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

" AGENDA ITEMS 43 to 63, 139, 11, 1143 and 1k4 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE

Mr. VONGSAY (Lao People's Democratic Republic) (interpretation from

Prench): First of all, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the delegation of the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, T should like to congratulaté you nmost sincerely
on your zlection to the chairmanship of our Committee. Your experience in
First Committee issues-willg T am convinced, make it possible for you to guide
our work towards concrete results. I should like also to express my'congratulations
"~ to the other officers of. the Commitiee.- ‘

At the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, held in March this year, the international situation was examined and
concern was expressed in the following terms:

" .. the renewed .escalation in the nuclear arms race, both in its

‘,;.,'; i

quantitative and qualitative dimensions, ... has heighténed the risk of the
" outbreak of nuclear war and led to greater insecurity and instability in

international relations." (A/38/132, para. 28)
‘That concern on the part .of thé international community at the aggravation

of the world situation, which can be seen clearly in the deterioration of the
process of détente, the intensification of the arms race and the threat of
nuclear disaster, has also been mentioned during the general debate in the
General Assembly which came to an end just last week.,

Instead of a policy of détente. imperialist circles have opted for one of
confrontation, by trying to kindle new flashpoints of tension in different parts
of the world or by tryihg to maintain existing ones. In order to regain lost
ground or to maintain their spheres of £ﬁfluence they have unhesitatingly intervened
- directly in regional conflicts. Events in the Middle East, Chad and Central America
are all eloquent examples of this. Their desire for hegemony has prompted them
to proclaim particular regions of the world -~ those with vast natural wealth - as

areas of vital interest to them.
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It moes without.sayinﬁ that such a policy could only lead to the arms race. to
the excessive acquisition of weapons. because they wanted to gain military
sureriority over others in order to impose their w7ill and have the upper hand in
all circumstances. This led to the production of increasinglv,improved reapons,
increasingly sophisticated weapons, in terms of their destruétive capacity“ such
as the néutron Lomb and new chemical weapons, called binary Weapons, not to mention
their delivery systems, such as the intercontinental MX missiles and strategic B 1
bomhers, althoursh the nucleaf arsenal that already existed would have.been enough
to destroy the world many times over. In order to justify this policy to the nublic
and to obtain an increase in their military budrets, myths Werevspread abhout the
sunnosed military superiority of the Varsaw Pact countries, the sunposed Soviet
threat, or the'suppbséd use of chemical weapons by certain Governments in Asia.,

I'ven worse, they went as far as to gamble with the lives of the innocent., such as
in the case of the South Kbreén aireraft,

Furthermore, in order to nrevare for or persuade the public to accent the
possibility of a nuclear war, dangerous theories were put forward. such as those
of the nuclear first strike, limited or prolonged nuclear war. or the nossihility
of winning a nuclear war, and so on. | A

If suéh a tendency continues, it is not oﬁlv international peace and security
that will be threatened. but also the very survival of mankind, beceuse at the
present stapge of progress in science and technology it would be an illusion to
believe that é nuclear war could be won. As was rightly stressed bv the Teads of
State or Government of non-~aligned countries in Méw Delhi, nuclear weamons are more
than weapons of war, they are instruﬁents of mass annihilation. This is vhy they
have rejected the use of such weapons’in any circumstances.whatsoever.

Hence, given the serious threat to the survival of mankind, it is imrortant
that the major Powers. especially the nvclear Péwérs, adopt urgently pfécfical
neasures to curb the arms race,‘particularly that 1n nuclear wveanons., and to
eliminate the danger of nuclear var. In this connectioﬁ,‘in their Mew Delhi Yessage,
the Heads of State or Povérnment of non-alirned countries made the following appeal
to the nuclear Povers: |

“They should apree on. an international convention prohibiting the
use or threat of usé‘of nuclear weapons in any circumstances and stop

further production and deployment of nuclear weapons. (A/38/132, p. 56)
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In this context the proposals submitted bv the So#iet Union on condemnation
of nuclear war (A/C.1/38/1.1) and nuclear-weanon freeze (A/C.1/38/1..2) seem very
appropriate. They serve to supnlement other earlier initiatives by the Soviet
Union, such as the Soviet Union‘s unilateral commitment not to be the first to
use nuclear veapons and its pronosal concerning the conclusion of a treaty on the
general and complete pfohibition of nuclear—weénon tests. If these initiatives
were accepted apd followed up by all the nuclear Powers the nuclear arms race could
be curbed and the danser of nuclear war eliminated. TheSe two proposals, therefofe,
have the firm support of my delesation. »

Another subject of concern to the internatidhal comﬁunity at the moment is the
question of the deployment of Pershing II and cruisé missiles in certain llestern
Turopean countries. These interwmediate-ranpe nuclear missiles. those first strike
capability is undeniahle, would not only make nuclear hostages of the neoples of the
Tumropean continent but would also endanger the lives of other peonples in the vorld9
since a nuclear war, whatever those that unleashed it might want, could never be ‘
limited. Reprisals would be inevitable.

Therefore, in the interest of world peace, it is important that the Geneva
negotiations on this subject achieve positive results, and to that end, that the
irterlocuters demonstrate good will and realism. In this‘connection9 the most
recent Soviet proposal. made by President Yuri Andropov and reaffirmed by the

conference of IHMinisters of Foreign Affairs of the countries of the Warsaw Treaty

held in Sophia from 12 to 1k October, deserves serious consideration. Similarly,
the proposal made by the Socialist countries concerning the conclusion of a treaty
on the mutual non-use of military force and the maintenance of relations of neace
bhetween the States of the Varsaw Treaty and those of the Morth Atlantic Treatv
Organization (N%TO)(could contribute to the establishment of mutual trust. Turope,
vhich has been the arena of several major conflicts, including two world wars. must
not hecome the arena of a third world war, this time a nuclear one.

Another ecually dangerous enterprise is the militarization of outer space.
Ve are avare of the efforts made by the United Mations to make outer space an
area of exclusively peaceful co-operation and exnloration. MHowever. for some
time now the tendencv to extend the arms race into outer space has become

increasingly clear. A budget of several hundred million dollars has even been
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allocated for this in 1985, If this undertaking is not stonped it will become
the swvord of Damocles for our world. This is why we appreciate the commitment
of the Soviet Union not to be the first to install the anti-satellite weapon,
just as we support its proposal concerning the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting
the use of force in outef space and from outer space against the earth. e feel
that the conclusion of such a treaty together vith a treaty on the prohibition
of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space. vhich was also nronosed
by the Soviet Union. in 1981, vwill make it nossihle to remove this sword of
Damocles from the earth and thus to meet the wishes of the international community.
Althoush the warlike policies of the immerialists pive rise to increasing
concern among the peoples, it is encouraping to see that evervvhere in the world
there are movements made up of neoples of all social strata acting in the interest
of peace and against the arms race. Tast vear. during the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmarent, ve witnessed an enormous pacifist
demonstration here in New York. There are also widespread demonstrations in
certain Vest Turovean c0untriés against the deployment of Furo-missiles. This is
the expression of the will of responsible, intelligent neople concerned ahout their
survival and that of coming generafions - people for whom my delegation has a great »

respect, because by their deeds they are demonstrating the views of the majority.
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Thése inereasins pacifist rovements .coufiri in a sense the success of
the campaign>for disortiament leunched by the second sneciazl session of the
Ceners] Assenbly devotcd to this issue.

True, the vrocess of disarumaent is a couplex ome, but in our viewv
the principles and vriorities stated in the Yinal Document of the firsi
sueeial session of the Generul Assenbly devoted to uisarmaicnt,
and the measures and objectives defined in it, are still fully valid. It is
therefore ur to 21l of us to work towvard their realization.

T ey of conclusion, may I be merwitted to quote tuis passagé frow
paragraph 4 of the New Delhi Message:

~“The non~zli:ned countries, sueaking Tor tae wajority of

the vorld commnity. want an iwaedizte halt to the drift towards

nucleor conflict. vhich threuatens not only the well-being of

muanity in our tires but of future aencraﬁions ags well., The

nuclear-weapon Powers iust heed this voice of the people of the

vorl¢.” (Ibid., p. 56)

Mr. MURIE_(Ciechoslovakia)’(ihterpretation froi Russian): Today the
Czechsloval: deleration would like to continue the staterent of its
nosition on soile very important'items of our agenda. In particular we would like
to refer to questions dealt with in the report of the Committee on Disarmament
(#/33/27) in Ceneva. The first thing that striles any reader of the
report, apart from the general increase in the volume of the work,
is the absence of any merceptible vrogress tcvards, any real results, in
reaching agreement on specific measures to limit the arms race and bring about
disarmement, a task which was transferred to the Committee in accordance with
the resolutions of the United MHations General Asscubly.

