
United Nations 

GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY 
THIRTY-FOURTH SESSION 

Of/icial Records • 
") '_... ... .-- '- -~·- . \ . ...,. 

,6>) 

FIRGT CO:t-ll.UTTEE 
26th meeting 

held on 
Thursday, 1 November 1979 

at 3 p.m. 
New York 

VERBATIM RECORD OF THE 26th MEETING 

Chainnan: Mr. KOCHUBEY (Ukrainian SSR) 
(Vice-Chairll".an) 

later: Hr. HEPBURN (Bahamas) 

CONTF.!JTS 

DISARMAMENT ITENS 

AGENDA ITEMS 30 TO 45, 120 A~ID 121 (contin~e~) 

General debate 

Statements were made by: 

Mr. Burwin (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) 
Father Lebeaupin (Holy S~e) 
Mr. Alowais (United Arab Emirate3) 
Mr. tiJB.tane (Papua Hew Guinea) 
Hr. Rajakoski (Finland) 
Mr. Oyono (United Republic of Cameroon) 
Mr. Eilan (Israel) 
Mr. Mkwizu (United Republic of Tanzania) 
Mr. Cherkaoui (!.rorocco) 

• This record is subject to correction. Corrections should be incorporated in a copy of 
the record and should be sent within one ~tk of tht dlltt of publictltion to the Chief, 
Official Records Editing Section, room A-3550. 

Corrections will be issued shortly after the end of the sesaion, in a separate fascicle for 
each Committee. 

79-74153 

Distr. GENERAL 
A/C.l/34/PV.26 
2 Uo•rember 1979 

ENGLISH 



GlmERAL DEBATE 

A/ C .1/ 31+/PV. 26 
2-5 

The meetinr; was called to order at 3.05 p .lll. 

AGE1\fDA ITEHS 30 TO 45, 120 AFD 121 (continued) 

.i'Ir. BURHIN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): 

Disarmru11ent is a most important question commanding the attention of 

all parties. 

There raay be at;reement on the principles of the reduction of armaments 

or on disarraarr1ent itself, but there are differences on priorities and 

responsibilities, on verification and on those factors that have any 

influence on disarmament. The same is true of the need to create an 

atmosphere that is conducive to equality and justice in international 

relations and respect for the sovereie;nty of peoples who -vrant to 

practise a policy of independence, non-alie;nment and sovereignty over 

their natural resources. 

Iiy country supports the efforts the"t have been made on all sides to 

achieve disarmament. Those efforts led to the convening of the tenth 

special session of the General Assembly, on disarmament, last year. That 

special session ended with the adoption of a Final Document containine;, 

in its 129 paragraphs, a preamble, a Declaration and a Proe;ramme of 

Action. The document defines the bodies concerned with disarmament. It 

reflects the views of the majority of Hembers, and the changes made in 

disarmament bodies such as the deliberative and negotiating organs. 

Despite the progress achieved in the orc;anization of the activities 

of the disarmament machinery, ve note that there remains overlapping and 

duplication of issues. This leads to a loss of time and effort. Therefore 

the Committee on Disarmament should put an end to these negative aspects 

and prepare a programme enjoyinc; majority support, dealing with issues and 

avoiding duplication. 

Before goinc on to another subject, I should like to congratulate the 

Committee on Disarmament on its uorh: and on its report in document A/34/27. 
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(Mr. Burwin, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) 

Some speakers have suggested the creation of new disarmament organs, but 

we wish to say that we consider it imperative that the Committee on Disarmament 

in its new form be given another chance, since the creation of new machinery at 

this time might well lead to a squandering of efforts and prevent concentration 

and delimitation of responsibilities. 

The responsibility for disarmament is a joint one, although the major share 

lies with the nuclear Powers. As far as priorities are concerned, we feel that 

the highest priority should be given to nuclear disarmament, and then to the 

elimination of weapons of mass destruction. Once these results have been achieved 

we shall have .succeeded in building the necessary confidence among peoples 

and nations. 1--Te could then turn to conventional weapons. 

We should point out that some delegations, such as those of Italy, Spain 

and India, attach great importance to these matters. Although ,.,e ourselves are 

convinced of the need to eliminate conventional weapons, we feel that present 

world conditions prevent these hopes from being realized. Indeed, how could 

they be when the world is divided into blocs, military alliances, ideologies and 

areas of conflict. There are territories occupied by force, there are peoples 

struggling for independence, there is vile racism, there are foreign practices 

and pressures aimed at preventing the developing countries from carrying out 

independent political, economic and social policies. Moreover, there is 

interference in the internal affairs of States and attempts are being made to 

prevent them from exercising sovereignty over their natural resources. 

The present economic order is riddled with gaps and negative factors. 

Technological and other problems compel the developing countries to spend on 

armaments funds which they need badly. Hence, these problems cannot be 

isolated from other factors that have a bearing upon them. 
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(Mr. BunTin, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) 

In this connexion, my delegation supports the statement of the 

representative of India in this Committee when he said: 
11Vfe feel that certain initiatives which might be taken in the field 

of conventional disarmament, including 'international arms transfers', 

would tend to divert the attention of the General Assembly from the 

priority problem of nuclear disarmament. Efforts are being made by 

certain countries to impose controls on international transfers of 

conventional arms. \ve should all note that such measures would in fact 

operate against the non-aligned countries, as such controls would not 

be applied to members of military alliances or to other States which 

are parties to special interlocking arrangements of the nuclear-weapon 

States. 11 (A/C.l/34/PV.24, pp. 7 and 8) 

Generally speru~ing, all weapons should be eliminated once justice and 

equality reign on earth. 

The international community must begin its action w·ith disarmament 

because armaments constitute the main danger for human life and the human 

environment. vle yearn for a world where well-being, peace and security will 

prevail. 

The CHAiill1AN: I now call on the Observer from the Holy See. 
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Father LEBEAUPIN (Holy See) (interpretation from French): The 

delegation of the Holy See wishes to thank the First Committee for being good 

enough to allow it to express its interest in the subject being dealt with 

here, namely, disarmament. 

Now that Disarmament 1•leek has come to an end, the Holy See is happy 

to be able to give its views, in keeping with its spiritual responsibility. 

By virtue of its experience, its concern for the social welfare of mankind, 

and its attentiveness to the conscience and heart of man, the Roly See has 

a unique vantage point. Speaking before the General Assembly on 2 October last, 

His Holiness Pope John Paul II posed the question whether the arms race would 

be the legacy of our times to succeeding generations. Thus one may well wonder 

what ails our world for armed defence to be considered the most reliable means 

of achieving world political equilibrium. It is all too obvious that what 

ails it is insecurity. 

Insecurity is always at the root of man's efforts to preserve himself and 

to create ways of making defence ever more effective against aggression, 

whatever may be its source. That is why the various aspects of the solution 

to the problem now before us are rooted in the pursuit of security. Disarmament 

cannot create security; quite the contrary, it is the latter which can create 

the conditions necessary for the former. To disarm in our time is, first of 

all, to establish a favourable frame;.rork for security, which is why we 

believe it to be of primary importance that international organizations 

undertake a determination of the quality of the human environment so that the 

human person, who is always capable of making choices, and is thus free to 

choose between good and evil, can act according to his nature. 

He should like to touch on t;.ro aspects, among others, of the human 

environment as a condition for genuine disarmament. On the one hand, to 

disarm presupposes an economic environment which is organized for man; on 

the other hand, to disarm consists in setting up a social environment organized 

with man in mind. 
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(Father Lebeaupin, Holy See) 

As regards the economic ~nvironment which would make disarmament possible, 

it is clear that man's capacity to understand and master nature through his 

intelligence explains the qualitative progress in armaments. Science and 

technology at the service of armam~nt and of flny Cl~f~nce syst~m 

is a fact uhich raises questions, requirine; that serious decisions b~ taken 

one d~y by a large nuruber of States so that intelligence may ~~ placed at 

the service of works of life, and not lvorks of death. The lonp.:~r such 

decisions are delayed, the more difficult they 1vill be to take - especially 

in these times, \Then we are witnessing a. {!,rave economic crisis. It is obvious 

that the economic consequences of those same decisions will require a plan 

to be established by stages, but any initiative leading towards th~ p~ac~ful us~ 

of scientific research and of t~chnology cannot but bP v~lcom~d and fost~r~d. 
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( F~.!her Le beaupin, Holy See) 

The transformation of certain economic structures 1-rhich are based on the 

arms race -· whether involving the sale or the purchase of weapons - will 

likewise have to be undertaken in order that peoples will not be faced with an 

unRcceptable choice~ either their personal "1-Tell-beinc; or international peace on 

a lace~ or >vorld-wide basis. The economic consequences of these disarmament 

measures may be found -vrithin the frame-vrorb: of the question of development. The 

relationship which ex:i.sts between disarmament and development cannot be illustrated 

by the imace of connected vessels where -vrhatever is saved on armaments will 

automatically c;o towards development. It seems to us that decisions promoting 

develo:r:ment must be favoured above those promoting armaments. It is 

thus a matter of looking afresh at the relationship which exists bet1-reen 

development and armament. 

The second condition for true disarmament resides in the establishment of 

a social environment orcan:i.zed ui th mankind in mind. The Holy See agreed 

to participate in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, from 

its preparatory stages, because this gatherinc; of States was conceived in 

humanistic terms, in other -vrords, that confidence, -vrhich makes defence unnecessary, 

should become the motive force in relations between peoples. We therefore feel 

that disarmament is possible only 1-rhen huml'm rights are respected and it becomes 

clear that to "open 1victe the gates 11 is no lonc;er to provide an opportunity to be 

attacked and vanquished, but the hope of enriching oneself through the 

differences of others. \lhatever can lead to an improvem.ent in international 

relfttions, first on the local, then on a worldwide plane, must be supported if 

it is to progress. 

It 1vauld be utopian to assume, at the beginning of our reflections, an ideal 

man, for it is true that the human being always hRs the possibility of choosing 

to dominate his fellmr-creature. This is •:rhy disarmament can be achieved 

only in an organized international society in which law plays its regulatinc; 

role in human actions. It is this that explains the Holy See's accession, 

in due course, to the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty in order to 

make clear its position in favour of the special function of le,a;al structures 

in the establishment of peace. Anything that leads to dialogue, to orr;anization 

and to the rationalization of international relations for the true good of 

all, will aluays receive our approval, for it is to the human person that all rules 

of lavr are directed, and those >Tho lay them dmm should bear this in mind. 
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(Father Lebeaupin, Holy See) 

The creation of an environment conducive to c;enuine disarmament must 

involve a common meeting-c;round. And 1·rhat site offers better than this one, 

the United nations, the opportunity to all, t;reat and small, rich and poor, 

to breal;: down w·alls, to do aNay vri th false prc.blems and to seek points of 

convergence. His Holiness Pope John Paul II, in his statement to the General 

AsseBbly, also formulated the hope that the United Nations would always remain 

the "forum of nations". 

Hhether in the Disarmazr.ent Commission or in the Committee on Disarmament, 

the course chosen is the right one because it should lead to specific 

results assuring international society as a whole of the goodwill of all 

concerned. It way be that practical decisions will be taken elsewhere, 

but nothing will ever replace the preparation represented by the discussions 

and the points of view expressed here. This difficult vork may sometimes seem 

chaotic, but it remains essential; those involved in it would do well to 

resist the pangs of listlessness. 

