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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.ll.

AGENDA IT~lS 9, 10, 11 ~~TD 12

REVIEW AND APPRAISAL OF THE FRESENT INTERNATIONAL SITUATION IN THE LIGHT OF THE

PRESSING NEED TO ACHIEVE SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS IN THE FIELD OF DISARJV1Aj)tlENT, THE.
CONTINUATION OF Trill ARMS RACE ~~ THE CLOSE INTERRELATIONSHIP BETWEEN

DIS~~WNT, INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOP~lENT

ft~OPTION OF A DECLARATION ON DISARr~NT

ADOPTION OF A P.ROG~IDm OF ACTION ON DIS1~NT

REVIEW OF THE ROLE OF THE UNITED NATIONS IN DISA.RMM-1ENT AND OF THE INTERNATION~

MACHINERY FOR NEGOTIATIONS ON DISARMAMENT, INCLUDING IN PARTICULAR THE QUESTION

OF COW1ENING A WORLD DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE

The CHAIRlfu~~ (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to draw the

attention of delegations to the fact that the following documents have been

distributed: A/S-IO/AC.l/l, a l-:.ltter dated 24 May 19'78 addressed to the Secretary­

General from the Permanent Representative of Yugoslavia to the United Nations and

transmitting a message from the President of the Socialist Federal Republic of

Yugoslavia to the General Assembly on the occasion of its special session devoted

to disarmament; A/S-IO/AC.l/2, a letter dated 24 May 1978 from the Permanent

Representatives of Austria, Finland, Sweden and. Yugoslavia addre~~ed to the

Secretary-General and transmitting the ilViel.Ts of the Swiss Government op some of

the problems to be discussea by the General Assembly at its tenth special

session!l; A/S-IO/AC.43, a note verbale dated 23 May 1978 from the Permanent

Representative of Iraq to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General

and enclosing a copy of HA study on Zionist conventional and nuclear armament";

A/S-IO/ACol/4, a letter dated 26 May 1978 frqm the Minister of Foreign Affairs of

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.addressed to the Secretary-General and

transmitting the text of a document entitled lipractical measures for ending the

arms race - proposals of the Soviet Union il
; A/S-IO/AC.l/5, a letter dated

29 May 1978 from the Chairman of the Executive Board of the P~ited Nations

Children's Fund addressed to the President of the General Assembly and transmitting

/
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a ilIv1essage of the UIUCEF Executive Board to the tenth special session of the

General Assembly adopted by consensus on 26 May 1978"; A/C-lO/AC.l/6~·a letter

dated 29 May 1978 fro~ the Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka to the United

Nations addressed to the Secretary-General and transmitting the text of a

iiResolution adopted at the Extraordinary Meeting of Ministers of Foreign Affairs

of Non-Aligned Countries and Observers participating in the special session o~ the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarme.ment - 29 May 197811
;

A/S-lO/AC.l/7, a note verbale dated 30 May 1978 from the Permanent Mission of

France addressed to the Secretariat and transmitting a "Memorandum from the French

Government concerning an international satellite monitoring agencyil; A/S.lO/AC.l/8,

a note verbale dated 30 1\1ay 1978 from the Permanent Mission of France to the

United Nations addressed to the United lJ'atio"1s Secretariat transmitting a

"Memorandum from the French Government concerning the establishment of an

International Institute for Disarmament Research il
; A/s-lO/AC .1/9, a letter dated

2 June 1978 from the Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka to the United Nations

addressed to the Secretary-General and transmitting a document entitled

-'Establishment of a world disarmament authorityH; A!S-lO/AC.l/lO, a letter dated

5 June 1978 from the Charge dVAffaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Viet Nam

to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General and enclosing a note

on the ilQuestion of. a zone of peace in South-East Asiaii
; A/s-lO/AC .1/11, a note

verbale dated 5 June 1978 from the Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the United

Nations addressed to the Secretariat and enclosing a note entitled "Proposal by

Nigeria for a programme of United Nations fellowships on disarmament li
;

A/S-lO/AC.l/12, a note verbale dated 2 June 1978 from the Permanent Mission of the

Federal Republic of Germany to the United Nations addressed to the Secretariat

and enclosing a draft working paper entitled ilContribution to the seismological

verification of a comprehensive test ban ll
; A/S.lO/AC.l/13, a note verbale dated

2 June 1978 from the Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic of Germany to the

United Nations addressed to the Secretariat and submitting a draft worki~g paper

e'ltitled IlInvitation to attend an international chemical-w"eapon verification

worltshop in the :ii'ederal Republic of Germany"; A/S-lO/AC .1/14, a note verbale

dated 6 June 1978 from the Permanent Representative of Japan to the United Nations
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addressed to the Secretary-General and transmitting a "lforldng paper en the

question of 'Disarmament Day'''; A/S-lO/AC.l/L.l, a draft resolution entitled

llr:.uli-cary and nuclear collaboration with Israel" and co-sj;Jonsored by Afghanistan.

Algeria, Angola, Ba.hrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, Iraq,

Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab .Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania,.
Morocco, Qatar, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, the

United Arab Emirates, Viet Nam and Yemen.

!
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In connexion with the documents that have just been introduced, .1 should

like to remind the Committee of what I said at our organizational meeting,

that those delegation~ making oral proposals during the general debate, and

those not doing so but intending to submit proposals later, should submit

their proposals in writing before the deadline set by this Committe~ - noon

on 12 June. It would facilitate the work of the Committee and of the

Working Groups if presentations by delegations indicated in what section

of the draft final document the delegations would like to see their texts

discussed for possible inclusiou.

I have had consultations with the chairmen of Working Groups A and B

and with the Rapporteur of the Ad Hoc Committee and members of the Secretariat.

Everyone agreed that a deadline, namely 21 June, should be set for the

completion of the Working Groups' activities. That is because the documents

produced by the two Working Groups will have to be considered in plenary

by this Ad Hoc Committee and, when approved, must be submitted to the

plenary session of the General Assembly, together with the report of this

Committee. It would seem logical that if the Assembly's work is to be

concluded on 28 June the Working Groups should have as their deadline

21 June, so that it will be possible for us to discuss these documents

at plenary meetings ·of this Committee, at least for a few days, and so that

the plenary session of the General Assembly will also have a couple of days

to adopt the final document and hear statements that delegations may ..ash

to make.

On the same point, I appeal to all delegations taking part in the Working

Groups or the Drafting Groups to bear in mind the time element. We have very

little time, so it should be used as effectively as possible. All comments

should be specific and direct and should be made succinctly, so that the Drafting

Groups and the Working Groups can make real progress in their work.

I should also like to recall the appeal I made at the beginning of our

meetings that delegations should be as flexible as possible, so that progress

can be made. It seems superfluous to say that no consensus solution can be

reached on intransigent positions. No one can expect a consensus on that

basis. Therefore, if we want decisions to be made in the spirit of consensus,

all delegations must make an effort to enable compromise formulas to be found.