The reasons for this state of affairs in the Committee can best be deduced
from the positions taken by a group of States, and by individual '

States in the Committee, on the items on its agenda.
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The Czcechoslovok Soeizlist llerublic, as an vetive menber of the Comuittec
from the time of its establishment, tosether with other countries
of the socialist comuunity, attaches preat sirmificance to its effective
functioning as the sole international orsan for nerotiations on disarmsment and
the working out of agreements. In the past this Committee has repeatedly
demonstroted it osotentinl, servins as a forwa Tor vorking tovards *
asreenent on a nuwber of extremely iuportont neasures to curb the arms
race. lie verc all the more perplexed therefore, like many other
deleations . to see long drawn-out and fruitless discussioms
continuing in the Committee at a time when there is such an
urient need to achieve practical prosress in resolving those Verv issues that
are being discussed in the Committee.

The key Lo improviug the erfeciiveness and the fruitfulness of the
Commitiee's work lies wholly and entirely iun the hands of its mewber States.
Let us take, for exuriple, what would appear to be a relatively simvle question,
thelt of adorting the azenda. IT all newber States of the Committec hod
anproached thisitusk with the degsive to cnsure uninterrusted and vositive
vork on the purt of tie Covamittec in a svirit of resvect for the relevant
resolutions ol Lhe United ilations General Assenbly, the approach adopted
by the socialist and non-aligned countries, we are sure that ‘
the adoption of the azenda vould not have needed wore than onc or two
veebings.  Yet this procedural discussion alone dragged on in the
Comittee for = full seven veelis, thus taking up a considerable
portion of the time allocated to the Committee for its substantive
work this year.

Tt would not be surprising if llewber States of the United :ations attending
this thirty-eiphth session were to see such working methods not as a means of
easuring prorress bul rather as evidence of the reluctance of certain
States Lo begln serious and businesslike negotiations, and of, a

desire to blocl: existin~ disarmanent negoticting, channels. The same
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applies also to one of the important central issues of the day: namely,
the prevention of nuclear var and the related problen of nuclear disarnanent.

The Czechoslovak delegation, in its statenent atl the becinning of this
discussion, set forth its nosition on the fundawental aspects of this vrobleit,
and including the gquestions of condemning nuclear war, and the freezing of nuclear
armarents, items included in the agends of this session of the United Nations
General Asscubly on the initiative of the Soviet Union. We wish to state one
firm conviction that the question of preventing nuclear war should also
be given the highest priority on the agenda of the Committee on
Disarmament.

In this regard, e cennot fail to be alarmed at the attempts of Western
Povers, particularly the Unitec States, to impede the practical consideration
of 1easures to prevent nuclear War, includinsg their refusal to asree to
setting UP o vorking croup of the Committee on Disarmanent oan this subject.
Generally speeakin;, the tactics of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(,IATO) meubers of the Cormittee on Disarmement, as is clear Iro.l their
sltatenents end the Gocwients presented, all come down to limiting
the question of preventing nuclear vwor to secondary and insubstantial
measures on confidence-building, leaving untouched all existins; and potential
means of touching off a nuclear conflagration.

If the internotional comrunity were to agree to such an approach,
this would mean opening the door wide to the unhindered intensifying of the
nuclear arms race, in combination with the further develornent of the
doctrines and concepts of waging nuclear war, with the specious justification
thet 2ll of this, so it is alleged, would take place in circumstances of

increased confidence.
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Ve express the hope that the United Nations General Assembly will
reject such an approach and appeal urgently to the Geneva Committee to cnter
into practical negotiations on mcasures to avert the threat of a nuclear
conflict.

It should be rccalled in this regard that at the last session the group
of socialist countries in the Committee on Disarmamert again reaffirmed their
well-known proposal of principle for the holding of negotiations on the
cessation of the manufacture of all types of nuclear weapons and the gradual
reduction of existing stockpiles up to and ineluding their total elimination.
The countries of the socialist community have also repeatedly expressed their
views on the practical aspects of holding such negotiations, ineluding
participation in the conference und the procedure for bringing about agreed
measures on nuclear disarmament that would result from those tazlks. Those-
proposalss if approached in a responsible and deliberate way, could be a
turning-point in efforts to bring about nuclear disarmament. Ve hope that
next year the Committee on Disarmament will succeed in getting down to
businesslike negotiations along these lines.

In this regard, we note with satisfaction the similarity. if not the
actual proximity on the essence of the problem; in the approaches of the
socinlist and non-alirned countries towards solving the complicated problen
of nuclenr disarmament. Thet was something which emerged in the statements
of delesations of those countries both in the Cormittee on Disarmanent and
at this session of the General Asscmbly. Of coursc, we also actively support
efforts undertaken in the Committcee on Disarmarment in order to conclude work
on a comprchensive programme of disermoment, the essence of which should,
without any doubt, consist of nuclear disarmanent mensures. In our viev,
the real significance of this progromme would be deterrmined prinarily by
the extent to whieh it would promote the adoption of effective internutional
neasures to eliminate the threat of nuclear war. Ve wish to express our

rendiness t0 work constructively and in co-operation with all States for the

inplementation of such n programe.
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This yeur will mark the twentieth anniversary of the signing of the historie
Treaty on the partial banning of nuclear weapon test in the atwosphere, in
outer space and under woter, signed in Moscov in 1963. Since that time one of
the rost inportant itens on the Cormittee on Disarnmament's agenda rennins
the problen of total and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

This problcm is most intimately linked with the question of elininating the
thrent of nuclear war and, in this regard, has become extremely urgent
and of immediate significance.

Fevertheless, debate on the question of working out and concluding a treaty
on the coiplete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests which
occured in the Committee on Disarmament this year did not yield any positive
results. ' To all appearances there was an absence of progress on this
important and urgent question as a result of the political decision by the
Yestern countries, particularly the United States and Great Britoin, to defer
indefinitely the conclusion of a treaty on this subject - in that way making it
possible for them to put into effect broad programmes of nuclear overarmement,
including the creation and introduction of new varicties of nuclear weapon.

Proof of that, along with other factors, is glso the negative approach
of those countries to the draft fundamental provisions of a treaty on the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests submitted by the
USSR delegation at last year's session of the General Assembly. After all,
it is well knowvm that the draft was a form of creative codification of
agreenents and understandings achieved in the past on a nunber of aspects of
this problen in the course of triloteral negotiations among the delegations
of the United States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdori. These
understandings included, as representatives know, rutual understonding aiong
the three parties to the talks on such important and substantive items as
the question of the régime to povern nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes ‘
and control nensures over the implementation of the treaty. Thus a favourable
opnortunity did exist to translate the talks in the Committee ond the Ad Hoc
TVorking Group on a Nuclear Testing Ban into the language of an

agreed toxt of o treaty, which would be based on the existing level of
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wnderstanding.  Probably the necutlatlons could penulnclj hqve developed alon~
those lines if the United States qnd the UhltLd Klnfdon delegations had dot
begun to depart from the understandlngs already achieved and taken.a stond
incoupatible with the results of the trilateral negotiatiohs and attompting

to justify their reluctance to agree to the total prphibitibn of nuclear tests
by vhot they alleged to be insuperable difficulties of o technological ahd other
nature vhich were inherent in this ﬁrébiem. Bﬁt, in spitce of these
manoeuvres,A the essence of the question, WG.are sure, still remﬁins absolutely
clear to the overvhelning mvjérity of the D%mbefs of the United Natiéns -
that is to say, the complete and weneral prohibition of nuclear—weapon tests

is a subject for n011t1Cd1 decision. '

Ve believe that the United Hations Gencral ASSeﬁbly and the Comnittee on
PCisarmancent will take the necessary sﬁepé to make progress towards such «
deeision. ‘ . .

In the over-nll unfavourable results of last year's session of the
Committee on Disarmament, the outcone of the Cormittee's work on chemical
weapons is no exception. Although one must appreciate the tremendous anount
of wvork that vas done and the active pafticipation of u larpe number of
delegations, agreement on a final draft convention on the total nrohibition
of chewical weapons, the elimination of their stockplles and the
°ubn1531on of such a draft to the Unlteo ﬂztlons Ceneral Asscnblj is, neVerthelgss
a problen vhich remuins unresolved. » ‘

In the course of the last session the socialist-countries including
Czechoslovwhla9 evinced n constructive approach and de31re to achieve a.
“osxtlve outecone to the negotlatlons, accommodated the p051t10ns of Western .
and certain other States ncmbcrs of the Conmlttec, made addltlonal proposals
and took additional initiatives de51cned ‘to overcone the remalnlngAQ}fflcultlesg‘
and that includes work in regard to the question of the non-usc: of che@ical-

weapons.
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Along with the efforts to break the deadlock on the questlon of chemical
weapons in the Dlsarmament Commlttee the members of the Warsaw Treaty came
forward with a new maJor initiative for the elimination of chemical weapons in
Europe, as contalned 1n the dec1s1ons of the Political Consultatlve Committee
and the Commlttee of Forelgn M1n1sters whlch were adopted in Prague early thls
year. The constructlve and flex1ble position of the socialist countries did
not meet, unfortunately9 w1th an equlvalent response from,the Vestern side.
Instead, the famous dec151on of the United States on the manufacture of blnary
nervemparaly31ng gases was publlshed and we are w1tne551ng a continuation of the
anti-Soviet campalgn of falsehoods w1th regard to the alleped use of chemical
weapons. But no matter how much one twists the facts in the question of
the prohlbltlon of the testing of nuclear weapons as well, what one is actually
confronted with is not technical or material hindrances - even less moral
ones - to the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical Weapons.
The one real obstacle in this area is the reluctance of certain States to give :
up the opportunity to continue to use chemical blackmail against the socialist
countries, whlch has played ‘such an 1mportant part in the aggressive plans of
mllltarlsm;: Ve are convinced that the Uhlted Nations General Assembly '
will throw the welght of 1ts authority behlnd a pos1t1ve and final decision on
the chemlcal weapon problem. ' -

