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1. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic):
I regret to have to announce to the General Assembly
that the Head of State and Prime Minister of the
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, King Khalid ibn Abdul
Aziz Al Saud, has passed away.

2. On behalf of the General Assembly, I extend to
the family of the late King and to the Government
and people of Saudi Arabia our most sincere and heart-
felt condolences on this tragic event. May God grant
the people and Government of Saudi Arabia the
courage and the patience to bear this loss. We belong
to God and it is to God that we return.

3. I now invite the representatives to stand and
observe a minute’s silence in tribute to the memory
of King Khalid.

The members of the General Assembly observed a
minute of silence.

4. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Arabic):
I call on the Secretary-General, on the representatives
who have asked to speak on behalf of their countries
or the groups of States they represent, and on the
representative of the United States, the host country.

5. The SECRETARY-GENERAL: We have all
learned with the greatest sadness of the death of
King Khalid ibn Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia.
In his seven vears on the throne of Saudi Arabia,
King Khalid proved himself to be not only a staunch
leader of his people but also a force for moderation
and reason in the affairs of the world. As the leader
of a country which occupies a place of crucial impor-
tance in international affairs, King Khalid was con-
stantly sought out for advice and help by the leaders of
many other nations. Here his previous experience,
which incidentally included representing his country
at the United Nations, stood him in good stead.

6. In the modern world of technology, King Khalid
drew strength from the ancient traditional life of his
people. He sought rest and renewal in the desert in
order to bear the very great burdens of responsibility
which his unique position placed upon him.

7. We at the United Nations deeply appreciated not
only King Khalid’s constant striving for peace but also
the invaluable support he gave us in our endeavours
to ensure the economic and social advancement of all
peoples.

8. He will be greatly missed in the community of
nations. I wish to extend my sincere condolences to

the Government and people of Saudi Arabia in their
great loss.

9. Mr. KIRCA (Turkey) (interpretation from
French): The countries of the group of Asian States
learned yesterday with great sadness the news of the
sudden passing of His Majesty King Khalid ibn Abdul
Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia.

10. The late King was respected throughout the
world and was a champion of peace on earch. His
Majesty, a fervent Moslem, was a resolute defender
of the common values and interests of his co-reli-
gionists throughout the world, and in particular of the
Holy Places of Islam. As the sovereign of one of the
most powerful Arab countries he was also one of the
greatest defenders of Arab causes, above all of the
inalienable rights, especially the right to self-determina-
tion, of the Arab people of Palestine, to whom he
unfailingly gave his staunchest support. His Majesty
had the rare ability to view international relations in
ail aspects and as a whole. He distinguished himself
by his serenity, his wisdom and his vision of the future,
and by the initiatives that these qualities inspired him
to take.

11. The world has lost a great leader; Turkey has
lost a valued friend. Our only solace is that another
great leader, His Majesty King Fahd ibn Abdul Aziz
has succeeded him, and King Fahd is a man with the
same lofty qualities and the same virtues.

12. In paying a tribute to the venerated memory of
King Khalid, I, as chairman of the group of Asian
States and as representative of Turkey, offer my most
heartfelt condolences to His Majesty King Fahd, to the
royal family of Saudi Arabia, to the people and Govern-
ment of the sister nation Saudi Arabia, to the whole
Arab world and to the Organization of the Islamic
Conference, of which King Khalid's country is one of
the pillars.

13. Mr. GAUCI (Malta): On behalf of the group of
Western European and Other States, I have the sad
duty of paying brief but sincere homage on the passing
away of a statesman of stature and a man of peace,
who must in his last days have felt keen disappoint-
ment at the violent eruption of conflict in an area for
which he constantly advocated moderation and peace.
His name in fact will always be associated with an
initiative which, despite temporary setbacks, will
remain alive. We would therefore associate ourselves
with the Secretary-General’'s appraisal of the con-
tribution made by his late Majesty to his people, to the
region, and to this Organization. May he now rest in
peace.

14. Through the mission of the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia, 1 wish to convey on behalf of our group our
collective feeling of respect and our condolences to
the people and Government of the Kingdom of Saudi
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Arabia and our best wishes to King Khalid's distin-
guished successor in office, who has already shown
his dedication to the causes espoused by his late
Majesty.

15. Mr. SEWRAIJSING (Suriname): On behalf of the
group of Latin American States, I have the honour
to offer condolences to the Government and people of
Saudi Arabia on the sudden death of King Khalid of
Saudi Arabia. The passing away of King Khalid, who
was well known for his modesty, in accordance with
his strong Moslem beliefs, is a great loss not only for
Saudi Arabia but also for the world as a whole.
King Khalid was a great protector of Islam and had
dedicated his life to the service of his country and
people. The tragic loss of this wise and brilliant leader
will cause a great lacuna in the Middle East.

16. Finally, the group of Latin American States
expresses its sympathy to the immediate family and
friends of the late King.

17. Mr. OTT (German Democratic Republic): In my
capacity as chairman of the group of Eastern Euro-
pean States, I express our deeply felt condolences to
the Government and people of Saudi Arabia on the
untimely death of His Majesty King Khalid ibn Abdul
Aziz Al Saud, Head of State and Prime Minister of
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, a tragic loss for the
people of Saudi Arabia, particularly at this critical
time when a new Israeli aggression is being carried
out against the neighbouring Arab countries, espe-
cially against the people of Palestine. We ask them to
accept our deep sympathy and respect on this occasion.

18. Mr. ABOUL-NASR (Oman) (interpretation from
Arabic): 1t was with the most profound regret that
“we heard the announcement of the death of one of the
greatest leaders of the Arab world, His Majesty
King Khalid ibn Abdul Aziz Al Saud, after a long life
of great service to his country and to the Arab
world, as well as to the Islamic world. On behalf of
the group of Arab States in the United Nations and
on behalf of Oman, I extend to the delegation of Saudi
Arabia our most heartfelt and sincere condolences.
We request the delegation of Saudi Arabia to transmit
to the royal family and the Government and people of
Saudi Arabia our hope that they will be able to bear
this grievous loss.

19. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar)(interpretation

Srom French): On behalf of my colleagues in the group
of African States, I wish to extend to the delegation
of Saudi Arabia our most sorrowful condolences on
the occasion of the passing of His Majesty King
Khalid. The links which unite Africa with the Arab
world are well known to the delegation of Saudi Arabia.
The Saudi Arabian delegation is also aware of the
hope that we have always placed and will always place
in the co-operation which unites our two worlds.

20. In offering our condolences we must say that in a
family there are always some who are closer to the
event than others. But we believe that we are all mem-
bers of a family and that we are all struggling for
the same cause, that of justice and peace. We should
like to say to the delegation of Saudi Arabia that we
share fully in the trial and the suffering which the
people of Saudi Arabia are now undergoing.

21. The people of Saudi Arabia will surely in its
wisdom find the strength needed to overcome all the
difficulties that may arise.

22. Once again, I assure the delegation of Saudi Ara-
bia of our brotherly and very sincere compassion.

23. Mr. ADELMAN (United States of America):
This is a message from Ronald Reagan in the White
House:

‘I was deeply grieved to learn of the death
of His Majesty King Khalid ibn Abdul Aziz Al Saud
of Saudi Arabia, who ruled his country with honour,
dignity and wisdom. His goodness and understanding
commanded the respect of all. I extend my personal
condolences and sympathy, as well as those of the
American people, to His Majesty King Fahd, the
royal family and the people of Saudi Arabia, a
country with which we have enjoyed more than half a
century of warm, constructive and mutually bene-
ficial relations.™

The message is signed ‘‘Ronald Reagan, The White
House, 13 June''.

24. Mr. ALLAGANY (Saudi Arabia) (interpretation

from Arabic): On behalf of the Government and peo-

ple of Saudi Arabia, I wish to offer our sincere thanks
to all the delegations that have expressed their con-
dolences on the sad passing of King Khalid ibn Abdul
Aziz Al Saud. His late Majesty died at a time when the
Arab world is facing a very difficult situation. He
devoted his life to the scrvice of his country, the
Arab world and the Moslem world. It is said in the
Koran: ‘*Ah, thou soul at peace! Return unto thy
Lord, content in His good pleasure. Enter thou among
My bondmen. Enter thou My Garden."” [Sura
LXXXIX:27-30.)

25. I thank the Assembly and promise to transmit
the condolences that have be  ~xpressed to my Gov-
ernment,

26. We belong to Allah, and it is to Allah that we
return.

AGENDA ITEM 8

General debate (continued)

27. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now hear a statement by the President of the Republic
of Panama. On behalf of the Assembly, I have the
honour to welcome to the United Nations Mr. Aristi-
des Royo Sanchez and to invite him to address the
Assembly.

28. Mr. ROYO (interpretation from Spanish):
I should like first of all to state that the people and
Government of Panama join the international com-
munity in its expression of grief at the death of His
Majesty King Khalid ibn Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi
Arabia. We extend our sincere condolences to his
family, to the Government and people of Saudi Arabia,
and to the Arab world for the irreparable loss of one
who was a tireless fighter for peace.