1Ir. ALOl-TAIS (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): 

~le are grateful for the opportunity to speal{ in this Committee on an 

important question which affects 1·Torld security, and in particular on 

nuclear disarmament and the prevention of a nuclear war. ey delegation is of 

the vie>·r that the most important and most urc;ent task in the field of 

disarmament is to adopt spec-ific measures of nuclear disarmament. 'Ihat 

is what the peoples of the world desire. It is why >ve appeal to the General 

Assembly to adopt, durinc; this present session, a resolution calling for the 

conclusion of c.n ae:reen:.ent whereby the nuclear countries would limit their 

production of nuclear lreapons and devote their tests to humanitarian ends in the 

service of the peoples of our planet. vle attach the utmost importance to 

the negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States on the 

limitation of strategic offensive arms. ~ve hope that in the near future an 

international agreement will be reached which will be an effective instrument 

for the complete prohibition of chemical weapons and the elimination of 

all means of waging bacteriological vrarfare. 
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(r.Jr. Alowais, United Arab Emirates) 

We stress this objective because 1ve are convinced that such a measure 

must be realistic and that the same must apply with regard to nuclear 

disarmament. The tenth special session of the General Assembly, devoted 

to ~isarmmuent, has so far led to no solemn and binding conmritment on 

nuclear disarmament, because the Cormnittee on Disarmament, which vras set 

up as the result of that session concentrated on procedural questions, 

whereas negotiations on substantive matters are to continue between the 

two great military Powers. 

The SALT II agreement is a first step towards the limitation of nuclear 

vreapons. It was the result of direct negotiations between the Soviet Union 

ancl the United States. That is why we consider SALT II as only a 

preparatory step which should lead to the negotiations on a SALT III 

agreement on a substantial reduction of nuclear weapons. That agreement 

should be placed 1vi thin the frame1·rorl\: of more far-reaching efforts, including 

the participation of all States, with a view to bringing about nuclear 

disarmament under effective international control. 

Some third world countries are still suffering from poor living 

conditions and malnutrition. vlliat is worse, thousands of human beings are 

the victililS of hunger, disease and ignorance. To reruedy this state of 

affairs, it would suffice if, instead of being squandered to such an extent 

on the acquisition and perfecting of weapons, resources were used for the 

benefit of the peoples of the third 1vorld. In this connexion consideration 

should be given to the proposal made at the tenth special session of the 

General Asserubly by Guyana to the effect that the resources freed by 

disarmament should be devoted to development by creating a special fund 

under United Nations auspices to set in motion proc;rammes of social vrelfare, 

particularly in the countries of the third world. 

My country is located in the Gulf area; that is vn1y we attach great 

importance to the declaration of the Indian Ocean and its natural 

extensions as a zone of rcace free of nuclear vreapons and sheltered from 

great-Power rivalry. l'W co~.try s~pports General Assembly resolution 

2832 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971 declaring the Indian Ocean a zone of peace. 

Furthermore, the States of the Non-Aligned Group also attached great 

importance to this matter, as is shown by declarations made by their Novement 



A/C.l/34/PV.26 
17 
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at all levels. Hovrever, most of the resolutions adopted have not been 

actec.l upon because sor,le of the sreat Powers feiled to have neiv tallm among 

therJJselves on ways and means of implei,Jentino; the Declaration of the 

Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. The maintenance of military bases 1n 

the Indian Ocean area and the crmrint.; military rivalry are disquieting 

and constitute a major obstacle to the application of the Declaration. 

:Dveryone knows that the Gulf is the natural extension of the Indian 

Ocean and that muc.h of the coastline of my country is on the sea of Oman, 

which extends through the Straits of Hurmuz to the entry to the Red Sea. 

I vish to make it clear that the tankers that transport oil from 

illY country and Gulf countries to the east coast of Africa and the coasts 

of the Far East and Japan must necessarily pass through the Indian Ocean 

and that if they are to reach their destination they must proceed by vray 

of a rec;ion that is safe and free of any tension. r:ence, my 

delegation appeals to the great Povrers to exclude the Indian Ocean rec;ion 

from their area of rivalry, for peace is to be achieved throu~1 

understandint.; and certainly not throut.;h the acquisition of veapons and 

the exacerbation of tension in that critical zone. 

My country is striving to have all international rivalry and conflicts 

amonc the creat Povrers reriloved from the Gulf region. In this connexion 

-vre cannot fail to ex:press our concern at statements emanatint.; from 

certain ~esponsible authorities, and from less responsible sources, in 

solile llestern countries on the use of force ac;ainst the oil-producing 

countries, particularly those in the Arab region. 

Ours is a peaceful country which seeks peace and international 

justice, and He endeavour to forestall the use or' force in any conflict, 

vrllatever it may be. He believe in the value of dialor;u.e and understanding 

in any dispute that may arise amonc nations, and moreover He whole-heartedly 

condeLm interference in the domestic affairs of other countries. 
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(i.ir. Alowais, United Arab :emirates) 

IIy country is also part of the i1Iicldle East, a region far from enjoying 

true peace, and one whose problem has come to be amonr; those causin~ the 

greatest concern in the lforld. This situation is due to the policy of 

Israel, which is endeavourin~ to increase its stocks of arms to acquire the 

most sophisticated and modern weaponry and to put the finishinc; touch to 

its nuclear armament. This year Israel's nulitary e~~enditures reached 

::;4 billion. That is a clear indication of the policy of ar;r;ression followed 

by Israel and international zionism. He see in it proof of the aggressive 

and expansionist designs of Israel, which continues to occupy the 

territories of certain Arab countries and still refuses to comply l-Tith 

United Nations resolutions callinG on it to ldthdral-T from those occupied 

territories and to recognize the inalienable rights of the Palestinian 

people. Certain sources indicate that the nulitary budget of Israel for 

the year 1974-1975 reached $3,700 million, or some 38 per cent of its 

national budget l-Thich is equivalent to more than one third of its national 

income. 
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t.t present the military bw .. 1r;et anounts to about 45 per cent of national 

income. Ui th rec;ard to Israeli nuclear armament , ue shall speal{ on that 

subject durinc; consideration of the relevant item on our agenda. 

In conclusion, I should like to say that c;eneral anc1 complete 

L'~.isarmament, includint:; th.:: need to prevent Israel from acquiring nuclear 

v1eapons, is an aim that >·re should o.ll endeavour to achieve. He hope 

that the General Assembly, in the coursE' of its present session, 1rill tal"'e 

effective and specific :measures to brine about nuclear disarmament in the 

Iliddle East region as well as justice ancl peace in our part of the 1-rorlcl. 
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Mr. r!lATANE (Papua Ne1·r Guinea): Each ancl every State of the 

international community seeks to live in peace and harmony within secure 

boundaries. In order to protect and preserve these boundaries, some States 

create armed forces. These armed forces are equipped with "iveapons to carry 

out their duties effectively in the event that disputes arise. The mere 

act of creating the armed forces is in itself an indication of the development 

of an insecure environment. This insecure environment then leads to the 

acquisition and development of more arms, conventional as well as nuclear. 

In other words, each State now seeks to have more advanced and sophisticated 

weapons in case of an attack from others. As we all know, this process 

threatens peaceful coexistence. We do, however, note that it is an 

unavoidable responsibility for a nation to provide a sufficient level of 

defence of its security in view of the insecure world in which we live. 

Thus the process of the development and accumulation of arms continues to 

expand in both the conventional and the nuclear field. The opening "iVOrds 

of the Declaration on Disarmament contained in the Final Document of the 

tenth special session of the General Assembly state: 

"Hankind today is confronted with an unprecedented threat of 

self-extinction arising from the massive and competitive accumulation 

of the most destructive weapons ever produced. Existing arsenals of 

nuclear weapons alone are more than sufficient to destroy all life 

on earth" (resolution A/S-10/2, para. 11). 

It is time for the international community to take appropriate steps 

to reverse this dangerous trend and to seek security in disarmament 

through a gradual but effective process commencing with a reduction in 

the present level of armaments. Unless genuine and immediate steps are 

taken to prevent further developments and the stockpiling of nuclear as 

well as conventional weapons, the continuation of the arms race means a 

growing threat to international peace and security and even to the very 

survival of the human race. It could mean the end of civilization as we 

know it today. 

Disarmament has thus become the imperative and most urgent task facing 

the international community. He are disappointed to note that no real 
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(Mr. Hatane, Papua New Guinea) 

progress has so far been made in the crucial field of the reduction of 

armaments, although certain positive changes in the international 

situation in some areas of the world provide some encouragement. Some 

partial measures have been taken to limit certain weapons or to eliminate 

them altogether, as in the case of the Convention on the Prohibition of the 

Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and 

Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction. The fact remains that these 

agreements are limited; the arms race continues in spite of various attempts 

to curb it. 

In the world in which we live today, we are faced with limited 

resources. He therefore cannot afford to overlook the close relationship 

between expenditure on armaments and economic and social development , 

because over-expenditure in one area will have an adverse effect on the 

other. Unfortunately, this seems to be happening today because the facts 

and figures indicate that military expenditures are increasing at an alarming 

rate, particularlY in the field of production of nuclear weapons. We know 

that the world military expenditure today is estimated at over $400 billion 

a year. In real terms, this represents an almost fourfold increase during 

the 30 years since 1948. The biggest spenders, the United States and 

the Soviet Union, together account for about 51 per cent of the 1978 total, 

although their share of the total world military expenditure has been 

decreasing during the past 10 years. 

It goes without saying that in non-industrialized countries in 

particular, there are millions of people 1vho are in need of food, housing, 

proper medical care, education and better welfare standards. Those very 

countries are faced with the problem of not having enough resources for 

the development of their people. Yet those countries spend enormous amounts 

of their national budgets on buying military equipment and building up 

military forces. I'Jhile we do recognize that diversion of expenditures from 

the military build-up could not solve all the economic and social problems of 

the world, we do believe, however, that it would lighten the burden with 

vrhi ch we are faced today. Just and lasting peace in the world cannot be 

built on poverty, starvation and inhuman living conditions. As long as 
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there exists a disparity beb·reen "the poor a:-;~1 the 1·ich, there -vrill a:L•tTays 

be insecurity and instability in tl•e '.iorld. 

The international arms trade is one of the r,1cs t; alarming factors 

contributinG to the grovine militarization of the world. The arms trade 

with the non-industrialized countries has elicited the most attention and 

concern, both because it represents to a large extent an extension of the 

conflict bet1-reen East and \Jest, and because the weapons supplied to those 

countries have been used extensively. It remains a fact that practically 

all wars since 1945 have been fought in the so-called third-world countries, 

with conventional weapons supplied by the main industrialized countries. 

Disarmament nec;otiations during this same period have, however, 

concentrated on the technical issues of nuclear weapons and on the political 

issues of preventing the outbrealc of a major war between the major nuclear 

Powers. 

During the early 1970s, supplies of major weapons to 

non-industrialized countries rose at an average annual rate of 15 per cent. 

In the period 1974-1978, this grmvth accelerated to 25 per cent per year. 

Today, the non-industrialized countries account for 70 per cent of the 

global arms trade. The total value of the international arms trade is today 

estimated at $20 billion per year at current prices. \·Jhile the arms

manufacturing countries once supplied primarily second-hand or obsolete 

weapons to the so-called underdevelopedcountries, in recent years they 

have transferred many of the most advanced conventional weapons to the 

non-industrialized countries. Very .sophisticated weapons can often be purchased 

on the arms market, even before they enter the arsenals of the producer 

countries. 
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Although the bulk of military spending is going towards the upk~ep 

of conventional weapons and forces, nuclear weapons are by far the greatest 

threat to the survival of mankind. In 1945 two nuclear bombs with a total 

explosive power of about 30,000 tons of high explosives destroyed the cities 

of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, in Japan, killing about 300,000 persons. Since 

that time the world's nuclear arsenals have grown to the equivalent of over 

1 million Hiroshima bombs. If only a fraction of these weapons were used in 

war, many millions would be killed both by the explosions and by the effects 

of world-wide radioactive fall-out. Civilization as we know it today would 

cease to exist. 