An 1mportant area in the struggle for the ellmlnatlon of the threat of
war in today s world is the preventlon of the spread of the arms race to outer
space. As we know, the Unlted Nations General Assembly in 19819 on the o
1n1t1at1ve of the USSR included the question of the conclu51on of a treaty
on the proh1b1t10n of the statlonlng in outer space of weapons of any type on
its agenda and it 1nstructed the Commlttee on Dlsarmament to try to solve thls
problem l Vevertheless, as emerges from the report submltted this year by the '
Committee on Disarmament , practlcal preparatlons for th1s draft treaty have not )
even begun. for certaln reasons, whlle the threat of an arms race in space9
with all the concomitant catastrophic consequences for 1nternatlonal peace and
securlty, ‘has reached a dangerous br1nk ~ that is to say9 the actual p0551b111ty
of it mater1al1z1ng The prospect of 1arpe scale m111tar1zatlon of ' '
outer space ‘and 1nten31ve preparatlons for carrylng out m111tary operatlons

there, on which even now bllllons of dollars are be1ng spent everv year



AU/5/p1j A/C.1/38/PV.10
22

(Mr. Murin, Czechoslovakia)

has rightly aroused the serious concern of Members of the United Nationms.

After all, the use of force, particularly military force. in outer space would
have extremely far -reaching consequences fer the Whole of our planet. The fact
that preparations to this end are continuing and are beginning to assume
definite outlines and qualitatively new types and eystems of armements are
beginning to takelconcrete shape. is something which is also leading to a
deterioration in the international climate, a decrease in trust_in international
relations and it is something which could also lead to the destabilization of
the international agreements already'concluded'on the use of outer.space for
peaceful purposes. | . '

In this regard, we believe it necessary to stress the profound concern
about the position of members of NATO which, at the last session of the
Cormittee on Disarmament, undermined the creation of a working group with ’

a clearly defined mandate which would have enabled the beginning of practical
negotiations on this extremely urgent pfoblem. We express the hope that the
United Nations Ceneral Assembly will this year adopt an unambiguous appeal

to the Committee on Disarmament to gef‘downito concrete work towards reaching
an agreement on international measures in this etea.

At the same time, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic welcomes the new,
important and timely proposal of the Soviet Unioh'with regard to the conclusion
of a treaty prohibiting the use of force in outer space and from outer space
against the Eerth. This proposal has taken fully into account the'principles of
the United Nations Charter, particularly the principle of the non-use of force
or the threat of force in international relations and is aimed at their’
further strengthening and concretization, in this particular cese5 with regard
to the activities of States in outer space. We hope that this proposal will
meet with the widest possible support from Members of the United Nations and will
serve as a basis for the adoption of effeetiveimeasures to prevent the
militarization of space. - ; A | ,

- A very important positive role vlll also be played 1n thlS regard by the
assumptlon by all space Powers of an obllgatlon not to be the first to place
in orblt any antlwsatelllte system9 thus adherlng to the moratorlum declared

unllaterally by the Soviet Unlon on 10 Aupust thls year.



9/5/pL3 : | A/c.:zté 32ng .10

(Mr. Murin, Czechoslovakia)

Czechoslgvakia intendé to continue to make evéry effort to bring about
perceptible proéress towards the constructive solving of questions of the
limitation 6f the arms race and bringing about disarmamentg guided in this
by the pripciples of equal co-operation with,éli States. In this regard, I.
should like to refer to the Declaration on International Co-operation for
Disarmamenfaradopted on the initiative of the Czechoslovak Socialist Républic;
in 1979. The idea of‘streﬁgthening wutual co-operation among States in the
interestsvof disarmament,[ﬁe are firmly convinced, continues to have
tremendOUS.potential vhich, if fully exploited, would do a great deal to
help ease the present tense international situation. In this spirit, our
delegation, at éisubsequent stage of the First Committee's work,;will introduce
its own concrete proposals. Our delegafidn would like to limit this statement
today to the points we have already made on the most important and most urgéht
- individual items, as we see them, on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament.
In due ¢oqrse9 we shéll set forth our position on the other outstanding éspects'

of the agenda of this Committee.
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Mr. SAID (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): The Tunisian delegation
is particularly pleased to see you, Mr. Chairman, presiding over the work of
our Committee. We are aware of the particular importance you have always at.tached
to disarmament issues and we are convinced that you will endeavour to ensure that
the work of the First Committee this year meets the expectations of all. We Var.e '
also convinced that the well-known compétence and dedication of the other officers
of the Committee will be of considerable help to you in the accomplishment of your
task. ‘

Ve are beginning our deliberations on questions relating to international
security and disarmament this year with a new outlook and a new time-frame.

Bilateral negotiations are now under way on the reduction of strategic weapons
and on intemediate-—range nuclear forces. The stakes in these negotiations, as .
everyone knows, are high. These negotiations are now coming up against obstacles,
but we also know that a deadline has been set for the negotiations. We are todaey -
just a few weeks away from that deadline.

We are told that if by the end of the year agreement is not reached in Gengva,
deployed new nuclear devices will be in Europe; and at the same time the other side
affirms that in that case appropriate counter-measures would immediately be taken.
0f course, following those counter-measures we could expect counter--counter-meaéilres,
wvhich in turn would be followed by new, appropriate reactions. |

WVhile we are here discussing disarmament, we see before our eyeé the classic
scenario which characterizes the arms race and illustrates the process of escalation,
for whieh there is no end in sight. |

If we study closely the arguments of the two protagonists we are struck by
the implacable logic underlying the reasoning of each and the development of that
reasoning; and we are even less surprised by the conclusions that each side
reaches to defend its position. That implacable logic would no doubt be of '
considerable intellectual interest if it were not that the fate of the world itself
is at stake. | |

In his report on the work of the United Nations. the Secretary-General
tells us in this regard that

"Each side seems determined to respond to any advance achieved by the

other side by matching it rather than by making concessions.” (A/38/1, p.5) "
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These are therefore deliberate attitudes from the outset which, if followed

through, are irreconcilable. IHave negotiations thus been begun with full ‘

knowledge that they could not succeed? IHave we been from the outset

lulled by our illusions?
We are entitled to ask this gquestion because in the era of nuclear weapons

we know that our fate, the fate of all, is being played out in Geneva and in
some capitals of the world.

It is important that those who are at the negotiating table at Geneva know
that we are very concerned by vhat they are saying and by the results. With '
the deadline set for these negotiations just a few weeks away and taking into
account the turn they seem to have takén, the Tunisian delepation wonders
whether the United Vations General Assembly should not consider, since it is
in session, making a solemn and urgent appeal to the CGeneva negotiators
to reach agreement, for such agreement would undoubtedly respond
to the interests of all the peoples of the world.

Thirty-eight years after the Second World War it seems to us that the
world today is faltering. There has been Yalta, the cold war, détente and

once again tension. e are getting lost today in another crisis of identity

The rumblings of war that we hear and the threat of nuclear war inevitably

engender fear, and fear gives rise to militant pacificism, which in turn can be

exploited to bring about a revival of militarism and even arrogant nationalism.

Everything is in a state of flux and the maintenance of the status quo ante becomes
problematic. Ve have observed that the ancient EuroPeaﬁ continenf is

again today becoming the nerve centre of international relations and it cannot
be forgotten that in the twentieth century it was in that same Europe that two
world wars originated.

The danger today is much greater. It has taken on a new dimension.
Heroic death in action, once exalted, is no longer at issue. MNuclear war is
no longer even a combat. The ending of the world is no longer exclusively a
divine power since certain Heads of State have, with the nuclear weapon,

acquired that same power. The peoples therefore can only serve as a rear guard

and bear the brunt of wars that are not theirs.
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Those throughout the world who raise their voices proclaiming their aspiration
to peace are also proclaiming a right to life for themselves and for their
descendants. We hope that their voices will be heard by those that possess such
supreme power. The World Disarmament Campaign, which was launched last year
end which we hope will this year arouse great interest, should in this respect
rlay a decisive role in both directions: in interesting the world public in the cause
of disarmament on the one hand and in making those in power aware of the wisdom,
vhich we hope will be persuasive, of the yox populi on the other.

Just as we stress the urgent need for agreement in the bilateral negotiations,
s0 we recall the central role that the United Nations should play in disarmament
issues. As we all know, the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament ended in failure. 1In fact, no tangible progress has been achieved
since our first special session on the subject, in 1978. It has not been possible
to prepare and adopt a comprehensive programme of disarmament.

