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The meeting was called to order at 10.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITE~S 31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 120, 

122 and 126 (continued) 

Baron von WECIDMR (Federal Republic of Germany): The First Committee 1s 

once again required to take stock of endeavours in the field of disarmament and 

arms control and to put forward constructive proposals for achieving further 

progress. Obviously we shall not achieve that aim by eloquent speeches., largely 

oriented towards propaganda goals. On the contrary, what is needed is a sober 

analysis of the situation, and the ability to perceive what is possible in the 

existing political circumstances and to pursue it resolutely. 

He cannot be satisfied with the progress achieved so far. 

True, it has been possible to conclude a number of important multilateral 

and bilateral agreements and to give effect to them. For instance, certain 

regions have been spared from the arms race. The ban on the use of bacteriological 

and chemical weapons established by the Geneva Protocol of 1925 has been 

considerably reinforced by the prohibition of the manufacture of bacteriolor,ical 

weapons. The horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons has been rendered more 

difficult ~m el.. the radio-active contamination of the atn;os]:here substantially 

restricted. Communication behreen the United States and the Soviet Union has 

been further develope d in order to prevent nuclear wars. All those measures have 

helped to safe euard international peace. 

On the other hand, there is no denying that the arms race and the developnent 

of weapons technology are continuing on many levels and in almost every region. 



MH/las AjC .ljPV .2077 
6 

.Baron von Wechmar) Federal REpublic ·or GermanY) 
In the introduction to his annual report, the Secretary-General, 

Mr. Waldhe im, said, and I quote: 

"In a world increasingly preoccupied with the problems of social 

justice, hunger, poverty, development and an equitable sharing of 

resources, global expenditures on armaments are approaching 

$300,000 million a year. Never before in peacetime has the world 

witnessed such a flow of weapons of war. Some $20,000 million worth 

of arms are now sold annually in the international arms trade. 

uTo the perils inherent in the massive nuclear and conventional 

armouries of the greatest Powers are now added growing u.nd competitive 

military establishments in some of the most sensitive a[eas of the 

world II (A/10001/Add.l, p. 8) 

Alarming as these facts are, we must not see in them a cause for 

resignation. We ffiUst rather show endurance and imagifmtion in the search for 

new ways of reducing political tensions, of checking the arms race and 

substantially reducing arrr.aments. It really gees without sayi ng, but I cannot 

help mentioning it all tte same: the task is to ccncen~rate the scarce resources 

of the nations on meeting mankind 1 s urgent humanitarian and social requirements. 

However, there is one point that must not be forgotten. :Uisarman;ent nJust 

serve to safeguard peace. Disarmament policies can have dangerous consequences 

if they are not aimed at a global and regional balance of forces, of maximum 

stability. Furthermore, eliminating the causes of political tension must go 

hand in hand '~ith the elimination of military confrontation. Mutual 

confidence in the observance of agreements in these fields should be 

strengthened by adequate verification. 

Through its consistent policy of renunciation of force, the Federal 

Government has promoted detente in Europe and thus laid the foundations for 

fruitful co-operation. The Conference on Security and Co-operation in 

Europe has created a good basis for the continuation of a policy of peace 

in Europe. Its results must now be translated into action. The nations of 

Europe and North America, aware of their common responsibility, have tried 

to span the gulf by mutual co-operation. My country has strongly supported 
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these efforts from the very beginning. No nation in Europe senses more than 

the German nation the dangers ensuing frcm the division of our continent. 

There is still a great deal of mistrust and fear to get rid of. That 

is why the Federal Government has immediately set about implerrenting the 

confidence-building measures adopted in Helsinki. It has notified military 

manoeuvres to all the States who participated in the Conference and has 

invited them to send observers. The willingness of all parties to give effect 

to these concrete agreements in the field of military security will have a 

bearing on efforts to achieve more far-reaching agreements with the aim of 

reducing the dangers of military confrontation in Europe. 

Uppermost in our minds in this connexion are the Vienna negotiations on 

mutual and balanced force reductions. We hope that perseverance and patience 

will assert at regional level the principle of parity that governs the Strategic 

Arms Limitation Talks (SALT). The establishn:ent of a stable balance of power 

in Central Europe would constitute a substantial contribution to the elimination 

of tensions in Europe and to the consolidation of world peace. 

The nuclear Powers, but especially the two world Powers, carry a high 

responsibility for checking the nucleRr arms race and maintaining peace and 

security. 'Ihe Stratetsic Arms Limitation Talks are of major significance 

for world-wide stability. We have welcorr:ed the results produced so far. 

Between the United States and the Soviet Union there should be no i nsurmountable 

obstacles on the way to the successful conclusion of the Vladivostok agreements. 

The fixing of common ceilings for the central offensive strategic systems 

would then at least have secured a q_uantitative stop and created a basis for 

the reduction of such weapons. We understand the impatience of world opinion, 

and especially of the non-aligned countries , over the sluggish progress and 

therefore we appeal to the world Powers not to relax their negotiating efforts 

and thus meet their obligations under the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

Even more difficult than q_uantitative restri ctions and quantitati ve 

reductions of nuclear arsenals appears to be the task of calling f_;. halt in 

q_ualitative terms. Up to now the problem of c!lsuring that the inevitable 

advancement of technology is not ain:ed at the achieverr:ent of mi l itary 
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perfection appears to be hardly soluble. Non-verifiable prohibitions with 

vague definitions of what is actually banned would at any rate not suffice. 

