutions, all issues of this highly complex and dangerous 
problem could be successfully resolved in the course of the talks proposed by the 
Soviet Union, both on anti-satellite weapons and on the prevention of the 
militarization of outer space in general. In view of the test carried out by the 
United States on 10 June last, this appeal and constructive proposal of the Soviet 
leader to freeze anti-rsatellite-weapon tests is unreservedly supported by Poland.
For, to quote Konstantin Chernenko : "agreement on these questions must be sought 
without delay while spa.ce wea.pons have not yet been deployed and while a. breakthrough 
in the race of space weapons, unpredictable in its consequences, has not yet been 
made. Tomorrow may be too la.te".

In view of what I have just said, it is urgent to come to negotiations, 
without deviating this Conference's activities to endless, artificial debates m 
seeking limited or vague mandates. Such an approach would mean open obstruction 
of the work of subsidiary bodies. In other words, let me emphasise it aga.m, we 
are strongly for a sincere, straightforward approach. This refers not only to -he 
prevention of nuclear war but equally to the aotivities with respect to the nuc ear 
test ban and prevention of an aims race in outer space. Ad .fee committees with 
negotiating mandates should be established for these agenda items as soon as 
possible, in accordance with the proposals put forward by numerous delegations of 
the Group of 21 and socialist countries, including my own delegation. As a matter

items would constitute progress in preventing theof fact, any progress in these 
threat of nuclear war, as all these problems a.re inseparable.
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

For the third year now a vast majority of delegations in this chamber have been 
calling for specific negotiations on another priority issue of disarmament — that of 
preventing an arms race in outer space. The Soviet delegation approaches this issue 
in the belief that the task of preventing militarization of outer space brooks no 
delay. And it has to be dealt with in a most radical way, before the menacing 
process of militarizing outer space becomes irreversible. As Comrade K.U. Chernenko 
pointed out, "on this issue there should be no room for propagandist tricks or for 
attempts at ensuring some temporary advantages for oneself. To prevent outer space 
from being militarized is a problem which is of importance to the whole of mankind".

On the basis of this understanding of the importance and urgency of the problem, 
our country has put forth a whole range of proposals, initiatives and draft documents 
aimed at preventing the arms race from spreading into outer space.

In particular, the Conference on Disarmament has before it an initiative of the 
Soviet Union aimed at prohibiting the use of force in outer space and from outer 
space against the Earth. A Soviet draft treaty on this issue has been referred to the 
Conference by a decision of the United Nations General Assembly at its 
thirty-eighth session. The draft provides for a ban on the testing and deployment in 
outer space of any space—based weapons to be used against targets located on the 
Earth's surface, in the atmosphere and in outer space as well as for a radical 
solution of the anti-satellite weapons issue, and contains a number of other important 
provisions.

A treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in or from outer space would 
establish the non-use of force in outer space and from outer space as a political and 
legal regime, while at the same time providing reliable material guarantees for such 
non-use of force.

In the past three years those opposed to negotiations on preventing the 
militarization of space have used all kinds of pretexts to block the very possioility

But what we heard most often were statements aboutof progress towards that goal.
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the "paramount importance" of the anti-satellite systems limitation issue. So what?
The provisions contained in the Soviet draft treaty on banning the tests of any 
anosatallite systems, on banning the development of new such systems and eliminating 
these already in existence offer a complete and radical solution to the problem of 
anti-sacellite weapons.

Finally, to facilitate an agreement the Soviet Union already last year declared 
a unilateral moratorium on the launching of anti-satellite weapons into outer space. •
In other words, the USSR has taken a unilateral obligation to refrain from launching 
any kind of anti-satellite weapons into outer space as long as other States, including 
the United States, also refrain from similar actions. It goes without saying that 
this obligation extends to test launches of anti-satellite weapons as well.

Veterans of disarmament present in this chamber will agree with me when I say 
that hardly ever before has the tactical camouflage of a negotiating position been so 
blatantly disavowed as was the case with the assertion regarding the Soviet Union's 
"unwillingness" to conduct negotiations on the limitation of anti-satellite systems.
As you knew, the United States House of Representatives has recently passed an 
amendment prohibiting the allocation of funds for the testing of United States 
anti-satellite weapons provided that the Soviet Union and other countries refrain from 
conducting such tests.

In this connection, the delegation of the Soviet Union would like to use the high 
rostrum of this Conference to reaffirm the effectiveness of the moratorium declared 
earlier by the Soviet Union on the stationing in outer space of anti-satellite weapons 
of any kind. At the same time we regard this moratorium, for all its usefulness, 
only as a first step towards the complete prohibition of anti—satellite weapons, 
including the elimination of the systems already in existence. That is why, while 
continuing to insist on the beginning of a practical discussion at the Conference on 
Disarmament on the issue of preventing the militarization of outer space, we would 
like to recall that the USSR is ready immediately to start formal negotiations with 
the United States to achieve an agreement with regard to anti—satellite systems.
This readiness was expressed by Comrade K.U. Chernenko in his answers to questions 
from the United States journalist J. Kingsbury—Smith, published on 12 June this year. 
The text of the answers is being distributed today at the request of the Soviet 
delegation as official document CD/510.

Given a genuine interest in finding effective solutions, any relevant issues, 
including those of verifying compliance with future agreements limiting tne arms 
race in space, could be successfully resolved to the benefit of all.
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(Hr. Boutros Boutros Ghali, Egypt)

The extension of the aims race to outer space represents a new source of 
anxiety for all mankind. If the world has welcomed the peaceful conquest of space, 
there is no doubt that today it is profoundly alarmed at the increasing' trend — 
especially on the part of the countries which possess the largest technological 
capabilities — towards an arms race in outer space and the development of new weapons 
systems. Whereas stars and planets were sources of poetic inspiration in the past, 
today they have become a theatre for military rivalry and are about to fall hostage 
to evil and destructive drives.

Egypt, which has for long done its utmost to draw attention to the necessity 
of securing outer space against non-peaceful uses, hopes that you will expeditiously 
initiate negotiations with a view to conclude an agreement or agreements — as 
appropriate — to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer space.

CD/PV.270
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(Mr. Caraaales, Argentina)

I cannot conclude this statement without saying a few words about «vents which 
occurred in recent days and brought the possibility of negotiations on the military 
use of outer space closer to hand.

Although the final outcome of this initiative is as yet unknown, my delegation 
cannot but welcome it, as it would welcome any step which might lead us to a less 
dangerous and more stable world.

However, my delegation oust also raise some questions relating to the process 
Already under way on this subject at the multilateral level. It must be asked what 
the impact of this attempt to take the issue to the bilateral level will be on the 
multilateral effort, and even to what extent they are compatible. The prevention of 
an arms race in outer space is a matter of particular concern to the United-’Nations, 
as is reflected ip the many resolutions adopted on the subject by the General Assembly, 
which it is unnecessary to recall. Furthermore, the United Nations has "a central 
role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament", as stated in the 
Final Document (paragraph 114).

The single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, the Conference 
on Disarmament, included a specific item relating to this issue in its 
agenda in 1982. It has repeatedly been argued — and recently, with particu ar 
emphasis, at the last meeting of the United Nations Committee on the Peacefu s«~s

forum for dealing with the prevention, ofof Outer Space — that the sole competent 
an arms race in space is the Conference on Disarmament.