As regards the comprehensive programme of disarmament, we believe that a
new opprortunity has been given us. The Assembly today has a revised text, less
ambitious, it is true, than the 1982 one, but which could constitute an acceptable
basis. We appeal for a concerted effort by all concerned with a view to its
adoption this vear. '

Other questions of equal importance are still at the study or negotiations
stage in the Committee in Geneva. We hope that the members of that body will
demonstrate the necessarygood will to hasten progress in their work, especially
as regards negotiations on nuclear disarmament ,the prevention of an arms race in
outer space and the conclusion of a treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear
tests, |

Similerly, we expect the Geneve Committee to submit without further delay
a draft convention on the prohibition of the development, production and

stockpiling of all chemicai weapons and on their destruction.
We believe that the revision of its working methods will enable the Committee

on Disarmament to carry out its task more effectively. By accepting in this

respect the principle of including new members in its work, the Geneva Committee
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is opening the way for new contributions, which we hope will be positive, while
guaranteeing the effectiveness of its action. As the sole forum for multilateral
négotiations it seems to us to be irreplaéeable. |

_ ' My delegation would like to express its pleasure at the inscription on
the agenda of this session of the item concerning the implementation of the
conclusions of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Tunisia, which is a party to that
Treéty, will be making its contribution to the establishment of the Preparatory
Committee fbr the Third Review Conference on this Treaty, which we believe to be

a fundamental instrument concerning the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons.
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Ve consider that coh'trol in the nuclear spherec is the i‘éswmnsibilit*“
of all. Refusal of such a 5afefuard renains a major obstsele to the. reallzatmn
of several »pence objectives, such as the esi,abllsmaent QF nuclear- free zoneq
be it in the liddle Tast or in Africa. The establishment of such zones is
in our viev essentinl to reduce tension and nromote the maintenance of peace
throu,-?.houf the world. |

But we believe it would be »nointless to. try to proclaim. the iHcdle Tast
and Africa oo nuclear-frec zones as long as Israel and Sovth Africa, vhich '
cre in a mosition to produce such treapons refuse any control in this i‘:‘.elc.;

s long as they continue to receive Tron outside massive and highlr sovhisticated
seavonyy and continue with iiulpl‘ni‘tfy' their co. aperation in the
mroduction and testing of nuclear waé.pons. _ »

Mong the sowe lines ve remain firmly dedicated to the 'idea of transforming
the l'editerranean resion into a zone of peace, security and co-operation. ¥We believe
that efforts maede in thnt 613:‘601‘."01'1 at the hilateral ., recional and vorld
level can heln us to attain that objective. -

Tone the less. conflicts and unresolved Gisputes in the lediterroncan
recion remain obstacles to the eStablishment of the much desired
zone of peaéa “he Palestini problem‘ is one of the major obstacles. Ve believe
in eny event that the transfornation of the Mediterrenean into a nmone of
neace will have a fortunate and ai rect eﬂect on the neaee an6 ste bili‘t?j‘ of
he world. . ,

I would not like to conclude :r staterent 'rwﬂ'vout wentioning tite inseparable
link that we sec Dbetveen disarmament and develo*» 'ent In this resnect we |
should like to reecall our suvport for the recommendations contained in the studr
on this issue under the chairmanship of irs. Inge Thorsson of ‘ovec-.en_n'
vecormendat ions thet we hone vill be implemented Ly the entire in'terngtional
cormunity. In our view. aisarnanent . development, reace and security 211

remain closely related
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Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Nussian): The Soviet delegation has already had occasion to set forth
in our Cormittee its vieus on questions relating to the prevention of nuclear
var, ineluding the nev Soviet initiatives on condemning nuclear var and on the
freezing of nuclear arraments. Today ve should like to drawv the Committee's
attention to one further important question, the urgent need for preventing an arms
race .in outer space, thus reducing the fhreat of nuclear war.

"he critical urgency of the task of nreventing the militarization of space -
is inereasing every day. The attenpts of those vho are striving Jor militéry
supremacy and are vorling out svstems end means of varing war in space ané from
snace are creating a genuine danser that, as in the case of the mastery of
atonic encrry, one of the other rreat achievements of the tventieth century, the
leap into outer space, will be used not so much in the interests of mankind as for

the creation of the threat YO its wery survival. Whether this danger

cetually materinlizes. or vhether it vill be averteds depends to a decisive extent
on the policies of States. The experience accumulated by mankind in
the conquest of outer space makes this undeniably clear.

~The launchin~ in October 1957 of the first artificial earth satellite
by the Soviet Union saw the beg1nn1ng of the space inva31on, a peaceful
invasion in the nawe of sclentlflc progress and for the n00d of all mankind.
Cuided br precisely these objectives. the USSh from the verv first days of the
space ase favoured the develomient of business like international co-overation
in sn2ce, end on 15 iarch 1953 »put forvard a comprehensive oro ~ramie for the
nrevention o the use of outer swoce For military: purnoses understanding as it
daid that ome was in practice imvossible uithout the other.

Ilistorical experience has confirmed the gorrectneés and reality of this approact
to outer space. In circumstances vhere realism and a- sense of resnonsibility o
to manlind have prevailéd in StateApolicies over other considerations it has R
wroved nossible to achieve mutually saccevtable understandings designed to
prevent the militarization of outer space. The impressive array of agreenments of .

this kind is a precious achievement for mankind vhich must be cherished and

lncreased.,
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Of particular importance in the area of‘limiting the military use of outer
space is the 1967 Treaty on the Principles Governing the Activities of States in
the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, ihcluding the HMoon and Other Celestial
Bodies, which laid down the important international legal obligation not to place
in space nuclear weapons or any other types of weapon of mass destruction. The
Moscow Treaty of 1963 prohibited the~testing‘of nuclear weapons in outer space.

A great achievement towards the limitation of the military use of outer space was
the conclusion in 1977 of the Convention on the Prohibition of Military cr Any
Other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques, including outer space.
Important provisions which reduce the possibility of the military use of buter{‘
space are contained in a number of other bilateral Soviet-American agreements.

It was those agreements which preclsely provided the basis for the p0531b111tv
of international co-operation in the realm of the conquest of outer spaceS and
this convincingly demonstrated the fact that States belonging to opposite social
systems or with any other differences between them in no way excludes the possibility
of the peaceful use of outer space by each of them, individually or jointly.

At the present time, however, the continuation of this co-operation, and
what is most important, the whole policy of the use of ‘space in the interests
of peace and keeping it free from military preparations, is now under threat.

Phat is extremely significant is that it is_precisely‘those who have been
unwilling to enter into broad international cq»operétion in -space who are trying
to place weapons there, the deployment of which in outer space has not yet been
prohibited by international agreement. ' '

In the belief that this cannot be permitted, the Soviet Union put forward
a proposal for the prohibition of the stationing in outer space of weapons of
any type, which was submitted to the United Nations in August 1981. As is known,
the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, on the initiative of ‘the USSR,
adopted a resolution which requested the Committee on Disarmament to embark
upon practical negotiations in order to work ‘out urgent measures to prevent
the'spreading of the arms race to outer space. However,; it has not been

possible so far to start concrete negotiations on thié“@roblem'in that Committee.
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I think everyone knows who is sabotaging the possibility of working
out measures to prevent an arms race in- outer space.. In the Committee on
Disarmament the United States has had recourse to various kinds of procedural
manoeuvring and delaying tactlcs.. ThlS is understandable since the efforts of
that country are, in accordance w1th the spec1al pre51dentlal directive for
the next decade, aimed at developlng weapon strlke systems and placing them
in orbit. A

The scenario for this kind of adventuristic course - that is the only .
term by which it can be descrlbed ~ is becoming very clear now. First
under the screen of a campa1gn of falsehoods about the "danger of lagging
behind the Soviet Union in anti-satellite weapons, the United States is
busy develoéingAah anti—sateliite system, using existing military technology -
F-15 fighters and homing missiles - which is now ready for testing and will
be operational in 1987. At che same time, the United States side has
broken off negotiations with the Soviet Union on the.limitation of
anti-satcllite sjstems. Having thus put its foot in the door, the United
States is planning next to creaﬁe more sophisticated anti-satellite systems,
including laser beam satellites for the instant destruction of space objects
of the other side. The Pentagon is also beginning to take practical steps
to organize, control and command combat operations in and from outer space.

A special‘United States Air Force space command is being established for
.these purposes.

In this regard, great hopes are being placed in manned reusable shuttle
spaceships, the testing of which is almost entirely subordinated to the needs
of the Pentagon. These spaceshipe are designed for constructing and placing
n earth orbit military satellites and space stations and for testing varlous
guidance and destructlon laser systems, as well as for direct use as a means of
combating satellites of the other side. In its turn, according to the designs
of militaristic circles, the development of this technology should in time

cren the way to the creation‘of big orbital combat stations equipped with beanm
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veapons intended for destroying targets in outer and air space: later on

this sinister dialectic of military technology development will lead to

the emergence of space systems for striking directly at major tarsets on
earth: command and cormunications centres., armed forces, economic facilities
and populated areas.

