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The meeting was called to OTder at:
MAFNDA ITEMS L3 to 63, 139, 1b1, 1Lk3 and 1bh (continued)

GRMFRAL DTBATE

Mr, van DONGEN (Metherlands): May I first of all express through vou,
Sir, the Metherlands delegation®s satisfaction 2t the election of
Ambassador Vraalsen as Chairman of this Cormittee. Toually. our congratulations
o to vou and to Mr. Gheorghe Tinca as Vice-Chairmen of the Committee. The
conmposition of the Bureau assures us, by the experience and nrofessional
qualifications of its members. that our debates here will have an orderly and

nositive outcome.
Our thanks go to the outsoing Chairman, Ambassador Ghbeho of Chana, for the

wort. he did last vear.

My delegation welcomes this onportunitv to share with vou. Sir. and with our
colleagues from all parts of the globe some of the Metherlands' thoughts and
views rerarding the onczoing efforts of the international communitv in the field
of disarmament and arms control.

Today ‘s world does not nresent a rosy picture. Both the develoved and the
develoning vorld are confronted with serious economic and financial problems
hich adversely affect the international situation as a whole. Apainst this
backaround of world--vide economic stasnation the arms build-up, both conventional
and nuclear. continues unabated. This general situation is an awkward one. The
world community appears to be unable to orranize itself more rationallv. to sort
itself out. and thereby to avoid the collosal waste inherent in the arms race
and devote more of its resources to the economic well-being of mankind.

That bheing so. honesty compels us to admit that the increasing arms
expenditures are mainly a reflection of the existence of fundamental political
contrasts. In addition, the continuing use of force in contravention of the
United Fations Charter aggravates the prevailing distrust, thus bringing us

farther away from the climate of confidence that would promote Aisarmament.
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Since wve last net in this Committee. the internstional clinmote that
has prevailed in the world has not Improved. iast est relations continue
to be strained <thoush it has tlhus Tar been possible to avoid a najor nilitary
conflict in Jurope. Dut, at the sane time armed conflicts outside Turope
unfortunately continue to take vlace owing to rezjlonal instabilities.

Hlovever rejrettable this general state of alfairs mey be, Ve ghould not
allow 1t to discourage us but. rather should continue to devote our best
eiforts to balaucing and stabilizins an international situation fraught with
danger  throush concrcte and realistic meagsures., Our foraaost objective should
be the elimination of the scourge OFf var. which the Charter defines as its main aim,

Measures in the field of arws control and disarmament should be concrete
and realistic: Concrete hecause yiords by theaselves cannot shov us the way out
of the many problems facing us. e mst translate our discussions and our
negotiations into concrete ecquitable and verifiable neosures of ~rils control
and. disarmament. canable of inspirin: the confidence the vorld is so desperately
in need of. TRNealistic hecause only realism can nrevent us from reaching for the
unattainable and instend help us to bring about vhat IS within reach.

Realisim 1leans considering the wvorld as it is, not as we should wish it to
be - without illusions but also vithout defentisi.

it dictates tue course we
ns

I
“ust follow -- that is +hat onlv vainstaking nerotiations will allov for nrorress.
It will agnittedly he piccenecl yet progress alons; these lines can be nmade.

tlealism should also guide us vhen ve consider the Tactors that have

wrevented the outhreak of a wor in the Luropean theatrz, filven the present
noture of armanents on both sices. It oblijes us Lo acknovled;e that such a
war hos primarily been prevented by the very esistence of vhat sonetines has
been called the balance of terror. iuclear deterrence has provided the basis
for the existing stability. ile may not. and iadeed do not, like such a situation.
but dislike will not make it disappear. Consecuently any realistic disarmament
negotiation should use this fundamental fact as o point of densrture. Thatever
ieasures result fron nesotiations they should avoid effects to the detriment

of this basic stability.
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Maintenance of such a precarious stability is not the ultimate answver to the
question of how to ensure peace and security in the world. But for the foreseeable
future there is no viable alternative to the present-day strategy of nuclear
deterrence. Stability should be preserved to the maximum extent possible, hut.

T hasten to add. this must be achieved at much lover levels of armaments.

This task is 811 the more urfsent since the built-in dynamics of the arms

build wup threaten the stahility e are so anxious to maintain. Ouantitative

and qualitative develomments are taking place vhich have the potential to
destabilize the situation. This is what disarmament and arms-control measures
should prevent. In concrete terms, this should mean that at no stace of the
disarmament process should the existing mutual:deterrence be affected. Such
realistic disarmament measures should in'partiéuiar aim at avoiding any underminina
of the second strike capabilities existing on hoth sides. Weither the fundemental
philosovhy underlying the conclusion of the 1972 anti-hallistic-missile Treaty
nor the Treaty itself should be undermined. ' )

To sum up., my delefation feels that the continuing objectives of the’
international community in the field of arms control and disarmawent should be
to prevent war. nuclear var in narticular. throush the maintenance of stability and
the Dreventibn of develomments of a destsbilizin~ nature.

I should like to dwell for a moment upon this verv immortant concevt of
stabilitv. Clearly, stability is one of the hasic nrinciples underlving the efforts
of the international community to »preserve neace and, at the same time. achieve
disarmament and arms-control asreements. V“hen used in this context, the concent
of stability immlies essentially that military forces be structured in such a vay
that neither side has any reason to fear offensive onerations bv the other. TIn
this sense. stability is related to the equally immortant nrinciple of halance.
Put there is rore to it. Stability implies also that forces on hoth sides he so
structured that there is no premium on attacking first. The notion has found
ride annlicétion in the nuclear field. but it is also highly relevant to the

conventional field and, as we shell see to current develomments in outer space.
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It goes without saying that the international community, as it
has structured itself in the various disarmament forums, bears a Vefy
heavy responsibility. Our nations, our peoples demsnd of us that we
spare no elfforts to make headway, and they are fully entitled to do so.
liy delegation admits that the current international climate is not notably
propitious to reaching concrete results in disarmament negoﬁiations. V
The serious international situation, however, is not an excuse for
slackening our efforts but, rather, an additional reason to intensify
them. Tt is obvious that progress in .the field of disarmament could
contribute to the easing of a tense international situation.

The strategic arms reduction talks (START) and the talks on
intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) taking place between the
United States and the Soviet Union  offer the opportunity for these
two countries to put into effect their special responsibility in regard
to these matters. The START negotiations are the key to the achievement
of a stable strategic balance at substantially lower lévéls. In this
connection I want to emphasize the importance of achieving both substantiglly
lower levels and greater stability. .

The Netherlands welcomes the additional proposals the United States
has made both in the nrevious and in the present round of START talks. These
proposals take into account a number of specific Soviet concerns. Ue hope
they will be reciprocated and thus lead to progress in the negotiations.
A START agreement is of vital interest not only to the two parties directly
involved but to the world as a vhole. Of special importance to the
Netherlands are the talks on intermediate-range nuclear forces. We continue
to believe that the complete elimination of land-based longer-range INF
missiles would be the best solution for all concerned. Zero on both sides
remains the ﬁltimate goal. Should it prove impossible to reach that goal
in one step, then an intérim solution should be sought providing~for equal
ceilings at the lowest possible level. Recently the United States has taken
nev initiatives which meet a number of Soviet concerns. We call on the
Soviet Union to respond positively to these initiatives and to meet the

legitimate Western security concerns created by the S3-20 deplovments.
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In the particular context of intermediate-range nuclear weapons,
stability and reasonable balance are as vital as they are in the field
of strategic nuclear forces. The Soviet Union, having first disrupted
the balance by building up its formidable Tforce of S88-20 missiles, 1s now
trying to convince the world that it is the West that is endangering
stability by dts plans partially to redress the situation. Apparently,
the zero option should apply to the West onlj, while the Power that first
raised the level of this tyne of srmaments should go scot-free. The
success of the INT talks, in which the Hetherlands has a vital interest,
will require abandoning such false logic and misleading propaganda and
showing instead a genuine willingness to come to an equitable agreement.

Vhat I have already said will, I hone, have made clear that the
Metherlands attaches the highest importance to efforts aimed at making
prorsress on nuclear disarmament measures. At the same time, I have stressed
that we should be realistic. HNuclear weaponsswill not disappear overnight.
In fact, their very existence has given rise to the paradoxical situation in
vhich nuclear weapons simultaneously constitute the threat of and the
deterrence to the unthinkable: +the unprecedented catastrophe of a nuclear
war. Tt would be unrealistic to assume that nuclear weapons could disaopear
or be disinvented; but what we can do is strive for a gradual reduction of
our dependence on these weapons for our security. seek a balance at much
lover levels and halt all developments which could have destabilizing
consequences. To this end, more stable relatidns in the conventional field
are also essential.

Attention tends to focus on nuclear issues. This is understandable
but it should not make us neglect the issue of conventional weapons, whose
pover of destruction has been vastly increased by modern technology.
Conventional forces absorb a much larger share of theworld -wide expenditure
than nuclear forces. Turthermore, the use of conventional weapons is,
unlike that of nuclear weapons, a daily reality in many parts of the world.
In Lurope peace has been preserved but the conventional imbalance remains
2. potential source of instabilityQ This conventional imbalance is one of
the reasons of Western Turope's dependence on nuclear deterrence for its
security. An agreement in Vienna on mutual and balesnced force reductions

could be an important first step towards the aim of a stable conventional bolance

at lower levels in Europe. Progress in the field of conventional
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disarmament would reduce our dependence on nuclear deterrence and increase

the possibilities for reductions in nuclear weapons. In January a new

conference will start in Stockholm, within the framework of the Conference

on Security and Co-operation in Eprope, which will seek agreement on a set

of confidence- énd security--building measures applicable to the whole of

Europe . Such measures could do much to strengthen stability in Burope, by creating
greater transparency and reroving some of the uncertainties sbout military
activities that can only foo easily give rise'to fear and misunderstanding.

The Europeaﬁ gituation eclearly indicates how difficult it is to reduce
dependence on nuclear weapons once they'have become part and parcel of g
regional balance - a balance that is bound to be complex. What we can and
must do is to try and prevent a siﬁilar situation arising elsewhere in the
world. TFurther proliferation of nuclear weapons would constitute a serious
threat to international peace and security. The aim of strengthening the
régime established by the Non-Proliferation Treaty is therefore a cornerstone
of the Netherlands poliey on nuclear disarmament and arms control. It follows
that even-handed proposals to keep certain parts of the world free from
nuclear weapons - like the anncunced Egyptian initiative - arouse our keenest
interest.

The Netherlands is fully aware that progress in the negotiations on the
existing nuclear armasments systems will have beneficial effects on
non-proliferation, but it is possible to do more. My delegation wishes once
again to underline the great importance it attaches to a speedy conclusion
of a comprehensive test ban treaty. It is our firm conviction that such a
treaty would constitute a contribution to non-proliferation, horizontal as
well as vertical, which can hardly be overestimated. As such, a comprehensive
test ban treaty would be a major countribution to more stable relations in the
world - provided, I hasten to add, that it would do away with all test
explosions for all times in all environments. In other words, the Netherlands
attaches great importance to the comprehensive character of such a treaty.

