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The meeting was called to 5rdef‘§@;3.10 ..

I

AGENDA ITEMS L3 to 63, 1399 1h1, 143 and 1khk (continued)

]

CENFRAL DFEBATE

Mr. SCEMIDT (Denmark): Mr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to
offer you and the other members of the Committee my sincere congratulations
on your election. Your professional skill, Sir, and your wide experience,
not least in disarmament matters, are well known to all of us.

T would like to refer to the statement made the day before yesterday
by the revresentative of Creece, speaking on behalf of the 10 member States
of the Eurcvean Community, which statement, of course, we fully endorse.

The international situation and developments in the field of international-
security and disarmament during the yvear that has passed since the thirty-
seventh session of the Ceneral Assembly of the United Nations cannot be
described in optimistic terms. Progress, if any, has been slow and the
deteriorating internstional climate has certainly not provided an impetus

to the major Powers in their pursuit of ccnerete results. Instead of arms

limitation and disarmament, we have witnessed a further acceleration of the
arms race, the introduction of new and more sophisticated weapons systems,
and the continuation of armed conflicts in many parts of the world.,

At the same time, and in response to these deplorable developments, pecple
all over the globe have, on an unprecedented scale, raised their voices in a
call for peace and disarmament. This, at least, is an encouraging develonment
that should give inspiration and motivation when the arms race and disarmament

issues are discussed.
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(Mr. Schmidt, Denmark)

In his report to last year's session, the Secretary-General stated
that

"The United Nations itself has been unable to play as effective

and decisive a role as the Charter certainly envisaged for it."

(A/37/1, v. 1)

Tn the same vein, the Secretary-Ceneral's report of this year considers, that
"actual developments of the past year have been far from encouraging".
(A/38/1, p. 2)

It is more necessary than ever and of crucial importance that no effort
be spared to enable the United Nations to play the role envisaged for it in
the Charter. This holds true especially for disarmament and security issues.
No problem can be solved without good will on the part of all nations and the

maintenance of dialogue.



JSli/=h | o . A/ij_/B{g/PV.B
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o

Parasraph O of the-Tinal Document of the first special session on disarmenent
states that our final goal is general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. The immediate goal is that of the elirinotion of the
danger of a nuclear war and the implementation. of measures to halt and
reverse the arms race and clear the path towards lasting peace. It is a
moral obligation of. all natlons to pursue thls ~goal actively. 1In the view
of my delegation, 1t‘1s very important that the First Committee, in order
to move closer to attaining the common goals we strive for, concentrate its
efforts on the issues which are given hish priority in the Final Document.

Ly Goyernment remains stronglyrcomnitted to supporting the Secretary-
General's efforts towards strengthening the United Hations. In this contex
I should 1lik= to érav the Conmitte e“s attention to the joint report of the
five dordic countrles entitled “Strenﬂthenlng of the United Nations® vhich.
has been circulated as an off1c1al document MNo. A/38/271-S/15330 of the
General Assembly ana the Security Counc1l In the report the five Nordic
Governments propose a number of concrete neasures, whlch if implemented,
could have a Slﬂnlflcqnt 1mpact on the future weork of the United Fations,
in the fields of international socurltf and - disarme ient, o ong others,

Iy Government kad the nr1v11ege o7 witielnctine in tue dranting un of
the report on the i.portanc Unlted uatlons study on disarmament and
international secufity. This renort calls for tr: cirens sthenin, o7 the United
Vations system for internationalAlaw and for widervinternational co—-operation -
in preference to force ~ as the retional basis‘for relations amongz States.

Disarmament and international security are closely interrelated issues

vhich should be apwroached along naraliel paths. The disarmament process
o all States.

B O

should be-based'on the pres ervatlon or enwcnceﬂeat of the security
A strong and efficient United Nations security systen would be an important
contributory factor to-ixds this ena;

The conclusions of‘the study it ell writh the thoughts which the
Secretary-General expressed in his feport of last year - in short: no
anendments to the Charter of the United Nations are needed: improvement

could well be achieved within the e 1st1nr framevor of the Charter.

f
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(1ir, Schmidt. Denmari)

Particularly in a field like disarmement the necessary impetus does not
arise out of nothing., Adherence to the Charter of the United Iations
and the principles for relations smong Statés, as laid down in the Helsinki
Final Act. remain the kev to achieving an atnosphere of mutual trust and
confidence, IAnd such an atmosphere is. in turn, o clear rrerequisite for:.-
progress touvards halting the arms race and towards disarmsnent,

It is encouragzing 1o note that although the causes of tension and
mistrust have not been removed and although for that reason, there has beén
no real progress in international relations, this rear it was ﬁdsSiblé to
reach Fast-Uest agreement on a substantial and bolanced conciuding docﬁment
at the Conference on Security and Co operation in Zurope (CQCE) follov- up
nteeting in liadrid. It is significant tkst furthér East. Uest couoperaﬁlon
rithin the CSCE franework has been secured, in principle. through the agreenent
to held another follow--up ﬁeetiﬁg in Vienna and a ﬁumber of expert meetihgs. ‘
The decision to convene a Conference in Stockholil on Confidence and Securlty
Building Measures and Disarmament in iurope is, naturally, of particular
importance. ’ ‘ ;

e believe that this development in the European ébntext could have a
positive influence on general Tast- est relailons to‘the advantagze of £lobal
efforts towards Ciearranent and arms control. ‘ -

Taken as a whole. multilateral negotlatlons 1n the nucleﬁr field can
be said to be stalenated pending the oubcome of the ne”otlamlons in Ceneva
betveen the United States and the oOVlot Union on inter &edlaie~ran“e nuclear
rreapons in Lurope - the IuF negotlatlonu - and strateglc weapons systems -
the Stratesgic Arms Reduction Toll:is (SUART), ! 7

Ify Covernment still considers those negétidfions to be of the most
crucial importance, Vailure to reach an agreement could huve very grave
consequences for the future, Ve ﬁope thét the two Poveru can live up to
the special responsibility vhich the po;sessio  of the largest arsenals of
nuclear veapons in the world imposeé onlthaa and we urge both parties
to shov the necessary flexibility. e hbpe-- and we believe - thét the

negotiations will lead to concrete results before the end of this year,
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In an erfort to helt the nuclear arms race the vronosal To impose a
freeze as a first step tovards nuclear disarmement was (iscussed last year

at length in this Com:ittee and this year several proposals on this issue

have been put forward. 4he expediency of a freeze and the possibilities of

verifving it and judging its implications for the overall nilitary balance
between the najor nuclear Pouvers have been disputed, Believing that all
possibilities for agreements in the nuclear field should be explored, ny
delepation expresses its support for negotiations on a nutual freeze and
reduction at the global level of all types of nuclear weanons and their

delivery systeus,

Restraint in the nuclear field is not solely a matter of concern to
the nuclear Powvers. All responsible nations nust Jjoin forces to prevent a
nuclear var and an extension and expansion of the nuclear arms race.

Ln important step vas taken in 1963 with the conclusion of the particl
test ban Treaty. Iy banning nuclear weapon test explesions and any other
nuclear explosions in the atmosphere, the "reaty has contributed significantly
to the reduction of radioactive contamination of the atmosnmhere, But as
an aras limitation or disarmanent measure tlhe Treaty has Leen of limited
iLuportance since it has not been acceded to by all nuclesr Povers and since
it has not banned underground nuclear test explesiors.

In June of this year a draft of a comprehensive +treaty banning all
nuclear weapon test explosions in all enviromments iras submitted to the
Cormittes on Disarnament. A complete banniug of nuclear tests would be an
inportant factor in curbing further development and proliferation of nuclear
veepons. The problen of adequate ueans of verification ressins unresolved.
but important work on this and other crucial issues is going on in the
Ad Hoc Working Croup of the Committee on Disarmement and in the /d IHoc Group
of Scientific ixperts to Consider Internntional Co--operctive lieasures to
Detect and Identify Seisnic Lvents, the sctivities of vhich ny countyry follows
actively, It is a prgmiginS\ development that among the parties and experts

sy

dealing with these natters there is a groving convietion that a viable
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international verification system could be within reach. Ve urge the
Committee on Disarmament to continue to give priority to negotiations on

a ccmrrekensive test-ban treaty. In the meantime, States which have not
already done so might demonstrate their willingness to hslt the nuclear arms
race by ratifying the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty.
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The issues of a nuclear test ban and nuclear non—prollferatlon are
closelj interrelated. Even 1f the Non—Prollferatlon Treaty of 1960 has

not yet béen‘acceded to by,all States, the reglme‘establlshed by virtue
of that Tréaty may be considered a not negligible‘success, which is all the
more noteworthy against the otherwise dismal background of the general : .

situation in the disarmament field. This achievement certainly deserves an

even more solid underpinning in the future. That might be brought about,

inter alia., by universal accession to the Treaty and support of the safeguards
system under the auspices of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA),
the activity of which deserves our approval. Furthermore, a review conference
on the Treaty is envisaged for 1985.