It is clear to us all that the nuclear-weapon Powers have a potential 

for mass destruction unparalled in history, and the risk of horizontal 

proliferation needs to be emphasized. A by-product of the nuclear-power

generation industry is plutonium-239, which can be used as an explosive in 

nuclear weapons. Materials that can be used for nuclear weapons are being 

produced in an increasing number of countries. The technology of nuclear weapons 

is now widely known. For instance, at the end of 1978 16 non-nuclear-weapon 

States were operating 66 thermal-power reactors. There is therefore an evident 

need to prevent the diversion of fissile materials from peaceful to military 

purposes. 

That is the aim of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, 

which entered into force in 1970. We understand that under the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty the nuclear-weapon States are committed not to transfer,while the 

non-nuclear-weapon States are under the obligation not to control them. 

The non-nuclear-weapon States are obliged to conclude safeguards agreements with 

the InternationalAtomic Energy Agency (IAEA) covering all their peaceful 

activities in order to ensure that there is no diversion of nuclear material 

to the manufacture of nuclear explosives. All parties to the Treaty have the 

right to exploit nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, and those in a position 

to do so must co-operate with other countries in developing peaceful nuclear 

technology. All parties are committed to pursue negotiations in good faith on 

effective measures contributing to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at 

an early date and to nuclear disarmament, including a treaty on general and 

complete disarmament. 
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However, the Fan-Proliferation Treaty sets no limits as to how close a 

country may come to the assembly of nuclear weapons. A number of countriPs which 

arP wel1 able to construct nuclear weapons once they make thP political decision 

to do so and which have access to fissile material are not parties to the 

Treaty. In fact, we do not know which countries have have produced nuclear wPapons, 

since this can be done on a small scale and secretly. Moreover, nuclear-weapon 

design is now so well known that the reliability of weapons can be assumed 

without testing. 

'l'l1e establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements 

freely arrived. at amonr: the States of the regions concerned constitutes an 

important disarmrunent measure. In the procPss of establishing such zones, 

it is important that the characteristics of each region be taken into account. 

It 1s equally important that States participating in such zones undPrtake 

to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes and principles of the agreements 

or arrangements establishing the zones, thus ensuring that they are ~enuinely free 

from nuclear weapons or the testing of nuclear 1veapons. 

In this connexion my delegation wishes to draw the attention of this 

Committee to General Assembly resolution 3477 (XXX) of 11 December 1975, 

which deals with the concept of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone 

in the South Pacific. Such a regional arrangement and other similar arrangements 

in other regions would be in conformity with the objectives of the Final Document 

of the tenth special session,on disarmament. 

Papua Hew Guinea is a member of the South Pacific community. As such \·Te 

are naturally concerned about the security as well as the welfare of the people 

in the region. The peoples of this region are very anxious to keep the South 

Pacific free from the risk of nuclear contamination and conflict. He are 

equally anxious to see that the region does not provide an avenue for big-Power 

rivalry. On 3 July 1975 the Heads of Government of independent and self

governing States members of the South Pacific forum issued a communique to this 

effect. ~he communique went on to commend the idea of establishing a 

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region as a means of achieving that aim. 

The agreement was then followed by General Assembly resolution 3477 (XXX) of 

11 December 1975 endorsing the concept. 
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However, contrary to the South Pacific forum communique and thg,t General 

Assembly resolution, testing of nuclear devices in the South Pacific is still 

beine; carried out on the island of Hururoa, in French Polynesia. Underground 

nuclear tests are being undertaken by France every year. As recently as 

July and August this year tvo nuclear tests tool\: place. These tests resulted 

in the deaths of tvro persons from a laboratory explosion and in a tidal 1.rave. 

This is only the beginning. Further tests vrill cause more serious damage to 

life, property and the environment. Hho lmovrs, the marine life in and around 

the test site could already have been contaminated with radioactive material. 

In view of the foregoine;, my delegation requests those responsible for conducting 

these tests to provide to this Committee any information on the safeguards they have 

instituted to prevent the pollution of the marine life in and around the ~1ururoa atoll 

In 1963 a partial comprehensive test~ban Treaty was signed. Though limited, 

it successfully reduced atmospheric testing and the contamination of the environment 

by radioactive substances. But we should like to see all five nuclear Powers 

working together to speed up the process of negotiations with the cornmo~ objective 

of concluding the Treaty. As requested under General Assembly resolution 32/78, 

we hope that all those States parties to the Treaty will be able to have the 

Treaty open for signature before the next special session on disarmament. He also hope 

that the other bw remaining nuclear-weapon States ivill become "Parties to this Treaty. 

Papua New Guinea welcomes the SALT II agreement between the United States and 

the Soviet Union and hopes for early ratification of the treaty by both Governments. 

For some of us, this is a sign of hope in that the agreement sets specific li~its 

on strategic offensive vTeapons systems, My Government vTelcomes this agreement 

because of the political climate it provides for future efforts towards general 

and complete disarmament. However, we express concern at the development of 

new weapons systems, as it counteracts the efforts being made to halt the 

arms race. 
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Complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and 

stockpiling of all chemical vreapons and their destruction is one of the 

urgent measures of disarmament. r1y dele~ation fully supports efforts directed 

to this end. \ve should therefore like to see nPp:otiations tmmrds a 

convention in this regard ~iven serious consideration. AftPr its conclusion, 

all States should contribute to ensuring the broadest possible application of 

the convention through its early signature and ratification. My delegation 

recognizes that the primary responsibility rests with the big Powers. But 

the countries that do not possess vast nuclear and missile arsenals have the 

advantage and the oblieation of being able to work towards controlled 

disarmament. 

Finally, I wish to emphasize that genuine and lasting peace and security 

in the world cannot be achieved by the accmaulation of weapons or the formation 

of military alliances. Nor can this be sustained through poverty, starvation 

and inhuman livin~ conditions. Genuine and lasting peace and security can be 

brought about only through the effective implementation of the security system 

provided for in the Charter of the United Nations, through the speedy reduction 

of arms and armed forces and through international agreement and mutual example 

with the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament under effective 

international control. Meanwhile, the causes of the arms race and of thrPats 

to peace must be reduced, and to this end effective steps must be taken to 

eliminate tensions and to have disputes sPttlPd by peaceful mPans. 

Mr. RAJAKOSKI (Finland): My delegation has in its statement of 

19 October already put forward its views on several issues, particularly 

the disarmament situation in Europe. I should like novr to address myself 

to a number of other questions, most of which are related to nuclear disarmament. 

My Government has firmly supported efforts to prevent the spread of nuclear 

weapons. 1-le have done so because we believe that the emergence of additional 

nuclear-weapon States, just as the vertical nuclear arms race, runs counter to 

the security interests of all States, whether nuclear or non-nuclear, aligned 

or non-aligned. vle have voiced our concern over developments ;.rhich we have 

considered contrary to these efforts. TI-ro years ago my delegation took the 
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initiative of proposing in this Committee a comprehensive draft resolution on 

the question of nuclear non-proliferation. Introducing the draft resolution, 

my delegation referred to one of the examples of the dangers of proliferation, 

that is, the possible plans of South Africa for nuclear-weapon capability. 

Only a few days ago the General Assembly on the basis of reports received 

requested the Secretary-General to conduct an investigation into the 

possibility of a recent nuclear test. These reports - whether true or false -

serve to underline the danger and even the mere suspicion of the danger of 

nuclear proliferation whenever and wherever it might occur. 

This is the danger that my delegation has tried to combat by assuming 

an active role in promoting the Non-Proliferation Treaty ever since 1968. 

Finland continues to believe that the Non-Proliferation Treaty is the best 

instrument to avert the danger of the spread of nuclear weapons and to reach 

international consensus on co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. 

This conviction holds now just as it has held ever since the inception of the 

Treaty. 

Non-proliferation J.s an integral part of the efforts of the international 

community to eliminate the danger of nuclear war and it is intrinsically linked 

with other aspects of nuclear disarmament. As stated in the Final Document of 

te special session on disarmament, the nuclear-weapon States have the primary 

responsibility for ending the arms race and initiating nuclear disarmament. A 

comprehensive nuclear test ban and the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear

weapon States would be measures tmmrds these ends. The Final Document also 

makes mention of the obligation of all States to prevent the spread of nuclear 

weapons. 

Non-proliferation measures should not jeopardize the right of all States 

fully to benefit from the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, provided that they 

accept effective non-proliferation safeguards. On the contrary, properly 

designed non-proliferation measures should enhance the exercise of this right 

and stimulate international co-operation in the field of peaceful uses of 

nuclear energy. 
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All these goals are embodied in the Hon·-Proliferation Treaty. The 

vast majority of the international community is already party to the Treaty. 

The constantly increasing membership in it testifies to its significance. 

Finland vTelcomes the recent adherence to the Non-Proliferation Treaty by a 

number of countries, most recently Bangladesh, Barbados, Indonesia and Sri Lanka. 

In a document shortly to be circulated in this Committee, the Nordic 

Governments have expressed their concern about developments affecting 

non-proliferation. The following is quoted from that document: 

::The Nordic countries wish to emphasize their conviction that the 

development and achievement of nuclear explosive capability by any 

additional State or States would pose a grave threat to the international 

community as a whole and also be detrimental to the efforts to promote 

international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. It is 

their strongly held hope that no non-nuclear-weapon State will attempt 

to develop or otherwise acquire nuclear explosive capability and that 

all States will do their utmost to enhance international confidence and 

trust so that nuclear-I·Teapons proliferation to additional States will not 

take place. Such confidence and trust are essential for the security of 

States and international peace. n 
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International nuclear co~operation has not proceeded without difficulties and 

disappointments. It should not be overlooked that a number of customers perceive 

the situation as an inhE>rently discriminatory oligopoly. Some receiving countries 

see the conditions of supply as infrine;ements of tnE>ir sovereignty. Uncertainty 

about the continuity of supplies has also caused concE>rn. It has even been argued 

that the safeguards regiu1e adopted i11 pursuance of th<" Non-Proliferation Treaty is 

discriminatory and hampers access to nuclear energy. Underlying these 

arguments there are lE>gitimate concerns about economic and social devE>lopment and 

the availability of energy. 

However genuine these arguments are, it seems to me that this criticism fails 

to reach the crux of the matter. The basic reason for the difficulties - whether 

perceived or real - in international co-operation in this field is not the inadequacy 

of supplies of the alleged restrictive practices of suppliers. We do not believe that 

any government would seriously want to challenge the premise that peaceful nuclear 

activities should be subjected to controls against diversion to military purposes. 

This premise would in effect be undermined were peaceful nuclear programmes to be 

used - as they are being used - as an excuse for creating capability for nuclear 

explosivE's. The difficulties in international co-operation stem from a fear -

a justified fear - of nuclear proliferation. The fear exists because assurances 

against military diversion are not considf'red adequate. lle firmly believe that 

once this fear is dispelled, the difficulties should disappear. 

The fear of prolifE>ration can be eliminated by a universal political commitment 

on the part of the non-nuclear-wE>apon States to renounce the nuclear-weapon option, 

that is, by the universalization of the l{on-Proliferation Treaty. Failing this, 

States not parties to the Treaty should give non-proliferation assurances to the 

international community by accepting safeguards on their entire nuclear fuel cycle. 

According to the Annual Report of the International Atomic Energy AgE>ncy for 1978, 

the number of non-nuclear-weapon States in which unsafeguarded nuclear facilities 

are in operation may increase even furthE>r. Do 11e need a stronger reminder of why 

the fear of proliferation is real and justified? 
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'rhe political commitment to non-proliferation of States parties to the Non

Proliferation 'rreaty is coupled with the system of International Atomic Energy 

Agency safeguards. In this regard, my Government looks forward to the future 

results of the International Nuclear Fuel Cycle Evaluation programme, which ·- among 

other questions ·- is involved in a search for fuel cycles as resistant to 

proliferation as possible. In face of ne-,.r technologies, -vre also consider it vital 

that the capabilities of the International Atomic Energy Agency be strengthened so 

that it can effecti·rely exercise its twin role of preventing proliferation and 

promoting peaceful nuclear energy. 

