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The meeting was called to order at 10.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 31 TO lf9 AND 121 (continued) 

GENERAL DEBATE 

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet delegation has taken the floor once again to share 

its thoughts about some questions that have arisen in the course of the 

general debate on disarmament questions. 

Our debate has made it abundantly clear that there are no two opinions 

about the fact that the international situation has recently ivorsened 

considerably, and that we must in the present circumstances multiply our 

efforts to reduce the tension that has arisen and to breathe new life into 

talks on limiting and halting the arms race. In order to find a prescription 

for overcominc: t,he existing difficulties, 1.:re must of course first establish 

a diagnosis and identify the causes for the deterioration in the general 

situation in the 1'/0rld and in particular in the area of disarmament talks. 

\tJith rec;ard to a factual di8gnosis, ue cannot but note that it 

involves a disease that could well be called an ambition to achieve vrorld 

hegemony. At various times, this disease has manifested itself in different 

forms. Today, its main manifestation is the attempts of imperialist circles 

to disrupt the existing military-strategic balance of forces to t:be detriment of 

the socialist countries and to secure for themselves a position of predominant 

force, whatever terms are used nmr 0 such RS military ,;supremacy" or securing 

a "margin of safe+,y·' for themselves 0 

As a pretext for covering up this blatantly militaristic policy, attempts 

are being made to use the assistance the Soviet Union has been giving the 

Government of Afghanistan to repel armed intervention and intrusions from 
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outside orr;anized and inspired by those same imperialist circles. T·Te have 

already had occasion to show in detail how unfounded such attempts are. 

Soviet assistance to Afghanistan is totally in keeping with the bilateral 

Soviet-Afghan treaty of 5 December 1978, and with Article 51 of the United 

Hations Charter. J'oreover, the search for a pretext for exacerbating the 

international situation and undermining talh; in the field of disarmament 

\vas begun by imperialist forces long before the events in Afghanistan ~ as 

a matter of fact, immediately following the adoption in Hay 1978 of a 

programme for the automatic increase of military expenditures by the countries 

of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). It I-TC$ all the more 

necessary for those countries to find this pretext because the programme for 

the arms build-up was adopted at a time when the special session of the 

United Nations General Assembly on disarmament was taking place, and as 

everyone here >vill recall, NATO representatives vrere unstinting in proclaiming 

their intention and their desire to halt the arms race. Those ~Vho adopted 

this policy of intensifying the arms race I.J"ere prepared to go to any lengths. 

Hm·r can 1-re fail to recall in this connexion the attempt in the autumn 

of 1979 to create the so-,called Cuban mini-,crisis, whose failure even official 

\vashington itself 1;-as forced to ackno>rledge. Now they have found a pretext: 

the events in i\..c'r'il:'_nistnn. 



AIJ/4. A/C.l/35/PV.23 
6 

(Iilr. Petrovsky ~ USSR) 

Attempts by certain delegations frocn NATO countries to represent matters 

in such as vray as to suggest that the Soviet Union is aiming at the build-up 

of its armaments on a sc2-le exceeding its defence needs are also unfounded. 

Just once c;lance at the map of the -vrorld should make it absolutely clear 

who is threatening -vrhom and -vrho is surrounding 1>1hom. The i>lhole United States 

and rTATO military machine is not in a defensive posture but an offensive one. 

Those who see~: to defend themselves do not have to position their bases. armies 

and armaments on the frontiers of other countries thousands of kilometres 

from their own territory -but American bases on the territory of other countries. 

according to American estimates, nur,1ber more than 3, 000. They do not need 

to piece together military alliances, they do not need to create rapid 

deployment forces for armed intervention in all parts of the 1-1orld that have 

been declared spheres of their vital interests and. th.ev do not need to proclaim 

nuclear 1var as a rational instrument of policy. 

The picture w·ould not be complete if we did not adcl that the Pel:ing he_""enonists 

are operatinr; tcr•ctl1er vritl1 the imperi8.lists, n-ivinn: the tasL: of comprehensive 

anc"l full· -scale prqnr0.tions for a neiT vorld 1-mr priority over their ''!hole 

internal and foreign policy. One of the present Peldne; leaders frankly souo;ht to 

prove at the eleventh Cone;ress of the Chinese Ccrmnunist Party that world war Has 

inevitable because, so he saicl, '·it is an objective law, independent of the 

will of people". In the light of that, >re find it particularly ominous that 

while in terms of the level of national income per capita China 

occw;ies the one hundred and t•·renty--fifth place in the world, at the 

same time it possesses the largest rer;ular arm.v~ numberinr; more 

than 4 million men, plus cL multi--million so-called national 

militia .. 

In spite of the difficult state of the international situation the 

Soviet Union still believes that we must do our utmost ~ even more than that" 

vre must multiply our efforts - to secure a breakthrough in disarmament talks 

and to make sure that they yield effective results. 

In a memorandum entitled 'Peace, disarmament and international security 

~.uarantees · , contained in document A/35/432, the USSR has put forward concrete 

su~Jstantive points on all the questions that are under consideration by our 

Committee. 
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Furthermore, in document A/C.l/35/L.l, the Soviet Union proposes the 

immediate adoption of a vrhole ran13:e of concrete measures" which represent the 

very minimum of what is needed in present circumstances to reduce the dan~er 

of w-ar. In vievr of the urgency of those measures, we believe that, by their 

very nature, they should not require any long drawn out or complicated talks 

or technical studies. The political will of States should be enough to 

implement them and halt the development of a dangerous trend in the international 

situation. Hhat ve have in mind specifically is the following. 

First, the Soviet Union proposes that States belonging to military 

alliances should refrain from actions conducive to the expansion of the 

existing military-political groupings through the admission of new members, 

and that States which are not members of the existing military-political 

groupings should refrain from joining them. Furthermore, all States without 

exception are called upon to avoid any actions that might lead to the formation 

of nei·T military-political groupings or to the assigning of military functions 

to those regional or~anizations which at present have no such functions. 

Can that proposal mean the perpetuation of existing military alliances? 

Certainly not. As v1e have repeatedly stressed, the policy of blocs is 

organically alien to the Soviet Union and other States Parties to the WarsaH 

Treaty. The \larsaH Treaty Organization was founded by the socialist countries 

in 1955 in response to the creation in 1949 of the foundation of the 

military-political bloc of NATO. The Soviet Union and other States parties to 

the Harsaw Treaty have repeatedly declared their readiness to agree to the 

dissolution of their alliance if the NATO bloc is dissolved at the same time. 

