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The meetir:t: ue.s called to order at 4.15 p.m. ------ --~------ - --

AG:t;HDA ITEI-IS 33, 34, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45 

46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 5? and 53 (~ontinued) 

!,I_JJ::A.Ulf(;_!.I..'\UiiG __ Q_YEE (Burma): I:Ir. Chairman, since this the first time 

that I have spoken, I should like to offer you and the other officers of 

the Con:rrtittee my heartiest conzratulations. 

The United ne.tions emer.::;ed from the bitter ashes of the Second Horld Har, 

'v!-.ich marred the history of mankind by the tragic death and mairnint; of millions 

and incomputable material losses. It was therefore only natural that much 

effort should have been devoted to the question of disarmament. However, despite 

the many years devoted to such effort, it is indeed regrettable that satisfactory 

proeress has yet to be achieved. 

Burma has all along striven for general and complete disarmrunent within the 

tr~ework of its independent foreign policJ and on the basis of objectivity. 

vlith ret;arcl to diScriJlaelent, the follmring guidelines have been laid dovm 

c:r the Burma Socialist Proc;re.rr.E'.e Party, and I quote: 

nBurrn.a firmly believes that world peace and security cannot be achieved 

except through general and complete disarmament. He desire the complete halt 

to nuclce r--·.ves._pons tests, the eliwination of chemical, bioJ ogical and toxic 

weapons vhich held a threat to uncountable millions. The proliferation of 

nuclear -vrear)ons also goes against the desires of humanity as a whole. 

l-le therefore support unroserveclly the achievement of general and complete 

disarudntc:crL, -vrhich rewains the goal of all efforts in the disarmament 

sphere 0
• 

Furtherworc, our Minister for Forei(jn Affairs, at the plenary meeting of 

the Asse1:cJ y or: 7 Octcber, dealt at great length with the subject nmr under 

_discussion, reflectin~ our views and stands on the various issues. Therefor~, 
in order to · · ,, save tlme, I shall not go into detalls. 

Disanllau:.nt is a crucial prerequisite if we are to avoid another holocaust. 
It · 

ls, however, unf'Jrtlmatc that, despite our joint endeavours to-vrards achieving 

l<.::ne!'u]_ and cor plete disarmament, a satisfactory outcome still continues to 

~ elusivt:.. 
is 

still forc.:t d to cc"=~x;sL with the evt:r present d8.n,::rr of nuclc3.r armihil'1-tic.n. 

The world is still threatened by the spectre of the arms race and 
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The dialogue bet\Teen the lreat Powers continues, and in this connexion 

ome recent proposals way perhaps be described as "positive 11
• But so far there 

o.s been no actual agrecr11ent on reducinc; the nur·1ber and power of nuclear Heapons. 

he agreements reached so far are only on ceilinps, which meens, ln effect, how 

any more may be produced or deployed. 

overed. 

In other vords, much c;round rer.Jalns to be 

l:ith re[_;ard to non-rJroliferation, it is 1Jnfcrtunate that the tsreat nuclear 

'OI-lers, while striving to limit the spread of nuclear \·Tcapons, do not at the sarr:~e 

,ime offer adequate c;uarantees to preclude the use of such -vreapons a;:;ainst 

ton-nuclear countries. :Surma firmly believes that a vi able, universally c.cceptable 

~~reement on ncn-·rJrolif·.:ration cannot be achieved ,.Jithout adequate c;'.lc.rantees 

,o ensure that the non·-nuclear States, 1-1bich comprise the F!ajori ty, are not faced 

·lith nuclear threats by the col:paratively feu Povers in possession of nuclear 

;c-apons. 

On the ot1H::r hand, the dcvelo_~c>ing countries sl'lould not be d~c.ni ed access to 

·mclear technoloc;y (c0nd ::ohould be able to benefit, v1i thout beine; cliscrirr•ination, 

frc•m the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, if tbey so desire. 

In a nut shell, tbe '.-Jurld relilains far fl'Olli achieving t;eneral and co':Dlete 

:lisarnament, but a little optiF1ism is, perr;aps, permissible if He take into 

consideration the fact that all llrc::ople of the ~world ardently desire peace and 

to live ln a l·lorld free from the threat of l·mr. 

To this end, BLd'Ina believes that the nuclear Pm,ers imve a priL,ary re:sponsibili' 

toe;ether lvith the United I~ations and the J.;.:,mber States. FLat is r<::quired is t!1e 

political will to ~~nsure the rr:aint.,onance of pc ace and security and to l~romote 

the adoption of effective collective ;'e:asures for the prevention of \·:ar c.nd the 

rewoval of threats to peace. 

Burma -vrill, 2-cccr·lingly, continue to s'J~.>lJort c~cti vely all i·Jcc:.sln'e s likely 

to lead to the achievr:::J'Jt:nt of general and cor:Jplete disan:c:r:Jent. 

He welc,:,we the fortLcowinG United !Tc:tio~s special s2sslon on di:~;J.r: ,wnent, 

2nd we do l101,e th2ot all parties directly invol·1ed \·rill CO''K' uith a r<'A.l isti.c 

approach c:md G.rrive at cor1structive and s8.tisfc1ctory sol,Jtions. \~e •.-!ish the 

Conference all success. 



Ivlr._ T:J()r_;~c:::CIE)_ (Hunzary) (int<:::r~'rdabon frurCJ. French): First of all, 

Chairms.n of our Corrr:'i ttec. I als0 congretuJate: too:: other offict·rs. 