Many countries, including my own, have joined in the request to the
Secretary—General‘for the inclusion of an item on this issue in the agenda
of the present session. My delegation, for one, looks forward to a
discussion under that item and hopes to contribute its share in the
efforts to ensure an efficacious framework for this exceedingly important
conference, the results of which will have a crucial bearing not only
on the Treaty itself, but also on the international situation in a
wider sense.

Over the years, a number of wnrovosals have been prorulgated regarding
the establishment of nuclear-weapon-fr 2e zones in various regions of
the world. The Final Document from the first special session on disarmament
recognizes that, under certain conditions, which should be kept clearly
in mind, the establishment of such zones could constitute an important
disarmament measure. In the Danish view, t™is still holds true, as
these zones could contribute to preventing the proliferation of nuclear
weapons to regions where not all States are parties to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. ' 7 ‘

Various agreements, such as the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing
the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Spaca,
including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, have so far, it seems,
nanaged to limit the implications for outer space of the accelerating arms
race. However, there are indications that weaponry already operational

or in the process of being developed may threaten peaceful outer space.
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It is therefore encouraglnv that a number of 1nterest1nc proposals

have been put forward w1th a view to meetlng thls chalienge and that
the majority of uembers of the Conmlttee on’ Dlsarmanent appear to have .
reached agreement on settlnc un en “o-woc vork1np Wrour vhlcb w1'ht
.clarlfj our perceptlon of problems loomlng 1n thls fleld.~ In the
Danish v1ew, the grinm prospect of an 1nten51f1ed arms race in outer
space underllneo the nece551ty of’serlous Effbrts w1th1n the Commlttee )
with a view to ultlmate necotlatlons on. effectlve and verlflable

agreements aimed at preventln that arms race. . R 4
' To the a,enda of the Con‘i‘ =S on ﬁlsarmement, vhlch 1s slr adyrouite .
comorebenslve hes been addeﬂ a . new 1u ) ent1tled preveﬂt{' ' ‘nuclear var,

including all related matters « Tle aooe that the dlsarmanent effor cs vxll benefit
from the upcomlne debate on thls 1tem. Con31der1ng, however the
grave risk that a c0nvent10nal War between the world s'maaoraPower‘
blocs might develop into. a.nuclear catastrophe, 8 very 1mportant
elenent 1n the debate should 1n Our v1ew, be the questxon of how
to prevent var as such. In thls connectlon we hooe that the '
dellberatlons in the Commlttee on Dlsarmament w1ll promote a better
understanding of the securltj perceptlons 1n the dlfferent reglons g
of the world, which of course dif fer w1de1y. --‘_‘"}'T: R
- Since 1071 the questlon of the prohlbltlon of chem1ca1 weapons
has beén dlscussed in the Commlttee on Dlsarmanent and 1ts predecessor
Cas a separate issue. o ." > :‘ _
It is indisput able thet lerfe scole use’ of those veapons coulﬂ
. conceivably have deleterlous anu 1rrever31ble effects on the ecologlcal
balance and cause - unsoealable human sufferlnL ' S '
Ve urge all partles to show goodw1ll and flerlblllty in order to
speed up negotlatlons in the Coomlttee on Dlsarnament on thls 1ssue.
Both the Sov1et Union ano the United" States have put fOrward ‘ .
comprehenslve vorklnﬂ papers. And several other countrles oartlclpatlng
~in the ne otlatlons of the Commlttee on Dlsarmament have produced
working oapers on the varlous technlcal aspects of a conventlon on

chemical weapons. All those papers must be backed by polltlcal w1llindnesss
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For several years now the Committee on Disarmament has also tried
to reach agreement, on a conventlon bannlng radlologlcal weapons.
Although doubts have been ralsed as to the value of such a conventlon
~as long as radlologlcal weapons have not been developed we. support
the contlnuatlon of this work in the Committee on Dlsarmament and hope
~ that a draft conventlon will materlallze. ,

Thls year two new agenda 1tems came up for dlscuss1on in the
Dlsarmament Comm1551on. Speclal 1nterest vas attached to the deliberations
on the report of the Independent Comm1s51on on Dlsarmament and Security
Issues, the so-called Palme report (A/C1.10/38), which was published
shortly before the second special session on disarmament. The report
was weloomed:in my country, and ve have been anxious to 1earn, through
the discussions in the Comrmission9 the views on it of other member States.

The report introduced into the United Nations the new concept of common
security. The thinking behind thistc0ncept was in many ways familiar to
us. It was 1ndeed a noteworthy anﬂ 31gn1f1cant achlevement that prominent
personalltles of dlfferent polltlcal conv1ct10ns from various regions
of the world proved able to reach agreement on a new approach to dlsarmament.

My Government supports the view that all States must unite in an
effort to reach a common understcldlng of securltj and disarmament. What

we cannot do alone we must do together. But we also have to con31der

- that the appllcatlon of the prlnclples of common security must be tallored

to the polltlcal and military re alities in spec1f1c situations. As
rightly stated in the report,'dlsarmament meaenres should‘be balanced
and be the resultrof negotiations in which all parties‘concerned must |
have a say. ) :, | , ‘

The other new 1tem on the aﬂenda of the Comm1351on was the
: elaboratlon of guldellnes for confldence-bulldlng measures and the
implementation of such measures based on the recent Unlted Hations .

study on the subject.
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As I have already stressed, confidence among States is essential if | ‘
progress is to ke achieved in arms control and disarmamenf negotiations. Wer_
believe that a major and 51(n1f1cant cause of mlstrust is the 1ack of rellable
information on the military activities of other States and on other matters
pertaining to mutual security. ‘ ' o

In the gloom caused by the present state of disarﬁament énd arms'doﬁtrol
negotiations, one is cheered even by mere flickers of 1iéht. ‘One-sﬁrﬁ flickér :
was the recently concluded Second Review Conference of the Parties to the s
Treaty on the Prohibition of the Implacement of Nuclear UEapons and other
Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the
Sub-soil thereof, which prbved able to achieve consensus on a finalldocument_
in a largely harmonious atmosphere. It is indeed encoﬁraging that the Treéty
appears to have functioned as originally envisaged. This is borne out by the fact
that no Party to it has so far wished to invoke its provisions on complaints ..
and verification. In the Danish view, it is furthermore encouraging that »
there was agreement on the necessity of providing adequate information on
relevant technological derelopments before the next Revier'COnference, :
which will take place not later than 1990. " o

The conventlondl arms race continues, so does the world~w1de build-up
of conventional weapons, and the demand for more and more sophlstlcated weapons
seems unlimited. It is therefore more necessary than ever to 1dent1fy ways
and means of dealing with this important aspect of the arms race w1th1n the \
machinery of the United Nationms. ‘

Tn the Final Document of the first special session on diéarmameht,' '
nations agreed that: R ‘ \ -

"Pogether with negotiations on'nuclear disarmsment neasures,

the limitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and céﬁventionai

weapons should be resolutely pursued within the framevwork of progress

towards general and complete dlsarmament.' (Resolutlon S-lO[2,<

para. 81)
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As is the case with so many other declarations in the Final Document,

there has not been any significant progress with respect to the declaration
on conventional weapons and armed forces. Nevertheless, we certainly-have
the impression that perceptioné are’conSténtly moving in favour of a greaﬁer
- awareness of the need to put an end to the coﬁventional arms race. This
trend was particularly apparent in the debates during the second special
session on disarmament. 'Since then the Secretary-General has repeatedly
stressed - also in his réport of this year - that conventional arms also
consﬁifhfe'a‘threat to international security and that, considering the many
wars fought with conventional weapons, effective measures to promote
conventional disarmament are also essential.

Locking at the world today we are certainly not in need of incentives
to start working on the problems of conventional disarmament.

