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‘The meeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m.

AGEIDA TTEMS 43 to 48, 50, 51, 5k, 56, 58 to 63, 139, 1k
143 and 14k (continued)

GFMERAL DEBA&E

My, TSVETKOV (Bulgaria)V(interpretation from French): I wish first,
8ir. to congratulate you on your election to the responsible Post of Chairman
of the First Committee for the thirty- eishth session of the General Assenbly.
I anm convinced tha£ yéufyrich political experience and vour diplomatic ability
vill éontribute to the success of the Committée’s’work. I congratulate also
the other officers of the Cobmiptee, . '

Nuring the general debaié ﬁhich has just ended in the Assembly the States
I%mbe?s’of thé United Nations exnressed their deen concern ahout the situation
which has been created in the world during the past two or three vears. Indeed,
mankind is roing through an extremely alarming period. A new and particularly
danzeroﬁs spiral haé bequn‘in the arms race. It affects all tvvwes of weapons and
hilitary’activities on a glohal scale extending even into outer svace. The
shadow of war looms over the world. |

As is mentioned in the remort of the Secretary-Ceneral, military exvenditures
are constantly inereasing and have reached astronomic figures. The arsenals of

"deadly—ﬁéapons are gfovingo even thoush they have long been voverful enoush to
annihilate all life on our élanet. Approximafely 50,000 nuclear devices have
already been stoclpiled. Wew means of mass destruction -~ such as laser and radiation
weapons . - radiologiéalg chemical , biological and neutron weapons - are beina
‘develoned it an accelerating pace. "iven the constaﬁtlv growvings tension we are
Vit”e§515“ at present. a single spark would be sufficient to hurl mankind into

a cataclysm unprecedented in human history.
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This dangerous situation is not the result of some fortuitous element or
fatal chance. It is the result of a clearly determined policy of aggressive
imperialist factions of the United States and of NATO which are continuing
to step up the arms race and stubbornly aspiring to strategic superiority on
a world-wide scale, so as to be able to impose their domination upon other ‘
peoples and countries. The increa;ingly adventurist concepts and doctrines
elaborated by these fections demonstrate that in order to achieve their
purpose they are openly admitting the possibility ofrconducting‘a nuclear
war. The character of the military and political situation in the world,
the existence of unimaginable means of destruction, the fatal turn that
could be taken at any given moment by developments in international affairs - these
are what make the preservatiqn of peace a vital necessity for all peoples and
countries. In the struggle for the survival of mankind it is impossible to be
neutral. This struggle is a duty.for every Government, for each State.aﬂa"fbr-
every people. ;

At this critical moment the socialist countries, aware of their responsibility,
are demonstrating by their action their approach of principle to the key pfoblems
of the difficult times in which we are living. In recent months they have adopted
documents concerning important initiatives designed to improve the political
climate and halt the arms race. B

‘The Prague and Moscow declarations, respectively bf January and of June 1983,
have again forcefully drawn the attention of the world public to the danger of
nuclear catastrophe and have brought about wide discussion on ways of prevehting'
such a cabastrophe.

The profound and sincere concern of the socialist countries about the.fate
of peace found new expression dufing the meeting of the Ministers of Foreign
Affairs of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty which was held in Sofia on
13 and'lh October. At this meeting a profound analysis was conducted of the
present situation throughout the world as well as of the nature and the sourees

of the military danger.
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The need to prevent sudden aggravation of the situation of nuclear confrontation
in BEurope and to look for ways to eliminate the ever~increasing threat of a

world-wide nuclear conflict were the focal point of the attention of those

participating in the meeting. Thus, in the communiqué published following the

Sofia meeting, it is stated that
"the participants in the meeting expressed their Governments' alarm
and concern in connection with the fact that the situation has become
even more tense and dangerous.

"Further steps are being taken to whip up the arms race, steps
which are increasing the threat of nuclear catastrophe. As was pointed
out in the joint statement issued in Moscow, the United States and some
of its allies do not themselves conceal that their actions pursue the
aim of gaining military superiority.

"The imperialist policy of resorting to force and diktat,
consolidating and redistributing spheres of influence, and making
direct use of military power against States and peoples is being
toughened even further. 01d military conflicts are being rekindled
and new seats of tension are being cultivated. Actions are being
carried out to further heighten political confrontation and attempts
at external interference in the internal affairs of States are being
stepped up. The position of the military-industrial complex of the
most reactionary militarist forces are being strengthened, and a
military psychosis is being fomented.

"Statements are made whose aim is to call into question the
territorial and political results of the Second World War and post-war
developments. More obstacles are erected to the attainment of
agreements on pressing international issues and to the development of
equitable economic relations free of any discriminatory restrictions.
The gap in the economic development of States is being widened and

the economic position of developing States is being worsened.”
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In thus describing the international situation, the participants in the
meeting emphasize that if a new escalation of the arms race in Europe is not
prevented it will inexorably lead to a sudden exacerbation of the situation
in the Buropean continent and throughout the world. They stress the
exceptional danger flowing from the intention to proceed in the near future
to the deployment in certain Western European countries members of NATO of
Mmerican intermediate-range nuclear missiles, the‘practical preparations for
which are already under way. '

In order to reverse this dangerous trend of events, the States parties
to the Warsaw Treaty have come out firmly in favour of the conclusion as
soon as possible of a mutually acceptable agreement in the negotiations on
this question, which have already entered a decisive phase. In this
connection, the Sofia communigué states the following:

"Confirming their position on the substance of the matter, which

was set forth in the joint statement adopted at the Moscow meeting

on 28 June 1983, they believe that such an agreement should provide

for the renunciation of the deployment of new medium-range nuclear

missiles in Europe and for a corresponding reduction of the existing

medium-range nuclear systems, with the reduced missiles to be scrapped,
as has been proposed by the Soviet Union. The agreement on medium-range
nuclear systems in Europe should be based on the principle of equality
and equal security’and should make for the stability of the strategic
military situation and the balance of forces. This balance should
rest, not on the build-up of nuclear arms, but on their reduction to
ever lower levels."

In the meeting document we can clearly see the constructive position of
the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, which are proposing that the maximum
use should be made of every opportunity to reach a mu@ually acceptable agreement.

In the same communiqué it is emphasized in this connection that
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"The participants in the meeting expressed the conviction that

there is Still atposéibility of achieviﬁg agreément in the Geneva

talks that meets theiinterests of the peoples. In thisﬁconnection

‘they p01nted out that if agreement is not reached in the talks by

the year' s end it is essential that the talks should be contlnued

with- a. view to reachlng it, on condition of the renunc1at10n by the

United States and 1ts NATO allles of thelr schedule for the deployment

of new medlum-range nuclear missiles. Attentlon was called to the

fact that the Sov1et Union's readiness in these conditions to contlnue

to maintain its unilateral freeze on the medium-range missile systems

deployed in the European part of its territory and carry out the

unilateral reduction of such systems, which was started at the same

time as the introduction of the freeze, is an important contribution

to creating the prerequisites for the successful completion of the

talks." | |

Taking into consideration the exceptional importance of the elimination
of the daﬁger of a nuclear confrontation in the European continent, the
States parties to the Warsaw Treaty appeal urgently to the member States of
NATO to concentrate all their efforts in order to exclude the possibility of
the deployment of new medium-range missiles in FEurope and to reduce the
number of medium~-range nuclear syétems already in that continent. They also
urge the other European States to do all they can to help prevent this danger
and to contribute actively to the success of the Geneva negotiations on the
limitation of nuclear weapons in Europe.

In the communiqué the socialist countries remind their Western partners
that the interests of peace and security in BEurope demand, above all, the

maintenance of the existing balance. They say:
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"The Ministers confirmed once again that their States have never
striven and are not strivihg for military superiority for themselves,
and recailed the statement of 28 June 1983 by the States participating
in the Moscow meeting that théy will never permit military superiority
over themselves. The Governments of NATO countries would be making |
a serious mistake if they underéstimated the significance of that
statement‘éf the socialist countiies and refused to give a positive
answer to their call té promote the strengthening of peace and seéurity‘
on the basis of a balance of forces and at ever lowe# levels of

armaments.’



RM/3 A/C.1/38/PV.5
. 11
(Mr. Tsvetkov, Pulraria)

If one studies carefully the vhole range of initiatives of the socialist
countries contained in the document I have just mentioned it is clear that
together with considerations regarding medium-range weapons that document contains

a broad ranfie of timely measures de319neﬂ to halt the arms race that 1s

threatening to escape human control. The Peonle s Republic of Bulpgaria con51ders

that all those measures are urgently and 1mperat1velv necessary.

In this connection we should mention, inter alia. the extremely relevant
proposal that thé nucleér vaers should commit themselves, if they have not
already done so, not to be the first to use nuclear Weaponé" the idea of a
freeze, both quantitative and qualitative. on nuclear weapons by all nuclear-
veanon Stétes and, in the first instance, the United States and the USST:

the proposal for a general and complete nrohibition of all test explosions of
nuclear weapons® the initiative designed to prevent the militarization of outer
snace and the use of force in outer space and from outer space against the

earth and the initiative aimed at eliminating chemical weavons in Furone as a

Tirst step towards their complete prohibition and eradication.