As regards the nuclear arms race, however, the conclusion of a 

sufficiently verifiable comprehensive test-ban treaty and the cessation of 

all nuclear weapon tests would represent a decisive advancement and are 

therefore strongly recommended. We realize that in the final analysis this 

calls for political decisions at the highest level. All the same, we do not 

think that this makes a further study of the complex technical and scientific 

problems superfluous. 

After all, scientists are still not in agreement as to how far it is 

possible to distinguish, without the necessity of on-site inspections, between 

low-yield nuclear tests and earthquakes by means of the present methods of 

teleseismic detection, even if these were to be further developed. In particular 

we shall l:ave to contiuue our search for ways and rrec.r.s of ensuri:r:g 

that substantial knowledge derived from peaceful nuclear explosions (PNEs) 

is not diverted to the development of nuclear weaponry. 

Debates in the Geneva Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) 

have confirmed that a nuclear e.::plosive device intended for peaceful purposes 

can also be used as a weapon. That is why separate PNE development by 

non-nuclear-weapon States is at least a potential contributor to horizontal 

proliferation. But P~ffis can also be used by nuclear-weapon States for 

testing new weapons technologies and hence promote vertical proliferation. 

In order to make sure that the resulting complex verification problems do 

not delay the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, it has been 

proposed that a moratorium on PNEs be agree.:l "· the same time. \{e think 

such a proposal is worth considering if it will remove a major obstacle to 

a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

In any event tests for PNEs or their practical application should only 

be carried out under a non-discriminatory international regime of the IAEA. 

The Agency 1s work in this connexion, including the elaboration of a model 

agreeffient, is in the interest of a consistent non-proliferation policy and 

therefore deserves our full support. 
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The Federal Republic of Germany ratified the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

last spring, together with four other Euratom countries. It considers that 

Treaty, to which so far 96 States have acceded, to be an indispensable instrument 

of the policy of non-proliferation, and it repeats its appeal to those countries 

which have not yet done so to accede to the Treaty, or at least o"bserve its 

principles. As the Geneva Review Conference has shown, however, the Treaty 

will only become more attractive if the nuc:!.enr.-veapon State s, too, ll'"="=t tht~ir 

obligations to the full and if they voluntarily subject their civilian nuclear 

installations to international control. The Review Conference also underlined 

the role of the Non-Proliferation Treaty as a basis for intensive international 

co-operation in the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. The shortage 

of conventional energy sources and rising energy requirements are leading to a 

rapid expansion of peaceful nuclear technologies, and hence to a growing production 

of plutonium and other fissionable material. In the plenary of the General 

Assembly, Foreign Minister Genscher and other speakers pointed out that it was ( 
\ 

one of the most pressing tasks of our time to promote the peaceful uses of 

nuclear energy while preventing its misuse for weapons purposes. 

We understand the developing countries' desire to possess modern 

technologies and are ready to co-operate with them without discrimination lvhile 

observing the Non-Proliferation Treaty in letter and spirit. The Final Declaration 

of the Review Conference contains valuable recommendations for ensuring the 

use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. It would serve the goal of 

non-proliferation and facilitate nuclear exports if all non-nuclear-weapon States 

were to subject their entire fuel cycle to international safeguards. For 

economic and security considerations the proposals to examine the question of 

establishing regional and multinational nuclear fuel cycle centres also deserve 

our full support. Surely it would be easier to put them into practice if the 

countries participating in such installations were given a guarantee that they 

will be supplied with nuclear fuel. The }'c~:. ~? ral Governn:ent a l::oo 2nd0rses 

the request rr.ade by the Review Conference th& t uniform standarfis, covering 

physical protection as well, be evolved for the export of fissionable material 

and nuclear equipment. Both supplier and recipient countries should understand 

that this is necessary in the interest of 2 cons}; ':'''' t non-proliferation policy. 
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Ideas and suggestions to set up nuclear-weapon-free zones in various regions 

of the globe met with a considerable res~onse at the last session of the General 

Assembly. Following the Finnish proposal which we supported, a comprehensive 

study was elaborated by Governreent experts under the auspices of the CCD, 

which we feel is a useful compendium. We think that the following aspects should 

be given particular attention. Nuclear-weapon-free zones must serve to supplement 

the world-wide system of a consistent non-proliferation policy, which means that 

they must not conflict with the provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

and should make allowance for the fact that a nuclear.explosive device designed 

for peaceful purposes can also be put to military us8. Furthermore, plans for 

nuclear-weapon-free zones should be considered in the light of the specific 

characteristics of any one region and examined as to whether they are capable 

of strengthening international security and s~aoilityand are consistent with 

the accepted rules of international law. If these requirements are met, we 

welcome the initiatives put forward by some groups of countries to set up 

nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

International efforts designed to ensure disarmament and arms control must 

concentrate on ·Heapons of mass destruction in particular. Whereas, in the 

field of A and B weapons it has been possible to give effect to the relevant 

conventions, there are still no comparable arrangements covering chemical weapons. 