The Soviet Union now views the non-expansion of existing military alliances 

as a first step towards their subsequent elimination. Therefore, the appeal 

not to expand existing military alliances and not to create new ones does not 

and cannot mean the perpetuation of military blocs, but since agreement en the 

total dissolution of military groupings ~ and we have seen that clearly in the 

course of this debate -· is being blocked by the members of NATO, then the 

simplest measure towards that end at this stage could be the reaching of an 

agreement not to expand them. 
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Secondly, the Soviet Union proposes that all States, and above all the 

permanent members of the Security Council and countries which have military 

agreements with them, should be called upon not to increase their armed forces 

and conventional armaments, as a first step towards their subsequent reduction. 

Does that mean that the task of achieving disarmament in the nuclear field 

has been relegated to a secondary status? No, it does not" 
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lt!e fully share the vievv that priority in disarmament matters should go 

precisely to nuclear disarmament~ in parallel with the strengthening of 

political and legal guarantees for the security of States. This approach 

is fully in keeping with the Final Document of the first special session 

of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Furthermore, as is well known, the Soviet Union has consistently 

advocated, and has taken initiatives towards) the implementation of measures 

to halt the nuclear arms race and to cease the manufacture of and 

eliminate nuclear •-rear;ons. 

For many years now, the Soviet Union has consistently believed that 

we :r:::ust make an early start on business-like talks on this 1ssue. However~ while 

giving priority to nuclear disarmament, does that mean that -vre must exclude from 

our field of vision disarmament problems in the realm of conventior~l arm8llents? 

In our vi Fi-T, it Hould be wronc to proceed in that way. As is stressed in the 

Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly on disarmament: 

" ... progress 1n nuclear disarm@nent would be facilitated by parallel 

pro~ress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and conventional 

armar:1ents of.,. States .... " (S-10/2, para. 54) 

Therefore, we now propose that an entirely concrete and tangible measure be 

adopted: conclusion of an agreement not to increase armed forces and 

armaments. Such a measure, in our view·, would be in keeping with the 

interests of all States and would ensure the preservation of the existing 

approximate military-strategic balance of forces in the world. No one would find 

himself in a losing r:o sit ion, and no one 1 s security would be threatened. 

Thirdly, the Soviet Union proposes that possible variants be considered 

for settling the ~uestion of the non-use of nuclear weapons against 

non-nuclear States that do not have such weapons on their territory. In 

particular, -vre have appealed to other nuclear Powers to make solemn 

declarations, identical in content, on this subject, to be 

subsequently strengthened by an authoritative decision of the Security 

Council. 
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The Soviet Union shares the view that a final settlement of the question 

of the non·-use of nuclear weapons should be sous;ht by means of halting the 

manufacture of and eliminat in,<>; nuclear veapons. Does this rn_ean 

that before nuclear disarmn;nent has been brouc;ht about efforts 

should not be made to ensure security guarantees to non·~nuclear 

countries against the use of nuclear 1reapons asainst them? Certainly not. 

Until the goal of nuclear disarmament has been atta'ined, the Soviet Union, 

taking into account the wishes of the majority of non-nuclear-w·eapon States 1 

is in favour of 1vorking out concrete measures against the use or threat of use of 

nuclear veapons against them. 

The provisions of section III of the draft resolution submitted by the 

Soviet Union is aimed at maldng it easier to bring about early agreement on 

solid security guarantees for non"nuclear countries. 

Fourthl;<{, the Soviet Union proposes that all nuclear-1reapon States 

should renounce the carrying out of nuclear explosions for the period of 

one year and should make the relevant declarations to that effect. vJe are 

convinced that the declaration of such a one~.year moratorium would promote 

the early and successful conclusion of talks on general and complete 

prohibition of nuclear~weapon testing. 

Does that proposed moratorium in any way hinder the working out of a 

treaty on the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing? 

It certainly does not, On the contrary> it is actually designed to create 

more favourable conditions for the early conclusion of those talks. And it 

is precisely for this reason that we believe that a time~limit must be set 

for that proposed moratorium. Setting such a time·limit would~ in our view, 

be an additional source of encouract:ment lil\:ely to promote the early 

conclusion of talks on the subject, 

However, the members of nATO and China have rejected the new Soviet peace 

initiative. \·Te see nothing surprising in this~ of course. It is obvious 

that such opposition pursues very clearly defined goals. Let us tru\:e China~ 

for example. 



MP/bhg A/C.l/35/PV.23 
13 

(Mr. Petrovsky, USSR) 

The representative of the People's Republic of China in his statement 

avoided considering the Soviet proposal in substance and attempted to 

replace it by the usual array of anti-Soviet slander. There is no need to 

go into detail in explaining what that policy is actually aimed at. The 

facts - particularly the most recent facts -· speak for themselves. The 

Chinese representative spoke against the one-year moratorium proposed by 
' the USSR on any nuclear explosions which vTOuld involve the participation 

of all nuclear States so that China could maintain its capability of conducting 

nuclear weapons tests, as in the Chinese explosion of 16 October which 

was mentioned with such concern by representatives of many States.. It 

has now beccme kno>m that, as a result of that explosion, the atmosphere 

has been polluted by radioactive fallout of long half-life which could 

do damage to the health of the population of many countries - not only 

neighbours of China but other States, too. Radioactive poisoning of 

the atmosphere has also created a real danger to the flight of civilian 

aircraft. As is well known, China is the only State which, contrary 

to widely acknowledged international norms and the demands of the world 

community, is continuinB to carry out nuclear-weapon tests in the atmosphere. 

That is 1·rhat lies behind China's attitude towards the 

Soviet proposal of a one-year moratorium on nuclear explosions. 

Now a few words about the position of the States members of NATO in 

their attitude towards the Soviet proposal for 11Urgent measures to reduce 

the danger of war 11
• 

First of all, I should like to refer to the statement of the 

representative of the United States of 30 October. We are not surprised that 

he has called the disarmament proposals made by the Soviet Union propagandistic. 