These unprecedented “star war plans of apggression in and from outer
space against the earth. vhich have so captured the imagination of United
States strategists, are Teing formulated in the United States with long ternm
poals in mind. lIleanvhile, efforts are being made to find a wilitary-political
rationale for these ideas. There can be no other explanstion for the idea

~
X

of developing a space anti-missile system advanced in the speech on
23 Harch 1903 by the President of the United States .- a system vhich, he
sald, is supposed to vrovide defence apzainst nuclear missiles.

To believe that the danzer to the world posed by thermonuclear arsensls
can e removeld by means of new kinds ond tynmes of veapons is nerhaps the
greatest illusion - or, to be more exact, the preatest delusion -~ of the
nuclear and space age. Promises by the proponents of space anti-missile
systems to save the peoples of the world are like the siren calls luring
the gullible to certain death.

Hany auvthoritative specialists in the USSR, the United States and other
countries estimate that a space-based anti.-missile system capable of
protecting against o nuelear Tirst strike is technically impossible. The
privary goal of militaristic circles is to use a space anti-rissile system
to defend against a retaliatory strike -. that isg‘to secure the impunity

.

of a United States nuclear first strike. The assumption is that in a

P

reteliatory strike it would be more difficult to penetfate an orbital anti-ballistic

nissile (ABI') system. The danger is all the greater since such a use of

an ABi{ system Tits in perfectly with today's United States strategic doctrines
oriented towards unleashing nuclear aggression. The deploywent of orbital
A syétems wvould rost seriouéiy destabilize the strategic and political
situation and would immeasurably increase the temptation to be the first %o

press the nuclear buitton.
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It is arpued that a space ABlM system is capable of reducing the destructive
effects of nuclear war but this argument too is divorced from all reality, for
the develorrent of such a system would first of all stirmulate the build-up and
improvement of offensive strategic weapons, the developrent of anti-ALll systems
and crash programses for new kindsand types of space weapons, which would
represent a further increase, in absolute teris, of the accurmlated potential
for global destruction.

As for the econonic aspect of this matter, the cost of space-war systems,
including orbital AU systems. would eclipse tlhe totsl naterial and intellectual
resources wasted by humanity on destruction over the centuries. The proposed
appropriation of $2 billion to %3 billion to the Pentagon next year for space
LBl systems is just the first stone in a future avalanche which, even according
t0 the extremely tentative estimates available at present, will swallow up
hundreds of billions, and even trillions, of dollars. These truly astrohomical
funds will be taken away from the funds for the essential needs of the hungry,
the sick and the illiterate and channelled into creating in outer space even
more terrible means of destruction of human life and property. thus increasing

many times over the risk of nuclear catastrovhe.
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The creation of anti-missile weapons is contrary to the aims of strategic
arms limitation and, in particular, to those of the Agreement on limiting anti-
ballistic missile (ABM) systems concluded between the USSR and the United States
in 1972. Indeed, there is an inseparable link between strategic offensive and
defensive weapons that was set forth in the 1972 Soviet-United States Agreement.
At that time both sides recognized the importance of mutual restraint in the ABM
field for reversing the entire strategic arms race. Now the United States intends
to upset this relationship. Realistically minded statesmen, public figures and
eminent experts from the USSR, the United States and other countries - all those
who cherish peace - refute the claim that security can be achieved through the
creation of ever newer kinds of weapons, either on earth or in outer space.

Their conclusion is unequivocal. Immediate measures are needed to prevent the
arms race from spreading to the infinite expanses of outer space. It is essential
to stop before it is too late and before a line is crossed beyond which it will
be very difficult, if not impossible, to turn back. Indeed, it would be much
simpler not to allow the space jinnee out of the bottle than to try to put

him back into it later.

Last July over 100 members of the United States Congress and more than Lo
eminent scientists and arms-control specialists sent letters to President Reagan
calling for an immediate agreement with the Soviet Union on establishing a
bilateral moratorium on the testing of anti-satellite weapons in outer space.

For its part the Soviet Union has proposed that Soviet and American
scientists hold a meeting to discuss possible consequences of creating large-scale
ABM systems. At the All-Union Conference of Scientists to Save Humanity from
the Threat of Nuclear War, for Disarmament and Peace held in Moscow last May
Soviet scientists made known their authoritative opinion on this issue. The
appeal adopted by the Conference emphasizes that we must think about limitation,
reduction and elimination of nuclear weapons rather than about defence against
them. There can be no doubt that an objective scientific analysis will demonstrate

the futility and danger of this latest American concept.
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I would like to remind the Committee that in spring this year a group of eminent
Merican scientists and public figuressent a cable to Yuri Andropov., Ceneral
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
President of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet, containing an appeal
to ban space weapons. The authors of that appeal called attention to the fact

that the testing and stationing of anv weapons in outer space would considerably

increase the likelihood of the outbreak of war on earth, and they stressed the
urgent need to take measures to prevent that risk.

In his renly to the authors of that appeal., Yuri Andropov pointed out that
the Soviet Union will continue to do its utmost to see that

“outer space remains forever free from any weapons, that it does not

become an arena for military confrontation and that no threat comes from

outer space against those who live on earth®.

Consistently pursuins its poiicy of principle aimed at preventing the
spread of the arms race to outer space and of using outer space for peaceful
purposes in the interests and for the benefit of all people. and taking into
account the urgent need to erect a reliablebarrier against turning outer space
into a source of mortal danger for the whole of mankind, the USSR proposed
in August of this year to negotiate he prohibition of the use of force in outer
space and from outer space against the earth and submitted a draft treaty on
this subject to this session of the General Assembly.

An important characteristic of this draft treaty lies in the combining of
political and legal obligations of States to refrain from the use of force -
against one another in and from outer space with practical steps designed to
avert the militarization of outer space. Specifically, it forbids the resort
to the use or threat of force in outer and air space or on earth wusing to that
end space objects orbiting the earth. placed on celestial bodies or otherwise
deployed in outer space as a means of destruction. The draft treaty also

forbids resort to the use or threat of force against space objects.
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The Soviet Union is also proposing a comprehensive ban on the testing of and
deployment in outer spéce of spéce#based-weapoﬁs Qesigneé to destroy targets '
on earth and~in air or outer space. It i$ also in favour of a radical solution
to the problem of anti- satellitelveapons and the complete renunciation hy
States of the development of new: antl Sﬂtelllte weanons as well as the elimination
of such systems already in their posse551on, The parties to this treaty vould
also undertake not to destroy. damégé or disturb in any other way the normal
functioning of space objects of other Stétes or to altér their flicht paths.
Furthérmdre it is nroposed to ban the testing and use for military purposes,
1ncludlnr anti-satellite purposes, of manned snaceshlns, vhich must be used
exclusively to solve the manlfold sc1ent1f1c, techn01001caland sconoriic
problens. _

The Soviet draft‘treaty contains'ﬁer& specific proposals for verifying
its observance-by States. It is enviséged that along with the use of national
technical means of vérification Statespaftieé would undertake to carry out
consultations and co;operaticulamopg themselves, including recourse to
appropriate international‘procedures-Within the United Nations, as well as to
theAservices of theconsultati#e'committee of States parties to the treaty.

The procedure for convening'the consultativé_committee is set out and the right
of any State party to noninate its representative-to serve on that body is
spgcifically stipulated. Thus the verification system as propbsed in the .
draft treafyis based on an effective comﬁination of national and international

forms of verification.
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The most recent Soviet proposal is therefore a major step towards averting

the threat of war against humanity in and from outer space, It has been

prepared with due regard for the views and suggeétions vhich have bheen put

forvard in recént yvears by many States in the United Nations and in *he

Commi ttee on Disarmament. ,
To reach agreement, Therc must be the political will, axpressed in deeds

rather than in vords, to seek and, more important, to find, ways of preventing

a conflict in outer space or the use of space-based weapons in a conflict on

earth. ,
With a view>£d creating a more favoursble atmosphere for working out
measures to prevent an arms race in outer space, the Soviet Union has, in
the USSR

addition to its new proposals, taken an extremely important decision:
has undertaken not to be the first to place any kinds of anti-satellite weapon

in outer space, that is to say, it has declared a unilateral moratorium on

launching such weapons for as long as other States, including the United States,

refrain from placing any kind of anti-satellite wearons in outer space.
Such a decision represents yet a further demonstration of the goodwill of

the Soviet Union and of its determination efiectlvely to strengthen

1nternat10nal peace and securlty. It is to be hoped that the United States

will follow this example.
The implementation of this package of far-reaching measures proposed by

the Soviet Union would make a major and truly tangible contribution to the

achievement of the goal approved earlier by the United Nations: +to use outer

space exclusively for peaceful purposes,
The Soviet proposals indicate the ﬁath to follow if the militarization of

outer space is to be stopped so that it remains a free zone of businesslike

co-operation and peaceful exploratlon. This task is difficult, veot perfectly

feasible. The USSR is prorosing that this task bp addressed without further delav.

The preventlon of the mllltarlzatlon of outer space is in keeping w1th the

interests of all countrles and peoples. As the dlscu551on of this problem at thls -

session has shown - and this includes the discussion in our own Committes ~ it is one

to which the overvhelming majority of States attach enormous importance. The

delegations of the Congo, Nigeria, Peru, Ireland, the Netherlands and other

countries have all pressed fOr an early solution to this problem.



