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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 31 TO 49 AND 121 (_continued) 

tfr. CHUA (Singapore): As this is the first time I have taken the 

floor) kindly allow me to congratulate the Chairman on his unanimous 

election to the high office of Chairman of the First Committee. I am 

confident that under his wise guidance and able leadership, we will be 

able to make good progress in our collective effort to make the world a 

safer place to live in. May I also extend my congratulations and best 

wishes to the other elected officers of the Committee. 

Since the first two atomic bombs were dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, 

the world has entered a completely new era. vJith the advent of the nuclear 

age, mankind has created the ultimate weapon capable of destroying 

its very existence. The holocaust of nuclear war has been forcefully and 

vividly drawn to our attention by the representative of Mexico, illabassador 

Gaxcia Robles, in his statement. A United Nations expert study has reported 

that the combined explosive pow-er of the existing 40,000 nuclear weapons lS 

already l million times that of the first-generation fission bomb that 

destroyed Hiroshima. We have also been told that there is enough destructive 

power in the nuclear arsenals to kill every man, woman and child in this 

world 10 times over. As if this were not enough, the super-Powers are 

continuing to increase their po-vrer of annihilation qualitatively and 

quantitatively. 

The founding fathers of the United Nations set up this world body 

in the hope that mankind, having experienced the scourge of two world -.;vars 

this century -vrould eschew· the path of force and resolve any bilateral 

and multilateral problems peacefully through the United Nations. They had 

hoped that the principles of international conduct as enshrined in the United 

Nations Charter would guide nations to live in harmony with one another. The 

154 sovereign nations, representing the world's population, have pledged to 

honour and uphold the h~gh ideals of this Organization. 
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If each and every nation had adhered faithfully to the principles of the United 

Nations Charter, we would not be confronted with the present~day tense 

international environment, the spirallin~ arms race, the horizontal and vertical 

proliferation of nuclear weapons, local wars and 1nutual distrust. 

Hhy are we in this sorry state of affairs? How- did we get ourselves into 

such a mess? Is it because we have not tried hard enough? 

During this debate, we have heard representatives hurling charees and 

counter--charges as to lvho has been responsible for the lad,: of progress in 

disarmament efforts and it is clear that this forum is not going to get any 

consensus view on what has gone wrong. iJotwithstanding this, permit me to air 

my delegation 1 s view and to add yet another perspective to this very complex 

subject. As a non~partisan, non--aligned, small nation, which has no vested 

interest in any particular pmv-er bloc, we can afford to spea};: our mind more 

freely than others. 

Over the three weeks of general debate, spealcers before me have ably 

d1v-elt on various aspects of the 20 disarmament i terns put before this Committee. 

The general feeling is that -vrhile some progress has been made in 

confidence-building measures, there seems to be genuine disappointment at our 

failure to curb the nuclear arms race and the conventional arns race, and to 

prevent nuclear proliferation. 

The most common reason cited for this poor performance is the lack of 

political will. Notwithstandinc; the dismal results achieved after decades of 

hard work and countless studies and resolutions, there seems to be unanimous 

a0reement that the First Corunittee and the disarmament bodies must continue 

to plod on and hope for a major breakthrough in arms control and disarmament 

measures. The alternative of giving up in frustration is unthinkable because 

the very survival of the human race is at stnke. The Singapore delegation fully 

shares these conclusions and joins others in appealing to the major 

Pmv-ers, particularly the nuclear-weapon States, to mal\:e greater efforts in 

arms control and disarmaElent. 



PS/2 A/C.l/35/PV.20 
4-~5 

(Hr. Chua, Sinr;apore) 

Detente and disarmament are tvm sides of the sA.me coin. The two subjects are 

insenarable because disarmament efforts 1vill be seriously undermined when 

there are tensions and conflicts. This is the conventional vrisdom. But is 

this so? If ue look back at the last 20 years of detente, we must be 

genuinely disap:rointed to note that, far frcm makinPo "[)rogress in the general 

direction of arms control and disarmament, "\ve seem to be heading dovm the 

dizzying and uncontrolled path of a never-ending arms race. 

Some facts and figures will illustrate this. Global military 

expenditure has almost quadrupled in real terms from $130 billion in 

1950 to S5Cl0 billion in 1980. In the conventional arms race, vrhich has 

been increasing at the yearly rate of 25 per cent in the past five ye1.rs, 

the military build-up has increased eight-fold compared to the 1950s. It is 

of narticular concern to note that third-world military spending has been 

increasing much faster than the gross national product in the last 20 

years, the former by about 4.5 times, while the latter has increased by about 

three times. 
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(Mr. Chua, Singapore) 

It is also pertinent to note that during this period of detente one major 

Power has caught up 'iTith the other super-Po-vrer in the stratec;ic nuclear race. 

I can understand and s~pathize \lith this super-Power's wanting to achieve 

rough nuclear parity so as not to live in perpetual fear of being co-vred and 

dominated by another super-Power. The international comn1unity had hoped that, 

havinc; fulfilled its lonr;-cherished dream, it vruuld use its nevr-found strenc;th 

to contribute to world peace and harmony. Instead, we have been disappointed. 

He have been disappointed because this super-Pm-rer has in recent years 

caused, directly and indirectly, two major uphea7als on the international 

scene, thus aggravating the already tense international situation. In 1978, it 

provided the necessary military and economic support to enable its ally to 

invade Kampuchea. In 1979 it used its own military force to intervene in 

Afghanistan. In the one instance it sought to justify its action by claiming 

that the armed intervention -vras justifiable because the Government which was 

overthrown had requested military help in accordance vrith an existing treaty 

arrangement. In the other instance, it was said that the intervention 1·ras 

requested in accordance Hi th a treaty concluded t1vo months after the invasion. 

The international community has decisively rejected the justifications 

offered for these interventions. The ovenrhelming vote in support of the 

resolution initiated by the mEmber countries of the Association of South-East 

Asian Nations (ASEAN) on the situation in Kampuchea is the best indication that 

the world has not been deceived. 

I submit that the spirit of detente has been grossly violated, and this is 

the real obstacle to disarmament efforts. As I have said earlier, detente and 

disarmament are inseparable. Detente cannot be selectively applied in the 

disarmament field and ignored in other respects. By violating the United Nations 

Charter and carrying out armed aggression, the party or parties concerned carry 

the full burden of seriously undermining the developing environment of mutual 

trust and confidence, without -vrhich no progress in arms control and disarmament 

is possible. 
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(Mr. Chua, Singapore) 

A super-Power and its allies have in this forum consistently expressed 

concern that detente is on the verge of breakdown. They have accused the other 

super-Power of engineering an anti-detente mood so that it could revert to a 

policy of strength. To demonstrate their peace-lovinn: nature, they have 

proposed certain specific measures to reduce the danz,er of \.Jar. 1tlhile this 

proposal sounds reasonable, we must question the sincerity of its proponent. 

If the super-Power concerned is sincere in its desire to control the arms race, 

the first thing it should do 1s to withdrm·T its armed forces from Afghanistan 

and persuade its ally to do lilce-vJise in Kampuchea. Only by demonstrating that 

it has no desire to expand its empire and dominate others can the process of 

detente be resuscitated. Detente is a total process and cannot be 

exploited selectively. Detente cannot exist vJhile one of the super-Pmvers and 

its allies are embarked on military adventures abroad. 

As long as that super-Power and its allies continue to occupy the 

territories of other States, as long as they continue to seek domination over 

others, we are compelled to conclude that their proposals to reduce the danger 

of war and other such proposals are manufactured for the purpose of deceiving 

world public opinion. One should judge them by their deeds, not by their words. 

