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The meeting was called to order at 10.35 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEf.B 30 'IO 45, 120 .AND 121 

GENERAL DEBATE 

'Ihe CHAIRMAN: 'Ihe First Committee is today starting its substantive 

work. In accordance with its programme of work and time-table, we will begin 

vri th the consideration of the disarmament items. Although many of the items 

on our ag•.::nda are a carry-over from previous years, the tenth special 

session of the General Assembly, devoted to disarmament, adopted a number of 

decisions and recommendations which added to the momentum of United Nations 

efforts in the field of disarmament. Consequently, I urge the members of 

the Committee that, in making statements in the general debate, they lay a 

special emphasis on those recommendations and subsequent follow-up. The 

Committee's programme of work listed item 42, entitled "Review of the 

implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General 

Assembly at its tenth special session", separately from other disarmament 

i terns in order that an additional and special measure of emphasis may be 

given to the consideration of that item. 
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(The Chairman) 

Heedless to say 0 disarmament remains one of the most important problems 

facinG~ the international community and therefore requires continuous and vigorous 

efforts. It demands a stronger commitment on the part of all of us to 

vrork <liligently towards haltint; the arms race and channelline; the vast 

reso-urces thus released to the much needed economic and social development 

in the ueveloping countries, and above all to strenf,then international peace 

and security and save mankind from possible holocaust. 

As 'dE call for more diligent and vic;orous efforts to mal~e a 

breal~through in disarmament, we should nevertheless take note of some 

positive developments in the area of bilateral and multilateral agreements. 

I refer in particular to the signinc; of the SALT II Treaty by two super-Powers, 

and hope that this development >·rill leave its impact not only on the 

reduction of nuclear and strategic arms but also on other area of 

armaments. The imiJlementation of SALT II is the beginning of SALT III 

nersotiations. There has been some reported progress in the area of chemical 

weapons and the ban on nuclear tests 0 but the anxiety of the international 

colDID.Unity over the arms race w·ill not diminish unless substantive progress 

has been achieved very soon. 

As members of the Committee address all or some of the disarmament 

items on the agenda of this session, they will have the opportunity to 

express their views and state their positions on what has been and what 

should have been achieved. Time should not be wasted and efforts should 

not be spared to make meaningful progress in this area. Notwithstanding the 

realities of the 1wrld situation and the difficulties that we are 

all aware of, there are many potential areas of ac;reement that should be 

explored if we are to reach a satisfactory conclusion of our work. 

I should like to draw attention to the First Committee 1 s 

document A/C.l/34/l/Add.l, which contains a letter from the President of 

the General Assembly addressed to me, informing me that the General Assembly 

had allotted to the First Committee for consideration an additional item 126, 

entitled 11 Inadmissibility of the policy of hegemonism in international relations 11
• 

In vie>r of this decision of the General Assembly, and in pursuance 

of the consultations we held with the parties concerned, the Bureau of 

the First Committee vent~red to devote the meetine;s this afternoon and tomorrow 
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afternoon to the introduction and consideration of that itew, and also to 

cllot 30 November for further discussion and action upon it, 

I should like to Ji1Bl:e one further clarification vi th respect to the 

decision reacned by the Bureau, and this concerns the list of speakers 

for today, tomorrov and Thursday, 16 to 18 October. 

On the days allotted for our discussion there uere few representatives >vho 

ha<l inscribed their names c. and the decision vas tal~en mainly in the 

interest of saving time and to r;et our vork started. For this reason only, the 

representative of the Soviet Union 1vill be making introductory remarLs with 

regard to item 126. 

I call nm-r on the first speal<::er for this morninc;. 

llro GARCIA ROBLES (l'Iexico) (interpretation from Spanish); 

].'Jr. Chairman, I hope you will not consider it "'- violation of rule 110 of the 

rules of procedure if, before gettine; into tne substance of my statement, I 

say that, having had the privilege of follovint:: your uiscreet but effective 

vrorl\: in First Committee JTlatters over many years, my delec;ation is most 

~~ratified to see you presiding over our deliberations. I am convinced that 

this is the best promise of success in our work. 

Among the results of that memorable session we have come to refer 

to - although it is a misnomer - as the first special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, j pride of place must obviously be 

given its Final Document, adopted by consensus, whose four sections 

,._(~:.S'lT"'S proce::c1ures Emc~_ ·lJchinl?ry for cl1annellincs ::md encourfl~in2. 

the efforts of all countries in order to do avray vrith the threat of a 

nuclear vrar, stem the arms race and create a comprehensive disarmament 

prograr;Jllle coverinc; all measures deemed advisable for the achievement of 

c;eneral and complete disarmament under effective international control in a 

world in which international peace and security can reie;n, and ln vhich 

the ~Te1-r International Econor1ic Order can be created, consolidated and strengthened. 



1\./C .l/3!: /VV. L1 

8-"l() 

(1:r. Garcla Robles, Mexico) 

'r.i:1ree separate paragraphs of that Document (A/S--10/4). in fact, stressed 

tb-~ nee:~d. for implementation of its provisions in keepinc; wit:1 the desires 

of the Assembly, lest it follow in the footsteps of so rnany others 

tbat ~mve -be2n consigned to oblivion. Thus, in parar__;raph 42 there is 

:::-pecific provision that .,, . , .Member States ... declare that they will respect the 

objectives and principles 1
' set forth in the Declaration which comprises 

the second part uf the Document. Another paragraph, parae;raph 126, 

contains the solemn affirmation by Hembers of their decision to implement 

''practical measures aimed at halting and reversing the arms race'·. A third 

paragraph, paragraph 17, stressed that "the pressing need nmv is to translate 

into practical terms the provisions of this Final Document and to proceed 

alone; the road of binding and effective international agreements in the 

field of disarma111ent." 
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(Hr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

It therefore becomes evident that such agreements must primarily result 

from the work of what the special session termed the only multilateral 

disarmament forum for negotiation, which has been entitled the Committee on 

Disarmament. 

Since that organ has just held its first session, I believe it would not 

be untoward to consider its discussions and the results thereof in order to 

gather some idea of how States have lived up to their commitments or, to use 

the terms used in item 13 of the agenda of this Committee, to consider 

"implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth special 

session" that are directly related to the work of the Committee on Disarmament. 

As can be seen from the report of the Committee itself, almost the entire 

first part of its session this year, the "spring session", was devoted to 

questions of organization and procedure. In the course of that session, the 

Committee - under the successive chairmanships of Argentina, Australia and 

Belgium, in application of the system of monthly rotation of chairmanship set 

forth in paragraph 120 of the Final Document that has replaced the unheard of 

institution of permanent co-chairmanship by the nuclear super-Powers - elaborated 

and adopted its rules of procedure, its agenda and its first programme of work. 

Since the debate and the results thereof are reproduced in the Committee's 

report, as is the programme of work approved for the "summer session", I shall 

limit myself to making a few comments that may help to facilitate the reading 

and assessment of the report. 

The rules of procedure are composed of a brief introduction, 47 rules 

and an annex that contains an alphabetical listing of members. With the 

exception of rule 18, which simply repeats, word for word, the provisions of 

the Final Document of the special session and reiterates that the Committee 

"shall conduct its work and adopt its decisions by consensus", all the rules 

contain additions that enrich the very concise stipulations of the Document. 

Regarding the functions and composition of the Committee, aside from 

repeating that it is a disarmament-negotiating forum open to nuclear-weapon 

States and 35 other States, and that its membership will be reviewed at 

regular intervals, the rules of procedure go on to state in rule 3 that: 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, 11exico) 

"All member States of the Committee shall take part in its work in 

conditions of full equality as independent States, in accordance with the 

principle of sovereign equality enshrined in the Charter of the 

United Nations." 