Although this year's discussions in the CCD have not produced any visible 

progress towards a prohibition agreement, we do not think that they have been 

altogether futile. Five countries have submitted concrete proposals regarding 

the still unresolved definition and verification problems. The ~..,e de":"e:_l Republic 

of Germany, which as early as 1954 undertook to manufacture ABC wea.pons, 

also presented a working paper in the CCD regarding the definition and 

classification of chemical warfare agents. The paper attempts to develop a 

practicable method of distinction between warfare agents and other toxic 

substances on the basis of objective criteria. There is a growing realization 

among CCD rr.ember States that a comprehensive convention can only be achieved 

step by step. But cr_ly after the United States and the Soviet Union have 

realized the intention they stated in 1974, " ... to consider a joint initiative 

in CCD vJth r'2<'fP.Ct -+;o t'b.c ccnclu:oion, c..s n first ;:;te:;J, cf an in":;err:.ntional 

conver.t.i cn dc: c. lin::::; 1dtt. the most G.e.ngerous, lctr.Hl L"ec.r.s of cl:.emical vo.,rfc:re" 
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only then will an international prohibitive agreement be within reach. Like other 

CCD members, we are waiting somewhat impatiently for a concrete proposal to be 

made. In the meantime, Government experts should continue toseek practicable 

solutions and wider agreewent regarding the complex problems of definition and 

verification. 

The outstanding result of the last CCD sesaion is the presentation of 

identical drafts by the United States and the Soviet Union for a treaty on the 

prohibition of environmental warfare. The draft is a step forward as compared 

with previous proposals, and its basic concept seems acceptable to us. But 

before the text of the treaty can be finally formulated it will have to be 

thoroughly examined at the national level and negotiated in the Conference of 

the Committee on Disarmament. As in previous cases, the draft provides for 

verification by a complaints procedure to be set in motion in the Security Council. 

This is certainly not an ideal solution. At any rate, it should be ensured that 

decisions cannot be blocked by a veto. In its comments on the proposal for a 

ban on environmental warfare last year, the Federal Government emphasized that 

efforts to ensure disarmament and arms control should not only cover present 

instruments of combat but should be forward-looking and designed to prevent 

disastrous future developments of military technologies. 

It is with this positive basic attitude that we shall also examine the new 

Soviet proposal for a ban on the development of new mass destruction weapons. 

However, the present draft treaty is much more vague in substance than is the 

draft on environmental warfare, though the latter also gives rise to questions. 

It is clear already that verification of a ban on future developments will be 

most problematic. Perhaps, to begin with, an international panel of scientists 

should look into the problems and evolve methods whereby the trend of new 

scientific findings and their possible application for future weapons technologies 

can be calculated. Before this question is clarified it would b1.rdly 8eem possible 

to formulate concrete definitions of what is to be prohibited. 

In conclusion I would briefly touch upon the institutional aspect of 

disarmament. The CCD, which not vEly commands vast expertise but also embodies 

a representative cross-section of all groupings of States, should continue to 

be the main forum for negotiating world-wide arms control arrangements. 
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I hope that the deliberations of the First Committee will lead to 

constructive draft resolutions. But to achieve this, it will be necessary for 

all concerned to show a readiness for compromise and to realize that it is not 

the number of resolutions that ensures concrete progress in the field of 

disarmament and arms control but rather the will for international co-operation 

and the conviction that no arrangement can strengthen peace unless it 

enhances the security of all countries, or at least maintains it undiminished. 

If we bear this in mind, we have good reason to hope that our resolutions will, 

even to a greater extent than last year, be adopted by consensus or with a 

convincing majority and will thus lead to genuine progress. 
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Mr. ENE (Romania) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, 

before starting my statement, I should like to say how happy I am to have 

an opportunity to represent my country in this debate under your 

Chairmanship. Your career as a diplomat, well-known not only in New York 

but in Geneva and elsewhere as well, is a guarantee for proper procedure 

in our work and, we hope, for the successful conclusion thereof. May your 

wisdom inspire us to work for a cause which is so close to our hearts. 

My feelings of esteem are also extended to the oth€r officers of the 

Committee. 

The agenda at the present session of the General Assembly ,"l:b..ed.s 

particular light en -::. :r..e efforts of the inte::-naticnal community to find 

the required solutions for the urgent questions before it. 

Coming as it does after the seventh special session of the General Assembly, 

which was devoted to development and economic co-operation as one of the-

most urgent world problems, this session obviously turns the spotlight on the 

acute need for disarmament. The unprecedented number of disarmament items 

on our agenda, together with the diversity of the subjects involved, reflects 

the ever more active participation and the growing concern of all States, 

and, because of the importance of what is involved, goes beyond any mere 

evaluation of the activities of any particular body or of any specific 

field. It brings to light the general awareness that the present situation 

can no longer be tolerated. lve:=tpcns J t:b..e sq_uanderine; of in:mense resources 

they entail, the stockpil.ing; in the world of enormous q_t:.antitie·s· of 
-~ . (' 

destructive materials, which can always be used as instruments in a 

policy of force and cik~:=tt) are a~ready having {heir effect on aspects 

of the structure of international relations and even on the very evolution 

of human society. 

This debate is taking place under the aegis of our confidence in the 

United Nations and in its ability to make a decisive contribution to the 

furtherance of disarmament and the establishment of a lasting peace. 

During the 30 years that have elapsed since the United Nations came 

into beingJ important changes and transformations have occurred in the world. 

The United Nations at present has 142 Members, compared with 51 Members in 1945. 
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Likewise, there has been a more :~ rctonche ptrtici:r;o.tion by o.ll States, 

regardless of size or potential, in the debates and the solution of the 

problems aris ing in international life. 

Thus today the United Nations can be relied upon as an expression of 

the true will of the international community, which aims to do away 

with the pcuer :politics of yore 2.nd "S o cre2.te r..ev r elaticnshir;s cn cr:g States. 