In resolution 36/97 A, originally submitted by Denmark, the General
Assembly requested the Secretary-General to set up a Group of Experts to
study all asﬁects of the éqnventionai arms race. Since the last session of
the General Assembly, the Group has héld'five meetings and made much progress.
But;'bﬁingfté the very wide area to be embraéed and the complexity and
sensitivity of ‘the issues'involved, the Group will need more time to complété
its work and submit a final report to this Assembly, as requested in
resolution 36/97 A. Completion of the study is of the utmost importance for
future efforts .on conventional disarmament. We hope, therefore, that
the General Assembly will at this session agree to request thevSecretary-GGnéral
to continue the study and to submit a final report to the General Assembly at
its thirty-ninth session. I shall revert to this matter in due course.

In concluding this statemenf9 I should like again to refer to the
Secretary-General 's report for this vear in which he says:

"In no area is the need for a recommitment to the principles of
the Charter more important and more closely tied o the survival of

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

(A/38/1, p. k)
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Mr. HARLAWD (New Zealand): I shall begin my first statement in this

Committee by congratulating you, Sir, on your election as Chairman. Your
vide experience in the United Hations and your judicial apbroach to the
problems before us make me confident that the Committee's work this year will
be both orderly and productive. I can assure you of my delegation's full
co-operation for those ends.

I do not intend today to offer a comprehensive statement touching on
all the matters on our crowded agenda. New Zealand's views on the range of
disarmament issues have been fully set out on other occasions, particularly
at the second special séssion on disarmament in 1982. Instead, I wish to
concentrate on explaining Wevw Zealand's approach to those issues that are
of particular concern to us at the present time.

Foremost among ny Government's céncerns is the nuclear arms race and
the need for real progfess towards an equitable and balanced reduction in
the number of nuclear weapons. As anyone listening to the general debate
in the General Assembly over the past few weeks will have heard, this concern
is widely shared by the countries of the South Pacific. Our region may be
remote from the centres of population and power in the world, but the nature
of nuclear weapons is such thaet their very existence causes us profound cdncern.
Wor are we in the Scuth Pacific remcte from the activities involved in the
development of these weapons of destruction. Ours is, I think, the only
part of the world where nuclear testing is still being conducted outside the
main metropolitan territory of a nuclear-weapon State. The continuation of
this situation,despite our strong protests;Aremains a matter of serious concern

to the Governmenits of New Zealand and other South Pacific couutries.
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Hewv Z-alande rs have had reason in *th- pasi %0 be conce rn-d about +h- dangers
of +h: arms rac-, bui av no *im- in +h- pasi has the l-wv:1l ©7 public concrrn
bzan hizh r then it is woday. Th- +ensjons thai nov -xis® tetween th-
sun: r~Pow.rs, the dang-rs thai are creaied by <ach n=w devolopment: in weapons
t-chnolory and th~ appalling wast~ of resourcss involved in the arms race, all
maks it mor imperaiive nov than over b fore that real and rapid prosress is
mad- towards nuclcar dissvmam ni. For that progress w: axr- dependent‘ whether
w.. lik- it or not, on ih- nucleary Pow rs themselves. Only whev can r-due- or
sbolish nucl-or syms. that w. can do is Yo usc this forum, the Univ -4 Uaiions,
and any oih-rs open ¥0 us w0 encourase th-n +0 get on with s rious negotiations
“that are aim:d @ rsal reducitions in their nucl.-ar arsensls, vith sppropriat.
~mohasis on v vificaiion.

A vhis vin- w- are anxiously walching +h~- Gen-va talks on ini.~rm- diat:-rang
nucl.-ay w-apons for signs of progress. We weleome the fl:xibility rcernily
introducsd by ihe Unit-d Siates in an avtempt 0 me - Sovict conc-rns. If is
vital, v- b 1i- v~ that all avenues of communication and dialogu: Dbeotwesn the
WO sup-r-Powsrs should b. L:pt opra., In the abscne- of dialogus-, mutual
distrusi cen only grow. The tragic : nd of Xorcan Airlines flight 00T is a
Toreible illusiraiion of conseou-nccs of such distrust. So w atiach pariicular
imporitanc: to confid nc --building m-asures as a mcans of gradually r-ducing
disirust and suspicion.

H:w Z alond vants o mak- sure thai iks voics, along with those of other
conc-rn- d non--nucl: ar-veapen States, is h-ard by th' negoviating super--Powers.
i~ see the soluvion to th+ nuclear problem as the major challenge of our time.

- If progre ss capnot b made on +he e-ntral issu=s, th-a we urg- the nmgo-riaifing
parii-s to -xemine inv-rim mcasuris and compromise proposals thai could cont:ribui;
+0 a l=ss~ning of ini.ranational +cnsions. In this regard, w- have given careful
att niion vo the Srexrcrvary-Goneral’s comusnts in his 1983 repori thah:

“The -xi-nsion of the mutual observance of current limitations would also b«

helpful in order 0 allow consideraiion of a nevw longer~term approach.

Futurs limivs on qualiteviv- improvem-nis and modcruizaiion could provide a

us-ful subj-ct of discussion in both scehors of the CGeneva +alks. Thr

2.

obj et , wviils preserving military pariiy, should be 10 promohe equal securly.

2

for all ai profye-s3iv-1ly decercasing levels and under e ffecktive international

control. (A/38/1; p. 5)
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W in Hew Zoelond x»rholc‘h(-erim»-dly cndors~ th- Seer vary--Gen-ralls anhroach
to *his qu s+ion.

_ Th¢ sens: of frusitraiion vhar non-nucl ar Cov.rmg-nis and iheir peopl. s f\- ~»l
atr. th. lach of progr-ss vowards nuclear disarmamcut is bovh reel and
undsrstandable. Bui that frustration must not be permiite d to reduer us 4o
apethy and inactivity. In kh: CG-neral Ass-inbly, in the Disormenx pin Commission
and in vhe Commift ¢ on Disaymam-ai, #h- scovch For praciieal and r-aliscic
disarmemcnt m:asur s muse continu-. e bslicve Thet ther: ar. usc ful ar-as Por
action by counivyi.-s lik: Ik-w Zralend vhat oy, noh dlr‘-c.lv iovolv. @ in th-
Geprve disarmamenv talks. Currine arms agr -m-nfs should b- strengihion-d by .h‘.
ide st possibl. adherence +o whe Conventions thai «pshrin: them, A% th- sam-
time a~v ways should b- sought %o limit +wh- qualivative improv-m- ni of nuel. ar,
ch=mienl and conveniional arus. Our aim should b- +o contoin the aims race and
to prevonw its fuiur diversion inio nov chonn 1s.

As my Prime Minisicr said in +h. Gen-ral Asszmbly on ! Ocitob-r, whe N w
Zealand Coverpien® atcaches great imporvone- To the n.gouiarion of a
comprohinsiv G st-pan treaty - are narticularly concsrn-d abour th- conduct
of nuclear #:sts in our own r gion, but w »-cosnizc thei this is a probl.m +hat
‘eannot b- deslt with on a pur 1y »:gional basis. In sny cose th=r- is, in owr
vicw, no cl-ar.r Sicp that "h nuelear Powers could vek- 10 demonsirauc their
commitment o ih~ reduction of nucl-ar arscnals vhan vhe coaclusion of a treaiy,
with appropriai- veprificaiion proc—dur-s, for ih- p-rman-ni banning of all
nucl- ay iwests in 21l environments for all +im:. TFor many vVesrs Hew Zealand has
ba:n active in Dreoparing and sponsorinz a drafe v solution ¢ach y-ar cslling fo:p
the negoriacion of a comprehensive t=st-ban {r-avy as a maivzr of priorivy.

are curr-ntly working on a drvafrv x:solukion vo meci curreni ¢ircumstances and w:

~Xpret o introducs iv on a lakey stage in th- Commiih: « 's work,

W arc convinecd tha whe longer the d-lay in coneluding & comprehensive
tosi-ban ireaty, th- greater vh- risk of +he prolif-raiion of nucl: ar w-apons.
Cexrtainly +hr negotiation of a comprehensive tost ban would pur sn end o the
inconsistrney in ch vosiktions of ihe nucl.ar-weapon States, vho s -k 1o persuade
other Staics thai nucl.ar weapons ar: unp-c. sssary and und sirabls , whils vhey.
thems-1lw s convinue their tr-sning programm-s. For our port, v. aritach the

hish st importancr +o conirollingz +he horizontul prolif.ration of nucl.ar w apons
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as w-11 as “hr perpendicular, In that r-gard, w: vicw the non-prolif. raiion
Trc*a'i:j as a :vi'r,al, if imp-ri ci, instrum-nt vhich v: would like to see more
wid:ly aceepted. We strongly hope ihat ihe non-prolif: ration Tr-aiy r-view
confarene- in 1905 will l-ad vo a stre n{;i:h:—ning of the Tr aty rigime-, %og-ther
with +he Ink-rnetional Atomic Ag:r ney Agrncy‘s safl guards system, on vhich it
drp:-nds. A succ-ssful ouicom: %o that revi v' conference will be of vival

importanc: o us all.
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As my Prime llinister observed in the General Assembly, it would help to show that
the process of multilateral legislation on disarmament is not at an end.