The provisions of rules 21 and 23, if correctly understood, could, we 

believe, prevent the Committee on Disarmament from falling into stagnation and 

paralysis whenever the nuclear-weapon States are unable to submit to it a draft 

treaty or convention on which they have mana~ed to come to an agreement. In 

point of fact, rule 21 states that: 

"If the Committee is unable to take a decision on the substance of an item 

under negotiation, it will consider the subsequent examination of that 

item." 

Turning to rule 23, we see that the Committee will be able not only to set up 

open-ended subsidiary bodies but also to exempt itself from that general rule 

and create ad hoc sub-committees, working groups and other bodies with a more 

restricted membership. That would allow the nuclear Powers, when they 

considered it necessary, to carry out bilateral agreements they considered to 

be important, as has been the case during the last two years in the discussion 

of tripartite talks on the prohibition of nuclear testing, in the form of 

preliminary negotiations. The form of negotiations would not be changed, but 

there would be a difference that we consider to be basic. It is that they 

would be acting as an organ of the Committee on Disarmament, and the Committee 

on Disarmament would be the master of appropriate procedures to ensure that it 

is constantly and adequately informed of progress in the negotiations. 

May I take the liberty of recalling something that we have repeatedly 

stated both here and in many other forums. We are convinced that there is no 

reason to make it an indispensable requisite for the nuclear Powers to transmit 

to the multilateral negotiating organ a draft treaty or draft convention that 

they may have been negotiating among themselves in order for that document to 

be considered complete. Appropriate implementation of the provisions of 

rules 21 and 23, to which I have just referred could be a solution to that 

problem that would be acceptable to all concerned. 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

Turning to section VIII of the rules of procedure, "Agenda and programme 

of work", we feel that we must primarily stress the very praiseworthy 

flexibility that in no way diminishes the precision of the item, introducing 

the new elements contained in rules 30 and 31. According to rule 31, while 

the work of the Committee is in progress member States may request the 

inclusion of an urgent item in the agenda, and, according to rule 30, the 

subject of statements made in plenary meetings will normally correspond to 

the topic then under discussion, and it is the right of any member State of 

the Committee to raise any subject relevant to the work of the Committee at a 

plenary meeting even though it is not specifically included in the agenda or 

the programme of work. 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

By virtue of the terms of rules 32 to 36, we see that a procedural 

system has been set up which guarantees the exercise of the rie;hts of the 

States not members of the Committee as recognized by the special session, 

touching upon their possible participation in the negotiating body. 

We feel - I should like to say parenthetically - that this is one of the 

most important new elements when comparing this series of rules of procedure 

with those of the CCD. 

With respect to language, I think it is useful to point out that, 

in accordance with the rules of procedure, the languages of the Committee 

shall be those "used within the United Nations system by Member States of 

the Committee who are participating in its work". Pursuant to that 

provision, the Chinese language will automatically be added to those five 

already mentioned in the foot-note to the rules of procedure as soon as 

China occupies the seat reserved for it in the Committee, which we hope 

will occur at the beginning of the 1980 session, that is, next February. 

At the beginning of each of the annual sessions, the Committee is to 

adopt its agenda for that year, in accordance with the terms of rule 27 

of the rules of procedure, and the Committee will take into account the 

following three items: recommendations made to it by the General Assembly, 

proposals presented by member States of the Committee and the decisions of 

the Committee itself. 

On the other hand, the programme of work is not an annual matter. The 

Committee will prepare the programme at the beginning of each of the two parts 

of its annual session. 'Ihat programme will include a schedule of activities 

which is to be adopted. In so doing, the Committee shall take into account 

"the recommendations made to it by the General Assembly, the proposals 

presented by member States of the Committee and the decisions of the Committee". 

The terms of rule 20 define the public nature of the Committee's 

meetings; the official documents of the Committee will be made available to 

the public, as noted in rule 40, as will also the communications that may be 

made by the non-governmental organizations, pursuant to the terms of rule 42. 

All these provisions can only lead to an improved situation from which mutual 

advantage will be derived both by world public opinion and by the multilateral 

negotiating bodies on disarmament. 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

The penultimate section of the rules, which de11ls with "Reports to the United 

Nations General Assembly", covers rules 43 to 46 and includes a series of data and 

suggestions, among which I believe the following must be mentioned: the drafts of 

reports, whether annual or special, shall be made available to all member States 

of the Committee for consideration "at least two weeks before the scheduled date 

for their adoption"; the annual report shall be distributed to all Hembers of the 

United Nations before the opening of the regular session of the General Assembly 

for that year; the reports of the Committee shall be factual and reflect the 

negotiations and work of the Committee and, inter alia, will contain the agenda, 

a summary of specific requests addressed to the Committee by the United Nations 

General Assembly at its preceding regular session, conclusions and decisions of 

the Committee, working papers and proposals submitted during the year, verbatim 

records of the meetings held during the year, distributed as a separate annex, an 

index of the items and an index of the verbatim records by country and by i tern. 

Finally, rule 47 entitled "Amendments 11
, which closes the main body of the 

rules of procedure, is a very useful reminder that we must keep in mind that if 

laws and even constitutions are not immutable, far less can we expect the rules of 

procedure to be immutable. Whenever circumstances make it necessary, rules of 

procedure must be adjusted to the requirements of reality, which is in a constant 

state of flux and evolution. 

After adopting and approving the rules of procedure, the Committee turned to 

the preparation of the agenda for 1979 and the organization of its work for the 

first part of that session. For that purpose it followed the same procedure that 

had been used in the case of the adoption of the rules of procedure, namely, an 

ad hoc working group was constituted. Its membership was declared open to all 

States members of the Committee. Basing himself on the results of almost one month 

of work by the ad hoc Working Group, the Chairman of the Committee submitted a 

document which, upon adoption, became the agenda of the Committee. The text can 

be found reproduced in paragraph 20 of the report to the General Assembly. That 

agenda is in three parts. The first two parts contain an introduction and a 

general definition of the competence and jurisdiction of the Committee, which will 

be permanent in meaning and application, whereas the third part is to be adapted 

yearly to the requirements of the prevailing international situation. 
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(Ilr. Garcia Hobles, J.vJexico) 

The introduction begins Hith the general statement that the Committee on 

Disarmament, as the multilateral negotiating forum, "shall promote 

the attainment of General and complete disarmament under effective international 

control", '"hich leads us to hope that the COIYD:;li ttee 1·rill try to revive 

activities to achieve that noble aim. Since the beginning of the 1960s, however, 

that noble objective has only served rhetorical purposes. 'Ihe introduction 

further states that vrhen dealinG with the cessation of the arrns race and 

disarmament, the Committee will take into account "the relevant provisions 

of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assemby 

devoted to disarmament·. 
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•it:.t'Lw tche C011lJetence of the ConJl,;ittee in very r;cneral teri1lS uhicll vrould avoid 

the cliscusc;iom_, 1-rhicn vould inevitably llave arisen baJ nny eff•:)rt been ua,h:: co 
d.efine it i11 an e.x:l1austive list of ite:r.1s _ It -vms thus tllat the definition uas ':Lade· 

under 10 ;teE,clinc;s · to ivhic£1 the Committee referreu in it,3 debates ::::.s t-.11·.: 

· . .-decalot;uc:' -~ 1rllich because of their scope o cover) virtually &ll the (Jrinr_·iples, 

objectivl:s, 1neasures c_,_nd 2)rocedures contemplated in the Fino.l Jocwneni: of tllc 

SJ?ecial Assembly session. Th·c:: 10 hea1linc;s are as follmvs, I. Euclear wearons ln 

all aspects IL Cnemical ueapons ~ III. Other 1veapons of mass destruction. 