~ ....
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At our organizational meeting we agreed also to hear progress reports

from the chairmen of the Working G!'oups on Monday afternoon, in principle.

Since the Working Groups began to meet on Friday, 2 June, the first progress

report will be considered at n.ext Friday's meeting. Since on Friday morning

a Head of State is speaking in the pl~nary meeting, the meeting of this

Committee will be held on Friday afternoon at 3 p.m. and at that time we

shall hear those progress reports.

It is now my pleasure to call upon the Executive Director of the United

Nations Environment Programme.

Mr. TOLBA (Executive Director, United Nations Environment Programme):

I am deeply honoured to have this opportunity of participating in this historic

session of the General Assembly in my capacity as Executi~e Director of the

United Nations Environment Programme as it addresses itself to one of the

central challenges facing mankind today. We realize, of course, that the

issues on the agenda of the special sessi~n cannot be resolved by intemperate

rhetoric or glib panaceas, since the question of armaments is deeply rooted

in our perceptions of' security and in the competitiveness of human nature,

which is often productive but can also degenerate into senseless conflict.

I am sure we all agree that the process of armaments control and

reduction must be moved forward, and the opportunities presented by this

~ session must be used to revise our assumpti.ons regarding the principal

threats to national and global security. Over the ages, the nations of the

world have been accustomed to thinking and acting as though the principal threats

they f'aced arose f'rom possible aggressive acts of other nations. I do not think

we can maintain that any longer without severe qualification.

I say that for two reasons. First, we have come to see in our generation

that the deterioration of the human environment and the depletion of the

productive capacity of the earth's principal biological systems, on which the

global economy depends, pose most serious threats not only to the continuing

welfare of nations but.also to the security of· mankind as a whole. I am not

suggesting that we must choose between giving our attention to questions of

international security and to environmental problems. It is not an "either-or"

I
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choice, and that is the second fact I want to stress. Wars and the arms

race are themselves the source of severe threat s to the whole human

environment. We must see to it that we are not so mesmerized by the threats

to our welfare and security posed by armed cOIl.flict that the quality of the

human environment is allovred to degenerate to the point where there is

nothing much left worth fighting ~or.

From the outset the international environmental movement has voiced its

concern that the human environment should not be endangered by the development

and use of armaments. It 1<ras largely environmental concerns that led to

existing arms control,;.gJ.~eements. The use of any weapon has an environmental

impact and the development ~ testing and use of weapons of mass

destruction represent man! s deliberate d.estruction of all forms of life.

Even conventional high explordves, chemical agents and incendiaries can have

an enormous ecological impact. as has recently been abundantly demonstrated.

The declaration of the nai..:.i.uns of the world at the United Nations

Conference on the Human Environment in Stockholm in 1972 stated unambiguously

tha.t man and his environment .must be spared the effects of nuclear weapons

and all other means of mass destruction. It called upon States to try to

reach prompt agreement, through the relevant international organs, on the

elimination and complete destruction of such weapons" The Governing Council

of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), which concluded its sixth

session less than two weeks ago, considered

"that the environmental consequences of the arms race, including weapons

with harmful impacts for present and future generations and irreversible

deterioration of the environment should be brought to the attention of

the General Assembly and / acknowledged/ the intention of the Executive

Director to address the General Assembly at its special. session."

It is heartening to see these types of weapons figuring so highly on the

proposed list of priorities in disarmament negotiations which the special

session is now considering.

It would be redundant to reiterate here all the environmental consequences

of the arms race; they are known to all members of this Committee. Suffice it

to say that the development, testing, transport and use of weapons, not only of



weapons of mass destruction but also of conventional weaponR, have varying

but clear deloterious effects on man's health as well as on the health of
the environment, be it soil, water, air or any of the various ecosystems around

us, let alone the ir::ational use of our scarce natural resources ana. the

irrational use of much neede1 hunlan and financial resources.

I am well aware that a ste~~ has already been made on the process of

arms reduction and control, and the record is impressive. We have the

partial test-ban Treaty; the Non-Proliferation Treaty; the Convention on

biological and bacterialof. '.:al. w'eapons; the Treaty prohibiting the emplacement

of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction on the sea bed and

ocean floor; the Treaty concerning the peaceful uses of outer space; and

the recent Convention on environmental modification as a weapon of war.

The General Assembly at its last session called upon the Secretary-G~ne»~l

tc.' prepare a stU<l.V on ,,,eapons of mass destruction and their effects on the

environment, particularly their role in inducing desertification.

Those are all commendable steps, but it must be admitted that the

.p'~ocess has been sluggish. This special session presents a most valuable

opportunity to accelerate the process and move it forward. It represents an

opportunity that must not be passed by and the links between disarmament and

the en-rironment must be taken :fully into account, because the stresses and

I strains related to the arms race are increasing.

A/S-lO!AC.l/pv.4
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I know the reports be.fore you stress the linkages between disarmament

and development and propose excellent guidelines for an in-depth study on

the subject. What I want to stress on this occasion is that peace,

environment and development are inseparable. Peace is the only road to a

better quality of life; and a hea.lthy, productive environment is essential

to the development which so many nations badly need, and which the release

of resources throuch disarmament woul.d help to accelerate. In that respect,

I pledge the readiness of lJ'NEP to co-operat.e with other members of the

Uuited Nations system in helping in the preparation of the most difficult

but most needed study you will be embarking on. We in UNEP are firmly

convinced that development - proper development - can only be achieved

through peace and disarmament •. We simply add that what we should. always

be talking about is environmentally sound development, sustained development,

development without destruction.

I em sure you all know more facts about the arms race than I do. I

am also sure the reports before you. and the statements made here and in the

general deb ate re ferred to a large bQd~r of such facts. But, still, let us

look again at some of these facts. The development needs of the third world

countries are urgent; yet global arms trade with them amounts to about

three q,uarters of the' total trade. Moreover, much sophisticated weaponry

is going into areas of high tension, with consequent dangers to man and

the environment.

If we consider skilled manpower, Which is so badly needed for development

in both developed and developing countries, you all know that some

500,000 of the world's hest scientists and engineers ,:are engaged in,
military research and development, which costs almost 'as much as all other

global research and development activities~. Tne total number of men and

women now engaged i'ull time in arms factories and research, and in the

armed forces of the nations, is estimated by several sources to be somewhere

between 60 and 70 million.
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The total quantity of raw materials consumed for militar,y purposes

on a 'vorld-wide basis is staggering; yet there are shortages of non-renewable

resources in both developed and developing countries.

I f we take the question of costs, militar,y expenditures - as again

you all know - have increased thirty-fold this century. The figure in

United States dollars for 1975 amounted to an astronomical $371 billion,

is now probably over $400 b.illion and still :dsing. To put it more

simply, world expenditures for militar,y purposes eat up close to $40 millicn

per hour. A good deaJ.. of such expenditure can be channelled into

environn:entally sound development everywhere, in both developed and

developing countries. If only one third of the world's military expenditures

could be directed to an international fund for such development, developing

countries would be able to meet their urgent needs er..d 1:'llild the nel~essary

economic and social infrastructure for a good life.