The Secretary-General, in the introduction to his annual report on the 

work of the Organization, wondered whether ~emter Stntes could ngre8 en 

the means to enable the United Nations to become an effective instrument 

for the maintenance of peace. If what is involved is disarmament, our reply 

is beyond any doubt an affirmative one. But all Governments, in the light of 

the duty they owe to their own peoples, must f:c c.:r.Jdy c.c.nit t he C.cr..c::er.s of a 

continued arms race, and :·ust r:ot c:rentr" cmy :.::_:ur::icns. Like1vise:, 

Governments must act with a feeling of responsibility and 1>'ith f F: r severance 

before it is too late, so as to take resolute measures for disarmament, 

above all, for nuclear disarmament . 

In considering these questions, ?.cr-o.ni:J. starts from the premise of the 

particular seriousness of the arms race, ~nd pr:r.:c. :r::.ly t rP r.ncle.:.r nrms 

race, and its ~ rc:Tf'Fl effP.cts on t12e Recurity and deyF;l 0prr:ent of all 

nations and on peace and stability throughout the world. 

lve consider that :tt i;:: incvmbent upc!". the Un it.Pd ]\Tot icns, in keeping ivi th 

its responsibility under the terms of the Charter, resolutely to discharge 

its functions and to place the disarmament problem among its primary and 

most urgent tasks, and to bring the negotiations on disarmament out of the 

deadlnck in which they are at present stalled. 

Disarmament is a question of general interest. It affects in the 

highest degree every State a1 d c;ye:::y f<' l f'lt~, and it cannci~ be conce ived of 

as being within the competence of a limited number of States. For this 

reason, there must be a o::·o. r.: ~ i c cl'!cr..ge :·.n th~ vcy J.t is C.ec}_t. 1..-i~t : 
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there must be an approach to the substantive, genuine questions of 

disarmament, rather than a mere examination based on ~he immediate 

situation, which at times is influenced by tactical considerations; 

bureaucratic negotiations must be replaced by an open approach, with the 

participation of all those concerned and with account taken of their 

interests and points of view. 

With these considerations in mind, the Romanian Government has decided 

to submit to this session of the General Assembly its position on disarmament 

questions, and has •lnne so in an official document which has been distributed 

today to all Member States. 

Romania consid~rs that it is most necessary to redouble efforts aimed 

at bringing the negotiations out of their deadl·;ck and adopting urgent 

measures that vrill lead to general disarmament, and above all to nuclear 

disarmament. 

The proposals contained in the document we have submitted are intended 

to bring about, first of all, the freezing and r'=duction of milttary 

budgets; the prohibition, gradual reduction and eventual destruction of nuclear 

weapcns; the establishment of zones of peace and co-operation free from 

nuclear armaments; measures for disarmament and military disengagement, 

partial or on a regional scale; resumption of the negotiations on the 

conclusion of a treaty on general and complete disarmament; the strengthening 

of the role of the United Nations and the General Assembly in the field of 

disarmament; the prohibition of war propaganda; and the mobilization of all 

social f orcE: B in the implementation of disarmament measures. 

The documents before us -- that is, the reports of various bodies, 

of groups of experts, and of the Secretariat, together with the statements 

thus far made -- prove that the aboye -JL.entio:c.ed a::-cas of action muct be 

accepted as essential subjects for genuine negotiation. 

Our immediate aim should be that of halting the arms race e:c.d of adopting 

effective measures to end competition in t4e production, improvement and 

acquisition of armaments, and the expansion of military facilities. 
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It must be mentioned that the only criterion for assessing the scope 

of any measure on this subject is its effect on the arms race. But the 

treaties and conventions that have so far been concluded, although they have 

had a certain influence in improving the political climate , have not be en 

able to slow down the arms race, much less to affect the very basis thereof, 

particularly in re spect of nuclear armaments. A first step in reaching that 

goal is the freezing and reduction of military budgets, starting from the 

present level. This requires the undertaking of ne gotiations in goonwill 

so that agreements and arrangements can be appropriately concluded to 

end all increase in military budgets and establish an effective programme 

for their gradual reduction) beginning with the budgets of the great and 

powerfully armed countries. 
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A fundamental principle which must be followed is to ensure the highest 

priority for nuclear disarmareent measures. Nuclear disarmament is the Gordian 

knot, and on its unravelling depends the beginning of an effective process of 

general disarmament. No other approach would be significant in attaining this end. 

For this purpose, priority must be given to banning the installation of new 

nuclear weapons and withdrawing weapons previously installed on the territory of 

other States, to halting the improvement and production of nuclear weapons and 

their delivery systems, and to the complete prohibition of nuclear weapons. 

The course and conclusions of the recent Non-Proliferation Treaty Review 

Conference have made these priorities clear. The nuclear arms race has continued 

unchecked. Now, the danger of nuclear proliferation can only be removed by 

halting nuclear weapons production and eventually destroying all stockpiles. So 

long as nuclear armament continues other countries will also undertake the 

production of nuclear weapons, and no one will be able to stop them. 

In addition to action to outlaw and destroy nuclear weapons, we consider 

it to be useful and necessary to take similar measures to prohibit new types of 

weapons of mass destruction and new delivery systems of such weapons. 

Finally, it is an elementary requirement which becomes increasingly obvious 

that nuclear-weapon States should solemnly undertake the commitment that they 

will never, in any circumstances, use nuclear weapons, or threaten to use them 

against States which do not possess them. At the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

Review Conference, Romania, together with other States, proposed that the nuclear 

Powers which are parties to the Treaty should undertake such a commitment by way 

of an additional protocol to the Treaty. That proposal is still fully relevant, 

and we are convinced that its acceptance could substantially contribute to 

strengthening the purposes of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Such a commitment 

derives from the balance of obligations which must exist under the Treaty; the 

non-nuclear weapon States, which under the Treaty have undertaken not to produce 

or acquire such weapons, have the right to have their security guaranteed. 