IV. Conventional -vreapons V. :S:cG..uction of ;:,lili tc.ry budc::ets ~ VI. lkduci:icn of orncl:d 

forces __ VII, Disan!lm,lent and developl'lent _ VIII. Disarmament and international 

security.· n~. Collateral J,leasures _ conficlence~buildinc; measures: effective 

verification 1:1ethods in relation to appropriate Clisc.lTce.r,ient r_c:· sures, :ccccq)tO.~)le 

to all lJBrties concerned> X. Comprehensive Proe;rrunl,le of Disarmament leadinc; to 

Hi thin the frameuorl: thus defined, the Committee adopted an ac;enda for 1979 

vrhich, apart from the consideration and approval of the annual report to the 

General Assembly) contained five substantive itews 0 nuclear test·~:bcm; cessation 

of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament: so· -called ilnegative guarantees" 

to the nm1 ,nuclea.r-1-Teapon States, prohibition of chen1ical weapons, and prohibition 

of ne1v ueapons of lilass destruction includine:, radiological weapons. Hith the 

exception of the final 1veek, uhich vJas devoted to the report to the Assembly, the 

Corumittee devoted its entire surumer session to the consideration of those five 

basic iteiilS in the manner and \·lith the results that I s}la.ll nm1 attempt to outline. 

l!ith re:::;ard to a nuclear test ban. 1-rhen the Committee began its consideration 

of this item, t~1e prevailing situation Has the same as that 1vhic11 had faced the 

Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) the previous year and consisted 

of uaiting for a ;1positive conclusion" to the negotiations which o from micl ·l<:Yi7, 

had been in progress bet-.;reen the three States members of the CCD which vossessed 

nuclear -vreapons, the United States 0 the United ICingdom and the Soviet Union. 

Such a result had been urged by the General Assembly, both in the Final Document 

of the special session and in General Assembly resolutions 32/78 of 12 December lC:'77 

and 33/60 of 14 December 1978. 'The justification of t11is urc;ing on the part of the 

Assembly vrill be obvious to anyone with even the most superficial idea of the 

baclq;round of this matter 0 
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r"f.:;, l1<"t.5.uL sn4 (X) -- LiD.d in 1957 the Assembly urged r·:ei!J1JE~r E;'c,ates, iu resolutlOll 

11413 ( /1.1), :,o con1e to <-<.D agreement c;n the immediate sus['ens1cn of "t,estin:~ of 

n:1clear 1·lE:<:pons' 1
• :Jince 1959 this item has fic;un,r·~_ each year on the ac,eucla of the 

General J~sser.,_bly, ~wei beginninc; in the l)60s its title became ''Urgent need for 

t}Lc :--; 1-lSl.J'o::nsion of nuclear and thern"onuclear tests'' ':l1ich til,le in turn gave way 

j~, l'/14 tc: ,-,~onclusion of a treaty on the complete ancl e;eneral prohibition11 of 

sud1 tests. 

I1" the last 24 years the General Assembly l:cs aJopted no less than 33 

;::"esolutions on the matter. Froa 1971 the CCD was as};:ed to assign '\:1aximum priority" 

to its worl~ to-vmrds the conclusion of that treaty. On seven separate occasions 

tbe Assemldy has ''condemned" all nuclear 1veapons tests, on three of them 

11vigorously 11 or 11with the greatest energy" or "with the greatest emphasis" 

In 1972 and 1973 the General Assembly reaffirmed its deep apprehension e,t 
11 the harmful consequences of nuclear 1veapons tests for the acceleration of 

the arms race ancl for the health of present and future generations of 

mankind11 
o (resolution 2934 C (XXVII)). 

It thus referred both to underground tests and tests in the atmosphere and in 1974, 

1975, 1976, 1977 and 1978 it reiterated and broadened its oric:;inal declarations on 

the matter. Since 1974, it has expressed its conviction that 
11 the continuance of nuclear weapons testinc:; will intensify the arms race, 

thus increasing the danger of nuclear war". 
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'I'he Committee on Disarmament at its recent session took into account 

the second report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider 

IuteruRtjou,ql Co-operA-tive Ee:~·sures to Detect and Identify 

Seismic Events, and three working papers, as described 

1n paragraph 37 of the Committee's report to the .Assembly, were submitted. 

At the meetings devoted to consideration of this subject the statements 

stressed again the urgent need to arrive at an agreement on the treaty wlli ch 

has been vainly sought for so long. Thus the Mexican delegation, in a 

statement made on 21 .June last, recalled the conclusions arrived at by the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations more than seven years earlier. In 

the statement he made in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on 

29 February 1972 he made the following comments, among others: 

"There is no matter in the field of disarmament that has been the 

subject of so much study and discussion as that of the cessation of 

nuclear weapon tests. I believe that all the technical and scientific 

aspects of the problem have been so thoroughly studied that all that 

is needed now to achieve a final agreement is the political· will. The 

increasingly strong conviction is shared by the nations of the world 

that the prohibition of underground tests in itself is the most 

important, if not the only feasible, measure which in the near future 

will curb the nuclear arms race, at least as ~ar as its qualitative 

aspects are concerned •••• 

"Although I understand and acknowledge that there seems to be 

a difference in the effectiveness of the methods of ~eismological 

detection and identification of underground nuclear tests, the most 

knowledgeable experts feel that there are possibilities of identifying 

all these explosions to a level of a few kilotons. Although a few 

such tests can be carried out clandestinely, it is very improbable that 

such tests could escape all detection. Furthermore, one is justified 

in asking whether there is any valid or important strategic reason for 

continuing those tests or in fact whether such tests of small magnitude have 

any military value at all ••• ". 
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In concluding his comments, the Secretary-General went on to say 

seven years ago - nnd it is still valid today: 

"In the light of all these considerations, I must come to the 

inescapable conclusion that the potential risks inherent in a 

continuation of the underr,round testing of nuclear weapons are much 

greater than any possible risks there may be in the ending of such 

tests." 

In the statement my delegation made in the Conference of the Committee 

on Disarmament, we also dwelt on one aspect of the statement of the Secretary­

General, which, in the light of the imminence of the second Review 

Conference on the TrEf'.ty on the Hcn-Proliferl'ltion of Nuclear Weapons, 

which is to be held next year, is particularly significant. That aspect 

\vas defined by Mr. Waldheim as follows: 

"A total test-ban treaty would be an important step towards the 

cessation of what has been termed 'vertical proliferation 1 , that is to 

say, the further improvement and expansion of nuclear weapons, and that 

treaty would also strengthen the determination of those States that 

have the possibility of becoming nuclear States not to acquire nuclear 

weapons, thus contributing to the prevention of the 'horizontal 

proliferation 1 of such 11eapons. 

"Furthermore, if the nuclear Powers continue the testing of nuclear 

weapons, they might jeopardize the confidence that might be placed in 

future in the non-Proliferation Treaty which was achieved after so many 

efforts and even endanger the viability of that Treaty. I need not 

dwell on the very acute danr,ers lvhich would then confront the world in 

that case.n 

Unfortunately, in spite of this recapitulation I have made, the 

Committee was unable to carry out any negotiations on the matter; for there 

was received from the nuclear Powers participating in the trilateral 

negotiations, on 31 July - that is, at the very end of the session - only a 

very vague and general report in which, under the guise of a conclusion, it 

vas stated: 

"Though there is agreement on the main elements of verifi cA.tion, negotiations 

Rre still proceeding on the det Riled arrangements", since verification 
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"is a complex subject, involving many technical issues that require 

time to negotiate". ( CD/PV.46, p. 10) 

Thus it is understandable that the Group of 21 -which, as is well 

known, is composed of members of the Committee that do not belong to either 

of the two great military alliances -pronounced itself on that document 

as follows: 

"The Group expresses its dissatisfaction with the report on the 

trilateral negotiations, conveyed at the very end of the Committee 

on Disarmament's session. The Group believes that it should have been 

possible for the States concerned to provide a comprehensive and 

detailed report on the status of those negotiations and of the areas 

of agreement and disagreement. However, it is apparent from the 

reported progress made in the trilateral negotiations, as indicated 

in the official statements of the States concerned, that there is no 

justification to delay any further the initiation of concrete 

negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament on a CTBT. 