29. Aware of its responsibilities as a founding State
of the United Nations, a Latin American member of
the Security Council, a member of the Co-ordinating
Bureau of the Non-Aligned Countries and a member
of the Preparatory Committee for the Second Special
Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disar-
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mament, Panamra is attending these meetings to reaf-
firm its faith in the purposes and principles of the
Charter and to contribute to all activities designed to
achieve the objectives of disarmament, first and fore-
most nuclear disarmament, without undermining the
right of every State to security and to maintain
that security with a level of armaments sufficient for
that purpose but below the present ievel of armaments.

30. In the face of so great a task, Sir, it is of great
significance that the presidency of this session is in the
hands of a statesman of your worth, whose ability,
integrity and wisdom are fully appreciated by the
international community. We are also aware of the sig-
nificant contribution being made to the international
disarmament strategy by the new Secretary-General,
Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, an eminent Latin Ameri-
can personality who has won the confidence of all the
nations of the world.

31. In the spirit and conscience of the peoples of
the world there 1s at this time no more profound and
ardent desire than that for peace, nor a conviction
firmer than that the primary means of ensuring it is
general and complete disarmament. Before Saturday,
12 June, that statement might have been open to
challenge, but that can no longer be so. On that day
there paraded before the Headquarters of this Organ-
ization and later gathered in New York's Central
Park a multitude of more than three quarters of a
million people. Human beings came here from every
corner of the world to make known to those who
pretend not to know, or who do not wish to know,
that the hour has struck for the United Nations to
fulfil the purp'ose and promise that gave rise to its
establishment, that of freei1g mankind from the sinister
scourge of war.

32. I must add, so that there may be no mistake in
this respect, that the peace that all mankind aspires
to and calls for is not a false peace imposed by force
of arms nor a precarious peace based on the fallacy of
balance of arms, but a firm and lasting peace based on
a new economic order that offers security to every
nation, uniting all nations by relations of inter-
dependence based on a new international division of
labour that guarantees to all the use of their resources
for their own benefit and for that of the international
community.

33. I speak on behalf of the people of Panama. For
me, the demonstration on Saturday was also an appeal
for the unity of all the peoples of the world and, in a
reverse sense, a repudiation of the present division of
the world into two constellations of military power
which have claimed for themselves the authority o
determine the destiny of the millions of men, women
and children who populate the earth.

34. Ibelieve it appropriate to summarize the course of
events that have led to the situation facing us. The
use of atomic energy for arms radically changed the
concept of war, peace and security. The annihilation
of the populations of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in
August 1945 revealed the atomic weapon’s colossal
capacity for extermination and aroused horror among
the very leaders who had decided to build and use it,
and among the scientists who had devised the formula
to produce it. This state of mind gave rise to the idea
of prohibiting the manufacture and stockpiling of

atomic weapons and of destroying those then in

arsenals.

35. At its first session, in London in January 1946,
the General Assembly established the Atomic Energy
Commission, giving it the urgent task of preparing
specific proposals for the elimination of atomic weap-
ons and any others intended for mass or indiscrimi-
nate destruction of everything human and material.
That promising beginning was very quickly frustrated.
Soon after the end of the war the Powers that had
subscribed to the Atlantic alliance divided into two
wings, which a growing rivalry was to harden into
two opposing blocs. Thus began the arms race, both
in atomic weapons and in those described by a con-
venient and perverse euphemism as ‘‘conventional’’
weapons.

36. Disarmament measures were thus turned into a
power play of the two greatest world Powers that
covered up the struggle to achieve primacy in research
into, manufacture and stockpiling of atomic weapons,
in their capacity for annihilation and in their means
to launch them against the territory of their rival with
greater speed and accuracy. General and complete
disarmament, which one of the super-Powers had once
proposed, was replaced by the limitation, reduction and
control of arms, with a selective criterion. Security be-
came an insane illusion, since it can never be achievea
and maintained in a desperate race with no finishing
line.

37. Every year the cost of this insane rivalry in-
creases, reaching $600 billion in 1981, a figure that
may be increased by $50 billion this year. The eco-
nomic, social, political and splrltual consequences of
the arms race are extremely grave.

38. Military expenditures, particularly those on arms
production, absorb material and financial resources
that would, if applied only in part to satisfy the eco-
nomic, social and cultural needs of the developing
countries, give a vigorous impetus to their efforts to
overcome the backwardness, poverty and lack of cul-
ture that afflict them today. Hundreds of thousands of
hectares could be dedicated to the production of food.
Thousands of schools, health schemes, tools and
machinery for a diversity of industrial activities could
be paid for by international co-operation with what is
wasted in a single day by the great Powers on manu-
facturing arms and maintaining their armies.

39. It has been proved that the gigantic military
expenditures that will be incurred in 1982 will exceed
the total income this year of the 1.5 billion people who
live in the 50 poorest countries of the world. No less
irritating is the fact that the arms rivalry of the two
world blocs is reflected in the third world countries
that are their clients and that, with the mistaken
security concept of the super-Powers, are wasting on
arms enormous sums that they should be using for
their own development.

40. The initiative for holding a special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament came from
the non-ahgned countries. Thanks to this, there is
recognition of the primary and urgent importance of
this question, and it has been possible to submit it
to open consideration and to remove it from the closed
room where it is subject to the manceuvres of the
super-Powers. A problem on whose solution the future
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of mankind depends cannot be left to the exclusive
decision of the two Powers that are struggling for
world hegemony, which none can retain for itself,
and which they cannot even share. It is a problem
whose decision is the proper task of all mankind,
which it affects.

41. At the tenth special session all aspects of the
question were debated. The work done was collected
as a consistent body of principles and tasks in the
Final Document [resolution §-10/2] adopted by con-
sensus on 30 June 1978. There the problem in its
totality and diversity is focused on, and there is a
coherent correlation of all its aspects. A Programme
of Action [ibid., sect. I11], directed towards the ultimate
objective of general and complete disarmament,
is formulated.

42. At the twelfth special session, which we have
just opened, we must examine the results of the Pro-
gramme of Action adopted by consensus four years
ago. The report of the Preparatory Committee
[A/S8-12/1] being considered by the Assembly makes
clear, despite its measured and delicately balanced
language, that the results obtained are lamentably
modest compared with the tasks of achieving the final
objective, which, I repeat, can be none other than
general and complete disarmament.

43. It is enough to observe the world scene to see
that the arms race, far from having been contained,
proceeds apace, both in the field of nuclear weapons,
strategic or tactical, and in the field of the so-called
conventional weapons. The military expenditures of
the three worlds rise to dizzying heights. Internal
and international disputes are multiplying and in-
tensifying, thus aggravating general insecurity. The
economy of the industrialized countries is foundering
under the weight of inflation and unemployment,
which are the counterpart of military expenditures.

44. Poverty and unrest are making further inroads
in the underdeveloped countries, giving rise to bloody
political confrontations, coups d'état and various
forms of terrorism. The two super-Powers are
hardening the terms of their relations and are con-
tinuing their quantitative and qualitative escalation
of the manufacture of more deadly weapons. Their
bureaucrats use the language of war with a harsh-

ness ﬂnprcach...s arrogance. Only the pressuie of

world public opinion has been able to force them to
the negotiating table, albeit not to deal with disar-
mament but only reluctantly with the limited regula-
tion of the nuclear arsenal.

[ X £ 2w e )

45. The arms race between the great Powers is
naturally of concern to all of us, since it is one of
the principal causes of the world economic crisis
and the maintenance of an injust international eco-
nomic and political order, and is the most serious
threat to the very survival of a large part of the third
world and almost all of Europe. The arms buildup
of the smaller Powers and the underdeveloped coun-
tries is also of concern to us, however, creating as
it does so many dangers and so much misfortune,
destruction and poverty.

46. An integral part of the system of tension and
arms buildup is the network of sales, purchase and
distribution of arms and military technology by means
of which an economic, technical, military and political

dependency is imposed upon the weaker nations. From
that system also stems the installation, use and abuse
of military complexes in the territories of other coun-
tries, which, often against the will of the peoples of
those countries, are used not only to keep them in a
subordinate position but also to threaten or commit
aggression against third nations.

47. Such factors must not be underestimated.
‘‘Conventional’’ non-nuclear weapons account for
80 per cent of the amounts spent on armaments.
In 1980 the countries of the third world had already
doubled their military expenditures in comparison with
1971, and at the present time 75 per cent of total of
weapons bought and sold in the world are destined
for the underdeveloped countries. In many of our
countries, the acquisition of weapons exceeds defence
needs and the capacity of the economy. Such arms
and military technology are imported by using re-
sources and foreign currency holdings that are being
diverted from peaceful development. Seventy per cent
of those weapons come from the following coun-
tries, in this order: the United States, the Soviet
Union, France, Great Britain, the Federal Republic of
Germany and Italy; and since 1945 the use of those
weapons has cost the lives of more than 10 million
people.

48. Of course we criticize the régimes in the under-
developed countries that embark upon the arms race,
but we must likewise denounce the Powers that ad-
vocate the export of arms and, more specifically,
those that promote policies of tension or threats,
provoking an arms buildup among those who feel
threatened.

49. Nevertheless, some more precise remarks must
be made on this subject. On the one hand, as long
as unresolved historical differences exist, and as long
as those and other differences are exploited or pro-
voked by powerful third Powers, the acquisition of
weapons will continue to be advocated and, thus, the
arms race among small countries that feel impelled to
defend themselves against each other will continue.
What is still more serious, however, is that, while
the great Powers continue to ignore their fundamental
international commitments to eliminate colonialism
and other forms of hegemony, to non-interference and
to respect for- the self-determination, independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of our peoples,
they force us to arm ourselves to defend ourselves
against overt or covert abuses by them.

