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Vievs on Disarmament and its relabted Questions

I. Disarmament is a matter of great importance to world peace and the security of .
all countries, The evolution.of the world situation, both regional and global will
certainly influence the progress of disarmament negotiations. It is inconceivable
that substantive progress could be made in the disarmament negotiations at a time
vwhen the world situation is marked by turmoil and tension and when the security of
states and world peace are not adequately ensured. Any acts of foreign aggression,
occupation or intervention occurring in any country or any region, such as those
presently seen in Kampuchea, Afghanistan and the Middle East, inevitably bring
inimical consequences to the disarmament negotiations., However, some people are
reluctant to link the disarmament negotiations with the grave problems emerging in
the internmational situation. They even accusingly term such a linkage as a
deviation from the disarmament negotiations and a hindrance .to the business-like
practice in the €D, We find this hard to understand.

We are of the view that disarmament negotiations should not be conducted in an
"ivory tower" far from realities. Such a practice is bound to lead them astray and
will be criticized by the intermational community. Consequently, in discussing and
negotiating disarmament issues, we must pay attention to their linkage with the
realities of the international situation and with the present situation of armaments,
Only thus will the Committee on Disarmament be able to make substantive progress in
its work. 4t the same time, we must also pay attention to the voice of the peoples
of the world calling urgently for disarmament, as this is a positive factor promoting
the cause of disarmament.

IT. Both nuclear disarmament and the cessation of nuclear testing are priority items
on the agenda of each CD session. The numerous small and medivm~sized countries
urgently demand the consideration of these two issues because they find that the
nmuclear arms race between the superpowers and their muclear arms expansion have
created a scrious danger of nuclear war.

* The Chinese Government is resolutely opposed to the nmuclear arms race and nuclear
vaxr, Tt has consistently stood for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction

of nuclear weapons and demanded that the two superpowers be the first to substantially
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reduce their muclear armamonts.  As early as the beginning of 1960s, the

Chinese Government..put. forth specific proposals on nuclear disarmenent, including

the prohibition of nucleor testing, of production and uvse of muclear weapons, and

the reduction and destruction of nuclear veapons. These arce interrelated measures.
To stress o cervain measurc eclone, such as the banning of nuclear testing, can in no

vay halt the supernouvcrs im their wuclear arms

cxpansion, still less can it reduce

their nucleor srxrsenals., So hew can one talk about the cessabtion of the nuclear

arms race or acvoubt lessening the danger of nucleor var?

Clda o

The prohibition of muclear bests and muclcar disarmanent axe connected with
cach other. The prohibition of nuclear tosts by itsclf can not bring about nuclear

disarmament. It can bc conducive to the Lesscning and elimination of nuclear threat

only vheén it is combined with variou other measurcs of nuclear disarmament.
III. The numecrous cmall and medium~sized countrics demand that the tuo superpovers

talke the lead in reducing axmenments. Tor in terms of both nuclear and conventional

arncnents, they hove far surpassed eny other country in the vorld., . They should not
advocate wniversal disarmoment vhile totally disregarding the present state of

armanients,  In fact, their armaments have far excceded their defence neecds and thus
have become tools of appression and exponsion, and tools in their rivalry for hegemony.
But the armaments of the nuscrous small and medium-sized countries, are the necessary
means for defending their indevendence and security against forecign aggression. In
order to prevent a world ver, it is necessary to call on the tuo superpovers to be

the first to reduce drastically their crmaments in o balanced way.  Only after

nrorress has been made in this respect, uwill it then be possible for the other nuclear-

vcapon States and militarily simificant States to join them in a further reduction of
armaments oaccording to robional »rocedurcs and ratios. As for the peace—~loving smell
and mediun—~sized corntrics, their defonce capabilitics arc usually inadequate and
therefore they should not be the target countries of disarmoment.

It is the strong demmud of the numerous non-miclecr—vcapon States that scouxrity
assurances be given to them by the nuclear-ucapon States. This is fully legitimate
and necessary., As for the question of negative sccurity assurance under discussion
nov in CD and the vorking group concerned, the nuclecar-uvcapon States should undertaoke
unshirkable obligations to provide guarantees to the non-nuclear—weapon States, and
they should in no weoy mal:ie uurcasonable demands of any kind to the non-nuclear-
vecapon States.  This chould be o fundamental principle to be folloved Ly the muclear-
weapon States on this question. To do othervisc vould.make it difficult to achicve

substantive progress in our discussions and negotiations.
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IV. The CD attaches great importance to the formulation of the "Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament", in preparation fér the 530D IT to be held in 1982. To this end,
‘ the CD and the working group on CPD have conducted discussions and negotiations over
a fairly long period. Certain progress has so far been achieved in negotiations on
some substantive questions, such as the principles and ﬁeasﬁres, the time limits and
stages of disermament. However, as the contents to be contained in the CPD axe
rather exten81ve and. complicated, further efforts are neceded before we can reallze
the aim we antlolnated