Another fact is that according to the best available estimates, the world

total of arms transfers has increased from an average of $9.5 billion

annually in the 1973-1975 period to $13.3 billion in 1976. If a tax at the

rate of 5 per cent ~ere.levied on actual transfers, this should yield

more than $650 million per year, based on 1976 estimates. If levied on

arms transfer agreements, that figure would become almost $1.5 billion.

More important, a tax at this rate would have the effect of reducing the

volume of sales until, we hope, they are completely stopped.

In the next few years the focus of attention will be on the planning

of' a new international development strategy. Such a forward step requires

an easing of' international tensions, a growth in co-operative endeavours,

and a continuing review of' the linkages between disarmament, environment

and development.

In section A, parag:caph 5 of' the International Development Strategy,

the General Assembly stated that:

"The success of international development activities will depend

in large measures on improvement in the general international situation,

particularly on concrete progress towards general and complete disarmament

under e ffective international control."

It further stated that:

I
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aprogress towards general and complete disarmament should release

substantial additional resources which could be utilized for the

purpo8e of economic and social development, in particular that of

developing countries.1! (General Assembly resolution 2626 (XXV»

Despite the magnitude and complexities of the challenge inherent in any

demilitarization of the world's economy, the United Nations cannot falter

here if it is to fulfil the expectations that the world continues to invest

in it and to discharge its responsibilities for peace and human well-being

to this and succeeding generations.

We are indeed at a crossroads with an increasingly impatient world

quick to remind us that - and here I quote from the Cocoyoc Declaration

adopted at Mexico in October 1974 a.nd presented to the General Assembly

at its twenty-ninth session:

I'Thirty years have passed since the ••• United Nations ..• launched

the effort to establish a new international order. Today, that order

has reached a critical turning point. Its hopes of creating a better

life for the whole human family have been largely frustrated. It has

proved impossible /up till now/ to meet the 'ip~er limit' of satisfying

fundamental human needs. On the contrary, more people are hungry, sick,

shelterless and illiterate today than when the United Nations was first

set Up.1l (A!C.2/292, pa.ge 1)

Four years after Cocoyoc, one cannot claim that the situation has changed.

Today the call is for equity and a new international economic order

premised on principles of environmentally sound and sustainable development

and geared to the satisfaction of basic human needs. None of this is

possible, however, without a fundamental restructuring of international

economic relations, a reordering of global priorities, and a redeployment

of our shrinking resources towards the urgent developmental and environmental

problems facing mankind and vital to our collective security and survival.
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r.h'. KITTANI (Iraq): On behalf of the delegations of Afghanistan,

Aleeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, CUba, Democra.tic Yemen, .Jordan,

Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab J8JIlahiriya, ~~adaga.Bcar, Hali, ~1auritania,

~!orocco, Qatar, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republ::'c, Tunisia, the

United Arab Emirates, Viet l~am and Yemen, as ,-rell as on behalf of n\y own

delegation, I have the honour formally to introduce the draft resolution contained

in document AjS-10/AC.l/L.l to the &,d Hoc Comroittee 8

Before turning to the paragraphs of the draft resolution there is one

i!rJ;portant point that '\-Te 'vant to stress. The members of the Committee ,,,ill

have noticed that the 26-Power draft resolution is submitted under item 9 of the

agenda of this special session; that is no coincidence. That item concerns,

SIlo. indeed ~asizes, "the interrelationship between disarmament, international

:peace and security and economic development"; while agenda itenls 10, 11 and 12

:El.eaJ., reS]?ectively, with the introduction, programme of action and

J?lacnj!Je~r to be incorporated into the principal document of the session.

It is our submise:i.on that the continued escalation of Israeli armaments

coostitutes a direct and grave threat to international peace and security

and seriously and adversely affects the economic and social development of

a large number of Arab and African Members of this Organization. The General

Assembly cannot let this special session pass without dealing with this clear and

::present threat and without taking the :minimum steps to avert the dire

'COnsequences inherent in the continuation of that escalation"

I turn now to the text of the dre.f't resolution; its preambular paragraphs

arestate:ments of fact. A vast number of Member States are indeed "gravely

eon.ee.r.nedover the continued and rapid Israeli military build-up" and they

a..<ne seri'Ously "alarmed by the incr-.:lssing evidence regardine acquisition by

I'S.raeJ.'01' nllC~€ar weapons". May I, in this connexion, refer to the documented

·Bt"!.Uiy f(;p..//'S-lD/AC.l/3) circulated by my delegation vThich the Chairman was kind

ren9'~ -to futr,oouce a1.ong with the other documents earlier this afternoon. I

:-vr,i-s.b 'to ztw:es'S in this regard in particular the chapters of that study

-a.wlic-e wi'th I'S~~l's nuclear capacity and the close military co-operation,

;l.n-clw,:QrtJ,g D~lLeew oo-operation and collaboration, between Israel and South

:J-.fr....l';;~
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"Recognizing t.hat the continued escalation of Israeli armament

constitutes a threat to international iJeace and secm-ity and underlies

Israel's pers: rtent. defiance of General Assembly resolutions and it::;

policy of expansi<m, oCCllIpation and denial <-if the inalienable rights

of the Palestinia!l peoplen •

The same can Easily be said for the next preambular paraeraph.

The last preambular JP>a.ra....~h recaJ.ls the repeated condermztions by the

General Assembly of the int.e!lll.Sification of Llilitary collaboration between.

Israel and South Africa. ~..dS is of particular significance- becaUSE- the­

General Assembly has a1.re&Jty amQ-pit:e.d a resolution - I refer to resolution.

32/105 F - dealing with one side Qf' that r;:rilitazy coT1aborstion.~ and.. it is

our submission that this is ti:l.~ it.:im:.e: to CQ.!1Iplete that action ~ since -:ticr

dangerous serpent has two hea~~ nQt~ one.

The third preambular paragraph of the draft reuolution deal fJ vlith. Israel's

use of cluater bombs against the refugee camps and civilian targets in southern

Lebanon. In addition to the particularly inhumane nature of that act, it is

pertinent to dra\oT attention to the fact that the United States Government

has officially confirmed that the use of those deadly v{eapons by Israel

violated the agreement bet1'Teen the suppliers and the users. He all knmT of

more than one case in uhi ch the United States has instituted an arms embargo

against an ally for much less serious acts; but Israel, evidently, is immune

from similar actions on the part of Hashinc;ton.

The fourth preambular parac;raph recalls the repeated resolutions of the

Assembly on the establishment of a nuclear-vTeapon-free zone in the reei.on of

the Middle East. Israel's refusal to sign and :ratify the Non-Proliferation

Treaty or to 6ubmi~ its nuclear installations to international safeguards and

inspecticn is the single most important obstacle in the Wa:'-J of the

implementation of those resolutions.