50. Although disarmament may be considered to be a
fundamentali human right, so also is the right to be
armed in order to defend the security, independence
and integrity of our nations, even though that means
sacrificing certain other priorities, for recent experi-
ence has proved that colonialism, neo-coionialism,
and hegemonism continue to represent real threats.

51. I come from a nation where, by good fortune,
our military leaders, inspired by a General who hated
war, chose to become a part of the instruments devoted
to the overall development of the country. Omar
Torrijos also taught us the best military and political
strategies; namely the difficult but creative road of
dialogue as a way to face problems and co-operate
in their solution. With him we learned about the key
role of détente, the political settlement of disputes,
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the reordering of international relations, the transfor-
mation of unjust socio-economic structures and co-
operation for development—crucial matters that must
be considered in any serious discussion of develop-
ment and disarmament. Respect for the rights of other
countries by the military and economically powerful
nations should be an essential part of these principles,
for the repeated infringement of those rights compels
each of us to be vigilant with regard to the quality
of our own armed forces.

52. We are pacifists and we eve in favour of general
and complete disarmament, b i we are not therefore
anti-militarists; rather we cultivate a definite concept of
our military forces, linked to the protection and devel-
opment of our rights and national heritage. That con-
cept was put forward by Omar Torrijos, and we be-
lieve it to be valid for the majority of the countries of
the third world. W must point out that Latin Ameri-
cans and other third-world peoples have in our history
had many patriotic military leaders who are identified
with the best national and democratic causes of their
respective peoples.

53. We do not conceive of disarmament as the
elimination of armed forces, but as a suitable re-
formulation of the role of the armed forces in society.
What we criticize is the insistence of privileged minori-
ties and alien interests on humiliating the military
institutions by committing them to anti-national and
repressive ventures and to the defence of obsolete and
unjust structures. For we want our armed forces to be
identified with the legitimate interests of sovereignty,
the participation of the people and genuine national
self-determination. We wish to see military institutions
committed to the nation’s integral development, civic
minded, participating in the life of the people and
helping with the technical, productive and social tasks
for the development of their own countries. Those
are the military forces that can best contribute to
security, stability and peace.

54. Furthermore, our military leaders must par-
ticipate in the tasks of détente and disarmament, for
such tasks necessarily require their co-operation. It is
also with their co-operation that alternative projects
must be formulated, which will be more feasible if
worthwhile and creative roles are assigned to those
who must carry them out.

55. In this connexion, each of our countries has an
absolute right to arm itself according to its own defence
and security requirements, but not so as to threaten
the security of other nations. More specifically, those
that claim to be concerned about the dangers, threats
and expenses of armaments must act consistently in
such a way as to halt arms proliferation among the
countries of Central America. This holds true for
those who acquire more arms than they need, but
above all for those who foment an atmosphere of
international tension in the region and who furnish such
weapons. Both sides are equally responsible for the
tragic paradox that countries in which there is a
shortage of schools, hospitals, food and roads are
squandering their modest resources on the display of
modern fighter aircraft and tanks.

56. In the tragic Central American reality, there are
those who call for the political negotiation of solu-
tions among the parties to the conflict and those who

try to impose purely military solutions or to promote
them from outside. The latter are already responsible
for the destruction of many thousands of human lives.
It is time that all confidence and initiative be placed
in the hands of those who advocate the negotiation
of multilateral political and diplomatic solutions to this
set of conflicts. In this respect we wish to reiterate the
mediation proposals made by Panama on 30 Septem-
ber 1981, at the 20th meeting of the thirty-sixth ses-
sion of the General Assembly, as well as our support
for the proposal made by the President of Mexico on
21 February 1982.

57. In the same context, Panama intends to sponsor
the organization of a conference on co-operation and
security in Central America and the Caribbean,
inspired by the good precedent set in Europe, which
led to the Final Act of the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Europe, signed at Helsinki on
1 August 1975.

58. On the other hand, an analysis of the arma-
ments buildup, the conditions that have led to it and
its consequences would be incomplete without a
thorough condemnation of all the modalities of mer-
cenarism as well as the recruitment, training and in-
filtration of armed bands in the territory of other
countries. Panama insists on the need to investigate
the actions of the bands of mercenaries in Africa,
in the Indian Ocean, in Latin America and in other
areas until they have been fully identified and until
those who are responsible and who sponsor them have
been punished. This demand is all the more urgent
now that the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland has included as part of its punitive
expedition against the Argentine Republic a battalion
of Gurkha mercenaries.

59. Another subject that is a cause of comnstant con-
cern is nuclear proliferation. Of course, the developing
countries have a legitimate right to install nuclear
plants for the production of energy for peaceful pur-
poses. That right provides vast possibilities of access
to technology of any origin that might be agreed upon
without restrictions, exclusions, conditions or political
reprisals. Nevertheless, to prevent the use of nuclear
technology for military purposes, the IAEA monitoring
system must be strengthened and the interests of
the countries that have not yet signed and ratified
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wean-
ons [resolution 2373 (XXI1), annex] must be taken into
account. This requires complete guarantees that coun-
tries that have no nuclear weapons will not be threat-
ened or blackmailed by those that do, for we cannot
forget that the indispensable corollary of this Treaty
is the commitment—yet to be complied with—that the
nuclear Powers will in turn proceed to dismantle their
respective nuclear arsenals.

60. In this respect I think it worthwhile once again
to emphasize the important example of the Treaty for
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America
(Treaty of Tlatelolco).! A collective effort is needed
to bring about its signature and ratification by coun-
tries that have not yet adhered to it, meeting their
reasonable hesitations but ensuring effective com-
pliance with the purposes of the Treaty. Fidelity to its
letter and spirit means maintaining a constant demand
that the great Powers respect and comply with it in
each of the positions they occupy or use anywhere
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in Latin America and the Caribbean. This means that
those Powers will not use nuclear military means
against the countries of the region and thus requires
energetic condemnation of the recent and unwarranted
mockery of that Treaty through the introduction of
nuclear-powered British submarines in the Malvinas
Islands zone.

61. The incredibie events in the South Atlantic seem
to have returned us to the days of the pirates. We
never expected that to the iniquities we still witness
in our times we should have to add this shameful
coionialist spectacle, which is more typical of the last
century than the present one. The nostalgia for brutal
imperial glories has suddenly led to efforts to re-
conquer what was once usurped by force. It is an
outrageous breach of the law and a rejection of the use
of diplomatic means to obtain a peaceful solution
to the conflict, a conflict which should never have
arisen in view of Argentina’s indisputable sover-
eignty over the Malvinas.

62. Is patriotism any consolation, and can there be
any satisfaction for the widows, the children and the
mothers of the British soldiers that have fallen in that
strange and remote war? Can the leaders face the
bereaved and explain why their husbands, fathers or
sons have had to die in such an expedition?

63. What is more, whereas decolonization has been
advancing throughout the world, there is now some-
thing which does not augur well: In the conflict in
the Malvinas, other nations of the North have pre-
cipitously banded together, abandoning their partners
in the South. The very ones who sold weapons to
Argentina are imposing economic and military
reprisals, now that that Latin American country has
used those weapons to claim its territorial integrity,
questioning the international hegemony born of
colonialism and neo-colonialism.

64. Those who accuse Argentina of having had re-
course to the use of force seem to forget that this was
a legitimate decolonizing action carried out without
bloodshed. Rarely have the colonialists allowed our
peoples to win their national independence and in-
tegrity by peaceful means. The arrogant demonstration
of Great Britain’s capacity for violence, supported by
Powers in the North, is supposed to be a preventive

warning to any other country that may aspire to its
legitimate rights,

65. A surprising and revealing lack of compliance
by the United States with its duties and inter-American
commitments and its identifying itself with those who
have carried out this open demonstration of anti-
Latin American violence have rendered negotiations
more difficult and reduced the possibilities of arriving
at a diplomatic solution to the conflict. This and the
arrogant intransigence of Britain have caused in-
creasing loss of life. Furthermore, continental rela-
tions have been infected by a lack of confidence.
Thus, the Malvinas crisis has shattered one of the few
systems of political North-South integration that has
been historically constituted—the inter-American
system—by proving that the reciprocal commitments
among the Powers of the North have pre-eminence
over continental solidarity.

66. We wish to preserve the best relations with the
United States, a country with which we are linked

by a long history of co-operation which we wish to
strengthen in terms of equity and mutual respect.
But it would be futile to deny that the recent experi-
ence has imposed on us the need to bring to fruition
and give deeper roots to the significance of a true
doctrine for national security based on closer links
in Latin American solidarity. This experience has
compelled us to realize that the concept of reciprocal
assistance for collective defence and security in our
America has to be an essentially Latin American
concept, and as such it should be institutionalized,
because we have seen that the insertion of a northern
Power into this family may be tantamount to the
insertion of a Trojan horse.

67. The non-aligned countries, the neutral States
and the other developing countries achieved the in-
clusion in the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session a clear recognition of the relationship between
disarmament and security as well as of the fact that
the security of States must be viewed not only in its
military aspect but also in its economic and social
aspects.