Its scope should encompass the so-called peaceful nuclear explosions. Failing

to prohibit such explosions would make verification virtually impossible,
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One should not lose sight of the fact that the technologies used for nuclear-
weapons~testiﬁg and'for conducting -nuclear éxpiosions for peaceful purposes
are ba51ca11y the same. As a result mllltary beneflts could be derlved
from either type of exp1051ons and a treaty that would leave room for
explosions for peaceful purposes would render a comprehen51ve test ban
treaty devoid of meaning. ‘

Ue are conv1nced that whlle a number of problems, technical as well
as organlzatlonal remain to be solved, adequate verification of a future
comprehensive test ban treaty is feasible. The Netherlands would appeal
to all delegatlons at present 1nvolved in the deliberations in the Commlttee
on Disarmament on a comprehen31ve test ban treaty to approach the remaining -

problems in this field in a p051t1ve and realistic frame of mind.
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May I now turn to the subject of the so-called nepstive Security assurences.
We remain convinced of the 1mportance of contlnulng efforts to reach
agreement on a common formula which would encompass all the assurances which
each of the nuclear—weapon States has individually given to the non-nuclear-weapon
States. Such a common formula - to be incorporeted for example in a Security
Council resolutlon - would lend added weight to these 1nd1v1dua1 assurances and
would, we hope, increase the confidence of the nonmnuclearmweapon States that
they would not be the v1ct1m of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against
them. Agreement on such a formula would thus strenpthen the nonuprollferatlon
régime. The key to the solution of this question is, of course, primarily in the
hands of the nuclear-weapon States, whose responsibility it is to bring their
respéctive negative security assurances closer to each other. The‘Netherlands,
however, takes a keen interest in this issue and remains prevared to lend a
helping hand wherever useful and possible. |

T mentioned earlier the prlmary importance of stablllty to prevent war and
maintain international peace and securlty. The notion of stability is partlcularly
relevant to outer space. ) ‘ o ,

Man's entry into outer space has opened prospects hitherto undreant of by
mankind. The progressive expioration and use of outer snace for peacefui,purposes
has been of enormous benefit to all peoples. in accordance with the desire
expressed“in the 1967 Outer Space Treaty. Many exclusively peaceful erideavours,
such as research into the earth's resources, were furthered by satellites and their
ground support specificallyudesignedrfor these purposes. At the same time, their
use for-military purposes, as components of defensive and, in some cases, offensive
systems, was actively pursued. in many cases military and civilian functions are
combined in~one and the same satellite.‘ On the whole, the military. functions of
satelliteskseem to have a stabilizing‘effect. Observation, early-warning and
communicstions:satellites are essentia1leiements in verifying compliance with.
arms-control measures, in preventing‘surprise attacks and in ensuring
maintenance of communications in periods of‘tension and conflict. This observation
leads us to the inevitable and realistic conclusion that, at least for the
foreseeable future, complete demilitarization of outer space is not a desirable

goal.
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If one then concludes that satellites are on the whole important to
stability, it follows that anti-satellite weapons are destabilizing.
Anti-satellite weapons are a matter of grave concern. Their entry into the
arena might well be the first step in a long and costly arms race in outer space.
Their development and perfection may lead to a situation that puts a premium on
attacking first. Because of the important role satellites play in overall defence
capabilities, eliminating these satellites at the outset of a conflict might
give the aggressor a very substantial advantage. This is, I believe, a clear
example of a situation we should avoid. A .

We propoée to deal simultaneously with the problems posed by anti-satellite
weapons from two angles: satellites should be declared inviolable and, in
conjunction with such a measure, the testing, stationing and use of specific
anti-satellite systems should be prohibited. This is the approach that was
suggested in the Committee on Disarmament by the Netherlands Minister for
TForeign Affairs, Mr. Hans van den Broek, on 29 March this year,

Far be it from us to underestimate the complexity of the verification aspeets.
We recognize, for example, that there are no quick fixes to the problem of
residual capacities, should specific anti.satellite systems be bannad. Collateral
measures could perhaps reduce this problem. Yet the view seems to be widely held
that, within the scope of the measures we propose, verification may be difficult
but not impossible.

I stress again that in the field of arms control in outer space, as in other
areas of disarmament, absolute verification is impossible. Protective measures
to enhance the self-defence capabilities of satellites ~ at least the most vital --
may therefore be found to be indispensable. A parallel appears to emerge with
the prospective chemical weapons ban: an acceptable verification picture from a
security point of view could consist of a combination of a set of verification
measures adequately tailored to the scope of the agreement, a certain level of
protection and, possibly, collateral meésures. In addition, States should keep.

the residual-capacities problem manageable.
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The Netherlands Government has taken note with interest of the draft treaty
on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against
the earth, recently submitted by the Soviet Union, and we shall come back to
this draft at a later stage.

I nov turn to the subject of ch=mical weapons. At the outset, I wish
to recall that the Netherlands armed forces do not possess chemical weapons ,
that the Netherlands Government does not consider intrcducing these weapons into
its armed forces and that it rejects the stockpiling of chemical weapons on
fletherlands territory. This position reflects our view that stability does not
seem to depend to a meaningful degree on chemical weapons capabilities, It is
therefore disappointing that, intensive negotiations in the Committee on
Disarmament notwithstanding, a decisive breakthrough in favour of the speedy
conclusion of & chemical-weapons ban has not yet been achieved. though small stawns
wvere made that broke the ground towards narrowing down some existing differences.

An important contribution to the work of the Committee on Disarmament saw -
the light in the form of an elaborate model for the destruction of chemical
weapons, presented by the United States delegation. Ve hope that countries
holding strong views on different concepts for the destruction of chemical weapons
and the verification thereof will present them without further delay, so as to
stimulate a dialectic process. An opportunity for a detailed exchange of views
will be offered a few weeks from now at Toocele Army Depot, Utah, vhere the
United States has invited all interested delegations to attend gn on-site
demonstration of the United States destruction-model. We hope that this important
initiative will contribute to a breakthroush in the negotiations, with a positive
spill-over effect to other areas of the much-desired convention. Thanks to the
efforts of the Canadian chailrmanship, presiding in a most stimulating manner
over the chemical.weapons negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament, a rough
draft of such a convention is now on the table. All members of the Committee
on Disarmsment should now make a concentrated effort to formulate precisely their
respective treaty concepts, with a view to resolving remaining differences so
that a full draft convention can be presented to the General Assembly in the near
future. The urgency of this task is highlighted by continuing reports on the use

of chemical weapons against defenceless peoples in developing countries.
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Mr.. Chairman, I conclude - nons too early, you may think. But the weight
and the complexity of the issues at stake didnot allow for casual treatmént.
Even less do they justify efforts to pretend that they can be . solved by the:
use of slogans, however appealing these may sound. All States, great and small,
must bear their share of the responsibility to keep the'peace and our world
livable.. The Netherlands naticn is deeply conscious of that duty. Vhere I
have stressed the need. for stability as well as for realism in the field of
arms control and disarmament, I have done so to indicate our approach to the
problems. The Netherlands will try to live up to its reputation and will do

its bit, soberly, reasonably and tenaciously.
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Mr. ADEIMAN (United States): It is a real pPleasure to be here ’coday.
Lool,:.ng around this chamber, as I have, I see many co].leagues with whom I have
enjoyed 1mr1ensely working in the past, over the past two yea.rs. It is a good
fee.},:Lnfr to come back to such familiar ground espec:.a]ly as in my new posrb:.on I
look back to my United Nations days in general and to the First Committee neetings
in particular with a special fondness. I am especially pleased that a dear
personal friend, Ambassador Tom Vraalsen, has assumed the chalrmanshlp of this-
important Committee. C

The First Committee is, as we all know, confronted with ma.riy critical security
and arms control issues., Resolving those issues is the major ‘challenge of our
times if we are to help make the world a safer place for succeeding generations
in the place that we inherited from previous generations. Oui* task is nothing short
of doing everything in our power to ensure that all people may realize their
rotential in a world -that offers them security and Tfreedom. S

Last year in this same forum, my predecessor and- my friend, Gene Rostow, called
for a change in the climate of world opinion. He appealed for a demonstration of
universal goodwill, for the exercis‘e of the powérs of reason and for all nations to
heed the words and to follow the spirit of the United Nations Charter.

I wish that I could tell Gene Rostow today, and that I could tell'everybody in
this chamber today, that all nations had heeded those calls. But I camnot. The
continuing troubles in the Middle East have been of grave concern to my Government -
and to the Governments of many other rgpx_‘esentatives sitting in this room. Ve see
continuing aggression in Afghanistan and wars in the Near East, South-East Asia and
Africa. We see attempts to foster conflict in Centrsl Ameriea,.in particular to
~destabilize the duly-elected Government in EL Selvador. The Korean airliner tragedy
underlines the different standards that exist and that run counter to what is right
for the family of nations. , :

My purpose here is 1ot to belabour the troubles which separate this body, .but
to try to focus on & better future. The United States is dedicated to that goal.
When President Reagan stood before the General Assembly just a few weeks ago on
26 September he reaffirmed the United States Government's comm:vi.tment‘, and his
personal commitment, to reducing nuclear arms. He made an unequivocal pledge to

those gathered -in the General Assembly, saying that:
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"The United States seeks and will accept any equitable, verifiable agreement

that stabilizes forces at lower levels than currently exist. We are ready
to be flexible in our approach - indeed, willing to compromise."
(A/38/PV.5, p. T)

I take this oprortunity to reinforce that pledge made by President Reagan.

The United States is embarked on one of the most ambitious arms control agendas

ever. That fact often jg insufficiently understood and is sometimes, if not often,

‘misrepresented.
Our goal is, pure and simple, to enhance stability by significant nuclear

arms reductions. In the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks (START) we have repeatedly

demonstrated flexibility on key issues which divide the two sides. During last

summer's round we proposed a draft treaty that addressed several of the concerns

voiced by the Soviet Union. Our draft treaty provides a basis on which an
agreement that serves the interests of all can be found.

During the current round we are continuing to press for progress. As President
Reagan recently announced. the United States delegation will prorose a mutual
guaranteed build-down of ballistic missile warheads and a build-down of tombers, all

designed to encourage stabilizing systems. The United States is willing to negotiate

trade-offs between United States advantages and Soviet advantages in ways that will

move towards a more stable balance of forces.

In the START negotiations our basic objectives remain unchanged. Ve seek a
safer, more stable strategic balance at force levels much lower than those which
exist today. We seek in particular to remove any incentives on either side to launch
a first strike. For our part, we cannot be satisfied with mérely capping the
nuclear arms race at the current, very high, levels.

We have seen some movement in the negotiations, but not nearly as much as we
had hoped. So far, the Soviet Union has failed to respond to our initiatives in
a manner that would permit significant progress.

In these negotiations our primary focus has, of course, been on weapons systems.
But we also recognize that other measures can help promote stability and reduce the
risk of war. Vith this in mind the United States has proposed confidence-building
measures in START calling for the pre-notification of ballistic missile launches

and major military exercises. We have proposed specific means of improving
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communications between the two Covermmenis in a crisis. These initiatives are
designed to strengihen barriers against the outbreak of war through accident
or miscalculation.

The unprecedented ang relentless Soviet buildup of triple~warhead SS5-20
intermediate-range ballistic missiles - these are the $S-20s that wers explained
so well by Ambassador van Dongen in his statement this morning - threatens our
ellies in Furope and in Asia and heightens tensions around the pglobe. Faced with
this problem, the United States and its allies in the Worth Atlantic Treaty
Crganization (NATO) have been seeking s negotiated solution to achieve a balance
in such longer-range intermediate-range nuclesr forces (INF),

To achieve that balance, the United States initia2lly prorosed the elimination
of this entire category of nuclear weapons on toth sides. In short, we undertook
to cancel 9ll planned deployments and production of such missiles if the Soviet
Union would eliminate jtg existing S8-20, S5~ and SS-5 missiles and agree not to
produce any more such missiles. We continue to see this as the best solution for
Mnericans, for Furopeans, for Asians, and for the Soviet people. It is also the very
best - to be parochial sbout my interpests - for arms control itself.

The Soviet Union has been unwilling to accept %this far-reaching approach to
security and stability. I think it is fair to say that the only thing that anybody
has seen wrong with the zero option is that the Soviets have refused to accept it.
Therefore, to try to movs these negotiations forward, the United States, in clese
consulation with its allies, put forward a proposal eariier this year for an interim
agreement that vould result in substantially reduced, equal levels of United States
and Soviet warheads on a global basis. Iore recently, President Reagan proposed
other steps to try to meet stated Soviet concerns.

As representatives here realize, he expressed, first, a willingness to consider
in the context of equal global limits a commitment not to offset the entirve Soviet
global longer-range INF missile deployment through United States deployments in
furope. Ve would, of course, retain the right to deploy such missiles elsevhere
within the global ceiling. -

The President expressed, secondly, a willingness to consider proposals involving
airersft that are consistent with our criteria for an sgreement. The President
expressed, thirdly, in the context of significant reductions to equal levels, his
willingness to apportion the rveduction of Pershing IT and ground-launched cruise

nissiles in an appropriate mammer.
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Quite clearly our hope is that this further demonstration of our flexibility
will lecad to sgrecment in Geneva. The Soviet Union, however, has refused to
nensotiate on the basis of aquality. Instead, the only basis on which they have saiq
they would negotiate is vhat smounts to what The‘President called at the United
Hations a “half-zero” option, that is, zero deployments for our side and substantial
deployments for their side. They want in effect to perpetuate a complete Soviet
Mmonoroly in‘these missiles, with all the threats to free peoples and to stability
thai this monopoly implies. ‘

In both the strategic and internmediate-range nuclear arms control negotiations
ve look o the Soviet Union to reciprocate the flexible and constructive approach
taken by the Uniied States. Uith such co-operation from the Soviet side we could
report substantial progress in these vital cfforts at next year's Assembly,
unlike this year‘é Assembly, vhere, unfortunately, we cannot announce such progress.