The fifth preambular paragraph states a fact which has become self-evident

and can eaf.;;ily be recognized by any fair-minded person or C-overnn:ent. It

reads:

(Hr. Kittani, Irag)

A/S-10/AC.l/pv~4

22
BG/7



BG/7 A/S-lO/AC.l/pv.4
23-25

(I.Jr. Kitt8J."1i, Irag)

Reference to resolution 32/105 F, adopted at the last regular session

and entitled "Military and nuclear collaboration w'ith South Africa", malt-es

my task of introducinB the operative part of our draft resolution

a simple one, for it is almost identical with the pertinent

paragraphs of resolution 32/105 F. We should like simply and humbly

to invite representatives to compare the two teJct;s.

Finally, I wish to refer to document A/S-lO/AC.l/6 - Which, again,

the Chairman "1as kind enough to introduce to the Ad Hoc Committee at the

beginnine of this meeting - which contains a letter dated 29 M~ 1970 from the

Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka to the United Nations, in his capacity

as Chairman of the Co-ordinating Bureau of NOl1-Aligned Countries, addressed

to the Secretary-General.
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contracts, to refrain from any supply of arms, ammunition, military

"(b) Requesting the Security Council to call upon all States under

Chapter VII of the United Nat:ons Charter and irrespective of any existing

This document emanates from the Ministers of Foreign Affairs and leadtlrs

of delegations of Member States of the Non-Aligned Group of Countries, meeting

in extraordinary session in New York on 29 May 1978. I should like to read out its

opening para~raph and the paragraph pertinent to our draft resolution. The

opening paragraph in question reads:

"Ministers of Foreign Affairs and Leaders of Delegations of Member

States of the Non~Aligned Group of Countries •••

"1. Unanimously endorse the following sections of the Final Communique

adopted by the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of

Non-Aligned Countries in. Havana, 15-20 May 1978, relating to international

security and detente; disarmament; the question of foreign military bases;

utili zation of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes; the escalation of

Israeli conventional and nuclear armaments and South Africa's plan to

develop nuclear weapons:" (A/S-lO/AC.l/6, annex, p. 1)

And the paragraph pertinent to our draft resolution reads:

I1The Bureau" - and the Ministerial meeting of all

non-aligned countries unanimously endorsed this - Ilcondemned the Israeli

military escal~tion in conventional arms and den01IDced its intentions of

possessing nuclear weapons, as a serious threat to international peace

and security and therefore called on all members of the Non-Aligned

Movement at the tenth special session of the United Nations General

Assembly on disarmament to endorse a proposal:

"(a) Calling upon all States, in particular the United States of

America, to co-operate fully in effective international action, in

accordance .dth Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter, to avert the

grave menace to internatiQnal peace and security caused by the continued

escalation of Israeli armament;

1
I
i
1
I

.j equipment or vehicles, or any spare parts thereof, to Israel; to ensure

j that such supplies do not reach Israel through other parties and to end J
A all transfer of nuclear equipment or fissionable material or technology

i>a
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What I h~"e just stated, in short, sums up the operative part of our draft

resolution. In conclusion t may I commend the dra.:t't resolution to the Ad Hoc

Committe~ ~ith the earnest hope that it will receive the serious attention and
\

support ~hich. this grave situation deserves.

~ \
·1
i

,
I

I
!
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I
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal RepUblic of Germany): I take pleasure in

introducing the t,,'O ,rorking papers (A./S-10/AC.l/l2 and A/S-lO/AC.l/l3) which

the Chairman has already announced this afternoon.

They refer to an announcement made by Federal Chancellor Schmidt in his

address to the special session on 25 May in which he underlined the import&~ce the

Federal RepUblic of Germany attaches to effective .international verification of

the compliance with arms control and disarmament agreements. In this context

he a~pressed the readiness of the Federal Government to make available our

experiences and facilities in this field. My delegation therefore is submitting

today two working papers:

First, a comprehensive test-ban agreement will need an adequate verification

system. t(y' country participated in the Ad Hoc l:orking Group of Seismic Experts

in Geneva. The final report of that Working Group contained theoretical

conclusions as to the actual functioning of a monitoring system and recommended

a practical test phase on that basis.

The Federal Republic of' Germany is ready to make a.vailable for this test

phase the Central Seismo1:ogical. Observatory Graefenberg for an international

seismic data exchange reviewing the technical possibilities of monitoring a

comprehensive test ban.

Second, the Federal Republic of Germany, in 1954, renounced unilaterally

the production of chemical vea~ns and also accepted international verification

------procedures. Our experience has shown that such specific controls can be

effective, financially bearable and without harm to commercial interests. This

has been confirmed by a Pugwash w~r~shOP held in one of our major chemical

production plans in August 1977, which was attended by representatives of East

and Weat.

I
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The Federal Government is ready to share its experience in this field with

others. It therefore invites all interested Member States of the United Nations

to send industrial, scientific and administrative experts to our country in

order to study on the spot the functioning of the verification system.

Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): I should like to introduce the proposal on a

programme of United Nations fellowships on disarmament, contained in document

A/S-10/AC.l/ll, to which. the Chairman referred earlier this afternoon.

The United Nations General Assembly special session devoted to disarmament

has generated considerable interest. It is necessarly, in the view of my

delegation, that this interest should be sustained world-wide. It has been

recognized that disarmament is of interest to all ccuntries and to all

peoples. We think that in view of its close bearing on international peace and

security, as well as on international development efforts, disarmament should no

longer be the sole concern of just a few POl-Ters. It should indeed not be only

the preoccupation of public opinion in the developed countries. We think it

should be the preoccupation of policy-makers and public opinion throughout the

world.

Yet it can be said that in view of their complexities disarmament issues

have really not received universal attention among all Member States of the

United Nations which those issues deserve. This is in no way a reflection on

the importance which should be attached to disarmament. It is, rather, in

part due to the lack of general information easily accessible to those outside

the limited circle of the few countries actively involved in disarmament

negotiations. But 1-1e have to face the fact that this lack of wide participation

is also due to the lack of expertise in this field in many countries, :particularly

among the group of developing countries. Yet the role of the United Nations in

disarmament will become increasingly significant as a result of the decisions

which this special session will take.



As part of the efforts, therefore, to enhance the role of the United

Nations~ TI~ delegation believes that the special session should establish a

programme that will promote greater awareness and greater expertise in issues

of disarmament in Member States. A fellowship programme for officials nominated

by Member States, we believe, should be launched. 'l'his programme will give the

participants an in-depth course of lectures and seminars on disarmament issues,

followed by an observation of the negotiations in the Conference of the

Committee on Disarmament whenever it is carrying out concrete negotiations.