In concentrating on the: need for nuclear disarmament we should not overlook
the significance of other possible arms control measures. For our part, we
continue to believe that a convention prohibiting the use of chemical weapons
should be concluded as soon as possible and we hope thnt the Committee on Disarmament
will continue to make progress towards that end.

I spoke earlier of the need to build confidence and trust if we are to
halt and reverse the arms race and reduce the risk of nuclear war. Nothing
could be more central to the development of confidence in international arms
control arrangements than the adequacy of the procedures established for
their verification. Wew Zealand fully recognizes that it is essential for
lember States, and particularly for the nuclear--weapon States, to have a
reasonable assurance that arms control measures can be verified. 1hat seems to
us to be required is greater openness in the provision of information,and
flexibility in considering verification proposals, especially on the part of
those States that have so far shown reluctance to co-operate in these areas.

The development of the United Nations' own capacity to verify and control

the implementation of disarmament agreements is also important. As a

practical céntribution in this area, with particular reference to the

verification of a comprehensive test ban, we have arranged for New Zealand scientists
to participate in the work of the Ad Hoe Croup on seismic events, in Ceneva.

The lamentable Ffact is that we are still discussing disarmament in
terns of agreements hoped for rather than agreements reached. The arms
race continues. With the high levels of political tension that exist at the
vresent time, it is small wonder that people around the globe are pressing for
urgent progress in the reduction of nuclear arsenals. For such progress
Ve are principally dependent on the nuclear Powers. But lack of progress is
the concern of all peoples and all Governments. The dangers to which
every one of us is exposed bY the absence of progress neans that ve can never
accept the view that disarmament is a subject to Be left to those Governments which
possess nuclear or other sophisticated weapons or to those which have

developed expertise over the years in the field of disarmament negotiations.
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- It is fbr this reascn that ve attach great importance to the discussion of these
issues in the United Hations. Ve look forward to the Committee's discussions

‘},and will do our best to make a comstructive contribution.

i ﬁ . CARASALES (Ar"entina) (1nterpretat10n from Spanlsh) It is a

'f?great pleasure, s1r, for the Argentlne delegation and for me personally to

o convey to you our most cordial congratulations upon your election to serve as

' Chalrman of th1s.Comm1ttee. . Last year I had the pr1v11ege of sharing with

‘you the v1ce~cha1rmansh1p of thls body and I had an excellent opportunity to

t<flapprec1ate your profess1ona1 and human qualities, which will ensure actlve and

A'teff1c1ent guldance of our proceedlngs. "You can always count upon my delegatlon s
:entlre support in the fulfilment of this task.
I should also like to convey mny congrafulatlons to the Vice-Chairmen, the

-irepresentat1ves of Romanla and Sudan, on the confidence that the Committee

:Aj:has shown - in them by electlng them to dlscharge thelr important task.

The programme of work that we have adopted includes a stage by stage
”'con31deratlon of specific groups of topics; that is why there will be more
‘—than one Argentlne statement in this debate. Today I shall restrict myself'

to puttlng forwerd some general considerations concerning the huge problem of

"~nuclear weapon

It is an undeniable feot that.the profound universal concern that now
1exists concerning disarmement relates almost exclusively to nuclear weapons.
CIE is not ignoring the importance'of'other aspects of this topic to assert
‘ that ‘the only weapons of mass destructlon capable of affecting all of us
fwzthout exceptzon, no matter how far we mgy be from the conflict zone, are nuclear
weapons. .
The Heads of State or Government of non-allgred countries, meeting
‘in‘New Delhi in March this year, clearly defined in their Political Declaration

- the substance of the issue, when they said, "it is an issue of human

survival” (A1382132,‘p} 14). They asserted that

"the remeved escalation in the nuclear arms race, in both its quantitative
and its qualltatlve dimensions, as well as reliance on doctrinesrof nuclear

‘deterrence. has heightened the risk of the outbreak of nuclear war and led
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"to greater insecurity and instability'in.internatiohal relatioos.
Nﬁclear weapons are more than‘weapons of war. They are instruments’
~ of mass annihilation". (1b1d ) o S
_That is why the Heads of State or Government o
"rejected all theories ‘and concepts pertalnlng to the posse351on
of nuclear weapons and their use under any 01rcumstances . (1b1d )
- In the course of the last meeting of the Dlsarmament Commission, the
non-aligned countries submitted an important document which underscored =~
"the unacceptablllty of a world system based on.the continued

development, possession and deployment of nuclear weapons”. (A/CN.10/45, p. 4)

This is the view of a large segment of‘the 1nternat10nal communlty, and
T would venture'to think that is is shared by the broad majority of the
Vpopulation'in States that are not members of the Non-Aligned Movement.

. However, it is obvious that the'aCtual situstion is very different
and becomes more serious eﬁefy Year. Any objective analy51s of the )
status_quo reveals a contlnuously deterloratlng ‘situation which increases
and intensifies the danger of a world conflagratlon with unlmaglnably e
horrlfylng consequences. ) .

The tragedy is that the vast majorlty of the 1nternat10nal soc1ety
are inert and impotent in the face of this race,. wh1ch can only be
qualified as suicidal, although they are fully awareﬁof the fact that their
fate and their very survival_arerconstantly threatened and that little,

~ indeed nothing, can be done about it.
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' The responsiblllty of the nuclear~ﬁeeuon Powers and’ of the m111tsry all1ances
" thich they head is,- therefore, trcmendous They are leadlng us to -an 1ntolerab1e“
hwtuatlon. In l9h5, the nuclear arsenal vas m1n1mal and its destructlve capaclty,
while avcsomeB today seems to be modest in comparlson w1th the 50,000 nuclear
verhcads, each a hundred tlmes more povertul, Which are nossessed by a few States.
.‘They alao have relatlons among themselves vhlch are marked by rlvalrv, enmlty
ond n1strust _ 'l :“:, o ";' N '

: On the other hand the nuclear factor does not have relevance merely in the
Tield of the current competltlon between the two large mil1tary alllances. The
reneral development ‘of 1nternat10nal relatlons 1n 1ts var1ous manlfestatlons 1s'
also deeply 1nfluenced by the ex1stence of nuclear weapons. The nuclesgr--weapon
Povers contlnuously use them even though 1t may only be 1mpl1c1tly 'Behind that
shield, colonlel domlnatlon 1s e1ther supnorted or tolerated demonotratzons of
f orce are carr1ed out which are de51gnec to 1ntervene in the domestic affairs of
Sta t=s and to 1mpose glven polltlcal systems displays of m111tary pover are
siven for purposes of 1nt1m1dat1on, an: examole ‘of whlch is the strateglc %4111tary
boase belng establlshed 1n the Malv1nas Islands, whlch is. 1nject1ng an element of

esta hlllzatlon 1nto the South Atlantlc v1th world~w1de repercu531ons

"\

This 31tuat10n ceused by the presence of nuclear weapons everywhere vas
. phlcally descrlbed by Mr. Zb1gn1ew Braez1nsk1, whose authorltv der:ves from
che Lunctlons he dlscharged.‘ He sa1d the follow1ng., ' '
Nuclear veapons shape the global context and’ the cllmate within
.vhlch local confllcts occur at thls tlme.\ The faet that nuclear weapons
are not used 1n a custOmary way, such as occurred 1n the perlod of ﬂunhoat
.dlplomacyj does not mean that they are not present and that they do not
_constltute a threat The core of the’ problem 1s that a great number of
_cr1ses in our era have alreadv been affected by the exlstence of nuclear
veapons and by the resultant change 1n the” balance of power.
br. Brzez1nsk1 wrote this in the summer of 198? soon after the nuclear weapons

on board the Brltlsh fleet had made thelr prcsence ‘felt in the South Atlantic. .
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It 1s this selfusame undenlable realluy Whlch led the New Delhi summit
meeulng of the Non- Allgned Movement to eynress ‘ 4 _ ,
“grave concern that certain nuclear veanon States have deploved or intend
to deploy nuclear weapons in verlous_reglons of the Worldf.
(A/38/132, p. 15, pera. 32) | | o