Vhile we push ahead Lo reduce existing nuclear arsenals, we must also continue
vigorous efforts Lo preveat the further spread of nuclear weaprons. Few principles
have bzen more widely accepted in these halls than the fact that nuclear-weapon
proliferation constitutes a grav. threat to international stability and to the
securiiy of all nations. We can be encouraged by the progress we have made working
closely together. . The number of countrics that have opted for nuclesr wespons is
much smaller than many feared or predicted earlier. I am reminded thet in the early
1960s President. John F. Kennedy said that there was a prospect of some 25 or even,
I believe, 30 nuclear-weapon States in the early 1980s, and because'of efforts'that
ve have bolstered and sumroned on this issue we are not in the situation that
Prasideat Kennedy frared over 20 years ago.

Bu® we cannot become complacent about this consensus or rest on our record.
Praventing Proliferation requires continued dedication, constant vigilance, fresh
initiatives and steadfast support for the barriers to proliferation that now exist.

The ilird conference to review +he implementation of the lon-Proliferation
Traaty (WPT). to bte held in 1985, affords all parties the opportunity to renew their
coumitment to the Treaty. As ve start planning the conference - which we in the
United States Covernrent are helpins to do - it is my hope that we csn encourage
¢11 States vhich have noit yet adhered fo the Hon-Prolifera:ion Treaty to do so.
Let us also work together to reaffirm and strengthen the vital function this Treaty

serves in suprort of the peace and security of all States.
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We are, of course, actlvely engaged in a number of other ar-z control en&éaﬁours.
‘Cne of the most important - and one which was discussed -earlier by our: colleague from
tte Netherlands - is the effort to rid the world of- chemlcal weapcns. To this end the
United States is working with o?her members of the Commlttee on Dlﬂarmament in.
Geneva, where our representative is Ambassador lou Fields, to elaborate a .
convention on the complete and effective prohlbltlon of the development, productlon
and stocknlllng of chemical weaporns and on the destructlon of ~x1st3ng stockplles.

As ev1dence of the importance we place on thls, Vice Pres1dont Bush launched
a major United States initiative at the Commlttee on Dlsarmament last rebruary to
accelerate the negotiations belng undertaken by Ambassador Flelds. At that time we
‘1ntroduced aAcomprehen31ve docunent deta;llnp our views on the contents of a
chemical weapons ban. Then in July Ambassador Fields shared with the. Commlttee our
vork on illustrative procedures for destroylng chemical weapons and for verlfylnr
that procedure. ‘

To gzve those involved in the negotlatloas a better 1ns1ght 1nto the problems
involved, and a better personal feel for the 1ssueq ve are deallng w1th 1n the L
Committee on Disarmament, we have now 1nv1ted the member and observer delegatlons
to that Commlftee to attend a worhshoo in mld November at the chemleal weapons
destruction facility at Tooele Army Derot in Utah. That workqhoP will demonstrate
the United States programme for chemicaliweanoﬁs destruction. We hope that thls
vorkshop will stimulate further discussion and progress on means of verlfjlng a
comprehenalve chemical weapons ban. ' . , '

As we pursue such arms control mea:,ures3 we must not close our eyes to the
‘env1ronment in which we are working or to actions that o_agalnst ‘and oap undermlne
vhat we are seeklng to accemplish. Preeldent Reavan s recent addréSs ﬁoted areas |

in. Wthh ve have serious concerns atout Soviet compllance with avreements already
negotiated - agreements the Soviet Unlon has ltself agreed to. ' It 1s nartlcular]y
traglc that the use of chemical warfare in Asia - about - whlch this Commlttee has
heard a great deal from ne personally over the last two vears - contlnues today, 1n
v1olatlon of the 1925 Geneva Protoc0¢, the 1972 blologlcal and toxin weaoons
Convention, customary international law, and our spnse of human decency -1 thlnk

evervbody's sense of human decency.
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Ve cannot turn our back on this tragic situastion. If ve are serious about ams
control, then e are serious about compliancé issues and we must continuc +o call
attcntion to Problems of compliancé s0 1ohn as they exist. In the chemical
Weapons area ve should acblvely sunpor+ efforts to investigate evidence of their use.
Ua look forward to fhc recommendatlons of fhe etperts on neans to deal with thc
naticr pending completlon of a new chemlcal,weapons treaty. Their recommendaulons
will be given very coreful atte ention.

Ue should also rededicat: efforts in the Committee on Disarmement to bann:mo
a wvhole class of radlologlcal weapons before they arc ever produCed. Given the
rolitical wil;ait shduld be possible, in our view, +to reach agieement soon on. a
consolidated treaty text ;0 outlaw such wwapons; Ve and others in the Comittee
recognize thet, comparz d w1th morc compelllng priorities, a radiological weapons
trcaty may. b\ v1cved 25 8 modast accompl:shment., But cven modest accomplishments
can have valuu and can hclp nove us further along in our critical work.

The arms confrol agpnda do”s no» end with START, IHF and the Committee on
Disarmament., The Uhlted States and its allies in UeSuern Furope, for example, have
taken init“atiVes to é celt roductlonq in cnnVnn+1onal forces in Furope. The East
has recently shown some w1111n~nrss 1n pr1ac1ple to conqldcr a more Iedllstlc
framework for monlhqung such xeductlons, He hope 1ha* concrefe progrosq is
rossible. The Conference on Confidence and Sccurity Building Measures and
Disarmament in Eufdpe is fgetting under way to work out agreements to reduce the risk
of war arisinv fhfough exror or miscalculation., the'Uniﬁed States, with its allies,
1ill be ?wkin' a. rogntle approach to this important und%rtaking.

The Unafed.Qtates 1s, as well, reviewing other rnssmble arcas for significant
arms control measures. We conbinue, for example, to seek ways effectively to verify
nuclear testinglinitations. Ue are also roviewing possible ways of reducing
the rlska of confllct in space.

The simple fact is that arms con£r01 is one of the most intcllectuslly
challenging, emotionally gripping snd profoundly important cndeavours of our era.
Working'together we have come a fair distence in only tvo decades. The limited test
ban Treaty, the nuclear llon-Proliferation Tréaty, the Treaty prohibiting nuclear
weapons in Latin America - the Treaty of Tlatelolco, the biological and toxin weapons

Convention, the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, the SALT I Treaty, and the outer
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gpac: and sea-bed Treaties have sll been successfully concludeci. I believe they
serve, to varying dcgrees, as critical cornevstonas in channelllng and curta111ng
yeapons pi%grarmms and thercby leading to greater stabili ?y.

Our vork is far from finished, hovever, and future progress is likely to
yresent even mors challengss. The key issues we face todey are extremely’ ébmplica.téd,
technically, politically snd militarily.. There are mno simple soluiions. Sveepmg
and unverifiable d= clar'xtmns of intent must not. be confused with effective
arms control.

' Réaching sprecments That actually strgﬁg_f;&;hen security and promofe peace may
well prove much wore difficult and tinc.-consuming now-than they have in the
past. The task is also ever more comp-lling. . ‘ ‘ ‘

As we seck to reduce the threst of war it is uscful +o remind ourselves of
sowe Very key principles, These are principles of a.rmS.‘con’crol and ‘of security

in & larger sense.
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First, arms control agréements'aﬁd,the wrocess of nerotiating them
are not ends in themselves. .They'aré a means to enhance stability,
security and understanding between nations and thereby +to reduce tension
vénd conflict.. Accomplishing those objectives requires asreements that are
equitable, verifiable and mllltarllv sirnificant.

TTe caﬂpot and wust not sacr1f1cg prosress for the sake of nerfection. At
the sane tlﬁe e must not be: lurer by amreements vhich misht anpear appealing
do not really serve the poals for vhich they are intended.

but, on roxlectnop
Tmnty anreement trould be easy. Dut aﬁreements that inflatc expectations
vithout rmueh in the way of coﬁcretejbenefit‘vould not. on bhalance serve our
“interest. _
Secondly . juét as effective nrms control does not come easily it also
tales consiﬁerable tire and patience. Iegotiation of the !IPT, for examnle,
tool wore than Five years, Other agfeements fequired even more time. There.
is no quick and easy route. I am often renminded that the Austrian State
Apreenent took over 10 years éf nerotiations. We wmight not have a free,
derocratic, neutral and independent Austria today, without the nresence of
foviet troops,nad the Uest compromised its nrincdiples and objectives at anr
noiat in that 10 year span. o
. A third principle is fhat the attenpts of the United States and its
allies to:mainﬁain(an effective detervent and military halance are essential
for stability in the world and as an incentive for the arms control process
reﬂllv to work. Ia this 11w the Nearan Administration has pursued programmes ..
to strengthen cefences‘apd redress the imbalances that have come ahout over
~the past decade. These are the imbalances that T have describcd in detail -
to this Committee over the pést_%vo vears. -Theée Hrogrammes provide strony
incentives for the Soviet Union to negotiate with us for genuine arns reductions. -
?fféctiVe'deterfence and effective-arms control have both ﬁecome/more
difficult to achieve quite simply because of Soviet conduct ond Soviet wearons
build«up over the past decade. Since 1972 the Soviet tmion’s nuclear ireapons
have increased threefolq, It has dedicated 2n est1matod 12 per cent to 1M per cent
of its rross natlonﬂl nroouct to defence. Thls comnareq with less than & per cent
for tﬁe United States., Yoreover, vhile ‘the Viest has unilaterally retired
over 1,000 nuclear warheads in iurone since 1072, the Sovigts have steadiltw

increasec theirs. By -vord and deec, the foviets have shoun thot thev rerard
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military wover and the correlation of forces, as they call it, including
nuclear forces, as the foundation for projecting their power and influence
around the world.

The United States has no interest in an "arms race” with the Soviet Union.
The “arms race” of course has been discussed a great deal
in this roonn over the last two years. President Teajan has made it clear that
ve seek only to restore a stable militzry balance and to do what is
necessary to aSsure deterrence and reduce the risk of wrar.

The fact is that the nuaber of ireapons in the United States nuclear
stockpile is now at its lovest level in 20 years. Desnite 21l the trll: that
takes place in parts of the United Iations about the relentless ever-increasing
arms race on both sides, I reneai that the number of veapons in the United States
mclear stockpile 1s today at its lowvest level in 20 vears. Since the mid-1900s,
the nuclear stockpile cuantity has declined consideraﬁlv. “he number of
nuclear weapons in our total inventory was one third hipher in 1047 than it
is today. In wore graphic terms, the United States today deploys some
5,000 fewer nuclear weapons than it deploved in the late 1060s. The total nmegatonnage
of our nuclear veapons today is one fourth -- that is, 75 per cent less than ..
vhat it was in 1960. Statistics of that kind defy the rhetoriec about the ever-.
increasing arms race and are to the credit of the American side. The goel of our
programmes and arms control policies, as I outlined at the beginning, is to reduce
nuclear arms even further;-and in an equal manner as between the United States and
the Soviet Union, in a way that will increase stability.

A fourth general »rinciple is that arms control cannbt he ddivorced
from the hroader context of the international climate., DPresident Johnson's
nlans for a Yoscowr visit to launch SALT Iagnd the vhole SALT nrocess were
dashed by the Soviet invesion of Czechoslovakia in the summer of 190G8. The
Carter Adninistration’s apvroach to SALT IT wvas very deeplv affected. as

evervone knovs, by the Soviet invasion of Afrhanistan in 1970.
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The United States and other policy makers on the world stage should not -~ and
the United States and the Reagan Administration will not -- unnecessarily link or -
burden arms control efforts by tying them to other facts of Soviet behaviour
an@ conduct in various parts of the world. At the ssmme time, W& in democratic
societics 1with Treelv elected renresentstives of the peonle cannot ignore that
those realities can,and at times will inevitably,have an iupact on the
climate for our arms control efforts.