Let me conclude by emphasizinc; that ~orithout an atmosphere of mutual 

trust and confidence there can be no sic;nificant progress in arms control and 

disarmament. During the decade of the 1970s, the cold war between East and 

\lest subsided and the process of detente enjoyed a good beginning. In the 

last t1vo years, however, one super-Power and its allies have dealt two fatal 

blows to the process of detente and have thereby added a new impetus to the 

arms race. If 1ve are to return to the status quo ante, if detente is to be 

given a second spring, that super-Power and its allies must pull out their 

armed forces from Afghanistan and Kampuchea and demonstrate - by their deeds not 

their willingness to live by the principles of tbe United 

Nations Charter and by the la-vrs of nations. The burden is therefore upon them. 
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~1r. GERMA (Togo){interpretation from French): In speaking here for 

the first time, I should like first of all to extend to the Chairman, the 

congratulations of the delegation of Togo on his unanimous election to head 

this Committee. We are convinced that his wisdom and great skill are an 

earnest of the fruitful conclusion of our 1vork. He also add cur 

congratulations to the other officers of the Committee. 

The importance of the problem of disarmament requires no further proof, 

since it is a vital question of the survival of all of us hUiilan beir:n;s on 

earth. 

Indeed, it is a secret to no one that nuclear war would spell the 

inevitable destruction of all manldnd. Here such a war to break out, it 1vould 

not last for long -perhaps a few days at the most. But in those few days 

we would see the destruction not only of what men throughout the centuries have 

built with their courae;e, their perseverance and their faith, but also of 

man himself and all other forms of life. 

Following the Second vJorld War, with the atrocities of a time of barbarism 

and destruction unprecedented in history still fresh in their minds, men of 

goodivill created our Organization in the noble hope of savin13 succeeding 

generations from the scourge of war. But that goal has still not been attained, for 

since the founding of the United Nations, war has never entirely disappeared from 

the surface of our planet. Yet none can deny the fact that a generalised 

conflict has thus far been spared us. Hm·rever, local conflicts have multiplied, 

in Asia, in the Near East, in Africa and in Latin America. 

Since the end of the Second Horld Har, the -vmrld has also witnessed a 

headlong competition for the possession and develorment of both nuclear and 

conventional weapons. Astronomical sums are devoted to their manufacture and 

constant improvement. One hundred million dollars are daily invested in 

supplying nuclear arsenals. It is estimated that six countries are now capable 

of producing nuclear weapons, but that 18 others have such weapons stockpiled 

in their territories or possess missile launching bases. 
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Since Hirosl1ima and Nagasaki, the great Powers have gone from the atom 

bomb to the hydrogen bomb and then to the neutron bomb. The destructive 

capability of these fearsome wea~ons has also increased, from a kiloton, or 

1,000 tons, of TNT to a megaton, or 1 million tons of TNT. In the conventional 

field, new weapons have also been manufactured, in particular chemical, 

bacteriological and radiological weapons that are also weapons of mass 

destruction. 

Thus, an infinitesimal portion of mankind is today capable of destroying 

all of mankind several times over in a few minutes. 
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(Mr. Germa, Togo) 

Hay we venture to suggest vrhat lies at the root of this arms race, vrhether 

it be nuclear or conventional. 

First, if all these weapons are manufactured and constantly im~roved it is 

because of those who preach the various theories of deterrence in order to 

prevent the unleashine of a generalized conflict by establishing a healthy 

balance among the forces of destruction. vfuatever credit one can give to such 

theories it does not seem to us that they should be regarded as a definitive 

means of ensuring peace among nations. They should be left behind as soon as 

possible if mankind really 1.vishes to free itself from the scourge of ~.J"ar. The 

old Roman principle according to which he who wants peace should prepare for 

war vras able for a time to provide relative calm, but sooner or later it leads 

to war. That war in the past was limited because the Romans and the peoples 

of that time made use of vreapons that today are re,;sarded as rudimentary. Present

day weapons tend more and more to have a i·rorld-'t-ride impact and the nuclear bomb 

is powerful enough to wipe out the whole of mankind. l-Te feel therefore that 

it cannot serve as a means of deterrence when we consider the consequences of 

its possible utilization, a possibility that can never be disregarded as long 

as that weapon exists somewhere on earth. 

The community of nations should have no illusions while the age-old struggle 

between the sword and the shield continues, the sword ahrays trying to ~ct by 

the shield and the shield always trying to hold off the sword. That is why the 

manufacture of missiles leads to the manufacture of anti-missiles and then to 

missile missiles. 

Secondly, the arms race flows from the will for domination and supremacy 

that seems to motivate the great Powers today. The problem ivould be relatively 

easier to resolve without that will for hegemony and leadership. 

Thirdly, the relentless antagonism of the great Powers based on their 

ideologies still seems impossible to resolve at the present time. There 

remains only the solution of the peaceful coexistence of the two ideologies which 

today determine the division of our world into tvro blocs. 
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(Mr. Germa, Togo) 

Fourthly, mistrust seems in the final analysis to be the strongest bastion 

that the whole of mankind will have to tear dmm in order to ensure effective 

disarmament, because despite all the reasons that we have just cited namely, 

theories of deterrence, will for domination and antaronism, it seems that the 

consensus today is in favour of ~eneral disarmament but mistrust constitutes 

the main obstacle to true disarmament. Each side wonders whether the other 

truly wishes ~o disarm. That attitude of fear is nothing new and has always 

characterized relations among human beings individually or at the level of 

nations. Perhaps it is time to change that now that mankind is threatened 

with total destruction by the nuclear bomb. 

In the opinion of the Togolese delegation international peace and security 

cannot be achieved by means of a frenzied arms race and the precarious balance 

of terror. International peace and security cannot truly be established except 

as a result of general and complete disarmament and scrupulous respect for the 

legal and moral principles contained in the Charter of our Organization, especially 

the non use of force in international relations, non-interference in the 

internal affairs of other States, and respect for the independence, sovereigntY and 

territorial integrity of all States. In that connexion, the present armed 

conflicts are not conducive to preserving world peace. 

'·Torld peace and security will also result from an increase in 

nuclear-weapon-free zunes. Pursuant to that line of reasoning the Togolese 

delegation attaches particular importance to the non-nuclearization of Africa 

and the need to prevent the racist regime of South Africa from acquiring 

nuclear weapons. My delegation makes a pressing appeal to the Hestern Powers 

that collaborate with South Africa in the nuclear field to put an end to that 

collaboration. The Togolese delegation also supports the denuclearization of 

Latin America, Asia and the Biddle East. Indeed the partial denuclearizat ion 

of certain regions of the globe and the establishment of zones of peace must not 

be considered as as end but only as one step in general and complete disarmament. 

That is rThy the Togolese delegation welcomes the very importc.nt turninr point 

represented by the tenth special session of the General Assembly,devoted to 

disarmament. 
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At that session that was convened on the initiative of the Movement of the 

Non-Aligned Countries including Togo, the international com~unity became aware 

that disarmament is a vital problem for the whole of mankind and cannot bb left 

in the hands of a few countries, however powerful they are. Positive measures 

were then taken to democratize the composition of the Committee on Disarmament 

and the conduct of that Com:ni ttee 's I"et·tinr-s. vJhile bdnrr satisfied with 

that change, Togo maintains its total support for the negotiations on the 

limitation of strategic arms. To~o welcomes the conclusion of the 

SALT -II agreements. It hopes that those agreements will soon be ratified and 

then followed by a SALT -III agreement. 

Togo gave its support to General Assembly resolution 34/75 that calls for 

the declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. We hope that 

that Decade will enable us to make notable progress towards our objective. In 

the view of the Togolese delegation the following measures are necessary in 

order to achieve general and complete disarmament. 

In the nuclear field they are, in chronological order: the prohibition 

of the manufacture of new nuclear weapons and the prohibition of all nuclear 

tests; the limitation of nuclear weapons to their present level; the reduction 

of present stocks under mutm'll and international control; the total destruction of 

all nuclear weapons, also under mutual and international control. 

In the conventional field they are: the immediate reduction of military 

budgets;. a considerable and balanced reduction in conv-entionAl forces and 

weapons. 

All this cannot be dcr.e without real politicfll will en the part of the States 

ccnct>rnt"d, first and forem' :.t tht~ p:rent :rowers, .. -~·:ose responsibility for the existence 

of thPse weapons is overwhelming. The laudable technical work that has been done on 

all sides by experts would be useless if it on~y served to provide a cold 

appreciation of the present situation as far as the arms race is concerned. 