Under this programme also, the General Assembly, we h0tle , will approve funds

for up to 20 annual fellowships fO.r participants ~ mainly, though not exclusively,

from developing countries. The Centre for Disarmament will organize a programme

dra'u'ing on expertise from the United Nations system and from Member States and

research institutes.

~ delegation believes that this proposal can fit into part G of the

section on Programme of Action, vThose heading will, of course, be amended to

read "Studies, Training and Information il
•
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It is pertinent to note that in the past similar programmes have been approved

by the General Assembly. In its resolution 926 (X) adopted on 14 December 1955,

for instance, the General Assembly established a programme of advisory services,

fellowships and scholarships in the field of human rights. The resolution

authorized the Secretary-General

" ••• To take the programme authorized by the present resolution into account

in preparing the budgetary estimates of the United Nations."

MY delegation believes that the programme which was launched in 1955 in the

field of human rights has been positively beneficial. The proposal of my

delegation for a programme in the field of disarmament will, we are firmly

convinced, prove to be of equal' if not greater benefit, not only to the Member

States whose officials will participate in it, but also to the United Nations

through well-informed inputs, ideas and suggestions which will be available during

its deliberations and negotiations on disarmament.

Naturally the question of the financial implications of that proposal will

have arisen in the minds of representatives. We have also given it considerable

thought, weighing the likely cost of the programme against the likely benefit. Our

conclusion - and I hope that this will also be the conclusion of representatives

here - is that the cost of the programme will pay for itself several times over

when we consider the benefit which will be derived from it. We think that it is an

investment by the international community which is worth making.

Mr. ChT]l~ (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Now the Ad Hoc

Committee has started its work to prepare the final document for the special

session. Over the past year and more, the Preparatory Committee, chaired by His

Excellency Mr. Ortiz de Rozas 5 has held five sessions and done a lot of work. It

has prepared and submitted a draft final document for consideration by the special

session. Since the Chinese delegation did not participate in the drafting of the

documents in the Preparatory Committee, we would like to take this opportunity to

state briefly our views on this draft.

We have noted that the draft final document has embodied a number of positive

views and proposals of the non-aligned and other small and medium-sized countries.

For instance, it points out that no real progress has been made so far in the
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cTucial field of the reduction of armaments while the arms race continues, that the

disarmament negotiations and measures should follow the principles of respect for

the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence of any State, and

non-interference in the internal affairs of States and peaceful settlement of

disputes, and that in adopting disarmament measures, equity and balance should be

maintained. It stresses the special responsibilities of the two major nuclear

Powers for halting and reversing the arms race in all its aspects and it calls on

them to take the lead in drastically reducing their nuclear weapons. It stresses

the need for the nuclear countries to undertah.; to refrain from the use or threat

of the use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear countries and nuclear-free zones;

it calls for the conclu.sion of a convention on the non-use of nuclear weapons ; it

stands for the prohibition of the establishment of new foreign military bases and

the stationing of troops in foreign territories, the withdrawal of foreign troops

and dismantling of foreign military bases; it calls for the prohibition of chemical

and incendiary weapons; it calls for an undertaking not to concentrate armed forces

near the frontiers of other States; it affirms that disarmament measures must not

be interpreted as hindering the exercise of the right of all States to develop,

trans fer, acquire and use nuclear technology, equipment and. materials for peaceful

purposes; it asks the two major nuclear-weapon States to reduce by 10 per cent

their military expenditure and to devote a considerable part of the savings to the

promoti~m of the economic and social development of the developing countries; it

affirms the right of all States to participate on an equal footing in disarmament

deliberations which directly concern their national security; and it calls for the

creation of new forums for disarmament deliberations and negotiations with a

greater geograph.ical and political representative character. All these would be

conducive to progress in disarmament and merit attention. At the same time, we

must not fail to see certain inadequacies in the draft final docume'1t, which leave

room for further thoughts. We should like to offer some observations for the

consideration of the Committee.

First, on the question of war and peace, the people of all countries are for

peace and against a world war. It is necessary for the document of this special

session to point out the danger of ~ new world war•. At the same time, it must

avoid spreading the horror of war but should enhance the confidence of the people
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in striving to put off the outbreak of war. The root cause of world war is the

rivalry of imperialism and social-imperialism for hegemony, and the arms race is a

means by which they seek hegemony. While opposing the arms race, we deem it

necessary to point out in explicit terms that it is mainly the two super-Powers

that are locked in such a race, and it is inappropriate to make the generalized

reference to "the massive and competitive accumulation of the most destructive

weapons ever produced" by States. Otherwise, everyone is to blame for the arms

race, and that is precisely what the super-Powers want, because they are doing

their utmost to shift the blame for the arms race on to all other States, so as to

evade disarmament by themselves. The struggle for genuine disarmament is

undoubtedly beneficial to the safeguarding of international peace and security.

But it must also be noted that the super-Powers cannot easily accept any reasunab1e

proposals on disarmament, and that in the existing circumstances in which

imperialism and social-imperialism still exist, it is all the more difficult to

realize general and complete disarmament. Therefore, one must not over-estimate

the possibilities and role of disarmament, or regard it as the fundamental way to

the maintenance of world peace. It must be stressed that the struggle for

disarmament will play a .I?osi tive role in safeguarding world peace and putting off

the outbreak of war only when it is linked with, and subordinate to, the struggle

to safeguard national independence, defend State sovereignty and territorial

integrity, oppose hegemonism and the policies of war and combat aggression and

interference.
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Second, on the principles of disarmament, as is known to all, while

possessing super-arsenals which far exceed those of all other countries,

the two super-Pow!=rs are stepping up their arms expansion in all fields. It is

the common demand of the great number of small and medi.um-sized countries

that disarmament should begin with the rec.uction of arms of the two

super-Powers. In their statements in the general debate many representatives

have pointed out that the Soviet Union and the United States bear special

responsibilities for disarmament. Some even pointed out explicitly that

"the first and foremost objective of any disarmament strategy must remain the

reduction of the arsenals of the ~wo super-Powers". This indisputable and

fundamental principle of disarmament should be clearly embodied in the principles

of the declaration and given some expression in the measures listed in the

Programme of Action. It is inappropriate to make a general reference to

"the cessatio~ of nucJ.ear-'t-Teapon testing by all States ll
, "agreement on the

simultaneous cessation by all States of the production of 'nuclear weapons"

and "the limitation and reduction of the armed forces of States and of their

conventional weapons" etc., because the super-Powers may' use this as a

pretext to reject disarmament, and to maintain and enhance. the supremacy in

their nuclear and conventional armaments for world hegemony. The rationale

in this regard has been expounded by the Chairman of the Chinese delegation in

his statement in the general debate, and I am not going to repeat it here.