"The Group, therefore, affirms that such negotiations should be 

initiated at the beginning of the next session of the Committee on 

Disarmament as the highest priority item." (CD/50 2 p. 2) 
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Contrary to w·hat occurred -vli th the previous item" with ree;ard to that 

one) entitled "':!:'he cessation of the nuclear arms race and 

nuclear disarpan·cnt," there -vras a r.1ost encourac;ing turn that 

seemed to augur an opening of the road towards the adoption of the idea 

that the Committee on Disarmament 1s the most appropriate body in which 

multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament could take place. This 

conviction was sparked by the subr1ission of a working paper 

by seven socialist States - amonc; them one of the nuclear 

super-Powers · · in which it was proposed that preparatory consultations 

take place in the Committee for the ultimate holding of nuclear 

disarmament negotiations within the framework of the Committee on 

Disarmament. 

It was a matter of particular satisfaction to note the constructive, 

realistic and balanced approach shown in some of the proposals included in that 

document. Among them, I would cite the following. 

Quite correctly, it was stated: 

;'Agreement on this important problem can be reached only provided 

there is strict observance of the principle of the inviolability 

of the security of States and the interests of peace throughout 

the world. The elaboration and implementation of measures in 

the field of nuclear disarmament should be buttressed by the 

parallel strengthening of political and international legal 

guarantees of the security of States.n (CD(~, p. 1) 

And with regard to the ultimate goal and the evolution of the 

negotiations, that same document stated: 

;'The subject of negotiations should be the ending of the production 

of all types of nuclear weapons and the gradual reduction of their 

stockpiles until they have been completely destroyed. At different 

stages of the negotiations consideration could be given, for 

example, to cessation of the production of fissionable materials 

for military purposes, gradual reduction of the accumulated 
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stockpiles of nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles) destruction of 

nuclenr w-eapons and deli very vehicles. Agreel!lent should also be 

reached on the necessary verification measures.·· (Ibid.) 

Hith ree;ard to the stages in the negotiations, the 1vorking paper 

went on to suggest: 

The cessation of the production, the reduction and the destruction of 

nuclear vreapons should be carried out by stages on a mutually 

acceptable and agreed basis. The content of measures at each stage 

may be decided by ae;reer11ent among the participants in the negotiations. 

The degree of participation of individual nuclear States in measures 

at each stage should he determined takinc; into account the quantitative 

rmd qualitative importance of the existing arsenals of the nuclear­

w-eapon States and of other States concerned. The existing balance 

in the field of nuclear strength should remain undisturbed at all 

ste.c;es with the levels of nuclear strength beine; constantly 

reduced.;; (_ip~i_d':__ .. ~2_) 

The debates on this subject o as the report of the Committee shows, 

"helped to clarify different ways of approaching nuclear disarmament r; and 

shall ·be continued and redoubled at the forthcoming session to arrive 

at an agreed· upon basis for progress in these negotiations::. The Group 

of 21 ,. hOI·rever. uas more explicit and, after expressing the opinion that 

Committee on <lisarmament 'constitutes the most appropriate forum for 

the preparation and the holding·· of ne,:;otiations of this nature, it 

1rent on to state that on the basis of the pro[Sress that may be achieved 

as a result of ''unofficial meetings and consultations" in the Committee, 

consi(1eration might be given to the possibility of setting up a w-orking 

group to ne:::;otiate agreements and concrete measures in the field of 

nuclear <lisarmament 

Hi th regard to the so-called negative guarantees which appeared in the 

agenda under the lonc>uinc!.ed title" 

.:Effective international arrantsements to assure non~-nuclear-weapon 

States against the use or threat of use of nuclear 1-reapons. :; (P,.}J_4j27, p.6) 



th-L:3 uas the only subject on uhich a consf·nsu:: ·.r:1s <-:lrriverl at for the 

establishment of a worl;:ing ,sroup, and ths,t 1ms a stE;.P fcrwnl:'0. even though 

the e:-:istence of that '>rorl:inr: :-:roup IoTas limited to the session of the 

Cor:lYlittee fo·· the present year. 

The Group, which was given the four docuJ"!l.ents which the Committee had on tl1e 

matter~ held seven meetings and its report appears as lq1pendix II of the 

Report of the Conilllittee to ·the Assembly. The Comrnittee ndoptecl the 

recommenclation of the Group to continue necotie.tions ::m this subject, 

regarclinc; which the Group of 21 has already c;iven its opinion that 

ln 1980. 

:' o o o the mandate of the Ad Hoc llorl;:ing Group should be renewed so as 

to continue the search for a conilllon approach 1,rhich could be included 

in an effective international instrmuent to assure the non-nuclear 

weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear 

weapons o" (.ClJ/50, pp o 2--3) 

The topic of the negotiations on the prohibition of the developmen·~, 

production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and of their destruction, 

enjoyed the two-fold privilege of having been among those that were included 

in the agenda under the most concise title, simply, ::Chemical weapons,;; 

and it was the one that led to the presentation of the largest number of 

Harking Papers. In fact, 14 Here submitted on the subject, as can be 

seen in the list that appears in paragraph 53 of the report. 

Despite the abundance of that documentation, -vrhich in fact is only a very 

faint reflection of the over-abundant documentation that the Committee 

inherited from the CCD, containing no less than three draft conventions 

submitted to it., respectively, by a group of socialist States, in 1972, 

by Japan in 1974 and by the United Kingdom in 1976, some idea of the volume of 

l·rhich we can gather from the fact that the Secretary of the 

Committee -vras able to prepare a ';Listing of materials on chemical weapons 11 

lvhich includes an inventory of about 700 references dealing with the main 

aspects of the subject, culled from the Harking Papers submitted to 
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proposal2 ; :c::.de at the very bec;innins of the 19T? session by t!-',e clelec;atio!ls 

of Italy ::md the N<:therlam~s 8.nd by the Group of 21, in their 

respective Harkin;::; papers - no assent vas forthcoP1ing from the hro 

:. ~.:1tes particip2tiue; in the bilateral ac;reements for the setting up of 

a s;oecial Fortine; Groun open to -pDrticipation by c1.ll member States of 

the Committee to prepare a draft convention on the subject under 

discussion. namely, chemical veapons. 



nc;:;otiations on cr1c prohibition of nucle-ar 'T0apo!1s". That report, \.Jhid, ;~c·"-s 

in"to i'ar r1orc detail and is more precise than all t~wse that had been 

3Ul,:fli tteJ. er~rlier by the tHo Po•.-rers to the CCD, vas composed of .33 l.,arar;r~tl'itS, 

-:he last of 1;.•hi ch read c;.s fallows : 

nThe llni t;o d States and the Soviet U!Jion note the great. impori ftl;'.>., 

attached to trw elaboration of a convention by the General AssemLly oi tLt: 

United Nations and the Cormnittee on Disarmament, vrLicll r:wnif<:.:sted it.c·~t~lf, lll 

particular' in the identification of the question of the prohibition r.:,f 

chemical \Ieapons as one of the priority i terns on the agenda adopted for the 

current session of the Committee on Disarmamento Both sides will exert 

their best efforts to complete the bilateral negotiations and present a 

joint initiative to the Committee on Disarrhament on this most important 

and extremely complex problem as soon as possible.'v (CD/48, p. 5) 

The Committee noted nwith satisfaction01 that report, which it termed 

a 11 substantial joint statement 11 and it added that "takine; into account the 

fact that the prohibition of chemical weapons is one of the most urgent and 

vital problems in the area of disarmament", it 1wuld "proceed with 

negotiations at its 1980 sessionn. (A/34/27, parao 54) 

In turn, the Group of 21 repeated its conviction that 11 an Ad Ho£ Working 

Group should be established at the beginning of the next session to 

negotiate on a CW convention 11
• (CD/50, p. 3) 

The last of the substantive items on the agenda of the Committee for 19'79 

was that entitled nNe1.r types of vreapons of mass destruction and nevr systems of 

such weapons; radioloe;ical weapons". 