Further progress in disarmament also involves the adoption of partial 

measures of disarmament and military disengagerrent, within a comprehensive 

programme. Such an approach, within a programme whi~h gives absolute priority 
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to nuclear measures, would make it possible to make progress on various aspects 

reciprocally conditional, and that would have beneficial effects on the whole 

problem. 

Arrong those measures, priority should go to the establishment of nuclear-free 

zones in various parts of the world, subject to adequate security guarantees. 

Since this is an area in which non-nuclear States are free to act, steps to 

create nuclear-free zones can lead, as the efforts of Latin America clearly show, 

to placing whole areas beyond the threat of nuclear warfare, thus providing a 

model for the world of tomorrow, free from nuclear weapons. 

The study on this question, which is one of the basic documents of the 

present session, is a praiseworthy effort by the United Nations. As we have 

already said, this study should now be used for constructive purposes, so as to 

encourage the efforts of States in various regions of the world. There is no 

doubt that the General Assembly, on whose initiative the study was undertaken, 

is competent, as has been suggested, to clarify the points which were not 

elucidated by the experts. Romania, for its part, reiterutes its proposal to 

transform the Balkans into a zone of peace and co-operation, free, in the future, 

from all nuclear weapons. 

Other partial measures intended to strengthen confidence among States and 

measures of military disengagerrent, can help to reduce sources of tension and 

reinforce progress toward detente. To this end there is an important role for 

regional action in regard to co-operation and security in various parts of the 

world. In our opinion, such action is particularly nececsary in Europe where 

there is now an unprecedented concentration of military forces and arms, including 

nuclear weapons. Undoubtedly, the adoption of decisive measures of military 

disengagement and disarmament on the European continent will have a favourable 

influence on the international atmosphere as a whole. 

It is, therefore, up to the States which participated in the Conference on 

Security and Co-operation in Europe to act without delay to implement the military 

rreasures that were adopted at that Conference, as the first step in the efforts to 

build security on the continent. 
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In view of the general opposition towards any manifestation of the cold war, 

there is also a strengthening of the demands to put an end to military blocs and 

the policy of blocs, which are incompatible with the new progress towards detente 

and co-operation. Hence it is increasingly relevant to make every effort to do 

away with military blocs, and to put an end simultaneously to NATO and the Warsaw 

Treaty, as the condition for building confidence and security on the continent. 

Likewise, since the final aim of all efforts is still general and complete 

disarmament, we must resume negotiations and review our efforts to draft the 

treaty on general and complete disarmament, which was abandoned more than a 

decade ago. It is understood that negotiations should give all States the 

opportunity of explaining their point of view on the contents and fundamental 

principles of the treaty, and of participating on conditions of full equality 

in all phases of the negotiations. 

We must also recognize that the structure of the disarmament negotiations 

does not reflect th~ requirements of the democratization of international life, 

and the participation as equals of all States in the solution of international 

problems; tl~ disarmament negotiations have remained unaffected by the changes 

that have taken place in international relations. 

First of all, the role of the United Nations in disarmament must be 

resolutely reaffirmed. It should exercise direct authority regarding the 

negotiation and control of the implementation of disarmament measures. The 

General Assembly must fully exercise its powers by organizing in-depth debates on 

the subject of the situation in regard to armaments and the principles which 

should govern disarmament, and by making recommendations which could serve as a 

basis for negotiation. 
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It is in this spirit that my country supports the convening of a specia l 

session of the Genera l Assembly of the United Nations on disarmament, as was 

decided at the recent Conference of the non-aligned countries at Lima t o 

which Romania had the honour to be invited. Of course, such a session should 

be carefully prepared so that the results might lead to a decisive turning 

point in disa rm~ment. It could be held, le~ us say, in 1977. 
An open approach to d isarment questions, a recognition of the :: r: r1 :::~nrb:e 

right of each St r1 te to mr1 ke its contribution to the negotiations in conditions 

of complete equ~lity, are sine qua non conditions for determined action in 

this field. In the same context there should Dlso be the systematic informing 

of all States on the conduct of the negotiations so at to acqua int them with, 

and enable them to evaluate, the st atus of ne gotiations, a s well ~s the 

implications thereof for international pe ace and security. 

Our President, Nicolae Ceausescu, stated: 

rrDisarmament is a p:roblem of peoples themselves and they have the 

right to know and must know what is being done to this end in order t o 

enable them to have their say in reg~ rd to the measures t o be taken. 

These problems a re of great import ance and are topical. They are of 

equa l concern to all peoples, whether l a rge or small, as well R S the 

popular ma sses, and that is why they cannot be solved behind closed doors." 

In this respect, particular attention should be given to the activities 

of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva which require 

drastic improvement measures. At present the Committee is marked by conservatism 

and routine. It does not deal with real questions created by the a rms r ace. 

Whatever the import ance that could be atta ched to the measures tow ards which the 

Committee is directing its activities, it has not succeeded in making a 

substantial contribution towards promoting disarmament and, primarily, nuclear 

d isa rm11 ment. 
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Romania has repeatedly put forward suggestions and proposals to improve 

the activities of that body. We shall continue to work consistently towards 

that end. 

One of the first steps in this direction would be to establish a close 

relationship between the Committee and the United Nations General Assembly so 

that the Committee may become a viable and effective negotiating body, able to 

discharge the tasks entrusted to it by Gnited Nations decisions. 