I wish you ev-::;ry success ln guidine: our 't~ork. 

For a lonz tim·_> disannqme:nt iterr:c:c; lvH-.:: been becorninc more:. irr•portant 

in the work of the Gr:>neraJ Assen·bly. The ser_;_ouse1ess of the unresolve:d 

problems of haltine; the arms race and the fact that disarriti:i:aent in the strict 

sense has not yc;t begun both weigh heavily on the conscic;nce of toe Genc:riil 

Assembly and of other organs dei:iling vith disarma'C:cnt. We maintain tht~ 

view, with m:u-;y other de lee;ations here, that it is high time to tak:e 

decisive meo.s ures that will really remove tr>~ d.c:q;e:rs inherent in the arms 

race. We believe thAt this session can mak<:o a m,Jre effective contrib11tion 

than previous sessions to a speedy solu-r,ion of th-::> complex problems of 

dis arm arne n t . The need to acce::·leratc disant2:;lt:rtt negotiations is ;enerally 

recognized. But arc conditions really favourable? Hy delee;c:J.tion aoc;serts that 

they are. 

Despite the temporary resurnr,tion of activity by thEe ent:mies of 

detente , it iS inc l'(> i:L~ i ilt',l y rt: CO[l1 j_ Z C 0 t,>-!S t und c-rs t Cl'1 r}i nc;, and not 

confrontation, is the only OlJtion at the milit:::,ry leveel and. that with the 

present intern.ation3.1 situ"ttion and military balance of forces, all 

negotiators must in the end accept the principle of th~ equal security 

of the parLies, an~ th~ application of that princiiJle could be the 

guarantor of lasting conventions, as well as beine; of major iml)'Jrtanc~.:· 

for disanna':1ent. 

Durins the period that has eJ ap;:;cd since. the last sesslon of the 

General AsseJably ther,c have be2n some speci fie results '..rhi ch arc grati fyint';, 

even though these results did not relate to questions of immediate priority. 

I refer, for example, to the 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of Military 

or Any Other Hostile Use of En vi ronmcn tal l'odi fication Techniques. \>k 

consider that instrwncnt as a preventive body of rules which couJd block 

further development of the arms race in a gi vc:n field. My coun 7,ry l s 

among those ',-r:1i.ch ~>ieo:ned it at an early date. We not<:' with satisfaction that 
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more than 40 countries have already by their signature declared their int·~ntion 

to become parties to the Treaty. He express the hope that in the near future the 

first ratifications will be registered, thus accelerating implementation of the 

Convention. 

We could present a positive balance sheet of the outcome of the Conference 

on the review of the convention, corr@only known as the Convention on the Law of 

the Sea. This treaty has proved to be effective and its provisions are intended 

to prevent an arms race in that environment which, precisely because of its 

size, is of particular importance. It is encouraging that the Conference 

endorsed the corr@itment included in article V of the Treaty and called on the 

Committee on Disarmament speedily to pursue a study of further measures to 

prevent an arms race on the sea--bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil. Despite 

the undeniable results of the Conference, we find it necessary for this 

General Assembly to invite the Member States which have not yet done so to 

accede to the Treaty and to call on the Connni ttee on Disarmament, for its part, 

to take as soon as possible the measures provided for in the final document of 

the Conference. 

Despite these specific developments in reeard to disarmament, we can 

describe the past year simply as a preparatory period, and the hopes it has 

aroused must be confirmed by the future. Ve welcome the accelerated 

negotiations which the representatives of the Soviet Union and of the United 

States of l\_merica are pursuing on disarmament at different levels. They bave 

set up several Vlorking Groups which are considering the details of specific 

questions and are preparing the way for new disarmament conventions. \{e 

consider that understanding between the two great PC\·rers, which have special 

responsibility in regard to disarmament, as a decisive factor for a general 

agreement. 

He are following with the utmost attention the net;otiations on 8ALT II. 

We express our hope, and our wish too, that this dialogue will be ~~oncluded in 

the near future. A satisfactory outcome VJould mean not only genuine •Jisarrr1':lment 

by the tVJo great Powers tlJrough a reduction of their strategic ar"ls, but -v.rould 
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(Mr. Domokos, _H~;:;ary) 

a.:sa h,olp to lir:tit the arms race ln the future, and thus contribute to the 

ttrengthenint'; of world security and to the improver.1;::nt of the present 

a~=osphere of trust. Agreement between the two great Pcwers would facilitate 

tbe progress of negotiations at Vienna on the reduction of armed forces and 

amaments in Central Europe where military presence is most intense. 

At its l9T{ session the Committee on Disarmar.ent continued consideration 

of all the disc:.rmarrtent items to which the General Assembly had attached priority. 

The Committee devoted most of its attention to the prohibition of wea_LJons 

of mass destruction. We consider that to nave been warranted. Today I 

should like to state my delegation's position on some of the nuclear 

disarmament problems, leaving until later our views on other items on our 

agenda. 
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(Hr . Domoko s, Hungary) 

The most dangerous area of armaments lS undoubtedly the quantitative 

accQmulation and qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons, including 

the perfecting of their delivery systems. Accordingly, we believe that 

in the present circumstances the most urgent task is the complete _and 

general haltine; of nuclear-weapon tests and the prevention of the 

proliferation of such weapons. 