This was the only subject among the three on which prior negotiations 

have been carried out by tvro or more of the e;reat Powers outside the ambit of 

the multilateral negotiatinc:; body on which the negotiators - in this case, 

the United States and the Soviet Union - vrere able to come to an agreement on 

the main elements of a treaty which will deal with 11prohibiting the 

development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weaponsn, the 

text of which (CD/32) was jointly presented to the Committee on 

9 July 19'79. 
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Although the Committee 11welcomed -vrith pleasure 71 the subEJission of that 

joint proposal. it nevertheless reached the conclusion that it could only 

carry out a 
11
pre1iminary study11 of the docurrJ.ent because of the limited 

a!ilount of time available to it, and that therefore consideration of it 

IVould have to be resumed next year together >:·rith consideratiun of 

the ceneral problem of 11 new types of weapons of mass destruction and 

new syste111s o:f such l·reapons;'. 

I think it timely to recall 3 when e;lancing at this entire question, that in 

each and every one of the resolutions of the General Assembly on the subject ue 

are discussinc careful specification has been made of the need to cive special 

consideration to this subject in the negotiatiDG body- the CCD first, and the 

Committee on Disarmawent nov - '1tali:ing into account the priorities.~ set for 

the different tasks entrusted to those bodies o which obviously means that the 

;,111aximum priority1
' attributed to the cessation of nuclear Heapons tests and the 

'
1hi£.;h priority11 given the elimination of che£1lical veapons 1uust not in any way 

be affected by the work being done on the subject of the prohibition of the 

developu1ent of new types of weapons of mass destruction. Perhaps it is there 

that ve must seel~: the explanation for the some-vrhat reserved attitude and the 

some1vhat faint enthusiasru with which the Committee received the joint proposal 

from the two super-Powers on the prohibition of radioloGical weapons. 

The synopsis of the >vork of the first session of the Committee on 

Disarmament and the results achieved that I have endeavoured to present here 

allow us to draw a number of conclusions, and to close this statement which is, 

I think, becoming a trifle too long, I shall limit myself to pointing out those 

that I deem fundai"lental. They are as follow·s. 

The Committee on Disarmament can justly pri<le itself on havin,; achieverl 

in one month -vrhat the CCD was impotent to achieve in 17 years, namely, the 

working out and the approval of an extremely complete series of rules of 

procedure, and on having, in four weeks, successfully prepared an agenda which 

contains aside from the subjects for discussion in 1979, others of 

permanent liuportance , listing under ten very general headings the decalogue 

which defines the competence of the Committee. In the future this will greatly 

facilitate the preparation of the yearly agendas and of the two programmes of 

work which will have to be included in each of them. 
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Unfortunately the same cannot be said of the w·ork of the Committee devoted 

to more substantive matters. Naturally when as complex an<l delicate a subject as 

negotiations on disarmament .is beine; considered> no date can be set for a 

successful conclusion of the discussions, particularly on each and every one of 

the numerous problems that these items include. But it is possible to set a 

target date, beyond which it is inconceivable that we try to keep a body on 

1-rhich the General Assembly lmanimously agreed to confer the honour of being the 

only limltilateral nec;otiating body on disarmament outside negotiations on 

disarmament and in absolute ignorance of the basic elements of such negotiations. 
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He believe that that target date has passed, particularly in respect of 

the two main agenda items on concrete disarmament measures. The United 

Nations Secretary-General himself seems to have arrived at that same 

conclusion. His message to the first meeting of the Committee on 

Disarmament on 24 January 1979 - although drafted in the circumspect 

terms that his high office dictates for such a message - could not be 

interpreted otherwise. Indeed, in that message Mr. ~valdheim stated the 

following unequivocal views: 

nonce again, the General Assembly has attached the highest priority 

to the conclusion of agreements on a comprehensive test ban and the 

prohibition of chemical weapons. I urge the parties in the trilateral 

or bilateral negotiations on these subjects to resolve the remaining 

issues so that drafts of agreements on both may be submitted for 

consideration by the Committee and later by the General Assembly. 

Hhile negotiations with limited participation can be useful for 

formulating texts lvhich could serve as the basis for further 

consideration in the Committee, they can cause a sense of frustration 

when they fail to produce results even after a reasonable period of 

time. I hope that the work of this Committee will not be hampered 

by this factor. But if it is, I would invite the membership, including 

naturally the parties in those parallel negotiations, to consider ways 

and means to bring them vrithin the purview of the Committee. 11 

(CD/PV.l, p. 14) 

Ivly delegation considers that the detailed joint report submitted by the 

two super-Powers to the Committee on the bilateral negotiations on the 

elimination of chemical weapons constitutes a first step in the right direction. 

It should, however, be completed as soon as the 1980 session starts, with 

the presentation of an equally broad report on the trilateral negotiations 

on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and with the establishment of 

respective ·,rorking 1_1;rourJs open tc~ all me111bers of the Cormnittee. 
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The renewal of the mandate of the Horking Group on the so-called 

negative guarantees must also be ensured. The consideration of the elements 

of a comprehensive disarmament proGramme - which was prepared last May by 

the Disarmament Commission and which, no doubt, the Assembly will submit 

to the Committee - followed by the creation of another ~~-9~-~ group 

which will immediately set to work to prepare a programme that should be 

ready before the second special session of the General Assembly devoted 

to disarmament to be held in 1982; the continuation and increase in 

informal meetings and consultations on nuclear disarmament items submitted 

to the Committee, so that in due course there can be established a working 

groc:p for the negotiation of concrete agreements and measures in the field, 

as proposed by the Group of 21; finally> continuation of the eYnrnin::\tion 

of the joint proposal on the prohibition of radiological weapons. All 

those are so many further steps which we believe the Committee should take 

during its spring session next year. 

We believe that in the appropriate resolutions to be adopted by the 

General Assembly on the strength of the report of the First Committee, 

specific provisions should be included to achieve the objectives that I 

have just outlined. Indeed, we are convinced that, as the President 

of Mexico Jose Lopez Portillo said during his recent visit to the United 

Nations: 

nThe constant ignoring of resolutions of the annual sessions 

of the General Assembly produce the impression of an a11tumnal rite 

to which the representatives return to discuss the old subjects 

without heeding and solving the problems that are of concern to 

the international community. 
11 Yet we cannot exclude those items from our agenda... Until 

the great Powers realize that their own security depends on the 

reduction and ultimate elimination of their nuclear arsenals, we 

have to repeat our appeal to wisdom and mutual trust ••. 
11 The peoples of the world do not want a truce so as to allm.,r 

the perfection and accumulation of nuclear weapons. They want 

peace based on collective security and social justice, a peace that 

will give them a chance to develop independently and jointly to 

develop the international community. '1 
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Before I call on the next speaker, I should like 

to give t"lw reasons vrhy A_rnbassador G<:wcia Rob] es • congratulatory remarks 

,,rere not interrupted by the Chairman 1 s gavel o First, he dared to be the 

first speaker and his conc;ratulatory remarh:s 1v-ere very brief: and, secondly 9 