All of us who, for so many years have been dealing with disarmament 

problems know very well that this is a well-worn tactic of the West 

1vith reeard to Soviet disarmament proposals. It began as far back as 

the 1920s, when the Soviet Union was the first to put forward the idea of 

general and complete disarmament, which has now been acknowledged by the 

whole international community as the ultimate goal of efforts to limit and 

halt the arms race. 
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vle cannot, however, fail to take note of another point: the United States 

representative's flat rejection of the new Soviet proposals as totally 

unacceptable. This is very typical. He did not even deem it necessary to 

produce any particularly weighty counter-arguments with regard to the substance 

of the proposals put forward by the Soviet Union. This approach, which is an 

inherent part of the traditions of imperialist thinking of long by-gone days, 

is not at all in keeping with the practice which has been established here in 

our Committee of a serious business-like approach to the consideration of 

proposals put forward by representatives. Neither is it in keeping with the 

United Nations Charter, accordine to which States should direct their efforts 

towards co-operation rather than confrontation. 
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vle cannot fail to note that, in order to eive their negative disposition 

some respectability, other countries of the North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization (NATO) are usirg various devices too. 'Ihey sometimes raise the question 

of the need for control procedures where experience has shown that that is not 

required or tried to prove that a further growth of closed military groupings 

and the creation of new ones is in fact the best way of strengthening peace and 

is, they alleGe) in keeping with the United Nations Chater. It is 

necessary to recall in this regard the recent assertion that the security 

system provided by the United Nations Charter is based not on closed 

military groupings but on the collective security of States Hembers of this 

Organization. 

I should also like to draw attention to another particular feature 

of the approach of those countries to the Soviet proposal. By all accounts, 

it seems that they do not find to their liking the simplicity and clarity of 

the measures proposed by the Soviet Union. Those countries - or some of them -

state that that propos2J is too simple. I think. that one may be permitted 

to recall in this regard that not too lon~ ago 1-rhen the Soviet Union, together 

with the other socialist countries, put forvrard the proposal for halting the 

manufacture of nuclear weapons and the step-by-step elimination of such weapons 

we heard voices raised by those very same States sayin~ th~t it was not 

acceptable because of its extreme complexity and subtlety and the difficulty 

of holding long·C.rr..vn-cu.t and complex talks. So the: inJJression is 

created that, no matter what proposals the Soviet Union may put forY"rd, 

it always turns out that, in the view of the members of NATO, they are either 

too 'olsimple" or too 11 complicated and difficult". Ue cannot help vondering ,,rhether 

those States fail to appreciate the proposals in the field of disarmament not in 

terms of their content but in terms of their provenance. Accordingly, if the 

author of proposals is the Soviet Union, then one gets one of two things: 

the pro:;:;osal is unaccepte.ble r::ither tee:·.-·:_:: it is tov :.ccmplica.ted·· C·r because 

it is nsimple and clear11
• 

'l'hose manoeuvres can be explained by the fact that, havinc: n.dopted b. policy 

of building up the arms race, the United States and its military and 

political allies naturally see a threat to the execution of their plans and 
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designs in the Soviet peace initiatives. For their part those countries 

have typically introduced nothing into our present discussion, apart from 

polemical points. 

For the Soviet Union~ 't'lOrds and deeds in the field of disarmament are 

inseparable. Our policy has been and remains not one of confrontation but, rather, 

one of co-operation and mutual understanding. And that has been demonstrated also 

by the unilateral peaceful actions taken recently by the Soviet Union in 

order to create more propitious conditions for resolving complex international 

issues and preserving international detente. I would recall, for example, the 

unilateral withdratral by the Soviet Union of 20,000 military personnel and 1,000 tank 

and other military equipment from the territory of the German Democratic Republic, 

vrhich was concluded by the fifth anniversary of the signing of the Helsinki 

Final Act on 1 August this year. In sharp contrast to the plans and deeds of 

the West in increasing military expenditures is the consistent course followed 

by the Soviet Union in reducing defence expenditures. In accordance vri th a law 

adopted by the recently concluded fourth meeting of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR 

at its tenth session, the State budget of the USSR for 1981 has reducPd 

defence expenditures to an amount esti~ated at 17.05 billion roubles, which 

represents 5.7 per cent of total budgetary expenditure~. 

As recently stated by the General Secretary of the Central Comraittee of the 

Communist Party of the Soviet Union, President of the Presidium of the Supreme 

Soviet of the USSR, L. I. Brezhnev: 

''The whole of our peaceful foreign policy· bequeathed to us by the 

great Lenin is aimed at ridding mankind of the threat of war. And this 

has been expressed in our concrete deeds, in our constructive initiatives.n 

He should like to express our conviction that this session of the General 

Assembly will with the utmost sense of responsibility proceed to the consideration 

of questions of disarmament, particularly the question of "Certain urgent measures 

to reduce the danger of war" and take decisions in favour of limiting the 

arms race and making a start on genuine disarmament. 
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Mr. CHOUERI (Lebanon): Sir, even at this late stage in our work, 

I should like to join other delegations in expressing our congratulations 

to you and the other officers of the Committee. 

The search for disarmament has been the concern of our Organization for 

over a quarter of a century. During this period of time the efforts of the 

United Nations in this field have been to raise the alarm at the threat to 

the very survival of mankind posed by the development of nuclear weapons. 

Expert studies and also sufficient literature and scientific evidence have 

been made available to demonstrate this fact. We have established a number 

of United Nations bodies to pursue the complex task of disarmament and have 

concluded a number of important treaties and conventions. However, a general 

assessment of our endeavours obviously shows that we have a long way to go 

and that the aim of security still eludes the ~rld community. 

United Nations studies have also shown that disarmament is the avowed 

purpose of all peoples. The great challenge facing our Organization is to find 

the most practical way to achieve this goal. In this connexion we note the 

realities of power relationships among States and the predominance of national 

interests in the motivations and actions of States members of our international 

community. 

In the view of my delegation, negotiations remain the only means to achieve 

arms control. In this context small States have an important role to play. 

They should persist in driving home the realization that the world community 

must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation. 

In the words of the Swedish representative, we should not think for a moment 

that this task is too big for us or that it is the preserve of the big Powers. 
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We believe that nuclear disarmament should remain the paramount 

objective of the international corrmunity, as is stressed in the Final 

Document of the tenth special session. To halt the nuclear arms race it 

is necessary to take measures leading to the cessation of nuclear tests and 

agreement not to use nuclear vreapons and to r:uarantee tl:.e security of non-nuclear 

States. He also feel that the 8/,LT II tr0aty is an imnortant step towards 

freezin,o: the nresent level of strate,.ic nuclear ueanons. 

The report on a comprehensive test --ban treaty which was prepared by 

the Committee on Disarmament demonstrates not only that such a measure is 

necessary but also that it is not impossible to achieve. l)e agree with 

the state1aents made by many speakers in this debate that the tripartite 

negotiations on the cessation of nuclear tests should be concluded soon and 

that the Committee on Disarmament should conduct multilateral negotiations 

on an acceptable agreement. 

The overwhelming majority of countries are non-nuclear-weapon States. 

They do not wish to acquire nuclear weapons and they seek guarantees and 

assurances against the use or threat of use of those \!eQ-ocns. ~re are mmre 

of the difficulties encountered in the Ccmmittee on Disarmament with regard to 

nee;otiations on those assurances. He also believe that an international 

convention on such assurances might be the best way to reach agreement on 

effective international guarantees. 