RG/10/mjl » A/C.1/38/PV.10
b7
(Mr. Petrovsky, USSR)

The Soviet Union is ready to consider, in a constructive spirit, all prorosals
aimed at preventing an erms race in outer space.

However, we should like to vroint out to the Coﬁmittee thet difficulties
have already emerged which seem likely to impede efforts in that direction.

This, st any rate, is indicated by the initial reaction of the United States
Stste Department to our proposal - a reaction that cannot by any means be
described as constructive. Briefly, this reaction amounts to distorting the
purrort of our propossl snd sowing doubts beforehand as to the feasibility of
reaching prsctical agrecments as prorosed by the Soviet Union. The United States
is also resorting to such frivolous claims as that the Soviet Unjon's proposal ,
according to them, contains nothing new compared t+o +he draft treaty the .
Soviet Union submitted +o the United Nations in 1981. What kind of distorting ,. ,
spectacles must be used to prevent anyone from seeing that in sctual fact the '
nev Sovie+ proposal goes much farther than the 1981 version? Thus the new
draft provides for a ban not only on the depléyment of any space-based weapons
designed to destroy targets on earth, in air snd outer space but also on the
testing of such weapous. The Sovief draft envisages'the adoption of verifiable
measures to prevent the development of future space-wearons systems. The draft
tresty provides for s ban on the development of new anti-gatellite system35 and the
eliminstion of existing systems.

As to doubts about the feasibility of achieving vpracticsl results, such
doubts do not arise in connecfion with the Soviet Droposal,'which leaves no room
for doubt, but rather in connection with the position of the United States as
set fbrfh'yasterday in this Committee. The statement made by the United States "
representative, which was.incidently on the vague side, sbout exploring ways
of reducing the risk of conflict in outer space canmot pnssibly be reconciled
with the programmes of militarization of outer space that have been spelled out
in much greater detail by the United States snd are actually being implemented.
Nor can that statement be‘reconciled with Weshington's hasty negstive reaction

to the latest Soviet proposels. Finally, I should like to emphasize particularly{
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that the time for study and consideration is long past: the time has come to
. act to prevent sn arms race and conflicts in outer space.

The decisive moment has arrived: either States will immediately sit down
st the negotiafing table and start work on a treaty on this subject or the
arms race will spresd to outexr space.

The Soviet Unjon is clearly and plainly prorosiung 2 course thst would
benefit mankind: %hp éonclusj’on of a treaty on the prohibi*ion of the use of
forcz in outer space and from outer space sgainst the earth., If this would help,
we would also be preparcd to enter into separate talks on anfi-satollite'sys+sms.
Ve are prepared to take the first steps towards a solution to the general problem
of probibifing the use of forcs in outer space snd from outer space against the
earth on a bilateral basis, olso. Ve reaffirm the willingness of the Soviet Union -
a willingn=ss we alreedy expressed last yvear at the thirty-seventh session of
the General Assembly - 10 resume negotiations with the United States on apti.-
satellite weapons. It is now up to the United States side to respond.

The Sovi=t delegation =xpresses the hope that the representatives of all
other States in this Committee willvfake 8, responsible approach to the problem
of preventing an srms race in outer spacepng Prohibiting the use of foree in
outer space and from outer space against +he earth, and will make vossible the
adoﬁtion at this session of the CGeneral Assembly of an authoritative
recommsndation that will enable us to begin working on the vpractical solution

of this vital problem.
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Mr. IMAT (Japan): Mr. Chairman, I should like to begin by extending,
on behalf of my delegation, a sincere welcome to you and to express our
satisfaction at seeing the Ambassador of the friendly nation of Norway in
the Chair of the First Committee. We have no doubt that, under your
experienced and skilful guidance, our deliberations on these very important
disarmament issues will be led to a successful and fruitful conclusion.

Our congratulations are also extended to the Vice-Chairmen and to the other
officers of the Committee.

Japan has consistently maintained the fundamental foreign policy of
refusing to become a military Power and of devoting its considerable national
resources to the cause of world peace and prosperity. As is well known our
Constitution is based firmly on the ideal of peace. Moreover, Japan's three
non--nuclear principles spell out very clearly and beyond any doubt its posture
on the subject of nuclear weapons. I do not think that there is any possible
room for misunderstanding of Japan's position of not possessing and not
vroducing nuclear weapons and not permitting their introduction into Japan.

The Voreign Minister of Japan., Mr. Abe, emphasized these points in his
statement in plenary meeting at the current session of the CGeneral Assembly.
Japan is determined to make meaningful contributions to the peace and stability
of the world in accordance with its basic foreign policey.

Of greatest concern to Japan is the prevention of nuclear war so that
the world may be passed on intact to posterity and that future generations
may be free from the fear of nuclear weapons. Nuclear disarmament is the
most essential element in the process towards such a goal. We believe that
this is an important task which the international community as a whole must
vigorously pursue. It is imperative that the nuclear-weapon States, in
varticular, take full cognizance of the grave responsibilities they bear
for international security and make maximum efforts in the direction of
effective arms control and disarmament.

In this sense, it is only natural that Japan and for that matter States
throughout the world are showing great interest and concern regarding the progress
of the two sets of ongoing negotiations on the most crucial issues of the day.
I am referring to the negotiations on intermediate--range nuclear forces (INF)
and the stratemic arms reduction talks (START). They have high expectations that

these negotiations will yield substantive results. The focal point in the
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intermediate-range nuclear force negotiations is how the SS-20 missiles

will be treated, since, because of their extended range, mobility and
destructiveness, they greatly affect the Iast-West military balance.

Because of these advanced characteristics and capabilities the SS-20 missiles
pose a serious threat to the peace and security of the entire world, a threat .

which cannot be ignored. Japan has long maintained the position that due

consideration must be paid in the intermediate-range nuclear force
negotiations to the security of Asia and that a solution should be sought
from a global perspective.

‘T should like to take this opportunity to say that Japan earnestly
hopres the recently announced new initiative of the United States will be
seriously and positively studied by the Soviet Union.

Tith regard to the strategic arms reduction talks, we understand that
their significance lies in the fact that they aim at maintaining a long-term
and stable nuclear balance, at as low a level of armament as possible, between
the United States and the Soviet Union through a large-scale reduction of
their strategic nuclear arsenals. Ve welcome the recent United States
proposal containing the build-down concept as a way of realizing a steady
reduction of existing nuclear weapons. Ve should like to express our
sincere hope that the Soviet Union will demonstrate corresponding flexibility
in the negotiations, so that the path to an agreement will be opened up
as soon as possible.

In discussing arms control and disarmament today, we must recognize
that the vresent international political situation has become more complex
and wveapon technology more highly sophisticated. These two factors have
made it increasingly difficult correctly to identify and assess the ways
and means for achieving disarmament. What is required under these
circumstances is efforts to move forward, one step at a time, with concrete
and feasible measures. Idealistic slogans alone, unaccompanied by concrete
proposals, will not be sufficient for the accomplishment of our task.

In this context, I should like to comment on two elements which in our

view are essential for the attainment of disarmament.
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The first is confidence-building, in the original sense of the term.
e must redouble our efforts to build and strengthen a sense of mutual
trust among nations. Ve believe that measures for confidence-building
between States, if undertaken with sufficient regard for specific regional,
political, military and other conditions and requirements. not only will
help prevent conflicts but will significantly contribute to the promotion
of disarmament.

Secondly, we believe that verification is an important aspect of arms
control and disarmament. It is a practical means of consolidatings and further
strengthening mutual trust and confidence among States which must underlie
any disarmament arrangement. Japan has long emphasized the importance of
verification. At the thirty-seventh session of the Ceneral Assembly we
expressed the hope that a multilateral verification organization could eventually
be established within the framework of the United Nations. Relevant to this
aporoach is, we believe, the important concept of international satellite
monitoring. We shall follow with much interest the way in which the
Secretary-Ceneral's report on this subject is received and how it will develop
in the future.

Mother important example of an international verification system is an
international network to detect seismic events, which is related to a
comprehensive test ban. Japan has contributed in the past with regard to this
subject by submitting various working papers to the Committee on Disarmament.
These include papers with such titles as "Verification and compliance of a nuclear
test ban”, "Views on a system of international exchange of seismic data’
and "Working paper on a contribution to an international monitoring system using
a newly installed small seismic array of Japan', to mention just a few of
the most recent ones.

It is the vieV of my Covernment that verification is important in the
following four ways. The verification process can help to Preclude the
precipitate development of conflicts between States by providing opportunities
for consultations: at the same time, this process can deepen mutual trust
among nations, vhich is a prerequisite for disarmament. Verification provisions
vhich are incorporated into agreements and supported by the technical means

to detect violations of those agreements will have a deterrent effect against
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such violations. Finally, the establishment of an international wverification
system will help further to promote multilateral disarmament efforts, such as

those of the United Nations.
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Of course, each of those points requires further in-depth examination,
vhich must begin with a clear identification and an orderly arrangement of
the issues. The definition of circumstances which would warrant a mandatory
on-site inspection is one such issue. Japan will spare no effort in
continuing to meke effective contributions to this work.