In this context, we consider that the Swedish delegationis initiative is

ebtlng,related as 1t 1s to the naval ﬂrmements race. We consider that
it should spec1flcally be focused upon a study of mllltary nuclear aspects of
the massive naval oresence in all reglons of the world. 1In this regard it
should be recalled that the Couordlnatlng Bureau of the non=a11gned countrles
oaallng with the peaceful use of nuclear energy, expressed last Anrll their
concern about the serlous 1mD11cat10ns of mwlltary and naval manoeuvres as well
as other operations carried out by nuclear- ‘weapon States, during whlch nuclear
energy is utilized for nonmpeaceful purnoses and weapons are belng deployed near
non nuclear—weapon States, thereby ;mperlllng the securlty:of non-aligned
countries. ,"“ » | | - . F

Nuclear weaponry is a function of the de51re by some nuclear—veaoon States
to dominate. Hence9 we should not be surnrlsed that the current negotlatlons
are failing, that others havelnot/even begun: and thatvconmltments,solemnly,’
entered into’are not reépecfed This includes legally binding international
instruments. We are also w1tn9551ng the further emplacement of nuclear weapons,
odding to the alreadv exce351ve number of ewlst1ng weapons. ‘

Nor should we be surprlsed by the attempt to change the dlsarmamenb priorities
thatwere set forth in the Flnal Document of the tenth special se551on of the
Ceneral Assembly, or by the fact that the Unxted Natlons is. 1ncrea51nglv being
shunted to one 31de 1n the dlsarmament process, if one can call it that. Moreover,

should cone as no surprlse that efforts are belng made tc divert attentlon to

the developing countries, as if they are the cause of international tensions and

the ones able to imperil the survival of mankind.



JsM/mo/dka A/C.1/36/PV.8
' 36

(Mr. Carasales, Arpentina)

Vhat we cannot be expected to do is impassively to accept this situation,
to ignore it, or not to react to it in time. Unfortunately, this co-cxistence
with nuclear weapons imposed upon us by a small nhmber of States may lead to a
dangerous familiarity. Those weapons have been with us for four decades and today
have srread to the four corners of the world. ﬂith‘sinister fertility there is a
constant rebirth of doctrines which, whatever they may be éalled; are designed
to explain and juétify not only the ppssession of nuclear weapons but even their
possible nse. Some countries have gone so far as to invoke the Charter of the
United Nations to legitimize the possible use of nuclear weapons,'asserting that
Article 51 does permit this option even whéré the defence is in response to an
attack with conventional weapons. This is reflected iﬁ paragraph 22 of the
report of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group established by the Disarmament Committee as
indicated in document A/38/27, vara. T6. Here the question arises: if a nuclear
conflict broke out on the strength of Article 51, what Security Council would
survive to teke the measures stipulated in that Article? A prime example of this
type of thinking is the doctrine of nuclear deterrence, an unsustainable and
indefensible doctrine that sacrifices the security of the whole world for the
so-called security of a few countries.

If we accepted the validity of the premise that the security of those countries
is based upon the possession and possible use of nuclear weapons, the logical
conclusion of that reasoning would be that in an ihternational order of States
with equal rights, where all are entitled to the same level of security, each
State should have its own nuclear arsenal. This is the absurdity implicitly
advocated by some nuclear-weapon States. Vhat is even worse is that, because of -
the insistence, in the name of & so-called realism end on the basis of the
existing discrimination inherent in certain international instruments imposed
by some of those Powers, we might drift imperceptibly into a kind of resignation
to the situation which would be just as dangerous as the nuclear threat now

looming over us.
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This is unacceptable, as are the continuance of an inexorable arms race
towards self—destruéfion and the use of nuclear power in pursuit of obsolete
ains of colonial domination. States which do not possess, do not want to possess,
. do not need to possess, nuclear weapons, which do not value them and have no
trust in them, musf efect an unscalable moral and political wall in the way of
vhat constitutes a real case of infernational terrorism, if we consider that
one of the accepted meanings of the word terrorism is “domination by terror”.

It is only fair to recognize that not all nuclear-weapon State; are following
a similar policy. Moreover, within these States there is an increasingly
widespread feeling of revulsion against these weapons. I could mention numerous
examples, all very well known. lowever, what is particularly interesting and
significant is the growing number 6f persons who, after having discharged
high-level responsibilities in the field of security and defence, and thus having
the opportunity to gain a particﬁlarly clear picture of the implications and
consequences of a nuclear conflict, when they return to private life seem to
écknowledge the strength of the evidence and deny the validity and, indeed, the
utility of the doctrines which in public office they defended forcefully,
although perhaps with decreasing conviction.

Thus, we consider that in the General Assembly and in all disarmament
forums we must.first, reject any theory or doctrine that would presuppose the
continuance of the existence of any nuclear weapons: secondly, reject any attempt
to legitimize the possible use of nuclear weapons on the basis of Article 51 of
the Charter: thirdly., reject the imposition of s so-called realism implying that
the international order should continue to be based upon the foundation of power
that nuclear weapons provide: fourthly, reject the false option based on the
idea that in order to achieve nuclear disarmament we must accelerate the
conventional arms race.

During this session we will have to take a decision on various draft
resolutions directly or indirectly related to the questions I have referred to
in this statement. The Argentine delegation will take a stand on them on the
basis of what I have said, basing its position on total opposition to nuclear

weapons and to the terrible consequences of all kinds that they entail.
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Mr. SHELDOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation
from Russian): Mr. Chairman, first of all, the delegatlon of the Byeloru531an ’
Soviet Socialist Republlc w1shes to join in the congratulations already addressed
to you and to the other officers of the Committee. We would like to wish you
sucecess in carrying out the respon51b111t1es you have been given.

At this time. the world is going through a cruc1al phase The compllcated
international situation has reached a dangerous lével of tension. Every
realistic political leader must realize that vien wveapons are dally becomlng
more sophisticated, the arms racerls likely to get out of control. At the same
timé9 thefe is a further escalation of the imperialist policy of force and
confrontation: there are violations of the national independence and
sovereignty of States‘ there is the establishment and strengthening of spheres
of influence; there is a worsening of old conflicts and a heating-up of new
ones. Again and again appeals are made to strengthen ﬁreparation'for a
nuclear war, to create conditions for victory in fhat kind of a war and the
right to a nuclear first strike is being defended. ' '

These aims are in conflict with the conscience of mankind. They are not
compatible with any standards of morality which have been adopted by civilized
society. The source of these aims and of the policyrof implementing them is
well known. It is the United States of America and its closest allies, which
have openly adopted a policy of ensuring'that the United States will achieve
military supremacy over the Soviet Union, and the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) will achieve supremacy over the Warsaw Treaty Organization.
This is a policy of dealing with other countries from a position of force and
the general intention is to attempt to impose the will of the United States
and its allies on the world.