The Soviet Union has submitted to the present session of the United Mations
General Assembly three new initiatives. with which the Committee is already
familiar. In the view of the'Bulgarian delegation, those provosals are fully
in keeping with the urgent need to strengthen peace and security now and they
deserve attentive examination and support from the world Organization.

The communiqué of the Sofia meeting includes an appeal to the States members
of the two pfincipal military-political groups to reach an agreement on the
freezing and reduction of military expenditures. Particinants in the Sofia meeting
once again propdsed the conclusion of a treaty oven to all the countries of the
vorld on the mutual non-use of wmilitary force and on the maintenance of peaceful

relations between the Warsaw Treaty and North Atlantic Treaty Organization (MATO)

members.
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My delegation has already had occasion to express its views on the capital
imnortance of that provosal. Wevertheless, I should like to emphasize once
again that the conclusion of such a treaty. tocether with the mutual renunciation
of the first use of nuclear weapons, would have particularly heneficial effects
on overall stability in Furope and would establish a solid basis for nrogress in
the field of disarmament, Uhat is more, it would be a startine point for
overcoming the division of the continent into two ommosing military groums.

By their very nature such initiatives respond to the interests of the whole
of the international community. Unfortunatelv, there has still been no adequate
response from those to wvhom they are addressed.

The People's Renublic of Bulgaria, faithful to its socialist foreign nolicy
of peace. fully apnreciates the idea of creating zones of neace and nuclear..free
zones in variocus regions of Furope and of the world in general where this would
be in the interest of strengthening international securitv. ILocated in the
Balkan Peninsula vwhich from the geographic point of view is at the crossroads
of three continents, ve are vitallv interested in transforming our region into
a nuclear- free zone. TFurthermore, we are very conscious of the immortsnce of
establishing a situation of neace and lasting co-oneration throughout the
Mediterranean as a whole.

I should like to reaffirm the importance Bulgaria attaches to the strengthening
of the régime of non-proliferation of nuclear veapons, as well as its interest in
the conclusion. at the earliest nossible date, of a convention on the strensthening
of security ruarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States.

In viewv of the destabilizing effect of the use of military vessels in
various parts of the world -~ particularly in the pursuit of the well-known gunboat
diplomacy - it is extremely important to limit the activities of military vessels.
to reduce naval armaments and to extend confidence-building measures to the
seas and oceans. This would contribute to reducing the risk of the outbreak of

a nuclear wrar, in vhich, as everyone knovs, fleets would nlay a particularly

important role.
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There is an objective basis for achieving agreement on many of the
problems to vhich I have just referred, esnecially since in the majority of
institutions machinery and multilatersl and bilateral forums have already been
created for nesotiations on these cuestions.

My country. like the other socialist countries, has alvays been in favour
of wide ranging, fruitful consultation with all countries with regard to disarmament.
Tt has always welcomed and shown keen interest in any idea, vhatever its source,
desicned to contribute to nrogress in this'vital aréa.

Tt is imperative that those who bear responsibility for the destiny of
neoples in our nuclear age heed their voices and take into account their
aspirations. At the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Ton. -Alirned Countries. held in Mew Delhi, it was clearlv stated that the nolicy .
of confrontation and the arms race is contrary to the national interests of
the peoples. The arws race is encountering opposition from the birgest meace
movement since the Second Vorld Var. Politicians, men of the arts and culture.
nemhers of the clersy. representatives of every level of society. millions of
human heincs. are rising up against the nuclear threat. It would be a fatal
illusion to think tﬁat mankind could live for ever on ton of nuclear novder-kers.

In conclusion. I should 1ike once again to assure you, 'r. Chairman, and
the representatives present. that,my country will continue to work, within the
limits of its possibilities, both within the United Nations and in other
international forums, for the fulfilment of the most important task mankind
has ever faced . that of removing the threat of self-destruction and eliminating

the danger of nuclear var.
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Mr. GAUCTI (Malta): In the interest of progress, I for one promise
not to repeat our own previously stated positions, contenting myself with a
brief but definite reaffirmation. I shall also strive to search for consensus
on each of the i;sues before us. It seems evident to me that this is our ‘
wisest course, and I am convinced that you, Mr. Chairman, will do your best
to inspire us all to achieve positive results. Your realistic opening address
was a clarion call commanding respect. No man csn do more and, therefore, I
congratulate you and the other officers of the Committee on your election.

Permit me first a general observation expressive of the concern we all
must surely feel. Today I am reminded of the sobering truism expressed with
charming simplicity by Alfred, Lord Temnnyson, in his poem "The Brook”: ' FOr men
may come and men may go, But I go on forever.” If we apply that to our
disarmament debate, we uneasily feel the analogy, that "seseions ray ccne
snd sessions may go, but the arms race goes on forever'".

There is a significant difference, of course. The brook, a thing of beauty;\
rightly goes on, and therefore remsins a joy for ever. But the afms réce,
especislly its nuclear dimeﬁsion9 has become monstrously repugnant. It is
an insult to man's intelligence; and, if it goes on, will cease only after it
has dsstrbyed the world, thus depriving itself of the sinews that have sustained
it so far. - | | ‘

'Aﬁarf from this reminder, and as promised, I shall refrain from repeéfing
the famjlisr refrain of our{?reviously stated positions on specific diéarmament
items, but will instead today raise two different aspects of the disarmament
debate which, it seems to me, have not yet received the concentrated attention
that they deserve, despite their fundamental importance. Both aspects derive
from the same single incident.

The recent tragic‘shooting down of a civilian airliner, which has caused
such a savere setback in international relations, nevertheless provides an
opportunity for us to analyse objectively and -~ to the extent possible -
dispassionately two important factors essential for informed public debate on

current developments in this present dangerous phase of the nuclear arms race.
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The first point that cleg 1y enerues 18 the SUSCODtlDJlluy of

cormunications systems to errorQ even when there is no undue stress. Irrors
can, of course, be caused by seVeral‘factorvg either singly or in corbination.
each of vhich éould lead to unintended tragedy and, intuc nuclear age %o
unprecedented catastrophe. '

The President of the United States vos amons the first to recognize this

vhen he remarked:

‘An act of‘this linC revealé‘hov easily there could be an accitentnl

start to conflict. \ - '
"o doubt the same sentinents moy have been exnressed or pondered over bV nony
differenf nqtional lerders. ,IJ snoulﬂ certainly encourage us to probe this
important aspedt in greater depthn

Belore éntering into épeci fic details I must in all candour observe, in

he la

-
-~

.‘f-?

the first place thet on the basis o of wrownility this danger must

0

r

have been as evident a decade 850 as it hos been denonstrated to be reol today.
Vet over the same decade realization of this danger did not prevent the
Tuther deployment and sua 551n~ of nuclear weaponry whose cumlative destructive
pover can be neasureld only by the nwﬂbe“ of tiuwes it could destroy all llCe
on this pPlanet. T 1s bulld up by bOuh uldcv toolr place even thouzh Then as
now o suff1c1°nt 2latenu of nvclear untexrent povrer hod already been reached,
in relative parity, by the two najor mllltary ~1lirnces '

qu, unfortﬁnately, in‘the second nlace . can I ©0dil to dbserve that eas
usual. even vhile ve debate here, this realization has not péeventea nev
outhorizations of hillions of dollors Tor enhonced mucleny reapon aeplorment.
Therefore ‘ve ore not only on the verse of repeéting the sane mistaiessbut;,
voise  these nerw deploynents are having incoleulable long ter: and short teimn
reoercusonons even on tbe baalc Prenises on vhich the theorj or deterrence is
founded , to thn er*ent 1@t the very future of axas control negdtiations is
in jeoperdy i

Almost as if vhat ic now deployed is not nlready knowm Lo be ovoraoupaanu)

these neuv weapons systens even envisage the use of outcr claen fow nilitar
purposes and, additionclly, provide Tor a vast inerease in chenical teapons

nrocurement.
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Let me recall here that, macabre as are the total nunber of deatas
and the ratio of civilion to wilitary deaths in the case of nuclezr veapons,
they are even higher in the case of chenical treapons. Instead of increasing
national security these nev weapons and gysiens are furtncn racerbating

global insecurity.

Once again 1t vas the President of the United Stotes. in his addréss to

the General Assembly last month, vho rightly reminded us that “people do not

nake wars. Govermients do (A/30/PV.5 p. 5). But people all over the vorld

ore nowv coming back into the piecture. I debote on the nuelear arms race has

not hitherto featured =25 o najor issue of national concern in all countrics
today it has become an issue of overriding iortonce It is therefore all
the more essential that the encouragsing ecurrent Mublic outery at the folly

isclosure

<o

and danzer of the nuclesr aras roce should beneTit from a full
of the present dansers so vividly brousht to our attention by the latest
incident. Vhet is even more Liportant of course. is that the lesson should
e heeded by all Covermaients.