Over the last two years, intensive efforts have been made to set in motion within 
the Conference suitable machinery for undertaking the substantive consideration o 
this problem, with the results which we all know. At the same time, many coun ri-s 
have repeatedly expressed their interest in this issue which affects all States o 
a greater or lesser extent. On 12 June 1934» the representative of France clear./ 
summed up the situation when he said that the recent developments in this fie 
"have direct implications for France, for her security and for that of Europe. I 
would also affect the balance of East-West relations and international security. J. 
is therefore of relevance to the entire International community, if only because o 
ts impact upon the prospects for co-operation and developing the peaceful uses o 

outer space".



C3/FV.270
26

(Hr. Carasales. Argentina)

This collective interest explains the frustration felt by many at the 
uselessness of our efforts to set up an-ad hoc committee, efforts brought to 
standstill by the difficulties raised by the word "negotiations" in whatever 
context it is sought to introduce it. 
it implies in the recent bilateral exchanges is something which must be greeted 
with surprise but at the same time welcomed. ,

The frequent mention of that word and what

Nobody questions the possibility, and in some cases even the desirability, 
of direct contacts between the two leading Powers in the field of the use of space, 
but these should never be üo the d ' trine. ,i of she multilateral approach to 
disarmament, a conquest — if it can oe called that —— which all claim ; to suoporty 
and which therefore should be preserved and promoted, ; .

It should no u oe forgotten that the procedures of the Conference on Disarmament 
flexible, despite which its possibilities have by no means been fully utilized, 

-rt-t a given stage in the negotiations, specific items and issues may need to be 
considered temporarily in groups of limited membership. This is feasible within 
the framework of the Conference on Disarmament, and in opr opinion would be 
compatiole with the multilateral approach v/hich was achieved with great effort 
and which we should maintain and strengthen, as security is indivisible and no 
problem in this field is exclusively bilateral or can fail to affect the others.
It is to be hoped that with regard to this issue as well as others the broad 
possibilities offered by the Conference on Disarmament will be taken into account 
and duly utilized by all concerned, and in particular in the field of space, if 
-he current attempts to explore other avenues ere not fruitful.

are
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Jîr. Pères dc- Cuellar, be :re tary-Ger.ers 1 of the United listions ) 
We find ourselves in a special situation v/hich is at once a threat and a 

challenge. The threat arises from the extension of the aims race into the new 
dimension of outer space and from the emergence of new weapon systems which are 
difficult to verify.
precarious situation, which has its origin in the atmosphere of mutual suspicion 
prevailing between the two leading nuclear Powers.

This trend will destabilize still further an already

The problem of preventing the arms race in outer space has been before 
this Conference since 1982. With regard to the establishment of a subsidiary 
body to make a thorough study of the question and 'undertake negotiations-, 
there are obviously serious differences of approach, which I hope can be overcome. 
Any ai rort bilateral or multilateral — which might lead to the final objective 
of preventing an arms race in outer space must be encouraged. The General Assembly 
has..assigned an important role tc the process of multilateral negotiation in 
this Conference. and that role should be fulfilled.

1
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Hr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia)
Since we are now well into the summer part of our session for this year it would, 

unfortunately,, seem safe to conclude that, apparently, we have again failed to establish 
subsidiary bodies on such priority items as prevention of nuclear war, nuclear test 
ban, nuclear disarmament and prevention of an arms race in outer space. Obviously 
it is not from negligence or lack of attention, since the Conference spent many weeks 
in consultations and in various contact groups trying to come to an agreement on the 
wording of naandates for the proposed subsidiary bodies. Unfortunately, this effort 
was from the beginning doomed to failure since a couple of delegations confronted us 
with an impossible task to solve — to provide subsidiary bodies with nice mandates, 
while at the same time not committing themselves to negotiating on specific measures 
of disarmament. My delegation fully shares what has been said to this effect by 
Ambassador Carasales of Argentina in his statement of 19 June. .In fact, these seemingly 
technical and procedural matters are often very good indicators of a Government's 
approach to a given problem. If there is a readiness on all sides to solve a problem 
and negotiate on it, terms of reference usually emerge quite naturally and without 
any difficulty. Experience of past disarmament negotiations fully confirms that. On 
the other hand, serious problems in establishing mandates undoubtedly indicate, and 
this is the case in our Conference now, that some countries represented here would 
like to believe they are not interested in solving the problems we are addressing.
I have deliberately said "would like to believe", since it is our firm opinion t..a- 
if any country is afraid that it would lose something by agreeing on measures to prevent 

to stop nuclear testing or undertaking gradual nuclear disarmament, then 
must be the victims of illusions that are extremelynuclear war, 

he leaders of that country 
.tangerous for the whole international community.
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

Perhaps one of the best illustrations in this respect could, in not so distant 
a future, come to us from beyond the limits of bur planet. The arms race has not 
only intensified recently on the Earth but is threatening finally to penetrate into 
outer space. This development would have far-reaching consequences which we cannot 
even foresee now. But it is now already quite clear that, as was stated in the 
declaration of the Soviet Government of 29 June, "it would substantially raise the 
risk of the catastrophe of war and undermine the prospects for limitation and reduction 
of armaments in general".

The rapid development of- space technology in recent years has confronted us with 
a situation which can be compared without exaggeration to a crossroads offering two 
diametrically opposite directions to follow. We should not have to think too much 
about which way to choose. It is enough to look at General Assembly resolution ?8/70 
or to listen carefully to statements pronounced in this room by the delegations from 
all regional groups. A responsible and realistic approach should prevail over 
shortsighted considerations of military planners tempted by new technological 
achievements. It is with deep concern that we notice that the latter approach still 
plays a decisive role in the formulation of United States policy with respect to outer 
space. The illusion of the development of an effective strategic defence system based 
in space is still nourished. The United States public is being generously fed with 
this illusion, while almost nothing is being said on the possible dangerous destabilizing 
effects of this programme, the "effectiveness" of which would be first apparent in 
undermining the existing agreements on the limitation of ABM systems. • -

This approach goes not only against the vital interests of other States, including 
the allies of the United States, but is clearly contrary to the interest of the 
United States itself. Obviously, United States legislators realize that, as was 
confirmed by the recent vote of the House of Representatives of the United States 
Congress for an amendment prohibiting appropriations for the tests of the United' States 
anti-satellite weapons in space if the USSR and other countries abstain from carrying 
out such tests. We see this vote as closely connected with the assumption by the 
Soviet Union last year of a unilateral commitment not to put anti-satellite weapons 
in space as long as other States, including the United States, refrain from-placing 
anti-satellite weapons of any type in space, which also covers test-launchings of these 
weapons. We also welcome the statement by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
Konstantin Chernenko, of 11 June, that the moratorium announced by the Soviet Union 
remains in force and that it is regarded only as a first step toward the total 
prohibition of anti-satellite weapons, including the elimination of such systems already 
in existence. It was also proposed to the United States to start negotiations with a 
view to achieving an agreement to this effect.

My delegation would like to stress that the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic 
supports fully the undertaking of bilateral Soviet-United States negotiations on this 
question and an early achievement of concrete results of those negotiations. We 
believe that these negotiations should be started as soon as possible, and their 
launching should not be complicated by raising other disarmament problems which, for 
the time being, cannot be solved for wel. known reasons.