The problem of disarmament is a problem of human beings. let them but get 

over their divergences and attach importance to what unites them and peace will 

be won. 
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\Te must honestly Pxamine our consciences and ask ourselves the question of 

whether it is truly within human nature to allow children to die for lack of 

c~:~rP and food >vhen considerable resources r.~·e squandered in the arms race. Each 

year $450 billion are devoted to armaments when merely $20 billion are invested 

in the developing countries each year. More than half a million researchers 

and scientists are working in military laboratories, applying their genius to 

finding a weapon that will more radically still destroy the human race. A tiny 

rart of those colossal resources devoted to armaments would be enough to save 

those vrho are suffering from the famine, disease and poverty that still afflict 

a great part of mankind. Mankind's resources must obey the principle of 

communicating vessels, so that the empty vessel will be filled by the 

overflowing one. The arms race is directly harmful to development. The world's 

resources are limited and since the rroduction of armaments cannot continue 

by any other means, it will do so to the detriment of our daily life. We should 

not look any further to find one of the most important causes of the present 

world crisis. 

Let the feverish concern about arms be done away with and let the resources 

thus won be devoted to the improvement of living conditions on earth. To do 

away with that concern the community of nations should earnestly desire to continue 

to build in the minds of men the foundation of what will make them more balanced 

and freer from fear. That task has been undertaken by the United Nations since 

its creation and it should constantly receive the support of States. 

Togo, with the encouragement of its President, General Gnassingbe Eyadema, 

a man of peace and of dialogue, is ready to give its support and contribution to 

all that might serve to the establishment of trust among peoples , an indispensable 

element for real co-operation. That is why, adopting the conviction of its Head 

of State according to which the education of youth is an indispensable element 

for all harmonious development, the Togolese delegation, as it did at the 

previous session, has become a sponsor of the draft resolution concerning the 

creation of a University for Peace submitted by Costa Rica. We are convinced 

that nuclear and conventional disarmament cannot be achieved unless disarmament 

takes place in the minds of men. 

The Togolese delegation thus makes an urgent appeal to all for the halting of the 

arms race and the establishment of a climate of trust in international relations 

propitious to a successful outcome of the disarmament negotiations currently under 

way, for the peace and prosperity of all. 
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Mr. EILAN (Israel): As this is my delegation's first substantive 

statement, I should like to associate myself with the good wishes extended 

to Mr. Naik and other officers of the Committee by other delegations in this 

debate. 

In discussions on a wide range of items on disarmament such as those 

conducted in this Committee year in and year out my delegation has in the past 

chosen to address itself in its annual statements to one specific aspect of the 

problem, such as the role of science or the impact of petrodollars in the spiral 

of production~ transfer and use of conventional weapons. This year we should 

like to turn our attention to the link between disarmament and security 

arrangements. 

He are aware that a study ~n the relationship between disarmament and 

international security is being prepared by a group of experts. The submission 

of their report, however, has again been postponed and in its absence we permit 

ourselves to say a few words on the subject. 

Disarmament or arms control has been the subject of multilateral discussions 

since the end of the First World War and has undergone several conceptual changes. 

In this respect, it is interesting to note the difference between the Articles 

of the Covenant of the League of Nations devoted to disarmament and the relevant 

provisions of the Charter. To start with, the Covenant saw in arms control a 

duty which each Member State undertook to perform on joining the League. 

There is no such stipulation in the Charter of the United Nations. Furthermore, 

the Covenant devoted the whole of Article 8 to disarmament. Its wording is 

worth recalling: 

"1. The Members of the League recognize that the maintenance of peace 

requires the reduction of national armaments to the lowest point consistent 

with national safety and the enforcement by common action of international 

obligations. 
112. The Council, taking account of the geographical situation and 

circumstances of each State, shall formulate plans for such reduction 

for the consideration and action of the several Governments. 
113. Such plans shall be subject to reconsideration at least every ten years. 

"4. After these plans shall have been adopted by the several Governments, 

the limits of armaments therein fixed shall not be exceeded without the 

concurrence of the Council. 
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(Mr. Eilan, Israel) 

:.5. The l.Iembers of the League agree that the manufacture by private 

enterprise of munitions and implements of war is open to grave objections. 

The Council shall advise ho"i·r the evil effects attendant upon such manufacture 

can be prevented) due regard being had to the necessities of those Hembers 

of the League uhich are not able to mrmufacture the munitions and implements 

of war necessary for their safety. 

''6. 'Ihe Members of the League undertake to interchange full and frank 

information as to the scale of their armaments, their military, naval and 

air programmes and the condition of such of their industries as are 

adaptable to war-like purposes." 

The Charter's reference to disarmament, compared to that of the Covenant, 

is somewhat less homogeneous and less imperative. 

The difference between the attitudes of the Covenant and the Charter on 

the sub,ject of disarmament is a reflection of t"i-ro very different views prevalent 

in Europe after the end of the t"i-ro world wars. After 1918 it ivas widely believed 

that the Firsi~ Horld vlar was to a lar.o.:e extent the result of an arms race. 

notably between Germany and Great Britain, in the field of naval armament. 

After 1945, on the other hand, the causes of the outbreak of the Second World War 

were ascribed to the lack of military preparednes~ on the part of the Allies 

and the USSR which is supposed to have goaded Hi~ler, with his unbridled ambitions, 

into risking a military solution. In other words, after the Second vlorld ~1ar 

the drafters of the Charter tacitly assumed the inevitability of the existence 

of armaments a.Lnong Hember States but aaw in the balance of pow·er a prerequisite 

for the introduction of arms control and, finally, disarmament. 

This is not the place to enter into a comparative analysis of the ti.JO 

schools of thought about the role of armAment as a cause of war. Suffice it 

to say that they were formed on the basis of a purely European experience in 

the first half of this century. The problem of the armaments race and its 

link with security in the 1970s and 1980s is not confined to Europe but is 

global and entails novel elements which did not exist in the past. 

As stated before in previous debates in this Committee and in such 

publications as those of the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), 

135 vrars have been waged the world over since 1945. From the commencement of 

the tenth special session,on disarmament,in 1979 until the present session, 
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four wars have been and are still being Ha[Sed with varying deGrees of intensity 

in Africa, the Middle East and South-East Asia. Each of these conflicts involves 

the super-Powers directly or indirectly and is of political and economic 

consequence not only to States adjacent to the area of conflict but to 

countries of other re0ions as well. 

Before continuing, I should like to make it unmistakably clear that the 

remarks that are going to follow address themselves to the situation in the 

world as such and that they have no particular application to Israel. My 

country, in terms of industrial development, does not fit easily into any of 

the established categories. It is in some fields still e. developing country 

and yet it is highly developed in others; though it imports arms, it is 

capable of producing locally much of its weaponry and spare parts for imported 

equipment. 

This cannot be said of most countries which have been involved in military 

conflicts for the last 30 years. This is where we are facing a novel aspect in 

the proliferation of conventional weapons and the proliferation of wars. To 

understand fully the character of some :modern conflicts one may have to compare 

them to those of the past. 
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Both world wars were waged between opponents •-rhich by and large were 

themselves the producers of armaments, were highly developed industrially 

and possessed both the industrial and the logistical infrastructure to provide 

their armies at a rapid rate with regular replacements for losses suffered 

in combat. In addition, the armies of the two opposing sides in the two 

world wars also possessed the capacity to integrate new systems of weapons 

with great speed in the conduct of warfare. 

In the case of so many of the wars that have erupted since 1945, both parties 

have found themselves, or sometimes one of the sides to a conflict has found itself, 

completely dependent on aid from exporting countries not only for the main 

instruments of war but also for spare parts. The growing sophistication of 

conventional weapons demands a highly developed technological infrastructure 

for their constant maintenance. 

I should like to quote from an article by Mary Kalder entitled 
11Arms ;:1nd Dependence n: 

"The increased vulnerability of all weapon platforms - ships, 

tanks, aircraft - calls into question the utility of equipment 

which is difficult to hide and expensive to replace. In addition, 

modern equipment entails considerable logistical problems. 