The people of all n.tions are nowr vorryin @ over viaat their lenders or
1

doing. Certainly no person anyvhere in the vorld com be indifTerent to ot

is happening today. The riore the debate is opened uw> the rore the revulsion
spreads the greater tue cwwlative resistance o the spiralliﬁﬁ expenditure
recklessly and danserously devoted to massive destruction. to the detriient
of the satisfaction of wressin social neecs. Tuis revulsion and consequent
protest knov no national bouwndairies. The present situation has never been
vorse, it calls for elerjency action.
It has elecvly hecome tinely to exoaine  albeit briefly, at lewost

sore of the cousideoraiions vhich determine the weol ecaxDIility
lecders to exercise contirol over their nuelesr forces throush ﬁhe anpropriate
wilitary command and control chammels - ns we are told thev nll Go. Turther
e could consider their ability to mole well informed vprudent judsaents
ased on available information not in norwmal circumstonces but under
conditions of grent stress and within severe‘time constraints. vThis aspect

hos certainly not received the consideration that it nervits.
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In this examination and to put matters in simple perspective, it is a
sobering reflection that in the last quarter-century the warning time from launch.
to target has declined from approximately 10 hours in the case of an aerial
bomber to 30 minutes for an intercontinental ballistic missile, and down further
to 15 minutes for a submarine-launched ballistic missile. Vith the Pershing 2
missile, and under the dangerous doctrine of "launch on warning®, it will drop
to around seven or e¢ight minutes.

How much further can we go? The shorter the interval, the greater
the chance of genuine error, let alone of deliberate misinformation. And
yet it secms to me that, unfortunately, none of the spate of current proposals --
submitted, of course, with extraordinary fanfare in attempts to assuage an
alarmed public opinion - seems to address this potentially fatal weakness.

Let us then consider some of the principal elements involved. It is knowm
that maintaining connand and control over extremely sophisticated weapons has
always presented a problem to the military alliances, because very quick and
decisive military responsiveness is needed as a fundamental prerequisite fov

such a systemn,
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On the basis of the evidence available and from actual’experience; we
can speculate on what might have been the outcome if a command and control
system had encountered an off--course military missile rather than a civilian
airliner. And then the crucial question arises: would there have been time
for the political leadership to assume responsibility for control of
any considered retaliatory military action, under the extreme pressure of
the speed differential between the forthcoming generation of missiles and
the conventional civilian passenger aircraft? ’ l

Unfortunately, once the system did not work in the case of the civilian
aircraft, it is - to put it mildly - difficult to have absolute confidence
that it will work in the case of a nuclear dilemma. -

It is true, of course, that we can only speculate and that none of us has
a certain answer, although perhaps some are better informed than others in
considering this question. It is perhaps little consolation to observe that
none of us in any case knows how we ourselves would react if a situation were =
to get out of hand. ‘

But most certainly it is a chilling aspect of the present stage of the
nuclear-arms race to consider how potential human error or human error based
on a machine malfunction could accidentally lead to nuclear war.

It need hardly be stressed that preventing a nuclear exchange or controlling
one that has unfortunately started is among the most difficult and ¢omplex operations
that a Government can undertake, and yet at the same time it is an operation which,
by the very notion of deterrence, cannot be tried out in practice and is one
in which the possibilities for rapid improvisation are minimal, and yet it
is an operation in which the slightest breach of discipline, departure,
from set procedure or human error would be disastrous for all mankind.

We all know one important lesson derived from past conflicts and crises:
command and control systems never perform in practice the way they are designed
to do according to military speciaiists, and even less accprding to manufacturers’
manuals. It is also known that communications systems and procedures often fail,
frequently at the most crucial moment, simply because of human error or fatigue

This aspect is complex and highly technical, so perhaps the Committee will

Permit me to give some practical examples, though by no means a complete list.
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Tt will be appreciated that reliable information is highly sensitive and
therefore difficult to come by but, even in those countries where such information
is allowed to come under public scrutiny, it becomes available only after a
lapse of some years, and this will explain why available information is
somevhat dated.

There are indications, for instance, that between October 1967 and
April 1969 one super-Power lost two ships, and an aircraft loaded with the
most sophisticated communications equipment, during incidents in vhich general
problems of communications as a mechanical operation and of command and control
as a human operation were readily apparent.

On 8 June 1967 a communications post and signal intelligence ship, on
a delicate assignment in the midst of hostilities., was attacked and sunk by
aircraft of a country friendly to the super-Power owning the intellipgence vessel.

Three urgent nessages from headquarters instructing the ship to abandon
station apparently were never received, despite the fact that they were of the
highest priority and employed the most sophisticated equipment available at
that time. That incident, once again, took place in a conventional situation,
16 years ago.

It goes without saying that the possibilities of human error are greatly
compounded in today's nuclear environment as compared to the more conventional
situations of the past. |

Missile launch control officers must have the discretion to determine
whether a launch command is genuine. Furthermore, a simple human mistake of
entering an erroneocus digit into a launch control computer - quite possible
under the extreme duress and the tense psychological conditions endemic to a
potential nuclear exchange -~ could escalate a catastrophe to even broader
dimensions. It could, for instance, spell the difference between retaliation
against an intended target - perhaps an intercontinental ballistic missile silo
or a remote oil refinery - and one directed against the wrong target, such as
a heavily populated civilian centre. :

In this connection it is pertinent to observe that the most likely éxplanation
of the cause of the unfortunate change in direction of the civilian airliner

was in fact a wrong entry punched into its navigational guide which in-built
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computérized systems failed to check and rectify in time. In this particular
instance, nioreover9 there appeared to be no major stress either of time, events
or weather conditions; and yet the unpredictable happened with calamitous
results to innocent civilians.

Today's policy-maler has to depend uncn & vast array of machines to supply
him with necessary information. The more mechines and the more electronic links
between the policy-maker and the firing mechanism on the nuclear weavon, the
greater the likelihood that something, somewhere along the process, could go
wrong. '

As an indication of the complexity of the command and control systems, it
might be sufficient to mention that the fundamental core of one such systenm
consists of approximately 35 computers at 26 command posts, necessitating
43 separate communications systems. This in turn governs some 600 facilities
consisting of more than 30 million miles of electrical wirinz and connects five
aerial satellites to more than 100 satellite ground. receiving terminals.

In a simulated exercise on this system, which attempted 124 times to obtain
or to send informetion through the computer network, 5h failures occurred as a
result of abnormal shutdovns of the computers -- an almost 48 per cent failure
rate. Another system tried 295 times with 122 failures, vhile a third had only
19 successes out of 63 attempts. In yet another test, a major system could
receive and send information only 43 times in 290 attempts. Overall, the
computers tested worked only 38 per cent of the time. It is on this uncertain
accuracy factor that the so-called stability of modern nuclear calculations are
based, ‘

One more technical example might suffice. Fach missile launch control
capsule has what is referred to as a user terminal element. Demands on one
system in 1976 included more than 171,000 electronic displays, both printed
and wall screen, per month, or about 5,700 daily. Computer-to--computer traffic
averaged more than 1.87 million messages per month, more than 62,000 daily.
That translates into more than 2,500 per hour. Highly trained personnel vere

involved in the input or output of 850,000 messages per month, or 23,000 daily,

nearly 1,800 per hour.
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It is not difficult to imagine a malfunction occurring in this computerized
communication system or that bewildered operators might become bemused with so
many messages being transmitted that they fail to a¢t when they should or
act on erroneous data when they should not.

lioreover, there is now additional concern that comnuter systems, nrevlousLy
held to be virtually impregnable, are susceptlble to tampering and espionage.
Iven the clqsely guarded secrets of Swiss bank accounts have apparently been
breached. A recent study has surprised experts by revealing that compufer
scientists who tried to break into sensitive computers succeeded on every

single occasion. The New York Times of 1b October reported that even

teenagers managed to gain unauthorized intrusion into sensitive systems.

These systems are of course supplemented by others, but they too are not
immune to human or mechanical error. The whole world has recently seen evidence
of the fragility of ah advanced conventional system under peacetime conditions.
e simply have no certainty of how even more complex systems would work in a
conflict situation under very short notice, possible bad weather, deliberate'
electronic jamming, changes in the earth's magnetic field and other powerful

complicating factors.
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Th- only conclusion ¥w¢ can ¥cach is thait vhere is no ceritain’y in
unesriainiy. And yet uac-xiainty scrms o be one unim".»:nd‘s.d characi- rigtic of
cormmunications, on which a t-nuous world pracc at present rests. As '
Shakespeare’s Prospero might have -xclaimed in a modern-day version of “The
T-mp: si:': "Th-s. ar: such stuff as nighvmarss ar- mad~ on,” |

Ta all fairn:ss it should bs addcd that in ord:r partly to remedy thes-
shorccomings much ¢xpondivur: and much vhought hav: been giv-n r-cenily +o
improv.- d and convinuous communicaiions links be-tw-sn ih- tvo sup. r-Powers.,

Th-sc ‘clearly are necessary to make possible clarification of confusing events
and would provids a chann-1 for r gulaiing super-Pow=r behaviour in regional
eris-s and for cori-rolling an -scalaiion of trnsions and preventing their
-volving into 2 nuclzar -xechapg=. The hot lin. briw -n Moscow and Washingion
plays on imporvani vol- in these respects. Bui even th: hot lin- itsc1lf has A
be-n subj-ci ¥o interrupvioan.