Third, on the priorities of disarmament, in our view, it is entirely

necessary to list as priorities of disarmament the reduction of nuclear weapons,

other weapons of mass destruction, conventional weapons and reduction of armed

forces. Such a provision must not be interpreted as attaching importance

only to nuclear disarmament to the neglect of the urgency of the reduct ion of

conventional armaments. Equal importance should be attached to both, and

the two should proceed in conjunction. Special care must be taken to prevent

the super-Powers from taking advantage of the urgent desire of the p(;oples

for nuclear disarmament to play tricks on the question of nuclear disarmament,

while delaying the reduction of their conventional armaments and even stepping

up their competition in this field. One .lust not fail to see the present-day
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reality. The massive build-up of the super-Powers' conventional armaments
is posing a grave threat to the indep~~_ ence and security of all States.
In the absence of a massive reduction of the super-Powers' conventional armaments,
the increasing da~ger of war cannot be lessened. We deem it necessary to
incorporate in the section entitled "Immediate and short-term measures to halt
and reverse the arms race" the following wording:

"Call on the two super-Powers to halt their arms race, set out to
destroy by stages their nuclear weapcns and drastically reduce their
conventional weapons."
Fourth, on nuclear test ~an and nuclear non-proliferation, since the

so-called complete nuclear test ban, like the earlier partial nuclear test ban,
far from restricting the t't'lO major nuclear Powers from continuing the production,
stockpiling, development and use of nuclear weapons, will only help them to
maintain and consolidate their nuclear hegemony and will not help remove the
threat of nuclear war, we are therefore firmly opposed to the conclusion
of a so-called "comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty". For the same reason,
we cannot agree with the formulation: "the simultaneous cessation by all
States of the production of nuclear weapons, the development and production of
new t;ypes of nuclear weapons Ii • If the two super-Powers do not destJ::'oy their
nuclear weapons drastically, what reason do they have to ask other States to
stop the production of nuclear weapons? As regards the so-called "nuclear
non-proliferation", we have always held that the so-called ''Non-Proliferation
Treaty" is a conspiracy contrived by the Soviet Union and the United States
to maintain their nuclear monopoly. They are using it as a means not only to
prevent other States from developing their nuclear capabilities for self-defence,
but also to restrict other States from using nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes. The criticisms on this score made by the Foreign Ministers of
Yugoslavia, Pakistan and Argentina are very convincing. While redoubling their
efforts for the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons, the two super-Powers
want to contain the horizontal proliferation, describing it as an important
step to eliminate the threat of nuclear war. This will convince no one. There
is no reason to impose the NPT on all States.
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Fifth, on the conventionaJ. armaments of the smaJ.l and medium-sized

countries, apart from pointing out the urgent need of first reducing the

conventional armaments of the super-Powers, the finaJ. document should stress

the need of many sma.ll and medium-sized countries to acquire the necessary

capabilities for self-defence. There can be no indiscriminate taJ.k about the

reduction of conventionaJ. armaments. It is especially necessary to guard

against the super-Powers' using the so-caJ.led gener9.1 disarmament to weaken the

strength of smaJ.I and medium-sized countries for resisting aggression.

As for restricting the transfer of conventional weapons, it should be made

clear that all States have the right to acquire the necessary conventional

weapons on an equal footing for the purpose of strengthening their national

defence and defending their national independence and security, and that it is

also necessary to oppose the attempt of exporting countries to use the export

of conventional armaments for exploitation, interference and control of other

countries, not to say the...r attempt to incite conflicts and wars among States.

Sixth, on disarmament and development, we consider it entirely reasonable

for the small and medium-sized countries to demand that the real resources now

being used for military purposes be released for the economic and social

development in the world, particularly for the benefit of the developing

countries. The military expenses of the Soviet Union and the United States

account for over two thirds of thOSE of all countries in the world. A large

proportion of it comes from their plunder of the developing countries and it

should be returned to its rightful owner. We support the proposal made by

some countries for incorporating in the final document a call on the two

major nuclear Powers to take the lead in channelling the resources released

through the reduction of their military bUdgets towards the development of

t.he developing countries.

Seventh, on the so-called international agreements on disarmament, we

cannot agree with the attempt to insert into the final document a text lauding

various international agreements on so-called disarmament and to impose such

agreements on all States.
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Numerous facts prove that the eJd,sting so-called international agreem~nts on

disarmament concocted by the super-Powers, far from truly restricting the arms

race and promoting disarmament, have become instruments for the super-P01·rers to

deceive \wrld opinion, cover up their acts of arms expansion and war preparations

and p~event other States from strengthening their capabilities for self-defenc~.

They do nothing but harm. If any mention is to be made about these agreements

in the final documents it would be necessary to expose their hypocritical nature,

instead of calling on more States to join them.

Eight, on machinery, we support the just demand of the numerous small and

rredium-sized countries for reforming the existing disal'mareent n:achineries. The

state of affairs in which the machinery for disarmarrent is controlled by

the super-Powers must be thoroughly changed. ive propose that the part on

"machinerylt in the final document should state in the following explicit

terms:

(Mr. Chen Chu, China)

A/S-IO/AC.l/PV.4
41

JVH/ll

tiThe machinery for disarmament must ensure the realization of the

reasonable proposals and just demands of all countries on disarmament

and should be truly free from super'''P01ver control and influence. It is

especially necessary to guard against the super-Powers' attempt to use

the machinery for dis armament as a means to delay disarmament and cover up

their arms expansion. The questions of disarmament and international

security, which concern the interests of all countries, should be

deliberated by an international organ \·rith the participation of all

countries under the auspices of the United Nations. 'I'his international

organ shall study ffild determine the specific items and procedures for

disarmament negotiations and set up a negotiating body through consultations

on a fair and equitable basis for concrete negotiations on measures for

disarmament. The reduction of the super-Pow'ers I nuclear and conventional

armaruents first should be given priority for consideration and deliberation.

The negotiating body should be responsible to the deliberative organ and

make timely report to the organ on its work!;.

In our vievr, the existing Conference of the Committee on Disarmament fails to

meet the aforesaid principles. A new start should be made) and after the

establishment of a deliberative organ a new negotiating body, vrmch is fully

representative~ should be set up. With the establishment of a deliberative

I
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organ and a negotiating body fot' disarmament, w'hich can reflect the views of all

countries, all questions relatinp; to disarmament can be discussed anci ~onsidered

there seriously. Accordingly, there "loTill be no need at all for the Horll\

Disarmament Conference which the Soviet Union has been peddling over the years

out of ulterior motives.

In order to present concisely our position on tIle question of disarmament,

I hereby submit a ~Torldng Paper of the Chinese delegation. The statement

I have made above is a fUrther explanation of the basic principles embodied in

the ~'10rking Paper. We hope these principled view's ,;-rill be given serious

consideration by the Ad Hoc:.. Committee and find full expression in the final

document.