The final principle is that success in arms control reduires sustained

molitical will and »urpose. Only by our being steadfast will success be at all

possible.
Tt is inwortant to recognize that, in the lons run. success will hinge

on the ability of the »olitical leadership in free societies to inform and

to build consensus on arims control issues. Our deevest values and our democratic
princinles demand this. Discuésion, dehate and dissent form the very fibres

of free societies and are lev sipns of our strensth. Regrettably, those voices

for renl neace and apainst wvar, for huwan rights =nd against tyranny. for

effective arms reductions ond apainst armas build-up eare stifled in closed

societies. As reflected in last vear’s relevant United Nations resolution., which was
adonted unmanimously, those voices should nov he alloved to be heard. The

United Stated delegetion 1ill have more to say later on this issue to build

wror the vork of the Iirst Coumittee on & consensus basis last year.

immortant resnonsivility. Ve recognize that the nuclear-ireanon Stotes have a
speedal resnonsibilityr for nucleaf disaxrmament , but no State can escape some
resnonsibility for the arms control issues that confront us today. Since 1945
ve have witnessed over 150 conventional wars or puerrills actions which have
I'illed over 10 million veople - stasgering statisties.

The continuins strungle for peace is in many resnects indivisible. Like
my predecessor, Turene Nostow, I hope Ffor a brighter tomorrow. T helieve it is

ossible, It is not easy, hut it is mossible. It will reauire that we all

bv]

adnit the existence of the problems ve confront. Thev cannot be resolved if

thev are denied.
The continuins struzsle for peace is not a casual vndertalking. It is deadly

serious and it is everybody's business. If all States in this Assembly involve

themselves constructively there will be a real prospect for a brighter

tomorrov.,



BCT/cas A/C.1/38/FV.T
31

Mr, IJEVERE (Nigeria): The Nigerian delegation is happy to see
Ambassador Vraalsen presiding over the affairs of the First Committee during
the current session of the United Wations General Assembly. As a worthy
representative of Norway, a country with vhich igeria enjuys excellent
relations, he can rest assured that my delegation will extend to him
its full co-operation in the discharge of his responsibilities. My delegation
wvould like to place it on record, with appreciation. that he has undertaken
intensive and extensive consultations both here and in Geneva in order to
facilitate the work of our Committee. It is our hope that his efforts
will bear fruitful results. We also avail ourselves of this opportunity
to convey to the other officers of the Committee our felicitations and
best wishes.

The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspects, ominously threatens the
very survival of the human race. The prospects of a civilization being led
dangerously and inexorably on the road to self-extinction provide us with
the motive force, a reasoning and a rationality for the development of
options which open to us the possibility and the prospects of effecting
a change in the postures of States, which by investing so heavily in)
the arms race seem bent on hastening the process of human destruction.

e are convinced, however, that neither +these major proponents of the
arms race nor any Stateafor that matter, would rationally wish death
and destruction to the human race of which they themselves form a part.

The United Nations must seek to re-establish its moral authority
and relevance in the sclution of problems confronting it, particularly
in relation to halting and reversing the arms race, thereby ensuring
the continued survival of our civilization.

In contributing to the debate on the related issues of international
beace and security., disarmament and developnent, the delegation of
ligeria retains as its basic premise the conviction that although disarmament
is complex and sensitive because of the security perception of States,
vhich is built upon the quantity and quality of their military efforts
and capability, it is still considered possible and indeed feasible to
achieve disarmament given the political will of States to negotiate in

good faith.
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It can no longer‘be regarded as a figment of the imagination to »
suggest that the most urgent task facing humanity today is the nrevention
of nuclear war. Dangerous doctrines of limited winnable or survivable
nuclear war, or of flexiblé.response, not only have lowered the nuclear
threshold but have made the outbreak of nuclear war a threatening reality.
In this regard, my delegation noted with considerable interest the views .
rerarding nuclear war expressed by President Reagan vhen he
addressed the General Assembly on 27 September 1983. On that occasion
he said: o ‘

YA nucleér war cannot be won and must néver be fought. I believe

that if Covernments are determined to deter and prevent war, there

will not be war. HNothing is more in keepins with the spirit of

the United Nations Charter than arms control®. 4(A/38/PV.5, p. 3)

In that statement we see the President endorsing some of the views held'by,
a great majority of the international community concerning disarmament
negotiations. The first concerns the need to prevent the outbreak of
a nuclear war, which, as the President himself has admitted, cannot be
won. The second concerns the important role played by political will
in disarmament negotiations. 4

Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war: they are weapons
of mass annihilation. While it is 1egitimate and proper that States
should seek to provide, as a first duty, for their security, it is
obvious to all that the current ievel 6f sophistication of weaponry
available to States 'is out of tune with their defence and security
requirements. And, what is more, the frenzied pursuit of a weapons option
as the sole instrument for conflict resolution not only exacerbates
international tension but destroys mutuai trust and confidence among
States and runs counter to the basic provisions of the United Wations
Charter, to which we have all willingiy suﬁscribed as representing,
in a general sense, the collective conscience of the inpernational

community.
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thile there is a ohared rebbonalblllty to halt and reverse the arms race in the
interest of human survzval 01v1llzat10n and. progzes ive development we cannot gloss
over the unacceptable situation in which global. aecurlty has been held hostabe to
the security interests of a handful’ of States°.4In this repard, the nuclear-weapon
States and other militarily significant Stetee- which'bear special res Don31b111ty
for the arms race., should also accept the prlmary duty and obllﬂatlon to achieve.
substantial reductions in their m131tarv arsenals as & first step towards yencral
and complete disarmament. TFor wvhen it becomes poss1b1e and indeed faghlonable
for States to talk of developing and pursuing global strategles9 of creating
spheres of influence, of ministering to selfmjmnosed vorldwide responsibilities,
of being specialists in crisis manapement - the embers of which crisis they
created and fanned 1n the flrst place - it 1s clear that the very basis of ‘
constructing the peace process is undermined. . '

It is also clear that no people or groups of people, irreepective‘of their
level of development or political consciousness. can squect themeelves or allovw
themselves to be subjected to perpetual domination; It is therefore not only
extremely dangerous but, equally, untenable for any State or group of States to
wvish to imﬁose its values on any other State or group ef States° Such a situation
provides fertile grounds for friction, tension and‘refolt.

This quest for domination has unfortunatel& ﬁanifeqted itself in variousrforms.
The pattern of economlc relations between the Horth and the South demonstrates tne,
wvillingness of the former to perpetuate 1ts domlnatlon over the latter through the
adoption of appropriate policies and an unwillingness to contrlbute to the
achievement of an international economic system based on equity and Justice.

There is no doubt but that the control of nuclear weapons is tbe'key
to the possibility of peace. That is why all’ efforts muat be geared
tovards the eventual elimination of these weapons in partlcular and the
prevention of nuclear war in general. In thlS context, we must vreiterate

our conviction that modalities such as the: acceptance of a nuclear
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freeze, which wculd imply both a quantitative and a qualitative freeze on
nuclear weapons,. systems of such weﬁpons‘and their means of delivery

at current levels, a mofatorium on weapons testing in all environments by all
the nuclear—weapon States, a cut-off in the productlon of f1351onable
Amaterlals for weapons purposes and a gradual but ubstantlal reduction

in exlstlng stockplles and so forth ~ all these retain the p0551b111tj

of the achlevemenu of nuclear dlsarmament over a period of time,
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of partlcular 1mDortance is the neces51ty of elabora‘cln' , with a minimum
delay,a comprehen51ve nuclear test-ban treaty as part of the farmreachlng
objective of curtalllng the nuclear arms race and ach1ev1ng nuclear dlsarmament
Unfbrfunately the Comnlttee on Dlsarmament whlch has been selzed of thls _
guestion_,6 has thus far falled to make anv progress. Ue note w1th concern that
it has not been possible for all the nuclear weapon’States to part1c1nate in '
the Ad--Hoe Vlorking Group on a Muclear Test Beﬂ establlshed by the Commlttee ’
e cannot envisapge the conclusion of a nuclear test ban that fails to win the
concurrence and cormitment of all the nuclear%weapon States. In other words,
in order for an effective nuclear test ban to be achieved it.musf'be
comprehensive and verifiable, and 1t must elicit a commitment of absolute
compliance by all the nuclear~veanon States in particular and by all other
States din general, In the circumstances it is our hope that the two remaining
nuclear-weapon States will reconsider their position and, in the interest of
the cormon good, apgree to join forces with tne other three in the elaboraticn,
within the single multilateral forum of the Committee on Disermament, of a
binding nuclear test-ban treaty. - 7

Althoush some useful work has been done in the Committee on Disarmament
on the guestion of defining the issues relating to verification.and compliance
with a vien to-making progress towards a nuclear test ban, the point must
continue to be made that the central issue of concluding a nuclear teet ban must
not be sidetracked in a haze of technical ancillary questions. A nucleer
test ban involves both a political decision and a.technical consideration. The
polltlcal decision,. vhich must 1p the 1nternatlonal interest be taken rlght avay
is to request the Commlttee on Dlsarmament to proceed w1thout further delay to
the elaboration of a nuclear test-ban treaty on the basis -of an approp:xate'
mandate. , -

Of equal importance is the need to conclude as soon as possible a

convention aimed at the comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons. MMy



rM/9 R A. ‘ 4 A/C l/'%B/PV 7

(Mr. Tjewere. Niperia)

delegation believes'that such a ban should envisage a eommitment to the

nonfnroéuction'of cheﬁical‘weanons ehemicai agents and their precursors as .

vell as the destructlon of ex1st1ng stocknlles of such veapons and agents.
Uhlle,txe 1ntegr1ty and contrlbutlon of the chemwcal 1nduqtry to the

Drocesses of develonment of conntrles should be encouraged rather than Jeopardizeds

1t is. the v1ev of my delegatlon that a "eneral~purpose crlterlon rather than

a selectlve nrohlbltlon of chenlcal substances) stands a ‘better chance of

,plx sing the loooholes ‘whieh would permlt the diversion of such substances

from peaCeful to mllltary‘uses ‘on the part of a country that so decides.

, Pendlng the elaboratlon of a conventlon DrohlbltIDF chémical weapons it 1s
hlvhly de51rable that Stateu which already possess such weapons or 1ntend to
uanufacture deplOJ or stocholle them on the basis of the technology and
Lacllltles avallable to them evmvclqa the noxinun self- restralnt, including a
n@ratorlum on such manufacturln{,9 Geployment or stockPWlln"

In this connectlon we cannot fail to note w1th concern the recent cec181on
bj one nuclear weapon State to proceed with the productlon of a new generatlon
of chenlcal veapons. At the same tlne we must not zloss over the reported cases.
of.tne uee of‘chemlcal'Weapons in combat 51tuat10ns by certain States in
certain reeiOﬁs of the worid in contraventlon of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. le
nust here relterﬁte our position of prlnclnle that when such alle~ations are
ﬁade 1nternat10nal efforts must be e: erted to establlsh the truth of the natter
beJond all reasonabledoubt both as a means of establlshlnp mutual trust and
restorlng confldenee among otetes end as a means of ensurlng that the prov101ons
of the relqunf intefnational instrument are being faithfully observed. ‘

(We'note vith interesﬁ that the Committee on Disarmament has continued its
con31derat10n of the elaboratlon of s -convention on the prohibition of '
_raulolo¢1cal Ueapons whlch as of nov, are said not to e: tist as a weapons systen,
but -which can readily be developed and deployed at short notice on the basis

of existing technology. Such a convention has validity and relevance in so far as
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it prevents the addition of another weapéns‘system to an‘existing avesome stockpile
of weapons of mass destruction. We believe, however, that the quesﬁion of the
prohibition of‘attacks against nuclear facilities should fora an integral part

of such a convention, in particular because the radiological consequences of

such attacks can be as destructive as those of a nuclear explosion and also

in view of the necessity of protecting nuclear facilities as s contribution to the
developuent efforts of States.