In summarizing the considerations I have stated, I should like to conclude 

by saying that the reassessment of disarmament must include at least four basic 

factors, namely: the principles governing negotiations; the content of 

negotiAtions; the structure of negotiations; and the link with public opinion. 

Each of these fpctors requires a careful review, free of preconceptions, in 

the light of the realities of international political life. 

The Government of Romania is convinced that achievement of the 

above-mentioned objectives is a fundamental condition for ensuring lasting 

peace in the world, and is all the more necessary today when peoples Are fully 

engaged in their economic .') nd social development. 

The document which I have the honour to submit on behalf of the Government 

of Romania expresses Romania's conviction that the primary task of todny 1 s 

generations is to spare absolutely no effort, to rouse every conscience, to 

channel all energies toward a single purpose -- namely, to impose determined 

measures for disarmament, and primarily for nuclear disarmament, to completely 

exclude force and the threat of its use in international life, and to free 

mankind from the nightmare of atomic warfare. 

It is in this spirit that I wish to reaffirm the decision of my country to 

work in the future as well, together with all other states, to attain our 

common objective --disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I thank the representative 

of Romania for his kind words and for his introduction of the declaration of the 

Government of Romania contained in document A/C.l/1066, and I am most grateful 

for his expressions of courtesy to myseJ..f and the officers of the Committee. 



MD/eb/dk A/C.l/fV .2077 
28 

Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): Every year, when discussing the 

disarma~2nt items of our agenda, we had to admit that in spite of the 

efforts frequently invoked in the debates, the arms race continued its 

spiralling movement. This year is no exception. World military 

exp~nditures are reaching $300,000 million a year, a figure much larger 

than the estimated product of developing countries in South Asia, the 

Far East, and Africa combined, a figure which is heavily dominated by the 

expenditure of the major military Powers. If we bear in mind that 

approximately 400,000 engineers and scientists are currently occupied in 

military research and development, we seem to be receiving an unwanted 

guarantee that, in the absence of adequate measures, the arms race will 

continue. 'I'he qualitative changes in armaments, which is the main feature 

of~the nuclear arms race, are going to accelerate, since 40 per cent of all 

the funds allocated for research and development, both from public and 

private resources, are being used for military projects. 

The economic and social consequences of the armaments race and its 

extremely harmful effects on world ~eace and security are known to all of 

1 us. 'They have been convincingly described by the Secretary-General 1 s 

report of 1971, circulated as document A/8460~ev.l, which the General Assembly 

welcomed with satisfaction in its resolution 2831 (XXVI). I would like to 

state that the conclusions and recommendations of that report are fully 

valid today. Two more recent reports of the Secretary-General have also 

touched upon this question describing, inter alia, the positive impact of 

disarmament and Reduction of the Military Budgets of States permanent members 

of the Security Council by 10 per cent and utilization of part of the funds 

thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries: the former was 

produced in 1972 and the latter in 1973. 

'Ihe continuation of the arms race contradicts the spirit of the new 

democratic trend in international relations; it goes against the efforts 

aimed at establishing a new world economic order. I fully agree \vith 

those of my colleagues -vrho have already been repeating for some time 

that detente cannot be considered a lasting, irreversible process as 

long as the arms race continues. 
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This being so -- and everybody seems to agree -- may I be permitted 

to ask what is wrong in this world, what are the real obstacles in the 

way of disarmament? The other day, the representative of Sweden called 

for a return to some basic and fundame-ntal questions which would make 

the absurdity of the present situation even clearer. My delegation feels 

that indeed it would be proper for this Organization to address the basic 

questions mentioned by SWeden in an effort to start the too-long-awaited 

process of disarmament, nuclear disarmament first of all. 
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It is with a feeling of deep regret and profound dissatisfaction that 

I must say that this Committee is recording the passing of another year 

without any progress in the field of disarmament negotiations. And what is 

even vrorse, in spite of the optimism voiced by some and the consolation 

expressed by others, the negotiations under way have not so far opened up any 

prospects for the future. In fact, the only multilaterRl negotiating 

body reporting to tre General Assembly -- I have in mind the Conference cf 

the Committee on Disarmament -- has for many years been dealing with peripheral 

questions without even touching upon the central ones, not to mention that the 

question of general and complete disarmament, on which some countries tried 

to gain political capital more than a decade ago, is 110W invoked strictly in 

rhetorical exercises ty the s~me countries • . Thi~ situation ie no longer tolerable. 

\·le should give proper directives to the CCD so that this body can concentrate 

on the real problems facing mankind and approach them under a programme that 

could give us at least some guarantee that the end result would be 

··~ . disarmament and not another cover-up for the further acceleration of the 
.:;~ .. . 

,··,/ arms race. 

Nuclear disarmament should receive top priority. The threat of ultimate 

disaster which nuclear arms.have generated is by far the gravest single peril 

the world faces today. With due respect to the nuclear-weapon States, we have 

to tell them that we cannot -- just cannot -- rely on the assumption that they 

would not use these weapons. That is why we firmly reject the concept that the 

so-called balance of terror does actually prevent war, just as we reject all 

theories of nuclear strategy and deterrence which, by implication, are trying 

to justify the possession of nuclear weapons and the nuclear arms race 

and to lull the public the peoples of the Uni~cd Nations -- into a false 

sense of security. 

The Geneva Conference for the Review of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons, in which I participated as the sole representative of my 

Government, proved that the nuclear-weapon States were far from recognizing the 

importance of nuclear disarmament. Cn the contrary, they tried hard to 

demonstrate that the Non-Proliferation Treaty had in fact only three articles 

those aimed at preventing horizontal proliferation -- as if the commitment contained 

in article VI relating to nuclear disarmament -- I repeat, disarmament and not 

non-proliferation -- did not concern them. 
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Strangely enough, in spite of wtat happened in Geneva, no serious proposal 

for nuclear disarmament was made. Instead, new ideas are now be ing put forward 

to control all peaceful nuclear activities in the non-nuclear-weapon States. 