The second Review Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

should be approached as a further effort to broaden international consensus on these 

matters. The increased adherence to the TreRty is an encouraging development. 

Further adherence and effective participation in the pre-parations of the Conference 

would enhance its chances of succeeding. While emphasizing the importance of the 

political non-proliferation commitment, the Conference should, for its part, ensure 

that future applications of peaceful atomic and nuclear non-proliferation also 

remain technically compatible with each other. In this regard, the work of the 

International Nuclear Fuel Cycle Evaluation could mark an important contribution. 

In its earlier intervention in this Connni ttee, my delegation stressed the 

importance of continuing and broadening the strategic arms dialogue. At the same 

time, we expressed our concern about the qualitative aspects of the nuclear-arms 

race. He also urged the participants in the tripartite negotiations on a 

comprehensive test ban to continue their efforts and we called for a treaty which 

would put constraints on the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and on 

their proliferation. The cessation of the production of fissionable material for 

weapons purposes would be another measure that should be considered with a view to 

facilitating nuclear disarmament. 

All approaches to disarmament should be explored. Hhile the challenges of 

disarmament are global, and while commitment to its search should be universal, 

a regional approach may prove fruitful where proper politico-geographical 

conditions exist. 
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'i'he Treaty of Tlatelolco continues to demonstrate the viability of the zonal 

approach to arms limitation. 'l'he Treaty has been an obvious success. The 

establismaent of nuclear-weapon-free zones is the subject of a number of items 

before this Coramittee, and other proposals have been made outside the United 

J.qations. He hope that further progress could be made towards the establishment 

of such zones on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of 

the region concerned. ifuclear-weapon-free zones would be a contribution to non-· 

proliferation and could also check the introduction of nuclear weapons into new 

areas. 

, .. 1y Government was gratified at being able to observe the Heeting of the 

Littoral and Hinterland States of the Indian Ocean. Vle believe that the Meeting 

;.ras a further step towards the creation of a zone of peace in the area. 

The main objective at the regional level should be to ensure the security of 

all States of the region at as low a level of armaments as possible. A year ago, 

the General Assembly decided to undertake a systematic study on all aspects of 

regional disarmament. FinlRnd is represented in the group of governmental experts 

helping the Secretary-General to carry out the study. We look forward to 

tne conclusion and recommendations that the group will submit to the General 

Assembly at its next session. 
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As the Geeneral Assembly requested last year, the Cow~ittee on Disarmament 

has considered the question of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. 

Although the discussion was of a preliminary nature, there seems to be wide 

recognition of the urgent need to reach agreement on effective international 

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-1-Teapon States against the use or threat of 

the use of nuclear weapons. There was no objection in principle to the idea 

of an international convention, although some difficulties in this regard were 

pointed out. We believe that all possibilities of solving this crucial issue 

should continue to be explored, and Finland, for its part, is ready to 

participate fully in that discussion. 

Mr. OYONO (United Republic of Cameroon) (interpretation from French): 

More than ever before, mankind is aware of the need to find a new approach in 

order to avert the apocalypse of a nuclear war. One of the great paradoxes of 

our day is that, after having solemnly pledged ourselves to maintain international 

peace and security by signing the Charter of the United Nations, we should 

immediately have set forth on a suicidal nuclear adventure. Since 1945, in fact, 

we have noted that the major concern of a large number of Member States is 

still directed towards the unbridled race in ever more sophisticated armaments. 

In the face of the grave threat represented by the accumulation of these 

weapons, it is time that international relations turned resolutely to a new 

path of mutual trust and the strengthening of international peace and security 

advocated by the Non-Aligned Movement, whose moderating influence with regard 

to existing antagonisms needs no emphasis. In fact, as we stated during the 

last Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries: 
11It is impossible to achieve international detente and peace through the 

balance of forces, spheres of influence, great-Power rivalry or the arms 

race, particularly the nuclear arms race." 

Therefore we must reaffirm the urgent need to bend every effort to speeding 

up the process of general and complete disarmament under effective international 

control, in order to embark upon the building up of a lasting peace based on 

the democratization of relations among States and the establishment of a New 

International Economic Order. 
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The convening of the tenth special session of the General Assembly, devoted 

to disarmament, responded to that need. Unfortunately, 10 months after the 

adoption of the Final Document of that special session, the rattle of weapons 

only grow·s louder in the world. 

Military expenditures, constantly rising in geometric progression, have 

reached the fantastic amount of $480 billion, whereas the assistance given to 

development is shrinking and represents, respectively, 0.33 per cent of the gross 

national product of the Western countries and 0.03 per cent of the gross national 

product of the socialist States. At the same time, two thirds of mankind 

continues to vegetate in a state of abject poverty and to suffer hunger, thirst 

and destitution. 

Moreover, experts are in agreement that the present stockpiles of weapons, 

particularly nuclear weapons, would be sufficient not only to wipe out all life 

on earth but to blow up our planet several times over. 

Nevertheless, despite their declarations about reducing their weapons, the 

great Powers continue to increase their nuclear arsenals, and the medium-sized 

Powers also are aspiring to reach the same level of armaments as the great 

Powers, uhile we see the number of States that are anxious to acquire nuclear 

capability growing each day. 

Vlf delegation expresses the hope that the present debate in the First 

Committee will make everyone aware of the imperative need to implement without 

delay the decisions and recommendations that were adopted by consensus at the 

tenth special session of the General Assembly. One of those decisions was 

precisely to reactivate the Committee on Disarmament. My delegation participated 

in the work of the inaugural session of that body held between 14 May and 

8 June 1979. We are gratified by the consensus reached by the Committee on the 

definition of the elements of a comprehensive programme for disarmament. That 

document, which flows from and completes the Programme of Action of the tenth 

special session, should be approved by the General Assembly without difficulty. 

With regard to the negotiating organ, it is perhaps too soon to judge the 

results obtained from the new formula laid down by the tenth special session. 

However, we can already congratulate ourselves on the widening of the 

restricted negotiating framework in which the two great military alliances for 

two decades showed their inability to achieve any significant progress in the 

field of disarmament. Let us hope that very soon the nuclear Powers that are 
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still holdine back will also join in the negotiations and give them the true 

international dimension without which the atmosphere of confidence necessary 

fer success cannot be created. 

Furthermore, it does not seem that the Committee achieved anything but the 

adoption of its rules of procedure. My delegation must therefore deplore that, 

contrary to the consensus that was arrived at at the tenth special session, there 

is in the rules of procedure no mention of the possibility of givine all 

non-nuclear-weapon States an equal right to belong to that Committee shortly. 

1-Je have repeatedly expressed our convictions on this subject. If, to 

be effective, negotiations must take place in a relatively restricted Committee, 

nothing, on the other hand, would justify the drafting of conventions to ensure 

our collective security being monopolized for all time by a minority of States. 

We reaffirm the need to reintroduce the notion of reasonable rotation in 

the conposition of the Committee on Disarmament on the basis of democratic 

distribution. Last year my delegation made clearly known its desire that, 

when establishine the rules for the renewal of the mandate of its members, the 

Committee should adopt the principle of periodic rotation, the period to be not 

longer than two or three years. We repeat that appeal. 
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lie hope also that vrhen it resumes its uork on the ar;enda 

i. t has adopted the Committee ·vrill be able to n1ake real progress in the 

preparation of a treaty on the total prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests 

and of a treaty or convention on the total and effective prohibition of 

the development, production and stockpiling of all types of chemical 

ueapons and on their destruction. He Plso attach importance to the 

continuation of negotiations en a bincUnt"~ internA.tional convention 

that \VOUld safeguard non-nuclear-weapon States ae;ainst the use or threat 

of use of nuclear vreapons. 

But it is obvious that these nec;ative guarantees, as they have been 

called, can only be of relative and limited interest because of the 

climate of mistrust prevailinp: in th" 1vorlcl, Thc> sole pffective 

and credible safeguard lies in p;eneral and complete disarmament under 

effective and verifiable international control. This is recognized by the 

nuclear Powers that have been pursuinG arduous bilateral neGotiations on 

the limitation of strateGic weapons. In this connexion, my deleGation 

welcomed the signinG, on 18 June last, of the SALT II ap;reement. We 

consider it a positive measure likely to build confidence between the 

major military Powers. Hhile not a cenuine disarmament measure, SALT II 

nevertheless proclaims the approach of SALT III, open to all nuclear Po1,rers, and 

apt to serve as the prelude to an international treaty on the total 

prohibition of nuclear tests. 

r.ly delee;ation would also lilte to exprc~ss its satisfaction at the 

united States-Soviet initiative in submitting to the Committee on 

Disarmament an "AGreed Joint USSR-United States Proposal on Major Elements 

of a Treaty Prohibiting the Development, Production, Stockpiline; and Use 

of Radiological Heapons ". That document vrarrants the full attention of the 

Cornmi tt ee as soon as it resumes its vrork in Geneva. 



l'lP/mpr.l A/C.l/34/PV.26 
47 

(IIr. Oyono, United Republic of Cameroon) 
' 

It is to be hoped that the c;reat Powers will redouble their efforts 

to achieve similar ac;reement on those problems en -vrhich the rest 

rf tr,f' international co1r:rnunity are already agreed. Fe are thinl'ing 

specifically of General Assembly decisions endorsing the agreement amonc 

States of certain regions to declare those regions nuclear-free zones. 

\Jhether in Latin .America or the Indian Ocean, everything must be done to 

respect the 'fill of the States of those rec,ions to live in zones of peace, 

safe from the nuclear threat. 

As far as Africa is concerned, the denuclearization of which vras 

decided upon in 1964 by the Heads of State of the Organization of African 

Unity and proclaimed by the General Assembly in a number of its resolutions, 

it can readily be ·.mderstood that my delegation is particularly concerned 

by the situation created and developing there as a result of South Africa's 

access to nuclear technology and of the racist schemes of the Pretoria regime. 

TI1e announcement of a recent nuclear explosion to the south of our 

continent bears out our apprehensions and is apt to undermine the assurances 

given us in the past. 

For some years nmv '\-Te have constantly been drawing the attention of the 

international community to the criminal designs of the Pretoria regime, 

bent as it is, in the sho-vr of force it has been mounting for more than 

30 years against the United Nations with respect to southern Africa, on 

maintaining and strengthening its policy of apartheid and colonial 

domination in ~Tamibia through the acquisition of nuclear weapons. 

\'That ever the General Assembly and the Security Council may have 

wanaged to do to stern this dangerous development of Pretoria's hegemonic 

and aggressive schemes which have been threatening international peace 

and security in that part of our continent, the resolutions and decisions 

-vre have adopted have constantly been circurr,vented. This applies to 

the recent resolution 33/63 of our Assembly, which called upon South Africa 

to refrain from carryinc out any nuclear explosions on the African continent 

or elsewhere, and also invited all States to cease all nuclear co-ooperation 

with the racist regime. 
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Apparently these appeals have fallen on <leaf ears. Under the :most 

dubious pretexts, some nuclear Pouers, including Powers vrhich profess 

a <lesire for non-proliferation, have not only continued but have 

intensifieC:. their co-operation ui th South Africa. As far as Cameroon 

is concerned, vre condenm any co-operation, mili tar,y, nuclear or otherwise, 

"ith the apartheid rec;ime, ac;ainst which the Security Colmcil has decreed 

an e:.n:s embargo. Hy delegation will support any initiative desic;ned to ensure 

that th2 Security Council shoulders its responsibilities at last by adopting 

strict economic sanctions, beginning 1vi th an oil embargo, against the 

racist minority in power in Pretoria. 