A squadron of F-4 Phantoms, for example, requires an inventory 

of 70,000 spare parts to be kept operational under wartime conditions. 11 

Almost the same considerations apply, no doubt, to the maintenance of a 

MIG-21 or 23. 

It can therefore be said that hand in hand with the growing sophistication 

of conventional weapons goes their transfer to an ever increasing number of 

recipient countries which are not always in a position to provide for their 

adequate deployment or use in case of war without continued aid from 

supplier countries. The proliferation of sophisticated weapons all over 

the globe serves, therefore, to create an illusion of military power, which 

itself endangers world peace. This illusion prompts States parties to a 

regional conflict to opt for military solutions instead of seeking pacific 

means of negotiations and settlement. 
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J.'iy dele:::;ation is not really surprised that for the second year the g:roup 

of experts established by the resolution of the General Assembly at its 

thirty-second session to undertake a study on the interrelationship between 

disannament and international security has asked for additional time for 

the submission of its report. Its task is well-nigh impossible. 

It 1vas not clear what the group of experts was expected to determine. 

Surely the very existence of the link between security and disarmament is 

too evident to demand further inquiry. As to the nature of the link -

that is to say, whether armament causes insecurity or insecurity 

causes armament - both propositions are equally true or untrue 

depending on the specific case under study. The application of artificial 

academic paradi[SlllS to a bew·ildering variety of situations uill not advance 

the cause of disarmament or peace. In the light of the recognized constraints 

of United Nations politics, one can only commiserate with the experts, 

who have to find answers to questions too general in character to allow 

of an honest answer. 

A more realistic approach is obviously needed and perhaps has been 

found in the framework of a regional approach to arms control. This approach 

is more promising, since most military conflicts are of a regional nature. 

To quote the representative of Finland in this debate: 
11In arms control, the significance of a regional approach is 

rapidly increasing. Disarmament is, of course, of global interest. 

Yet in many cases politico-geo6raphical conditions call for a regional 

approach. The global approach can be usefully supplemented with 

unrelenting and systematic efforts at the level of different regions 

ruid subregions. There is scope for independent action in each 

reGion. Lacl~ of progress at the global level should not impede but,. 

on the contrary, encourage this approach. 11 (A/C.l/35/PV.lO, pp. 12 and 13) 
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Thus, the study on all aspects of regional disarmament contained 

in document A/35/416 is a timely effort to deal with a problem of great 

complexity. Though the study itself is thoughtfully prepared and presented 

vrith great expertise, it is perhaps regrettable that so little space is devoted to 

the regional aspect of the control of conventional weapons. The reason 

for this is painfully obvious: there is little to report except for some 

promising developments in Latin America. 

Both in the field of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones 

and in the control of conventional weapons Latin America has set an example 

for the w·orld to follow. One can only welcome the Declaration of Ayacucho, 

Peru, of 9 December 1974, its reaffirmation in 1978 and the meeting in 

Hexico City of August 1978, where the representatives from 20 Latin American 

countries discussed the establishment of a regional consultation mechanism 

relating to disarmament matters in the field of conventional weapons. 

The time has come for us to admit that there exists no wonder drug 

to cure the ills of the arms race. The experience of the recent past 

clearly points in the direction of the establishment of confidence-building 

measures within the context of regional agreements. A _pre--condition of 

the attainment of the reduction of tensions and of arms control within this 

framework is, of course, the existence of the political will on the part 

of the opposing sides in a dispute to come to terms with each other. 

Two agreements, very different in character and in origin, the Camp 

David agreement and the military provisions of the Helsinki agreement, 

may perhaps serve as a guide for the future. Both the agreements between 

Israel and Egypt, which led up to the signing of the peace treaty, and the 

Helsinki accords contain clauses providing for the reduction of tension 

through military confidence-building measures. The other feature that 

these two agreements have in common and that should be of particular 

interest to this Committee is that both were reached outside the 

framework of the United Nations. 
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At the beginning of my statement I spoke of States that suffer from an 

illusion of power as a result of the proliferation of sophisticated weapons 

and regretted that some Member States do not choose the way of pacific 

settlement of their disputes. The United Nations is largely to be blamed 

for being unable to provide parties to a dispute with the necessary machinery 

for negotiations 0 arbitration and conciliation. Had this Committee devoted 

its time to establishing the tools for peace rather than engaging in abstract 

discussion, it could at least have reduced the number of conflicts 

that have erupted in the past. 

The Permanent Representative of Israel, in his communication to the 

Secretary-General of 16 April 1979, in expressing Israel's views on a 

Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, made the following proposals: 

"\·lith a view to promoting progress wherever possible on local 

and regional levels, it is suggested that the United Nations 

establish regional disarmament commissions, composed of all Member 

States in the region, the task of which would be to review ideas 

and proposals for intergovernmental regional agreements on arms 

reduction and control. These commissions should address 

themselves, inter alia, to finding appropriate solutions to two 

specific problems related to a 'comprehensive programme of 

for disarmament' : 
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1
: (a) To create by common agreement of all Hember States of the 

region the necessary modalities for the limitation of military budgets 

in conformity with resolution 33/67. 

"(b) To implement within a regional basis the terms of the decisions 

a.dopted by the General Assembly during its tenth special session in 

paragraph 93 of the Final Document with reference to confidence-building 

measures. n (A/CN.l0/1, p. 28) 

The group of experts and the Secretariat staff who were responsible for 

compiling the "Study on all aspects of regional disarmament 11 are to be congratulated 

for posing the problem in its proper context. If this Committee were to agree 

to the establishment of regional disarmament commissions, as suggested by the 

Permanent Representative of Israel, we would at least give Member States a 

viable alternative to hostilities, and 13ive practical substance to Article 33 

of the Charter of the United Nations. 

Hr. NKWIZU (United Republic of Tanzania): This Committee is meeting 

at a time when the United Nations aim of saving succeeding generations from 

the scourge of war is overshadow·ed by the ugly reality that mankind could be 

wiped out at any time in a holocaust unleashed through accidental or calculated 

ignition of the nuclear arsenals accumulated by the super-Powers in the name 

of security. We are meeting at a time when the goal of general and ccmplete 

disarmament is effectively mocked by the achievement of general and complete 

saturatioi'l of armaments. That is the ironic reality facing the United Nations 

after 35 years in search of world peace and security. 

He owe our children an explanation for this tragic contradiction. They 

vrill never forgive us if the only thing we can hand over to them after our 

achievements in science and technology is assured extinction. But our children 

are entitled to live in peace and prosperity. They should certainly not be doomed 

to perish with us just because we are reckless enough to accept the bizarre 

notion that security can be achieved by sitting on the equivalent of 13 billion 

tons of TlJT in nuclear explosives. 
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In this sombre state of affairs, it is imperative that the international 

community act quickly to defuse the situation by upholding the purposes and 

principles of the United Nations, by implementing the decisions and 

recommendations of the tenth special session of the General Assembly, by 

resolutely undertaking negotiations leading to the conclusion of internationally 

binding agreements on disarmament in accordance with the priorities set forth 

by the Disarmament Commission and the Committee on Disarmament, by ensuring 

that the Second Disarmament Decade of the 1980s sees measurable progress towards 

the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective internati<Jllal 

control and by ensuring that the resources saved from the wasteful arms race 

are reallocated to the economic and social development of peoples - particularly 

in the developing countries. 

Much has been said about disarmament and the special responsibility in 

this regard of the super-Powers and other States with large arsenals, about the 

linkage between disarmament and international security, about disarmament as 

an essential step in the establishment of a New International Economic Order, 

about the need, therefore, to synchronize and co-ordinate the programmes of 

the Second Disarmament Decade with those relating to the third development decade, 

and about the lack of political will to take the necessary steps to achieve 

previously agreed aims and objectives. It is therefore not the intention of 

my delegation to add unduly to the volume of literature on these matters. 