Ths cabls and radio 1links rhat cousi.iituk-d +he Vho%'. (liné from 1063 “1:0 1978
ver- qui\".c: vulnerable 70 accidenwnal interrupiion as well as +o possible sabothas:
or dir-ct artack. For instancc, six scparat- accld ntal interruptions w-rs
publicly repori.-d over vhe period 1964 o 1965.

Sinee 1978 +he hot lins has becen improved by replacing the cabl: and
radio v-l-prinicr links wich a sat-1llite communicaiions sysi-m comprising two
~ind p-nd.nt and varallel circuits and four ground siaiions., The sakellite link
is probably mor: seccurc and r-liabl: tvhan the cable from th: point of view of
accid ntal intc rruption. but i is also vuln:rabl: o electronic Jamnming
disrupiion snd o anii-safcrllifc woapons platforms such as killer salellivcs or
miniature homing vehicl:s, “hc lacter bsing impossibls io stop b-caus. of their
spc:d and small size. In any . Veni, anti-saicllite technology will soon prosress
+0o th: point wher- sat-1llites axr> as vulnerablc as the cabls snd grouhd links
of +h. command and control sysi.ils wer-, Thus «ffectilv: counter-measurss o
{laprov:m nts in command and control systems have only furth-r iner:escd th~
possibility +that such sysiems can bs either jammcd or destroyed, adding yet
another a2l-menv of instability.

find of course, onc- again, we- cannot buii concludr thai in +he recent
airlin: incident in conventional circumstances, the system apperently

was not us:d - and if it was it did not prevent a tragic incicent,
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If w- can at l-asi derive sons l-sson from this wrag:dy. ihen 3h- loss of
1if. may hav- s rv.d 2 higher purpos:. C riainly th: wid-r and & p-r study of

crisis prev-niion and manag:ment - of war prevencion and war ¢nding .- dis

d-s=-rving of conc:nirai:d and prioriiy attention, attention wmuch deever

than it has currently received.
This is th- first lesson 70 emérge, w0 b discusse d and to bs pursw-d.
Th s-cond lesson, in =ssc¢per compris. s +he oth.r side of +h- sam- coin.
Th de mons-::ra'i:u-é. capability of onr sup r-Pouw=r -0 monitor wiih r-asonabl-

accuracy wh. . ntir scqusnc of ground-to-air communicaiions in a s=nsivive ar:a

witchin +h- airspac: of vhe oth.» sup r-Pow: r provides furth-r proof, if any

w-re nfdd, +hai ~ach side do:s possess inf:1ligr-nc- capabili=ics able to

moni or Sensivive aceions of ‘he oivh-r. Th- «mphasis on verificaiion possibilitics
for compliancs wiih arms--limivation agr- m-nts - on  of vh- loug-standing

primary obsiacl:s 1“0 axrms conirol and ¢veniual disarmam-nic - has D-.n prov-d vo

be 1less of an obsiacle vhan is publicly clain d.

After all, i scems r-asonable wo asswn  thai if ihe sup. r—~Pow rs have the
wchnical m-ans to eavesdroo electronically on ..ach ovh: r,and such sophis:icatuion
as 10 allov for the recordin; of sensitive air +raffic communicaiions and of th
milivary proc=dur: follow.d, Th n +h~ verificaiion of scaiionary missil-
d-ploymx n in also i« chnologically fea.siblf; av th.- pressnt -s:im« and should
consvitut- lcss of an obstacl- to any rquitable, ~ffective and v rifiabl
arms--conirol agre~m-mi. ‘

Ev n if a cirvain ¢lemsni. of visk is jnvolved in +his asp-ct, ecrtainly it
is a much lower percentage than th- proven failurc rar: of command and com:rol
sysuems. If, as i% s~.ms, W: cannoi as Yyt cscape from +he world of pucl-ar
d * rrenec, surely w can ai 1 ast invest in and even rpamble more on reducing its
dangers, rather than incur the higher risks involved in a blind and
unyislding continuarion of +hs pr. sent srror-pron- cours:. If w- do noi changc
dircetion, vhe r- will nov b~ a black box 7o +-1ll vhe world how iv drifted co
disas.vcr. Thers will only be ihr radioaciive ash-s and dusi which will hav-
buricd 1if- on vhis -arvh in the stillness of death.

I hop- thai ax this session and under your guidance, ir. Chairman, we can take
a small step back from the abvss yawning at our feet.. Yhat I have said vill be
sufficicnt o explain vhy wy.couniry ,amongsi. others,attaches so much importance

and urges that prioriity b= given to +he d-velopm-ni of an int«rnaiional



AYT/6 /mh A/C.1/33/PV.5
28.-30

(Mr. Gauci, Malta)

satellite-monitoring agency. To repeat just one phrase from what I said 1astl
year, wevurge those who are at present dragging their feet on this matter to
join in and meke their best contribution to the realization of this préject,
commensurate with their tremendous potential and in the interests of‘peace.

I look forward to another opportunity to address this‘Committee on specific

aspects of regional and international security when those items are taken up.

Mr. MURIN (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): First of all
may I weléome you, Sir, and wish you, on behalf of the delegation of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, every success in your work in the responsible
vost of Chairman of the First Committee. I'can assure you and the other officers.
of the Commiﬁtee that you will have our full support and our constructive
co--operation.

Our Cormittee is starting its work on the discussion of a broad range of
gquestions relating to disarmament in a difficult and alarming interﬁational
situation, which has become even more tense and‘dangerous. Never in the past
has the arms race, in particular the nucléar arms race, reached such threatening
proportions as.it has today. All thé channels for negotiations on‘the‘
limitation aﬁd réduction of armaments are‘being blocked and new armaments
programmes are being carried out. New and even more dangerous forms and systems
of weapons of mass destruction are being designed. The fhreat of the extension.
of the arms race to outer space is increasing. The peoples of the world are
having\forced upon them the possibility of using nuclear weapons and of waging

a limited or even an extended nuclear vor.
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As a result, during the past year manklnd has come one dangerous step

That opinion is unlversally held. It is an

nearer the nuclear abyss.

unquestlonable fact. This demonstrates yvhere mankind is being led by the

proponents of militarism and of world reaction, who are advocating the use of

force in 1nternatlonal relations. The United States and certain of its allies

do not conceal the fact that by their actions they are pursuing the achievement
of military superiority.

our task is to find a way out of the explosive situation that has been
created and to find realisticways +to remove the threat of nuclear wvar,
put an end to the arms race, ensure the development of all States in an
atmosphere of peace and security, and turn the trend of world events in
a more peaceful direction, in particular by ending the deadlock in ‘
disarmament negotiations and adopting measures designed to eliminate the
threat of nuclear var. ‘

In this .pespect,much depends upon the future situation in Europe and
the direction in which relations‘between-the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty
and the States members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organlzatlon (MATO) develop.
Will they follow the course of retalnlng the ex1st1ng approximate balance
of forces, w1th negotlatlons aimed at’malntalnlng the balance at the lowest
possible levels‘of armaments, in the spirit of the results of the recently
concluded Madrid Conference, or will there be, on the contrary, a further .
intensification of the arms race and an increased level of military
confrontation, in the spirit of the well-knowm NATO so-called dual track
decision of 1979 on the deployment in a number of Vestern Furopean countries
of hundreds of nev medium-range American nuclear missiles? Apparently, this
very important question will be answered this year.

The appearance of new American nuclear weapons in Europe will bring in
its wake the establishment of a qualitatively new strategic and political
situation. It will lead to a sharp deterioration in the situation on the.
Furopean continent and throughout the world. It will increase the threat of

nuclear war, with catastrophic consequences for the peoples of the world
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As was stated in the communiqué of the meeting of the Committee of Toreign
Ministers of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, on 14 October this year:
"Those States which would allow the stationing of new medium-range
nuclear missiles in their territories would assume grave responsibility
before all peoples for the ensuing consequences for peace and tranquillityin

Europe, as this would precipitate another round of the nuclear arms race

in the continent.”

The Foreign Ministers of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty also confirmed
at the meeting of the Committee of Foreign Ministers, held in Sofia:
"Their States never strove and do not strive for military

superiority for themselves, and they recall the statement of the

States parties to the Moscow meeting on 29 June 1983 that they will

never allow military superiority over themselves.”

It must also be emphasized that the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty,
including Czechoslovakia, would be obliged to adopt counter-measures to
guarantee their security. The time to prevent a new, dangerous step in the
arms race in Furope is very limited, but there is still time. One thing
is necessary - that the United States renounce making bald statements such
as those we have heard during the present session of the General Assembly.

It must avoroach the Ceneva negotiations on the basis of respect for the
principles of equality and equal security, in the interests of the peoples
of all the countries of the world. The question of Furopean security
cannot be isolated from global security.