A natural concomitant 4o real progress in the field of nuclear disarmament
will be a sustained effort to achieve significant reductions in conventicnal
armailents and armed forces. In other words, progress in nuclear disarmament
could create an atmosphere conducive to approaching conventional disarmament.

Tt is therefore not productive to wish to accord parity of stotus to both
aspects of the arms race.

Such an understanding must not be taken to imply a diminution of impact of
the conventional arms race on the socio~economic experiences of States. Rather.
it seeks to emphasize the need to achieve conventional disarmement on s
global basis and on the understanding that the security of no State will, as é
consequénceg be either jeopardized or diminished or its sovereignty undermined.

The extension of the arms race into outer space must be seen not only as
a dangerous phenomenon bui also.as a disturbing one. For while it vas once
possible for us, in our collective psyche, to think of outer space as
representing a haven, with connotations of unlimited expanse and freedom, it is
now clear that the development and deployment of various forus of satellite
with military orientations by a handful of States has made that concention of
outer spacc obsolete. As though the intractable dilemma which the current arus
race on land, on the high seas and in the ocean depths creates were not enough,
those nations have soucht to make the entire human environment a theatre of war.
They must be told that enough is enough. The prospect of a war conducted from

outer space must be seen as not only an invasion of man's last frontier, it
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should also send chills down the spines of all men of pood conscience. In this
connection, it is pertinent to recall that the extensiocn of the arms race into
outer space, with its deleterious consequences on the human environment and on
ecology, runs counter to the spirit of the 1967 Treaty on Principles Coverning
the Activities of States in the Ixploration and Use of Outer Space. including

the lMoon and Other Celestial Bodies.
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Events in the receq}_past have shown that the extension of the arms race
into outer space poses a real threat to international peace and security.

For instance,the development of a space-based anti-satellite defence system
has introduced a new dimension into space warfare prospects. Furthermore,
the increase in the use of anti-satellite weapons; highuenergyvlasersuand
particle~beam weapons certainly negates the spirit of the 1967

Treaty and other pertinent legal instruments whose objective is to promote
the explorationand use of outer space solely for peaceful purposes. My
delegation believes that it is incumbent on the General Assembly to
re-emphasize international concern on the subject, underscore the urgency

of the situation and prevail on the Committee on Disarmament to undertake
expeditiously substantive negotiations on the question with a view to reaching
an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, in order to prevent an arms race in
outer space.

The current reality is that the non-nuclear-weapon States are constantly
being reminded that unless they play ball in line with the wishes of the
nuclear-wveapon States their very security cannot be assured. Itis in
recognition of this reality that the non-nuclear-weapon States have sought,
in vain thus far, to assure themselves and, at the same time, be assured in
an instrument of legally binding character that they will not be victims of
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. And yet the majority of these
States, by agreeing to become parties to the 1968 Non-Proliferation Treaty,
have forsworn the nuclear weapons option. And what is more, the nuclear-
weapon States, in response to these legitimate demands of the non-nuclear-~
weapon States, have made unilateral declarations with conditional guarantees.
must submit that the conditionality attaching to some of these declarations
robs them of their content, value and applicability. In the circumstances,
ve demand that, as a minimum and as an earnest of their good intention
and commitment not to use such weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States, the
nuclear-weapon States should agree unconditionally to conclude a legally
binding instrument on negative security assurances, with the minimum of delay,

within the multilateral forum of the Committee on Disarmament.
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- Vithin this perspective, my delegation wishes to draw attention once

again to the threat posed to the security of the African continent by South

Africa’s nuclear-weapon capability. Nuclear weapons in the hands of a racist

minority régime constitute an instrument of blackmail, oppression and repression.
Besides, in the case of South Africa that capability has also been usedﬁfor
aggressive purposes against neighbouring African States. Africa's commitment
to a nuclear-weapon-free continent remains valid and is consistent with its
determination to pursue development in peace. Thus every effort or action aimed
at destabilizing the continent or frustrating the achievement of the objective
of a denuclearized Africa is not only an unfriendly act but also one that has
to be resisted, either individually or collectively, as appropriate. We call
once again on those Member countries which have willingly given solace, support
and co-operation to South Africa in its development of this capability to change
course and rethink their options, in the interest of international peace and
security.

Having regard to the present state of play in the Eipclar militaryv
situation, the singular lack of progress in disarmament talks, the demonstrable
unwillingness on the part of the nuclear-weapon States to undertake meaningful
disarmament measures and the very defensive postures of Governments in relation
to their military effort and capability, it seems to my delegation that the
only visible option, which should be further explored in the present circumstances,
is the mobilization of world public opinion in favour of disarmament. World
public opinion enlightened as to the evils of the arms race, especially its
destabilizing character and its capacity to distort the socio-economic options
and priorities of States, will, it is believed, prompt Covernments to take
the right decisions in favour of disarmament. Such mobilization within the
context of the World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched during
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
in 1982, should have as its objective to inform, educate and provide a forum
Tor the free exchange of views in all objectivity and in all the regions of
the world. In the view of my delegation, it is extremely important that such N
mobilization of world public opinion should not be muzzled but encouraged

to result in productive consciousness.
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As part of the moblllzatlon of world publlc oplnlon the Unlted Natlons
:fellowshlp programme on dlsarmament should continue to provide educatlon and
tralnlng in dlsarmament as an 1nvestment in human development

The Final Document of the flrst epeclal se351on of the Ceneral Assembly
devoted to dlsarmament, Whlch has 51nce come~to represent a blueprlnt and a
frame of reference in the collective effort towards disarmament must be seen
‘as a bold and imaginative flrst step on the tedlous road to general and-
complete d1sarmament under effectlve 1nternat10na1 control The expectation
was that, drawing 1nsp1rat10n from its varlous provisions, .in particular ité
Programme of Action, Member States would find themselves disposed to undertake
constructive debates and negotiations leading to the adoption of concrete '
disarmement measures. This has of course not been the case and, although
the validity of the Pinal Document was reconfirmed by consensus during the
. second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
attitude of some States in subsequent disarmament talks has been to seek to
call into'questionlthe continuing validity of the'Final Document . This‘is
regrettable. | |

As a further effort to move out ofrthe seéming impasse, the comprehensive
programme of disarmament was conceived as a hovel but unified perspective;
with modest steps in. dlsarmament taklng account of the various sen51t1v1t1es -
. individual, bilateral and multllateral and regional as well as global - w1th1n
a realistic target date. Tt was the expectation that the Commlttee on
Disarmament, to which the programme had been submltted for negotlatlon,
would be able to subnit to the second spec1al session of the Ceneral Assembly ‘
devoted to ﬁlsarmament, in 1982, an agreed text for adoptlon. This proved
imnossible. The hope was, therefore, that the Committee on Disarmament would"
submit a renegotiated text for adoptlon durlng ‘the thlrty~e1ghth session of the
Uhlted Nations Ceneral Assembly
| My delepatlon 1s pleased to note that the Committee on Dlsarmament has
nov been able to present a modified text “of. the comprehensive programme of
‘disarmament. We wish to expréss‘our gratitude to the States memberé of the
Committee for their efforts in that endeavour, and rmost- esneclallv to fhe Cha1rran

of the Ad Hoe Wbrklng Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Dlsarmament the
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indefatigabie and highly motivated Ambassador Carcia Robles of Mexico
for having undertaken an almost impossible task., He certainly deserves
our commendation, given the attltude of 1nflex1b111ty on the part of the

nuclearnveabon States and other mllltarlly 51gn1flcant States
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Tt has become increasingly clear that any multilateral effort at developing
a common perspective in the fight against the arms race ahd its very dangerous
consequenceé has to pander, first of all, to the moods and sensitivities of the two
super-Povers, and by extens1on to those of the other nuclear—weapon States and
other militarily 51gn1ficant States. That ls why we think that the state of play
in the bilateral relations between the two super-Powers has a profound impact on
the progress, or lack of it, in all disarmament talks. In this connection we
have been noting with increasing concern the unfolding, in palfry and hesitant
spurts, of fhe bilateral United States-Soviet Union talks on medium-range nuclear
weapons and of the strategic arms limitation talks which have been going on
intefmittently in Geneva. We should like to suggest to the two countrieb that
‘those talks and the 1nterests and concerns of the rest of the world really cannot
be mutually exclusive. Those countrles have a respons1b111ty to the world to
reduce tension 1n their bllateral relations and to achleve substantlal progress
in dlsarmament. They must not renege on that duty.

Before concluding, I should like to make a few comments on organlzatlonal
matters which by their very;;mport have far—reachlng 1mp11cat10ns for the ability
of the United Nations to fulfil its central role in the field of disarmament
negotistions. uMy delegation has noted with interest, and indeed with éatisfaction,
the recent de0151on to upgrade, and the subsequent upgradlng of, the Centre for
Dlsarmament into a full-fledged department the Department for Dlsarmament Affairs.
That d801510n was taken in full rocognltlon of the enhanced role which has been
env*saged for the Department in view of the growing complexity of disarmament efforts
and the nece“51ty for the Department for Disarmament Affairs to serv1ce adequately
the varlous conferences, meetings and consultations under United Natlons auspices
vhich bear dlrectly on disarmament. We look forward to receiving during the current
session of the General Assembly a status report on how far and in what manner
the change has been 1mplemented. |

Secondly, by a resolution of the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly,
the Committee on Disarmament was requested to consider rede51gnat1ng 1tself as the
Conference on Disarmament. From that Committee's report to the current session of
the General Assembly it is clear that it has considered the request on its merits

and has agreed to redesignate itself as the Conference on Disarmament. We laud
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that decision and express the hope that the enhanced status of the Conference on
Disarmament will entail a consequent commitment on the rart of its members to
 fruitful debate“and to the preparation of binding international instruments
leading to general and Qomplete‘disérmament under effective international control.

Mr. HARON (HMalaysia): The quést for security in éh insecurevwdrld isv
a.perﬁetual driving force that moves men and nations. So irresistible is this
'-drivingiforcé thot men are aph to‘lbse‘sight of the essgential paradoxvof gecurity:

that while it is’often perceived and understood in terms of an absolute, it can
reaiistically be achieved onljyin relative measure. In chasing the illusion of
absolute oecurlty they only feed the insecurity of thalr enviromment, helghtenlng
in turn their own sense of 1nsecur1tj ,

To the big and powcrful of this earth5 the temptat:on o see securlty in
absolute terms -~ to see their securlty as belng exclusive of the ecurlty or
insecurity of others - can be quite overwhelmlng. ‘There is much 1mpatiénce with
the importunate,insistence of the less fortunate that the security of the poﬁerful :
and the security of the others, far from being mutually exclusive,‘afe in fact
mutually strengthening. Nor is this delusion of abéolutism much helved by the
tendency of the small and the weak themselves to regard overall security as being
directly‘and'solely related to the state of play between the big and the poverful,‘
and not as the sum total of their own separate prospects. A -

- Almost 40 years ago came the end of the Second World War, which was supposed -
to end all wars. Out of the ashes of Hiroshima came the chilling realization that '
-~ a third vorld war would entirely obliterate existing human civilization. The V B
 4nuc1ear terror provided a most powerful inducemeﬁt for the nucleai Powers not to
'stumble into direct war, but it aid not prevent them from grafting their rivalries
.‘on to internal and regional conflicfs of every conceivable kind in regions deemed -
-0 be of strategic importance to them. Subsequent autonomous developments over;
time in key areas, especially in the Furopean theatré, fifed not least by the -
fearu of thelr peoplas and Govermments of a pos51ble nucleay dlsaster, helped for
a time to force self-restraint upon the super-Powers, ushering in a brief fllrtaflcn
with the rolitics of detcnte. Both super-Powers were practically dragged along,
moving step by painful step to reaching agreements on European security through

summit conferences, the Helsinki agreement, and the Strategic Arms Limitation

. Talks (SALT).
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But the sense of relative security that preveiled in Europe could not,
unfortunately . be exténded to areas not considered to be strategically vital, and
therefore seen as being up for grabs: the third world. The notion of symmetry
of rover conceded by one Power was not, it seemed, sufficient incentive for the
other to pass up the oprortunities available in the internationalist duty of
assisting societies and States in supposed revolutionary transformation. Assistance
vas almost always characterized by generous inflows of conventional armaments. |
The result, invariably, was the spectacle of rival countries and rival groups
within countries battling euch other with foreign-made and foreign-supplied weapons
at the expense of their social, economic and political advancemant. Assymetry of
expectations between the super-Powers with regard to the third wbrld saw détente
degenerate into disillusionment and mutual recrimination; the gains of the period,
modest as they were, quickly eroded. Althoush since Hiroshima men have said that a
nuclear war is unwinnable and therefore unthinkable, today the super-Powers are
again poised to introduce newer, more lethal weapons systems, as if such a war
were now thinkable, and therefore winnable. Will all these developments end in
frenetic lunacy?