».
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

At today's plenary meeting, the Conference embarks upon the consideration of 
agenda item 5j prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Today sis never before, the question of what must be done in order to eliminate 
the danger of nuclear catastrophe arises with exceptional acuteness.

The supreme representatives of the States Members of CMEA, meeting recently 
in Moscow, having expressed their firm conviction that no world problems, including 
the historic argument between socialism and capitalism, can be solved by military 
means, resolutely announced that there- is no more important task today than the 
safeguarding of world peace and averting nuclear catastrophe. Priority is attached 
to ending the arms race, moving to arms reduction and maintaining the military- 
strategic equilibrium at progressively lower levels.

In this context the leaders of the socialist States also expressed the 
conviction that, with strict respect of the principle of equality and equal 
security, the nuclear arms race can be halted and States car embark upon the 
implementation of genuine nuclear disarmament measures. This requires political 
will and an honest, equal and constructive dialogue taking account of the security 
interests of all countries.

The participants in the Moscow meeting reiterated the extremely topical 
significance of such proposals of the socialist countries as that on the reaching 
of agreement on a general and complete nuclear test ban; on the prohibition of 
the militarization of outer space and the use of force in outer space and from 
outer space against the earth; and on the world—wide prohibition and elimination 
of chemical weapons. Other exceptionally important proposals include the proposal 
to conclude a treaty on mutual non-use of armed force and maintenance of peaceful 
relations between the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the States members 
of FATO, as well as the Soviet Union's appeal to other rruclear-weapon Powers 
which have not yet done so to renounce the first use of nuclear weapons.
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The Mongolian People's Republic, as a peace-loving Asian State, together with 
the majority of countries of that vast region has consistently advocated and still 
advocates the preservation of peace and stability, the application of confidence
building manures and the maintenance of good-neighbourly relatione among the 
States of the region. At the same time it is seriously concerned at' the 
aggravation of the situation on the Asian continent owing to aggressive actions 
of the forces of international imperialism and reaction, which are trying to 
achieve military superiority by forming a new military and political alliance and 
by building up militarization and, from a position of strength, attesting to 
dictate their will to sovereign States.

The Joint Declaration by the Heads of State or Government of six countries — 
Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania— addressed to all nuclear- 
weapon Powers received broad support in the Mongolian People's Republic. The 
recent Statement of the Soviet Government on the Joint Declaration was received 
with satisfaction in our country. Reaffirming the principles upon which its 
peace-loving foreign policy is founded, the Soviet Union stated that:

Prevention of war must become the main goal, a compulsory standard for the 
conduct of all nuclear Powers irrespective of the size of their nuclear arsenals;

The nuclear Powers must under no circumstances use nuclear weapons against 
those States that have no such weapons on their territories ;

It is important not to permit any further spread of nuclear weapons to those 
parts of the world where they do not exist and not to carry the nuclear arms race 
into new spheres, including outer space.

The question of prevention of the militarization of outer space has become 
increasingly topical of late. And that is perfectly right and proper.

Under modern conditions, when the latest scientific and technical developments 
are being widely used in all fields of human activity, the task of maintaining a 
peaceful outer space and of forestalling the threat of the spread of the arms race 
to outer space is assuming ever greater significance. There exists a real threat 
that the near future may see the development and deployment of space weapons which, 
on the one hand, may create in certain quarters the illusion of obtaining advantage 
through a first nuclear strike, and, on the other hand, would essentially undermine 
the possibility of taking immediate steps to prevent ar. arms race in outer space 
through international legal instruments, having appropriate verification machinery. 
To be faced with such developments would be exceptionally dangerous.

Ve psk ourselves is there a possibility of preventing such dangerous 
developments? In our view, a read possibility of doing so exists. The important 
point in this matter is the timely adoption without delay of effective measures 
to avert the militarization of outer space.

».
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Proceeding from this premise, the socialist countries consistently strive 

for the adoption of effective and practical measures for the prevention of an
race in outer space and the creation, to that end, of additional barriers in 

international law. This approach of principle forms the basis of the highly 
important proposals by the Soviet Union, which in 1981 and 1933 submitted two 
draft documents, namely, a treaty on the prohibition of stationing weapons of any 
kind in outer space and a treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in outer 
space and from outer space against the earth.

Of exceptional importance to the preservation of universal peace and the 
peaceful utilization of outer space is the Soviet Union's new constructive 
proposal to start bilateral negotiations with the United States of America on the 
prévention of the militarization of outer space and to establish, on a mutual 
basis, starting from the date of the opening of negotiations, a moratorium on the 
testing and deployment of space weapons. As is known, as far back as last year 
the Soviet Union unilaterally assumed the obligation not to place anti-satellite 
weapons in outer space as long as other States, including the United States 
of America, refrain from placing in space anti—satellite weapons of any kind.

j.he new Soviet proposal, in our view, represents a logical continuation of 
the Soviet Union's principled policy on the prevention of the militarization of 
outer space.

weapons of any kind — conventional, nuclear, laser, particle beam or 
other — whether on piloted or non-piloted systems, must not be placed in outer 
space and stationed there. Space weapons, wherever they may be based, must not 
be developed, tested or deployed either for anti-missile defence, nor as anti
satellite weapons, nor for use against targets on earth or in the air". The 
declaration of the Soviet Government states further: "An approach whereby a 
whole categroy of weapons — space strike weapons, including anti-satellite and 
anti-missile space—based systems, as well as all earth—, air—, or sea—based 
means intended to attack objects in outer space — would be prohibited and 
eliminated, would make it possible to ensure reliable verification of the 
fulfilment of the parties' obligations".

It seems to us that the Soviet Union's new proposal to start negotiations 
with the United States of America is exceptionally timely under present conditions, 
when the threat of development of space weapons and of their potential use has 
sharply increased. We believe that the policy and actions of the present 
United States Administration in this field are directly connected with this 
threat. It is in the United States of America that official plans of the 
development and use of weapon systems have been announced, plans fraught with 
the danger of the emergence of a new area of the arms race — outer space — which 
is no less dangerous than the nuclear one. After all, the development of weapons 
intended to strike not only at targets in outer space but also at lard, sea and 
air targets has been proclaimed as one of the main objectives of United States 
military policy.

In the declaration by the Soviet Government it is stated:
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In this connection, the Mongolian delegation notes with concern that the 
United States Administration has adopted a negative "Stand on the Soviet Union's 
proposal, setting preliminary conditions essentially aimed at linking the 
negotiations on outer space with the consideration of questions of strategic 
weapons and medium-range nuclear weapons in Europe.

Such an approach can only he viewed as torpedoing the start of important 
bilateral negotiations on outer space, not to mention the obstructionist line of 
certain western countries in the matter of organizing multilateral negotiations 
within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament.

The question of prevention of an arms race in outer space is relatively new 
in terms of its consideration at the Conference on Disarmament. That does not 
mean, however, that the holding of specific negotiations on this priority issue 

be relegated to the background without any serious grounds for doing so.