In the face of that regime's persistently arrogant attitude towards 

our Organization, the only effective ueasure left to us is 

recourse to the provisions of Chapter VII of the Charter. Uhile we 

await the Council's decision on this matter, we express our trust in our 

Secretary-General and lrould encourage him to clo all in his power to 

brine about the speedy conclusion of the investigation entrusted to him 

following South Africa's nuclear explosion. 

He are aware of the difficulty of the tasl•, uhich is uhy we make 

an urc;ent &ppeal to the nuclear Powers to extend to the Secretary-General 

all the necessary technical and political assistance in the fulfilment of 

his duties. By so doinc;, those Powers will be contributing to a 

strene;':;hening of the Unitecl Nations role in the field of disarmament. 

l•ly delegation takes this occasion to conGratulate the Secretary-General 

for the diligence he has shown in implementinc; recommendations of the 

tenth special session. 

fellowship proc;ramme. 

He have particularly in mind the disarmament 

Ltr country is hc-.ppy to be participating in the 

first seminar, 1-rhich 1lill be concluding in a few days. I am sure 1ve 

shall derive great benefit from it. 
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He are also follouing 1d th interest the sPtt ing u:;; or' a nur.lbt)r CJf stuuies 

requested by the Assembly. The oue closE:-::-t to our heart concerns the 

reJ.ationship bet"I·Teen disarrr!an:ent er' J develo1__•mcnt. 'J'he report of the 

Secretary-Ger:.eral (A/34/534) slloHs that the ,n;roup of experts nominated to 

eondC-!ct that study sees t··1e problev in all its bre:;;rLtll. I1y delee:;a:tion 

supports the definition of the maw'late of the experts and the guidelines 

f,·,r their research as they have been established. 

He also support the first efforts of the c;roup c~1are:;ed with the stu.dy of 

the relationship bet1-1een disarmaL1ent and international security. vle have always 

stressed that the unbridled arms race -vras directly linlced to the deterioration 

in international relations. The search for spheres of influence, he(3emonistic 

rivalries and interference in the internal affairs of other States are 

so many causes of insecurity vThich stem from the thirst for arms. 

In conclusion I should like to say that ·He m-Te it to ourselves to seel;: 

as exhaustively as possible measures capable of increasing confidence and 

trust among peoples and nations. The groundwork must be laid for a ne1-r 

international morality based on the democratization of relations and on 

solidarity. In a word, we must establish the lJe1-r Economic Order for which 

the sixth special Assembly session provided the 13ui.delines and which, by 

c;rantine; to all peoples the feeling of being able to share in the common 

abundance, w·ill also e;i ve them the hope for collective and lastinG peace. 

Mr. EILAl\f (Israel) : The general debc:tte on disarmament, under your very 

able guidance, Hr. Chairlilan, has covered a wide field of subjects and has once 

again expressed mankind 1 s complete avareness of the disastrous path we are treadinc; 

and our tragic inability to summon our moral vrill to call a halt to this drive 

tovrards self-destruction. 

He in this Committee should face the unavoidable limitations of a body such 

as this in being able to alter the course of events, and rather than quibble over 

the -vrording of paragraphs in repetitive draft resolutions 1-re can and should at 

least 1-1arn the 1wrld in clear terms of the true nature of the modern arms spiral. 

In the past the arms race was confined to the main contenders for SUIJremacy, 
/ 

the major Povers of the day. This vras true of the situation prevailine; prior to 

the outbreak of the two 1wrld vars and also during the 1950s and 1960s. 
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A number of factors have contributed to a change in the character of 

the arms race. :W.ven the very term "arms race" is misleading, because the 

competition for the acquisition of more arms is heing conducted simultaneously 

in different regions of the world. Rather than having one race with several 

competitors running, so to speak, on the same track, one witnesses today the 

existence of a number of tracks over which the gruesome and ultimately futile 

competition for military advantage is being run. The novel situation is a 

result of the concomitant effects of the proliferation of conflicts in the 

post-colonial era, the scientific revolution and, above all, the availability 

of unprecedented financial resources to Middle F.astern oil-producing countries, 

which accelerates the production and widens the spread of sophisticated arms 

the world over. 

With the increase of armed conflicts, there is a growing international 

demand for arms. I should like to quote the Foreign ~nnister of Singapore, who 

said, in his statement of 24 September 1979, 

"Since 1945 there have been in all some 135 major and minor wars 

involving some 80 countries and responsible for some 25 million casualties. 

With rare exceptions the armies involved were from third world countries. 

Today the fighting armies are wholly from third world countries." 

(A/34/PV.6, p. 41) 

He went on to say that 

"If the global crisis 1s left unresolved, the indications are that in 

the 1980s civil wars, small-nation wars and proxy wars will spread 

further in the third world. Already across southern Asia, South-East 

Asia, the Hiddle East, Africa and Central America, border and 

territorial disputes, recollections of injustices from times past and 

social upheavals are igniting countless conflicts". (ibid.) 

He further noted that 

"An even more telling evidence of militarization is the third world's 

share of global military expenditures over the past decade. According 

to an estimate made some five years ago, it shot up from 15 per cent ••• to 

23 per cent In the light of the proliferation of new wars since then, 

such as the major one in Indo-China, the percentage has probably increased. 

A quarter of the third world devotes more than a quarter of its public 

spending to arms". (ibid., _n_:__ 4~_) 
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It is probably not surprising that the ancient rivalries lvhich had existed 

in the pre--colonial era would come to life again after liberation from colonial 

rule. The tragedy is~ hmrever, that the availability of sophisticated vreapons 

oll a vast scale serves to exacerbate and prolong the armed conflicts, causine; 

enormo11s duffering to civilian populations. There exists a tragic discrepancy 

in the third world between the lack of development on the one hand and the presence 

of modern sophisticated means of destruct.ion on the other. \\fe have vritnessed 

in the last decade the gruesome spectacle of HIG 21s with computerized weapons 

systems being flown over fields that have never seen a tractor and where sowing 

is still done with the help of a wooden plough. One would wish that the 

dispensers of modern technology to the third Horld I.J'OUld be as liberal with aid 

in agriculture as they are in modernizing warfare. 

In this Committee we have often heard the complaint that while enormous 

sums are being spent on research and development on armaments, comparatively 

little is being spent on helping developing countries of the world. This 

is a justified grievance. It must be noted, however, that the process of research 

and development of modern armament is a competitive business, inasmuch as the 

buyers are in a position to demand the latest models and will turn to another 

supplier if they fail initially to acquire the most destructive type of tank, 

missile or plane in as short a time as possible. If the customer is a 

Biddle Eastern oil-producing country, the price is irrelevant. This mad 

scramble for the latest in means of destruction has a double effect. 

Onthe one hand, competing with each other for the recycling of petrodollars, 

the industrialized countries are forced to direct ever larger sums to research 

and development. This in turn means an accelerated transition from one weapons 

system to another. Military specialists are in the habit of talking in terms 

of "generations of arms 17
• Unlike human generations, the lifespan of modern arms 

is only a few years. 
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On the other hand, the s-vrift transition from one weapon system to another 

enables each of the l;Jiddle [.i;astern oil-producin3 countries to have at its 

disposal large stocks of outdated equipment 1-1hich >wuld be considered elsewhere 

as still quite modern. These accumulated stocks are frequently distributed 

to political client countries in the third world 9 vrhich, as I said before, 

contributes to the proliferation of armed conflicts the 1-rorld over. \Jhat 

better wa;{ to stoke the furnaces of third Horld conflicts? 

An unspoken taboo has prevailed in the United Nations for too long which 

has prevented an unbiased discussion of the full impact of the soaring costs 

of petroleum on the -vrorld economy, on the amount of economic assistance to 

developing countries, and on the proliferation and stockpiling of modern arms 

in parts of the -vrorld that have hitherto been spared the deadly contagious 

disease we call 11the arms race". Recently, the submerged anxieties over oil 

prices have erupted into open outbursts in some United Nations foruws. The 

extensive discussions on disarmament in this Comrnittee, encompassing a 

variety of factors present in the international arms build-up, can no longer 

be considered valid unless and until the oil factor is included. 

The rise of oil prices since 1974, and the consequent cataclysmic 

economic repercussions,have posed tremendous problems for developed and 

developing nations alike. It is obvious that the high cost of oil imports 

is directly responsible for the increase of deficits in national balances of 

payments and the mushrooming of foreign debt. 

Industrialized nations were caught in a process of 11 stagflation11 
-

inflation of prices to an unprecedented level occurring simultaneously vTith 

an increase in unemployment. This phenomenon also causes international 

imbalances in the world monetary system, and thus imperils the lowering 

of trade barriers as proposed in United Nations Conference on Trade and 

Development (UNCTAD) meetings, and North-South dialogues. 

Developing nations have been especially hard-hit by the energy 

stranglehold. Between the end of 1973 and the beginning of 1978, the total 

foreign debt in the third world countries which do not produce oil has 

increased from an estimated $95 billion to $210 billion. According to the 
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Horld Banl~: report published at the end of September, 1979, the total balance 

of payments deficits of these countries uill be increased by i~lO billion 

this year. As a result~ most of these countries are forced to postpone 

urgently-.needed improvement projects, and many will face poverty and continued 

deprivation. In some developing countries, economic growth and selective 

industrializution have been thwarted at the very moment when results were 

beginning to become evident. 

The crucial connexion between disarmament and development should be 

of main concern to this Committee. The primary basis of this link is 

negotiable currency or, more specifically, the resources that money can buy. 

The traditional comparison used by many speakers at the United Nations 

illustrated the spectacular gap between the amount of money spent on armaments 

and the amount of aid sent to developing countries. He have not yet observed 

any serious attempt to examine the effect of the flow of currency into 

oil.,producinc; nations ~ the 11nouveaux haves 11 in this 11have r; and 11have not ;1 

world. It seems there is enouc;h evidence to suggest that the vast amounts of 

petrodollars accumulated by several 1-iiddle Eastern oil~producine; countries 

became a significant and an independent factor acquiring a momentum of its 

own in the rise of stockpiling and proliferation of modern conventional arms. 

It might be argued, successfully, that the dizzying climb of the world 1 s arms 

race is fueled by fuel. 

A publication on the arms race by UNESCO in April 1979, examines the 

distribution of arms transfers in the world market, and provides some 

interesting observations. Entitled "The Ever-Rising Tide of Bilitary Expenditure", 

the article says that the total value of military goods and services transferred 

world-Wide in 1975 reached an estimated i;a3 thousand million at current prices. 

Th-= article divides this stam;;ering figure into three major groups. 

I quote from the ill~ESCO Courier of April 1979, p. 8: 
11 About one-third of the total is traded among industrialized 

countries~ another third approximately is made up of exports to 

oil-ex-porting developing countries mainly in the Middle East, and the 

remaining third goes to all other developine; countries". 
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It should be noted, as the article says , that this breakdo-vm refers 

only to trade in arms. It excludes training services and construction 

related to armament which, if added, would show that the share of 

oil--exporting countries in the J'.ti.ddle East exceeds this "one third11 of 

the world arms transfer. 

In the words of the representative of Sweden in his statement in this 

Committee on 29 October 1979: 

"It is estimated that annual export orders for new conventional 

weapons approach $20 billion and that some 75 per cent of current 

arms transfers in major conventional weapons go to developing 

countries.u (A/C.l/34/PV.20, p. 28) 

Alva lfJYrdal, former Minister of Disarmament of Sweden, and leading 

spokeswoman for the Non-Aligned in the Committee on Disarmament, draws a 

direct link between oil revenues and arms in her book, "The Game of Disarmament'1
, 

published in 1976. I quote some extracts: 

"With the monopolistic rise in oil prices, some underdeveloped 

countries have suddenly become very rich and these countries have 

become major importers of highly sophisticated and expensive weapons. 11 

Referring to the delivery by the super-Powers to the oil~producing 

countries , she explained that almost all the developed 1'Jestern countries 
11have been racing to please the Arabs and simultaneously reap profits. 