Other measures of nuclear disarmament can be found in the regional 

approach, such as the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of 

peace. He are aware of the difficulties facing such an approach but, in 

the absence of any other viable alternative, it remains the only choice 

left for various regions in the world. As ve have done in the past, ue 

support the propoPal for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone 

in the Hiddle East and express our concern about the cminous develon1"lent 

resulting from the emergence of nuclear weapon States in the area and 

particularly the Israeli nuclear capability. Similarly, we share the 

concern of African countries about the threat represented by South Africa's 

nuclear potential. In general, we support rlenucJearizat ion not or_ly in 
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the areas which are the subject of existing proposals but in any resion 

in the i·Torld where denuclearization is possible. He are encourar-;ed by 

the Latin American experience and hope that it will serve as an incentive 

for other areas. 

This year the Disarmament Commission, at the request of the General 

Assembly 9 elaborated a draft text declarin~ the 1980s the Second Disarmament 

Decade. After a major effort the Commission reached agreement on a text of 

that declaration. vie hope that the J\ssembly will be able to endorse the text 

which consists in a plan of action to be achieved during the Decade. 

The second special session on disarmament, Hhich vrill be convened in 198~, 

should, in our vie~-r, be carefullv prepared. In addition to revievrinR: and assessinr, 

the im~lementation of the recommendations and decisions of the first 

special session on disarmament_ it 11ill be incur1.bent upon the second 

special session to consider in connexion vith the Disarmrunent Decade 

the comprehensive programme which is under discussion in the Corr~ittee on 

Disarmament. In this connexion 9 my delegation wishes to propose that Heads 

of State be invited to take part in an international summit meeting during that 

snecial session so the.t the questions of disarnam.ent can be given the priority they 

deserve at the highest level by the international community. 1ve believe that 

this would dramatize the subject of disarmament and might contribute to speeding 

agreement on certain issues. We intend to sutmit a draft resolution to this 

effect for consideration by the First Connnittee. 

A number of studies have been prepared by the Secretary·~eneral on 

nuclear weapons, on regional disarmament and on South Africa's nuclear 

capability. Others are under preparation and will be sutmitted to the 

thirty-sixth session. I refer in particular to the very important studies 

on· first, the relationship between disarmament and development; secondly, 

the relationship between disarmament and 11ational security· thirdly" 

Israel nuclear armament; and fourthly, confidence-building measures. My 

delegation believes that those studies will be most useful in the 

preparations for the second special session. 
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The international community remains gravely concerned about the fast pace 

of the arms race. The present climate of increased tension in the international 

situation makes the dangers of the arms build-up more imminent. Our approach 

in the Second Disarmament Decade in the 1980s should be not to pass 

judgement on the past but to reaffirm our determination to pursue those 

objectives in the future with persistence and realism. 

A major responsibility in this regard falls on the small States, and 

more particularly the developine; countries of the third world. Those 

societies,after centuries of deprivation,have just begun to define a 

strategy for economic developnent. Their hopes for a better future are now 

CO!npromised by the diversion of great resources to weapons production and 

purchases and by the thre~t which the proliferation of weapons represents 

to their limited development achievements. 

Anns control remains an integral part of our search for international 

peace and security. In the view of my delegation, the best climate for 

arms control is detente among the great Powers and international efforts 

to eliminate causes of instability and tension within certain small States 

and in some regions which are the result of external rivalries,whether 

between regional Powers cr super-Por,'rs" Lebanon surr-estecl durin.o; the last special 

session on disarmament, in 1978f that small States fac1.ng such problems should 

be given a special status of internationally guaranteed neutrality under 

the aegis of the United Fations and United Nations peace-keeping forces. 

Such proposals should form one of the items to be considered during the coming 

special session, perhaps under the item on security and disarmament. 

He rec)uest that in the pre:narations fer that session, the appropriate body 

conduct a study of this project before the convening of the special session, 

given the fact that this idea has gained greater credibility recently as 

the ideal solution for countries facing problems of this nature. 

respite the nredicament in which our country finds itself, 1ve intend 

to take part together with other States within the framework of the United 

Hat ions in the efforts to pursue the search for disarmament. Perhaps because 

of our predicament we are more a>Vare than ever of the dangerous consequences of 

the unlimited proliferation of weapons, even small nrms. r.re are therefore 

committed to ucrldn,cr fnr the attainment of mankind' s most urn-;ent aim, the halting of 

the arms race. 
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Mr. HEIDHEILLER ( Surina'lle) : Ur. Chairman, I have already expressed, 

at the becinning of this session of the Corr~ittee, the happiness of the 

delegation of Suriname at seeing you preside over the deliberations of the 

First Committee. 1fe consider your election to the high post of Chairman also 

as a recognition of the outstanding role played by your country, Pakistan, as 

current Chairman of the Islamic Conference. 

I should also like to pay a well-deserved tribute to your rredecessor, 

His Excellency Ambassador Davidson Hepburn of the Bah::,rnas, one of the most 

skilled and efficient representatives of our Latin American region. 

Speaking on the question of disarmament, the deleGation of Suriname 

agrees with those who have expressed their discouragement and dismay at the 

very poor record of the world connnunity in this field. My delegation vill 

limit itself to those aspects of the disarmament question which at this moment 

are, in our judgement, to be given top priority. 

The stark failure of the world community in its pursuit of world-wide disarmament 

was once again dramatically exposed during the Second Review Conference of the 

Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 't-leapons (NPT), which 

took place between 11 August and 7 September 1980 in Geneva. Since we believe 

that nuclear arms pose the greatest threat to mankind and that the problem of 

nuclear disarmrunent is therefore central to the larger problem of disarmament, 

the Government of Suriname paid close attention to the outcome of the Seccnd 

Review Conference. \·fuile maintaining our conviction that there should be a 

total and comprehensive prohibition of nuclear arms, we consider the NPT of 

1968 to be a vital and fundamental attempt to stop more countries acquiring 

and producing such weapons. 

Pending the attainment of the ultiMate goal of nuclear disarmament, we should 

support all efforts aimed at reinforcing the Treaty's credibility and authority. We 

certainly do not consider the Treaty as perfect. 'He are, in particular, seriously 

concerned about its failure to oblige the nuclear Powers to negotiate l·rithout 

delay a nuclear disarmament agreement and a treaty forbidding nuclear testing. 

Professor Robert Oppenheimer, one of the fathers of the atom bomb, once 

compared the United States and the USSR to two scorpions shut in a bottle. 