During this year some developments have occurred which have once again 

raised hopes of the conclusion of a treaty on the subject in the relatively 

near future. The Soviet Union has submitted to the Conference of the 

Cownittee on Disarmament an expanded draft treaty on the complete and 

general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests which, in the interest of 

tangible proGress, has taken into account the possibility of on-site 

inspection. The expanded draft constitutes a good basis for the speedy 

preparation of a draft treaty. 

The other draft on the same subject, subT:litted by Sweoen, also 

contains valuable elements,and it too helped to stimulate discussion. 

It is 8.n enco'.irae:ing sign that three of the five nuclear Fmrers 

have alre:::uly bee;un negotiations on the future halting of nuclear tests. 

On the basis of recent developments one can reasonably expect that the 

Committee on Disarme.ment will in the near future be able to prepare the 

text of a draft treaty on the subject vrhich, if acceded to by the 

nuclear and quasi-nuclear Pmrers, vJOuld constitute a disarrr:ament convent ion 

of a scope unequalled in our time and a decisive step towards t-:;eneral and 

complete disarmament. 

1Te believe that the parties concerned must take prompt decisions to 

re.,-,,ove such obstacles as still exist. For example, it seems 

to us to be unreasonable that artificial eYa[E;eration of the probl~m of 

verification should still ·bar the way to the conclusion of such a 

convention. In view of the results of the work of the Ad Eoc Group of 

Scientific Experts entrusted by the Corr.l..rni ttee ',ri th considerinG; 

international co-operative measures to detect and identify seisnic events -

even thouch that Group h2.s not yet pre:r:;&red its conclusior:s - ''e consider 
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that our position is well-founded, when we consider that national ~~a~s 

of verification, supple~ented by an exchanEe of seismological data will 

be sufficient for adequate verification of compliance with a complete 

ban on nuclear-weapon tests. 

The provision of the Soviet draft envisacin~ the possibility of 

on-site inspection on a voluntary basis represents an additional guarantee 

of compliance with the prohibitions in a future convention. He believe 

that an adequate balance ~ust be established betvreen an appropriate 

verification system and respect for national sovereignty, while ensuring 

the exclusion of inspections motivated by suspicion or other unacceptable 

reasons. Vle doubt wh;:;ther the establishment of a body with excessive 

powers would prove generally acceptoble in the case of disarmament conventions. 

Such a solution might considerably lessen willingness to accede to such 

conventions even among the militarily powerful countries. It must be 

added that even the most elaborate and co~plex system of control cannot 

be a substitute for a country's sovereign political decision, based on 

consideration of national interests, to acceJe to a treaty and comply 

vith its provisions. 

As regards explosions for peaceful ptrrposes, the position of ~y 

delee;ation is th>tt the solution of this proble:rn must not be deferred, and 

above all it must not be used to block the signing of a treaty banning 

nuclear-'Vreapon tests. All countries that have sui table conditions for 

nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes must benefit from the 

advantages of such ex~Jlosions. The solution of this proble!n on the basis 

of internation2l cor.0itments should also be encouraged. 

We all agree that nuclear exulosions for peaceful purposes should 

not contribute to the acq_uisition of military know-how. We believe 

t~At the provisions on the verification of explosions of this kind in 

the bilateral agree:rH::nt between the Soviet Union and the United States, 

Vhich provide for both the application of national means and, in certain 

cases and certain conditions, on-site inspections, could assist in solving 

the problem of verification itself where there is a complete test ban. 
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(Mr. Domokos, . Hun,o:ary) 

The Soviet Union's declaration that it is prepared to sign a treaty 

banning nuclear-weauon tests and to reach an agreement with the United States 

and the United Kingdom on a moratorium for a stated period pending the 

accession of other nuclear countries is a far-reaching sovereign decision 

which brings the possibility of nuclear disarmament considerably closer. 

We warmly welcome that decision. At the same time, we believe that the 

General Assembly must again redouble its efforts and see that its earlier 

decisions are implemented so that all nuclear Powers participate in nuclear 

disarmament, because only thus can we hope for a lasting arran.sement, the 

real removal of the danger of an atomic war and the effective halting of 

the arms race. As long as the corr@itment to cease the testing of nuclear 

weapons is only partial,certain nuclear countries will want to have a free 

hand and, above all, if they continue experimental explosions and the 

accumulation of arms, the dan,ser of the resu..111ption and even the proliferation 

of nuclear-w-eapon tests will continue to exist. 'de must therefore make 

further efforts within and outside the General Assembly to ensure that the 

cessation of tests is really complete and general and that it extends 

throughout the whole 1vorld. 

~~ile we concentrate our attention on achieving a ~eneral cessation of 

tests we must not overlook the importance of preventing the dissemination 

of nuclear weapons. Observance of the provisions of the 1968 ~reaty and 

the extension of that Treaty towards universality are a para~ount duty. 

vie believe that there is a close correlation between the complete 

cessation of nuclear-weapon tests and the prevention of the proliferation 

of those weapons. The abandor~ent of tests would strengthen the 

non-proliferation system. 

At the same tiT!le, it is true that accession to the Treaty by all 

nuclear States and those already on the nuclear threshol~ and the 

extension to universality of the Treaty on the non-Proliferation ·or 

Nuclear Heapons would Bake the comrritment to the total cessation of tests 

of countries participating in such an arrangement more reassuring and :rr10re 

lasting. 
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(Mr. Dor::o'c:os, Hun~2.ry) 

We consider that until nuclear disarmament is fully achieved 

r:•:::-:· possib1e EleJns must be used to remove the dan3er of a nuclear var. 