There has been a resultant strong upsurge in trade according to a ne-vr 

pattern of arms-for-oil deals 1!il 
For instance, Alva MYrdal refers to the States of the Persian Gulf in which 

one country with approximately only a million inhabitants: 
11Will have one of the world 1 s most modern air defence systems , and all 

the Gulf sheikdoms are acquiring sophisticated counter-insurgency 

weaponry 11
• 

The transformation of the arms market can be seen in the increased 

volume of trade and also in the business of arms transfers. Moreover, the 

changes in the terms of transfer have developed a built-in factor in the 

delivery process 'l.vhich affects both the arms transfer market and the economic 
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structure of the supplier States. The UNESCO report to which I referred 

earlier explains: 

" •.. there has been a major shift towards transactions on commercial 

or near--commercial terms. For most suppliers commercial considerations 

have become predominant to an unprecedented degree and the only 

remaining constraint appears to be the resources recipients are able 

and willing to commit to the purchase of armaments. 11 

In the past, arms transfers w·ere executed mainly within the framework 

of military aid prograrames, whereby the supplying Government was in a 

position to impose its own terms as to the volume and levels of 

sophistication of arms delivered. During the 1970s, there has been a dramatic 

shift towards government-to-government foreign military purchases for cash 

ru1d credit and commercial sales. 
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As Leslie H. Gelb, the former New· York Times correspondent on security 

affairs and Director of the Politico-Hili tary Affairs Bureau of the United 

States Department of State, observes in Foreign Policy (winter 1976-1977 issue), 

the shift was substantial. 11 A..c; aid declined, sales rose", and the driving force 

was clear: 

"The offsettinG increase in sales was not surprising as more 

states became economically able to pay cash and -vri th the oil

producing states rolling in petro-dollars". 

There is no doubt that the shift from a seller's to a buyer's market 

has changed the nature of the transfers. Conditions and specifications are 

now dictated by the recipients to the suppliers. In the past, political 

leverage was held by the suppliers over the recipients within the controlling 

framework of military aid programmes. This framework has evaporated and 

suppliers are now pressured by demands and occasional warnings or tacit 

threats from new buyers who can and do turn to a competing supplier. 

The changes in the terms of trade were accompanied by a shift in the 

type of w·eapons. Inflation and the increasing volume of more sophisticated 

weapons have caused a constant rise in the costs of the international arms 

trade. In markets dominated by rich buyers, relatively little surplus or 

second-hand equipment is traded. In the rapid process of modernization of 

weapons, some orders become obsolete by the time of delivery. On the 

other hand, relatively outdated arms equipment is often disposed of by 

IIiddle Eastern oil-producing countries ,by transferring it to other areas 

of tension in the third world. 

A reading of the figures on the subject of the growing volume of arms 

transfers reveals an undeniable fact: the greatest single boost to arms 

sales in the last decade came with the oil cut-off, the subsequent crisis 

and the resulting quadrupling of oil prices. The billions of dollars which 

are poured first into oil-producing countries, and then into the arms market, 

were spent primarily by those same Biddle Eastern oil-producine; countries 

which happened to be the largest exporters of energy resources. 

As a result, any international effort to curb the spread of weapons 

has to face the existence of what one may now call the military-oil complex. 
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According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute 

(SIPRI) 1979 Yearbook ( pp. 177-85), three of these Middle Eastern oil

producing countries, the "nouveaux Haves", have made three international 

records in the import of weapons. 

Pnother aspect of the problem 1s the historic environmental fact 

that Middle Eastern oil-producing States have been unable to build credible 

non-oil-based economies. 

There is no doubt that countries with an oil surplus were completely 

unprepared to face this sudden huge influx of oil money. Immediately, 

without any financial constraints, they attempted to make the most 

profitable use of their new riches. 

Roy A. Werner, in the fall 1977 issue of Orbis, says that the relationship 

between oil and weapons is inevitable: 

"Liquid financial assets, fear and prestige drive producer 

States to become weapons arsenals". 

A leading Middle-Eastern African oil-producing country, whose oil 

revenues are expected to jump to $16 billicn this year, has been unable 

to absorb the huge arsenals of sophisticated weaons which it has purchased. 

'Ihat State has therefore in vi ted foreign military advisors, pilots, officers 

and technicians to manage its new weaponry. Moreover, that State has 

introduced another deadly innovation related to the oil-weapons connexion: 

the re-exporting of arms. As stated before by means of this new Process 
' ' 

petrodollars are used to establish weapon arsenals which are made available 

to different regions of tension throughout the world. 

Another characteristic of the military-oil complex is that it crosses 

the barriers of East and West and spreads itself the world over, without 

regard to ideological demarcation or military alliances. 

The recent projection of a decline in Soviet oil output in the 1980s 

makes it clear that the Soviet Union will be forced to buy from oil-exporting 

nations. Drew Middleton, the New York Times military analyst, wrote in 

September 1979 that that would encourage the Soviet Union to deliver greater 

amounts of sophisticated weapons to Middle Eastern oil-producing countries 

as barter to meet the costs of its oil imports. 
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From the point of view of development the new trend in the arms market 

is more devastating than the frequent upheavals in the international 

monetary system. 

Investments of oil revenues in some sectors destabilize the existing 

structure of the world economy. According to the Wall Street Journal of 

20 September 1979, there is a consensus that in the international stock 

exchange, "the Middle East has been very ,very big" in the recent skyrocketing 

of c;old prices. 

American observers of the oil industry, according to the New York Times 

( 21 September 1979), explain that Middle Eastern producers are acquiring 

so much money that they cannot spend or invest it productively, so they put 

it into various channels, including gold. 

However, there is still some difference between investments in gold 

and investments in military expenditures. Although both are unproductive 

in terms of development, gold is somewhat convertible (depending on the 

frequently hysterical rise and fall of the speculators' market), while 

the money spent on the purchase of sophisticated weapons is never refunded, 

and consequently never reinvested. 

Our comments would be incomplete if we failed to consider the results 

of the upheavals in the arms market as they affect the broader context of 

the world economy. The damage is twofold: first, an incremental 

restructuring process is taking place in the industrialized economies; 

secondly, the gap continues to widen between the rich and poor countries 

within the international system. 

The recycling of petrodollars has undoubtedly become a powerful 

engine of the arms traffic. The popular public cry in some industrialized 

countries was to bring those dollars back home. The growing volume of 

arms transfers under the new terms of trade has become an economic 

necessity for the recovery of balance-of-payments deficits. In some 

major industrialized European countries, defence industries have become 

dependent on export markets. 

This new oil-arms connexion has grown into a vicious and uncontrolled 

spiral; the impact is manifest in the restructuring of some economies. 
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There are major industrialized nations which are influenced by this 

linkage vrhen deciding their mm economic priorities. 

A refusal to sell arms to Biddle Eastern oil-producing States might 

provoke economic retaliation in the form of oil price increases - increases 

vhich could generate even stronger pressure to recoup petrodollars through 

arms sales to those sruae countries. 
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Faced with econonuc difficulties, recession. unemployment and grovring deficits 

in the balance of payments, these industrialized nations are compelled to produce 

tanl;:s instead of more tractors • guns instead. of more butter. The demand of the 

international market has forced the production of sophisticated. weapons as a 

necessary industry. 

On the other hand, the non-oil-producing developing countries lack the 

necessary conversion capabilities to compensate for the oil imports Hhich 

constitute a crushing burden on their shattered economies. The oil-weapons 

connexion 1s creating a strange phenomenon: while developed and developing 

countries alike are paying the exorbitant price for oil imports, the recycling of 

these petrodollars is restricted principally to the industrialized countries which 

are able to satisfy the demand for arms exports. 

It is a sad fact that the bulk of foreign aid provided by these oil-producing 

Middle-Eastern countries does not go for development purposes. Most of the aid 

goes to other countries which are themselves in the process of amassing weapons. 

Some of the money is simply being allocated directly to funds established to 

finance arms procurement for regimes engaged in military confrontation or for 

non-governmental organizations committed to the spread of violence. 

The prophets of Israel foresaw two possible futures for manlcind. One is 

Isaiah 1 s immortal phrase inscribed in stone across the road from this building. 

But there are also prophesies such as that of Ezekiel, who said: 

non the mountains and in all the valleys, its branches will fall and its 

boughs will lie broken in all the watercourses of the land; and all the 

peoples of the earth will go from its shadow and leave it." (Ezekiel ,xxxi, 12) 

The choice is ours. Let us not wait until we have lost our choice forever. 

lvlr. I'IK\HZU (United Republic of Tanzania): The maintenance of 

international peace and security is the primary duty and responsibility of the 

United Nations as stipulated in the Charter. In this endeavour, the United Nations 

has set itself the noble goal of general and complete disarmament under strict and 
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effective international control, the realization of which requires a truly 

comprehensive programme. •ro this end~ at its tenth special session in 1978, 

the General AssPmbly took decisions by consensus which not only spelled out an 

international disarmament strategy, but at the same time reformed the disarmament 

machinery, providing for an all- T· 1ember DisarmamE>nt Commission and an enlarged 

Committee on Disarmament, both of -vrhich have started to make some contribution to 

the evolution of a programme for the implementation of that strategy. 

lily delegation is of the opinion that the priorities as spelled out during 

the deliberations of the Connaission meet the approval of the ma,jority of Hember 

States. The priorities should provide for sustained global action and negotiations 

on all the elements of the programme. dultilateral, regional and bilateral 

initiatives should be encouraged in the implementation of the disarmament programme 

and in sustaining the momentum r,enerated by the tenth special session. In ensuring 

the right of each State to security, the progranrrae should continue to entail the 

elaboration of the modalities of disarmament, bearing in mind that the nuclear-

I·Teapon States in particular, and those States that are militarily significant, 

bear special responsibility for ensuring that this programme is implemented. l'IY 

delegation believes that nuclear disarmament should have priority in this endeavour. 

Conventional w·eapons have continued to proliferate and claim more money, 

manpower and lives. vle understand and do support the initiatives aimed at launching 

measures to regulate international arms transfers. However~ we vish to emphasize 

that these measures should genuinely serve to regulate such transfers and not to 

deny legitimate transfers necessary for the security of nations, peoples or 

liberation movements fighting against colonialism and apartheid in the exercise of 

their right to self-determination and independence. For this reason, we maintain 

that vThile it is desirable to embark on concurrent nuclear and conventional 

disarmament, special emphasis and priority should be directed towards nuclear 

disarmament. We are concerned that the ConfE>rence on certain conventional weapons 

deemed to be oxcessively injurious or to have indiscriminate· effects, which 

took place at Geneva in September of this year, 1-1as unable to emerge with concrete 
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results. It is our expectation that greater determination will be demonstrated by 

the international community in dealing with this urgent illatter. 1'-Iy delegation 

will therefore continue to support any positive initiatives in this direction. 

·.rhe news that the racist 1ninori ty ret;ime of South Africa has detonated a 

nuclear device is the most shocking and deplorable of all the recent developments 

related to international peace and security. It confirms Africa 1 s repeated 

condewnation of the evil designs of that regime to acquire nuclear weapons and 

constitutes a stancling indictment of those States that continue to see logic in 

increasing nuclear and other co-operation with South Africa, in total defiance of 

international opinion and the relevant resolutions of the United Nations. It is 

this support that has enabled that regime not only to mount massive repression 

in the country 1 but also to entrench the evil policy of apartheid and colonialism. 

It is unfortunate that such a development takes place at a time when international 

initiatives are in progress to implement the Declaration on the Indian Ocean as 

a Zone of Peace. This act is a flagrant violation of the Declaration on the 

Denuclearization of Africa adopted by the Organization of African Unity in 1964, 

as w·ell as General Assembly resolutions 1652 (XVI) of 1961, 32/81 of 1977 and 

33/53 of 1978, which called on all States to respect the continent of Africa, 

including Madagascar and the surrounding islands, as a nuclear-weapon--free zone. 