And Professor Oppenheimer was a lmmrledgeable man, being, as I have said, one of 
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the fathers of the bc·mb. Hhat he could not foresee, however, was that those 

scorpions w·ere going to svrallm-r some additional 10,000 atomic warheads in the 

next two decades. 

Leaving aside for one moment the terrible possibility of one of those 

super-Povrers unleashine; its deadly treasures on our beloved planet, another 

extremely disquieting phenomenon which has appeared on the sinister stage of 

nuclear warfare needs to be mentioned. A number of so-called threshold States 

have gathered. sufficient technological capacity in this field durine; the past 

decade und now seem bent on joining the nuclear club. This has added a special 

dimension to the importance of the NPT,which, if adequately reinforced and 

expanded, mi13ht serve as the last and only obstacle to their less than 

lofty aspirations. 

In this respect, it is to be noted that one of the main objections raised 

by some nations to the ratification of the ITPT is to be found in the Treaty 1 s 

system of safeguards , which 1-rould subject them to international control. 

Another reason why it is necessary to enhance the authority of the NPT 

is the risine; concern that countries emaeshed in nationalistic vrars over frontiers 

or for supremacy within their regions might be tempted to resort to nuclear 

weapons. The super-Povrers, being more lmowled(ieable about the holocaustic results 

of nuclear warfare, and havins lived since the 1960s with the philosophy of 

assured mutual destruction, are presumably more realistic about the dangers 

of a blast-off. Their being more aware of the lethal results of a nuclear 

war~ however, does not mean that the use of such weapons by the super-Powers 

does not continue to pose the greatest threat to the civilization of mankind. 

For these reasons the members of the world community vested great hopes 

in the Second Review Conference in Geneva. The world community had expected 

an exhaustive and honest evaluation of the Treaty, resulting in a final declaration 

that would serve as a further impetus to efforts in halting the horizontal and 

vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. Such a declaration would at the same 

time have established a basis for sincere co-operation for the use of nuclear 

energy for peaceful purposes. 

The developing nations, already in the stranglehold of ever-increasin~ 

oil prices and payments deficits" had expected a more generous and wiser attitude 
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on the part of the nuclear Powers" since they had faithfully 

compliecl "lvith article II of the Treaty, prohibiting horizontal proliferation, 

-vrhile the nuclear Pmvers had cheerfully violated their obligations concerninc; 

vertical non-proliferation. The nuclear Pmrers, further, had virtually not 

implemented article IV regardinr; the transfer of technoloc;y for the peaceful 

uses of nuclear enerc;y. 

In not agree inc; on a final declaration" hovrever, the Second Review 

Conference was an unmitigated disaster and we vrould prefer to let it rest J_n the 

limbo of sad meHories were it not for the conclusions and recommendations of 

the Group of 77 and several positive contributions by other States. 

Having said this, my delec;ation -vrishes to express its continued and unmvervinr; 

support for the i'Jon-Proliferation Treaty. He also support a neu and thorou:-"h 

evaluation of its functions and operations. In the meantime~ the Government 

of Surinm11e will be c;uided by the conclusions and recommenGations submitted 

in the Group of 77 at the Geneva Conference and contained in 

working paper NPT/CONF.II/C.l/2 of 26 August 1980, which it fully 

endorses. 

The delegation of Suriname, however, wishes to reject in advance all 

arguments by those who will try to use the negative results of the Geneva 

Conference in an attempt to n1ask their real purpose: that is, the acquisition of 

the capacity to produce nuclear weapons. 

The second subject I should like to discuss is the conventional arms race. 

Hhile it is true that the nuclear arms problem poses the Greatest threat to 

manldnd 's existence and development) the unabated race in conventional arms has 

alreacly resulted in bloody and devastating geographically limited wars. \lith 

the exception of the Viet Ham war and the Afghanistan war - and a var the latter is, 

be it on the invitation of the Kabul regime or not · · the wars waged during the past 

two decades have been limited to small nations. It is a sad fact of life that they 

all involved mainly sister developing nations which:. at the expense of their sce.rce 

and limited hard currency, got their arms from readily accessible armaNents 

industries in developed countries. 

The ironic fact of some of the arms-producing countries frequently crying wolf 

over increasing international tension once ac;ain reminds us of the finiteness 

of the human condition. 
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The constant flow of conventional weapons to certain regions or countries 

c·<.i.ll generally not immediately changE= existing patterns of attitudes and 

relationships, but work its way through it eventually will. 

The many wars in the Middle East, the South ·East Asian region and now 

in the Persian Gulf only demonstrate an age-old adage that one cannot build a 

peaceful world on a heated powder-keg. 

The delegation of Suriname, therefore,is of the opinion that the 

Committee on Disarmament and the Disarmament Commission should continue to deal 

with this problem simultaneously with their activities on the questions of nuclear 

disarmament and chemical and radiological weapons. 

'ltle were g;laddened by the results of the Conference >vhich 

goes by the excessively difficult name of the United Nations Conference on 

Prohibitions and Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional Weapons 'ihich 

May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects 

which was held recently in Geneva under the chairmanship of the distinguished 

Nigerian diplomat, Ambassador Olu Adeniji 

He would suggest that the Committee on Disarmament and the Disarmament 

Commission, in the light of rising international tension, give special 

attention to the problems of sales or deliveries of conventional vreapons. 

The representative of a sister Latin American country, Venezuela, 

Ambassador German Nava Carrillo, in his statement on 21 October in this 

Committee, mentioned the Riobamba Charter of Conduct, signed last September 

by the Heads of State of the countries of the Andean Group- that is, Colombia, 

Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela - and by the Presidents Of Costa Rica and Panama 

and the personal representative of the Government of Spain. 

The Government of Suriname fully supports the objective of that charter 

to promote a subregional and regional disarmament process, thus constituting 

a significant contribution to general and regional disarmament which w·ill 

permit the release of resources for economic and social development. 
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The Riobamba Charter emanated from the Declaration of Ayacucho, signed 

by eight Latin knerican countries in 1974. One of the most important aspects 

of the Declaration was that the signatories undertook to end their acquisition 

of armaments for offensive purposes. 

The Riobamba Charter and the Ayacucho Declaration are not the only examples 

of Latin America's efforts in the field of regional disarmament arrangements. 

I refer, of course~ to the regional Treaty establishing a nuclear weapon-free 

zone, the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which could serve as a model for similar 

treaties for the regions of the Biddle East, Africa and South Asia, all 

subjects which figure on the agenda of this Committee. 

I am sure that the Secretary-General of the Agency for the Prohibition of 

Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL) established under the Tlatelolco 

Treaty, Ambassador Hector Gros Espiell, and his secretariat and other experts 

on that Treaty - and I see here present the father of that Treaty, 

Ambassador Garcia Robles of Hexico - would gladly give their a"lvice in 

this matter. 