However, in view of the serious threat that nuclear arms pose to the 

survival of mankind, the delegation of the United Republic of Tanzania views 

with deep concern the slow pace of the tripartite negotiations between the 

United States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom on a comprehensive 

test-ban treaty. The conclusion of such a treaty is a necessary step towards 

halting the nuclear arms race and would reduce the risk to our planet of 

further pollution from radioactive debris. To that end, it is our view that 

all nuclear-weapon States should participate in the negotiations. And since 

nuclear weapons pose a threat to all nations and peoples, it seems 

appropriate that the entire international community should be involved in this 

exercise through its multilateral negotiating forum - the Committee on Disarmament. 
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It was therefore with disappointment that my delegation learned that some 

countries have found it difficult to facilitate the establishment of ad hoc 

workin~ groups on nuclear disarmament and the neeotiations on a comprehensive 

test ban. 

At the same t~e, my delegation hopes that the early ratification of 

SALT II will contribute significantly to the relaxation of tension between 

the ti-<o leading nuclear-weapon States, provide a basis for continued 

negotiation and dialogue on the prospects of SALT III and have a positive 

impact on the global problems of disarmament, particularly in relation to 

the comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

The problem of arms race embraces the topical question of the 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. The Second Review Conference on the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty (NFT) wound up its deliberations recently. But the fact 

that the Conference failed to agree by consensus on the final document, 

containin8 an appraisal of the implementation of the Treaty~ reflects the 

extent of the diver8encies of views between the nuclear and the non-nuclear

weapon States. The lack of unanimity in appraising the implementation of the 

Treaty represented in no small measure the non-endorsement by the non-nuclear

weapon States of the notion that, the non-nuclear-w·eapon States can forgo 

their option of development of nuclear weapons without viable alternatives 

in regard to the preservation of their security or without guarantees that 

they will at least have unimpeded access to nuclear technology for peaceful 

purposes. Further, it casts doubt on vThether the nuclear-weapon States, 

which were the architects of the Treaty, can continue to enjoy the confidence 

of the international community regardinG disarmament matters unless they 

genuinely undertake to commit themselves to the policy of non-proliferation. 

I1ost importantly, it demonstrated that inherently discriminatory treaties 

can in no 1·ray be viable instruments for ccl"1b8.ting the proliferation of nuclear 

1-reapons. 
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A direct consequence of the policy of proliferation of nuclear-weapon 

technology pursued by some Hestern countries has been the frustration of the 

regional aspects of disarmament, including the establishment of nuclear-1·ree;ron

free zones and zones of peace. Of particular concern have been the disturbing 

reports concerninp.; the acquisition of nuclear vreapons by the racist and 

~P?rtheid regime of South Africa. The events of 22 September last year 

climaxed a sustained clandestine collaboration in the field of nuclear·-·vreapon 

technology between that regime and some vlestern countries. Though it is 

said that there is no corroborative evidence to ascertain the detonation of 

a low·~yield nuclear device by South Africa, the fact that there is equally 

no concrete scientific evidence to dismiss such a possibility 0 as shovm 

in the report to the Secretary .. General on the denuclearization of Africa, is 

a matter of concern to my country and to Africa as a whole. 

CollaborR.tion vri th that aparthej.E: rep:ime in the nuclear field not 

only consitutes a threat to international peace and security but also amounts 

to a flagrant violation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa 

adopted by the Organization of African Unity (OAU) and repeatedly endorsed 

and supported by the United Nations. Such collaboration will remain a standing 

indictment of those vrho continue to see loc;ic in sustaining that apar~p.eid 

regime's total defiance of international opinion. As we stated last year 

in our intervention before this Committee, we shall continue to hold those 

vlestern countries and Israel responsible for that treacherous development. 

My delegation supports the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones 

and zones of peace. The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in 

Latin America throu~h the Treaty of Tlatelolco stands as an inspiring example to 

other regions. The recof,nition of the inherent uniqueness of a region, 

including the security prerogatives of States of that region) can contribute 

si~nificantly to the establishment of a viable zone of peace. Yet, while it 

is desirable that the States of a given region undertake such a commitment, 

it would be pertinent to take into account the role of extra--zonal nuclear Povrers 

since such zones are conceived in a non-nuclear environment. 
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The Indian Ocean, of which the United Republic of Tanzania is a littoral 

State, has been on the agenda of the United Nations for almost a decade nmv. 

However, in complete violation of General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI) 

on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace,some Hembers of 

this Organization which are nuclear-weapon States have greatly stepped up 

their military presence in the Indian Ocean, usine their differences elsewhere 

as a pretext. Hy delegation reiterates Tanzania's objection to the tendency 

on the part of the nuclear-weapon States concerned to extend their differences 

and military rivalry into the Indian Ocean reeion. 

My delegation is concerned that recent events have further compounded the 

problems pertaining to that area and put the prospect of implementing the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace in further jeopardy. He 

regret that the USA-USSR bilateral talks on their military presence in the 

Indian Ocean remain suspended. 

He are more concerned, however, that concerted efforts are being deployed 

to frustrate the decision of the meeting of the littoral and hinterland 

States which took place in July 1979 to hold a conference on the Indian Ocean 

in Sri Lanka next year. By invoking unrelated situations and seeking 

pretexts in existing international problems, some nuclear-'\-reapon States 

are engaging in a calculated scheme to perpetuate their presence in the area 

and to frustrate the efforts of littoral and hinterland States to implement 

General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI). For if one were to argue that all 

efforts to find solutions to some problems should be halted until outstanding 

problems are solved, it would mean rendering this Organization meaningless. 

In that regard, my delegation also takes this opportunity to welcome 

the initiative of the President of the Democratic Republic of r4adagascar on 

the convenine at Antananarivo, late in 1981 or early in 1982, of a summit 

conference of all countrie~ concerned with peace and security in the Indian 

Ocean. 
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Our support for the establisr~ent of zones of peace in South Asia~ the 

Hiddle East and elsevrhere is also guided by our conviction that such steps 

would strengthen regional security and contribute to comnrehensive 

efforts to achieve disarmament. My delegation 1-Till continue to su:9port the 

initiatives of the countries concerned in such an endeavour. 

Non· ·nuclear· ·weapon States are entitled to security guarantees against 

the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against them. To that end, the 

extension of such assurances to non-nuclear-1-reapon States would not only offer 

a disincentive to the acquisition of nuclear weapons but also demonstrate the 

commitment of the nuclear-vreapon States to matters pertaining to international 

peace and security. ~1y delegation has noted the declarations of the nuclear

weapon States in that regard. 1le appreciatv the difficulties facing the 

Committee on Disarmament in working out a ccmprcmise formula. Hhile such a 

compromise may eventually emerge, my delegation feels that an internationally 

legally binding instrument in the form of a treaty would be most lvelcome. My 

Government hopes to be able in the future to express its position on the contents 

of the proposed instr~ent. 

The United Nations Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of 

Certain Conventicnal lieapons Hhich May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious 

or to Have Indiscriminate Effects concluded three 1veeks ago 1vith a measure 

of success. The adoption of the general convention and three protocols on 

land mines some incendiary vreapons and non-detectable fragments was one of 

the positive developments of the year. 
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'l'he Committee on Disarmament deserves credit for this breakthrough. 

Although these achievements do not cover all the aspects of conventional 

weapons, they nevertheless represent a significant step in the expansion of 

international humanitarian law applicable in armed conflict, and provide a 

basis upon which further negotiations on other aspects of such prohibitions 

can be conducted. 

Further, it is 1-1ith optimism that vTe uelcome the participation of all the 

nuclear-weapon States in the work of the Committee on Disarmament. We feel 

that the modifications made within the Committee - its expansion and the 

participation of the five nuclear-vTeapon States, as well as the establishment 

of ad hoc working groups - should facilitate the work of the Committee. 

Since this is the first time my delegation is speaking in the Committee 

this session, we wish to extend our hearty congratulations to the Chairman 

and officers on their election to preside over the deliberations of this 

Committee. There is no doubt that a man of Ambassador Naik's distinguished 

diplomatic record and negotiating acumen will guide our work to a successful 

conclusion. I pledge the fullest support of my delegation in this ree;ard. 