Besides ~ on the basis of the ''lorking Paper we have submitted and in the

light of the reasonable propositions contained in the statements of many third

"loTorld and other small and medi.um-sized countries in the general debate, the

Chinese delegation has already proposed certain concrete amendments to the

Introduction, Declaration and the Programme of Action in the dra.ft final

document in Working Groups A and B respectively. "1e request that the

Secretariat arrange for the circulation of these amendments as official documents

of the ~~ Hoc Committee, so as to facilitate the drafting work. We shall

:formally put forward our proposed amendments to th~ Preamble of the draft

resolution and the portion on iiMachinery l7 in the final document at an

appropriate time, anc 1-re would also request that they be circulated as conference

documents by that time.

J>1r. OGI£.Q. (Japan): At the plenary meeting of this special session

on 30 !-iay 1978, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan, Hr. Sunao Sonoda,

appealed to the ~rorld in general ~ and to the nuclear-1'leapon States~. in particular,

for the complete abolition of nuclear weapons as an ultimate goal. At that

time ~ he stated that ~

I~Today's nuclear weapons have a destructive capacity which defy

comparison vnth the atomic bombs used against the cities of Hiroshima

and Nagasaki. If nuclear "l·reapons were ever to be used again, the ensuing

devastation and suffering would be enormous ~ quite beyond our imagination.
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The Japanese people are f'innly united in the conviction that sU~h a tragedy

must never be repeated. I believe that this determination is shared today

not only by the Japanese people, but also b~r the peoples of' the entire world.

In the light of' such a wbrld-wide conviction, I think it would be highly

significant to proclaim 6 August as Disarmament Day", (A/S-IO/PV.9, p. 3a)

A similar appeal has been made by the Jap~iese non-governmental organizations

to the special session.

Indeed, it is most appropriate f'or us to set a specific date to remind all

countries, as well as all peoples of'the world, of the urgent necessity f'or

progress towards general and complete disarmament, particularly in the area of

nuclear disarmament, which is, of the highest priority and the supreme task of

our time.

Incidentally, my delegation has been informed so f'ar that most of' the

delegations which the Japanese non-governmental organizations approached have

shovm f'avourable reactions to such an appeal.

In the view of' my delegation, the most appropriate date f'or this purpose

iwuld be 6 August, 1'Then m8111dnd experienced the f'irst atomic bombing in its

history.

Accordingly, t~e Japanese delegation wishes to propose the insertion of'

the f'ollOi'1ing nei'1 paragraph, as contained. in the working paper in document

A/S-lO/AC.l/14 dated. 6 June 1978, ircrrc;diately aftf'J'" raragrA.ph 1 of 'section G.2.

(Tnforrr.~ticn) of the Programme of' Action:

!'The General AssembJy proclaims 6 August as Disarmament Dayli.
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Mr. LEPRETTE (France) (interpretation from French): Among the

various initiatives that it has submitted during the special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament ~ France has proposed the creation of

an international satellite monitoring agency and an international

disarmament researc'h institute. I should like briefly to spell out

the precise scope and content of those proposaJ.s, which have been

presented in two memorandUYils distributed as official documents of this

session.

A number of considerations prompted us to propose the creation of an

international satellite monitori~g agency (A/S-10/AC.l/7). First~ the realization

that any disarmament agreement must be accompanied by the creation of a system

of verification designed to ensure that the comndtments underta~en by the

parties to that agreement are effectively kept. That is an essential

prerequisite for any progress in disarmament. Furthermore, quite apart

from disarmament, the international community is considering the possibility

or devising measures to increase international confidence and security.

Various suggestions made in that connexion necessarily run up against the need to

solve problems connected with monitoring their implementation.

So far, the application of what might be called conventional monitoring methods

either has not been agreed upon among the parties involved or has been

revealed to be insufficiently effective. That does not necessarily mean

that those methods must be jettisoned or that the attempts to set them

up are pointless. But it must be seen that at the present time the

problem of monitoring disarmament agreements and confidence-building

measures remains in its entirety.
However, the advent of space technology and the constant progress

being made in it makes it possible for us to examine this problem

from a completely new angle. Earth observation satellites gather extremely

precise data for civilian purposes but even more so for military purposes.

The possibilities of observation by those satellites are well known to the

experts gathered here ~ and already the talks on disarmament taking place between

the two main space Powers are broadly based on reliance on that technology.

Certain disarmament experts from those countries have further demonstrated
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that the use of space technology for international monitoring is perfectly
feasible. To envisage the use of earth observation satellites to monitor
disarmament is therefore by no means a long-shot bet on the future. It is
simply a question of noting a fact and drawing the correct conclusions
from it in the disarmament efforts now being made by the international
community. In the opinion of the French Government, the international satellite
monitoring agency would have the job of gathering and processing information
from earth observation sate:Llites in order to disseminate it to the parties
entitled to request it.

As we see it, the agency's authority should not do violence to the
principle that States are internationally committed only to the extent
that they consent to be so committed. On the basis of that principle,
the agency would take part in monitoring the implementation of international
disarmament agreements or security agreements or would carry out inquiries
into specific situations. The document to which I have referred spells out the
procedure proposed by France to carry out that task.

The best formula for the agency's status would appear to be to make it
a specialized agency of the United Nations. That would make it possible at one
and the same time td adapt its status to the specific nature of its mission
and its funds and to have recourse to a formula that has stood the test of
time in the United Nations family.

The proposal for an international satellite monitoring agency does of course
raise the question of the technical capacity that it should be given and how
it should be financed. There is nothing insurmountable in that, and France
wishes above all to adopt a realistic approach. The agency's technological
means will have to be set up gradually. It will not be able to have them
all immediately. Therefore, it will have to rely on those possessed by the space
Powers, particularly their satellite capacity, in a way to be defined between
those States and the agency.
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In his connexion, it must be remembered that in coming years the

number of States in a position to use observer capacity from space will

increase and that therefore the agency's sources of information will become

more diversified. ~t the same time, in order to ensure adequate autonomy

for the agency, it is necessary that it should very quickly acquire a data

proaessing centre and adequate staff to carry out its functions. It could

subsequently develop its own means, to the point of having its own Observation

satellites.

For such a progressive development, the agency's running costs may be

considered quite reasonable. The estimates of the cost of the investment

and of running costs show that. Financing could come from a number of

sources, in particular obligatory payments, voluntary payments taking account

of contributions in kind by the space Powers, and payments for services

rendered by the agency.

France is well aware of the problems involved in this proposal, but

a detailed study shows, in our opinion, that none of them is insurmountable.

However, it is essential that at this stage the proposal be carefully

examined by the international community. That is why we request that there

should be a decision at this special session to create a commjttee of experts

whose job it would be to study the proposal, a committee made up of experts

from the States most competent in this field, with due regard to a balanced

geographictLl distribution. That committee of experts, working on the basis

of a mandate to be drawn up by the General Assembly, should report on its

work to the thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly.