':'o r.:-:i s end eve~·y opportLL.'1i ty must be firmly seized even if it offers only 

. . l . a pa!·t1al or regloru:; ___ arranc_;eDem> 
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(Mr. Dcrokos, H~n~ary) 

In this context, in the opinion of my delegation, acceptance of the 

proposal made in November of last year at Bucharest by the Consultative 

Committee of the vlarsaw Treaty whereby the signatories to the Final Act of 

Helsinki would assllille the obligation not to be the first to use nuclear 

weapons against another would be of particular importance froru the point 

of view of the limitation of the arms race and from that of strengthening 

confidence. 

Among the measures for the consolidation of security, we might mention 

again the idea in the statement made last year by our Minister for Foreign 

Affairs, namely, that to prevent the accidental or unauthorized use of 

nuclear weapons all nuclear States should sign agreements to that effect 

among themselves. He note with satisfaction that that idea has been 

incorporated in the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union in 

document A/C.l/32/L.2. 

lr.~en we insist on the urgent need for disarmament and more specificaJly 

nuclear disar~ament, we reiterate the absolute importance of taking decisive 

measures to halt the arms race which would constitute the first step 

towards genuine disarmament. He are convinced that every day it will become 

more difficult to come to a halt, to turn back or to leave the course into 

which arms escalation is leading us. Negotiations under way at various levels 

revive our hope and somewhat strengthen our patience. 

Every op~ortunity must be used so that the General Assembly can, by 

its own means, promote the s~eediest possible implementation of these 

positive steps through disarmament conventions of major importance. 
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t;r~ CHI\il (China) (interpretation fror.'_ Chinese): First of all, 

1 .fi;:_;;_ t0 congratulete you, Sir, rr•ost warmJy on your election to the 

- c~ <!"'''U:ship of the First Committee. 

Ti1e question of disarmament is not an isolated one, but a question closely 

_ rd3-t~c_ vrith the general international situation, particularly with the over-all 

qt!cstion of war and peace. 

The current international situation is excellent. All the contradictions 

in the world are further sharpening and the factors for revolution continue to 

grow. Countries wa!1t independence, nations want liberation and the people 

Va."lt revolution - this has become the irresistible historical trend. The 

international united front against hegemonism and against the super-Power 

policies of aggression and war is broadening, a united front in which the 

third-world countries and people are the main force. But, at the same ti~e, 

it can be seen that the two super-Powers are stepping up their rivalry for 

vorld hegemony and that the frenzied arms expansion and war preparations on 

both sides have reached a scale unprecedented in history. The current 

international situ2"tion is definitely not characterized by "dEitente having 

developed into a new phC'_sc", as claimed by one super-Power; instead, the 

danger of a ne'tT war is visibly growing. 

The two super-Povrers are the source of a new world war. Their rivaJry 

extends to every corner of the world, but strategically the focus of their 

rivalry is still ln Europe where they are locked in acute military confrontation. 

The Soviet Union lS stationing heavy troops in Europe, deploying three fourths 

of its ground, naval and air forces and most of its medium and short range 

nuclear missiles on the land and seas of Europe. The United States is also 

l!a.'lting constant readjustment in its strategic deployment. Over the past year, 

the two antagonistic military blocs conducted a number of large-scale war 

ll.a.'1oeuvres. The security illusions spread by the "European Security Conference" 

~e being shattered. The Soviet Union not only maintains a posture of 

readiness to break through at the centre in Europe, but strives to create 

a situation in which it can outflank Europe from the north and the south. It 

~ants to seize the Persian Gulf and the Arabian Sea in the east, block the 

Stra+egl· t f A 1 · 0 · h d th " c rou es o the t antlc cean ln t e west and thrust roun e 
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Cape of Good Hope in the south so as to encircle Europe from the flanks by 

devious means. As a result, the Middle East and Africa have become "new hot 

spots" of the intensified rivalry between the two hegemonic Powers. The 

Soviet Union even fl~grantly organized and sent mercenaries for outright 

military invasions of independent African States. In a word, where there lS 

super-Power rivalry there are turbulence and unrest, and peace and security 

there are threatened and undermined. Their continued rivalry is bound to lead 

to war some day. This is an objective law independent of man's vill. 

In saying so, ve are not making a conjecture or raising a false alarm. So 

long as one respects and faces up to the objective reality, it vill not be 

difficult to pe:1·ceive the real state of affairs. 

Despite the innun;e:.cable rounds of disarmament talks betveen the Soviet 

Union and the United States and the so-called disarmament 

agreements that have been reached under a great variety of names, the arms 

race between them is gruHing more 2nd more intense and the ne>-r-type 

nuclear weapons in their possession are snowballing. While possessing 

thousands of strategic veapons, each of them is constantly manufacturing and 

deploying strategic 1-res.pons of nevrer types. Each of them possesses tens of 

thousands of military aircraft, hundreds of major var vessels and huge 

quantities of otber conventional veapons. Tne strengtb of Soviet armed forces 

has now reacbed over 4 million, and that of the United States armed forces 

over 2 million; whereas in 1938 on the eve of tbe Second \Jorld Har tbe 

total strength of the conventional forces of Gerr.mny, Italy and Japan put 

together uas only 2 million. The war machinery at the disposal of the two 

super-P01vers in peacetime has already reached a scale 1.mprecedented in buman 

history. According to an analysis based on various materials, the Soviet 

Union has been increasing its defence budget at an average rate of 4 to 5 per ceni 

in recent years, spending some 20 per cent of its gross national income on 

military expenditures. The Soviet defence budget for 1977 is a~out 40 per cent 

more than the United States defence budt:et for the some period. 
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The United State3 is stationing a force over 400,000 st1~n~ on foreign soil, 

Vhereas the strength of Soviet forces stationed in other countries is as hi~h as 

··scce 700,000. Althouc;h Hr. Gromyko had to ad.rnit in his staterEent at the current 

Gtneral Assembly session that: 

"ln the post-':rar period the arbs race has been spiralling upw2. rds 

continuously" (~jJJJFY_!l , _ _:t?_. 4_?_) , 

'yet in the next breath he said: 

"but we were not the ones to cause this." ( i birl) . 