Having stressed the unique value of this Treaty, His Excellency 

.Mr. Andre Haakmat, Hinister for Foreign Affairs of Suriname, also pointed out 

in his address to the General Assembly on 3 October 1980 that Argentina has 

yet to ratify and Cuba and Guyana to accede to the Tlatelolco Treaty. At 

the same time, he called on the United States and France to ratify 

Additional Protocol I to the Treaty. 

The Government of Suriname cannot be too complacent about the status 

of that Treaty as long as two of its neighbours are not bound by its obligations. 

My delegation wishes, finally, to reserve its right to speak during the 

debate on various items of our agenda. 
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i:I~.:... BH.l:\T~ (Nepal): It gives me pleasure'; Sir, to see a person of 

your qualities, experience and professional skills as Chairman of this Committee. 

I am happy to congratulate you on your election, which is also a tribute to 

your country, with which my country has excellent neighbourly relations. 

I am confident that under your wise guidance the work at the current session 

of the First Committee uill be productive and fruitful in adoptin~ concrete 

measures on disarmament. I take this opportunity of extending felicitations 

to the other officers of the Committee on their election to their respective 

posts. 

Our task of achieving the cherished goal of general and complete 

disarmrunent under effective international control has met one setback after 

another. The ever-increasing military budgets of States, intense competition 

among the super-Powers to produce more sophisticated nuclear wea~ons of 

mass destruction, improvement upon the existing lethal conventional weaponry, 

gro1ring social, political and religious unrest in many parts of the globe, 

economic recession, the failure to establish a nevr economic order and 

direct military interventions have prevented the satisfaction of the 

aspirations to -vmrld disarmament. These factors have led the peoples of the 

vrorld to frustration and the super-Powers to confrontation. 

The general trend appears to be for States to give priority to their 

survival through strength alone. It is for this reason that the arms race 

has become a gallop. There is world-ivide competition for the possession of 

more lethal weapons, 1-rith each State trying to outnumber its so-called 

adversary. 

Along vrith the grouinET pace of the arms race, the total value and volume 

of the arms trade has been rapidly increasin~. iTorld military expenditure 

figures are growing every year. In the First Disarmament Decade, when efforts 

were made to halt and reverse the arms race, the total value of arms trade 

Has three and a half ti;:-1es greater than in the previous decade. The 1970s 

sao:·T an increase in the number of arms-importing States. States are demanding 

more sophisticated weapons systems and also the transfer of know--how through 

vrllich more arms can be produced indigenously. This would further intensify 

the arms race. 
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It is a paradox that States find security in the acquisition of arms. 

The truth is that arms acquisition brings more insecurity. It impairs 

military balances, aggravates rivalries among States and increases tensions 

among States. The arms race benefits only the military-industrial complex, 

not mankind. It has therefore become an urgent international task to 

control the arms trade. In the Second Disarmament Decade, which has been 

declared for the 1980s~ the arms race should be curbed so that the resources 

are not misused in the production of weapons, both nuclear and conventional. 

The super-Powers and the other arms-exporting countries are primarily 

responsible for the intensification of the arms race and therefore they should 

also shoulder the responsibility for halting and reversing the arms race. 

Hy delet:J;ation 1-rill welcome any effective move or action taken by the super-Powers 

and the arms-exportine countries, either within the Committee on Disarmament 

or outside it, through bilateral or multilateral negotiations. 

The Final Document of the tenth special session, in its Proeramme of 

Action, recoenized that the gradual reduction of military budgets, particularly 

by the nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significent States, would 

first contribute to the curbing of the arms race and secondly increase the 

possibilities of the reallocation of resources nm-1 being used for military 

purposes to economic and social development, particularly for the benefit 

of the developing countries. So far, no mutually aereed basis as set out 

in the Final Document has emerged. The result is that huge amounts of 

resources are being vrasted every moment. Reallocation of a fraction of 

those wasted resources could have made the life of the people in the 

developing countries a little easier than it is today. A reduction of 

military bud~ets would certainly have curbed the arms race. 
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The Group of Governmental Experts appointed by the Secretary-General has 

rightly pointed out in its conclusions in document A/35/416 the necessity 

for conventional disarmament. ~fuile realizing the priority of nuclear 

disarmament, we should not underrate the danger of the scale of destruction that 

can be caused by sophisticated conventional armamements. Besides, the 

interrelationship between the escalation of the one and the other is obvious. 

Aside from the resources involved in conventional arms build-up, it provides 

an incentive for the escalation of the nuclear arms race. Thus, there should 

be an over-all effort to halt and reverse the escalation of the conventional 

arms build-up as well. 

Nuclear weapons are the greatest single threat to mankind. In the existing 

political situation, as I said earlier, there is a real danger that a local or 

regional conflict could escalate into a nuclear war. If nuclear weapons were 

used there would be a catastrophe of unimaginable proportions. I deem it fitting at 

this juncture to quote from the Final Document of the tenth special session, 

which reads: 

"Hankind today is confronted with an unprecedented threat of 

self-extinction arising from the massive and competitive accumulation 

of the most destructive weapons ever produced. Existing arsenals of 

nuclear weapons alone are more than sufficient to destroy all life on 

earth. 11 (resolution S-10/2 2 para. 11) 

There is also a possibility that a nuclear war could be triggered by 

accident, folly or miscalculation. False nuclear alarms have already demonstrated 

the possibility of such a nuclear holocaust at any time. It is in this light 

that disarmament has become imperative and the achievement of general and 

complete disarmament an urgent task. The vertical and horizontal proliferation 

of nuclear weapons makes necessary efforts to consolidate and strengthen the 

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). It would be most 

dangerous to have more nuclear-weapon States, but there are indications that a 

number of States seem to be on the verge of acquiring nuclear weapons. Some 

of them are suspected of already possessing a nuclear-weapon capability. In 

such circumstances, it becomes essential to prevent the continuance of 

proliferation. But the behaviour of the nuclear-weapon States has indeed not been 
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conducive to the further strengthening of the non-proliferation regime. Their 

assurances regarding the use or the threat of use of nuclear weapons against 

non-nuclear-weapon States are diverse. Their different positions on the issue 

of security assurances have complicated the process of nuclear disarmament. 

~Tidely accepted objective criteria would have been more welcome. 

In order to prevent further nuclear proliferation it is essential to take 

concrete steps to strengthen the non-proliferation regime. .Many States with 

significant nuclear activities have chosen not to become parties to the NPT. 