'l'he bloody record of the apartheid regime and its savagery in co:mmittinp.: acts 

of atrocity, oppression and terrorism against the people of South Africa, as well 

as its repeated violations of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of 

neighbouring African countries, are too well lmmm to require further elaboration. 

The fact that apartheid South Africa has acquired nuclear capability is as tragic 

as the fact that some Members of this Organizatioa are accomplices to this 

fraudulent flouting of international morality. Clandestine nuclear collaboration 

t·Ti th the apartheid rer;ime has been reported before in the media, but now· the rae ists 

and their collaborators in the concoction of horror vTeapons can no longer hide 

their inhtm1an designs. 
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It ~s ironical that these very countries which have all along been vrilling to 

support and subsidize the South African nuclear programme should now pretend to 

be shocked and surprised by the detonation of a nuclear device. It is these 

double standards, highly irreconcilable as they are, which my delegation considers 

a disservice to humanity and to international pPace and security. 
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This development poses a serious threat to international peace and security 

and. a challenge to the international community. 'i'Te expect the Security Council 

to resl!Ond to this clmllenc;e w·ith appropriate speed and action. Africa holds 

the Unite<.1 States of America, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the 

United Kint:do;.~l and Israel responsible for this treacherous developHent, for 

they are helpinc; that regilile to prepare for the 'Hronc; v·rar. For the ve.r ep;ainst 

§tpartheid >dthin South Africa 1-1ill never be vron by nuclear w·eapons. liy 

delegation condemns this introduction of nuclear 1-1eapons on the continent of 

Africa. 

The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace is an 

idea thQt is acquiring increasing sic;nificance in the over~all context of 

disarmament. IIy delegation supports initiatives and conventions to this end, 

provided that these zones and the modalities of establishing them are wutually 

agreed upon, that they give due consideration to the unique characeristics 

of each region, that they enhance the security of States vTithin them and 

that they are widely recognized by other States. This prospect would 

represent a 1villingness of States establishinc; such zones and those nuclear

weapon States ac;reeinc; to them to maintain peace and security at minimal levels 

of armaments and cost. But such zones are desirable only if they enhance the 

security of States. 'l'hey should not provide a pretext for perpetuation of 

the dominance of a State or group of States over those in the area. It is in 

this context that my Government supports the initiatives launched in this 

regard. 

The meetinG of Littoral and Hinterland States in July of this year 

provided an opportunity to harness their positions regarding the envisaged 

Conference on the Indian Ocean. Despite some minor shortcominc;s, the meeting 

made commendable efforts and adopted a final document. My delegation 

understands and respects the ric;ht of every delegation to express reservations 

on any decision of il'l.portance relevant to that document. He hope that the 

clelecations that expressed reservations on the July document will consider 

the possibility of supporting future meam.ITes geared to the implementation of 

the Declaration of the Indian Odean as a zone of peace. 
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l'iY delec;e,tion deeply rec;rets the suspension of the bilateral tall<:s behreen 

the United States and the USSR regardinc; their !Qilitary presence in the Indian 

Ocean, conceived in the context of great-Povrer rivalry. It is even more 

disturbinc; that the United States has lilacl.e clear its increasinc; deployment of 

the Fifth Fleet in the area. For, vhile \·re are cognizant of the differences 

that exist bebreen the great Pmrers 9 vre reject the extension of these 

uifferences being manifested through their nlilitary rivalry in the Indian Ocean. 

lly country, Tanzania, being a littoral State of the Ocean, is alarmed by these 

developments, which are not only inconsistent with the il'lplementation of 

resolution 2832 (XXVI), on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of 

Peace, but also pose a serious threat to the security of the States in the 

area in particulEtr and international peace and security as a Hhole. Ue find 

neither loc;ic nor merit in the so~called strategic reasons given for such 

cleployruent of naval forces in the area. Re,ther 9 they are an excuse motivated 

by the desire to perpetuate their presence in the area in a bid to frustrate 

the efforts of the littoral and hinterland States to implement the Declaration 

on the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

The suspension of the bilateral tall:s betw·een the USSR and the United 

States of America on the Indian Ocean for no clear reason, and the expression 

of their stronc; reservations on the conclusions of the J1.uy Heeting of Littoral 

and Hinterland States of the Indian Ocean, as well as the announcement of 

increased naval deployment in the area, have not come about at this point in tiL'le 

by mere coincidence. ily delegation earnestly hopes that the United States of 

1\merica and the USSTI, toe; ether with other Uestern 1-'ermanent members of the 

Security Council ancl the major maritime users, lvill des· "~ from actions that 

frustrate the objective of the Inclian Ocean as a zone of peace and cause 

undue difficulties for the littoral and hinterland States. 'l'hey should 

unconditionally at;ree to serve on the expanded Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian 

Ocean and contribute touards the preparation of the Conference on the Indian 

Ocean due to take place in Sri Lanka in 1981. lly delegation also supports tlle 

establishment of nuclear-vreapon-free zones and zones of peace in South-East Asia, 

the lliddle East and Latin America. It is encouraginc; to note that almost all 
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nuclear-11capon States have ratified or are considerinG ratifyine; both 

Additional Protocols of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, recognizinG: Latin America as 

a nuclear-weapon·~free zone. 

Closely related to the establishment of the nuclear--veapon~free zones and 

zones of peace is not only the absence of nuclear -vreapons from the areas but 

also the implied non-use of those -vreapons acainst the States of the areas. 

Doth Additional Protocols I and II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, for exam.ple, 

provide for this guarantee. It is the vieH of my delegation, therefore, that 

the guarantee of non·-use of nuclear w-eapons aGainst the States of the area 

is part and parcel of a nuclear--vreapon~free zone and a zone of peace. For 

this reason we hold the view that the proposed international convention on 

negative security guarantees does not explore new horizons, nor 

constitute a comprehensive approach towards disarmament or genuine security 

c,uarancees. 

\Je believe that the purpose of Pxtenc1inp; these nerrative security 

guarantees and ensuring the non~use of nuclear weapons cannot be adequately 

served by the conclusion of the envisaged convention. The guarantees extended 

by the three nuclear Powers in Security CouLcil resolution 255 (1968) covered 

the purpose of safeguarding the security of non~nucleRr-weapon States parties 

to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The extension of similar guarantees by all 

nuclear Pmrers to all non-nuclear States would be a step in the ric;ht direction. 

For this reason, it is the view· of my deleGation that this initiative should 

be expressed differently and not only should cover and explore new horizons but 

should depart from the prerequisites and conditions stipulated in the Treaty 

on the :Non-Proliferation of l'Juclear Heapons. Accordinc_;ly, vle do not accept 

the implied condition that only those States lvhich undertake obligations 

similar to or more far-reachinc:; than those of the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

\·Till be parties to the Convention. 

Hhile it is evident that nations which opt not to produce or acquire nuclear 

ueapons contribute significantly to the horizontal non-proliferation of 

nuclear weapons, we do not find such options to be of any significant relevance 

to the whole question of disarmament. This must be closely linl~ed to vertical 

proliferation. The proposed convention -vrill have limited effect if it is not 
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considered within a new perspective of re~examining the whole approach to 

disarmament. This approach should entail recognition of the rir,ht and duty of 

each State to assume an enhanced role in determining the course of the disarmament 

negotiations. These negotiations should ensure the rejection of the tendency 

of the more powerful States to seek to perpetuate their dominance over the less 

powerful. 
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Conventions and treaties cannot be a substitute for disarmament. He 

believe that the best security guarantee to the non-nuclear 1Veapon States and 

nuclear States alike is actual nuclear disarmament. To this end, my delegation 

has continued to look for1v-ard to the conclusion of a comprehensive test~bRn 

t:reaty" \,le are disturbed by the slovr pace of the tripartite talks, 1:hicl1 maYes it 

impossible for the Committee on Disarmament to consider the issue. It is also 

disturbine to learn that nuclear-weapon tests are still being conducted, despite 

the ongoing negotiations. We urge those involved to expedite negotiations in 

this regard. 

Peace and security to an impoverished man means more food, better shelter 

and greater security from economic underdevelopment. To the extent that the 

arms race gobbles up so many scarce resources and so much manpower >-rhile the 

majority of the people of the world live in abject poverty and misery, my 

delegation shares the vie1v- that disarmament and development must inevitably 

be linked: linked by the coexistence between the lavish expenditures on 

armaments and the need for economic development, on the one hand, and by the 

insecurity posed by those armaments and that caused by this economic hopelessness, 

on the other. 

The statistics on these glaring and irrational contradictions are indeed 

staggering. In considering the link between disarmament and development, 

therefore, the need for ensuring that disarmament makes a positive contribution 

to the social and economic development of the impoverished countries and the 

speedy establishment of the New· International Economic Order is imperative. 

To this end, the technology used in the armament sector should be harnessed 

to civilian uses, and the resultant savings in the budgets of nuclear-vreapon 

States and other major military spenders should be reallocated to economic 

development, particularly in the developing countries. Concurrently, concrete 

measures should be taken to move as quickly as possible to general and complete 

disarmament under strict international supervision. This, we submit, is the 

only viable path to genuine and durable international peace and security. 
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\'le wish to express Tanzania's hope that, despite the inability of the 

Committee on Disarmament to deal adequately with any substantive issue during 

its last session, appropriate measures will be taken by those who failed to 

facilitate the work of that Committee. We especially look forward to the 

full participation of all nuclear-'\oreapon States in its deliberations, which 

should greatly benefit from its recent enlargement and democratization. My 

delegation is confident that the Committee provides a viable forum for 

constructive international dialogue and co-operation. 

Hith regard to the work of the Centre for Disarmament, we should like to 

express our satisfaction at the launchin~ of the Disarmament Fellowship 

Programme, which we feel should continue on an annual basis. If we are to 

work towards the mobilization of world public opinion in favour of disarmament, it is 

pertinent that we should buildin this field a reservoir of qualified personnel 

in the developing countries. This would enable the developing countries to 

develop national policies supportive of the process of global disarmament and 

to participate more actively in the complex negotiations entailed in that 

process. 

Finally, my delegation wishes to underline the view that the international 

disarmament strategy should be synchronized and co-ordinated with the 

international development strategy for the 1980s in order best to realize the 

twin aspirations of all peoples for peace and prosperity based on global justice. 
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Hr. CHERKAOUI (Morocco) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, the 

l'1oroccan delegation is convinced that under your leadership the 1-rork of our 

Committee will be conducted with efficiency and that we shall achieve 

substantial progress in the consideration of the important items on our agenda. 

The tenth special session of the Assembly, devoted to disarmament, 

raised enormous hopes. The fact that it adopted by consensus a Final Document 

outlining a comprehensive Programme of Action is in itself an event of 

considerable import. That document now constitutes a solid basis for 

pursuing the course of genuine disarmament. It is, of course, regrettable that 

despite the general support for that programme, little progress has yet been 

achieved. Some might become discouraged by the meagre results obtained or by 

the slow pace of the disarmament negotiations, but we must not permit the 

impetus created by the special session to wane so quickly. The goal of general 

and complete disarmament - in particular, nuclear disarmament - is an arduous 

undertaking which requires patience and tenacity on the part of the mPmbers 

of the international community. Our task here in the United Nations is to 

work, steadily and efficiently~ towards the setting up of a new international 

order based on security, peaceful coexistence and the acceptance of sovereign 

equality among States. 