This brings me to another proposal made by France, that for the creation

of an international institute for disarmament research. The proposal is

based on the concept that disarmament negotiations must be backed up by

objective technical stUdies. The proposed institute would therefore be

essentially designed to pursue a permanent programme of conceptual and

applied research on disarmament matters and questions of international

security. Its work should be conducted in a completely independent manner,

in conjunction with the Secretary=Gene:ral of the United Nations and the

~rgans linked with him, particularly the United Nations Disarmament Centre.

I



(Mr. Leprette, France)

A/S-lO/AC.l/pv.4
49-50

JP/sB/noe

To this end, the institute should be an autonomous entity within ~he
United Nations family, with a director-general and a governing council.
That council, a.ppointed by the Secretary-General, should be made up of
independent persons chosen on the basis of their contribution to the
cause of peace and disarmament and their scientific qualificat~ons.

The institute's mandate should make it possible for it to avoid in
any way overlapping what is being done by the United Nations Disarmament
Centre, whose mission would remain more specifically linked with
disarmament negotiations. In other words, the Centre would possibly have
a less forward-looking and theoretical role than that which would be given
to the institute.

The memorandum in document A/S-lO/AC.l/8 contains a more detailed
account of the views of the French Government on the status, the mandate
and the financing of the international institute for disarmament research.
Those views are purely suggestions, and that is Why the French delegation
considers that it would be fitting for the General Assembly to set up a
group of experts to study all their implications.

---i-~ ----------~.-----I...----A-l...~iii---:'1



Mr. CAHAHA (Israel): Since this is my delega.tion's first intervention

under your c·hairmanship, Sir, ;.111o'tv me to express my compliments to you.

personally and to congratulate you on the manner in 't'lhich you are conduc·ting

the debate. In view of the important and difficult discussions which lie

ahead, I wish to assure you of the full co-operation of my delegation.

ltt. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): The pos 1t;ion of the Soviet Union on the most urgent questions

of disarmament are to be found in the statement ~ade at the plenary meeting of the

special session on 26 May 1978 by the head of the Soviet deleGation, the

}·Iinister of ForeiGtl Affairs of the Soviet Union, Hr. Gromyko, and also in

the document which has been distributed by the Soviet delegation on practical

measures for ending the arms race (lI./C.l/5), a proposal of the Soviet Union to

to which the Chairman referred today. On the basis of those

documents the Soviet delegation is putting fO~'lard at the present meeting

certain specific additions to the text of the draft final document. It is our

·belief that the forrlulations we have proposed will make it possible to give

the final document more political l1eight and to reflect all of the most

important trends in the efforts to halt the arms race and bring about

disarmwnent •

On a number of our proposals, constructive discussions are already

going on in the "lorking groups. I do not intend to d"lell in any detail

on the actual content of the Soviet a.c1ditions to the draft final document.

They are being transmitted to the Secretariat and all delegations will be

in a. positiori to study them in detail. l'Te 't-Tould simply like to reserve our

right to speak by 't'lay of clarification of our proposals at, :: S c..~newhat

later stage. Hay I express the hope that the fact that the Soviet Union

has today submitted these additions will make for further const~uctive work

in the working bodies of the special session and also help to bring about

the general success of our 'Work.

/
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The introduction today of the Iraqi draft resolution marks a sad
deterioration in the proceedings of the current special session on disarmament.
For our part, we are hardly surprised by such initiatives, f.'!" we have long
become accustomed to the fact that hardly a session
or conference of the United Nations can be convened without its being
subverted by one or several of the Arab States into a forum for anti-Israeli
propaganda. Indeed, it is appropriate that this draft reflolution, full ()f
the usual lies and distortions, has been initiated by a country notorious for
its fanatical hostility towards Israel, a country which has rejected any and
every effort at peace-making in the Middle East and which continues to inveigh
regularly against Security Council resolutions 242 '(1967) and 338 (1973), a
warmongering country, whj ch openly supports international terrorism an:d leaps at
any opportunity to turn the United Nations itself into a weapon of political
warfare.

Nor is it surprising that Iraq had little difficulty in rounding up
a group of sponsors, for the majority of those States have been in a continuous
state of war with Israel for over 30 years and would like nothing better than
to see Israel deprived of all means of defence while they continue to augment
their already massive military arsenals. All this, as I say, causes us no

It is a pattern to which we have become accustomed and
years. It is a fact of international life which Israel can

However, it is surely a matter for extreme regret that nations and
millions of ordinary men and women throughout the world who placed their
hopes in the unique opportunity presented by this special session to make
their lives better and more secure will now see those hopes callously and
cynically dashed. Instead of a serious forward-looking consensus document which
they recently expected to be produced, they are likely to be faced
with a disruptive and diyisiye draft resolution which rQl'J.S counter to the
letter, spirit and purpose of this special session. ~f there have been key
words for this session, ideas on which it is based, they have been universality,
co-operation, negotiation, detente, reconciliation and the legitimate
security of nIl States at the lowest ~ossible level of armaments. The draft
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resolution now introduceu : .ies in the face of those concepts and throws
into jeopardy the consensus for which we are so earnestly striving.

The choice therefore is clear: either this gathering will become an
instrument of confidence-building and trust which will serve to reduce
tensions and promote general and universal progress towards disarmament or
this session will deteriorRte into yet another weapon for' political warfare
against Israel. This draft resolution mocks not only the special session r'.'ld
the United Nations as a. whole bn.t also all the countries and leaders who take
the goals of this meeting seriously and who are striving for positive resuJ.ts.
It is up to them to make the responsible choice and reject this destructive
diversion out of hand.

I have confined myself here to general observations of concern to this
session as a whole and I reserve the right of my delegation to speak again
on the item before us.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the
representative of Israel for the kind words which he addressed to me
personally.

Mr. KITTANI (Iraq): r~ delegation is not going to give any
satisfaction to the representative of Israel. We are not going to be div~rted
fro~ Ghe subject under diSclffision and we appeal to all dele~ations to
confine themselves to the subject of our draft resolution. The subject is
simply the escalation of Israeli armament and rnili tary and nuclear
collaboration with South Africa and we appea.l to all members of this Committee not
to be fooled by this time....rorn trick. Every time any subject is discussed in
this buildings Israel drags in all kinds of extraneous issues, proceeding
from the point of view that of all Jche Members of the United Nations only
Israel is immune from any eriticism, any kind of action or any resolution
or sanction on the part of this Organization.

We simply say that we have too :i:Juch resIJ~ ~t for this Committee, and for
you, Sir, as Chairman, to be diverted from the subject under discussion and
ve hope that any fu1·ther comments on our draft resolution will be addressed to
its substance and will be objective.

"..,~.
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The CHAIRMAJ.\f (interpretation f'rom Spanish): I should like again

to remind members that the next meeting of' this Committee will be on Friday,
9 June, at 3 p.m., in this room.

I would also recall that on 12 June~ as agreed by this Committee~ we

shall hear the representatives of' non-governmental organizations~ and~ on

the morning of' 13 June, the representative of' the research institutes.

bH dE ell '•••rr 7-

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m.
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