The indigenous nuclear facilities of many countries are beyond full-scope 

safeguards. It is regrettable that the Second NPT Review Conference had little 

success. The non-party States should be encouraged and induced to adhere to 

the NPT. Measures should be adopted further to strengthen the authority of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). The existing safeguards system should 

be made more stringent so that fissionable material is not diverted to military 

purposes. 

The International Nuclear Fuel Cycle Evaluation has in its report made 

clear that there is a direct link between nuclear energy and nuclear explosive 

capability and that the solution to the proliferation problem lies in the 

political will of States. The nuclear-weapon States and the threshold States 

must demonstrate their political will in favour of disarmament, wherein lies the 

survival of all mankind. In the meantime, internationalization of the nuclear 

fuel cycle may prevent clandestine proliferation. A reliable arrangement for the 

supply of fuel for the national nuclear energy programmes and storage of plutonium 

under the authority of the IAEA would be a concrete measure against the spread of 

nuclear proliferation. 

Underground nuclear tests have continued unabated. In 1979 alone there 

were 53 nuclear explosions. A comprehensive ban on all nuclear test explosions 

would have been an important measure in preventing nuclear proliferation and also 

an essential step towards limiting the production of nuclear weapons. The 

tripartite report submitted to the Committee on Disarmament did not come up to 

expectations. It seems that more intensive negotiations are still needed. It 

is regrettable that the three parties to those negotiations have not so far been 

able to reach agreement on a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Multilateral 

negotiations are long overdue. .My delegation reiterates its earlier position 
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that the three parties should agree to the proposal for a moratorium during 

which the negotiators would voluntarily stop nuclear testing pending agreement 

on a comprehensive test ban. 

There is a state of crisis as regards detente. The SALT II treaty, which 

was formulated after long deliberations and necotiations, still remains to be 

ratified. The acceptance of SALT II by both super-Powers would result in the 

limitation of strategic arms. It is essential that both super-Powers should 

undertake to abide by the SALT II agreement pending its ratification. If this 

treaty is abandoned, a new, more vigorous race for nuclear superiority would 

follow. Both parties to this treaty should therefore initiate negotiations on 

European theatre nuclear weapons without awaiting the SALT II ratification 

procedure. 

Europe is today the centre of the arms race between the two major alliances. 

The position regarding mutual force reduction talks looks gloomy. A breakthrough 

in those talks is needed. My delegation is hopeful that all parties participating 

in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe meeting in Madrid next 

month will co-operate in the attainment of positive results concerning confidence­

building measures. The participating States should work in a constructive way 

to reach agreement on security and co-operation in conformity with the Helsinki 

Final Document and to create the prerequisites for a European disarmament 

conference. 

The special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 

endorsed the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones, to be established on the 

basis of arrangements arrived at in good faith among the States of the region. 

We feel that mere assurances regarding the non-use or non-development of nuclear 

weapons cannot ensure the security of non-nuclear-wearon States. Such assurances 

carry credibility when they are supported by binding legal instruments such as 

the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America. 
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Chemical weapons are among the most abhorrent of ueapons. T·Te appreciate 

the fact that ue are now reachincs a star-e of chemical disamament. 

The joint United States--Soviet report submitted to the Committee on 

Disarmament may lead to the establishment of a chemical vreapons convention 

in the near future. I.iy delegation hopes that both parties will expedite 

the neGotiations so as to reach a final conclusion within a short neriod of 

time. The complete and effective prohibition of all chemical weapons and 

their destruction Hould constitute a significant disarmaraent measure. 

The creation of zones of peace for keeping certain areas free from the 

interference of extra-zonal Powers can contribute greatly towards the relaxation 

of international tension. It can provide opportunities for States of a certain 

region to solve their regional problems vrithout outside interference. He 

have welcomed the idea of making the Indian Ocean a zone of peace so that 

the peace of the reGion would not be disturbed by rivalries of outside 

Powers. He earnestly hope that the proposed conference on the Indian Ocean, 

to be held in Colombo next year, vrill be a success. Similarly vre welcome 

the initiative taken by the countries of the Association of South--East Asian 

Nations (ASEAN) to make South-East Asia a zone of peace, freedom and 

neutrality. He also vrelcome all positive steps towards transformin~ the 

llediterranean into a zone of peace and co-operation. The creation of zones 

of peace can bring relaxation of tension and allmv the countries of the 

region to devote themselves to unhindered development. Nepal's total 

commitment to peace and development is manifest in its desire to make its 

land a zone of peace. 

In conclusion, the ne,·r decade that we are enterinc; should be a disarmament 

decade in the real sense. The United Nations Secretary-General, Hr. Kurt 

Haldheim, recently stated in his message on Disarmament 1·Jeek 

,:The vmrld is witnessing serious conflicts of pcwer and interest. 

There is frequent resort to violence. The arms race is spiralling 

tovrards unprecedented heights. In a world whose population in large part 

suffers from lack of basic physical necessities, one million dollars are 

spent per minute on military pursuits. Civilization faces the real and ever 

present possibility of self--extinction.: (A/C.l/35/PV.l3,p.7) 
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It is high time that we checked our steps in the pursuit of costly and 

deadly weapons and turned towards improving the living conditions of mankind. He 

welcome the results of the United Nations Conference on certain conventional 

vreapons that ended in Geneva a few days ago and hope that it will augur well 

for the conclusion of similar positive agreements in future. We sincerely 

hope that the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 

disarmament, to be convened in 1982, will play a positive role in making the 

Second Disarmament Decade a real success • 

. Mr. DE FIGUEIREDO (Angola): Mr. Chairman, as this is the first time 

that my delegation has addressed the First Committee allow me to congratulate 

you. Please accept our best vdshes on your election to the post of 

Chairman. 

Those of us vrho have never seen a world war or witnessed a nuclear 

holocaust will never really comprehend the dimensions of the catastrophe, 

either in terms of human suffering and death or of the destruction of the 

environment and of the fragile ecosystems that the earth and the atmosphere 

have maintained for millennia. 

lie do not need actual war to be in a state of VTarfare. Present "l·rorld 

conditions are such that we need to declare a state of emergency to deal with 

them. There is still starvation, malnutrition and disease~ everyyear 25 

million children die in the third world of causes that can be prevented· there 

are inflation and recession, unemployment, economic refugees) migrans in 

search of the barest minimum: above all there is fear, fear of the present 

and fear of the future. 

In the midst of all this poverty and blight, death and devastation of both 

man and his landscape an ominous arms race is being carried on . .1\.o.vances in arms 

technology are such that even if a fraction of that effort w·ere diverted to 

medical use mankind VTould be healthier today and certainly happier. 