That being so, the Mongolian delegation cannot but express its concern at 
the fact that the start of negotiations and the setting up of an ad hoc committee 
on agenda item 5 continues to be blocked in this multilateral negotiating body»

can

Cur delegation takes a resolute stand against any attempt, under any pretext 
whatsoever, to impede the start of practical negotiations at the Conference with

, respectively, agreements on the 
If particular delegations have theira view to the conclusion of an agreement or 

prevention of an arms race;in outer space, own specific ideas or constructive proposals on the substance of the issues as 
a whole, or on specific separate questions — for example, the applicabil-ty of 
existing international treaties and agreements in this field — or, say, if they 
have certain doubts concerning particular approaches by other delegations, such 
issues can be considered precisely in the course of negotiations within the 
framework of the future ad. hoc committee on the question of the prevention of an
arms race in outer space,

CD/F"v:.27A5

::r. A1ZZSI (Italy):

In the domain of arms control in outer space, encouraging.news reaches us_iron ^ 
outside. I refer to reports of the United States acceptance without, preconoitiôhs c_ 
a Soviet call for talks or. preventing an arms race ir. outer space ts...be ne^c mnenr*. 
Wë consider this development a very positive one and-hope that a final agreement can 
be worked out as soon as possible.

Bilateral talks between the two major space Powers seem indispensable ir.^cricr .- 
advance the task of o reventing. an arms race in outer space, n aj-Su^-egifc—- -
hone that such talks"may facilitate parallel progress on other issues ci lunuau^ni— 
concern, in particular nuclear disarmament. The Italian Government mane Known ns 
position in this regard or. 3 July, wishing that the Vienna talks y nay mane c. x := 
constructive "chase of international relations leading »o a grace^e.^ .ssr.nc^-- 
dialc£-;e or. issues relating to arms control and disarmamer.Ù •

a
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The. prospects of bilateral talks on space issues should reverberate positively
In the contrary case, a continuing deadlock onon the Conference on Disarmament, 

item 5 of our agenda would constitute an ever more striking and unjustifiable 
contrast.

In addressing this Conference on 1C July, the Secretary-General of the
"I regard the bilateral processUnited Nations, Javier Feres de Cuellar, stated: 

aimed at achieving disarmament as complementary to the main process at the
It is therefore important that the efforts of this Conferencemultilateral level, 

should be maintained and increased".

bilateral and multilateral consideration of these issues.We share this view: 
should complement each other.

It is reasonable and indeed necessary that the United States and the Soviet Union
This obviously should notdiscuss bilaterally weaponry that only they possess, 

obscure the magnitude of the interest, that all States have in the solution of these
Space technology is within the reach of a growing number of countries; an 

even larger number of countries will benefit, for their own progress, from the 
peaceful exploration and use of outer space. The international community is anxious 
and watchful. We have no alternative but to intensify our efforts.

problems.

I am confident that withI do not wish to raise today matters of procedure, 
your recognised ability and experience, Mr. President, you will bring to a positive 
conclusion the two years of discussions on the creation of a subsidiary body on 
item 5. The Conference cannot afford to fail again.

I would like to use this plenary session to continue our discussion on substance: 
in March 1982, my delegation put forward a number of considerations on issues 
relating to a ban on A3AT systems; we tried to develop such considerations on 
21 July 1983; on 27 March 1984 we aired further thoughts against the background of 
existing international legal instruments and the need to review and a.ssess theur 

The main thrust of those statements was to focus attention on the■implications.Question of ensuring the immunity of satellites, by prohibiting attacks or activities 
directed against them.

Those statements provide the necessary terms of reference for today's statement 
which is devoted to some collateral measures.
discussions I would venture to say that four main threats in and from outer space 
could be identified:

On the basis of our previous■

(a) physical attack with conventional or nuclear explosives;
(b) collision or physical tampering with manoeuvred spacecraft; hypervelocity 

projectiles;
(c) directed-energy weapons, in particular lasers ;

(d) interference with electromagnetic communication systems in space.
There are in addition technologies and systems designed for purposes other than 

AGAT, which can give rise to capabilities inherently useful for ASAT purposes.

Discriminating among such systems and technologies, identifying which ones 
be constrained or prohibited, and working out reliable procedures for verification, 
constitute formidable tasks.

can
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We see, therefore, wisdom in considering the adoption, prior to or parallel with 

more incisive measures of a.rms control, of collateral steps that would "be aimed at 
increasing" confidence, at avoiding provocative or ambiguous actions in space and at 
helping to ease the way for disarmament negotiations proper.

One such step has been evoked many a. time in the past, lately by the ' 
distinguished representative of France on 12 June: it would consist in the 
strengthening and expansion of the 1974 United Nations Convention on Registration 
of Objects Launched into Outer Spare.

I would like to be more specific on this point : damage to spacecraft by 
co-orbital approach with a manoeuvred object at orbital velocity (about 3 Km/sec or 
less) which uses techniques which bear a general resemblance to the rendezvous and 
docking operations ; these latter operations are routinely conducted by some nations 
and are likely to become more and more important in the peaceful exploitation of 
outer space. The two kinds of operations can perhaps be distinguished by noting 

" that rendezvous requires a very long time (several orbits) and a very small relative 
velocity (e.g. a few cm/sec) ; therefore in the final pha.se the orbital elements of 
the two objects would have to be almost equal. The instrumental techniques required 
in the two cases, however, (infrared sensors, radars or lasers) would be similar 
and some ambiguity may arise.

On the other hand, collision between spacecraft, especially in the geoeynchronous 
orbit, are a possibility and there is a safety problem for civilian operations as well.

Steps can be taken to make space more secure by agreeing on minimum separation 
distances for satellites in orbit or in transit to orbit (including those belonging 
to the same owner). An official statement would be required, beforehand, whenever 
such a. regulation would have to be suspended for justified reasons.

Another positive step would be the prompt communication to an international 
authority of the full orbital elements of every object launched into space and a more 
detailed description of its mission on the basis of a standardized reporting instrument. 
This would involve a. modifica.tion of the 1974 United Nations Convention on 
Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space. At present, parties to that 
Convention are free to provide whatever kind of information they wish on their

The result is tha.t such information is toolaunches, and in the format they wish, 
sketchy and difficult to compare.

Co—operative measures to permit ready verification of orbit and general function 
could also be envisaged on the basis of article IX of the Outer Space Trea.ty, which 
calls for prior consultations on activities that would "cause potentially harmful 
interference with the activities of other States Parties".

The 1974 Registration Convention provides also, at least in part, a basis lor
The elaboration of a detailedthe identification of interest in a space object. 

set of principles or circumstances which would identify a space object as one 
covered by a future arms control agreement would also be of primary importance.

The question of ownership, control, or other elements of interest in and 
responsibility for a. space object is a delicate question to be solved with priority 
in the appropriate forum, in particular at a tine when joint space ventures, 
including commercial ventures, are becoming more and more numerous.

I have tried today to put forward some ideas that we consider relevant for 
a better understanding of the complexity of the subject-matter.

The establishment of a subsidiary body remains of the utmost importance and 
in order to deal with the identification of those a.spects which are rela uadurgency

to arms control and disarmament and provide a possibility of concrete negotiations
in the Conference on Disarmament.

»
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(Hr. Van 3chaik, Netherlands)

President, allow me also to make some observations with regard to the
This

Hr.
highly important question of preventing an arms race in outer space, 
subject could wall dominate the debate on our security in the next few decades.