As we meet during this thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly, we cannot
but be singularly conscious that we are meeting under changed and changing
circumstances. We cannot draw much comfort from developments on the international
scene. The brief flowering of détente in the early 1970s has withered in the chill
of super-Power reletions in the early 1980s, as fundamental rivalries and antagonisms
and competition for spheres of influence reassert themselves.

In view of this gloomy trend, my delegation would like t0 underscore the need
to urge the super-Powers to resume their search for détente in an earnest, realistic
and comprehensive manner which would safeguard international security everywhere. The
task of establishin~ a new détente will have to be approached not only on the
level of disarmament, nuclear and conventional, but also on the level of political
understanding and accommodation. There is an urgent need for toth parties to come
to an agreed, well-defined perception of a code of behavicur in their relations
with thé countries of the thifd world. Had this issue been resolved by the éupern

Powers in the basic principles of relations of 1972, SALT II might well have paved
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a path guiding us through the dangerous minefield of the nuclear age. Admittedly,
there were some serious weaknesses, but the agreed principles were workable
enough to provide an oprortunity for a hopeful first step on to what could have
been a rung of the ladder leading to a world order free from nuclear terror.
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the third vorld  countries hove in the interinm steadily rainea
iimortance as factors in resional balances. Thus it is no longer
adequate for tue super--Povers eitlier to internct vith then as rere
extensions of their respective blinkered ideolozical concerns or as
extensions of thelr ptunl nccommrodation. Thevy, Tho are hoth the
subjects and the objects of arvangements ond understandines. shovld he
eouAllY involved in the deteimination of their securit: prosnects. There
must be o multilatersl approach to security if only to take cognizunce
of contenwporary reality.

i7ith regard to the disariament process itself . iy delesation is of
the vier that there ,re cogent arguients for the notion that no one snould
in the unilateralist belief

ve starry -eyed, hovever well neaning .
thot if only one side were to start to disarm fiist the other side tould
respond positively. 1le are far Trom beins a global metrovolis. vith its own
lawr noders and enforcers. Self-serving, self-righteous and indeed utterly
selfish institutional , national oxr ideolojzicol comnitments. which are the
order of the day will never pernit the idea of a unilateralist approach.
Onl;y a fool nroof jntelligence monitoring and collection capability held
equally by the parties concerned or swmtual confidence and trust ;1w incline
one party to toke the first step. Sadly tuese clenents ore still absent
auon;st us.

“he concern of the hundreds of thousands nll over tie vorld alaried

+

at the nad nonentuwa of the aimis race cannot wowrever, 5o unheeded. Those
responsible Tor tie atouic horror both in the West and in the Fast ove them
o uoral and political obligation. just as much os they ove to their owun
respective cilvilizations cultures and ideolosies the oblijation to increase
the prospect for a renl peace 1in place of an uneasy nuclear pence bogsed on
the balance of terror.

Althourh realisn dictates that Ve have to accept in the final analvsis
that the decision to disamm resides mainly in the hands of the bis Povers.
lalaysia doeS pot Delieve that the rest of us Should resisn from our

respective roles in the notier of disarmament. In our vieu all countiies
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should join together in the creation of conditions in vhich disornament vould
conztitute the netural order of things for the bip Powers. In this regord,
lnlavsia  together vith its partners in the Associntion of South-ilast Aslan
Tations (ASFATT)  hos consistently striven to make our ovn contrituticn towards
world neace and. security.

Tor us in ASUAL security has alwavs Dbeen perceived in the sensc
of ensuring not merely the vhysical safetyr of our. peonles acainst internal
and external attacks but most especielly their continuing political , social
and economic advancement. Ve have Tulfilled to o substanticl degrece the
personal and national aspirations of our peoples and., in a situation sonewhat
analogous to that existing between tlestern wurone and Zastern urope, srould
very rmch welcome peaceful coexistence witi the neisbbouring utates of
Indo -China. Unlike lurope, however, ASDAI has adopted a strategy of restraint
throus;h neutraiity rather‘than nuclear deterrence throuch militarv alliances. The
ASUAT approach seelis o denial of bis Pover rivalries in the resion vhile
waintaining equidistance and respecting their legitimate interests in B
international pelations. In the contert of South~ ast Asia, o structure of
peace and stability nodelled upon he Liuropean cxperience would he not
only irrelevant but also highly danserous. The Lunla Tunpur Declaration
on the establisheuent of the Zone of Peace. Treedon and Ifeutralitv in 1071
laid the basis for concerted action to free the resion of South.-last Asia
fron external Power rivalry in any forn and nonifestation. ixternal Pover
rivalry had been the scourse afflicting regional peace anc stability for
nore than five centuries, ard it is our hone that the States of Indo~China
i1l vork with ASL/H in the context of the Lone of Peace Freedon and
Heutrality to rid Soutir-ast Asia of that scourge and so(inspire the rrovwih
of similar zones elseiiicre.

Our deliberations in the TFirst Comittee decl essentiolly with the
syuptous of international insecurity not its causes. It is a testimony
to the seriousness of the situction, however thot we are driven to cope with
SO many symbtoms lest thev overvhelm us even hefore e can address the malady .

itself. iMile we vork on the nuts and bolis of disarmwient, we should not lose
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sirht of the need to attempt to trigrer the survival resnmonse mechanism of the.
super--Povers as vell. o matter how blinkered each mav be bv its ideolopical
conditioning and cultural commitment, it cannot remain oblivious to cost.benefit
analysis. There is no such thing nov as a margin of safety. miven their nuclear
naritv. The alternative to détente is a nuclear holocaust vhich will destrov not
only men hut also their beliefs, civilizations and ideolories. Vhere,ﬂiﬁdeeév

is the clorv. one might ask., in dvinz for a cause, when the cause itself dies

rith one?

!’r. PERTZ CUERRENO (Venezuela) (interpretation from Snanish): I wish to
offer the Chairman and the other officers of the Committee the cordial congratulations
of mr delecation on their election. The Chairman's countrv and the remion to vhich
it belongs have had a constant interest in disarmament »nroblems, and this aucurs
well for the wor! of the Cormittec.

The internationsl situation, particularly in vietrr of the lacl: of svecific
results in disarmament negotiations, can onlv be described as hirhly disturbine.
hen one considers also the arms race betwveen the sreat nuclear Povers. thich shotrs
sirns of accelersting even further, the insecuritv and instability of the world in
vhich ve live are brousht sharplv into focus.

?breoverﬁ the results of the work of the deliberative and nezotiating hodies
of the Ceneral Asserblv are discourapine. Nence the urrent neeé to male the United
Mations and its orrans a more efficient political institution, camable of
strenstheninz the system of international security. wvhich involves not merelv
disarmament aspects but also those reiated td econoniic develomment anA social--
ell-heing. vhich are without doubt factors conducive to neace. International
Deace and securitv cannot be achieved without a combined effort towards disarmament
and cdevelonpment. When vé look at the picturé of the vworld today we see hou true
that is. | o

It is not merelv a matter of the nurber of items considered and the pumber of
reéolutions adonted. In fact the results in cuantitative terms may have been in
inverse ratio to the achievements in qualitativé terms. The increasing number of
items and resolutions has not meant real nropress in the difficult task of -

disarmament. On the contrary vwhile 58 resolutions were adopted at the last session
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of the Géneral Assembly., we aré‘confrbnted with a virtval standstill. in spite of
the efforts of the groun of countries vhich, like mine. are convinced, as
Mmbassador Garcia Robles has said., that a drop of water, falling steadilv, is
capable of boring throuch rock.

As the Secretary--Ceneral has rightly observed, it is essential that the -
various organs of the United Hations not be used exclusively as forums for
political dehate. Nothing is more pertinent in the case of the Tirst Committee.
vhere resolutions are adopted callin~ for the vreparation of more reworts vhich

in turn lead to more resolutions.
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We must recognize the urgent need for us to adopt realistic approaches to
disarmament, and for the decisions and resolutions that wve adopt to prorpt
(bvernments to act. e endorse the words of the Secretary~Ceneral vhen he
says in his rerort-

"In no area is the need for a recommitment to the princivles of

the Charter wore immortant and more closely tied to the survival of

humanity than in the field of disarmament and arms limitation. The

prevention of nuclear war remains the unique challensze of our time,

since such a war would be the ultimate nefation of all human

endeavour.” (A/38/1. pp. L4-5)

Ye must, for examvle, see that the First Committee is not used as an instrument

for certain Covernments to make statements intended to win moliticel advantages
from those thev regard as their adversaries in the vorld strategyw game.
statements oftern made solely for the vurpose of convincine the puhlic of their
good intentions.

As a result of this attitude, every year this Cormittee has more items
assisned to it and wore resolutions are adovted. As pointed out in the
outstanding publication on disarmament of the Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute (SIPRI), those resolutions contain only anpeals and solemn
declarations in no way different in their content from those adopted vear after
vear since the 1000s. Wbrée still. instead of resulting from a converrence
of positions throuszh nerotiations or nossible consensus between l'ember States,
the resolutions sirnify disaareement or divercences in the avproach to the
major disarmament problems. There is an evident lack of political will to
reach agreements or arrancements in the major tasks of disarmanent.

Ve therefore welcome the avpeal of those vho have said that the first task
that this Committee should concentrate on is that of an attempt to rationalize

its working procedures, in order to give substance and realism to its work. This

is even more urgent in view of the state of stagnation in disarmament nesotiatioms

at the ovresent time at virtuallv all levels, with the exception, at least

formallv speaking, of aspects related to disarmament in the Final Tocument of
the Conference on Securitv and Co-operation in Turope and of the convening of the
forthcoming Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and

Disarmament in Turone, to be held in Stockholm in January 198k.



JP/tes © A/C.1/38/PV.T
‘ o7

(Mr. Perez Cuerrero. Venezuela)

e are disturhed by the fact that the positions adonted by the two
sﬂperuéovers in their bilateral nepotiations in feneva are tending to hecome
nore radicaT and inflexible. It seems that the nrospect for a Qhorf'térm
aﬂreement at the talks on 1ntermedlate~ranﬁe nuclear missiles in Furope are
_fad;ggr nor do the talks on strategic¢ arms limitations (START). the Pollowmun
to the SALT vrocess, seem to stand much chance of success, especially when their
- slotwr prb@reés is comparéd with thé dynamic pace of technological developments..
Thesé develdpméntS‘éermit the‘replagement,of.obsolete weapons 1ith others,
~ Dperhaps feﬁér but Wore‘exnensivé' mére poverful and more efficient in dealin~
.‘Out death'anﬁ destruction, one of the fev noals vhich have been achleveﬂ in
. thls tormented world - a true- aberatlon.

There is every Drospect therefore, of a new rouhd in the rearmarent

- programmes of the’ rreat Powers , vith better siting of weapons and nev areas

~for the 6enlovment of ever more ,onhistiéatpd veapons . as. evidenced by the
alreadv declared arms race in outer space -~ in other words. another phase in
“the East~WeSt confrontation. ' ‘

) Ve are also ﬂiéﬁurbeé bv the attitﬁde adonted by one nuclear Pover towards

* the trilateral talks vhich have been taking place on a nuclear teqt bann as vell
-as the refusal of tvo nuclear Povers,; in the multllatpral nenotlaflons in the
Committee on Dis armament, to tale part in the recently created Ad Hoc Yorking
Groun. TLike other countriesn we favour the éarlieqt possible reSumption of the
trilateral tal’s together vlth those to be held in the Commlttee on Dlsarmament
In fbls reﬂmrd e rust dratw attentlon to. the tendency of certaln Povers to

try to turn fhe Committee on Dlsarrement into another deliberative forum in
order to avoid any ¥ind of ﬂenulne nepotiations vhich could lead to oneclflc
disarmament aﬂreements. It vould almost seem that they vant to avoid agreements -
such as that prohibiting once and for all the testing of nuclear weanons: an

agréementron‘chemical weapons - agreements on nerative puarantees: and the adoption

of lepally bindin: measures prohibiting militsry attacks on nuclear installations.
Ml this could he achieved through stren~thenine the obligations contained in
the 1949 (eneva Protocols or the adoption of another instrument. such as an

_additional protocol to. a possible Convention on radiological weapons.
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Mone of the delegations here doubt the urrent need to prevent a nuclear
war, because it is not only the most urrently needed measure but the 6ne most
in accord with man‘s rationality. unless we wish to share the nessimistic
outlook of the lote thinker and vriter. Arthur Xoestler.