The United States, in the most direct fashion pdssible; is participating
in military and subversive activities in the Middle East, in Africa, in 7
Central America and in other regions of the world. They are also carrying out
such actions against the peoples of Afghanistan and Kampuchea. What today
determines the behaviour of Vashington in international affairs is not a concern
for a healthy political climate on this planet, but a desire for confrontation
and for a nuclear weapons race, not mutually beneficial co-operation, but
imperialist ambitions. These political preparations are going hand in hand

with appropriate material preparations. One after another, the United States
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is adoptin decisions to create the newest possible types of the most destructlve
weapons and new means for dellverlnp them. I an referr1ng to 1ntereont1nental
m15s11es, alrcraft cruise m1551les and submarlne-based missiles. 'Decisions have
~ been taken to oenloy them in the Un1ted otates, in Western Furope in the Far
Fest, in the seas and in the oceans. At the sare tlme exlstlnn types of weapons
" are belng modernlzed and the:r number is’ 1ncrea51ng Record amounts are- belng
approgrlated fpr all these“preparatlons. The Amerlcen var machlne is speedlng -
up more and more dangerously. ". ] 7 ‘ - _
We should remember that during the entire period after the Second Woridkﬁarmtj
there vas net a single moment when the United States'geﬁuinely.lessened the
epeed and development ofAits War‘machine or vhen they took the smallest action’
to prevent the growth of their military potential If anythlng has been
-reduced in the Unlted States military arsenal it has been renlaced by a more
poverful means of ennihilation and destruction. All of these mountalns of
lethal weapons are being aﬁcumulated, not te pretect the‘Penﬁagon generals
" fron phe fate of the foot soliders in the‘army of the_pnemp1oyed9 but to be

used.
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f“he'receht revelatioﬁ'of the directives of the Pentagon and the
hat1onal Securltv Counc11 of the Uhlted utqtes shows that the United Statos is

: 1ntend1nu to use its nilitary forces to deliver nuclear)flrst~str1kes
" apainst targetu~on the terrltory of the USSR and~other countries in the

warsaw Treatj Or anlzatmn9 and. thev are prov1a1n{ for the use of

“‘=;med1um~ranfe nuclear veapons in lestern Burope. Intox1cated by nllltarlsm9

they are nlannlna to carry out nuclear strlkcs also. on the territory of
‘their own allles. ' '
Thls 15 why we conolder extremely tlmely the bov1et Droroaal on the

hjcondemnatlon of nuclear ar and the declaratlon that the formulatlon, '

' aenunclatlong dlssemlnatlon and proraganda of polltlcwl and n111tarv

o ~doctrines and concepts de51gned to SUbotanflute both the "Mepitimacy"” of

the first usc of nuclear veapons dnd, Uenerally the “odmissibility” of unleashing

-nuclear var are erininal acts. } ‘
Thc 1llu51on of mllltary sunrenacj and thc nollcy of n051t10ns of

o strenbth dre es pec1qlly dangerous in the nuclear uue, wnlch has establlshed

its own rules. The destabilization of 1ntergovernmental relatlons carries
ncv1th 1t the danger of a nuclcar var, anG the catdstrophlc conuequences of
that llnd of var would leave ‘no nation untouched. _

At one tiine the clalns of natlonal security coula nore or lesv justlfy
-the attempt to emercge victorious from a war. low, however, the only
- realistic voy to strengthen national secﬁrity is to elininnte the threat.
_of a nev. vorld war, esnecl 2lly a new nuclear var. ihus, in nresent
,condltlons natlonal securltJ is very closely linked to oecurlty on the

1nterndt10nd1 level. Such is the truth in the.nuclear age.
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In a recent statenent, the General-Secretary of the Central Cormittee of the
Cormmunist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the Suprenme
Soviet of the USSR, Comrade Yuri Vliadimirovich Andropov, emphasized the following:

~ In the nuclear age, ve cannot viev peace,through the prism '

“of narrov, selfish intereéts. Responsible statesmen have only

.one option: to do everythinglpossible to avoid 3 nuciear catastrophe.

To tuke any other position would be shortcighted, if not suicidal.”

A recal possibiiity exists of eliminating the threat of world war and- : ;i
avoiding o nuclear catastrophe. The first essentiel is that the action of
Stafes in the international arena is based on the principle thatvthe‘sééurity
interests of other States must not be harmed. This princinle is the basis.
of many international agreements. In the 1970s the»principle_of'equality
and equal security was broadly aclknovledged in Soviet-American documents o
sigﬁed at the highest-level. That p;inciple.is also incorporatéd in the ’
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmamehtanéﬁd‘hds been éEhfirﬁed in a number of subséquent decisions
of the United Nations. '_ | 4' -

The Soviet Uniqh and the other socialist countries take it as axiéﬂaﬁic
that iﬁ resolving the questions of curbiug the arms race and of disarmament
the principle of equality and equal seéurity is fundamental and significent.

That principle, which is the basis of the vosition of the Soviet Union,

is dictated by historical experience and by the conditions of the nuclear age.
It reflects the obvious fact that no party to treuty negotiotions vill apree
to harm its ovm security interests. That means that States participating in
nezotiations should strive not for supremacy over one another, but rather for

the establishment of parity of military force at the lowvest possiblg level.
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It is a clear lesson of life that only on the basis of strict observance
- of this vrineciple is it possible to overcome the difficulties inherent in
the objective and subjective aspects of the solution of such a cdmpliéatéd '
problem, affectiny the basic security of States, as that of iimitihg ‘
" nuclear veapons. |

The priﬁciple of eouality and equal security was acknowledged by at
least three previous United States Administrations. Unfortunately, as
I have alrendy ;aid, the present United States Administration has adopted
another nolicy. It directly rejects action on the basis of that principle,
althourh pafity as an objective reality continues to prevail. To justify ‘
its pblicy of an arms race, it even uses statistical data - much to our
~amuserment ~ vhich tell us about the reduction of American nuclear potential
in the past. But the reszl data show the opposite. Information cn present
ﬁlans for the future and particularly that published today in The New York Times,

tells us about the intention of the United States to continue the escalation

of the arus race by allocating hugé amounts for that purpose - almost

g2 trillion in the next five years.

. The CGencva negotiations on nuclear weapons in ITurope and the limitation
end reduction of strategic veapons remain deadlocked. because of the
unvillingness of tﬁe Mmericen side to act on the basis of the principle of
equality and equal security. The United States adopts a onc-sided approach
in its attempt to achieve military supremacy, to upset the existing

balance of forces. >On the other hand, throurhout the negotiastions fhe
Soviet sidé has shown a constructive and genuinely flexible approach.
It.has‘done and continues to do everything it can to break the deadlock

in the ﬁegotiations and to reach mutually acceptable agreements, vhich
would prevent another very dangerous upswing in the arms race in both

thé areas being discussed in the negdtiationé. Uhether or not such
aéreeﬁents arc reached depends on the United States and on the menmbers

- of the Horth Atlantic Treaty Organization (HATO) as a whole.
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A further fundamental truth in the nucleor age is that the higher the
level of military opposition and confrontation, even vwhere there is a
strategic balance, the less stable and the more uncertain that balance is.
This means that there is a greater potential for sliding into a nuclear
conflict. The socialist States have repeatedly pointed out that in that
nev round of the arms race nuclear weapons and other means of mass
destruction will become even more couplicated, and therefore it will be
much rore difficult to draft international agreements to limit those : -

veapons, and that peace vill become even less stable and more fragile.
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For this reason it is important not to allow a new upward spiral in
the arms race, especially the nuclear arms race. An important Soviet proposal
on a nuclear arms freeze submitted for consideration at this session of the
General Assembly is intended to achieve precisely that goal. Tt is stili .
not too late to stop. That is the leitmotiv of yet another Soviet proposal,
on the conclusion of a treaty banning the use of force in outer space and
from cuter space against the earth. The purpose of such a treaty is to
avoid an arms race in outer space. A characteristic step accompanied this
constructive proposal by the Soviet Union in the area of limiting the arms
race and of disarmament - namely, the commitment not to be the first to
launch any type of anti-satellite weapon into outer space. That decision
is a further concrete demonstration of the good will of the Soviet State and
of its determination to strengthen peace and the security of peoples. We
should like to think that the United States would follow that example.

This year, 1983, is important and decisive. How events develop this yeér
will largely determine whether the arms race will speed up or slacken and
vhether world stability and security will be strengthened ox tension will
grow to a critical point. In 1983 the socialist countries embarked upon
a clear programme to fight for peace, security and disarmament. In the
Prague Declaration by the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, din January,
and in the joint statement adopted in Moscow in June by the State and Party
leaders of the socialist commonwealth, our leaders at the highest level proposed
a detailed package of immediate and effective measures to ensure stability
in the military strategic situation, to limit the arms race, to maintain and
strengthen détente and to pfeserve everything positive that had been
achieved in international relations in the 1970s. Further confirmation of this

package of measures was given in the Sofia communiqué of the meeting of '

Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Warsaw Treaty countries, vkieh %cok

place a few days ago.
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The implementation of a broad programme of measures to curb the arms
race whether in nuclear or in conventional weapons, would open up the way
to eliminating the threat of nuclear war and bringing about genuine
disarmament. A broad plan of action was put forward at the Prague meeting,
and here I refer to the initiative on the conclusion of a treaty on the
mutual non-use of military force and the maintenance of relations of peace
between the States parties to the WYarsaw Treaty and the NATO cQuntries. The
heart of such a treaty would be the obligation on those States not to be
the first to use weapons against each other, whether nuclear or conventional,
and consequently the obligation not to use military force in general, against
one another.