. The first part of the above statement may be closer to the fact, but the latter is 

:apparently too "modest". It would be more truthful to change the latter part to 

··read: "The Soviet Union and the United States are the ones to cause this, 

, particularly the Soviet Union ln recent years. 11 

Some say that the Soviet Union merely wants to seek strategic 11 equilibriurE11 or 

"l:elance of nmrer" vis-q-vis the Urcitcd StP.tes. Those who think so have lagged far 

behind the development of the situation, to say the least. The present strength of 

Soviet armed forces has doubled that of the United States. On top of that, its 

strategic missiles ~nave exceeded those of the United States by over 700, the number 

:{or its tanks is four times that of the United States, the quantity of other 

,;conventional arms has also greatly exceeded that of the United States, and it has 

built up an "offensive navy" that ~an match the United States'. In fact, the 

·.Soviet Union has by and lar::<;e caufiht up with the TJnitec. States in nucle:Jr '..rea;>onrv, 

~;end is far ahead of the United States in conventional arrn.aments · What the USSR is 
:;.~· 

fdesperately seeking is not a so-called "equilibrium" with the United States but an 
·-
"OVer-all strategic "superiority", including nuclear superiority, in order to 
)'•' 

;t&chieve its goal of sole domination of the globe by its military strength. 
",: 
f' Mr. Brezhnev openly declared that the Soviet Union would success+'ullv carry 
··out 
b, an active "offensive" in the international arena. The military occupation of 

~.Czechoslovakia by the Soviet Union, its flagrant intervention in the Indian-
'Pak· :~;· l.stani war, the presence of its navy in the Mediterranean Sea and in the oceans, 
'"th ' . . .. 

·:·c· e estaollst>.rctent of l ts mlll tary or paramilitary bases along the coasts of the 

':~Caribbean, the Mediterranean, the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean, its infiltration 

::: lnd expansion in Asia and Latin America aud its large-scale armed intervention in 
. Ar . 
· rlcan States, etc. - all these shocking events have fully revealed the hideous 

fe=.tures of social-iral'erialism and its inso.tiahle greed and ambition. And the 
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facts have indisputably shown that, in the current over-~11 situation of the 

rivalry between the two hegei!Jonic Powers, the United States is on the defensive, 

while the Soviet Union is on the offensive. 

It can thus be seen that when we say the Soviet Union 1s more dangerous and 

is the most dangerous source of world war, we are observing and judging things 

not from partial conditions or temporary factors but from the over-all situation 

and the inevitable and logical conclusion to be drawn from the entire historical 

conditions that have led to the degeneration of the Soviet Union into social-

imperialism. There are profound political and economic reasons l·{ny social

imperialism has become the ~ost dangerous source of war. In a nutshell, being a 

late-comer c_wong the illiperialist Powe~·s, it must grab spheres of influence from 

United States i~_periali s:rn in order to dor11inate the -world. It bears a close resemblance 

to Ger!"lany durin~ t!'e rei1cn of -;--'rmeror 1·1illiaPl II before the First 1·7orld T~ar, Ger~any 

under Fi tler 's rule before the Second '·'orld Far ann the United States shortly after 

the ~econd llorld "ar, 1Jf"lich ,,.-c.nted to grn.b s:oheres of inrluence froTTJ. the otner old-

line imperialist ?c· .. ;ers. Furthc-n~ore, owing to its relatively inedequate economic 

strength, it cannot but rely Tfl.ainly on military strength and threats of war 1n 

pursuing e.::;t;ression and e::x._;.ansion. Its highly-concentrated state-monopoly 

capitalist econO!'JY and its rJolitical r~gime of fesr::ist dictatorship make it easier 

to militarize its national eco~omy and state apparatus. Besides, it dons the 

cloak of "socialism" and fleunts the signboard of "d~tente and disermc;,r:Jent", which 

can deceive people to a certain extent, and this also ~akes it more dan~erous. 

Its use of the United Retions and otner international forwns to pedrtle its fraud 

of sha.TJ1 u~tente and sbarn disan:.2J'''"nt constitutes an i:nportant as.!c-,ect of its effort 

to deceive the 2Llblic under the said cloak and siu;nboard. 