68. Nevertheless the Malvinas crisis has made it
obvious that Great Britain and the United States view
their security in terms of their own selfish interests
and those of their allies. The great lesson that has
been given to Latin America resides in the fact that
the United States has refused to comply with the
obligations imposed upon it by the Inter-American
Treaty of Reciprocal Assistance signed at Rio de
Janeiro on 2 September 19472 and decided to turn its
back on Latin America to joini: the United Kingdom
and, thanks to its vast military assistance, make it
possible for Great Britain to carry out a retaliatory
expedition and a colonial war against Argentina,
8,000 miles from the British Isles, which is intended
to restore a colonial situation to a Latin American
territory contary to the Charter of the United Nations
and the many General Assembly resolutions on
decolonization.

69. The hostile, aggressive and warlike acts carried
out by Great Britain against Argentina have aroused
the just indignation and resentment of all the Latin
American peoples and at the same time rendered more
acute the institutional crisis of the United Nations,
irreparably traumatized the inter-American system
and destroyed the system of coliective securiiy of the
Inter-American Treaty of Reciprocal Assistance.

70. Great Britain, the United States and several
European countries have behaved in an arrogant,
unfriendly and unjust way to Argentina, thus showing
their scorn for the Latin American countries, which
they seek to treat as second-class or third-class coun-
tries, totally ignoring the stature of Latin America in
the contemporary world.

71. But there are other consequences of the Malvinas
crisis which must also be assessed. One of them is
that once again the concept which still prevails re-
garding the use of the right of the veto within the
Security Council has been revealed to be obsolete
and unrealistic. This is a prerogative that is still the
privilege of a few States on the basis of the conse-
quences of a war that ended almost 40 years ago. This
privilege no longer reflects the structures of the present
world and is a flagrant violation of the principle of
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the equal sovereignty of States, which is enshrined
in the Charter of the United Nations.

72. Inconnexion with the crisis in the South Atlantic,
that prerogative enabled one State, a party to the con-
flict, to use its privilege of veto to obstruct a balanced
diplomatic solution of the problem, to the detriment
of the other affected country, which lacked the same
privilege. We believe that the Security Council should
not be conceived of as a body within which hegemonic
injustices can be sanctioned by means of this ques-
tionable use of the right of veto by one of the parties
to a conflict to make a solution more difficult to
achieve.

73. The Malvinas crisis is not over. The pressure
exercised by the British retaliatory expedition not
only is illegitimate but constitutes a brutal political
mistake which has caused losses, resentment and
suspicions that will have devastating consequences
and give rise to larger conflicts. It is late to correct
many of the mistakes committed, but we must ask the
British Government to return to civilized paths, call
on the American authorities to adopt a position of
effective neutrality and recommend to the members of
the European Community that they practise a policy
regarding Latin America that is more in accord with
their own interests.

74. They must all now strive to ensure that this crisis
is not the origin of a new arms race in the region or
the source of other acts of aggression or injustice.
This is the responsibility not only of the countries
of the area but also of those which provide military
technology and weapons. But essentially each must
realize that this crisis and its consequences cannot
end until there is full justice for Argentina and Latin
America. We trust that the great Powers will have the
common sense to co-operate so that this justice may
be brought about soon by peaceful means, because
it is the thirst for justice that brings together the coun-
tries of the third world in a conference on disarma-
ment, security and development.

75. Meanwhile, in another area of the world the
flames of war have been rekindled. Israel’s unjust
intervention against Lebanon not only makes more
remote the possibility of attaining a just and lasting
peace in the area but also renders an explosive situa-

proportions. Panama, as a Latin American member
of the Security Council, voted in favour of resolutions
508 (1982) and 509 (1982), in which the Council de-
manded that Israel withdraw all its military forces
forthwith and unconditionally to the internationally
recognized boundaries of Lebanon and further de-
manded that all parties cease immediately all military
activities within Lebanon and across the Lebanese-
Israeli border. Our sensibilities are shocked by the
new misfortunes suffered by the Palestinian people.
The greatest effort must be made to end this painful
situation as soon as possible in such a way that Israel’s
presence in Lebanon, with its consequent dangers for
world peace, does not continue in any form.

76. The promptness and diligence with which the
Security Council proceeded in the case of Israel and
Lebanon to appeal to all parties to cease forthwith
and simuitaneously all military activities highlights
the very different attitude taken by the United States

c
fire or cessation of hostilities between Great Britain
and Argentina could not be decreed by the Security
Council because of the veto cast by the two Anglo-
Saxon Powers. Nothing would be more appropriate
than to create a favourable atmosphere for the work of
this special session devoted to disarmament by
examining anew and thoughtfully, the situation in the
South Atlantic, reviewing the decisions adopted and
convening the Security Council once again to order
a cease-fire and the resumption of negotiations under
the auspices of the Secretary-General.

77. We are participating in the Assembly also because
Panama is a small, peaceful, but unquestionably sover-
eign country and possesses a natural attribute which,
since the arrival of the Europeans on the American
continent, has always been coveted by the great
Powers. At the same time, Panama is a living demon-
stration that the most serious international differences
and the most essential national claims can be settled
by means of a negotiated political solution by peaceful
means as long as the parties to the conflict maintain
an attitude of mutual respect and a will to understand
and reconcile their common interests.

78. Therefore we are concerned about respectful,
responsible and complete compliance with the letter
and spirit of the Panama Canal Treaties,® which are
not only a valued achievement of the two countries
that freely agreed to them and ratified them, but also
an exemplary precedent and heritage for all men and
nations which trust in the peaceful settiement of inter-
national disputes.

79. The neutrality pact, which is an essential part of
those Treaties, allows for the temporary presence of
United States armed forces in the territory of our
country, and the number of troops and installations
for military use is to decrease gradually until they
disappear totally and forever on the last day of this
century. I must point out that, in accordance with
those Treaties, those forces can only be stationed in
Panamanian territory for the sole and exclusive pur-
pose of defending and protecting, together with our
national armed forces and in co-ordination with them,
the present Panama Canal, and only during the years
when those Treaties are in force.

80, Consequently, any pa

ties which directly or indirectly serve other purposes
or are detrimental to any Government or country
would constitute a grave violation of those Treaties.
Panama will always reject such interpretations or
actions, all the more so when they may be considered
to be harmful to other Latin American peoples or
Governments or imply some form of intervention in
the internal affairs of other countries of the region.
That is why we duly requested President Ronald
Reagan to give us a formal promise on behalf of
his Administration that United States military per-
sonnel and installations in the Panama Canal area will
not carry out activities which could be directly or
indirectly harmful to the interests of Argentina or
benefit British operations in connexion with the
Malvinas.

81. The international community, which stands to
benefit most from the efficient, neutral and peaceful
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operation of the Canal, should be as interested as
we are in the faithful compliance of both parties
with the Treaties which govern it. That is an effective
contribution to détente, to peace and to disarmament.
The Latin American community and the other peoples
of the world who contributed so significantly to the
peaceful conclusion of those Treaties must still stand
by us in solidarity so that those Treaties wiil always
be complied with harmoniously, respectfully and
effectively.

82. We can therefore state the case thus, as part of
a collective commitment, because Latin American
nations have become fully aware of their cultural
heritage, of the potential of their natural wealth and
resources and of their military strategic importance,
v hich give them considerable weight in the context of
international relations. Our region has reached a degree
of maturity which compels our countries to consult
with one another in order to give shape to the institu-
tions of a new Latin America, whose choices cannot
be nor should be circumscribed to joining one or the
other of the power groupings under the leadership of
the United States or the Soviet Union.

83. It has been rightly affirmed that in the Latin
American countries the concepts of the military and
independence have been identified from the time when
our republics came into being and that the first citizens
of our free countries were the soldiers who fought
for them. The disappointment felt by Latin America as
a result of the unexpected decision of the United
States to invalidate the Rio Treaty has made it clear
that Latin America is not a part, nor has it any rea-
son to be a part, of any military alliances of either
the East or the West. Latin America must therefore
strive to rediscover the values which prevailed when
it became independent and which, regrettably, in
some of our countries still must be improved in many
ways.

84. The resurgence of Latin American national
solidarity, as a result of the colonial war against
Argentina and the new situations in the world and in
the hemisphere, obliges the Governments and oeoples
of Latin America to rebuild the alliances that vere
forged during their struggles for emancipation in ordey
to create their own Latin American security machinery
which guarantee their permanent sovereignty over their
natural resources and economic activities for the
benefit of their genuine development, and to pledge
themselves to a policy that is truly independent of the
world power centres.

85. It is therefore logical for our Latin American
countries to consult with one another for the purpose
of consolidating our views in order to face our defence
problems and to study the feasibility of setting up
Latin American collective security machinery that will
be completely autonomous, regardless of the power
game of the super-Powers. That machinery must be
in accord with the genuine interests of the Latin
American countries as a whole, free of any desire to
provoke antagonism or conflicts with any State in par-
ticular.

86. We believe that Latin America has a leading
role to play in bringing about conditions for peace
in the world, and particularly in its own geographical
region, and that we must urgently convene a conference

of heads of State or Government of Latin America
and, concurrently, a conference of the chiefs of staff
of Latin American countries, to lay the foundsations
for establishing the institutional machinery for the
collective defence and security of Latin America,

with an exclusively Latin American character.