It is timely to remind the nuclear Powers that they should start necotiations
in a constructive spirit. in keeping with the commitment that thev entered into
in the preamnble to the partial nucleer test ban Treatv and article VI of the
HNon: Proliferation Treatv. as a request has been made for the ineclusion on the
agenda of an item on the conveniny of the third review conference of the
T'on- Proliferation Treaty. The losic and common sense of all l'ember States must
make it clear to them that if the nuclear-weapon States are not senuinely
prepared to nerotiate verifiable and effective agreements leadin~ to a
significant cuantitative and qualitative reduction in all existing nuclear-
veanon systems. and those currently being develoned, one cannot expect a genuine
interest in undertaking a legally binding commitment not to acouire, nossess
or use them from States that do not possess such wearons. but minht see them
as a means of gaining political or militarv advantage.

Lloreover, the door will always be open for those vho at any time feel that
for reasons of national security they do not wish to be bound bv a commitment
which seems to represent only obligetions for them, writhout the necessary
equivalent commifments bv the nuclear-ireamon States and those States which are
in a privileged position because thev have an advanced nuclear technologv or

the means to develop it.
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Recent events, such as the conflict in the South Atlantic +the sternation
of the negotiations in the Prevaratory Committee for the United Tations
Conference on the Promotion of International Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses
of Tluclear Fnergy. and the postponement of that Conference, have hishlighted the
differences between the vievs advenced by the various groups of Member States
on the concent of non-proliferation and the restrictions it imnlies throush the
classification of States into categories - thet is, vhether they are develoninr,
industrialized, and/or nuclear-teapon States. This order in the scale of
rrivileges and rights of lember States irplies that the concent of non-proliferation
is no longer based simply on the concent of the nossession or non-vossession of
nuclear weanons. or other exnlosive devices: instead, it represents a desire or
attempt to prohibit the possession. transfer or restriction of certain nuclear
technologies regarded as sensitive - in other vords, iikely to lead to proliferatio
Por similar reasons, doubt has been expressed about the viabilitv. in the
vorld in vhich we live, of what are termed nuclear-weapon--free zones. In the
one inhabited area wvhere there is a legallv established nuclear: treanon-free
zone, that established bv the Treaty of Tlatelolco, we have seen how difficult
it is to reconcile the obligations assuwmed by the nuclear-weanon States and

those States® interests.
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This means that in fact there is no guarantee against +the military use of
nuclear energy or of nuclear weapons themselves, as long as they continue
to exist and can be used as instruments of coersion. That argument
applies similarly to the so-called negative security guarantees.
This is sharp contras£ with the increasing awareness of the peoples
of the international community of thetdangers inherent in the frenefic
arms race. Hence the 1nbreas1ngly urgent need for the fullest possible
flow of information to all the 1nhab1tants of the earth about the dangers
of the arms race and its many 1mp11cat10ns. In this respect, the World
Disarmament Campaign is of great importance. Thet is why Venezuela offeréd
to be host to the regional seminar4on disarmament for educators in the \
Mericas held in Caracas from 4 to 7 October, wﬁich was jointly orpanized by
the United Nations Departmeht of Disarmament Affairs and‘the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO). o |
In this connection it is relevant to emphasize the importance of the
work being done by UNESCO in the promotion and encouragement of education for
peace. |
The challenge facing us, as the Palme repoft fightiy observésg is to
ensure that, confronted with the unrestricted nuclear arms race, people
all over the world do not ignore the danger involved or lose falth in
their ability to change the course of events. Throughout history we have
seen how many wars have started while peace talks have been going on. Let

us act together to make sure that this never happens again.
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i, RAITA A (Nepal): In our comaon ouest for peace and develonment no

other issue occu01es as much 1mportance and ur encv as does dlqarmament. Yet -
this hes been tHe area vhlch has seen 1ess nroaress and nore rroblems. Despite
our concern and comm1tment the dlsarmﬂnent neﬁotlatlons have not so ?qr

vielded tangzible results. Instead wve have been o helpless witness to the ever

escal ting arms race in toth the nucle? and the convent;onal field. The massive

arms build--up not 0n1Y has dlsturbed the environment of 1nternmt10nal neace
and security but also noses a serlous threat to the verv survival of 1qn11nd
thile all States reco nlze the need for dlsarnament and arrs control, the
tendency to seelk secur:tv in the accumulatlon of arms seems to be rfrowm{w If
the continuing deterﬂoratlon 1n the reJatlons betireen the tvo suner-Povers has
been responsible for,neroetuatlnn the arns race, the deepenln@ crisis in

various narts of tle globe has Iurthev abprqvated the v1c1ovs c"cle of 11°trust

v

and mllltarv build up.

'

The central res oon51b111tj for the peaceful manaﬂement of internationel
crises rests Vlth the Unltea Latlons. " The nresent 1nternat10na1 situation has

led to a weakening of this 1nstrument which we cons1der v1tal to ensuring

co- operatlon and common securlty. We share the deep concern expressed by the
Secretary~Ceneral over the rapld eros1on of the capacity of the United Nations
to maintain 1nternat10na1 peace and qecurlty, and support. his appeal that this
instrument be used in a more determlned Way and that steps be taken 1mmed1ately

to strengthen 1ts securlty role. .
The second snec1a1 qe951on of the Peneral ksoemblv devotec to Glsarmﬂﬁent

ves a dismal failure. The Ceneva COADlttee on Disarmament is virtually barren
and the Disarmament Cormission. in spite of the recent streamlining . continues
to be a forum for longz-held national orejudices and concern.

I should nov like to turn to some of the items on our agenda.
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As the ¥inal Document of the first snec1al session on disarmament 1nd1cated the
nrlnclnal zoal of alsarmﬂment is to ensure the survival of mankind by
dlmlnatlnc the danger of var; in partlcular‘nuclear war. Nuclear weapons 
are increasingly resarded as more of a threat than a ° means of protection,
even b" those lor vhose defence they are intended. Lohg—held concepts of
zwtlonal qecurltv are nov’belng challenged. Tor an increasing number of
people a nuclear wor would be, ‘as theVSécretarqueneral:ﬁuts it. "the ultimate
negation of all hﬁman‘endeavour” (é!é?/l D. 5) “We view the grow1nv popular
movement in favour of nuclear disarmament with much expectatlon. We hope it will
exert sufficient pressure on the major Powers to halt and reverse their nuclear
cormetition. Vhile this quéstion concerns the survival of all, the-sdlﬁtion lies
utinately in the hands of the nuclear Povefsh and Darticuiarlv the fwo
suner--Povers. T‘e therefore reiterate -our satlsfactlon at the fact that
negotiations are still under vay hetieen then on 1ntermed1ate—range nuclear'forces'
and strategic avus reduction? and e renew our appeal for an early and a
meanin~ful conclusion. It is our hope that they will rise atove narrow
considerations of bargaining for advantage. llenal believes that continuing
dialogue betireen the Soviet Union and the United States 1s necessary to open
the wravy to the reduction and eventual elimination of nucleaf weapons.

enal is deenly concerned over the lack of propress towards a comprehensiVe
ban on nucléar'testing; Ve consider that to be an important step td halt
the vertical sophistication and the horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapops.
Both suwer Povers have undertalen solemn obligations under the partial test~
ben Treaty and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to work for
a comprehensive test ban. A comprehénsive test bén, more than any other measure in
the field of disarmament, is a matter of political will. As vital technical questions
are no lonsier anv problem, it is a matter of grest regret that the Committee
on Disarmament has Tailed to report any progress in those negotiations.
Pendinz the conclusion of a comprehensive test han, my delesation supports the

idea of a moratorium on nuclear tests.
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The Non-Proliferation Treaty continues to be the single most
important international instrument of the non-nroliferation résime. . The
obvious signs of strain in the non proliferation rézime call for reneved efforts
to strengthen that international instrument. The extension and develonment
of the safeguards system of the International Atomic Energy Agency would also
contribute sreatly to the strensthening of the répime of the non-mroliferation
reaty. The greatest contribution to the strengthenins of the Non-Proliferation
répime tould, hovever., have to come from the nuclear-veapon States, in fulfilment
of their oblisation under article VI of the Treaty, concerning nuclear
non--proliferation,

ity deleration reiterates its stond that non-muclear Stetes vhich are not
rarty to anm~ military alliance are entitled to a categorical and legelly
binding assurance that they will not Le subject to a nuelear attzcl:, e regret

the lack of progress in this rerard in the Workines CGroup of the Cormittee on

Disarmament,
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Nepal continues to believe that the establishment of a nuclear-wearon-frece
zone on the basis of agreement freely arrived at between Statés of a region
can be an important step towards nuclear disarmament. The Treaty of Tlatelolco
provides a model for other regions of the wdrld9 and we welccme efforts .
towards a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Africa, the Middle East ana South Asia.

Among other important priority items onithe asenda of the Committee on
Disarmament is the complete prdhibition of chemical weapons, A great deal
of useful work has been done towards the elabofation of an agreement on chemical
weapons. Without the aétive support of the two major Powers and a clear
denonstration of political will, fhere is apprehension that the opportonity
to close'the deal will be lost.

My delegation has repeatedly called for measures to curb the production
and transfer of convehtional weapons. The pflmary move in this regard would be
to take practical steps towards reducing the armed forces and armements of
nucjcar-weapon States and other militarily important States, particularly in the
regions where there are concentrations of troops and srmaments. At the same
time, however, we must not overlook the growing ten&ency among, the developing
countries to accumulate armsments and enrage in higher military expenditure.
This tendency not only diverts their scarce resources from the critical areas
of developmental needs, but also rgenerates tension and mistrust in the region
concerned. We hope that the group of éxperts‘set up to study conventional
disarmement in all aspects will ccre out with practical steps in this area.

The growing trend among the super-Powers to use outer space for military
purposes could add an immensely wasteful and danpgerous dimension to the arms race.
Nepal shares the international concern and supports the call for elaboration of
further legislative measures to prevent the arms race in outer space. We' look
forward to serious negotiations in this area in the Committee on Disarmament.

The lack of progress in the implementation of the General Assembly Declaration
of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace continues to cause us anxiety. My
delegation unequivocally supports the convening of the Colombo Conference on the

Indian Ocean within a specified period and without preconditions. Ve entertain
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no exaggerated hope that the convenlnn of thls Conference w111 bring peace to
the region. The 1mprovement of” the polltlcal cllmate 1n the region could greatly
contribute to the success of the Conference which could be an’ 1mportant sten
towards the 1mplementatlon of the Declaratlon. "

I have brlefly stated the p051t10n of my deleﬁatlon on a Pev of the pre351ng
items on our agenda. Ve shall have occa51on to eypress our v1ews in more detall
when 1nd1v1dual 1tema are taken up fOr con51derat10n. The tentatlve programme
of work of this Comm1ttee for thls year 1s de51gned to mlve more tlme for
dellberatlons on specific 1ssues. "e attach much 1mportance fo the debate in this
Committee. With a dlplomat of the sklll ablllty and e perlence of our Chalrman
to gulde our deliberations, we feel confldent of the pos1t1ve outcome of our
meetlngs.. I take this opportunlty to extend my delegatlon s fellcltatlons to’
hinm and the other officers of the Commlttee on thelr electlon and to pledve our

full co—operatlon Wlth them in the dlfflcult task that lles ahead 1n thls

Commlttee.z

Mr. GARCIA ITURBE (Cuba)(lnterpretatlon from Spanlsh) Allow me first
of all, Ambassador Elfaki, to extend to .you ‘the Cuban delegatlon S congratulations

on your electlon vo the post of Vlce~Cha1rman of this COmmlttee: to.lead,

along with the other officers, the work of the Committee during the thirty-eighth
session of the United Nations General Assembly. Ve are familiar with the
constant concern With'and dedication to disarmament questions that you have shown

in the Yon-Aligned Movement . . o . 4
Ve congratulate also Ambassador Vraalsen on, his electlon to the chalrmanshlp

of the Committee. We are aware of his country’s interest in these .questions.
That interest, together‘with his pensonal experienoe and skill as @ dinlomat,
is a guarantee that under his leadership the work of*this*¢ommittee will

be carried out eatisfactorily and that we shallwachieve the»greaﬁesf possible
results. . . S ,h ~ .. , r , . _
I take this opportunity, too, to congratulate Ambassador Gbeho of Ghana

on the efficient manrer in which he led our work last yean;iand I extend our

conrratulations to Ambassador Tinca ©f Romania on his election as a Vice-Chairmen

of the Committee.