In 1982 the Soviet Union unilaterally assumed the commitment not to be
the first to use nuclear weapons. That was a further extremely important
and responsible manifestation of good will by the socialist commonwealth.

On the other hand,the NATO countries, in refusing thus far to react positively
to that proposal, are demonstrating to the entire world their unwillingness to
agree to equél, stable relations in a world unclouded by military tension.

The socialist countries’vigorously advocate the drafting of a programme
for step-by-step disarmament. The achievement of agreements within that
framework for the prohibition of the development and production of new systenms
of nuclear weaponé and the prohibition of the production of fissionable
materials for the purpose of creating various types of such weapons and their
means of delivery would establish the ﬁreconditions of movement towards the
elimination of nuclear weapons. The Soviet Union has said that it is prepared
to reach agreement on appropriate controls which would guarantee the
implementation of that programme by the nuclear States. For the purpose of
such control, specific measures>in the area of nuclear disarmament could
be used, as they already are, in particular in the Interhational Atomic
Energy Agency safeguards system.

The drafting at the earliest possible time of a comprehensive nuclear
test ban treaty would be of the greatest significance in the process of limiting
the nuclear arms race. The question of the banning of chemical weapons has
become more, not less, acute. The recent approval in the United States of

appropriations for the production of a new lethal weapon, a binary chemical
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weapon, is a dangerous step in the direction of stepping up the chemlcal
weapons race. To avoid that, it is essential that there should be rapld
and substantial ‘progress in drafting a conventlon on the prohibition

and elimination of chemical weapons. Unfortunately some States, led ﬁy
the United Stateé9 are not showing a responsible approach to these
negotiations. What is'mére, they are hindering prbgress where success

is already within our grasp. The United States, in order to whitewash its
use of chemicalvweapons in South-East Asia and to hide the lack of
constructiveness in its position, is resorting to fabrications, which havé
repeatedly been refuted. '

The rapid development of science and technology is an important factor
with serious consequences as regards limiting the arms race and achieving
disarmament. These consequences make the limitation of the modern arms
race and verification of that limitatibn‘a more complicated, if not an
impossibie, task. A special cause of alarm is the programme recently
adbptéd by the United Sfates and the weapons deﬁélopment programme ,
currently‘under way. These weapons are based on very modern sc1ent1f1c
discoveries and achlevements.

A1l this, in the opinion of the Byelorussian delegatibn, increases the
timeliness and urgency of the adoption of measures on the prohibitioh of
the development and manufacture of new'types of weapons’of mass desffuction and
nev systems of such wéapons. We feel that the time has come to take practical
action to solve the problem in a broader sense, by thé rénunciation of the use
of new discoveries and scientific and technological achievements for military
purposes. Our delegation intends to give special attention to these questions.

The problem of limiting the arms race is not simply a question of
weapons of mass destruction. In the light of the continuing sophistication
and growing powef of conventional weapons, fhe destructive force of which,
according to some assessments, is approaching that of weapons of mass
destruction; it is necessary to make new efforts to bring about a substantial
decrease in the present level of conventional Weapons‘and military forces;
both globally and in individual regions. The proposals of the socialist

countries in this area are well known and they form a real basis for moving

in the necessary direction.
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Bearing in mind that the stepping up of the arms race is closely linked
with the increase in military expenditures, the socialist States have for many
years now been appealing to the Western countries to reach practical agreement
not to increase military expenditures but to reduce them, either on a percentage
basis or in absolute terms. At a meeting of Party and State leaders in Moscow
on 28 June of this year the participating States again made a constructive
appeal to the member States of NATO to get down immediately to direct
negotiations on an agreement not to increase their military expenditures after
1 January 1984, and on specific measures to achieve a practical, mutual
reduction of those expenditures in the subsequent period, so that the resources
thus released could be used to meet the needs of economic and social development,

ihcluding the needs of the developing countries.
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Ve must point out that thus far the HATO States have not responded to that
proposal. '

The tasks facing the international community in the field of disarmament
are great and broad; they are very complicated. ‘But the solution is not hidden
'in some inaccessible place. It can still be arrived at: The key to this is
the manifestation of the political will to seek and to find mutually acceptable

agreements for which the'peoples of our/planet are waiting.
The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR is prepared to join its efforts

wvith those of the delegations of all peace-loving States so that at this
session of the General Assembly we can adopt concrete decisions to bring about

progress in limiting the arms race and in dissrmament.

Mr. DORJI (Bhutan): I take this opportunity to congratulate you, Sir,
on your clection as Chairman of the First Committee. Also, may I request you to-
convey to the other officers of the Committee our felicitations on their
electlon. -

Arms expenditure this year may even reach the $800 billion mark. That
is indeed a staggering figure, especially when 1t represents more than a
cunmlative sum of 6,000 years of the present gross national product of a small
" .country like mine. It secems that every effort of the international community
directed towards complete and comprehensive disarmament is being thwarted.
llone the less, because of the inherent dangers of the spiralling arms race
and its wasteful expenditure, we are compelled to speak each year to implore
.certain members of the world community to see reason and to emphasize the
strong link between disarmament and development.

, Clearly, as the arms race accelerates military expenditures increase,
In turn, the burden of increased military spending is at the expense of”
development spending. The effects are more pronounced particularly for the
develcping countries. The absurdity of arms expenditures has often been

_pointed out, and we all continue to wonder why more is being spent only to have

leSS security.
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In the general debate many Heads of State or Government, as well as
others, addressed themselves to the sizeable resources that could be dlveri ed
from military expenditure to developmen'b.( liy delegatlon, like many others, _
believes that there is more than Just a easual relatlonshlp_ between-dlsarmament
and development. This link needs to be stressed and _evéry effort made to reduce
the wasteful arms expenditure. lMuch lof the savings reelized should be
channelled to development assistance, particularly for the poorer nations of
the world. To achieve this ebjective, we look to the major military Povers
with the largest areenals of. weapoﬁs to set the trend by agreeing to freeze
and begin to reduce their arms expenditures. ‘ |
’ In the field of disarmameht, serious concern has been expressed about
nuclear weapons, and rightly so since they affect‘ the very existence of our
world. ' The danger of nuclear war is 1ncreas:.ng as international relations
deteriorate. Moreover, to add to our fears, there is the growmg possibility
of an accidental nuclear conflict. Notwithstanding the calls for nuclear
disarmament, nuclear armaments have reached new heights of sophistication
and destructive power. There is therefore a need to agree on universal,
non-diseriminatory means to brevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

last year my delegation expressed its concern about the concept of a.
limited nuclear war, which we consider dangerous and as distorting reality.
Fo nation believes that a nuclear war is winnable. We ‘have heard this repeatedly -
expressed by all delegations in the Uni‘bed Nations. DMost recently the President
of the United States in his address to the thirty-eighth session of the General ‘
Assembly agreed that a nuclear war could not be won and stated t}_zat it must
never be fought. The President of the quiet Union has also expressed
similar thoughts. , :

While my delegation weicomes such statements, we wonder why States
continue to strive to improve and perfect their nuclear capab111t1es. In
effect, nuclear Powers should cease to develop nuclear veapons of even greater

sophlstlcatlon. Clearly, the ‘success of nuclear disarmament 11es in the hands -

of the super-Powers, and we urge then to. cont:Lnue their negotiations to that end. o
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1. SHAIl NAVAZ (Pakistan): My delegation joins the other delegations in

congratulating you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of the First Committee.

This is a well-merited honour in recogrition of the important role that you have
played in the manifold activities of the United Nations and the prominent interest
that yvour country has shown in disarmament. I should also like to congratulate the
other officers of the Committee on their election, as well as to pledge the
fullest co-operation of my deiegation in the successful completion of the work
before us.