More interest is being shown by some in the modest nuclear progress of developing 

countries, for instance, than in the huge and still increasing arsenals of 

sophisticated nuclear weapons of the so-called super-Powers. 

Many States, concerned with their security and that of their respective 

areas, have been militating for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

A~ a member of the Organization of African Unity, Mauritius, together with the 

other African States, is committed to the complete banning of any type of nuclear 

weapons from the African continent. We consider that States entering into such 

zonal arrangements, because of- their renunciation of nuclear weapons, are 

entitled to negative security assurances.from the nuclear-weapon States, which 

should solemnly undertake never under any circumstances to use or threaten to use 

nuclear weapons against States in the nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

Mauritius firmly supports the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of 

Peace. We welcome the consultations under way for summoning, as a first step, 

a conference of littoral and hinterlanc States of the Indian Ocean with a view 

to implementing that Declaration through concerted efforts directed towards the 

elimination of great-Power and foreign and imperialist military rivalry and bases 

from the Indian Ocean as well as the littoral and hinterland States. We invite 

the great Powers and major maritime users of the Indian Ocean to refrain from all 

actions incompatible with the objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean 

as a Zone of Peace. We also invite them to avoid further escalation of their 

military presence in the area. In this connexion I may wish to address myself 

more specifically to the situation in the Indian Ocean at an appropriate time. 

In the meantime, the Committee may be interested to learn that at the 

recent meeting of President Ford of the United States and my Prime Minister the 

Right Honourable Sir Seewoosagur Ramgoolam in Washington an assurance was given 

to us that there will be no nuclear weapons on Diego Garcia. 
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The Secretary-General of the United Nations this year quite rightly 

pla('ed A. particnl~:>.l' elr;ph.q_sis on disarrrament in the :.ntroduction to his annual 

l'e:rort. Ee sa:.d: 
11 Uni ted Nations action should be based on accurate and adequate 

information, which must be made available in suitable form to 

Member States and to the public. 11 (A/10001/Add.l, p. 8) 

My delegation fully supports this statement. 

I shall not here refer to the secrecy of some negotiations, like t:te 

SALT talks, for instance -- I prefer to ta]_k about sugar. The stringent need 

to correct the situation is evident, even if ~e look at this year 1 s report of 

the CCD to the General Assembly. This report is a masterpiece of non-reporting. 

It records the fact that in this negotiating body some countries, which are 

enumerated, ma.de statements concerning, for instance, the prohibit ion of 

chemical weapons, ar:.U. the number of the rc.eeting in which this refere.r:ce vTas made 

is given in parentheses. But the verbatim records of the CCD meetings are 

not made public, and the meetings themselves are held in secret. What, 

\ for example, was the position of Yugoslavia on the question of nuclear 
I 

disarmament at the regional and tactical levels, with particular reference to 

the situation in Europe, mentioned in paragraph 24? Document CCD/PV.677, 

to which we are referred, was not distributed to all the Members of the United 

Nations. 

There is a tendency to produce the impression of exclusiveness, to develop 

complexes and a general alienation of IKrld r,ublic opinion frcrn the field of 

disarmament, which, it is asserted, is very complicated and highly professionalized. 

This session of the General Assembly should a~opt a decision aimed at 

improving the existing facilities of the United Nations for collection, compilation 

and dissemination of information on disarmament issues, in order to keep all 

Governments, as well as world public opinion, properly informed on progress 

achieved in disarmament. 

In view of the general competence of the General Assembly in the field of 

disarmament, we propose to invite States and relevant intergovernmental bodies and 

conferences to report periodically to the Assembly about measures and progress 

tm·Tards disarmament. 
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The world should be made aware of the danger the present situation in the 

field of armaments represents and it should be mobilized to press actively for 

disarmament. Unfortunately, the public has been frequently and seriously misled 

into believing that steady progress is being made in disarmament. A United Nations 

pamphlet which I happened to see describes the United Nations achievements in 

disarmament in emphatic terms, without mentioning the complete disappointment 

voiced here on the lack of actual progress towards disarmament. 
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This Organization, created for peace and security, must play an 

adequate role in disarmament. The Secretary-General has put before us a 

proposal which many in this room do support: 

"I believe" he said "that it is vitally necessary, in the 

interest of the welfare of humanity, and indeed of its survival, 

that in this thirtieth anniversary year the General Assembly itself 

should consider a basic review of the role of the United Nations in 

disarmament." (.A/10001/ Add.l, p, 8) 

He further said that: 

"Any basic review of disarmament will have to include the 

problem of how disarmament can best be discussed so that the discussion 

can be comprehensive. 11 (Ibid.) 

Several delegations have already referred to this proposal. My delegation supports 

it and is ready to co-operate in the adoption of adequate measures aimed at 

strengthening the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. 

Mauritius favours the convening of a world disarmament conference with 

the participation of all States on an equal basis, during which universal 

disarmament guidelines would be approved -- in particular, with respect to 

nuclear disarmament and the utilization of resources thus freed for international 

economic co-operation. If it becomes evident that it will not be possible 

to convene a world disarmament conference, then a special session of the 

General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament issues should 

be convened. Maybe it would be necessary to consider also the convening 

of the Disarmamenc Commission, the only United Nations body specialized in 

disarmament. 