87. Those views that I have put forward constitute
the reply of Panama to the essential purposes of this
Assembly, since the objectives of détente and disar-
mament are inseparable from those of our self-deter-
mination and sovereignty.

88. The PRESIDENT: I wish to thank the President
of Panama for the important statement he has just
made.

89. The Assembly will now hear a statement by the
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Mr. Helmut Schmidt. I have great pleasure in wel-
coming him, and I invite him to address the General
Assembly.

90. Mr. SCHMIDT (Federal Republic of Germany):
The Assembly is meeting at a time when people in
many regions of the world are falling victim to war.
In Afghanistan, in Cambodia, in the South Atlantic
and in South-West Africa, in Iran and Iraq and in
Lebanon, men, women and children are dying. The
spark of military conflict threatens to spring over to
many other areas of conflict in the world. The danger
of a nuclear war has still not been contained, and
every limited war can bring us closer to that danger.

91. It is at this time that the representatives of the
peoples of this world have gathered here to debate
disarmament problems. I wish to thank the President
of the Assembly, Mr. Kittani, for giving me the
opportunity to speak on the subject; at the same time,
I also wish to greet the Secretary-General, Mr. Pérez
de Cuéllar. I share their great concern for peace.

92. On behalf of the people of my country, I should
also like to express to the delegation of the Kingdom
of Saudi Arabia our sincere condolences on the death
of His Majesty King Khalid ibn Abdul Aziz Al Saud.
The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia has lost a great monarch
and the entire Arab nation has lost a wise leader.

93. It was due in large measure to him that the great
influence of Saudi Arabia in international relations and
the respect it enjoys among the peoples of the world
have been employed in the service of reason and rec-
onciliation and peace.

[The speaker continued in German.*

94. Concern for peace is at this time a bond not only
among responsible political leaders. More than ever
before, the nations of the earth are longing for peace.
The threat to peace and the safeguarding of peace are
no longer exclusively the concern of Governments;
in many countries, they have become the focal point
of discussion by the citizens themselves.

95. This holds true for countries where free expres-
sion is one of the fundamental rights that are taken
for granted. But it also holds true for those coun-
tries where free expression is suppressed, where
those who try to exercise this right are persecuted.

* The English version of his statement was supplied by the dele-
gation.
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There, too, there is a growing fear that in spite of
all the passionate attempts to make peace more secure
the efforts made so far may not have been adequate.
Our peoples note with dismay and fear that the threats
are not diminishing and that attempts at reconciliation

are being regarded with suspicion.

96. At the same time, however, there is a growing
awareness that it is not only weapons that threaten
peace. The Independent Commission on Interna-
tional Development Issues, under the chairmanship
of my friend Willy Brandt, has expressed this as
follows: ‘‘History has taught us that wars produce
hunger, but we are less aware that mass poverty can
lead to war. . . . Where hunger rules peace cannot
prevail.’ '

97. Not even one generation has passed since my
people learned from firsthand experience that war
begets hunger. It is from this experience and from our
awareness of the guilt for a war whose victims in-
cluded five million Germans and 20 million citizens of
the Soviet Union, millions of persecuted persons and
millions of Europeans and North Americans—from
these feelings and experiences we Germans derive a
special sense of responsibility for peace.

98. That is why we see in the Assembly an oppor-
tunity to make progress towards the safeguarding of
peace. This special session of the General Assembly
can emit a signal that will be an even greater en-
couragement to Governments and peoples to stand up
for peace. It can point to roads that can be taken,
roads along which peace can be maintained and made
more secure.

99. The political task—indeed, the moral obligation—
of every Government today is to conceive of its secu-
rity policy as part of a global policy for peace and to
act accordingly. Only such a security policy can stand
up to the judgement of history and to the growing
criticism of the citizens of all countries of the world.

100. Recalling my speech four years ago at the tenth
special session [5th meeting], 1 should like now to
point out a few essential elements of such a policy.

101. The first element is balance. In that part of the
world in which we Germans live, Europe, there can
be no security without an approximate balance of
a situation in which its country is threatened by an
excessive arms buildup by one side, in which it could be
subjected to political blackmail.

102. We in the Federal Republic of Germany are
directly affected by the predominance of the Soviet
Union and its allies in the field of conventional weapons
and by the installation of hundreds of new intermediate-
range nuclear weapons, a great many of which are
targeted on our country.

103. One of those modern, highly accurate missiles
with three warheads would be capable of destroying
my home town of Hamburg and the neighbouring
cities of Lubeck and Kiel at one fell swoop. Together
with our partners, therefore, we are striving for a stable
military balance between West and East, to be achieved
through agreements.

104. The second essential element I wish to mention
is non-alignment. An agreed military balance between
West and East would also contribute to stability in

the world, because those who accept balance as the
basis for their own security must recognize that the
East-West conflict must on no account be carried over
into other regions of the world.

105. Indeed, in the last few years it has become in-
creasingly clear that the non-alignment of the third-
world countries is a critical factor for stability and
pea" ‘n the world as a whole. Accordingly, respect
for nu. alignment is an essential element in a global
peace policy.

106. The more clearly non-alignment is respected as
an element of peace in the world today, the less cause
will there be for the countries of the third world to
allow themselves to be drawn into an arms race and
for the export of weapons to third world countries to
be promoted.

107. At the 9th meeting, on 11 June, Foreign Min-
ister Cheysson of France emphasized the importance of
collective security within a regional framework for the
countries of the third world, and I feel that this
conceptual approach should be followed up by the
Assembly.

108. The third essential element of policy I would
refer to is partnership in treaties. Efforts to achieve
balance are not enough by themselves, because there
is an inherent danger that an arms race could, as a
result of mutual suspicion, push that balance to higher
and higher levels. Moreover, an exaggerated desire
for security, however understandable it may be in the
light of historical experience, holds the same danger.
Excessive security for one side means insecurity for
the other. Accordingly, four years ago I called upon
all concerned to safeguard peace through partnership
in treaties, through partnership for security. In the
relations between East and West, only agreed security
based on a contractually agreed balance at a low level
can offer genuine security and true stability.

109. A partnership for security is the logical conse-
quence of the realization that we can prevent war only
by working together. In this way compliance with
treaties becomes an element of our common security.

110. The fourth element of policy is dialogue and
trust. Treaties, however, can be negotiated, concluded
and fulfilled only if each partner can trust the others,
and trust can deveiop oniy if the behaviour of both
parties in situations of crisis is calculable, if the
politicians and leaders on each side know each other.

111. For this reason, the security dialogue among
the partners must not be disrupted and we must not
allow negotiations on arms control and disarmament
to be broken off—even in times of increasing political
and ideological tension and even if one partner has a
real or imagined cause to direct serious charges at
the other side.

112. The creation, maintenance and promotion of
these foundations of a partnership for security are, in
my opinion, indispensable if we wish to pursue a policy
of peace. That is why my Government has for a long
time been trying to establish reasonable relations with
the German Democratic Republic and the Eastern
European countries, and that is why I welcome the
intention expressed by President Reagan and General
Secr:tary Brezhnev to meet for talks during the course
of this year.
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113. Now let me say a word about the instruments
of peace policy.

114. The most important instrument of peace policy
is the renunciation of force. Unfortunately, this prin-
ciple of international law has been violated on several
occasions recently. Once an attempt is made to settle
a conflict by force, nobody knows where, after the
first step has been taken, the military conflict will
end. The responsibility for the unforeseeable conse-
quences must be borne by those who take the first
step and use force first.

115. We must all insist that the prohibition of the use
of force is as fully applicable as is laid down in the
Charter of the United Nations.

116. The 16 members of the Western alliance, to
which my country belongs, reaffirmed at their recent
meeting at Bonn that none of their weapons would
ever be used except in response to an attack. They have
thus reaffirmed the central principles of the Charter:
the prohibition of the use or threat of use of force and
the right to self-defence.

117. The ban on the use of force outlaws any war;
it is applicable to the use of all weapons. Conventional
weapons also, not only nuclear weapons, today have an
unimaginable destructive capacity.

118. Those who would limit the comprehensive ban
on the use of force to the first use of certain weap-
ons appear to be saying that there may be other types
of war which might be permissible. We should not
accept that. There is no such thing as a just war. It is
only and exclusively permissible to defend oneself
against aggression from outside.

119. Along with the central concept of the renuncia-
tion of the use of force, the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons [resolution 2373
(XXII), annex] is likewise an instrument of peace
policy. My country, in ratifying that Treaty, has as-
sumed the important obligation not to have nuclear
weapons at its disposal. After a long debate years
ago in the German Bundestag, my parliament, the
majority voted in favour of our acceding to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. There
are many who have rejected it on the ground that
it is discriminatory. At the time of the Bundestag
vote, 1 fought in favour of it because in my view the
aim of nuclear arms limitation and reduction should
have priority.

120. Because my country has carefully observed the
Treaty’s obligations, we have every right to insist that
the nuclear-weapon States too should meet their
commitments after such a long time, especially their
commitment under the Treaty’s article VI, that is,
‘“to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective
measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms
race . . . and to nuclear disarmament’’. We insist on our
right and our claim to nuclear disarmament.

121. On the basis of the Non-Proliferation Treaty we
also advocate the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. We hope that the working group
set up by the Committee on Disarmament will make
rapid progress.