We have listened with great attention to the statements made in this
Committee during the course of the general debate. Mankind throughout the ages
has yearned‘deeply for peace and security, but never before has this need been
as critical as it is today for never before have we had to contend with the
threat of total annihilation. Consequently the burden of fesponsibility that
ve are called upon to assume has never been so heavy nor the opportunlty to
respond rationally to this challenge so fleetlng

The threat posed by the existence of large nuclear arsenals is felt deeply.
The outburst of public orinion all over the world against nuclear weapons is
real and by no means a mere expression of some vague and naively neutralist
sentiment. At the heart of it lie fundamental and powerful motivations.

In a world dominated by the super-Powers and by military alliances, the smaller,
non-aligned States find themselves aé helpless bystanders, witnesses to a
spiralling nuclear--arms race vhich they deplore, knowing that if allowed to
proceed unchecked it would lead to certain death and destruction for all.

It is true that the arms race in all its asnects is not a disembodied
phenomenon. It is a manifestation of the existing uncertain slobal political
and security climate, and is directly related to the increase in the level of
international tensions caused by the growing resort to the use of force in the
conduct of inter--State relations. A case in point is the military intervention
in Afghanistan four years ago with all its attendant consequences for regional
stability and in global terms on East-lest relations. It is no mere coincidence
that that military intervention in Afghanistan preceded a sharp deterioration
in the international political climate and dealt a severe reversal to the
fragile concept of détente. The small and medium-size States>have a vital

stake in an improved international security environment for the preservation
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of their own freedom. The climate of insecurity and deepening confrontation between
the super-Powers is therefore a matter of the utmost concern to all of us. Ve
believe that a determincd effort is needed to break the vicious circle of
international tensions generating a new arms race, which in turn exacerbates
international tensions. A way out of this vicious circle would be consciously

to reject the option of increased a.maments as a response to national security
problems and instead to pursue diligently the course of arms limitations and
disarmament. This is the only certain method of lowering existing political
tensions,

Prevention of nuclear var and nuclear disarmament remain the central issues
to which we must address ourselves. The nuclear-arms race and the continuing
increase in the number of warheads, as well as the qualitative improvement of
nuclear weapons, must be reversed. The deployment of new, more lethal, more
accurate weapon systems has to cease. The alternative is a frightening prospect
even for a world already living under the spectre of a nuclear holocaust. A
lowering of the nuclear tureshold means a dangerous contraction in the margin
of time required and available for reflection and cool decision making.

An agreement on a nuclear-test ban is the indispensable first step towards
progress on the entire range of nuclear disarmament issues. It will be
self-deluding to believe that a comprehensive test-ban treaty, if it were to
become a long-term goal, will not have negative effects both on nuclear
disarmement and on vertical as well as horizontal non-proliferation.

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a nuclear test ban, established by the Committee on
Disarmament in Geneva has, during its last session, followed its programme of
work with great diligence. It has discussed and defined issues relating to
verification and compliance, as called for by its mandate. It has also proceeded
further and carried out a detailed examination of the various elements and
means of verification of a nuclear test ban. This work has been supplemented
by a detailed technical study of che same issue by the seismological working
group. But further progress is contingent upon and possible only if the

political decision to negotiate a comprehensive test-ban treaty is forthcoming.
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Siwinish the legal swatus of the 1925 Gone-va Protocol. Iqually. the gquesiion of
verification of compliance must be r-solved to ¢veryon-'s satisfaction.
Confidene: in th~ observance of +hs convention is for us a most important:
consid ravion.

In h- fi-1d of ouier space the urgent ne=d for achion is all oo
apparspnt. Oufer spac- cannot b: allowed Lo become another arcna for the arms
rac. . It govlations must bzgin forvhwith o conclude agre-menhs o prevent its
militarization. Th-vre is no long.r any doubt as +o +he immin.-nee of +he
d-v. lopmeni. of th: so=call.d futuristic we=apons for use in out.r space.

Knowl: dgeabl~ obscrvers ar. alr-ady walking aboui a new gencraiion of weapons
of blinding specd and desiructiveness, capable of drstroying all the satc¢llites
in the sky and intercontinecncal ballishic missil: warhecads in +he upper
atmosphsrs. These ar- frightening porivents of a critical futur , which is
rapidly moving from imaginarive scicner ficcion vo ominous destruciive reality.

My dele gation contidnw s to hold the view that thyre must no: be any lei--up
in multilat-ral - fforts tvowards disarmament. W also conbinuc to brlieve firmly
that we must noi allow oursclves +he luxury of an all or nothing attituds.
Complementaxry o global . fforts on such a priority inem as nuecl-ar disarmam nth,
. can and should test less spochacular approechr s. Pakistan's initiative on
the «stablishment of a nuclear<Lr e zonz in South Asia and for *he agreed
r-~duction of conv -ni:ional forces is design-d o bring about sccurity and
s*ability through disaxmament ai The regional level., A determined
implementeanion of disarmamsnv measures at the regilonal levi-l would, ip our view,
strengtho-n disarmame ni. ¢ fforts ab the global level.

Equally, it remains the firm view of my dele gation that, vhere possible,
int rim arrangem:nis musv also be errived at. I refer here to the question of
concluding an cffective asrorment to ensure non-nuclear-w-apon Srates against
the use or vhreat of us.: of nucl:ar weapons. In the absence of progr-ss on
nucl axr disarmameni, which remalns th= unshakeabl: goal, inherim arrangs=m-nts
can play a significant part in allaying the fears of non-nuclear-weapon Sitates
as rezards their securivy. Work in this regard in the Committe« on Disarmaent
in G nova has bren most discouraging. In fact, Hhe position of some
pucl: ar-<r apon Staves on vhis qu?étion is ons of deep concern for us. Ve hop.
ihot 1hos: States will r-vicw whedr present abtitude and becoms mor= re:sponsive

to what, ar. thr legivimat.. .xpectations of the non-aligned, non-nuclear-weapon

Siatrs.
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I v ferred carli r to the international polirical climae and vo “n

disre sard by som Staib.s of universally recogniz.d norus governing vhe conduver

ER

of in: r-8: r lavions. Th S cr *texy-General, in his ananusl rnor: .

rishtly Pointecd out what:
"Tn no arca is vh- n-=d for a r=commitment “.0 The princinl s of

Chartcr mor - importeni and mor- closely +i-d to ths survival of humariry

than in th. fi-14 of disarmement and arms limitavion.” (A/38/1. ». k)

In A world dominated by nuclaar weanon Pow. rs, como-ving milivary alliances
and plobel rivalri.s. *he small-r non-align:d Svates can r-ly only op vhe moral
auchoritvy of +vhe Uai d Herndons and op *the princivl=s «nshiined in +h- Chari 1.
particularly vhos. governing non-int=rf-r ne- and +h: non-use of fore . for
-nsuring whedr securicy. UWe dn Pakisten attach +h urmosty ismorivanc: o Ths
upholding of those principl-s snd o a policy of s . king ©ri-ndship and p ac- in
our Iraion.

- live in an interd p nd-nt world - on- which is becoming incr asingly so.
Th: aris race behween vhe two major allianc=s, which is a produch of chuir
narrovly conceived sccurlity intcrests. has crrar.-d condiilons of milivary and
cconomic insecurity world-wide . Th magnitud- of th -xo-nditur. op arnam nks
presen s o chilling conirast +o th- situakhion in which hunérsds of millions of
peopl  din many parts of wh- world go hungry snd shely rless., ' aus* nev 1
forso+, nor for » mom-ni . +hat this misusec of rcsourc-s on such a colossal
seal  can only sharp. n ch- slr ady hazardous nolarization in our worlda. The
vhr-ai o our s-curicy come s as wotently from economic injuscicis as it do s
from th- accunulavion of i aponry. In %o~ r-alizaiion of a nev ipw: vnational
ordey, -conomic s-curity and wilitary sceurisy ar. vwo fuess of ~h- sam- coin.
Disarmei-nt . & ve-lopmeni and s curity 2r- +hr = insepsrable «lem-nis or vaich a
.

durabl- siructurc of m-ace has ©o b buil*. A consensus betw--n th. privilegs-d

aad 1L under-nrivileged,bsiwe =n vhe strong and the wrak, bevien wh Horth and
th- South on how to reorder our world must cncompass both the economic and tha
military dimsncions.

T have indicav: & the gencral views of the Pakistan ¢&:1-gatiion on vhe i*-ms

b for. +h. Tirs+ Comniis= . . hope 10 malk- fur-her obs rvaitions and

0
cont:ributions on sp. cific issurs lai-r.

v-ching rose g 5.10 p.m.