We are confronted with nuﬁerous problems in the field of disarmament, The
representatives of various groups and countries have already submitted quite a number
of dpouments of a partial or comprehénsive nature relating to the CPD in the Committee
and the Working Group.  Such being the case, it is necessary to make clear the
relations between &arious questions and identify priorities.‘ In addition, we feel
that 1t might be desirable to first concentrate cur efforts on working out
dlsmrmament measures to be included in the first otago of the CFD and then proceed
to the consideration of other utagev. The former should be relatively specific while
the 1atter only calls for an lndlcatlve outline.

Up to nowr,. various groupg and countrics have put forward their respective working
papers on the OPD. This is helrfal in the drafting of the Programme. And it can be
anticipated that some more papers will be advanced, In order to facilitate the
considef;tion of the denents of the Programme being drafted, we think it may be
necessary for the Secretariat to try to compile a paber incorporating the Droposals of
various groups and countries and distribute it %o the delegations as a basis for
discussions and negotlatlons. This will, we believe, facilitate our future
discussions and negotiations and accelerate the progress of our work,

V. The task of disarmament must include the two aspects of conventional and nuciear‘
disarmament. The superpowers iegard their conventional and nuclear armaments as
insepafable varts of their military strength. Nuclear weapons are their major
deterrents and means of blackmail, vhile conventional weaponé are theii"tools
frequently used for aggression. Therefore, while emphasizing muclear disarmament,
we can not overlook conventionﬁl disarmement. Conventional and nuclear disarmament
should be carried out in‘conjunction. This is necessary foxr world peace and the
security of the mumerous small and medium~sized countries, Aftaching importanée to
conventional disarmament in no way means ignoring the importaﬁoe of miclear
disarmament, nor docs it imply underestimating the destructive power of nuclear waxr.
Even less would it affect the priority status of muclear disarmament. Whether or

not the superpowers agree to carry out muclear and conventional disarmament is the
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real test of their good foith in promoting

o

1)

Disormament has all along concorned itselfl
nuclear discrmement. Wut hos not discussed

hie year, ot its lley sessicn, the TIRC c¢»

il

. The Committée on
iscugsion of the issue of
the issuc of conventbional disarmament.

-
FoYe)

qucstion of convenbional

disarmament. The Chinesc Cclegotion howes that the CD will also in the future

¢o likewvise, for this will be bencficial to the cause of disearmament as a vhole.
VI.

>~
ey

Lastly, I turn to the questions of orgenizational vork and efficiency of the

Comnitice on Disormanment. On these questions, representatives

engaced themselves in faixly long

of various countries

~

discussions at informal mectings —- a fact which

denonstrates the general concerm for these matters. During the discussions, they
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submitted variouws pronoszlc rega

rding future progresc in the vorlk of the Committee.

Quite a fov of these vromosals ore constructive and accentoble to us, and we vill

also consider the other vronosals.

The Committec on Disarmoment has failed to nalie marized progress in ite work.

\Vle hold that the crizz of the matter lics in the

1lacl: of sincere readiness for

s his hag hindered

Loarranent, and in the discrepancy betueen vords and deeds.

progress in the negotiations of sone of the disarmament itoms,

[
adw

Cone dclegates treat the negotiating organs of the CD and its Working Groups

as fora for propaganda. They constantly quote from all lzinds of specches,

declarations and docunents, talidng wo o

crcat deal of the CD's time to no availe.

o

. . . . . — P A
s situation can changed, the efficicncy of the Committec would be enhanced,

clear that the foilure to moke substantive progressinour disarmament

tiations is notl mainly due to the lack of time, 0f cour.e, uvc con also go along

vith the idea that ve allocate more time to owx worl if the developments of the
negotiations so rcquire.

It appears to uvs that the question of the composition of the CD membership 1s

either one of maintaining the sictus quo or of alloving an appropriate increace, anc

not one of reducing the number of members, Ve have no difficulty in this regara and

arc recady to accent conscusus,

~
e

"Vith regard to

. . . . . . > . 1
the question of particimation by nov-member States in the CD's

nC

wctivities, the Chinese delegation is of the vicw that all members of the United Natione
ard its specialized cgencics have the right to parbticipate in some of the CD's
activitic 4

5. provide

{e
v

hot such parbicipetion docs not run counter to the United Iations

Charter or the rules ond regulations of the specialized ageucics conceruncd. Yo State

moup of States should, for political or other »casons, discriminate against any

=

non-meuber Statc or denrive it of its legitimate rightc, for thio would be contrary to
the purposcs of the causc of disaruianmcnt.