It is therefore proper, indeed imperative, that the international community 
should give increasing attention to current developments which might not only 
add a new and costly dimension to the arms race but, even more important, could 
in addition have far-reaching implications for global stability.

The major space Powers bear a special responsibility and we welcome their 
recent efforts to reach agreement on a suitable basis for bilateral talks on 
this subject. Yet, my delegation holds the view that the Conference on 
Disarmament is the appropriate forum where the international community should

For this reason we deplore the fact that it hasdiscuss this vital question, 
not yet been possible to reach agreement on the text of a mandate of an 
ad hoc committee on outer space.

A good starting-point for a structured discussion in the Committee would 
in our view be an analysis of existing international law in order to ascertain 
to what extent international law already restricts the military use of outer 
space.

Such an aporoach allows us, against the background oi tne ongoing 
development of military space technologies, to identify loopholes or deficiencies 
in the existing legal system with respect to outer soace. In this connection

statement made by Ambassador Ekeus on 22 March !9o4, whichI wish to recall the
rightlv draws our attention to a series of questions concerning the 
interpretation and application of existing agreements. Such an analysis would

evaluation of various proposals tabled on the subject.also b . useful for the
better and clearerAlthough this approach would, contribute greatly to a 

understanding of the complex questions, we should not, of course, restric 
ourselves to the legal aspects of the issue alone. The clear objective o 
discussions remains the adoption of concrete measures to pr^/'-nt an -rm-
in outer space.

As part of the consideration of such concrete measures, the Conference on 
Disarmament should on a priority basis focus attention on the issues raise
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by the development of anti-satellite weapon systems (ASAT), in particular on a 
prohibition of the tasting, deployment and usa of specific anti-satellite 
weapon systems.

We do not underestimate the technical complexities of ASAT arras control
These factors indeed complicate things.and its adequate verification.

They should not however discourage us fhom vigorously seeking practical and 
prgamati.c solutions. An agreement which comprehensively bans all means of anti- 
satellite warfare appears to be impossible. Residual ASAT capacities of certain 
space systems are amongst the main obstacles. We have to look for a combination, 
of verifiable and co-operative elements in a future agreement, which 
would prevent anti-satellite warfare from any longer being an effective

In the view of tho Netherlands, negotiated constraints onmilitary option.
ASAT would be greatly preferable to a totally unrestrained ASAT competition.

Discussion on ASAT arras control in the Conference on Disarmament does 
not preclude bilateral negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union

Cn the contrary, it may even require such 
Cur work in the Conference would greatly benefit from bilateral 
As I said, we hope that it will be possible for the United States

as the major space Powers, 
negotiations. 
arrangements.
and the Soviet Union soon to start outer space negotiations.

Anti-satellite weapons are only one aspect of the burgeoning arms race in 
outer ODace.

• .,<• •

Intensive research efforts are taking place in the field of ballistic 
missile defence, including space-based systems. Th~ process could, if carried 
beyond the present stage of feasibility research, have far-reaching implications 
for arms control and stability. We therefore very much hope that the 
Uhited States and the Soviet Union will reach agreement to hold further talks on 
that subject too.

To summarize, with resoect to outer space too, maintenance of peace and
Well as the prevention of 

remain our basic objectives.
stability at much lower levels of armaments, as
developments of a destabilizing nature

The other day one of our colleagues, Ambassador Beasley, quoted from a 
recently discovered 17th Century treatise by Grotius, saying thac wnav people 
had in common was much more important than what divided them. Having hau a look at 
the text in the meantime, I now know that Grotius in fact echoed the words of an

This early representative of the Group of 21Egyptian scholar called Meletins. 
added that people prefer fighting about words and doctrines instead of acting 
rightly, because for acting rightly we had to conduct a battle with ourselves.

rels about words and doctrines, in the ’’theology 
conduct the battle with ourselves, let us findLet us not get submerged in qua" 

of arms control 
the right way to act.

But let us
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(Mr. Birbaum. Austria)

aims competition to outer space is
ExplorationThe need to prevent the spreading of the 

another priority concern which we share with many delegations nere. 
and use of outer space have been reserved for the benefit and interests oi all 
countries by the Outer Space Treaty. Its peaceful use is already yielding
significant results. Satellites used for reconnaissance purposes can contribute 
to stability and achieve confidence-building effects by verifying compliance with 
arms—control agreements or diminishing the chances of military surprise moves , 
thus playing an essential role in the existing arms control set—up.

These gains must be preserved. Building upon them, international co-operation 
in the peaceful use of space will undoubtedly intensify, in the interest of all 
countries. In order to protect these common interests, the netwoix of treaties

needs to be strengthened and complemented with a view to preventing
We hope that the repeated efforts, within

The
concerning space
the introduction of weapons into space.this Conference, to tackle this problem will be successful in the near future.. 
proposals introduced, in this field, by the French delegation on la June of this 
year, commend serious study, as the subject matter calls essentially -.or 
multilateral negotiations, even though the solution of some questions in bilateral 
negotiations would be a welcome achievement.

CD/FV.277
24

Mr. President, document CD/527>Mr. -ATFSSI (Italy) (translated from French); 
dated 30 July 1984, which has just been circulated, contains a draft mandate for 
an ad hoc committee on item 5 of our agenda, entitled "Prevention of an arms race
in outer space".

This document is co-sponsored by the delegations of Australia, Belgium, canada, 
France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Japan, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom 
and the United States, as well as by my own delegation.

It is on behalf of these delegations that I would like .to introduce it briefly 
The draft mandate it contains reflects, rather than the positions of the 

the result of the consultations undertaken throughout this session on
today, 
sponsors,



agenda_ii;en 5. You will recall that last March the then President of the Conference 
established different contact groups to discuss the setting up of a number of 
subsidiary bodies and their mandate. With regard to item 5> the question of a 
mandate acceptable to all has been explored and discussed down to the last detail.
A possibility of reaching a consensus emerged around a "non-paper" prepared in the 
course of consultations.

Many delegations considered this "non-paper" as an attempt worthy of 
considerations as it might reconcile the various requirements. Bearing in mind the 
importance of the subject and the urgent need to consider the substance of the 
issue, the Western countries have wished to demonstrate their flexibility and, after 
serious reflection, accept the text of the "non-paper".

We have reproduced it in document Cl/527, so that the results of our collective 
efforts should not be lost. We remain convinced that this text contains 'all the 
necessary elements to enable an ad hoc committee on agenda item 5 to undertake 
significant, even essential, work. The prospect of future negotiations is linked 
to the very role cf the Conference, emphasized in the text cf the first paragraph 
and reaffirmed in the reminder contained in the second paragraph. The exploratory 
work is a necessary first stage during which the ad hoc Committee will have to 
focus on the identification of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in 
cuter space, taking into account, as stated in the third paragraph, all existing 
agreements, existing proposals and future initiatives.

I should also like to recall that during the consultations the possibility was 
raised of accompanying the adoption of the draft mandate, if necessary, by an 
interpretative statement by the President of the Conference.
behalf of which I have taken the floor also declared their willingness to give 
favourable consideration to such a possibility.