I now turn to nuclear disarmemnent measures theméelves - in particular,
a coumprehensive nuclear-test bsn, which has been Japan‘'s primary concern
over the years. A comprehensive nuclear-test ban would of course be an
effective means for halting the further sophistication and diversification
of nuclear weapons, as well as for preventing a possible increase in the
nunber of nuclear-ireapon States. In view of the current level of technologicai
sophistication, we regard the questions of verification and compliance as
central to a comprehensive test ban in the 1900s. Japah thus appreciates
working group on these matters and has sought to clarify the different
viéws and positions of Member States. Japan strongly hopes. that at its
session next year the Conference on Disarrarent will strengthen these
efforts in order to narrow the differences between Member States, and
that it will continue seriously to consider these issues. It is hoped
that the Conference will re—establish without delay the ad hoc working
group-with an appropriste mandate so as to reach an early apreement on
a comprehensive test ban.

In this connection, my delegation welcomes the recommendation of the
ad hoc group of scientifiec €xperts concerning the new experimental. exchange
of seismic data to be conducted next spring, utilizing the internationally
available data petyork., Japan intends to participate actively in this
‘ exchanre, aé it has in the pasts and hopes very much that as many States
as possible will do so as well. It is our view that efforts of this
nature, although they may not seem very dramatic, constitute valuable,

concrete steps towards the achievement of nuclear disarmament.
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Today, the advancement and spread of nuclear technology for peaceful

purposes has reached a level where 3 to L per cent of the world energy demand

is met through nuclear power generation. VWhile the knowledge and capability

for such purposes are being disseminated widely, it is regrettable to

observe that the possibility of nuclear weapons proliferation is also growing.
In order to accommodate the worlg's energy needs on a stable basis, further
emphasis on the maintenénce and strengthening of the world's non-proliferation
régime, as embodied in the Non-Proliferation Treaty (HPT), is a matter of

the highest priority. Ve therefore reiterate our appeal to those countfies
which have not yet done so to take appropriate measures and accede to

the Treaty at an early date. This appeal, ir. our view, is particularly
timely since the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on

the Non--Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is on the agenda of the current
session of the Ceneral Assembly.

The Non-Proliferation.Treaty stipulates that efforts towards genuine
and effective nuclear disarmament measures should be constantly pursued
in good faith in response to the trust of those non-nuclear-wespcn States
which are voluntarily relinquishing the nuclear option. If the impression
should develop that nuclear-weapon States have not made sufficient efforts
to achieve nuclear disarmament, I am deeply concerned that this might
affect the credibility of the NPT régime itself. It is appropriate in
the context of the NPT also to reiterate Japan's strong hope for "
substantive porgress in the ongoing United States-Soviet negotiationms.

At the same time, let me reaffirm the importance we attach to peaceful
uses of nuclear energy. This area should be further encouraged and
promoted, with adequete protection provided against military attacks on
peaceful nuclear facilities.

I mentioned earlier that the prevention of nuclear war was a matter
of the greatest concern to Japan. I also gtregsed the importance of
nuclear disarmament. DBut it rry Dbe noted that the present military
balance in reality is maintained by the totality of both nuclear and
conventional weapons. Within the domain of conventional weapons, the-

world's attention is ot present focused on.the prohibitica of chemical weapons. - '
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Because Japan's keen interest in this issue is already well known, I need
not go into it now. Ve wish to note, however, that during its session

this year the Committee on Disarmament, with the participation of experts,
-conducted in-depth discussions on such important issues as the destruction:
of existing chemical weapons and verification thereof- the prohibition on

the use of chemical weapons: and a definitionof chemical agents to be
prohibited. These efforts by the Committee, and particularly its ad hoc
working group. are to be highly commended. At the same time., we cannot close
our eyes to the fact that the negotiations themselves have become more
complex as detailed substantive issues have entered the discussions.
Nevertheless, I am confident that the Conference on Disarmement will be

able to streamline these issues and make progréss towards the early conclusion
of a chemical weapons convention. I hasten to add that Japan will continue
to make contributions by providing detailed proposals and factual analyses

to the Conference on Disarmament, as it has in the past. 7

It is hardly necessary to refer to the fact that, in addition to chemical
weapons, many other important disarmament subjects are now under consideration
in the various multilateral negotiating and deliberative forums. I should
like to limit myself today to simply expressing Japan's concern that the
rapid development of space technology which we have been witnessing recently
could lead to an intensified arms race in outer space. I am pleased to note
that the Committee on Disarmament has discussed this issue as one of its agenda
items. It is the hope of my delegation that during its session next year the
Conference on Disarmament will establish an ad hoc working group and begin
a substantive examination of this very complicated and sensitive subject.

On the occasion of the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, Japan proposed that some of the materials concerning
its atomic bomb experiences be turned over to the United Nations. We did so
in the hope of promoting public understanding of the destruction that even a
relatively smell nuclear weapon, as it might be called today, can cause. I am-
Pleased to note that this proposal has now been implemented in the form of the
United Nations Permanent Exhibit on Disarmament. Also at the special session we
extended ‘an- invitation to the participation in the United Nations programme of

fellowships on disarmament.
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The 25 Tellows recently visited Japan. with tripsto liroshima and liagasaki, -
and I hope they "f“c‘)unc-l the programme in ;Iapan us'eful.‘ These two steps, of
course, do not constitute subs’c'mntive disagrmament neasures. Hoveveic7

since the actual e perlences of Ihroshmc. and ﬂaga al;i are no loncer the sole
possession of Japan, but should be rej ardec. asthe cormon property of humu.nltf
we hope that these nodest steps vill be useful in spreading throughout the

torld our genuine concerns about nuclear weapons..

The call for disarmarent has never been 'as fervent as it is todny, but

the stark realitics of an inc'réasin{;ly tense international ;_oolitical situation
and the extraordinary development of veapons--related technolosy are delaying:
cenuine achievements in the‘dif'armar'qent field, In these circunstances. courage
and patience are part.acularl,,r necegsary as ire contlnue our efforts to scplore
and accwmlate st°p by s’cep concrete and effective disarmenent measures. I
would like to conclude ny statement by reufi“irmin"‘ J:,ma.n‘s comaitrient to
coutinue vorking for uumlament with such coura. e and pa.tlence in order that

future generations nay be free of the fear oL miclear destruction and that

they uoy live in a world of peace.

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): Ve have reached a time in history when

the need for an euecr,lvely functioning United Hations energes, as never
before, as compelling and urgent. The sisnificance of the deliberations
of this Committee ut {he present juncture should not‘be'ovérlooked, It is
fortunate that a person of your high calibre and _experienée, lir, Chairman,
should be presiding over our mecetings. I irisll to convey iy delegation's
congratulations to you and %he other of'f‘iceijs' of the Committec..

closely'intérdependént rorld comp'osed of many‘ sovei'ei.{;n nations cannot
possibly function tovards pe'ace; security and survival in & nucleor and
space age without an effectively functlonlno organlz vtion. e have the.
United Hations K therefore  ire should see that it is restored to its éffectiveness'
as required by the Charter, so that 11, can ansver if.s primary purpose of ensuring "
international peace and security. The deliberations in this Comzittee have
thus to be centred on the effective functioning of the security system
vrovided for in the Charter concurrentl:} with disarmament efforts. The two -

have to be dealt with in a parallel way so that those efforts may be productive.
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The Charter. in its Preamble, expresses the determination of the
peoples of the United Nations -

“to unite /Eheig] strength to maintain international peace and

security. and

'to ensure ... that armed force shall not be used save inthe

common interest .

That means that the basis of the function of the United Mations is international
security, as distinct from that of the League of Nations, the basis of whose
Covenant was disarmament.

There is nothing in the Charter which obligates Members of the United
Hations to throw away their armaments. but it makes it compulsory for them to
comply with the provisions concerning international security through the
United Nations so that the shedding of arms will follow naturally in sequence,
and this is affirmed by Article 1 of the Charter, which states that the primary
purpose of the United Nations 1is '

“to take effectiv. collective measures for the prevention and

removal of threats to the peace, and for the suppression of

acts of aggression ...

The way was thus opened through international security to the peaceful
settlement of disputes. Without such an effective prohibition of the use
of force, disputes cannot be settled peacefully. because the stronger side
vill rely on the use of its forces to have its own way if it is unhindered by
any provisions existing in the wofld Organization.

In dealing with disarmement, within the context of international security.
I wish to refer to the burning question of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
which appears now so remote from conclusion that the Ccmmittee should bve
reminded that this year is the twentieth anniversary of the signing of the
partial test-ban Treaty. the achievement of which was a landmark at the time.
However, the undiminished underground nuclear testing which has since increased

and is continuing, is a matter of very serious concern.
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The partial test ban Treaty incorporated in its prearble an undertoking
concerning the continuance of relevant negotiations with the aim of achieving a ban
on all test explosions of nuclear weanonsfor all +time. The partial test-ban ’
Treaty was thus treated as onl& a part of a comprehensive test-ban treaty to be
completed soon aftervards.