This year started with an important event - the meeting of the
Political Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty,
held in the capital of Czechoslovakia, Prague. At that meeting the
highest representatives of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty put forward
proposals to conclude a treaty on the mutual non-use of military force and the
maintenance of peaceful relations between the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty
and the States members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization. The relevance

of the conclusion of such a treaty, in the light of the present international
situation, is obvious. The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty have on numerous



JP/jmb A/C.1/38/PV.5
33-35
(Mr. Murin, Czechoslovakia)

occasions confirmed their readiness to have exchanges of views with the States
members of NATO and all other countries on various aspects of it and to
embark upon its timely consideration in a businesslike way.

The exclusion of force in relations between the States members of the
two basic military and political groupings of the world would be a genuinely
historic act, which would contribute to a radical improvement in the international
atmosphere and to the elimination of the threat of war. That is why we again
address ourselves here as well to the States members of NATO, calling umon
them to demonstrate a responsible, constructive approach to this important
issue. We hope that these countries will, in view of the need to strengthen
certain principles of the United Wations Charter, heed the appeal of the
socialist countries.

Scarcely anyone will cast any doubt uvon the proposition that the
central question of our time is the prevention of nuclear war. That
task is of great concern to all the peoples of the world, which are
alarmed by the prospect of a world-wideconflagration. The participants
in the Vorld Assembly for Peace and Life, Against Nuclear Var, representing
the peoples of 132 countries, 1,984 national organizations for veace, trade
unions, student and church organizations, political parties and more than
100 non-governmental organizations, stated firmly:

"Mankind is nov at its most important crossroads in history.

One stem in the wrong direction, and the world can find itself hurled,

without any possibility of turning tack, into the abyss of a nuclear

war,"
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The participants at this world-wide conference unanimously and categorically
condemned nuclear war as being the most heinous crime against mankind. They also
condemned the policy which increases the possibility of unleashing a so-called
limited, or possibly even general nuclear war, and stated that such a war would
lead to the destruction of civilization and life on our planet.

This unquestionably important statement of the most authoritative forum
of representatives of world public opinion pointed the way for Governments
represented at the present session of the General Assembly of the United Nations -
and which are even taking part in its work at this very meeting to eliminate
the threat of nuclear war. These people are awaiting from their Governments
not fruitless and most frequently confrontational rhetoric but are looking for
concrete, concerted action, for political and material measures aimed at the
elimination of the ever-increasing direct threat of nuclear war and the threat
to human life.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, including the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic, have always systematically spoken out in favour of the
adoption at the international level of effective measures aimed at the
elimination of the threat of nuclear war and the total elimination of nuclear
weapons. In this respect they have also submitted their own concrete proposals
at the United Nations forum. The initiatives taken to secure implementation of
these measures are precisely the hallmark of the foreign policy of the countries
of the socialist community. The adoption of these proposals would give rise to a
whole range of practical measures - including the most radical steps toward
disarmament -~ aimed at the elimination of the military threat and would ease
tension in international relations.

It should be pointed cut that one of the most important premises for co-ordinating
such measures, of course, is a clear, definite, categorical condemnation by Governments
of nuclear war and doctrines leading to its outbreak. It is unrealistic to expect
any substantive progress on the question of the limitation of nuclear arms and nuclear
disarmament if the international community ignores the fact that theories of waging

nuclear war are official doctrines of specific States possessing nuclear weapons.
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I wish to remind members of the Declaration, adopted in 1981 on the Soviet
Union's initiative, on the prevention of a nuclear catastrophe, which stated
that the first to use nuclear weapons would be committing the gravest crime
against humanity. However, in contrast to this the circles of the military-
industrial complexes, in collusion with the most reactionary forces of the West,
have during the past two years stepped up the pace of their implementation of a
progremme for the elaboration, development and production of increasingly more
sophisticated types of nuclear weapons aimed at achieving unilateral military
superiority by the United States and designed to undermine international stability.

Washington confirmed in a document published for the military command that the
escalation of the conflict to the level of nuclear war remains the most important
element of United States military strategy. In July of this year several billion
dollars were allocated to the production of the first series of MX rockets and
thereby the United States made a further step towards building up weapons for a
nuc¢lear first strike.

The promotion of such programmes, as was pointed out by the Consultativer
Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty conference, which took place
in Prague in Jaﬁuary of this'year, stated that:

"This was closely linked with the strategic concepts and doctrines

of first nuclear strikes, of limited nuclear war, of a prolonged

nuclear conflict, and that all of these aggressive doctrines which

threaten the world are based on the premise that apparently it is

possible to become a victor in a nuclear war by being the first to

use nuclear weapons."

The position of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic and of the other socialist
States with respect to such theories is unambiguous and clear beyond any doubt.
Any inference to the effect that by unleashing nuclear war it is possible to come
out the victor is devoid of any reason. If a nuclear war were to be unleashed,
there would be no victors. Such a war would inevitably lead to the annihilation
of whole peoples, collossal destruction and catastrophic consequences for
civilization and life itself on earth. As was stated in his speech at the present
session of the General Assembly by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of our

country, its targets would not be individual cities but entire continents and

the whole of Furope might become one gigantic Hiroshima.
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That is why the delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic firﬁly
supports the draft declaration submitted to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union,

Andrei Gromyko, vhich set forth a new initiative on the condemnation of nuclear war
as "the mcst hideous crime against the peoples.” This is included at the
present session of the United Nations as an important and urgent item. The
firm and unqualified condemnation for all time by all States leubers of fhe‘
United Nations of nuclear war and preparations for its unleashing through the
deployment , development and spreading of doctrines and concepts designéd to
validate the use of nuclear weapons, as provided for in the draft declafation;
would unquestionably be an act of political significance of the first order.
This would also contribute to the necessary stabilization of the internatidnal
climate and to the establishment of premises for a more effective series of ‘
negotiations on disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmament.

The delegation of the Czechoslovak Jocialist Republic believes that this
highly humane and very relevant proposal, which is in keeping with the vital
interests of the whole of mankind, will meet with the broadest support of
States Members of the United ations and will become the basis for the
adoption by the United Nations of radical measures aimed at the elimination

for all time of the threat of nuclear war and of the threat to human life,
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The problem of the prevention of nuclear war is complex and has many facets.
There\éfe as‘many\components of its final solution as there are channels for the
uﬁleashiﬁg of é nuclear conflict. The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic is of the
épinioﬁ that the most effective means of eliminating the threat of nuclear war and
itsicatastrophig consequences would be for all States possessing nuclear weapons.to
agfee to end the productidn of those weapons and to reduce and ultimately eliminate
their étockpiles of such weapons. ‘

The proposal of the countries of the socialist community in this regard is
well known. The first step -~ an extremely important one - could be a freeze, both
quantitative and qualitative, on all existing nuclear facilities and weapons,
including all components of nuclear arsenals and all types of nuclear weapon
delivery systems, by countries possessing such weapons. This is precisely what.
is suggested_in the new proposal submitted by the Soviet Union as an importent and
urgent item‘fpr the consideration of the present session of the General Assembly.
The purpose of that proposal is that consideration be given to the possibility of
stopping the build-up of nuclear arsenals and the further improvement of nuclear
veapons as a precondition of the subsequent reduction of nuclear weapons.

The most important element of the Soviet proposal relates to the need for a
moratorium on all nuclear tests and the cessation of production of fissionable ..
materials for the production of nuclear armaments. The draft envisages app;opriate
contro}rmeasures and calls for joint efforts to bring about a radical reduction
aﬂd ultimately‘the total elimination of nuclear weapons. «

This, in oﬁr view, is a most relevant, justified and realistic proposal which
is in keeping with the vital interests of the whole of the international community
and Wiph the frequent appeals of the world community. The States parties to the
Varsaw Treaty, as is well known, expressed the conviction as early as the meeting
of their leaders in June of this year that in the interest of the peace and security
of peoples it is urgently necessary for all the nuclear Powers, and in particular
the USSR and the United States, to put a freeze on nuclear weapons, as well as to

take other urgent measures.
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The idea of a freeze of nuclear weapons is now widely discussed thfoughoﬁt the
world, including within the United Nations. Its merit lies in the clarity of the
objective and the fact that it would block further proliferation of nuclear weapons
and the improvement of such weapons., as well as in the fact that it would be very
easy to implement, whatever arguments might be adduced by the militarists for the
purpose of discrediting the idea of the freeze of nuclear weapons, in.particular
by opprosing a freeze on the ground of the impossibility of controlling it, and so
on. However, the lack of consistency in their position is obvious even to the
peoples of their own countries.

It is our profound conviction that the freeze on nuclear weapons is today a
key element in the efforts to avert the threat of nuclear var. Last:year, the
General Assembly, on the initiative of India, Mexico and Sweden, qualified the

freeze of nuclear weapons as a matter of ‘the utmost urgency” (resolution 37/100 B).

" In appealing to the nuclear Powers, in the first place the USSR and the
United States to implement this measure, we welcome the important initiative of the
Hon-Aligned Movement at the New Delhi Conference at the beginning of this year in
calling for the adoption of ‘urgent and practical measures for the prevention of
a nuclear war” (A/38/132), including the cessation of the testing, production and
deployment of nuclear weapons. .