The countries on

We are seeking together 
The distinguished representative of Algeria, when

I am sure that we are joined by a common objective, 
the best way of attaining it. 
introducing document C!)/529/kev.2, stated at our last meeting that the establishment 
of an ad. hoc committee with a suitable'mandate was the best means available to the 
Conference to discharge its responsibilities with regard to this a-genda item. We 
share that viewpoint.
We should be realistic and use it at least to set up the structural framework for 
our work. I therefore venture on behalf cf the co-spcnscrs to recommend that all 
delegations give favourable consideration to the proposal contained in 
document CD/527 •

We have little time left to us before the end of the session.

»
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The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian);
These are the fundamental reasons which prevent the start of practical 

negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. It is not a 
question of any lack of a persevering and constructive approach on the part of the 
President of the Conference or of individual delegations. All their efforts come 
to grief against the blank wall of the vast programmes for turning outer space 
into a new area of military confrontation, the plans for unleashing "star wars".

Looking the facts in the face, it would evidently be rash to hope that 
without any cnange in these fundamental reasons for the impasse the Conference 
could achieve any practical progress in its work.
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nr. imcngoiia; l translated from Russian): Mr. President, first of
all may I extend to you a warm welcome on assuming the functions of President of 
the Conference on Disarmament during the month of August and wish you all 
in your responsible task at this exceptionally responsible period of our work 
during the current session.

success

I should like else to express my sincere gratitude to the delegation of the 
USSR and to the head of the delegation, Victor Issraelyan, personally for the 
exceptionally important contribution which he has made to the work of the Conference 
on Disarmament during the past month.

I should like to submit on behalf of a. group of socialist countries a draft 
mandate for an ad hoc committee on" agenda item 5 of the Conference on Disarmament.

As you know, at the beginning of the 1984 session of the Conference a group 
of socialist States officially submitted a Memorandum contained in document CD/ 454 
of 17 February 1984. This document included the following paragraphs :

"Emphasizing the character of. the Conference on Disarmament as a 
negotiating forum, the group of socialist States expresses concern at the 
fact that this negotiating body is, in substance, failing to perform its 
designated function and tending to’turn into yet another deliberative body in 
the disarmament field. The main cause of this abnormal situation, in the 
socialist countries1 view, are attempts to convert the Conference into a 
forum for academic discussions and to put up a series of preliminary conditions 
'for the holding of negotiations. Such an approach, in the socialist countries’ 
view, runs counter both to the terms of reference provided fer the 
Conference in the Final Document and to its own rules of procedure.

"The group of socialist countries proceeds from the fact that the 
Subsidiary bodies of the Conference on Disarmament, a negotiating forum, must 
have the possibility to conduct the appropriate negotiations. Only technical 
groups or groups of governmental experts, mentioned in rule 25 of the rules 
of procedure, may form an exception.

"The question of the establishment of subsidiary bodies must be solved in 
organically linked with the elaboration of an appropriate negotiating 
An artificial division between solving the question of the establishment

a manner 
’mandate.
of subsidiary bodies and reaching agreement on their mandate merely creates 
loopholes to conceal the unwillingness of certain States to conduct 
negotiations."

That is our firm position on the basis of which the socialist- countries are 
submitting the draft terms of reference for the ad hoc committee on agenda item 5, 
entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space". Document CD/529 has now been 
distributed to participants in the Conference. It is virtually identical with the 
draft terms of reference contained in document CD/454.

It is therefore reasonable to suppose that the essential sense and content of 
this document are well known to participants in the Conference. The socialist 
countries again appeal to all concerned during the remaining period of the session 
to set up the Ad koc Committee on agenda item 5i iti order to conduct negotiations 
on the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an
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in outer space in ail its aspects, taking account of all relevant proposals,arms race
including examination of the proposal concerning a treaty on the prohibition of
the use of force in outer space and from space against the Earth. The
Ad Hoc Committee will submit its report to the Uonference on Disarmament on the
results of its work.

Hr, President, I would ask you to take the necessary steps to ensure that 
the Conference can take a decision on document CD/529 soon as possible.

In this connection I would like to state once again that the socialist countries 
support the draft terms of reference of the Group of 21 contained in 
document CD/ 329/Hev.2.

CD/PV.279
12

(Mr. Hayden, Australia)

The arms-control agreements being observed by the United States and the 
Soviet Union rely on the national technical means of those two Powers, 
especially on information-gathering satellites.
information-gathering satellites make an essential contribution to the 
stability of the strategic balance between East and West and they do this by 
providing a basis for confidence in the observance of arms-control agreements 
which can lead to significant arms reductions. 
capability is vital to all. 
reduction and disarmament, 
section of the recent French initiative on outer space arms control which 
calls in part for "prevention of destabilizing military developments without 
affecting military activities (in space) that contribute to strategic stability, 
and those which may be instrumental in controlling disarmament agreements .

More than ever

The oreservation of that
It is in fact a necessary prerequisite to arms 

In this context I note, in particular, the

In similar spirit I would suggest today as an urgent item for the 
Conference on Disarmament, in its exploration of the issues relevant to arms 
control in outer space, consideration of the possibility of measures vC 
protect from attack all satellites (early warning, communications and the 
like) which contribute to the preservation of strategic stability and which

I would also suggestbe instrumental in monitoring disarmament agreements.
protection be extended to the ground stations which are essential

For the present, I hope that the idea
can
that the same
to the operation of these satellites, 
will commend itself to the Conference as a potentially important

It directly supports the implementation ofconfidence-building measure. present arms-control agreements and future disarmament agreements, and above 
all, it will contribute to the maintenance of stability, until the required 
disarmament agreements are made and put into effect.
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Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian):_______________________  Hr. President, as you
know, at the plenary meeting on 2 August the Mongolian delegation, on behalf of 
a group of socialist countries, formally submitted document CD/529 which contains a 
draft mandate for an ad hoc committee on item 5 of the Conference's agenda, 
entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space".

I requested you then, Mr. President, to have a decision taken as rapidly as 
possible on the draft mandate. We intended to request you to have a decision taken 
on it at today's plenary meeting.

This morning, however, I understood from a short conversation with you that you 
intend to hold consultations on this matter with the Co-ordinators of the groups.
The Mongolian delegation is prepared, on behalf of the group of socialist countries, 
to take part in these consultations. But in the event of the failure of the 
consultations, the Mongolian delegation requests that the Conference should take the 
corresponding decision on document CD/529 at the next plenary meeting on 9 August 1984.

Finally, I should like to take this opportunity to express our appreciation to 
the secretariat for reissuing the English-language version of document CD/529 for 
technical reasons.

.The PRESIDENT; In view of the statements that we have heard I have to note 
that there is no consensus at present on the proposal contained in paragraph 7 of 
document CD/526.

We have concluded our consideration of the proposals made for draft mandates 
under item 2 on the agenda. I suggest that we now take up those proposals 
submitted under item 5 entitled 'Prevention of an arms race in outer space". The 
first proposal before the Conference is contained in document CD/329/Rev,2, 
submitted by the Group of 21. Is there any objection to this proposal?- •

I give the floor to the distinguished representative of Italy,
Ambassador Alessi.