I refer to him affectionately as el bisabuelo de la cuesti6n de desarme'; ·- the 

great c:;randfather of the question of disarmamento 

Having said that I ldndly request representatives not to follovr his 

exampleo 

Ilr. VI:JVODA ( Czec~1osloYeJ~ia) o The purpose of my statement today 

is to elucidate the substance of the Czechoslovak initiative concerning the 

adoption of a declaration on international co-operation for disarmament 

and to introduce a draft of such a declaration contained in document 

A/34/141/AdcLl, relatinc· to ac;enda, itern 120, 

In a letter to the Secretary-General of the United Nations dated 

18 June 1979, the ~1inister for Foreign Affairs of the Czechoslovak Socialist 

Republic dre1v attention to this year 1 s i'Iay Day appeal by the President of 

the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, Gustav Husalc, for the adoption - on 

the broadest international basis, preferably in the United Nations - of 

a document that 1wuld help States to unite their efforts to solve 

the ur;:;ent questions of disCLrmame::J.t <=mel that 1.-roulcl set out the 

fu1darK-ntal political principles of mutual co-operation aimed at the 

achievement of that objective. That document should express the political 

determination of States to approach disarmament negotiations constructively 

and to contribute also to the creation of an international climate conducive 

to the speediest possible achieve1nent of desirable progress. 

The actual bnsis of this idea - the fact that the complex set of 

urgent problems of disarmament can be successfully tackled only in broad 

mutual co-operation governed by jointly agreed principles - constitutes 

a phenomenon which has not yet found appropriate application in this crucial 

field, although it has found wide-spread expression in a number of other 

fields of international life and has had a positive influence on them. 



Tnc history of' C>Ur Or['cLliza.ti(_;n ha.s rJell10n.strateG. by nuHerous 

embo~ied in the Charter has l~d, and c0nt1nues to lead in the process 

:J f' its concrete i1rmlementa.tion, to the e;radual achievement of the 

0Lj· .·til!cs se-s cJnc. tLat ic i~; cfr\:cti-v-ely facilitati~1~: the soJ.ut.ion of 

international problems of an economic) social 
0 

cul tura.1, scientific, 

techrH)loc·ical, as I·.Te_il ~·.s 1:cu r·e.nitari 8:l. nature. It suffices to rec·:il1 the 

positive development of international co--operation in such areas a.s 

the pPaceful use of nuclear enercs) the exploration of outer spe_ce, 

and prc•tc·ction of the livine, environment. Thus the international 

ccL.:.·ct:ui -c;y- manac;ed to find the -...wys and rJeans of co-operation in a number 

of fields servin0 its advancel!lent. Therefore it should nc.t lack the 

courac;e to proceed likewise in an area that serves its self-preservation. 

Tod::ty, when we are facing huge stockpiles of destructive weapons 

that despite all efforts have not yet been removed, the extension of 

the e;enerslly recognized principle of peaceful international co--operation 

also to the field of disarmament is more than timely and its urgency is 

growing frol!l day to day. This co--operation must assume concrete forms 

on the broadest possible scale and must be filled with concrete 

content so that it mit;ht lead to the earliest possible tan0ible resuJ.ts. 

Although primary responsibility in the field of disarmament 

rests with the countries possessing a nuclear potential, and the greatest 

contribution wust therefore be n1ade by them, all States carry their share· of 

responsibility, as was confirmed by the tenth special session of the 

General Assembly, devoted to disarmament. 

There is practically no disarmament measure tod§LY ·- not a single 

disarmament proposal ~ that could be implemented without mutual 

constructive co-operation~ be it on a bilateral, regional or multilateral 

basis, or, for that matter, on a narrower or on a universal basis. He 

are therefore firmly convinced that the spirit of this co-·operation 

should become the common denominator of all efforts for the halting of 

the arms race and for the achievement of disarmament; it should be their 

unifying force, However importru1t) or even decisive, the proposals 
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1 t, is tnc:: pu:q:ose of our ~~roposal to consicJJc:r this ~~_,testion in its entirL' 

::.cope nnd to generalize u: the ;1.c:_o,)tcll document. o.ll the positive 

ex~!erie11Ce &il<i tv further Clevelop and concretize it on that basis -· in 

othu:· -vrords, to create an operative instrument t1lat 1-rould strenc;then the 

basis for constructive and effective negotiations on concrete questions 

of uisar£oawent and facilitate their solution in 1rmtual co-operation .,. a 

document that vould serve as a set of unifyint; rulr:;s, a sort of political 

::;uidc·linc J for the conilllon approach by States to the solution of the 

-vrholc complex of disarmament iss·ues. 

Tl1e iclea of developir-1['; international co-operation in the solution 

of iraportant tasks of our times has already found its fundm:1ental 

expression in a nu111ber of United Hations dcCl;r,l.ents adopted earlier. 

'l1hus, for instance, the Declaration on Principles of International Lavr 

concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation gmonc; States, adopted by 

the General Assembly in 1970, points out, amone, othc:;r thinr;s, that the 

progressive development and codification of the principles relating to 

the duties of States to co--operate -vrith one other in accordance with the 

Charter iTill facilitate the i111plementation of the c::oals of the United 

Hations. 

In the draftinc; of our proplsal we proceeded from the Charter of the 

United Nations, lvhich authorizes the General J\ssembly to study the [_:,eneral 

principles of co-operation for the preservation of international peace 

and security, includine; disarmament) and to submit recommendations on 

them to the States r.Iembers of the United :nat ions 0 The draft declaration 

that we are submittinc; is motivated by the necessity to approach the 



__ l. ,uoration and iillpl.eme11tation of these i1aportant :rrovisio:1s of the 

Llh' uor:.LJ wer,·; beconinc n_1;e, the: situation demanded outrir;,ht the 

t.dJudiaent of the basic 1,rovisions of the Charter in a nur:ber of 

ir:crorkmt international documE-:nts tlnt have pla~'ed a positive role 0 for 

ius cance .. in the solutio11 of tl:e questions of decolonization, advancement 

:Jf !lU:w'n :n:_':11ts J statu:_; of vror·K:n _. youth and other issues" 'Today 9 1-rhen the 

Gr,·::tt;<:;st ctttentior:. is focused o:1 t~1e issue of disarmament J it is 

neccssnxy for the Uniterl. nations to taLe the proven ps,th. 'T'his cleHand 

is ll!c-tific::_ eV'21l llOre by the fact that the United nations has a primary 

rc~)_:JllSibility for the: SIJher::: of disarElaHent in accordance ~Vith the 

~s was ffi~hasi~ed io its Final Docrnaent by the special session of 

As a ~uropean country J si",na_tory of the Final .Act of the Conference 

011 :~"'curi ty and Co.,operation in .Curope, Czechoslovakia is also guided by 

the oblic;ation accepted in t:1at document, according to 1-rhich all 

participating States will develop co~,operation among themselves and with 

all countries in all fields, in accordance with the purposes and principles 

of tile United lTations Charter. 

The Czechoslovak delegation has already had the opportunity of 

emphasizing the fact that rec;ardless of its specific purpose and though 

raising an aspect of the solution of the disarmament problem that as yet 

l1.:1s not been elaborated, the proposal has an important bearing on the 

conclusions of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to 

J.isarmanent, as \·Tell as on the efforts for their implementation. This 

fact 1vas reaffin1ed by the Czechosloval\: l1inister for Foreign .Affairs, who 

emphasized in his statement in the general debate that our proposal is based 

;_n the ;J.r~cccl to intensify in every res:nect the comprehensive 

implementation of the objectives, decisions and recommendations adopted 

by consensus J.t the special session and, to that end, to secure as favourable 

an international climate as possible. 
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r[o~ether with other socialist countries, we believe that renewed efforts 

must be exerted to fill the four-year period betvreen the last and the next special 

sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament through intensive 

negotiations and the greatest possible number of concrete measures set forth in 

the Programme of Action of the special session. That lS why we fully support the 

appeal issued in this respect by the Sixth Conference of ~Ieads of State or 

Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, held recently in Havana. After all, the 

degree to which 1ve shall be able to capitalize on the results of the last special 

session 1.rill be decisive ln determining how far the 1982 session will be able 

to progress. The given time limits do not allow us to rely on automatic 

implementation of the set objectives. This calls for mobilization of the 

political >vill of States, for unification of their efforts to progress along 

this road much further and much faster than heretofore. 