122. A few days ago the heads of State and Govern-
ment of the North Atlantic alliance adopted at Bonn
a programme for peace in freedom, a programme which

snmtivyns ~Af tha sl nnd's ommss
reaffirms the primary objective of the alliance’s secu-

rity policy, that is, to prevent wars and to lay the
foundations for lasting peace, while at the same time
preserving freedom. The basic elements of our security
policy are oriented towards that goal: deterrence and
defence on the one hand, along with arms control and
disarmament on the other.

123. The alliance’s declaration underscores the in-
tention to negotiate for militarily significant, equitable
and verifiable agreements on arms control and disar-
mament, and it makes a bro~d-ranging offer opening
the way for the establishment of a stable balance be-
tween East and West at the lowest possible level.
That offer of negotiations embraces all elements of the
military power relationship between East and West.

124. First, in the field of intercontinental strategic
weapons, it becomes possible, as a result of the United
States proposal for substantial reductions, to make a
decisive contribution to future stability. We are
gratified to note that neither side to the negotiations
intends to do anything that would undercut the provi-
sions of SALT I and SALT II, and we welcome
Mr. Brezhnev’s acceptance of Mr. Reagan’s proposal
for an early commencement of the START negotia-
tions, with the result that they will begin on 29 June.
Moreover, President Reagan, during his visit to Berlin,
introduced a new important topic: confidence-building
measures to prevent a nuclear conflict resulting from
an accident or a misunderstanding between these two
great nuclear Powers.

125. Secondly, with regard to intermediate-range
nuclear weapons systems, the negotiations on that
subject began at Geneva on 30 November 1981. We
give our unqualified support to the proposal that the
United States and the Soviet Union should forgo all
longer-ranged land-based intermediate-range nuclear
missiles. The elimi.ation of an entire category of weap-
ons would be a major step towards genuine disar-
mament. We shall do everything in our power to help
make that proposal a reality.

126. Thirdly, with regard to conventional forces, we
shall shortly be putting forward in the negotiations
at Vienna on mutual balanced force reductions a new
Western initiative, the object of which will be to give
a long-overdue stimulus to the negotiations so that
agreement can be reached on equal, collective ceilings
on both sides in central Europe. I attach the greatest
importance to the Vienna negotiations because mili-
tary stability should not be restricted to nuclear
potentials alone; it must also embrace the conventional
component.

127. Fourthly, with respect to confidence-building
and security-building measures in the whole of Europe,
we have reaffirmed our intention of supporting pro-
posais at the Madrid meeting of representatives of the
participating States of the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe for a mandate for a conference
on disarmament in Europe. Its object must be to
promote stability and calculability through measures
that will be valid in the whole of Europe, from the
Atlantic to the Urals.

128. Finally, we realize that stable peace also requires
partnership between North and South in the field of
security policy in all regions of the world. That is
why we have stressed, in the Bonn declaration, the
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importance of the negotiations in the Committee on
Disarmament and the hopes we have pinned on this
special session of the General Assembly.

129. The realities of the present show us how fer we
still are, all over the globe, from the goal of stable
peace. On a global scale, therefore, the efforts to
achieve concrete results by negotiation must be in-
tensified. Every region should make its own maximum
contribution towards the maintenance of international
peace. 1 very much hope that this special session will
prove conducive to the achievement of that goal.

130. Let me in this context put some ideas to the
General Assembly. First, the Federal Republic of
Germany has made the concept of confidence-building
measures the focal point of its endeavours within the
United Nations in the field of security policy. The
twelfth special session has before it a study entitled
Comprehensive Studv on Confidence-Building Mea-
sures, © which was commissioned by the Secretary-
General and drawn up over a period of two years.
Since we Germans provided the initiative for this study,
we are pleased that experts from all regions of the
world have been able to agree on recommendations
which may enhance the process of confidence-building
within the United Nations.

131. My country will continue to play an active part
in the further development of confidence-building
measures. At the present time we are making prepara-
tions for, and will extend invitations to, an international
symposium on confidence-building measures to be held
in the Federal Republic of Germany next spring. What
we have in mind is a working meeting of experts
from the various regions of the world.

132. Secondly, there is the matter of openness and
calculability. Stability presupposes the openness,
explicitness and calculability of military potentials and
activities. Impenetrable secrecy sows the seeds of
mistrust and impedes the conclusion of concrete agree-
ments. We therefore support all efforts aimed at
greater explicitness and openness worldwide.

133. This year, for the third time, my country has
submitted its figures to the standardized reporting
system of the United Nations for military expenditure.
The number of countries participating in this reporting
system is increasing, but unfortunaieiy these countries
still represent only a minority of the Members of
the United Nations. In 1980 and 1981 they numbered
a total of 18 countries—12 Western and 6 non-aligned
States. So far the countries of the Warsaw Pact
have not participated at all.

134. 1 appeal to all Governments to join in these
important efforts aimed at greater openness in military
expenditure. This would be a first step on the path
towards establishing comparability. Without openness
and comparability, agreements on verifiable reductions
in military budgets are inconceivable.

135. At the tenth special session 1 expressed my
support for a commitment by all countries involved in
arms exports to make such exports public. Since then
the danger of an arms race in the third world, too,
has grown. Consequently, we must ask ourselves:
should we not join together in seeking new ways of
limiting the transfer of arms by mutual agreement?
1 propose that this question be examined in connexion

with the planned study on conventional weapons
[see A[S-12/3, annex iMl].

136. Now let me say a few words about verification.
For a long time my country has attached the highest
importance to adequate verification. This constitutes
the primary difficulty in numerous current nego-
tiations.

137. This is true particularly of the negotiations
concerning a comprehensive ban on chemical weap-
ons. Four years ago I issued an invitation to an inter-
national seminar concerning the problems of verifi-
cation as regards chemical weapons. That seminar was
held in our country in 1979. In order to make a further
contribution to a solution of the problem of the verifica-
tion of a ban on chemical weapons and thus to pave
the way for the conclusion of a treaty, 1 hereby
extend an invitation to a second international seminar
for experts, to take place in 1983.

138. I was glad to take the opportunity to speak at
the twelfth special session of the General Assembly,
since I am firmly convinced of the importance of the
dialogue which is being held here. The Assembly mus:¢
provide a strong impetus for both the current and
forthcoming negotiations. The consensus reached
four years ago must be reaffirmed and developed
further. One central task is to draw up a com-
prehensive programme for disarmament on that
foundation. I hope that this special session will prove
successful in adopting a programme that both is
realistic and provides a guidepost for the future.

139. Not only here in New York, but in many cities
in many countries all over the world, we have been
witnessing during these days and weeks of spring 1982
gatherings of young and older people who are voicing
their fear of a terrible and excessive arms buildup
and an overkill that surpass all understanding. They
no longer accept the logic of the old Roman saying,
Qui desiderat pacem, praeparet bellum.

140. Today itis not only idealistic pacifists and starry-
eyed Utopians who are protesting against such con-
cepts. Doubts are more and more urgently being
raised as to the wisdom of the strategic thinkers, the
diplomats and the statesmen and as to their capability

finally of breaking out of the vicious circle of armament
and still more armament.

141. The slogan ‘‘Create peace without weapons’’,
or the other slogan ‘*Beat swords into ploughshares’’,
is sending clear signals to political leaders. Among
the younger generation the suspicion is growing that
one day nuclear weapons might perhaps no longer be
regarded only as a means of deterrence. There are
many who are afraid that some day someone may
lose his nerve and in fact make use of the nuclear
arsenal to impose his will on a political rival.

142. Moreover, these citizens also have the support of
scientists of international rank in their profound fear
and doubt. For they too are by no means certain
that the next world war will not take place just because
it would be tantamount to collective suicide.

143. The impatience of the people—and not only of
younger people—is therefore growing. There is im-
patience with Governments that appear to be doing no
more than talk while at the same time they are devel-
oping, producing and installing ever more deadly



160 General Assembly—Twelfth Special Session—Plenary Meetings

weapons. There is impatience with those in positions
of political responsibility who permit more and more
resources to be taken away from the fight against

hunger and poverty and invested instead in armamenits.

144. We must be conscious of the danger that our
citizens, frightened of the terrors of a nuclear holo-
caust, may soon no longer be able or willing to under-
stand why negotiations concerning practical steps
towards disarmament go on and on for years—why,
as they see it, and they must see it, the idea of national
prestige has a greater effect on the decisions of
Governments than do the necessities of mutual secu-
rity, security that can be achieved only on a partner-
ship basis.

145. I know that a reduction in the weapons arsenals
that are filled to overflowing cannot be achieved
through plebiscites. That can be accomplished only
by means of untiring and difficult negotiations. I know
that the great breakthrough that would eliminate the
danger of war once and for all remains a dangerous
illusion. I also know that unilateral disarmament,
ope..ing the door to pressure by other Powers, must
be recognized by any reasonable person as extremely
dangerous.

146. Nevertheless, we should not underestimate the
great and positive moral force that emerges in the
movement for effective disarmament. We should not
simply push aside those who support that movement,
dismissing them as amateurs who lack sufficient in-
sight. Instead, and on the contrary, the driving force
that has become apparent in the unrest of many of
our fellow citizens must be regarded as a motivation
and a moral obligation for us.