Thus the primary task facing the present session of the General‘Assembly aﬁd
our Committee is to examine and adopt a detailed programme for a freeze on nuclear
weapons throughout the world. Ardraft resolution has been submitted by the Soviet
Union, the State which has unilaterally undertaken not to be the first to use’
nuclear weapons. We hope that other countries which have not done this so far will
assume a similar obligation not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. Such a
step by the nuclear States, especially the United States, which possesses a gigantic
‘arsenal of nuclear weapons , would be equivalent to the prohibition of the use of

nuclear weapons.
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I hope that the discussion of the questions of the condemnation of nuclear
var and the nuclear-arms freeze. and all the other pfiority items on our agends
relafing to the curbing of the arms race and disarmément, will this year lead to
substantive and positive results in the interest of the maintenance of peace and the
strengthening of the security of the peoples. /

The solution of these important., complex problems of our time calls, first
of all, for the political will of States to engage in a constructive exchange of
views and to co-operate in the preparation of agreements based on mutual respect
for the principles of equality and equal security.

For our part, we sincerely desire the achievement of this objective.

The delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic has limited its statement
tqday to a few extremely important aspects of the cuestion of the prevention of
nuclear var and the solution of other problems connected with nuclear armaﬁents,’
We reserve our right to speak later to set out our vosition on other items on

the agenda.

Mr. QIAN Jiadong (China) (interpretation from Chinese): First of all,
Sir, on behalf of the Chinese delegation, I would like to extend to you my hearty

congretulations on your election to the chairmanship of our Committee. This is’the
first time I have taken part in the work of this Committee and it gives me greaé
pleasure to work with you, Mr. Chairman, and the other officers of the Commiﬁtee9
as well as all the representatives present. I shall certainly try my very

best to further the vork of this Committee.
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Over the past year, the world situation has continued to be beset with
tensions and turmoils as a result of the intense rivalry between the two:
suner Powers. While old issues remain unsettled, new issues keep emerging
one after another. Some regions remain to be engulfed by war flemes, and
armed agrression and occupation are being continued. The independence and
sovereignty of many States have not been given their due respect and world
peace and security are under serious threat.

In the field of armements, the arms race between the super-Powers has
becone even more acute instead of being relaxed. Under the pretext of -
*maintaining,,parity‘, each side is tryins to seek and maintain military
supremacy over the other. Both sides are expanding, improving and renewing
their arsenals at an unprecedented rate and scope. A new round of arms race
is under wvay. The twvo sides are increasing the variety and quantity of their
nuclear weapons, raising the hitting accuracy, survival capability and
destructive power of their nuclear weapon systems and improving the means
of commanding, control and communications for a nuclear war. To complenent
their nuclear strike force on the earth, they have furthermore in recent
vears been enthusiastically developing outer space weaponry based on the
latest scientific and technological developments. At the same time,
continuing thelr efforts to‘strengthen their conventional armaments, .they. are
also developing heavy conventional weapons using newer technology and employing
greater‘déstructive power. These are by no means exaggerated descriptions, but
a reality witnessed by the average people every day. The arms race has
become an important component in the super-Povers' endeavour to realize their
strategic targets.

The super--Powers’ arms race has not only posed a direct threat to the-
peace and security of all States, but has also increased the danger of the
outbreak of a new world war. This cannot but arouse the grave concern of the
people throughout the world. Peace-=loving countries and peoples strongly
demand that aggression, expansion and the arms race be halted., They have
vorked tirelessly for disarmament. It is not at all accidental that in
recent years a massive peace movement has emerged in some countries, the
mainstream of which reflects the just desire for peace of the broad sections

of people in these countries.
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However, contrary to the wishes of the peoples of the world, the
super-Povers have shown no sincerity in disarmament, verbally professing

disarmament only for the purpose of covering up their frenzied arms
No progress at all has been made in the field of disarmament despite

race.
innuerable rounds of bilateral and multilateral disarmament negotiations
and countless meetings and conferences devoted to disarmament. Fierce
bargaining is going on between the two super-Powers in START and intermediate--
range nuclear forces (INF) nezotiations. The proposals put forward by each
side are all designed to weaken the other and maintain its own suprenacy.
Oving to the contention and confrontation between the super-Powers, the Committee
on Disarmament in Geneva has achieved virtually no progress of substance on
eny item on its agenda. The nuuwber of resolutions that oyr Committee adopts
each year has been on the increase, but they hardly provide solutions to
real problems. It is fully justified for people of all countries to feel
strongly dissatisfied with all this.

Like other peoples in the world, the Chinese people love peace and
aspire to a peaceful international enviromnent in which they can build up
their own country. China has consistently pursued a policy of safeguarding
vorld peace and opposing hegemonism. China favours disarmament. e are for
penuine disarmament and against sham disarmament. Ve oppose arms expansion
under the camouflage of disarmament. In order to promote disarmament, China
put forward at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament a proposal for disarmament, outlining its objectives, measures,
verification and negotiation. The basic principles underlining this proposal
are as follows: Tirst, disarmament cannot be separated from the struzgle
to safeguard international security and oppose hegemonism. Secondly, the
two super-Powers should take the lead in disarmement. Thirdly, nuclear
disarmanent should go hand in hend with conventional disarmament. TFourthly,
sizall and medium-sized States are entitied to maintain their necessary
forces for national defence: the disarmament process should in no way
Jjeopardize the independence, sovereignty and security of any State. TFifthly,

disarmament asreements should include striet and effective measures for
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international verification. Sixthly, all States should participate on an
equal footing in the discussion, negotiation, and supervision of the
inplementation of disarmament agreements. In our view these principles
are comprehensive and fair as they are basad on the consideration of the -
interests of all sides.

As nuclear weapons have unprecedented and enormous destructive pover,
nuclear disaormament dreaws particular concern of the people of the world,

In accordance with the above-mentioned basic principles, China put forvard
at the second special session on disarmament a proposal concerning the
cessation of development and reduction, of nuclear weapons by nuclear States,
calling on the two eupermPowers to take the lead in cutting,by a wide margin,
their nuclear weapons and means of delivery of various types. In order to
promote further nuclear disarmament, the Chinese Toreign !linister

T Xuegian recently proposed bafore the Ceneral Assembly that after the
Soviet Union and the United States have taken practical action to stop
testing, improving and nanufacturing nuclear weapons and agreed on reducing
by half their nuclear weapons and means of delivery of all types, a widely-
representative internaticnal conference should be convened with the participation
of all nuclear-wveapon States to negotiate the general reduction of nuclear
wezpons by all nuclear weapon States. The starting point of this proposal
by the Chinese Govermment is to make nuclear disarmament a continuous,
uninterrupted process so as to achieve the final goal of the complete
orohibition and thorough destruction of all nuclear weapons.

The final document of the first special session on disarmament correctly
nointed out that States with the largest nuclear arsenals bear a special
responsibility for disarmament. It is entirely reasonable that nuclear
disarmament should start with the two super-Powers. They were the first
to get themselves armed with nuclear weapons and then they launched a
continuous nuclear arms race. It is therefore only natural that they should

Rl

be asked to take action first in nuclear disarmament. They possess over
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95 ner cent of the nuclear weapons in the world. Only a substantial
reduction of nuclear weapons on their part can render nuclear disarmament.
really significant. And even aftera 50 per cent reduction on their part,
they would still be left with nuclear weapons that far exceed‘the nuclear
veapons of all the other nuclear weapon States put together, and they would

still have the “overkill” capabilities.
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Other nuclear States should, of course, also undertake their responsibility
concerning nuclear disarmement. On the very day when China first successfully
conducted its nuclear test, it undertoock not to be the firsf to use huciear weanons
and not to use them against non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free
zones. China has developed a limited nuclear force for self-defence and for
breaking the‘supermPowers’ nuclear monopoly and promoting nuclear disarmament.
China has just proposed that an international conference be convened after -
the super-~Powers have agreed on reducing their nucléar weapons by half -
not after they have actually carried out such reduction - to discuss matters
concerning the reductionof nuclear weapons by all nuclear States, which will
be implemented at a later stage according to a reasonable ratio and procedure,
and lead to the compiete destruction of all nuclear weapons. This further
testifies to China's consistent and responsible approach towards nuclear
disarmament.

China's proposal on nuclear disarmament is based on the reality of the
nuclear armaments in the world today. It is therefore fair and reasonable,
as well as practical. Ve hope it will receive serious consideration and a
positive‘reSPOnse from the parties concerned.

I should also like to say a few words on the proposals for a ‘‘nuclear freeze",
Ve maintain that it is quite understandable for some non-aligned and neutral
States to have proposed a ‘'nuclear freegze” in order to make the super-Powers
stop their nuclear arms race. However, the fact that a nuclear Povwer with
a gigantic‘nuclear arsenal which is intensifying its efforts in every possible
vay to seek nuclear supremacy has also put forward a similar proposal cannot
but make people ponder over its real motives, “TFreezing” alone, if not
accoupanied by concrete measures for reducing and destroying nuclear weapons,
could only in effect legitimize and perpetuate the nuclear arsenals of the
super-Powers, which will enable them to maintain their nuclear hegemony and pose
a menace to the people of various countries. This obviously is detrimental
to genuine nuclear disarmament; nor is it conducive to the maintenance of

international peace and security.
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‘People are now deeply concerned about the super-Powers' intermediate-range
nuclear missiles in Furope and Asia. INaturally, China too is much concerned
about it. Weé hold that all the nuclear weapons reduced, mno matter from vhere,
should not bé moved to other regions but should bhe destroyed; the reduction
of nuclear weapons should not be confined to the European region]eithér.