Bearing in 10ind t~e foreqoin~ points, it is not difficult to understand w~y the 

super-Po-,;ers, v11ich are frenziedly er.uoe;ed 1n en &.rms build -ur ~n-: 1·ar _::::.rc-earat-i o:'.s 

and in a~~~:.:;r<:~'sion and ex::-ar;sion cvr.:ry-.l}Jc-re, are singinc; the tune of "di::;an:;e:.~nent" 

and "d~tente" et the top of their voices. Tbey p:cate ebout "d6tc:nte" and 

"disar::·_::'c'c:nt" precisely for t}Je purpose of covering up their intensified arn;s 

of cc,-c.rse, elsa joined t'he c'ocrus. As is ~:noun to all, the sc-c'"illed Strategic 

f-..:crns "Li:'iit2ticn" Tall:s 'teb;een the Soviet Union ::::.nd the United St2.tes are 1:-ut a 
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vr1 for "stimulatinc;" and "pronotinQ;" the stratecic acr.'s race bebrecn ther,l. qr.on.,-
taeb agreef',cnt reached in such talks marks the bec;inninc; of a nev rcu.nd of the 

llrn.tet;ic arms race. The conclusion of the so-called Vladivostok Agreement vas 

·rolloved immediately by the successive emergence of a great variety of nor 

~nerations of strate~ic veapons, such as the "Backfire" aircraft, MIRV mobile 

-_.hsiles with more accurate guidance systems, Hunter satellites, cruise missiles, 

.•t.e. It vras then follovred by clamours for a ne'..r round of talks for further 

"limitation". 

Thus it goes on a:r1d on Janning an endJ_ess circle, -vrith "the boat floatine; 

Ugh vhen the river rises". Yet they have the impudence to assert that such 

,•talks" and "ae;reements" are conducive to the prevention of nuclear var and the 

'#trengthening of international security. Ho-vr can these clumsy lies and tactics 
'• 't'U-11 the vool over the eyes of the -world public? While the Soviet Union has 

:·\razenly pushed the militarization of its national economy tc :1 cli,-:--.:x: ~-D·l c:r·er:1:r 
t:·e 
.,U<:lared its readiness to shift its national economy on to a vartirtE f'cotinFC at Any 

til:le, it has c:::nro to t?'.P United "ratirns for'l'0 to nrat.c- abo1~_t thP "r~d11ction of 

-&ilitary expenditures by 10 per cent and utilization of part of the funds thus 
"' ; .. <:. 

U.ved to provide assistance to developing countries". Hhile the Soviet Union has 

been audaciously using force or threats of force for agc;ression and expansion 

fiVelj'Vhere and has even gone out of its 1-my to org<:mize mercenaries for armed 

;~~vasion of other countries, it keeps on putting for-ward boringly a series of 

)':"proposals" and a "draft treaty" on the so-called "non-use of force ln 

:: hternational relations 11
• vlhile the Soviet Union has been age;ravatine; 

,: international tension, pursuing the policy of nuclear monopoly and nuclear 

~-~~ckmail and frenziedly preparing for a nuclear var, it has submitted a "draft 

f_cleClaration on the deepe-ning and consolidation of international d~tente", and a 
! "drar 
'', t resolution on the :;::revention of the danger of nuclear war". ,, ,, f( o ~is year, the Soviet representative has once again concocted a so-called 

,\_i;, ~ev ~tern" by putting together that long-discredited and -worn-out trash of sham 

+~tente and sham disarmament. In his letter introducint; the so-called "nevr item", 

>lf:r• Gromyko even described d~tente as "a prerequisite for the solution of the 

llrobh:ns of utmost imnortance to all mankind". Is this not asld'ns the people of 
t~e w l ~ 

- or d to abandon their just struggle asainst imperialism, colonialism and 
0~Gt:r::onism anJ l('o.ve th.::mselves entirely to the merc:r of the super-rovers? All 
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the more gld.ring is the sinister intention ln putting forward the new item -

that is, to uractise nuclear monopoly and nuclear olac}<Y.J2il unrier the cover of 

"prevention of the danger of nuclear war". 

If the Soviet Union '.vere rea] ly concerned about peace and the "prevention of 

the danger of nuclear war••, why could it not agree straightforwardly to take 

practical actions for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of the 

nuclear '""'"'-POns in its I'ossession? Hhy does it refuse to take even the first step 

for achieving this goal as repeatedly proposed by China? Since it is so zealous 

about the "non-use of force or threat of force ln international relations", why 

does it not first -.,..rit:nd.raw its huge armed forces and military i!'.stallations from 

abroad, or even 11 lessen" a bit its tbrcat of force at;alnst other co,;ntries? The 

littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean and the nu~erous non-aligned 

countries strongly Jel:Jand the wi tbdr?_,.;al by the two sunt:r-Fo·,.;c:rs of all their 

"military preser,ce 11 from the Jnd:i an Ocean zone. 
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However, after rep~ated discussions, the two finally agreed only to 

"stabilize" their existing "miliary presence" in the Indian Ocean. By 

"stabilizing" their presence, do they not mean that they will hang on there:: 

and refuse to wi thdrmr? Furthermore, they have not abandoned their 

intentions and activities for continu~lly increasing their military strength 

and carrying out aggression and expansion in that area under the cover of 

so-called nstabilization:'. 

Is not the Soviet Union, which talks daily about "sympathy 11 and 

"support 11 for the establishment of nuclear-free zones 1n Latin America, 

still adamantly refusing to sign the Additional Protocol II to the Treaty 

of Tlatelolco? Under the aforesaid circmnstances, is it not clear that 

in advocating the turning of the special United Nations session on 

disarmament next year into an "interim" or nintermediate ph~se" for the 

"vorld disarmament conference 11
, the purpose of the Soviet Union is to 

bring this special session into its own orbit and make this session a part 

Of its fraud of sham detente and sham disarmament? 