147. If we are to conquer fear, we must harness the

power of reason. It is for this purpose that this special

session of the General Assembly has convened.

The hopes of so many nations are pinned on its suc-
.ss. Those hopes must not be disappointed.

148. The PRESIDENT: On behalf of the General
Assembly 1 thank the Chancellor of the Federal
Republic of Germany for the important statement he
has just made.

149. Mr. CZYREK (Poland):* Allow me, Sir, at the
outset to congratulate you on your election to the
office of President of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted t¢ disarmament. Your great
experience, as well as your awareness of the impor-
tance of this momentous event, as reflected in your
opening statement, constitutes one of the substantial
guarantees for the efficient guidance of our delib-
erations.

150. I wish also to pay a tribute to the Secretary-
General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéliar, whose dedication
to the cause of disarmament has been und will remain
of great value in the efiorts that are being undertaken
by the Organization.

151. The problem of disarmament is the most impor-
tant challenge for the world of the nuclear age,
because not only the attainment of the paramount
objective of the Organization to ‘‘save succeeding
generations from the scourge of war’’ depends on its

* Mr. Czyrek spoke in Polish. The English version of his statement
was supplied by the delegation.

settlement, but the fate of contemporary civilization
as well.

152. The Polish people, who have been subjected to
so much suffering in their history and who in the
Second World War came to the brink of total extinc-
tion, are among those who know well the high price
of peace. That is why the Government of the Polish
People’s Republic welcomed with appreciation the
decision to convene this session. We have come to it
with a belief that its outcome will nizet the needs and
hopes of nations. We are resolved to contribute to
its work and results to the best of our ability.

153. We are taking part in the work of the session
with a feeling of deep concern. The world is now living
through one of the most difficult periods in the develop-
ment of international relations since the Second World
War. A number of negative phenomena have ac-
cumulated in the political, military and economic
spheres.

154. The pace of armament is accelerating while the
attempts to halt it have diminished and are hardly
effective. In the race between the growth of armaments
and the efforts for their control and limitation we are
all losers. We can hardly fail to notice, as well, that
this constant quantitative and qualitative growth of
armaments gives rise to new and dangerous tendencies.

Mr. Lopez del Amo (Cuba), Vice-President, took
the Chair.

155. The readiness to use force or threats of force
in international relations is increasing, while efforts to
prevent and settle situations of conflict arc of little
effect. This leads to the persistence of dangerous
international conflicts. Is it not, indeed, highly regret-
table that the start of this session devoted to disar-
mament should have coincided with new loss of life
and human suffering caused by Israeli armed aggres-
sion against Lebanon?

156. Preparations for new conflicts are being under-
taken, as is demonstrated by the development of inter-
vention forces and increased military presence abroad.
The discussion of the possibility of carrying on and
winning limited nuclear wars is being revived, as
are speculations concerning the feasibility of a pre-
emptive first strike.

157. Particuiarly menacing are the pians to depioy
Pershing II and cruise missiles in Western Europe
and to produce neutron weapons, accompanied by
theories on the possibility of a limited nuclear war in
Europe. In fact, such a war would bring about not
only the annihilation of that continent but also, through
unavoidable escalation, a catastrophe ici the whole
world.

158. The new phenomena and trends that have ap-
peared in the field of armaments and in current ideas
on war do not flow merely from the inherent dynamic.
of the arms race. They also reflect specific concep-
tions backed by certain political decisions. In the
present circumstances they appear first and foremost
as a manifestation of a dangerous evolution in the
policy of some countries of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization [NATO], the United States in particular.
This evolution in its essence consists in departing from
the agreed and mutually advantageous principles
governing relations between States with different
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socio-political systems, in stnvmg to 1mpose a pollcy
from a position of strength and dikiat, in openly
interfering in the internal affairs of other States and in
limiting dialogue and political and economic contacts.
Under this policy the intensified arms race is viewed
not only as a way to destabilize the balance of forces
and to gain military superiority but also as an instru-
ment to disturb the economic development of other
States.

159. Such an approach can hardly remain without an
impact on the state of political relations, and thus it
becomes the major source of increased tension
and erosion of confidence in iniernational relations.

160. The alarming development of the international
situation following the tenth special session of the
General Assembly, fraught as that situation has been
with so many threats to the peace, unfortunately
could not but leave its mark on the lmplementatlon
of the session’s decisions.

161. The Programme of Action {resolution §-10/2,
sect. 1111 adopted at that session has after four years
retained its great importance and topicality. We may
therefore ask why we must speak today from this
rostrum about the lack of progress in the cause of
disarmament and the suspension or deadlock of
numerous negotiations on that subject.

162. Yet it is a fact that during these four years
efforts on the part of many States to carry out the
Programme of Action in the field of disarmament
have not been wanting. Poland, together with other
socialist States, has considered it a matter of constant
concern. CGur joint commitment has been manifested
in important initiatives put forward by the socialist
States at various forums for the disarmament dialogue
within and outside the United Nations. It has been
expressed in readiness to embark upon substantive
discussion and the quest to reach agreement so as to
curb, halt and reverse the arms race wherever it
threatens and above all in the field in which it is most
threatening—that of nuclear weapons.

163. We highly appreciate the efforts made by the
non-aligned States to reach the same goal. We support
their action aimed at obtaining from the nuclear
Powers guarantees for non-nuclear States under inter-
national law on the -non-use of nuclear weapons
against them.

164. In our view there is no other way to eliminate
the growing dangers to the world than persistent and
continuing negotiations, to be conducted with due
respect for mutual interests of equal security. The
fact that the international situation is deteriorating
and that new dangers are appearing should make all
States increase their disarmament efforts. We share
the profound thought expressed recently by Pope
John Paul II that peace is not only the absence of
war; it also involves reciprocal trust between nations
which is manifested and proved through constructive
negotiations that aim at ending the arms race.

165. The special importance of dialogue on disar-
mament between the great Powers, as well as their
special responsibility for progress towards disar-
mament, does not detract from the value of and the
need for a positive contribution by other States,
whether medium-sized or small. Such a contribution is

needed now more than ever. It can help to create an
atmosphere of urgency for enduring disarmament
efforts and facilitate the search for solutlons

166. A full engagement by these States in disarma-
ment discussions and the rejection of a wait-and-see
attitude is not only a matter of sharing responsibility
for the development of the world; it is a matter of
vital interest to them.

167. We believe that the present session will mark
an important stage in the efforts to reverse the dan-
gerous trends in the military and political fields. Its
success, however, depends on a common acceptance
of the fundamental principle of undiminished equal
security for all States. It can be attained only through
common efforts.

168. Refusing to take part in negotiations, stretching
them out or using them merely as a camouflage for
efforts to gain specific political, military or economic
advantages are, indeed, actions that harm the inter-
ests of every nation and of humanity at large.

169. However, this truth must have been overlooked
or neglected by the very group of States which must
be primarily called to account for the deterioration
of the international situation. These States seem to
have subordinated the international disarmament
dialogue to their policy of confrontation, thereby
leading to a weakening, a slowing down or, in some
cases, even a breaking-cff of this dialogue.

170. The tenth special session greatly increased the
opportunities for the consideration of disarmament
issues within the framework of the United Nations.
Its decisions have certainly resulted in a wider and
more thorough debate on disarmament problems in
the United Nations, in negotiations on those problems
in the Committee on Disarmament at Geneva and in
their presentation to public opinion in a manner
which reflects the weight and urgency of these prob-
lems. We regard the framework for United Nations
disarmament efforts set up at the first special session
to be appropriate today also, just as we consider the
substance of the Programme of Action in the field of
disarmament to be topical and unquestionable. There
is, however, the question here of insufficient, un-
satisfactory effectiveness of so many valid resolutions
of the world Organization in the field of disarmament.
In other words, it is a question of genuine goodwill
on the part of all States—and in particular those with
the greatest military capability—to co-operate in their
implementation.

171. Because of the very lack of political will on
the part of some of its members to reach agreement,
the Committee on Disarmament has failed to achieve
the results one could have expected on the basis of the
Programme of Action and the tasks recommended at
the last four regular sessions of the General Assembly.

172. I believe that the present session, while giving
full support to the work of the Committee and em-
phasizing the urgency of that work, will further enhance
its importance and—what is most significant—have a
substantial influence on the adoption of a constructive
approach by all its members and consequently on
accelerating the elaboration of urgently needed disar-
mament agreements.
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173. The major task of this twelfth special session is
to overcome these obstacles and barriers to the disar-
mament dialogue, which originate in the confron-
tational trend in the policy of some countries. In the
best conceived security interest of all the States of
the world we should convince them that they should
participate effectively in this dialogue.

174. To this end it is necessary, referring to the
decisions of the tenth special session, to reaffirm fully
the Programme of Action in the field of disarmament,
its priorities, objectives and principles. It is then
necessary to take decisions that will assist in the solu-
tion of concrete problems of disarmament and the
implementation of concrete steps for disarmament.
An essential part in arranging United Nations disar-
mament efforts should be played by the compre-
hensive programme of disarmament.

175. It is the common belief of the Assembly, as
recorded in its numerous resolutions, that it is a matter
of the highest priority to prevent the mounting and
most serious threat of nuclear war by halting the
nuclear arms race and limiting and reducing nuclear
weapons with the objective of achieving the total
elimination of those weapons.