BCT/mes A/C.1/3B/PV.T
68-70

(Mr, Garcia Iturbe. Cuba)

The meetings of the First Commlttee are beglnnlng this year in a world
cllmate that is hardly propltlous to international peace and security. There
is growing tension, yithsources of ‘conflict in various parts of the world;

a good part of the technologically most advanced industrial capacity in the
world is devoted to creating means of destruction rather than to satisfying
mankind's needs, combating hunger and sickness'and improving the living: standard
of human beings.

In spite of the insistent appeals that have been made by the international
community for peace, disarmament, international co-operation and peaceful
coexisterice, the forces of reaction and warlike adventurism are trying to
assert themselves by means of aggressive positions, without taking into
account the dangers that this entails. As the Heads of State or Government
of the Non-Aligned Movement said at the Wew Delhi Conference:

L. the greatest peril facing the world today is the threat to the

survival of mankind from a nuclear war’. (A/38/132, annex, para. 28)

The use and the threat of the use of force are evident today in various

continents, especially in the Central American and Caribbean regions, where we
are witnessing a rich and powerful nation, the United States, carrying cut

a shameful, dirty war against the heroic people of Nicaragua. The brazenness
and power of this imperialist is such that the United States Congress is
discussing the amount of money to be allocated to this war - it is now expected
that $5O nillion will be\so allocated - tut., what is more, it even wants credit
for the actions that have been carried out, such as the recent attaecks on the

_ports of Corinth and Puerto Sandino.
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With the same brazeness they admit the utilization of bases in Honduras and
El Salvador both to send supplies to forces subsidized by the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) of the United States and to train those forces and use the bases
to attack Nicaragua directly.

Is this how the Government of the United States intends to support the
strengthening of international security and the adoption of confidence-building
measures among States? Or can it be that it believes it is co-operating in
such strengthening by its inordinate military deployment in various parts of

the world?’

Those who wish to revive the policies of the "big stick® and "manifest destiny’
yearn to add more actions to an already long list of military interventions that,
since 1848, have totalled more than 60 in Central America, Mexico snd the Caribbeen,
not to mention adventures on other continents.

In violation of General Assembly resolution 37/118 they continue to carry
out aggressive military manoeuvres in various regions of the globe, not only
in Central America, but also in the Middle Fast, in the Indian Ocean and
elsevhere, none of which contributes to a solution. Such activities only
ageravate the problems that threaten international peace and security. The
escalation is on such a scale that more than 330,000 men are now engaged in
military activities outside that country's borders.

In addition, we are faced with the constant and increasing danger of nuclear
war, whose destructive potential and effectiveness is daily being increased by
further technological developments. TFor example there is the Pershing II
missile with its targetable nuclear warheads that ensure accuracy within
120 feet after a 1,000-mile flight: there is the oft-mentioned MX missile.
whose destructive potential is many times greater than anyone can imagine.

When we add to these the nuclear potential that already exists in ocur world
there is enough to transport us in a fraction of a second back to the Stone Age.

but this time without homo sapiens.
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A new arms race, this time in outer space, is beginning to take shape in
the form of the development of new weapons of increased technological complexity.
The anti-satellite attack system (ASAT) project being develomed by the United States
Government is designed to militarize outer space and to utilize its military
potential as a form of domination over and subjugation of peovles, with the
express intention of emploving such domination for that purpose. That was,
in fact, admitted by Mr. Edward C. Aldridge, Under Secretary of the United States
Air Forcegwwhen he said: ,

"We do not have to stretch our imagination very far to see that the

country that controls outer space can control the world. "™

The race towards destruction ééems to have no limits, and when technological
development and science begin to control man, he is on a course towards his
own destruction.

We might also add the incredibie development of chemical, radiological
and bacteriological weapons which. tomether with the production. stockpiling
and continued development of such weapons represents a considerable threat
to manking. |

In the course of the First Cdmmittee's work my delegation will speak in
detail on various items on the agénda. However ., we should at this time like
to draw the Committee's attention to the adverse effects of the policy of
confrontation that some are trying to force upon our work.

An analysis of the report of the Committee on Disarmament on its 1983
session that was submitted yesterday by the Anmbassador of Peru, Mr. Morelli Pando.
is necessary in our Committee's work in order that we may focus clearly on
the reality confronting us. That report states that the Committee on Disarmament
began its session on 1 February - and one might think that the document is in
error when, later., one reads that at the plenary meeting on 24 March, six weeks

later, the working agenda was adonted. But no, there is no error.
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Regrettably the only multilateral negotiating body on disarmament, a
body that has received numerous urgent petitions and requests from the General
Assembly to proceed without further delay to negotiations on vriority disarmament
issues, needed more than six weeks to adopt its working agenda. This, let
us state quite bluntly, was due to the opposition of a small number of countries
to the placing on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament the item on the
prevention of nuclear war. Leading those countries was the United Statgs. That
might seem odd, but it is a fact. Several paragraphs of the ¥inal Document
of the special session on disarmament of the General Assembly, which was adopted
by consensus in 1978, clearly recognize the urgent vpriority nature of the
question of preventing an outbreak of nuclear war. Subsequently, in the
communiqué adopted at the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of
Non-Aligned Countries held at Havana a few days prior to the opening of the work
of the General Assembly's second special session on disarmement, the Ministers
called upon that special session to adopt urgent measures to vrevent the outbreak
of nuclear war. Later, in the Concluding Document of the second special session
on disarmament, participating States reaffirmed the validity of the 1978
Final Document, that is, inter alia, they recognized the ursency of avoiding
nuclear war. Even more recently, at the thirty-seventh session of the General
Assembly, a resolution was adopted that clearly called upcn the Committee on
Disarmament to undertake as a matter of the highest prioritv negotiations
with a view to achieving apreement on appropriate and practical measures
for the prevention of nuclear war.

To the foregoing we might usefﬁlly add the many petitions made by
non-~governmental organizations and eminent scientists throughout the world.

Nevertheless, as its report makes clear, the Committee on Disarmement
needed more than six weeks, owing to the stubborn ovposition of the United
States and some of its allies in the North Atlantic Treaty Organizastion (NATO),

to resolve the question of placing on its agenda an item with regard to
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preserving mankind from certain destruction. In the end, even though a solution
apparently acceptable to all was finally agreed upon and a watered-down version
of the iterm was placed on the agenda, the Committee on Disarmament was unable

to enter into meaningful negotiations on that hishly important item owing

to the opposition of those same States.
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But it was not only on the item on the prevention of nuclear war that the
Committee on Disarmament was impeded from carrying out its negotiating activities.
It is clear from its report to the Agsembly that a totsl ban on nuclear-weapon
tests has suffered the same fate in which all that has been achieved thus far
is disregarded, and the commitments entered into are not honoured.

The Government of the United States now declares that banning nuclear—weapoﬁ
tests is a long-term objective and that it will not undertake negotiations on
this subject.

What, it may well be asked, happened to the obligation it assumed in signing
the partial nuclear test-ban Treaty. under which a commitment was entered into
permanently to suspend all nuclear-weapon tests and the determination was
expressed "to continue negotiations to this end'?

Is or is not the attitude that has now been adopted - one which would be
imposed on the international community - a flagrant violation of the obligations
assumed under the Moscow Treaty or not?

An equally important aspect of the problem was raised in the 19765 Final
Document, when. in paragraph 51, it appealed for the urgent conclusion of the
trilateral negotiations that were currently under way.

Far from concluding successfully, as was hoped, the negotiations were
suspended unilaterally, and there is no indication that they will be resumed.

A similar picture is presented to us when we read that part of the report
of the Committee on Disarmament dealing with the prevention of the nuclear arms
race and with nuclear disarmament. This item has been on the Committee's
agenda for some time now, but also for some time now pressure has been
brought to bear not to begin negotiations on this subject.

In my delegation's opinion, we. should clearly point to the responsibility
of this tiny group of Member States +that have obstructed the start of concrete

negotiations on matters of the greatest importance for the survival of mankind.
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What right do a few have to impose their will and try to deceive the
peoples of the world with exchanges of views, grandiloguent statements and
informal meetings in an effort to create the impression that negotiations are
under way when, as a matter of fact, that is not the case at al11?

Negotiations on nuclear disarmament items should have started a long time ago
in the Committee on Disarmament, but the lack of political will on the part of
the very States that are opposed to preventing the outbreak of & nuclear
war and to a ban on nuclear-weapon tests has made such negotiations irmossible
thus far.

The arms race, and in particular the gqualitative development of nuclear
weapons, poses an increasing danger to international peace and security and
considerably increases the likelihood that a nuclear conflict with incalculable
consequences will break out. In addition, nuclear proliferation and the support
given by various countries to Israel and South Africa in the development of
such weapons increases the danger of nuclear war for the peoples of the Middle
East and Africa and constitutes another means of coercion and force in the hands
of Zionists and racists who are going nothing to help détente and international
security.

We cannot accept the arguments with which some would convince us that
negotiations to put an end to nuclear weapons depend on exbtraneous factors and
are linked to other areas of inter-State relations. when there is no respect
whatsoever for United Nations decisions on disarmament.

The urgency and the necessity to begin negotiations to put an end to the
irprovement end develorment of nuclear weapons lie in the very nature of these
weapons, for they pose a threat to the very survival of mankind,

The communiqué of the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of
the Non-Aligned Movement, held just before the second special session on
disarmament, clearly states that, even though the international political climate
affects negotiations on disarmement, the deterioration of the international
situation makes it even more urgent and necessary to intensify dialogue and

negotiations.,
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More recently, at the Seventh Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned
Movement, held in March in New Delhi, the Heads of State or Government stressed
the need to freeze the development, production, stockpiling and emplacement
of nuclear weapons and aprealed for disarmament negotiations to be accelerate

The Cuban delegation supports a freeze of nuclear weapons at their present
levels and their immediate reduction; it supports the condemnation of nuclear
war and the adoption of urgent measures to avoid its outbreak; it supports
the immediate banning of all nuclear-weapon tests; it supports the adoption of
a treaty banning the use of force in international relations; it supports the
prohibition of the use of force in all its forms: it supports a ban on the
use of outer space for military purposes; and it supports a ban on the use,
development and stockpiling of chemical weapons.

The peoples of the world want to live in peace; those who feel that they
are truly representative of the will of their peoples cannot but strive
to eliminate the danger of nuclear war and promote general and complete
disarmament and the elimination of all forms of chemical, radiological
and bacteriological weapons, or any other means of destruction capable of
taking the life of any human being or of destroying the resources needed for man
to thrive and prosper,

Sub-paragraph (d) of article 12 of the Constitution of the Republic of
Cuba says that “our country is working for lasting peace in dignity based
on respect for the independence and sovereignty of peoples and on their

right to self-determination"., In his book, The World Economic and Social Crisis

the President of the Council of State and of the Council of Ministers,

Commander-in-Chief Fidel Castro, appealed for “a tireless struggle for peace,

for improving international relations, for halting the arms race, for

reducing military expenses drastically and for insisting thaf a considerable

part of these sizeable funds.be allocated to the development of the third world
That will be the policy guiding the work of the Cuban delegation

in this Committee at the thirty-eighth session of the CGeneral Assembly.

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m.