Mr. ALESSI (Italy) (translated from .French) Mr. President, the-Group-of 
Western Countries has considered the draft mandate contained in document CD/329/Rev.2 
with all the attention it deserves. I regret to have to state that the Group is not'' 
in a position to join in a consensus on the document for the reasons which were 
advanced during the consultations which you and your predecessors have held on this 
subject as well as in the plenary meetings of the Conference.

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): I should like to state 
on behalf of a group of socialist countries that our Group endorses the ideas 
contained in document CD/329/Rev.2, submitted by the Group of 21.

Mr. QIAN JIADONG-(China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. President, since the 
commencement of the spring part of-this session, the parties concerned have been 
engaged in prolonged and frequent consultations on the question of establishing a 
subsidiary body on the prevention of arms race in outer space. The Group of 21 
presented, at the outset, its draft mandate, which the Chinese delegation has 
consistently considered could serve as a basis for reaching agreement. However, 
because of broad differences of view, it has not been able to break through the 
ieadlock so far, although various solutions have been proposed by some delegations,
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(Mr. Qian Jiadonsr, China')

We are disappointed, at this. It is indeed quite ironic, especially considering that 
the Soviet Union and the United States are talking bombastically about holding 
bilateral talks in Vienna on the question of outer space, while we here in this 
forum are unable to establish a subsidiary body on the subject which has been on 
our agenda for so many years.

As is well known, thanks to the accommodation and the co-operative efforts of 
the parties, the United Nations General Assembly, in its consideration of this 
subject last year, succeeded eventually in combining the three proposals into one 
and adopted resolution 38/70 by an overwhelming majority. This was a great success. 
We look forward to the development of this co-operative spirit here in this 
Conference too, so that the Conference may establish the relevant subsidiary bodies 
soon after the beginning of next year's session in order to start substantive work.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the distinguished representative of China for his
statement.

If there are no other speakers wishing to take the floor at this point, may 
I now turn to document CD/529, also submitted under agenda item 5, which contains 
a proposal made by a group of socialist States?

Is there any objection to this proposal?

I give the floor to the distinguished representative of Italy.

Mr. ATÏFSSI (Italy) (translated from French) : The group of western countries on 
behalf of which I am taking the floor has examined document CD/529 and does not 
consider that it provides a basis for an agreement. 
consensus on this document.

Therefore, it cannot join in a

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): My delegation regrets 
what has occurred at this session of the Conference on Disarmament, which proves the 
truth of what the General Assembly stated in the penultimate paragraph of its 
resolution 38/62 of 15 December 1983. As you will recall, in that resolution the 
General Assembly deplored the fact that "due to the persistent obstruction of a 
very small number of its members", the then Committee and now Conference on 
Disarmament has been unable to' initiate the negotiations on items of the utmost 
urgency and importance which are among the tasks which the General Assembly had in 
view when it established the Committee on Disarmament in 1978.

Today we have had two further examples : the case of agenda item 5, perhaps the 
most pressing item at the moment, the prevention of an arms race in outer space, and 
that of item 2, perhaps the most important item in the long term, cessation of the_ 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Earlier, there were two others : the 
case of agenda item 1, nuclear test ban, and that of item 3, prevention of nuclear 
war. This strengthens my delegation's belief that at the beginning of next year 
this Conference should give all due attention to the proposal submitted by the 
Group of 21 on 13 September 1982 in do curent CD/33O, which is drafted in the

"The rule of consensus shall not be used either infollowing very brief manner: 
such a way as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary bodies for the effective 
functioning of the Committee in accordance with the priorities established in the 
Final Document and in conformity with the provisions.of rule 23*"
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Hr. CAPASA1MS (Argentina) (translated from Spanish) :_________________________ I shall be very brief.
The Conference has just taken a decision, or is about to conclude doing so, on various 
drafts relating to the establishment of an ad hoc committee of this Conference on 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space; with their respective mandates. 
Unfortunately, the outcome is negative.

In this connection, we are all aware, through the press, and I emphasize 
through the press, that there is a kind of bilateral dialogue going on between the 
two space Powers. The coexistence of bilateral and multilateral efforts in 
disarmament may be accepted, but it is undeniable that such efforts are complementary 
and not contradictory or utterly separated one from the other. It is essential 
that there should be some type of link between the two. My delegation lias therefore 
considered, and continues to consider, that the Conference has the right to expect 
that the two Powers concerned should provide it as rapidly as possible with some 
information on the progress of the dialogue between them, especially taking into 
account that this is a question specifically included in the agenda of the 
Conference, on which very intense efforts ha'-e been made for some time to reach 
agreement on a suitable manner in which to undertake the substantive consideration 
of the issue.

This multilateral approach cannot reasonably be agreed upon in an appropriate 
manner in utter ignorance of what is or is not happening on the same topic in the 
bilateral sphere.

CD/PV.281
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Mr. FELDS (United States of America) :
As to the question of outer space, the one c: our immediate concern?

Soviet Union invited the United States to negotiations to begin 18 September l:jL- 1 
in Vienna. We shd1 be there\ My question is, will the Soviet Union have a 
delegation there, or will that also go into the ledger book of days which shall be 
remembered forever as another lost opportunity for disarmament.

the

Mr. AiiBSSI (Italy) (translated from French.- : It is with great regret that we 
must note the absence of any agreement: on the subject of. the prevention of an arms 
race in outer soace, a matter of undisputed importance, and thus an agreement; which

The best hasduring the intersessions! period appeared within reach is escaping us. 
once again been the enemy of the good, and the desire to obtain a more ambitious 
mandate has played against the possibility of beginning our work immediately on a 
realistic and perhaps acceptable basis.

We row rot® the lack of corp°n9us on the draft mandates contained in 
document CD/32?/Rev.2 and CU/525. A third draft mandate sunmitted by 10 countries 
of the Western Oreup is contained in CD/527 • As I had occasion to say when 
introducing it, this draft reflects
stage, I would now say the last stage, in our long consultations, 
wished that it could have received a better welcome, for it represents a serious 
and constructive effort.
tc the Conference in the hope that it may be a useful basis for pursuing our 
on this subject. That is why they are net asking for a decision to be taken or. 
the iraft mandate at this stage in our work, 
delegations on behalf of vliich 1 am speaking, remain ready to resume work on this 
sub ject as rapidly as possible, in a consultative spirit, until we can achieve th-.

rather than the view of its oo-sponsors, a
We would have

The co-sponsors consider that it should remain available
wor-

My delegation, as well as all the
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(Mr. Erdembileg, Mongolia)

At its plenary meeting on 14 August the Conference on Disarmament accordingly 
took a decision on the mandate of an ad hoc committee to consider and negotiate on 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The drafts of the mandate are 
contained in document CD/329/Rev..2, suomitted by tne Group of 21, and in 
document CD/329, submitted by the group of socialist countries. The Conference 
found that there was no consensus on them, owing to the negative attitude adopted 
by the western countries. The socialist countries expressed their deep regret in 
that connection. They reaffirmed their readiness to continue to make constructive 
efforts, together with interested delegations, for the purpose of finding a 
successful solution to this problem concerning the organization of work.