The Czechoslovak delegation is convinced, that if the cause of disarmament 

is to be served, then any recommendation on international co-operation for 

disarmament to be adopted by the General Assembly should take fully into account 

the conditions created ln this field by the special session that are currently 

exerting a significant influence on the entire process of disarmament 

nee;otiations. The proposal that lS being submitted by Czechoslovakia has been 

drafted in a sincere effort to express this fact as exactly as possible and in 

a balanced way. 

It is not our aim to disturb the balance of the Final Document of the 

special session,or of any other document, but to secure optimum utilization of 

all provisions contained in the documents relating to international co~operation 

in the field of disarmament that are determining factors in the positive 

development of co-operation, not by mEchanically repeating those provisions but 

by further elaborating them and linking them organically in one broadly 

applicable document. 

We do not 1.rish selectively to choose these or those provisions that might 

be suitable only for certain States or groups of States. \Vhat we strive for 

ls a constructive generalization of all the positive experience gained in 

international co-operation in this field that would serve the e;eneral interests 

of the international corrmunity in the process of negotiations on limiting 

armaments and on disarmament. 
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Also, we do not want to reopen discussion ore a:c.y questions that llave 

already been settled9 but we should lil>.e conclusio:c.s reached to be brought to 

life more speedily. Nor is it our attention in this way to exert any one-sided 

influence on the substantive positions held by States on specific disarmament 

questions or to dispute their security interests. All we desire is to search 

for ways to bring positions closer toge~Ler in the spirit of c::mstructive 

co-operation and the achievement of mutually acceptable solutions. 

Our motives are those of humanism. He want to contribute to the disarmament 

process because we believe that it is otherwise not possible to release the 

resources that are necessary for development and to remove from the face of the 

earth hunger, disease, illiteracy and other social disparities the consequences 

of which also undermine the structure of international peace and security. 

We are firmly convinced that all of this is fully in accordance with the 

spirit and the letter of the Final Document of the special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which emphasized the universal 

nature of the disarmament issue and the universal obligation of all States to 

contribute to its solution. 1'/e have no doubt that co-operation aimed at the 

achievement of that objective should be equally universal. And it is our belief 

that work towards that end cannot be in valn. 

Document A/34/141/ Add.1, vhich conte,in~ the draft dt'claration on 

international co-operation for disarmament submitted by CY.echoslovakia, has been 

available to delegations practically from the beginning of this session of the 

General Assembly, and the Czechoslovak delegation has already had the opportunity 

to acquaint a vhole number of Ivrur.bcr :'tntes w·ith its contents in detail, >-'hich 

facilitates my present task of explaining the principal ideas of the draft for 

the benefit of those who as yet have not had the time to study our draft 

thoroughly. 

The preamble of the drn.ft declaration stresses primarily the importance of 

the recommendations and decisions adopted :·.t the tenth special session of the 

General Assembly, deYoted to dis~.trTl'.muent, ".nd the ure;ent neE::d for acti vc and combined 

efforts further to intensify their comprehensive irr.plement:>.tion. I should also 

like to draw attention to the idc:<"-s contained in the pre.'lLJble: that it is 

imperative to secure a dynamic development of detente in all spheres of 

international relations throur;hcut the world, which would contribute to the 
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achievement of the aims of disarmament, and that, at the s8.me time, continu::ttion 

of the arms race conflicts with the interests of the economic development and 

the social and spiritual progress of mankind. Otherparagrnphs of the preamble 

are devoted to the general questions of ensuring effective, constructive and 

systematic co-operation in the interests of the solution of disarmament 

problems and of creating, to that end, a favourable climate of confidence. 

The operative part of the draft declaration is composed of four 

orc;anically interconnected chapters, the common denominator of which is the 

appeal for mutual co-operation in the active implementation of the disarmament 

objectives set fortll by the tenth special session. 

All the provisions of chapter I are concerned with the initiative of States 

and their active, hcnest npproe,ch tc, negctiations and measures in the field. 

of disarmament. In that context it calls also for an acceleration of 

disarmament talks, which should progress at a faster rate than the qualitative 

development and the stockpiling of weapons. This part also emphasizes the 

role and primary responsibility of the United Nations in the field of 

disarmament. 
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Chapter II of the operative part is fully devoted to both joint and 

unilateral measureE for the further improvement oi the climate necessary for 

the full implementation of the Final Document of the tenth special session 

and for acceleratine; the progress of the respective disarmament negotiations. 

The provisions of this Chapter contain the ure;ent appeal for measures to 

reduce further the danger of the outbreak of military conflicts, to repudiate 

all concepts of seeldng military superiority, of concepts based on military 

intimidation and policies of acting from a position of strength, to prevent 

propaganda for 1var, to halt the arms race and to take steps to promote 

actively the ideals of peace, disarmament and co-operation among States. 

Chapter III urges all States to implement the political will expressed 

~n the Final Document of the tenth special session, to strive to achieve 

concrete measures of disarmament and, in that connexion, emphasizes the most 

fundamental specific requirements intrinsically connected vrith all disarmament 

negotiations. These, in our view, include in particular the solution of 

disarmament questions in accordance with the generally recognized principles of 

internatinal law, the questions of undiminished security of each party, 

of ensuring the appropriate scope of effectiveness of the disarmament measures 

and appropriate verification measures, as Hell as boldine; consultations with 

one another on disarmament matters. 

Chapter IV is devoted to the relationship between the provisions of the 

declaration and the Charter of the United Nations. It also stresses the inalienable 

riv1t of every State to self-defence and to struggle for its national 

freedom and independence in accordance vrith the Charter. 

The draft declaration that I have just introduced was ~n the course of 

several months, already in the process of its inception, subject to serious 

consultations with dozens of States l'iembers of the United Nations and in its 

present forrn it reflects many comments and positions that were the result of those 

consultations. I should lilce to take this opportunity to extend our sincere 

thanks to all delegations whose valuable advice and recommendations have 

helped us to prepare the document now under consideration. Equally, I should 

lil;:e to thank, on behalf of the Czechoslovak dele17,ation, those delegations 
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that have expressed support for this proposal f'roH the rostrurJ. of the current 

session of the General Assembly. The draft of the declaration is naturally open 

to all further constructive comments that may arise and the Czechosloval~ 

dele~ation is ready to co-operate fully with all deleGations that may express 

such interest in the further elaboration and finalization of the text. 

'l1he Czechoslovak delegation is submittinc; the draft declaration on 

international co-operation for disarmartlent in the conviction that co-operation 

in this fielc1 is a needed and useful instrument for the prevention of 

confrontation, the threat of which is posed by the arsenals of ariJ.s and their 

further stockpiling. He believe that the very concept of co-operation is an 

ontipode to confrontation. 

In the summer of 1978 _ the General Assembly unanimously adopted the 

Final Document of its tenth special session that, for the first time in 

history, was devoted exclusively to questions of disarmament. One year later 

the world vrelcomed vith relief the sic;ning of a new agreement between the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the 

limitation of offensive strategic arms - the SALT II agreement. And in these 

very days peace-loving people in Europe and throughout the world welcomed 

another important step in the peace policy of the Soviet Union leading 

to a unilateral reduction of the military concentration in Central Europe. 