It does not matter which conclusion we reach on orr;anizational set-up: 

what is important is to ensure corrlitions for the participation of all States 

in the discussion and adoption of decisions regarding all disarmament 

questions, as this field touches, in the most direct way, the interest of 

all States. 

In my statement today, I have deliberately not dealt 1-lith individual 

i terns on our a3enda. It is my deler;ation' s belief that, because of the 

deadlock in ti1e disarmament negotiations and the refusal of some countries 
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actually to engage in serious negotiations on the real problems of 

disarmament, such a discussion is not required here. Exhaustive studies on 

nuclear testsJ on chemical ~eapons and on many other questions have been 

made and are available. Unavailable is the political ~ill of the most ar med 

States in a position to break the deadlock. That is ~hy I preferred to a ddres s 

those questions whichJ in our vie~J depict the causes of the arms race and 

the deadlock in the negotiations) as ~ell as some ~ays and means ~hich could 

eventually better serveJ under present circumstances) the cause of disarmament. 

With your permission) I ~auld summarize them: 

FirstJ to address the basic and fundamental questions related to tte 

arms race; 

Secondly) to approach disarmament in a comprehensive mannerJ giving priority 

to nuclear disarmament; 

Thirdly) to improve the United Nations capacity for collection) compilation 

and dissemination of information on disarmament issues; 

Fourthly) to strengthen the role of the United Nations in the fi eld of 

disarmament; and 

Fifthly) to ensure conditions for the participation of all States in the 

solution of disarmament problems. 

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to announce that Mongolia has become a 

co-sponsor of the draft resolutions in documents A/AC.l/1.707 and A/AC.l/1.711. 

ORGANIZATION IF WORK 

The CHAifu\ffiN: I regret again to s tate that, as ~e have no speakers 

for this afternoonJ I am compelled to cancel ttat meeting. 

I also regret to inform you thatJ so far, ~e have no speakers for 

tomorro~ afternoon's meeting. Unless any delegaticn volunteers to speak at 

that timeJ I shall be compelled to cancel tomorro~ afternoon's meeting also. 
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Members may realize that in this way we have lost four meetings this week. 

I knew that delegations are very hard at work in consultations and in preparing 

draft resolutions. This is very welcome information that I have received, and 

I should like to encourage more intensive consultations and preparation of 

draft resolutions. May I invite delegations to introduce these draft 

r esolutions as soon as possible, as some delegations have already done. 

At yesterday's meeting I mentioned that it was my intention to close the list 

of speakers on 7 November end the general debate on 14 November. However, I 

have since held consultations with various delegations, and I have listened to 

the views expressed by many, especially by the Group of 15 of the Conference of 

the Committee on Disarmament. Taking into consideration all the views expressed 

andtheprevailing situation in the Committee, and with the hope that we shall 

proceed more decisively on our agenda items, I would now propose to the Committee 

the closure of the speaker's list on Tuesday, 11 November, at 12 noon, and the 

closure of the general debate of the conclusion of business on Wednesday, 

19 November. I hope that this will ~eet with the approval of the Committee. 



EH/las A/C .1/PV .2077 
41 

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): I think your proposal would be quite helpfal) 

Mr. Chairman) but I should like to suggest that we accept 'the first part of it) 

that the list of speakers should be closed on ll November) and request you to 

extend the time for the general debate to 21 November. That would be more 

convenient to some of us who are working hard to prepare speeches and in the 

interval we could attend consultations with a view to preparing draft 

resolutions) which you have kindly and generously agreed to accept. My 

suggestion is that the list of speakers should be closed on ll November but that 

the general debate should continue until 21 November. I am making not a formal 

proposal but a suggestion for consideration. 

Mr. MISHRA (India): I should like to join the representative of 

Nigeria in his suggestion that the debate might go on until 21 November rather 

than 19 November. 

The CHAIRJVf.AN: We could take a dec is ion t od.ay to close the list of 

speakers on Tuesday) ll November) at noon if that is the wish of the Committee; 

and there does not seem to be any objection. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: As for the general debate) that can continue as long 

as members of the Committee wish. We could even have meetings on Saturday and 

in the evenings) if there were speakers on our l:i.st. 

I should like to make an indication -- an indication only -- of 

19 November for the ending of the general debate but) naturally) that v1ould be 

open to prolongation to meet the wishes that have been expressed. We shall 

review the situation on Monday next) 10 November) after we have seen how many 

names w~ have on the list of speakers. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I would 

venture to make a suggestion) Mr. Chairman) which might perhaps reconcile 

diverging points of view and also) of course) take j_nto account your own very 

understandable concern that we should make the best use of our time. ~zy 
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suggestion is that we should set Friday, 21 November, as, suggested by the 

representative of Nigeria, supported by the representative of India, as the 

closing date for the general debate, with the express indication by you, Sir, 

that you would extend the same flexibility as you have in the past -- as, for 

example, t'vo days ago in the case of the representative of the Soviet Union 

so that any representative would be authorized in the course of the general 

debate to introduce draft resolutions, Sfecifically. And I would add that I see 

no objection not only to the introduction of draft resolutions but also to 

comments on draft resolutions which are already before the First Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: I quite understand the wishes expressed; that is why 

I did not want to take a firm decision today on the closure of the general 

debate. We have only taken one decision, regarding the closure of the list of 

speakers. I want to be flexible as far as the general debate is concerned, but 

I appeal to those delegations which wish to speak to inscribe their names as 

soon as possible. I shall take into consideration the views expressed here. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m. 