The Ceneral fissenbly already in 1963 .. called upon the
Conference of the Committee on Disarm&ﬁent to prepare, as o matier of high
priority. a couprehensive test-ban treaty, The obsence of results necessitated
a repetition of that call by the Ceneral Asscubly the Lollowing year - 1964 -
and the same appeal went forth fran subsequent sessions of the Ceneral Asseumbly,
without effect.

The last session of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament wvas
requested to conclude, by the tenth anniversary of the partisl test-ban Treaty,

<

a conprehensive test-ben treaty, Now ye lLave reoched the twentieth anniversary,
and nothing has happened.

As appenrs fron the report of the Stockholm International Peace
Nesearch Institute (SIPRI) that there is no technical obstacle to the conclusion of
such a treaty., It is only the lack of political will of the countries
concerned that pirevents it, and that lack of political will is a result of
a momentum for the continuance and further escalation of the arms race,
in preparation for more destructive teapons of self-annihilation.

Ve believe thot the suspension of all nuclear testing is of vital
significance to the problen of halting the arms roce, with the enormous
dangers it involves, for a number of obvious reasons. The momentum of the
nuclear arns race is ever increasing through the techinological development
of nuclear weapons. The proposals of thc peoples of the world for a freeze on the
development, testing and deploymentof nuclear wveapons is of perticular
significance and importance. Ve therefore whole-heartedly support them, not
as a solution to the problems but as a constructive step towurds solution
taken by the peoples of the world toinfluence +those responsible in the

right direction.
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A1l the main disarmament problems in the United Nations are in the last
analysis but the consequence of the ineffectiveness of Security Council decisions
resulting in the manifest lack of order and security in a world of increasing
anarchy and terrorism. We are now in the midst of an-escalating and
immediately threatening arms race, while conflicts in a polarized world
multiply and intensify. Ve, therefore, feel the time has come to seek an
improvement in this situation through an effective United Nations and to
insist on it by all means  in the firm belief that ultimately co-operation for
peace and survival is possible when there is a United Nations functioning
effectively in accordance with the terms of the Charter. In these critical
times, all 6ﬁr efforts must turn in that direction.

Our delegation fully supports and endorses all collateral measures aimed

at averting a threatened conflagration.
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T should now like to refer to what was very rightly said by the representative

of the Soviet Union in his statement when he asked:
"whether the slide towards the nuclear abyss can be halted and whether we

can move on to another road in world polities". (A/C.1/38/PV.3, p. 47)

We welcomé this question because it shows concern about matters which are
very important in making the United Nations effective. For our part, our reply
is, yes, by restoring the proper function of the United Nations in fulfilling its
primary purpose of insuring international peace and security through compliance
with the provisions of the Charter, whereby the decisions of the Security‘Couﬁcil
.will be effecfive, thus making the security system provided for in the Charter
operative. '

This procedure, of course, is under consideration by the Security Council -

-, in closed meetings regarding compliance with Articles 43 and 47 of the Charter, to
restore to the decisions of the Security Council their effect and validity. It is
encouraging that this is happening. There have been 18 closed meetings of the
Security Council in which the subject has been discussed and, as we all know, the
President 6f the Sécurity Counéil has indicated that this matter is under serious
consideration. We hope that results will soon be achieved, because this is not a
matter which allows of the exercise of political will; it is a matter of an existing
obligation and commitment under the Charter for the Security Council to function and
for its'decisions t§ be effectiﬁe. Therefore, lengthy consideration of compliance
with already existing obligations under the Charter is not required. I repeat,

it is not a matter bf politiecal will, of a Member State of the United Nations

being able to exercise its political will one way or the other. It has to comply

with its commitment under the Charter. It was pointed out in The New Vork Times

on 13 April 1983 by James Reston that the major Powers do not respect the
Charter, so how can they try to enter into other treaties when this most solemn
treaty is being violated by them. Theréfore, the article concluded, before they
try to enter into other treaties they must comply with the provisions of the
Charter. This shows that public 6pinion is alerted to the lack of any serious

effect on international security through the United Nations.
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Another hopeful sign is the establiShmenf‘df'thé'Paimé Commission, cdmposed
of eminent statesmen and presided over by the Prime Minister of Sweden, which has
pronounced itself against the negativeness of security based on a doctrine of
mutual deterrence or parity in weapons and for the positivéness of common seéurity.
This is the line that we should consistently follow so that we may get resﬁlts.
This is our position, and I believe that the United Nations can become effective
in these critical times if it asserts itself in the way it should.

We have to consider certain realities that cannot be ignored and must be faced
by the international community.l The Powers that conduct the arms race, by their
vosition, are also those that dominate the disarmament effort. As a result, the
arms race is a galloping reality, the disarmament ﬁegotiations a stagnant pretence.

A We do not complain against anyone, for this'situation,is the result of a
momentum. Tt is a momentum that was created at fhe<v§ry start of the United Nations-
by bypassing provisions of the Charter that would make avaiiéble to the Security
Council the means of giving effect to its decisions, thereby depriving the
international community of the system of secufity}through the United Nations
required by the Charter. | :

Hence, we were taken back to the era before the United Nations when there was
no security other than through'armaments. Now that we have the Charter, with
provisions concerning the non-use of force, we have violated the Charter by
creating a situation in which the main organ of the United Nations, the Security
Council, whose decisions have to be enforceable, remains ineffective.

" Recent events in the international field have brought into sharp focus the
inability of the Security Council to give effect to its decisions and the grave
dangers this entails. In past years, a series of decisions adopted unanimously
by the Security Council have been ignored and bypassed with impunity by the States
concerned.

The characteristic importance of the Security‘Council'derives from the fact
that it is the only orgen of the United Nations whose decisions must be implemented
by enforcement action where necéssar&. When, howéver, tﬁe Securiéy Coﬁncil is
deprived of the means of enforcement and its decisions rgmain unimplemented, they
lose their effect and validity and become a pretence; they are, in reality, mere

recommendations, as are the resolutions of the General Assembly. The importance of
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the resolutions of the General Assembly, however, lies in the fact that by
representing the totality of the United Nations membership they are an official
expression of world public opinion. The same cannot be said of the Security Council
and its 15 members. This state of affairs runs counter to the Charter in the most
vital function of the United Nations.

It is a well-known adage that law without enforcement is not law, and
similarly, a Security Council without enforcement is no "security" council but
a pretence. Yet the entire system of security provided for by the Charter and
the vhole function of the United Nations concerning its primary purpose of
international peace and security rests on the effectiveness of the Security Council.

In the final documents of the first and second special sessions of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament emphasis was laid on the central role and
primary responsibility of the United Nations in disarmament. Where is that central
role and primary responsibility if the decisions of the Security Council are
repeatedly and deliberately ignored?

It is time the United Nations asserted itself. In this direction the

Secretary-General has made a significant move.
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The Secretary-General, in his report of last year (A/37/1), came out very
emphatically in favour of increasing ﬁhe effectiveness of Security Council
decisions. He very couragecously placed the matter before the Security Council,
and it has been considered, as I have said, at 18 closed meetings of the
Security Council. But the meetings have not produced any concrete results, so
the matter remains open. If the Security Council keeps postponing it as a
matter for cousideration and does not give the Council the validity and effect
vhich it deserves, as required by the Charter, the Secretary-General must act
in his own right under Article 99 of the Charter. If he do~s so, as I am
sure he will consider doing., his role will be historic, because he is the only
person vho has the means of challenging the attitude of the Security Council.
This raises a matter of s=rious concern and I think that the whole of the
United Nations and every Member must sunport the Secretary-Genersl in his
efforts to =stablish peace snd security in the world through respect for the
Charter. The present crisis in humen affairs is csused not by the incapacity
to deal with it, but by the feilure to recognize its root cause and, indeed,
by an inclination to ignore it. There is in our time 2 widespread tendency
to avoid all reference to the main cause of the ineffectiveness of the Security
Council's decisions and to treat the matter as though of 1little consequence.
The cause can be traced back to the original default or failure of those
resronsible for ensuring complisnce with the specific provisions of the
Charter to make svailable to the Security Council the means to give effect to
its decisions.

I should now like to say a few words with regard +o the influence of the
spirit of man din world affairs and, indeed, in the United Nations. In the
last analysis, our problem is one of adjustment to the demsnds of a radically
changed world. The change was very sudden. The advent of the nuclear weapon
necessarily brought a radical change, and a need for adjustment to the change,
for vhich man was not ready. Therefore, he finds himself in grest difficulty
in adjusting. In whatever stratum he may be, man is the same; he csnnot

adjust so guickly to such an enormous change. Therefore, in order to be
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effective we have to invoke the spirit in men, because the spirit is men's
communion with the universsl mind snd partakes of its moral flow. Vhen
awakened, it leads man to the right decision. If the spirit is awakened, he
cannot go wrong; he will take the right decision. |

Therefor=, whet we most need now in the United Natioms is the spirit
of mén. Let us hope that Ybeing already a part of the Preamble to the Charter,
it may find its way into the United Nptions and bring aboﬁf the éhange

tha* we need for positive action towards peace and security.

The meeting rose »t 5.25 p.m.