After some reflection, it will not be difficult to see that the 

strange phenomenon of duplicity in words and deeds not only reveals this 

super-Power's utter hypocrisy but fully shovs the truth that imperialist 

"n .. ·r· 11 r~Cl 1sm has never been an instrument for peace, but is an instrument 

tor the preparation of war and for disguising this preparation by 

'' bn>ocritical talk of peace. At present, this is particularly true of 

social-imperialism. The arch culprits who unleashed the two world wars all 

Spared no effort to sing "disarmament 10 and "peace 11 on the eve of war. This 

· ·. eannot but alert people to the fact that today the super-Powers are also 

talti , ng advantage of people's desire for peace to create peace illusions 
, ' 

... 80 as to lull the people and make it easy for them to launch war some day 

:,., and realize their ambition for world domination. 

·\ 
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\.Je have noticed that the numerous third world countries and a number 

of small and mediu.rr.-sized countries have forcefully exposed and condenli1ed 

the super-Po·wers 1 acts of intensified arms expansion and war preparations 

in their rivalry for world hegemony. They increasingly resent the 

super-Powers 1 hoax of sham detente and sham disarJTJcUr;ent. The representatives 

of these cmmtries have rightly pointed out that the svper-Powers are only 

using "dctc-nte 11 to achieve their owil narrow purposes, that what thc:y seek is 

hegemony, that the ~1m of the super-Fo~ers 1 ar~s rae~ and ~onopoly of nuclear 

weapons is to dominate international affairs, that T'lany treaties and 

r~solutions on disarsament do not belong to the category of genuine 

disarnal!,ent but are n;ere scraps of paper; that in concluding treaties, 

each of thelli \:ants to exert pressure on tl1e other in the first place, and 

U!en to befuddle t"'ne world public; that c..IDong the total world military 

expenditures of over $300 billion, the United States ~nd the USSR 

acco•Jnt for t 1·1e lion 1 S share and ti1ey ''lonopolize the most powerf1Jl ·weaiJons 

of mass destruction; and that, therefore, it is first and foremost their 

responsioility to re3uce militc.ry e:>.penditures and carry out disan:2JI!ent 

and it, is irnhkrmissible for them to shift the responsiolity onto the small 

:;{ui te a nurnber of third 1-10rld countries have demanded that the 

s·ur,er-Fo-,.;ers s!10uld undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear 

••capons c:.t;ainst the non-nuclear cocmtri es, and to withdraw their forces 

from forcit;n te-rritories and dis,Jantle their militc.ry bases abrcad. In 

orot:r to oppose sup·:::r-Fm•er aggression and interfE::r·::nce, some countries 

stcnd for ircsulation from super-Po-w-er conflicts and rivalry 2nd propose 

t:-::e •::stablis1lt'1ent of lJC:ace zones, nuclear-free zcnes and security ZO'ieS 

in th~ir recions. 

desire of t,hcse co:l!~tries for cCIQbating the super--Pcwc-rs 1 aggress1on d.nd 

txp~~sion and their rivalry for hegc-Dony and for safecuarding ~orld peace 

2-'1d ':.<=curity. He r.,_~~_;.r.::ciate c,nd Sll_!_J.port all this. He are al-.:ays agr:jr:st 
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As the first step, all nuclear cou11tries, particularly the Soviet Union 

and the United Ste.tes, must first undertake the obligation that they -vrill 

not be the first to use nuclear weapons at any time and in any circwnst<:mces, 

and in particular will not use nuclear -vreapons against non--nuclear countries 

and. nuclear-free zones, and that they must dismantle all their nucle0.r bas,::s 

on foreign soil and wi thdravr all their nuclear armed forces from abro2d. 

We firmly supl)Ort the demands of the countries and peoples in the regions 

of the Indian Ocean, thE:: Mediterranean and the Red Sea, and in the 

Middle East, South-"Sast Asia, South Asia, Africa and Latin A.'llerica for 

the establishment of peace zones, security zones or nuclear-free zones. 

We maintain that the super-Powers must undertake uneq_ui vocal obligations 

to this end and put them into effect. We strongly oppose the super-Powers' 

policies of nuclear monopoly and nuclear blackmail and their disarmanent 

fraud. 

The Chinese people and the people of the whole world firmly want 

peace and oppose a new world war. The q_uestion now is that it is the 

super-Powers, and not the Chinese people and the people of the world, vrho 

vant war. vfuat policies should be taken and hovr one should deal with the 

situation of intensified super-Power rivalry and increasing danger of a 

vorld war ls a very serious political issue before the people of the world. 

China's attitude with regard to a world war has always been: "First, 

ve are against it; second, we are not afraid of it." When we say we are 

not afraid of war, it does not mean that we like it, but because to be 

afraid gets us nmr~H::re. The dialectics of his tory tells us that the 

aggressors alvrays bully the weak and fear the tough and will try for a 

Yard if given an inch. The more one is afraid of them and takes the 

attitude of appeasement towards them, the more one encourages their 

aggressive arrogance and ambition. In the end, it will only hasten the 

outbreak of war. What calls for attention is that there now exists a 

strong trend towards appeasement in the West. Some hope to gain temporary 

ease by making comr,rornises and concessions. Some imagine that they can 

restrain the aggressive and expansionist activities of social-imperialism 
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by concluding treaties and agreements. All these are sheer illusions. 