Ivlr. 1JU Zhen (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The very 

first chapter of the United Nations Charter already clearly stipulates that 

one of the purposes of the United Nations is to maintain international peace 

and security and that all Hember States should refrain in their international 

relations from the violation of the territorial integrity or political 

independence of any Member State. However, for some time, the Soviet 

hee;emonists have been flagrantly trampling under foot the purposes and 

principles of the United Nations Charter, ignoring the norms of international 

relations and grossly violating the territorial integrity and political 

independence of other States. It relies upon its military strength to carry 

out a militaristic policy and the power politics of the strong preying on the 

vreal~. It openly propagates the idea that ae;gression is justified and has launched 

a most threatening offensive strategy on a global scale. It carried out armed 

asr;ression against ancl the occupation of Afghanistan and supported ViP·c Ham's 

an1ed ae;G;ression against and occupation of Democratic Kampuchea. These acts 
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have not only increased the danger of a vorld var, but are imposing upon tlw 

peoples of Afghanistan and Democratic Kampuchea the disaster and misery of 

var, vhich has brought incalculable loss and destruction of lives and property 

and made untold numbers of innocent people displaced persons. Further) 

the situation is all the more serious in that its aggression in Afghanistan and 

its support for Vietnamese ac-sgression a13ainst Democratic Kampuchea are only tvo 

very important integral parts of its global strategy. It is attemptinr; to 

use Afghanistand and Kampuchea as bridgeheads to step up the implementation 

of its strategy of a sout.h~rard drive; it is stretching out its tentacles tovards 

the Persian Gulf region, the vast Indian Ocean and the vhole of South .. East 

Asia, and it seeks to control the Straits of Malacca in order to merge the:m into one 

of its s·n'a·[;e::;ies for ·i-.he ·cuo oceans. If its vild ambitions are realized, it 

vill be self-evident vh,"'l.·[; serious consequences that •mu1cl bring for peace and 

security in the vhole vorld. 

tJhile making every effort to carry out aggression and expansion, the 

Soviet Union has proposed at this session of the General Assembly an agenda 

ite•,,, so·--C~'lled 11 Certain nrc;·1t :measures for reducin~- <hr cl_Zlnr<;f'r of •·rar.n 

It is not difficult for people to judge from the Soviet Union's practical actions 

hov much real value this proposal has. As vas pointed out by the head of our 

delPc;:~.cion, Vice-Premier Huanc; Hua, in his statement to the General Assembly, it 

has long been the established practice of the hegemonists to pursue aggression 

and expansion vhile trumpeting the slocsan of 1'detente 11
• Especially afi:f;r each 

massive act of aggression, it alvays tries to strike a pose of defending peace 

and to launch a big 11detente 11 offensive. For instance, not long after the 

Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968, it proposed in 1969 that the United 

Nations General Assembly c'.iscuss the so--called question of ·,:The strengthenints 

of internatinoal security;'. Today, after it has occupied Afghanistan and also 

occupied Democratic Kampuchea through its agents, in an attempt to divert the 

attention of the people of the -vrorld and divide the forces of anti-aggression 

it has again resorted to its old trick of clamouring for "detente 11
• 

In its meticulously concocted draft resolution, no matter hov it rE'peatedly 

asserts that 17uar woulc: bl ·:i w, untold uisery <:md suff: rj w ::; ,,o p:opJ e s 11 ,•nc·l .J ),,_,, there 
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is a. 11nee<.1 ·co take urger:-::: r·?a.sul~es for reducing the d?.n~~er of var and s·~:r:c:.i1t:_:·':J1-'r,ing 

interne:::.ion?.l securit,y11
, ·che fact remains that it is none o·;~her than t.he 

Soviet Union and the VietnaiTlese aggressors -vrho have inflic·cec1 the catastrophe 

of war on the innocent Afghan and Kampuchean peoples, and that peace and 

secUl~i·.-y in southern Asia and Indo-China have been breached and violated by the 

flames of 1-rar and agcression started by none other than the Soviet Union and 

several hundred thousand Vietnamese troops. The wars of aggression carried 

out by the Soviet Union and Viet Nam aGainst AfGhanistan and Kmapuchea pose the 

most real and serious threat to world peace and security. This cannot be concealed 

by any kind of clever oratory. If the Soviet Union is at all sincere about 
11reducing the danger of war 11

, it should immediately impleNent the relevant 

resolution of the General Assembly and totally -vrithdra1-r the aggressor troops 

from Afghanistan and Kampuchea. No urgent measure for reducin~ the danger of 

war could be more urgent than this one. One practical action is far superior 

to a dozen proposals. If the Soviet Union says one thing and does another and 

tries to continue to mouth cliches of sham detente e.nd sh<"iil disarmRment -l~O 

confuse the public and cover up its aggressive actions, this could only further 

expose ius hypocritical features and lead to exposure and opposition by 

peace-loving countries and people throughout the world. 

Since the Soviet proposal evades the substance of the issue and only contains 

empty rhetoric about reducing the danger of war without any reference to the 

uithdrawal of a(!;gressor troops from Afghanistan and Kampuchea, the Chinese 

delegation will not participate in the vote -on this draft resolution and uill 

have nothing to do 1-ri th it . 

The Soviet representative, in several statements, en~aged in utterly 

groundless slander and vilification against China. Several of his colleagues have 

adopted the same tone and follOI·red his lead in levelling attacks against China. 

These sla.nders and attacks are absurd in the extreme. For example, they resorted 

to fabricatin~ a myth and by means of innuendo accused China of waging an 
1;undeclared -vrar·; on Afghanistan, as if to say that it -vras not the hundred 

thousand Soviet troops which launched the armed invasion and military occupation 

of Afghanistan, but rather China, -vrhich has never sent one single soldier 

to Afghanistan. 
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These foolish attempts at lies and sophistry only serve to show the aggressor's 

difficult predicament,in which the more he tries to hide the more he is 

exposed. Who can be expected to believe them? While slanderously accusing 

China of opposing disarmament and sabotaging detente, they eagerly style 

themselves the standard-bearers of disarmament, constantly recalling the 

so-called draft resolutions on disarmament put together by the Soviet Union 

as if they were enumerating family heirlooms. Ue need not go too far back; 

in the last 10 years, the Soviet Union has certainly put forward over 10 draft 

resolutions. But we only wish to address a question to the Soviet 

representatives: 11After you came up with such a host of draft resolutions, 

have you in fact reduced your armaments by even a single bullet or your 

anned forces by a single soldier? 11 Not only have they not done so, but quite 

the contrary, during this period, the Soviet Union has carried out arms 

expansion and war preparations at an alarming pace, its strategic weapons 

have increased manyfold, its tanks, aircraft and artillery have increased 

by the thousands and tens of thousands, its warships have increased in 

tonnage by as much as a million tons, and its combat troops by a million. 

How can these harsh realities be concealed by deceptive propaganda? Since 

your deeds are so far removed from your words, is it not entirely appropriate 

for us to have termed these so-called disarmament proposals of yours sham 

disarmament? The Soviet Union and its followers have attacked and vilified 

China precisely because we have revealed the Soviet Union's true features 

of sham detente, sham disarmament. Not only is the Soviet Union peddling 

counterfeit goods, but is full of bombast and smugness in doing so. Does this 

not fully demonstrate that the Soviet representative's bragging and lies 

constitute moral destruction? 
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As for China's attitude on disarmament, we have stated on many occasions 

that we favour genuine disarmament, support all reasonable proposals and 

have made our own efforts and contributions in this regard. \Je had put 

forward our concrete proposals and views at the first special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, at the first session of the Disarmament 

Commission and at the Comrnittee on Disarmament. The Soviet representative 

has branded us nthe opponents of disarmament" only because our proposals and 

view were not to the Soviet Union's liking. By equating our opposition to 

Soviet sham disarmament with opposition to disarmament, the Soviet 

representative has revealed his ulterior motive in the difference of one 

word. This is something which had to be exposed. 