All these events have favourably influenced the international climate and 

improved the prospects for pror:::;ress in other disarmament negotiations as well. 

'I'he international conmmnity, anu the United Nations at its head, must concentrate 

all their efforts to ensure that this positive capital is not \vasted on 

the continued senseless arms race. The adoption of the proposal submitted 

to the current session of the General Assembly by the Czechoslovak dele~ation 

could be one of the steps heading in that direction. 

Hr. \JANYOIKE (Kenya): The United Nations, vrhose foundation in 1945 

coincided •-rith the emergence of atomic \·Teapons, has alvrays been concerned 

that this dangerous discovery should not be used again except for peaceful 

purposes. Consequently, almost every year since 1945, the United Nations has 

striven to live up to that objective, apparently without appreciable satisfaction. 
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Kenya fully supports the disarmament programme approved by the tenth 

special session of the General Assembly to~ether with the establishment of 

the Committee on Disarmament as a negotiatin~ body and the Disarmament 

Commission as a forum for all Hembers of the United Nations. Since the 

for,,ation of this organ, strenuous efforts have been made to bring 

about the followinc, 

An acceptable international convention or treaty banning underground 

nuclear~weapon tests. 

Nuclear disarmament, including the conclusion of a comprehensive 

nuclear test ban treaty and subsequent reductions of nuclear armaments, with 

the ultimate goal of their complete elimination. 

A complete and comprehensive nuclear test ban reHains one of 

the highest priorities before the Committee on Disarmament, and yet during the 

sumn1er session of the Conmrittee in Geneva, no progress was made in this very 

important area. The three countries called upon to come up with acceptable 

proposals for a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty have so far not 

succeeded in doing so and there appears to be no visible signs of improvement 

in this matter. Kenya vith concern the dela.y in coming to c:rips with this 

burning issue and ur:·:es the three ccu.ntries to ren,sscss the v.r::,cnc;r of the 

matter and to treat it as a top priority. 

\lith regard to the prohibition of chemical weapons, vTe must move quickly 

to reach an international convention that will ban the development, production 

and stockpiling of these terrible weapons. Efforts to reach an agreement 

in this area were frustrated at the summer session of the Committee on 

Disarmament by the refusal of certain delegations to agree to the formation 

of an ad hoc vTOrldng ~roup that would have come to grips vTith the implications 

of this issue. It is our view that an ac;reement should be reached quiclcly 

and vre urge all members of the Committee on Disarmament not to delay this 

work at the next session. 
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hac no di. fficulty Hlw,tsoeve:c· in ac:reeinc that these areas shov.ld be 

clt.clarec, nuclear weapon-free zone;; as a F~ove tov.::trds makine.s the er1tire 

''l~1net a. l:'1Clear ve8,pon-free zone because~ if eventually He do not attain th2.t 

coal and i:;.', in fact, r:1Rnl~ind does not boldly accept these steps clS a nece~:.;sary 

cor;.di tion :L'or sur vi val, it ITOuld be difficult to ima1·:ine the contiEued existence 

,->t' the hur:t::m ">l!ecies on this planet should there be a nuclear 1-rar. 

l\~';~arc1in)C: the nrchilJition of the development and manuf,v~ture of ne1r ty·pes of 

ueal)ons or I'l:\ss destruction ru1.d new syste111s of such Feapons, the need to 

inhici t Dn.J' country from developinc: such weapons should ent;Cl[';E:' our ure;ent 

atteHtion, pcrticulc.rly in the area of clraftin-; about a convention to 

prohibit the development, prodvction stocl:pilin[; and use of radioloc;ical 

vreapons. In the Cmmni ttee on Disarmament, proposals vrere made tovaras this 

olJjective by a joint statement issued by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

and the United States of America. This statement should be studied very co.refully. 

He feel that there should not be any further delay in bringinL; about a 

convention that >vill ban these terrible vreo.pons, 
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On cl1e subject of the strengtl,enin,c; of the security of non-nuclec-r-1reapon 

Stat t="S 8 :;3.inst the use or threat of use of nuclenr 1re8.pons, one of the r.1ost 

ur:·ent J.''2QUE::sts co1t1in[; fror11 the non-~1uclear-11eapon States is the need for an 

internation~ol convention th' L. would l1rinc; security guarantees to non-nuclea"t'­

weapon States. T'he best possible solution "ITOUld be a JJ:ove tovarcJ.s a nuclear-veapon 

test-uan :mel the evencual total destruction of all stockpiles of nuclear weapons. 

1)e therefore call upon nuclear-ueapon States to agree to these pro-r::;osals. 

i!i th re[nl'c;_ to the prohibition o'· restriction of the use of certain conventional 

1-reapons v1l1ich may be clee;,lecl excessively injurious or to have indiscrimine;te effects, 

a r!leetinc; to e::amine the indiscri11Jinate effects of the use of such -vreEJ.pons has 

tal-:ec1 place in Geneva ancl soon its report vill be 1-nade available to the General 

Asse;'1bly. It is our clelec;abon' s vieu that 11.easures to builcl. confidence and trust 

anonc; nations should be speeded up. \le support the need for all States to vorl:. 

tmr8.rds arranQ,ernents for specific confidencr:;-building 11easures on a re~ional unsis. 

1\nd in tl1is context, respect for territorial intec;ri ty and rec;arcl for internationLLl 

bounC.8ries vould be i1,1perative and vould very much minimize regional tensions that 

have l:;een re:"ronsible for over 30 ret;ional wars all over the world since the 

f;econci Horlcl 1.-!or. ICenya once again calls for the strenc;thening of friendly relations 

ar.:ong StLLtes and appeals to all States to co-exist peacefully. 

'I'hrou[)1 the efforts of the SeiSliliC Centre in Sueden, it bQS been reported chat 

last year alone 4c nuclear ueapon tests uere carried out" that is, nearly one per 

ueek. 'I'his is proof enouG;h that the exms race is picL:inc, up r,;on'.entum. He must 

therefore use this session to end any further nuclear ueapon tes cs before ue 

destroy the hmmn race and this plLLnet. 

The current arms race lS, in our opinion, a 1,raste of resources 5 a eli version of 

scarce econoinic resources auay fron humanite,rian purposes 5 a hindrance to national 

develop1cent efforts and an obvious threat to derrocratic processes. It undermines 

nLLtional, and re8:ional, as well as international, security and r.a~es it difficult for 

the creative capacity of humanity to be directed tow'lrds E~ore positive goals. It is 

our viev that the thirty-fourth General Assembly session should corr:e up vith 

positive measures that will help to lessen this intensifying arEJs race. 
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'Ihe CHAIRMP.N: We have heard the last speaker for this morning, 

but before I adjourn the meetinp may I remind members that while I do not 

plan to state all the reasons for convening this meetin~ contrary to the 

decision of the Committee that four speakers should be inscribed, I must point 

out that I realize that to have done otherwise would have been tantamount to 

destroyinc the unmatched example which this Committee has set since its 

creation- that is, that its first meeting has never been cancelled either 

for lack of speakers or because of technical difficulties. But, most 

important, it r,ives me the chance to make an urgent appeal once more to 

representatives to inscribe their names immediately in order that the need for 

a cancellation need not recur. 

In this connexion, the Bureau feels that the date for closing the list of 

speakers should l)e changed from 25 October to Friday, 19 October at 6 p.m. 

'I'his deadline may help representatives to make up their minds more rapidly. 

But the deadline for the submission of draft resolutions remains 16 November. 

I also request representatives to submit their draft resolutions before 

the deadline in order that delegations may have enough time to study them 

and, if need be, to seek instructions from their Governments. 

I should like to thank members for coming to this meeting as early as 

they did, and I hope that this is the procedure that we will continue to follow. 

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m. 