Although the Committee on Disarmament has not so far been able to engage 

in any substantive negotiations on the priority issues entrusted to it, it is 

fortunate that the deliberative and negotiating machinery established by the 

Assembly at its special session has started to operate. Thf> Moroccan delep.ation 

is gratified that the reconstituted and expanded Committee on Disarmament, 

in adopting its rules of procedure and its Prograwme of Action, was able to 

lay the foundation for procedure and substance which 1·rill allow it to carry 

out fully the enormous task ,.rhich has been entrusted to it. 
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Horeover, the Disarmament Commission, by adopt in~ the elemPnts of a 

comprehensive disarmament programme, has also made it possible to expand 

the basis for more fruitful negotiations within the frameHork of the 

Committee on Disarmament, and this augurs well for the nev machinery thus 

set up. My delegation welcomes in particular the statemPnt of 

Ambassador Lai, representative of the People's Republic of China, on the 

forthcoming participation of his country in the ¥rork of the Corrnnittee on 

Disarmament. China vrill thus be taking its rie:htful place as 8 nuclear 

Pm•er. 

Nuclear disarmament is of the highest priority in ref,ard to disarmament 

negotiations. In this respect, the special session devoted to disarmament 

enunciated a programme of action for nuclear disarmament involving measures 

designed to block the present nuclear arms race and to effect reductions which 

would ultimately lead to the elimination of all existing stockpiles of nuclear 

weapons. It is the nuclear-weapon States which bear chief responsibility in 

this regard. Unfortunately, hoi·rever, those States continue to display in 

this field what Spinoza called "the tendency of the being to persevere in 

being", a:nd results have been meagre. 

In view of the increasingly serious threat loomine; over hu..l'Jlanity as a 

result of the unprecedented accumulation of destructive weapons, it is 

urgent for nuclear-w·eapon States to take bold decisions leading to @'f'nuine 

disarmament measures. Hence the conclusion of a total nuclear test-ban treaty 

becomes imperative. The Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and tht=> Unitf'd States 

must rapidly conclude their tripartite negotiations on this matter a:nd 

submit positive results to the Corrnnittee on Disarmament. All Committee 

members, moreover, should contribute to the progress of the negotiations 

and to the adoption of concrete measurf's so ardently aw·aited by the international 

community. A total nuclear test- ban agreement would prevent proliferation 

a:nd thereby constitute a substantial disarmamPnt measure. 



IvlP/mb A/C.l/34/PV.26 
80 

(Hr. Cherkaoui, Morocc~) 

As reBards chemical disarmament, the bilateral negotiations entered into 

four years ago by the United States and the Soviet Union hav~, unfortunately, 

not borne fruit. My delegation hopes that an agreement will be concluded as 

soon as possible and that the Committee on Disarmament '"ill be able to 

consider it in all its asp~cts, b~cause ch~mical disarmamPnt is of ov~rriding 

importancP to many countri~s. 
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'HhilP there is rPflson to be gratified at the SALT II agreements sif?.nPd 

betvreen the United States and the Soviet Union, it is to be hoped above all that 

they vrill strengthen detente and will contribute to the establishment of a favourable 

climate for pendinr; disarmament negoti t:i ons. 

'l'he Kin[';dom of liorocco, which has acceded to the Non~Proliferation Treaty, 

attaches the greatest importance to the goal of non-proliferation? as well as to 

the development of interne.t:i.onal co-operHtion in ree;ard to the peaceful application 

of nuclear energy. \Je continue to feel that the Non--Proliferation Treaty is an 

effective instrument for nuclear disarmament. 'I'hat system must be constantly 

strene;thened by further access:ions and by the full exercise of the inalienable 

right of all States to apply and develop their means for the peaceful use of nuclear 

energy with a view to their economic and social development. This is why my country 

attaches primary importance to the preparations for the second review conference 

of the parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

The Horoccan delegation 1-ras gratified last year at the initiatives advocating 

the conclusion of an international convention to strengthen the security 

guarantees of non-nuclear States. The General Assembly had asked States 

possessing nuclear weapons to conclude binding arrangements guaranteeing the 

non-nuclear States against becoming victims of the use or threat of use of 

nuclear weapons. 1k hope that the Committee on Disarmament will be able to deal 

at its next session, with the elaboration of an effective instrument for the 

protection of non~nuclear States. 

The establishment of denuclearized zones on the basis of arrangements freely 

entered into constitutes an important disarmament measure. In this respect, 

it is disturbing to note that the efforts made by the African countries, as well 

as resolutions adopted by the General Assembly, aimed at sheltering the African 

continent from nuclear weapons,are constantly defied by South Africa. The Pretoria 

regime, Hhich has definitely ChOSen the nuclear alternative as a military 

means, continues to receive the technology, the supplies and the equipment 

necessary for the development of its nuclear prograrrme. AccorQi.ng to recent 

information, it has just conducted a nuclear test. In this connexion, the Security 

Council must take all appropriate measures to eliminate this serious threat 

which hangs over the African continent. The K:i.ngdom of riorocco also condemns 

any collaboration by nuclear States with South Africa. 
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Equally, the question of the denuclearization of the Hiddle Eastern region 

is of primary importance for our Organization. Israel, which is developing its 

nuclear programme beyond the reach of all control, should accede to the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty and accept its obligations. The international community 

is quite rightly disturbed to see Israeli nuclear arms constituting a serious 

threat to the States of the region. 

Paragraph 64 of the Final Document concerns the establishment of zones of 

peace in various re[Sions of the world. The Kingdom of Morocco, av-are of the 

relationship betw·een security in Europe and security in the Hedi terranean ~ 

remains greatly concerned by the tensions ivhich affect the Hediterranean region. 

We trust that this region mny become a zone of peace and co-operation, 

protected from external rivalries. He hope that the session of the Conference 

on Security and Co-operation :i.n Europe which is to tal<.:e place in r1adr:i.d in 

1980, and in which my country hopes to partid.pate actively~ vrill tal<.:e 

particular account of the specific nature of the questions connected with 

security in the I1editerranean. 

'Ihe majority of the speakers vrho have preceded me have laid stress on 

the importance of the ties which exist betveen disarmament and development. 

While aid to the developing countries is constantly decreasing, the sums 

swallmred up by armaments are increasin~:; at a dizzying pace, thus increasingly 

blocking the establishment of fru.i. tful international economic co-operation. 

J:viy delegation is gratified at the wnrlc being carried out by the e;roup of 

qualified governmental experts appointed by the Secretary-General in conformity with 

paragraph 24 of the Final Document. We hope that this -vrork will result in concrete 

proposals and vrill truly demonstrate that disarmament must be at the service 

of development. The survival of mankind depends upon it. 

The_ CH_b1R1Jf.AN: Before calling upon those representatives vrho wish 

to speal<.: in exercise of the right of reply, I should lilce to make some brief 

statements. 

First of all, I had intended to announce the plan for the second phase of 

our vrork, but as we have decided to follou strictly the rule of ending our 

meetings on time, I 1vould ask members to be patient. I shall present the plan of 

vork at the end of tomorrmr morning 1 s meeting. 
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On behalf of the members of the First Committee, I wish to convey, 

through the Cuban delegation, to its Government and people, sincere 

condolences upon hearing of the demise of llr. Jose Luis Perez, vlho was 

Cuban representative to the First Committee and a member of the advisory 

body to the Secretary-General on disarmament. 

Finally, a matter of 13eneral information. Representatives know that 

when they inscribe their names for the purpose of makin13 statements they 

are requested to state the approximate length of those statements. I hope 

that it •rill be borne in mind for future reference that when the stated 

time is exceeded it creates sor11e difficulties for subsequent speakers. 

I should state, in the interest of fairness that while ending a statement 

before the stated time may also create difficulties, I as Chairman, and I 

am sure the Committee, would much prefer that kind of inconvenience. 

I hope that the motto of this session vlill be "brevity is the soul of vrit". 

I shall now call on those representatives who have asked to be allow·ed 

to speak in exercise of their right of reply. 

Hr. LENHUYEUX-COivfi'JENE (France) (interpretation from French): I 

listened with great attention and interest to the statement made this 

afternoon in the general debate by the representative of Papua-Ne-vr Guinea. 

liy delegation appreciates the contributions of all States hembers of the 

United Nations to our highly important debate on disarmament problems. 

None the less, my country having been the only one mentioned specifically 

in the statement to which I have referred, I am obliged, although vrithout 

any desire to enter into polemics, to make the following clarification, 

if only for the verbatim record. 

The representative of Papua-New Guinea referred in his statement to 

tw·o nuclear tests to have been conducted this year at Mururoa and to have 

resulted in incidents in a laboratory or on a beach of that atoll. I 

think that the representative of Papua-New Guinea was referring to the incidents 

that were indeed recorded on I1ururoa on 5 July and 26 July 1979. 
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In this connexion I can only refer me111bers of this Committee to 

the state1uent of the representative of France before the Special Political 

Comni ttee on 19 October during the debate on the agenda item devoted 

to the report of the United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects 

of AtoLric Radiation. In that statement, the representative of France 

indicated that the incidents in question could in no circUJllStances have 

been the consequence of nuclear tests as such, in as much as one resulted 

from a vrork accident in a laboratory and the other was a physical 

phenomenon of slippage recorded on the sedimentary surface of the undersea 

bed of the atoll - a phenomenon, incidentally, comparable to the one 

recorded on the Mediterranean coast of France a fevr days ago in which, 

re~rettably, seven persons died. 

Hence, if the representative of Papua-Hew Guinea will be [jOOcl enough to 

refer to the record of that meeting of the Special Political Comnrittee lle 

vill, I hope, find the details and the assurances which vrill allay his concern. 
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Nr. AL-ATIYYAH (Iraq): In the statement made by the representative 

of Israel there was a slanderous attack on the developing countries, particularly 

the oil-producing countries. I should point out that third world countries, 

including oil-producing countries, have to import weapons for their own defence. 

On the other hand, Israel, an aggressor State, is not only arming itself to 

the teeth but has embarked on a huge programme for its armaments industry. 

According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) for 

1979, Israel now holds tenth place in the ranking order of all major weapons 

exporters. In addition, Israeli arms, manufactured in Israel, are exported to 

countries that are well known for their oppressive and dictatorial regimes. 

The reference made by the Israeli representative to the oil-producing 

countries and the armaments race was a total distortion of the reality of t~e 

situation. The fact that not a single oil-producing country has unleashed 

its armies or weapons outside its own territory testifies to the intentions 

of those nations, although Israel, a non-oil-producing country, has occupied, 

and still occupies by force, the territories of three neighbouring States, to say 

nothing of its denial to the Palestinian people of their inalienable rights. 

Israel is able to take this position in disregard and defiance of 

international world opinion and all the relevant United Nations resolutions 

because Israeli military supremacy is behind its policy. Israel is not content 

with conventional arms supremacy, but has embarked on nuclear supremacy, 

a subject on which we shall elaborate at a later stage. 

Mr. JAMAL (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic) : He listened to the 

representative of Israel lecture us at length about world economies. He 

emphasized the question of ener~J when he reserved a great part of his lecture 

to attacking the petroleum-exporting Arab States. All this in no way 

disconcerts our delegation because we have been accustomed nearly every day 

and in every Committee of the General Assembly to listen to such cheap and 

false pretensions from the representative of Israel. He departed from the 

subject we are considering in this Committee, namely disarmament - especially 

nuclear disarmament. The First Committee attaches particular importance 

to nuclear weapons, not to energy problems. 
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We have all heard the news transmitted by information media and the 

1vorld press concerning the nuclear explosion carried out by South Africa 

on 22 September last. We also lmow that Israel is the State primarily 

responsible for this nuclear explosion because it is Israel that offers 

nuclear assistance to South Africa. The Israeli representative claimed that 

the oil-exporting Arab countries spend huge amounts on armaments and that 

some of these States now possess arsenals of weapons. I should say that 

the representative of Israel should be the last person to speak about 

annaments since the arsenals of deadly weapons held by Israel were not 

available to the Atlantic Alliance and that tremendous quantities of 

these sophisticated weapons will be used by Israel in its aggression against 

the Arab States and the Palestinian people. 

The meeting rose at 6 p.m. 