The Soviet Union éhould reduce by a wide margin the large émount of
intermediéténrange nuclear missiles already deployed in Asia and the Far Bast,
so that the grave threat to which the countries in this replon are exvosed may
be lessened.

fuclear disarmeient can in no way be carried out in isolation. It should
be inteprated with the struggie against the hegemonism of the super-Powers
if it is to:achieve any results. The super-Powers must change their course
of behaviour and shoulder in earnest their special responsibility towards
disarmament so as to reach agreement truly conducive to nuclear disarmament .
China is ready to work together with all peace-lovins countries
and peoplés for the urgent task of nuclear diéarmament, which has a direct
impact on world peace and security. We are convinced that nuélear weapons

will eventually be destroyed by mankind, and not vice versa.

Mr. CALLEJAS (Honduras) (interpretation from Spanish): Since this

is the first time I have spoken in the Committee, I should like, on benalf
of my delegation, most warmly to congratulate you, Sir, on your election
as Chairman of this Committee, which is a puarantee that our work will
be guided with youi.characteristic talent and dynamism,
The number of items on disarmament allocated t0 the First Cormittee
is clear proof of the vital importance of this question for all the peoples
of the world,
The fact that as long ago as 1959 the General Assembly set itself the
final goal of achieving an agreement on general and complete disarmament under
effective international control, defining this question as the most 1mnortant B

one facing the world, also demonstrates the complexity of the problems involved

in this issue.
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Quite rightly, the efforts of the United Nations have been focused as a
matter of priority on the conclusion of agreements to govern the manﬁfacture?z
testing, stockpiling, transfer and prohibition of thermonuclear weaﬁons.r It is‘l
obvious that the use of such weapons would have devastating effects, and it woﬁld.
be pointless to dwell on these horrors. , |

However, since the military conflicts in the world today are being cérried out
with conventional weapons, in recent years the United Nations has also attached .
importance to regulating the use of such weapons, aithough limiting itself td
those which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate‘
effects. . ‘

In the view of the Honduran delegation, and as it declared at the second‘special
session of the General Assembly on disarmament, held in June last year, it is alsq{
urgent for us to achieve a reduction of all kinds of conventional ﬁeapons to the
levels strictly necessary for the defence of sovereignty and territorial integrity_
and for maintaining public order.

Ve believe that the search for attaining this objective must be supplemented
by, and carried on simultaneously with, effective action by the international ‘
community to avoid illegal arms trafficking, and the strengthening of the peaceful
means for the settlement of disputés. The effect would be to make truly effective
the principle of the non-use of force in relations between States. My delegation
is very happy to be able to say that with respect to Central Aﬁerica these aims have
been reflected in the document of objectives adopted recently in September, in the
context of the activities carried out by the Contadora Group, which constitutes a
very encouraging starting-point to achieve peace in the region.

In keeping with this position, Honduras maintains that we must promote universal
adherence to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their °
Destruction.

Furthermore, we believe that the régime of the 1968 Treaty on the Non-
Prolifération of Nuclear Weapons must be further strengthened by improving the
methquvof'inspection and control of the transfer of nuclear materials for peaceful
purposes and by obtaining a commitment by the nuclear Powers to undertake and
conclude serious comprehensive negotiations designed to putting an end to the arms
race and the development of the technology for producing new weapons of mass

destruction.
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Minally . we wish to reiterate our complete support for the promotion of
nucleafmfree zones in the Middle Tast, Africa and southern Asia, on the basis of
the well.--tested frame of reference provided by the machinery of the
Treatv on the Prohibition of Illuclear Veapons in Latin America., known as
the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

Those are some of the steps vhich, in the view of my delegation, would
help to reduce the distrust and tension that now exist in
various rerions of the world and to increase the effectiveness of the

lofty ideals proclaimed in the United Nations Charter.

Ir, CprH0 (Chana): It is with some hesitation that I

take the Tloor at the beginning of the general debate in the Committee on the

agenda items dealing with disarmawment. I am hesitant hecause there has been

such a slaring lack of any specific improvement in the disarmament and arwms

control negotiations since the end of last year. and one naturally runs the

risk of repeating the same arsuments as those which characterized the debate

during the previous session. However. upon reflection, it is clear that none

of us can afford to be silent or tinid in the face of the orinous threat

that nuclear arms proliferation poses to mankind. Ve must speak or else perish.
Since the debate on the same item last vear., discussions have been held -

and innunerable articles vritten underlining the international cormunity’®s

cormion concern over the increasing threat to international peace and

security. At the same time the super-Powers have traded harsh rhetoric.

The Tast-iest tension has been used as a pretext for bypassing the United Iations

and for undermining internationalism. In spite of this resrettable developuent,

it is already clear that those ad hoc alternatives arve fraught vith serious

ealnesses and that no forum or initiative on conflict control will

command the attention and respect of the international community as much as

those negotiations held under the auspices of the United Nations. TIiven though

little or no progress has been achieved, partly because of the transformation

of United llations forums into nlatforms for acerbic rhetoric, it is equally

important for the attainment of the objectives of disarmament that United Iations
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forums should remain the vehicle for important and meaningful attempts to
reach international understanding and agreement. So it is with pride that
mwr delegation again joins in the debate in the FPirst Committee because we
believe that this deliberative effort offers a reasonable nromise of success.

It is unfortunate that the credibility of the United Hations has been
especially undermined recently and its role in international affairs grossly
misrenresented. The adversaries of the United Iations arsue forcefully that
the Tirst Committee is not the negotiating forum for disarmement that our
debates here are not structured to produce concrete arms control results and
that there is still hope that a breakthrough will be achieved solely through
bilateral negotiations betwveen the super Povers., Tle wish also to emphasize,
hovever, that disarmament is an international responsibility and therefore
requires multilateral attention to assist negotiations. This is the reason
that led the international cormanmity to assert during the first special .-
cession of the Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarnament that the United Hations
has a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of Adisarmament and
arns control,

The Tirst Cormittee, therefore. has o special and onerous responsibility,
as the CGeneral Assembly’s deliberative body on disarmawent, to attempt to achieve an
international consensus on the framevork for disarmament issues, especially
at a time vhen a nervous international cormunity is bereft of any assurance
that a nuclear catastrophe can be averted. Ve hope, therefore, that the
debates in the Committee will create at least the risht atmosphere and guidelines
for attemptins newr initiatives in the arms limitation and disarmament talls.

These are laudable and legitimate aspirations, but we all know that the
etmosphere in relations among the nuclear Powers could
not be worse than it is at the present time. In terns of the objective
conditions recquired for delicate disarmament and international security talks,
the past 12 months have been very noor to say the least. The »eriod has
becn characterized by bitter rhetoric between the two super Povers, an alnost
automatic rejection of each other's nroposals for arms control., a surprising
shov of bellicosity and a gradual drift towards war. In this politically and

nilitarily dangerous atmosphere., e have seen the heightening of cold-twar
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animosities to the point where it is no longer an exaggeration to say that
any issue could touch off military conflict, with unimaginable consequences
for the vhole of the human race.

Then ve met at this time last year the concent of a limited nuclear
var was very ruch in the minds and hearts of some nuclear -Powvers, even thouch
the collective yoice of ordinary men and women all over the vorld was
strident in denunciation of that theory. Hapnily, today one does not hear
too much of that theory, and. if our interpretation of events is correct,
that belier Will not be pursued vith any fervour in the foreseeable future.

i delegation welcomes this development, even if it is without absolute
certainty, because it holds us back from one more ouminous sten towards total
destruction. If nuclear war were to break out, it would. in our viev,

cuickly degenerate into a global catastronhe, because it would involve the use of
intercontinental ballistic missiles as vell as the short-ran~e and intermediate-
range missiles in the arsenals of all the nuclear Powers. There can be no doubt
therefore, that any outbreak of nuclear war would lead to the final

destruction of our life and our planet.

At the same tine last vear ve heard a reiteration of the almost universal
desire for a nuclear veapon freeze on the part of the nuclear Povers.
Unfortunately, the pnronosal has not been accepted yet by all sides and is
therefore threatened with extinction. Ve have examined carefully the arguments
and concerns of those vho fear that a freeze would limit the forces on
vhich they misht call in time of var or destroy their barsaining povers in
crucial negotiations but, vhile tre are not insensitive to their fears. ve

211 to share their outrisht rejection of the freeze nmroposal,
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In our view, a freeze would in the beginning affect only existing missiles,
vhich are more than sufficient to destroy all of mankind. Moreover, it is important
to understand that a nuclear-weapon freeze is not an end in itself. It would have
to be the beginning of an exploration of other follow-up processes that could lead
ultimately to complete disarmament.