Mr. MOINI (Iran): Allow me at the outset to congratulate 

Ambassador Naik on behalf of my delegation on his election to the chairmanship 

of our Committee. I am certain that his effective and experienced leadership 

will produce positive results for our work in this session. 

We have listened very attentively to the illuminating deliberations of 

our Committee on the different aspects of disarmament. Because of the 

unfortunate circumstances through which our region of the world is passing, 

it is the intention of my delegation to express its views on a specific 

aspect of disarmament which is most relevant to the present situation of our 

country, namely, the control of the supply to adventurist regimes in the 

developing world of certain conventional weapons that have devastating effects. 

In our view the present pattern of relations among States in 

the international community is based mostly upon certain notions that 

not only do not lead the world towards permanent peace and security, 

but instead have resulted in leading the world to conflict, aggression and war. 

In other words, interaction between States is not regulated by the basic principles 

of the Charter, namely, non-use of force in international relations, 

non-acceptability of the acquisition of territory by the use of force 

and non-intervention and non-interference in the affairs of States. 
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But, in fact, it is the notion of power and the acquisition of more power 

that dominate the minds of decision-makers around the world and especially 

among those who have dreams of personal glory and grandeur. This attitude 

towards international relations is characteristic of the super-Powers 

and other bis Powers. It has also been imposed on the developing world 

in general throuc;h the encouragement of certain hegemonistic re2;imes 

in different regions of the 'mrld to acquire alarmin.::; quantities 

of arms and to follow policies of domination and agc;ression, thus leading 

to regional tension and arms races. 

The experience of Viet Nam demonstrated that the time for direct 

super~Power involvement in implementing imperialistic policies in the 

developing world had finally passed. Therefore, the super-Pmrers began to 

look for regional leaders who would be ready to enter into bargains with 

the forces of imperialism, receiving arms and support for the sake of 

implementing their mm dreams of glory in return for committing 

themselves and the resources of their peoples to safeguard the interests 

of the big Powers in those regions. 

In the Persian Gulf region such a policy was followed by United States 

imperialism, which used the deposed Shah as a counterpart. But, with the 

fall of the oppressive regime of the Shah, imperialism found itself in an 

immediate dil€Illl11a. Not only had a powerful and loyal servant vanished from the 

region, but a popular movement had taken its place with the primary goal of 

struggling to free that region from super-Power influence. As a result, the 

objectives of international imperialism in the Persian Gulf acquired two 

distinct dimensions: first) to find a replacement for the Shah, and second 

to destroy the anti-iL1perialistic revolution in Iran. 
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The forces of imperialism were fortunate. They found an 

oppressive and ambitious regime in that area which was not only more than ready 

to replace the Shah, but also ready to attempt to destroy the Islamic 

revolution of Iran by using the most barbaric and inhumane methods while 

justifying its savagery with the most baseless and ridiculous pretexts. 

The barbaric war of aggression against Iran in which the aggressor has 

concentrated his attacks on civilian and populated centres, even using 

medium-range surface-to-surface missiles against defenceless people at night, 

is a vivid example of the consequences of supplying a power-hungry and 

expansionist regime with vast quantities of sophisticated weapons. The 

question arises as to the extent of the responsibility of the suppliers 

of armaments for the lives and property lost because of the 

misuse of those arms by a third party. For example, when a weapon of mass 

destruction is used by a barbaric regime against ~opulation centres of Iran, 

to what extent is the supplier of that weapon responsible for controlling its 

irrational and inhumane deployment? 
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The CHAIRMAB: I call on the representative of Iraq, who has asked 

to speak on a point of order. 

Mr. AHANIS (Iraq){interpretation from Arabic): I must apologise for 

interrupting to raise a point of order, but I ~1 obliged to do so because the 

representative of Iran has departed from the question before the Committee, 

namely, the general debate on the broad range of items before it. The dispute 

between Iraq and Iran has no place in our discussions here, and I am sure 

Sir, you vill agree with me that the most appropriate body in 1rhich to deal with 

that lS the Security Council, not the First Comnittee. Therefore I urp,e you to 

ask the representative of Iran to limit himself to the question before the 

First Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have taken note of the statement of the representative 

of Iraq, and I take this opportunity to remind the representative of Iran 

that we are engaged here in the general debate on the disarmament items. 

AccordinP;ly" I ask him to confine his remarks to the subject under discussion. 

Mr. HOINI (Iran) : The savagery of the methods used in the present ;.;ar 

of aggression against Iran is an experience that the whole community of nations 

should seriously consider. The dimensions of the misery that our civilian 

population is ~oing through at this very moment are due to nothing but the 

supply of arms to an oppressive and expansionist regime. 

In listenine to the general statements made so far in this Committee vre 

have noted that there is a strong conviction, shared by all, that disarmament is 

essential to the establishment of international peace and security. In dealing 

with the problem of disarmament we are in the main fi~hting the smoke rather than 

the fire that causes it. He believe that no effective solution to the question 

of disarmament can be found unless relations among the countries of the world are 
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based upon co-operation and mutual trust instead of on the rivalry and power 

politics that dominate international relations today. He are looking forward 

to the day when the world will no longer contain power-hungry leaders endangering 

the security and peace of mankind for the sake of p,aining personal glory. 

He also look forward to the day when the producers of arms stop cunsiderine; 

the production and sales of armaments as a profitable business and a convenient 

tool for maintaining economic growth. 

Mr. ZAIMI (Morocco) (interpretation from French): 'rhc delegation 

of I'-lorocco would like first of all to express its pleasure at seeing 

nr. Naik preside over the work of the First Committee this year. His wisdom, 

experience and calmness give us grounds for hoping that our deliberations on 

problems as important and complex as those of disarmament and the safeguarding 

of international security may at last be set u-poa the right path tmvards 

satisfactory solutions. Our optimism is all the more justified in that the other 

officers of the Committee are also distinguished and competent experts. My 

delee;at.:ion l·ruuld like to assure you all of its full and entire co-operation. 

Indeed, 1ve shall need all the rsoodwill and experience 1ve can muster in order 

successfully to conclude our consideration of the crucial issues that 

so urgEntly confront mankind and determine its fate, particularly since 

this year the First Committee is taking up the question of disarmament in an 

extremely alarming and explosive international atmosphere. 
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Unfortunately we stand by powerless vhile the evil practice of intervention 

and interference in the internal affairs of sovereign States continues. Certain 

Powers allow themselves to intervene in order to influence the normal flou 

of the rolicies of other States, resortinr: to the boldest methods, 

including the use of ~rmed troops. That dangerous practice helps to 

increase the numbers of focal points of tension throu{?;hout the vrorld and to delay 

the time-limits for reducing armaments, while e;ivin.:; rise to and strenp;theninp; 

distrust cmong members of the international commt:.nity. This adventurous behaviour, 

that is unfortunately notthe monopoly of the ~reat Powers, points to a hegemonistic 

tendency with extremely serious consequences for international peace and security. 

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

first of all simply because it was helG then bec2use of the objectives 

and priorities that it set and finally because of the noteworthy improvement it 

introduced in the structure of the deliberative and negotiating bodies, gave rise 

to tremendous hopes, all the more so as its decisions were supported 

unanimously. 

Devoting a special session of the United Nations General Assembly to 

disarmament problems was in itself an encouraging si~n,demonstrating increased 

awareness of the gravity of the stagnation surrounding the efforts made to 

avoid the dangers inherent in the stockpilin,a: of nuclear weapons and -vreapons 

of mass destruction and to arrive at general and complete disarmament under 

effective international control. 

Furthermore, the reaffirmation and confirmation of the priority goals and 

objectives of disarmament negotiations was welcomed by mankind as a whole, 

insofar as unanimity on such objectives and priorities should lead us 

to quick and positive conclusions. 