In the eyes of the aggressors, all treaties and agreements are mere 

scraps of paper which they are ready to sign at any time and will not 

hesitate to tear up when necessary. It is only those who have blind 

faith in negotiations and agreements that will be duped and suffer. Did 

Hitler not initiate the war to invade Czechoslovakia and Poland when the 

ink on the !-lunich Agreement he personally signed was hardly dry? In 

the three decades and more after tLc Second vTorld \,Tr.:c, a r.-Jct::'~Y ':eriety of 

declarations, treaties and resolutions on disarmament was adopted both 

inside and outside the United Nations. 
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The multititude of docwnents may be "enough to fill the roof an.d heav:,r enouc;h 

to cause the beasts of burden to perspire" and may even stop the flou of water 

if throun into the East River, but they will not stern, the runaway trend of aE,JS 

expansion and vrar preparations on the part of social-irn.perialism. Some people 

even seek to divert this peril towards the east in order to preserve themselves 

at the expense of others. Some keep on producin0 the so-called nsonnenfeldt 

doctrines" and their refurbished versions and sequels. These people have 

forgotten the lessons of history. They would only follmr in the footsteps 

of Neville Chamberlain and end in harming the~1selves while seekinG profit 

at others' expense. 

In our opinion, in order to oppose the super-PoHers' preparations for and 

launching of a new vrorld Har, the people of the world should be informed fully 

and completely about the danz,er of war, so that they will be fully auare and 

·vigilant about it. And on this basis, the people of the world should be mobilized 

to form the broadest united front, including the Soviet and P.merican people, 

against the super-Povrer policies of ae;gression and war and for putting off 

the outbreak of a 1-rorld war. HeanHhile, every effort should be made to 13ain time 

to get fully prepared mentally and materially, so that in case the super-PoHers 

i!npose the war on the people, the people 1-rill abolish the unjust war of agc,ression 

~y means of a just vrar against aggression and finally bury all aggressors 

and win genuine peace. 

It is gratifying to see that the people of the world are daily awakenine;. 

'l'he true features of the super-Povers, particularly of social-imperialism, and 

·their paper-tiger essence are beine; seen throuc;h ever more clearly. They have 

been seriously frustrated in their acts of aggression and expansion all over 

the world. Earlier, the African States of Egypt, the Sudan and Zaire and 

SOme other third world countries wa13ed valiant struggles in a dauntless spirit 

.in firm opposition to social-imperi~lism's infiltration, subversion and aggression, 

,and they have vron brilliant victories in these struggles. In so doinc;, they have 

not only effectively defended their respective hard--von national independence 

and sovereignty but greatly deflated the aggressive arrogance of social-imperialism 

and made positive contributions to upsetting the war plans of the super-Powers. 
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At present, the united strugc;le of the third world lS being st~adily stren8th~ned, 

and there is further groVJth in the tendency of the second world towards t.<nity 

against hegewonism. Before us lS a new historical period of struggle ae;ainst 

super-Pm-1er he~,;enonis111 by uniting vTith all the forces that can be united, in 

which the third 1mrld is the main force. The broader the international united 

front against hec~r,lonism, the more serious the isolation of the super-Pm.;~rs, 

and the greater the benefit to the just cause of the people of various countries. 

Jl.nd every victory -vron by the people of various countries in their struu;c;le 

against he.semoni sm -vrill help to weaken the strength of the super-Powers, thwart 

their aggressive and expansionist designs, upset their 1-mr plans and deployrrents, 

and put off the outbreak of a ne'I·T 11orld var. If the super-Powers should dare to 

provoke a world war, they will be doomed to complete destruction in the face of 

the joint struggle of the world's people. 

Under the leadership of the Cent:cal Co:rrJ'l'littee of the Chinese Co!!1Il1unist Farty 

headed by Chairman Hua Kuo- feng, the Chinese Govern~1ent and :f->eople are rescl V<="d 

to hold hie;h the c,reat banner of Chairman ~~iao Tsetunc;, steadfastly adhere to the 

revolutionary line and policies in foreign affairs uhich ·Here forrnulated by 

Chairi_?an :;ao and creatively ir,i_plenented by Premier Chou Bn-lai. Vie 1-rill, as 

always, firmly oppose the policies of ac;gression und 1rar pursued by super--Fewer 

hegemonism. VJe 1-rill ahrays bear in mind Chairman I iao' s teaching, nDig tunnels 

deflp, store c;rain everyvhere, and never seek hef:C:'monyf!. He Hill maintain high 

vigilance and make all preparations against the imperialist and social-in1perialist 

machinations to launch a new world war. "We will not attack unless we are 

attacked; if ue are attacked, He >Vill certa:i nly counterattackn. He >Vill be ready 

at all tiJ,,es to wipe out any ene1ny that dares to invade China. He shall work 

to strenc;tben our unity vi th the 170rld 1-'roletariat and all the oppressed nations 

and people, strenc;then our unity 1-ri th the other third 11orld countries and ally 

1-Tith all the countries subjected to ac;gression, interference or threats by the 

super-Powers, and win cGntinued new victories in the struggJe acainst su~~r-Power 

hegen:.oni sm. and tbeir po1icies of aggression and 1mr. 
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There are no more s:;,ea,l-:.ers on ny list for this meetin~. 

1 should like to Sc,y thc:,t, accordinc, to the decision taken by the Corr:rni ttee 

at its seventh llleetinc,, the list of speakers in the general debate on disarrr:arr1ent 

ite~s will be closed to~orrow, 25 October, at 5 p.m. 

The meeting rose at 5.20 ~.n. 