One of the other main arguments against a nuclear freeze concerns the peremnial
question of verification.r It is, of course, legitimate and logical to raise the
issue of verification when a truce is being arranged between antagonistic forces.
However, our own study of the whole question of verification, coupled with the
recent admission by certain highly-placed officials of nuclear countries, confirms
that verification would not be as difficult to institute as we are often led to
believe. Indeed, experts believe that a comprehensive freeze would be easier to
verify than more limited arms control agreements. In any case, would it not be
logical to expect that in such an exercise only verifiable missiles would be
regarded as frozen? We believe that opprosition to the nuclear-weapon freeze
proposal ought to be seriously reconsidered, because the best hope for, and best
beginning of, control of the nuclear arms race is a nuclear-weapon freeze.

Ve once again urge the nuclear Powers, therefore, seriously to reconsider the issue
and to heed the plea of world public opinion, which is unequivocally on the side
of a freeze.

Another area with a realistic cHance of success concerns the total cessation
of nuclear-weapon test explosions. Ever since this proposal was placed on the
international nuclear agenda, it has received only perfunctory consideration from
the nuclear Powers,. especially the super-Powers, which obviously do not see it as
serving their vested interests. But it must be raised and pursued because it
provides a litmus test of the sincerity of nuclear Powers when it comes to arms
control. As long as test explosions are necessary for the qualitative development
of nuclear arms and for the invention of new generations of such arms, the banning
of all nuclear-weapon test explosions remains one of the best measures against
any further proliferation. We believe that this option has not been pursued
vigorously erough, and we wish to appeal to all States to attach the utmost

importance to it and to accord it the highest priority.
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The prollferatlon of nuclear arms contlnues as nuclear Powers deepen their
distrust of one another, beat the drums of war and deploy ex1st1ng and new
generations of nuclear arms the better to target them on one another. We are
informed that one side exceeds the other in the number of lethal weapons in its
arsenal and that there is therefore a need to overtake and outdistance it in the
qualitative and quantitative development of new systems. The irony ih this
argument ie that we all know that the disparity in the relative nuclear-weapon
capacity of the two super-Powers is at best negligible. In other words, both
sides some time ago achieved relative parity in their arsenals and do not need
more warheads to éatch up with each other. In any case, what is the wisdom of
fashioning more deadly and numerous missiles when those already-available
are more than enough to blow this planet and its people into non-existence? We
believe we express the anxiety of millions of men and women around the globe when we
ery out to the super-~Powers that their Pershing,‘Cruise, MX, Polaris, SS-19 to
5523 énd SSCX-4 missiles are more than sufficient to maintain their cynical balance
of terror and that the international community should halt this dangerous and
wasteful escalation. The arms race cannot and will not be won; rather, it will
destroy us.

-If the insatiable craving of the super-Powers for more and more missiles
threatens our human existence, international’peace and security are no less
threatened by the nov undisputed acquisition of a nuclear-weapon capability by the
racist régime of Sbuth Africa. WithAfhe'assiéfance énd male#oient genius of
countries such as Israel and Taiwan, the Pretoria régime has now acquired nuclear
weapons with which to stréngthen‘the bastion of its apartheid policy. This
ambition of South Africa was detected by international observers almost two decades
ago, but some influential States Members of the United Nations refused to heed the
warning, either because they were themselves economically involved with South Africa
or because they believed the simplistic explanation that the so-called communist
threat to southern Africa was very real around the Cape of Good Hope and that
South Africa's defence capacity needed to be strengthened in order to resist a
takeover. Both reasons are historically and factually untenable. Through direct
and indirect collusion, certain prominent countries of the West have armed that
garrison régime with the most lethal of weapons, with which it can better-terrorizé

the entire region of Africa and the shores of the Indian Ocean.
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Quite apart from the gpartheid stance of the racist régime, there are certain
other objective reasons why South Africa should not be allowed to become a respectable
nember of the nuclear club if we are to be faithful to the Charter. First,

South Africa has proved itself to be one of the most belligerent Of States since the
time' of the Second World War, as shown by its incessant military aggression Aagainst '
African countries in the sub-region. Secondly, South Africa, has demonstrated its
resolve not to heed resolutions of the Security Council, which is the United Nations
body charged with responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and A
security. Thirdly, it has refused thus far to place its nuclear programme under

the safegﬁards system of thé International Atomic Fnergy Agency (IAEA). Fourthly,
since 1961 the Ceneral Assembly has supported the declaration of Africa as a nuclear-
weapon-free zone. ‘ ‘ ‘ , 7 N

Tt is highly prejudicial to international peace and security, therefore, to
continue to tolerate the nuclear-weapon activities | oAf thié garrison régime which has
refused to sign the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and has conducted unwarranted |
aggression against its neighbours, and which publicly declared in 1977 that:

"If we are atbtacked, no rules apply if it comes to a question of our
existence. We will use all means at our disposal, whatever they may be."

In such circumstances, I ask those Member States which assist South Africa in
its nuclear prograxme to put their racial solidarity aside for a moment and ronder
vhether the interests of international peace and security are aided or jeopardized
by the possession of a nuclear weapon by the racist régime. A nuclear war can be
caused by the deliberate or irresponsible use of weapons. The nere possession of
stockpiles by South Africa, and the tradition of its extremist military action
against front-line States, cduld also lead tp a nuclear catastrophe, since such'
an unthinkable phenomenon could be caused as much by miscalculation as by>an
inproper safeguards régime. Those who underwrite this weapon should therefore

think seriously about these things.
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As a member of the developing world, my delegation cannot conclude its
remarks on disarmament and arms control without once again bringing to the
attention of the Committee the irrationality of spending almost $800
billion a year on the arms race while millions around the world are dying
of hunger and malnutrition. The moral orientation of our generation is
certainly perverted if we fail to see the connection between disarmament
and development. It is to the discredit of the United Nations that for
the selfish interest of a handful of its lember States which are also
nuclear Powers, the international community has shelved the historical
report of Inga Thorsson and her colleagues on the relationship between
disarmament and development. The destiny of mankind will be better
assured if we are,able to marshall the political will necessary to turn
our scientific, technological and financial resources from a dangerous and
wasteful arms enterprise towards the global developmental effort sorely
needed.

If my delegation has concentrated on the nuclear arms race, it is
not only because it poses the greatest threat to mankind. Equally
disturbing is the ever increasing escalation in conventional arms. The
destruction that conventional arms continues to spread in Asia,

Africa, Latin America and the Middle East, should convince all of us
of the wisdom to control the development and stockpiling of this
deadly category of arms which has reached unbelievable levels of
sophistication. In this regard, I wish to reiterate the appeal to our

two brothers, Iran and Iraq., to lay down arms and to seek agreement

and restitution through dialogue and arbitration. The havoc that war
has brought on them is enough. Their respective peoples are now

entitled to peace and>security.
Certain international events in the last few months have clearly

brouzht home to many how real and how close an outbreak of nuclear

conflict can be. Tor the first time since the shooting down of the Korean
Airline plane, many people around the world have been seized by genuine
fear of a nuclear conflict and there are already signs that this fear is

finding expression in the greater participation in anti-nuclear
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demonstrations. Nuclear weapons, under cold war conditions such as now
envelop international rélations, can only constitute an even greater

threat to our very existence. It is our collective responsibility to

find a way out of this situation, and we must jointly work towards complete
and general disarmament, as well as the building of confidence between

the super-Powers.

To conclude, my delegation wishes to place the following proposals
before the Committee for consideration and recommendation to the
negotiating parties and bodies involved in the search for arms control and
disarmament :

FPirst, we urge all nuclear Powers, especially the two super-Powers,
publicly to reaffirm their commitment to the non-first-use of nuclear weapons.

Secondly, the nuclear super-Powers should commit themselves to a
mutual and verifiable nuclear-weapon freeze, with immediate effect.

Thirdly., nuclear States should agree to develop a convention for
the total cessation of nuclear-weapon test explosions by the end of 198k.

Fourthly, the Iuropean States should seriously consider setting up
a Buropean disarmament conference in the near future to consider the
gradual removal of all nuclear missiles from Furope and to work out the
nodalities for a mutual reduction of conventional forces in order to
diffuse +the tension that Europe currently is experiencing.

Fifthly, to consider, as a matter of extreme urgency, a meeting at the
summit level between the super-Powers, with a view to reducing the cold war
tension that prevails between them and to working out certain concrete
initiatives in confidence-building measures.

These measures must be accompanied, in our view, by a greater
involvement in the multilateral effort to help reach early agreement. To
this end, we endorse the United Hations system as an appropriate forum
and recommend the re-introduction of the proposal to create subsidiary
organs of the Comnittee on Disarmament, especially a body to handle
natters pertaining to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to nuclear
disarmament, and another body to consider the prevention of the spreading
of the arms race to outer space.

These are not new proposals. They have been made individually at
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different stages of ﬁhé“international debate and at different times.
Vle believe, however, that, if taken together now as a package, they
nay constitute'the nost effective means of impacting upon the search
for arms control and disarmament. Ve hope that they will at least spur
serious thinking on this cruéial subject which is of interest to all .

mankind.

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.m.