The restructuring of the deliberative and negotiating bodies finally 

corrected an abnormal and unbalanced situation that had added to the difficulties 

that negotiations always face. We wish to express here our full satisfaction 

at the active participation of all the nuclear Powers in the disarmament 

negotiations. 
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He had every grounds for expecting that, as a result of such positive 

developments, there would be tangible progress in some areas of the disarmament 

negotiations. I must, unfortunately J point out that such pro~ress is takinn: 

a long time. The anns race, particularly the continuing sophistication of 

nuclear weapons, continues faster than ever and shows no sign of slowing down. 

The deterioration in the international situation has also aggravated that state 

of affairs. One noteworthy result vras the freezing of the implementation of the 

second treaty on the limitation of strategic arms (SALT II). That absence of 

progress makes all sorts of development possible and :'!ives rise to real 

dangers for the security of all States, large and small. 

In Geneva, the Comn1ittee on Disarmament, whose structure and operations have 

been made more balanced and more democratic, is making commendable efforts to 

overcome this inertia. Those efforts have certainly produced sor.1e 

results of a procedural character, notably the creation of working groups 

to deal with various aspects of disarmament. On the other hand; we unfortunately 

find that no tangible progress has been made on matters of substance in any area 

at alL \1hether it is a question of the nucler>r arms race of the haltinc: of 

nuclec.r Feapon tests. chemical veapons or other vrearons of mass destruction 

or of guarantees for non-nuclear States against the use or the threat of use of 

nuclear weapons against those States, it is utterly depressing to note the 

lack of progress concerning the scope or the field of application, the definition, 

the criteria to be approved, verification methods or even so~etimes the legal 

form of the final instrument. 

Phat that really comes dmm to is a lack of real political vrill that "IWUlCi. have 

led us towards general and complete disarmament under effective international 

control. This lack of political will in turn points to the absence of mutual 

confidence and prevents agreenent even on the criteria and practical 

measures that would help us to strengthen mutual confidence. That same 

difficulty is at the root of the dizzy upward spiral of military expenditures 

that now amounts to ::;500 billion. 

This explains, without justifying it, the fact that no progress has been 

made in reducing military expenditures. One can recall the frequent attempts 

by the United Nations General Assembly to take a clear decision on reducin~ the 

military expenditures of the major military Powers by at least 10 per cent. 

However, that target is one that is difficult to reach; there are always obstacles 

that we feel are not insurmountable if there is p;enuine ,<?;OOdHill by all parties 

concerned, and an atmosphere of mutual trust. 
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It is time to bring this state of stagnation to an end. The dialogue that has 

been initiated in this Corrmittee and in the other deliberative and negotiating 

bodies must be given nevT impetus and must break out of its current inertia, 

particularly since all the nuclear Powers are participatinG fully in the w·ork 

of the Committee on Disarmament and in the deliberations of the Disarmament 

Commission. 

Those nuclear States and the major Powers in general owe it to themselves 

really to demonstrate more political will so that the commendable efforts of 

the Committee on Disarmament can be crowned with success, in the interest of peace 

and in order to avoid a total destruction of civilization, if not 

of the human race. It is essential to malre sure that the sense 

of horror and insecurity that now grips people throughout the world is not 

the first symptom of such destruction. 

The small and medium sized Powers, when faced with such an international 

situation in which there is no respect for the rules of international law 

and the elementary principles eoverning inter-State relations, find themselves 

faced with an agonizing dilemma. After all, what does disarmament mean for a 

State whose sovereignty, territorial integrity and way of life that it has 

freely chosen for itself are threatened by certain hegemonistic appetites? The 

current tendency of certain super·-Povrers to create zones of influence help to make 

some less pmrerful States the instruments of destabilization serving the 

desiens of those super-Powers. What other choice then do the victims of such a 

practice have than to resort to costly armaments that place a heaV1J burden on 

their econm~ies and undermine any attempt at development. 

In this hopefully fruitful anli positive dialogue on disarmament 

and the state of peace and security in the vrorld, the small and medium .. sized 

Povrers have a definite interest. Their security and very survival is 

at stake, and so are their development and prosperity. The huge expenditures on 

destruction and the ever more terrifying sophistication of nuclear devices that we 

hope 1.fill never be used should have been used at least partly, to create a 

more prosperous, just and happy world, and the developing countries would have 

been the first to have benefit~d. 
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That explains why countries such as my own attach paramount importance to 

the complex issue of disarmament and its corollary, the restoration of 

relations among States on the basis of equality and respect for the sovereignty, 

territorial integrity and free choice of the way of life of each State, within 

a framework of understanding, co-operation, friendship and good-neighbourliness. 
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Meanwhile, until we have general and complete disarmament, the complete 

destruction of all nuclear-weapon stocks and an absolute halt to all nuclear

weapon tests, we continue to believe that the creation, safeguarding and 

strengthening of zones of peace and denuclearized zones are immediate goals 

which deserve all the efforts that are accorded to them. 

Also, we believe that real and explicit guarantees should be given to 

the non-nuclear countries by the nuclear Powers against any use or threat 

of use of nuclear vreapons against their territory. 

In this respect, my delegation has taken due note of the draft resolution 

introduced by the Soviet delegation. The ideas contained in that draft 

resolution are now being thoroughly studied by my delegation. As far as 

concerns guarantees to non-nuclear countries, I should merely like to state 

here that only a commitment, in good and due form, such as a convention that 

would be binding under international law, could effectively guarantee 

non-nuclear States against the use or threat of the use of nuclear weapons 

against their respective territories. 

D1orocco, in its capacity as a member of the Committee on Disarmament, 

is making its modest contribution to the search for adequate solutions of 

the problems that prevent us from actually attaining disarmament, in 

particular nuclear disarmament. ·He have no other choice but to cant inue exploring 

all the ways and means that could make such an achievement possible. Ve can 

never say often enough that the First Committee must seriously tackle the 

problem of the impasse reached in the negotiations on the various aspects of 

disarmament. This Committee gives the Powers concerned an opportunity to 

define more clearly their respective positions on the question of how they 

envisage breaking out of that impasse in order to move for1vard tm·mrds 

general and complete disarmament. 

We would hope that the Second Disarmament Decade, which begins next 

year, will see us attain that objective. The safeguarding of future 

generations depends on it to a large extent. 
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The CHAIRMAN: ~here are no further speakers for this afternoon. 

The representative of Iraq wishes to speak in exercise of the right of reply, 

and I now call on him. 

Mr. AWANIS (Iraq)(interpretation from Arabic): Today, the representative 

of the Zionist entity and the representative of Iran have both made statements. My 

delegation wishes to reserve its exercise of the right of reply until tomorrow 

evening. 

PROGR.Al\'IUlE OF HORK 

The CHAIR~ffiN: Before we conclude our business today, I would inform the 

Committee that the Bureau has been considering how the First Committee might continue 

to discharge its responsibilities within the framework of the programme of work which 

it adopted at the beginning of this session. 

It will be recalled that we decided to conclude the general debate on 

disarmament items on Friday, 31 October. The Committee is also aware that some 

meetings had to be cancelled early in this session for lack of speakers. Moreover, 

some members could not keep to their positions in the list of speakers because of 

other commitments. A number of representatives requested to be inscribed before the 

deadline agreed upon by the Corrmittee for closing the list of speakers, but 

unfortunately all positions had already been taken. Consequently, the Bureau 

recommends that the Corrmittee devote its four meetings scheduled for 3 and 4 November 

to hearing statements made as part of the general debate, without prejudice to the 

right of any member to speak on draft resolutions sutmitted to the Committee, as 

decided in our programme of work. 

At the same time, the Bureau appeals to all members inscribed to speak tomorrow 

and on Friday to keep to their positions in the list, since otherwise we run the risk 

of being unable to accommodate them on Monday or Tuesday next. 

In this connexion, tbe Bureau believes that no further extensions should be 

agreed upon beyond Tuesday, 4 November. Otherwise, the Committee may not be able 

to complete its work within the deadline set by the General Assembly. 
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I would hope that the arrangement to which I have referred, to allow 

additional representatives to speak in the general debate on Monday and Tuesday 

next, will find ready acceptance within the Committee. 

If I hear no objection, it will be so decided. 

It was so decided. 

The meeting rose at 5.05 p.m. 