176. Inview of the importance of limiting the strategic
armaments of the United States and the Soviet Union
in the interest of world security and the progress of
the cause of disarmament, we cannot but welcome
with satisfaction the announced resumption later this
month, after an interval of three years, of the talks on
this matter, as well as the proposals of Leonid
Brezhnev on freezing strategic weapons and refraining
from actions that would impair the stability of the
strategic situation. These proposals are a valuable con-
tribution in ensuring the success of the imminent talks.
We hope that they will meet with a constructive
response and that the talks will soon bring substantial
results that will be meaningful to the world.

177. A task of the utmost urgency is the conclusion
of a treaty on the comprehensive prohibition of nuclear
tests; the discontinued tripartite talks between the
Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United
States on that subject should be completed. The Com-
mittee on Disarmament should be enabled to work out
this treaty.

178. The international régime on the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons requires strengthening and con-
solidation.

179. As the United Nations, we should spare no
effort to banish the idea of nuclear war from the mind
of man, ethics and the law of natioas. Hence our sup-
port for the Soviet initiative concerning the prevention
of nuclear catastrophe.

180. Poland is directing a great deal of initiative and
effort at the important problem of banning chemical
weapons. This urgently requires solution because a real
threat exists of unleashing an extremely dangerous
arms race in this field. This session should strongly
recommend to the Committee on Disarmament that it
urgently conclude its work on the druft convention on
the elimination of these weapons and should prevent
their proliferation.

181. Poland’s security is very closely linked to that
of Europe as a whole. Comprehension of this relation-

ship and awareness of the threat posed to European
States by the present arms race make us deeply
anxious that military confrontation in Europe should
decrease.

182. This concern was reflected in the well-known
Polish proposals for a nuclear-free zone and a zone of
nuclear-armaments freeze in central Europe. In
October this year it will be 25 years since we sub-
mitted, for the first time here in the United Nations,
the plan which has passed into the history of post-
war diplomacy under the name of the Rapacki Plan
[see 697th meeting].

183. Like a later Polish proposal concerning a freeze
on nuclear weapons, the Plan played an important
role in the discussion of ways of strengthening security
in Europe and in the world.

184. First advanced by Poland, the idea of nuclear-
free zones was taken up and implemented in Latin
America. It is also reflected in the proposals to
establish similar zones both in Europe and in other
parts of the world.

185. It is with particular satisfaction that we note
the renewed interest in the ideas contained in the
Polish proposals. We are convinced that the idea of a
freeze on nuclear armaments and of their elimination
from certain areas of Europe continues to provide
important guidelines in the search for ways gradually
to free Europe from the nightmare of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear war. We continue to be ready
to make our contribution to the search for solutions
that will help us to achieve this objective.

186. We support the proposals concerning the estab-
lishment of nuclear-free zones n northern Europe
and in the Balkans. We take careful note of the in-
teresting concepts concerning disarmament measures
in Europe worked out by the Independent Commis-
sion on Disarmament and Security Issues.®

187. At the same time we have always maintained
that the problems of curbing the arms race and of
European disarmament cannot be submitted for effec-
tive consideration if separated from other issues, in
particular the organization of security and peaceful
co-operation in our continent. That is why the ques-
tion of parallel efforts to ensure the consolidation of
security and peaceful co-operation among European
nations has always occupied an important place in
our thinking. We have pursued this line in both bilateral
and multilateral relations.

188. We have thus contributed to the gradual yet
consistent building of the structure of security and co-
operation, the highest achievement of which to date
has been the Final Act of Helsinki and the process of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe. This provides an important platform for con-
tacts and for the search for solutions to basic European
problems. It also creates more favourable conditions
for undertaking disarmament measures in the con-
tinent. However, we must not fail to recognize the
threat to the stability and viability of this Conference
process posed by the unlimited arms race and the
phenomena it entails.

189. It is therefore essential to halt the arms race
on the European continent, not only in order to reduce
the danger arising from the current situation but also
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as a condition of the maintenance, strengthening and
development of those structures of security and co-
operation which are the historic achievement of the
European nations. It is an urgent necessity to sup-
plement these by concrete stabilizing measures, by
building confidence and by limiting the process of the
accumulation of the most threatening military po-
tential.

190. This is the motive behind the idea of a con-
ference on military détente and disarmament in Europe
put forward by Poland and its allies and our involve-
ment in the efforts to convene such a conference.
We hope for the successful conclusion of the work
undertaken at the Madrid meeting of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe on the mandate
for a conference on confidence-building measures,
security and disarmament in Europe, which is to be an
essential and integral part of the multilateral process
initiated by the Conference on Security and Co-
operation in Europe.

191. The recognition of the mutuality and equality
of the security interests of all its participants is an in-
dispensable prerequisite for the successful conclusion
of this work.

192. The aggravation of the international situation
and intensification of the elements of confrontation
also threaten the infrastructure of international co-
operation created through bilateral and multilateral
efforts. In the Final Act, that co-operation was elevated
to the rank of one of the basic principles of European
security. The idea of economic confidence-building
measures and establishing a system of economic
security derives from our conviction of the neces-
sity to protect that co-operation.

193. The proposal to establish such a system was
recently advanced by the Prime Minister of the Polish
People’s Republic, Wojciech Jaruzelski. Based
on the observance in inter-State economic relations
of the principles of equality, sovereignty and non-
interference in internal affairs, the system would
prevent the use of economic pressure for obtaining
political goals. Having in mind the role played by
the equality of rights in economic relations for
strengthening international security, we should like to
stress that this idea has broader relevance extending
beyond Europe.

194. The Soviet-American negotiations on limiting
intermediate-range nuclear weapons are of fun-
damental importance for strengthening security in
Europe and the world. We welcome the Soviet initia-
tives pertaining to those negotiations as a particular
expression of goodwill and a true desire to reach
agreement. The decision concerning the unilateral
moratorium on the deployment of intermediate-range
missiles in Europe or targeted on European States
and their unilateral reduction not only provide favour-
able grounds for further negotiations; they also
constitute, together with the Soviet decision of 1979
unilaterally to withdraw 20,000 troops and 1,000 tanks
from central Europe, one of the very infrequent con-
crete steps taken on the European continent to limit
armaments and armed forces. We wish to believe that
the Soviet steps and initiatives will be met with an
appropriate response from other States, in both their
decisions and behaviour. It is high time to prevent

the beginning of a new, extremely dangerous stage of
the nuclear-arms race in Europe.

195. The Vienna talks on the reduction of armed
forces and armaments in central Europe remain an
important forum for the European disarmament
dialogue.

196. An agreement concerning the first stage——~reduc-
tion of Soviet and United States troops and the paral-
lel freeze of the overall numerical strength of forces
in central Europe—could be reached soon if the West-
ern States responded constructively to the com-
prehensive compromise proposals submitted by
Poland on behalf of the socialist States, direct par-
ticipants in those negotiations, in February this year.
Those proposals sum up over eight years of negotia-
tions and take into account the positions of all the
negotiating States. Thus the first agreed disarmament
step could be effected, starting the process of military
détente in the heart of Europe and lowering the level
of military confrontation between the opposing
groupings along their contact line.

197. We are very hopeful that the present multi-
lateral efforts by European States to build a lasting
regional system of security and disarmament will
not remain an example of a missed opportunity and
that they will yield concrete and substantial results.
We hope that the present session will be a stimulus
for speeding up those efforts too.

198. Public awareness of the dangers stemming from
the present situation is becoming ever more wide-
spread in the world. The growing peace and anti-
nuclear movements have to be perceived as a spon-
taneous impulse of self-defence by peoples facing the
mounting threats, as an expression of their instinct
for self-protection.

199. Those movements are our invaluable ally. The
United Nations should hear their views, make use of
their passion and broad social appeal, and promote
through them the great cause of disarmament among
the nations of the world. The goal of lasting and long-
range prospects for the cause of disarmament and of
basing them on the consciousness and activity of the
millions is furthered by the Declaration on the
Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace [resolution
33/73], adopted on the initiative of my country at the
thirty-third session of the General Assembly, The
United Nations, the Governments of Member States,
educators, . chers, scholars and humanists should
consistently implement the tenets of this Declaration
in order to form minds and forge character in the spirit
of eradicating the evil of war and aggression, promoting
peace, coexistence and international co-operation.

200. These are difficult times as the General As-
sembly gathers for its second special session devoted
to disarmament. These times cast a dark shadow on the
problems of disarmament to be discussed and settled
at this session which in themselves are difficult
enough. We realize that the path to disarmament
agreements is not an easy one. However, we firmly
believe that this will not plunge us into resignation.
For the present situation requires special and re-
doubled efforts and great political imagination to find
the necessary, yet mutually acceptable, solutions.
This attitude and these actions are required of us by
the sense of responsibility for the fate of our coun-
tries, in order to protect the heritage of past genera-
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tions, to save those to come from a nuclear disaster
and to create for ail nations, particularly the most
needy ones, the opportunity of unhampered social
and economic development.

201. Unswervingly linking its future and development
with the building of international security based on
détente, disarmament and co-operation among nations,
Poland, together with its allies, is ready to do its
utmost to ensure that the prospects of a lasting peace
for the world will, as a result of this session, become
a reality.

The meeting rose at 1.40 p.m.

NoOTES
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