As is generally known, the group of western countries did not insist that a 
decision should be taken on its own draft mandate contained in document CD/527•
In our opinion, this in no way means that the question will continue to be 
considered here on the basis of that draft mandate. I should like to state 
definitely that the draft mandate proposed by the group of western countries, in 
its present form, is considered unacceptable to the socialist States. In view of 
the great urgency of the problem of preventing-an arms race in outer space, the 
group of socialist countries continues to advocate that practical negotiations 
should be initiated without delay and that for this purpose an ad hoc committee 
with a clearly defined mandate should be established at the very beginning of the 
session which the Conference on Disarmament is due to hold in 1935.

CD/PV.265
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(Mr. Field, United States)

I had the sense that on our agenda item dealing with outer space we were 
very close this, year to reaching agreement on the establishment of an 
ad hoc committee to undertake an in-depth review of all aspects of this broad and 
sensitive subject.
have a personal feeling of regret that our Conference was not able to reach a 
consensus.

It is on this issue, perhaps more than any other, that I

I had looked forward .with anticipation to joining in an investigation 
of the issues affecting the endless frontier of outer space, particularly the 
implications of existing international law. Let us hope that next year it will 
finally get under way.
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(Mr. Wegener, Federal Renublic of Germany)

My delegation has one common complaint vis-à-vis the two separate agenda 
items of nuclear testing and outer space: 
missed.
delegation : we would like to see an appropriate negotiation process launched on 
both the conclusion of a comprehensive-test-ban treaty, and on those aspects of 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space susceptible to multilateral solution. 
Especially under these auspices it is to be regretted that an all-or-nothing 
mentality on the part of some has prevented us from taking in hand at least those 
important aspects on which all delegations could have agreed, 
nuclear testing we could have provided a major input into the future negotiations 
on a comprehensive test ban in the fields of scope, verification, and institutional 
issues; in the area of outer space we could have made our entry into this vital 
subject of the future with a well-structured process of taking stock of the 
existing legal and factual situation, identifying and assessing future negotiating 
needs. A small minority of delegations have prevented us from embarking on such 
useful accomplishments. They now have to face the responsibility that no work 
at oil is done in fields which they themselves have proclaimed to be of great 
concern to then.

that important opportunities have been 
I am speaking against the background of the well-known views of my

In the field of
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(ilr. Fields, united States)

On 1? July, we agreed with the Soviet Union to expand and improve the 
operation of the direct communications link — the "hot line" — between the 
respective capitals to reduce further any risk of war arising from uncertainty 
or miscalculation. As President Reagan stated on that date, the agreement is 
2 "good example of how we can, working together, find approaches which can move 
us towards a reduction in the risks of war". And we are prepared to accept 
without preconditions the invitation of the Soviet Union to meet in Vienna in 
September to negotiate and conclude agreements concerning the militarization of 
outer space, including anti-satellite systems and other aspects of this issue.
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(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

The group of socialist States expresses its concern over the lack of progress, 
for yet another consécutive session, on one of the priority agenda items, namely 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
of the United States military circles to deploy entirely new types of weapons 
systems in outer space, negotiations on preventing the militarization of outer 

should start in the framework of this Conference at the earliest. The

■In the light of the programmes

space
socialist countries draw attention in this context to the grave implications the 
development and deployment of new space weapons systems may have for the whole 
humanity and urge the delegations of the Western Group to taka concrete steps

They also emphasize the dangers involved
Such a

in this respect before it is too late,
in the United States plans to develop a space-based AM defence system, 
system cannot but further spur on the arms race in offensive weapons, make the 
strategic situation by far less stable and the first strike more probable. 
Therefore the socialist countries advocate an early start of negotiations on 
preventing the arms race in outer space in the framework o± due Conference on 
Disarmament. They are. .firmly and invariably in favour of setting up an 
ad hoc committee on the subject with a clear negotiating mandate.
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(l-îr. Kazemi Kamyab, Islamic Republic of Iran)

I would like to touch on the subject of the extension of the arms race into 
outer space which has become a matter of serious concern. At the present time 
there is evidence of the early stages of militarization of outer space and the 
super-Powers are already engaged in production and development of sophisticated 
war machinery fcr a "star wars" scenario.

The Islamic Republic of Iran is of the view that serious measures should be 
taken in regard to negotiation, preparation and adoption of a treaty banning the 
use of outer space fcr military purposes, 
new instrument should be started as soon as possible.
of outer space should be halted and the arms race in this common heritage of 
mankind be prevented. 
of immense service tc humanity.

The.negotiations fcr elaborating this
The trend of militarization

Taking speedy and serious measures in this regard would be

CD/PV.287
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(Hr. de la Gorce, France)

The French Government attaches fundamental importance to the prevention of 
an arms race in outer space, the subject of agenda item 5. We have several times
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

made known our views on this issue in this very forum and, on 12 June, the 
French delegation set them out in a more comprehensive manner, specifying the 
points on which, in its view, a concerted international effort should be made.

I repeat the four- points which the proposals addressed:

(1) The very strict limitation of anti-satellite systems, including in 
particular the prohibition of all such, systems capable of hitting satellites in high 
orbit, the preservation of which is the most important from the {joint- of view of 
strategic balance;

(2) The prohibition, for a renewable period of five years, of the deployment- 
on the ground, in the atmosphere or in space of beam-weapon systems capable of 
destroying ballistic missiles or satellites at, great distances and, as the corollary 
to this, the banning of the corresponding tests ;

(5) The strengthening of the present system of declaration as established 
by the Convention of 14 June 1975 on the registration of space objects, with each 
State or launching agency undertaking to provide more detailed information on the 
soecificat-ions and purposes of objects launched so as to improve the possibility 
of verification; and, in conclusion,

(4) A pledge by the United States and the USSR to - extend to the satellites 
of third countries the provisions concerning the immunity of certain space objects 
on which they have reached bilateral agreement between themselves.

The reasons which led the French Government- to introduce these four proposals 
in particular and to regard it- necessary to embark on a, multilateral dialogue on 
the subject of limiting the military uses of space have lost nothing of ttieir 
topicality; -quite the contrary.

The public exchanges which have taken place since the early summer on the 
proposed United States-Soviet meeting .in .Vienna in September have naturally caught 
our delegations' attention.

The French Government has, indeed, constantly stressed the importance of 
bilateral contacts 4.n this field. It mentioned this again on 12 June, even before 
any meeting.had been proposed. Such a meeting does not preclude multilateral 
discussion, on the contrary. I note that Ambassador Alessi made the same point- in 
his statement- on 19 July.

.1The French Government therefore regrets that at this stage the possibility of 
a meeting in Vienna still seems so uncertain. It hopes that- the difficulties raised 
will be overcome and that prior conditions, if such exist, will be waived so that 
the meeting, which was agreed to at the outset by both parties, will in fact take 
place.

The persistance of the difficulties in the way of direct bilateral negotiations 
would not make it any less important- to keep open the possibility of wider
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

conversations on a problem which, as the French delegation stressed on 12 June, is
The purpose‘for varying reasons of interest to the entire international community. 

of such conversations should be to organize the requisite discussions with a view 
to facilitating such negotiations as would appear useful.

Vie therefore hope that an important role will be assigned to the Conference on 
Disarmament and we cannot but regret all the more the failure to agree on setting 
up an ad hoc committee. Even with a mandate limited to exploring and identifying 
the issues involved, such a body would have performed an essential task. It is the 
French delegation's firm hope that next year the Conference will give itself the 
working tool that its responsibilities require.
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