The statistics of the arms race are staggering. P~most one billion 

dollars are spent every day. Annual military activities throughout the world 

absorb resources equivalent to about tvro thirds of the aggregate gross national 

product of the third-world countries. The arms race is a waste of resources 

and a hindrance to national and regional development efforts. 
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The food crisis, the plethora of natural disasters and the losses left in 

their wake, balance-of-payment problems, the lack of educational and training 

facilities, hospitals and clinics -mankind would be far better served if 

attention vras paid to these things that have to do with man's life 

rather than those that have to do with his death. 

There is a moral link between disarmament and development in addition to 

the political, military and economic aspects. Smaller nations like ours are 

the victims not only of the nuclear capability and spending of more powerful 

countries, but we also suffer from the excessive expenditure of countries on 

conventional non-nuclear vreapons. In fact the latter ace ount s for 80 per cent 

of all arms expenditure and all the 1-1ars since the Second Horld Har have 

been fought with conventional weapons and in the third vrorld more than 

10 million people have been killed by them. 

Arms sales by the industrialized countries to the developing ones represent 

70 per cent of all arms exports. The United States, France, Italy and the 

United Kingdom are responsible for more than ~;7 .2 billion-worth 

of arms imports by the third world. The arms industry in those countries 

often aim at stimulating demand for arms in the third vrorld irrespective of 

real defence needs. 

We have now entered the Second Disarmament Decade, but the end of the first 

one has still not brought about either a decrease in expenditure on nuclear and 

non-nuclear -vreapons or an effective implementation of the many resolutions 

and declarations dealing ivith disarmament. What the last 10 years have seen 

1s an abundance of such resolutions, as well as an increase in regional tensions. 

What countries like ours Honder is uhether, in the ultimate analysis, we 

shall be safe in an eventual collision of the giants, or whether we shall be 

the first victims. 

He support the concept and practice of the legitimate defence of the 

sovereignty and territorial integrity of States. But surely that can be 

safe~uarded vrithout jeopardizing the future of mankind and without embroilin~ it 

in either military or economic warfare, which is what the heavy expenditure 

connected with arms sales amounts to. 
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The People's Republic of Angola has been a firm supporter of the concept 

of the denuclearization of Africa and has co-sponsored numerous resolutions 

on it. But Africa >vill have the sword of Dru_nocles hanging over its head 

as lont:S as the racist ninority regime in Pretoria maintains and further develops 

its nuclear capability to three.ten our continent, especially our region of 

southern Africa. That capability has been acquired by the Pretoria regime 

in the face of various United Nations sanctions. ~IDreover, Pretoria has 

given no international safeguards and is not a signatory of the nuclear 

Non··Proliferation Treaty. Those Governments that have aided the racist 

fascist junta to become a nuclear Power uill be held accountable should 

Pretoria 1 s nuclear threats ever become a reality. In addition to its nuclear 

capability South Africa's defence expenditure represents a monstrous crime 

vrhen one reads the statistics pertaining to the livinc; conditions of 

South Africa's majority inhabitants. They are denied their human, civil and 

political rights , while Pretoria 1 s >var machine feeds on them, their labour 

and ultimately their lives. 

South Africa's military adventurism is not restricted to itself. The 

people of Namibia have been suffering a racist military occupation, while 

South Africa, precisely because of its armed might, continues to defy 

international calls for the independence of the Namibian people. 



lvlP/ahs A/C.l/35/PV.23 
46 

(Mr. de Figueiredo, Angola) 

Further, the racist boot of South Africa has trodden often on Angolan 

soil, defiled it, plundered our land, and killed our people. South Africa's 

acts of vranton aggression and armed invasion are directly attributable to, 

and dependent on, the vast military arsenal that it has collected to serve its 

racist and apartheid structure. What sort of peace can we have in our region 

if we are to be constantly faced by the threat of nuclear annihilation - or 

armed invasion at the very least? 

My Government supports the Soviet proposal contained in document A/35/241 

and in draft resolution A/C .l/35/L.l, entitled "Urgent measures for reducing 

the danger of war 11
• The draft resolution deals with all those disarmament 

concerns that are vital for all of us - big states and small. It deals with 

military alliances, with potential military alliances, with political and 

international legal measures to strengthen the security of States and with 

the limitation and reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments. He 

appreciate references to the provision of guarantees to non-nuclear States 

against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

iTe inherited a world devastated by two world wars. But what we are passing 

on to coming generations will be an irredeemable future if we do not desist 

from making war and manufacturing the instruments of war. 

Instead of building empires, we should build the world. Instead of 

inventing new methods of mass destruction, we should eradicate disease, hunger 

and illiteracy. Instead of poisoning the rivers and defoliating the forests, 

we should be building dams and bridges. Instead of bombs, we should be building 

schools. Instead of releasing monstrous chemicals and radiation into the 

atmosphere with nuclear tests and atomic blasts, we should leave our heirs 

with the priceless legacy that is their birthright: pure air to breathe and 

uncontaminated soil on which to grow their food. There is enough on this Planet for 

everyone: but if the arms spiral continues, there will be nothing left for 

anyone. Mankind will obliterate its own existence. There will be no survivors. 

And that is the one crime that we cannot commit - that is, deny future 

generations the right to participate in the human cycle. History will judge us; 

our own children will condemn us. This knowledge of impending disaster should arm 

us morally, politically and legally and do away with the type of nuclear and 

conventional arms that may yet envelop this world in a final, terrible, holocaust. 

Until final victory, a luta continua. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The next speaker was described a few minutes ago by the 

repr~entative of Suriname as among the most distinguished representatives of Latin 

America" It is true that Ambassador Davidson Hepburn of the Bahamas hails from Latin 

America, but he is the pride of the entire third world and, indeed, of the world 

community. So I take special pleasure in calling upon last year's Chairman of the 

First Committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN (Bahamas): My delegation, in accepting the view that any 

debate on the question of disarmament falls under the headings of rhetoric, realism 

and solution, and given this premise, must ask: why is it that Member States seem to 

ignore the signals that summon the need for finding effective measures that would 

produce realistic solutions? 

The rhetoric is that since the establishment of this Organization in 1945 

thousands of resolutions have been adopted in every sphere of human activity, 

including that of the maintenance and protection of national interests and security 

by armaments. Without exception, all of these resolutions have sought to offer 

idealistic and practical solutions for the peaceful conduct of international and 

inter-human relations. 

Having looked carefully at the items on the agenda allocated to the First 

Committee and studied the many resolutions issuing therefrom, my delegation 

recognizes a number of proposals that could very well suffice in effecting long­

overdue progress. For example, the mere adherence to recomm~ndations contained in 

resolutions on items 31, 33, 37, 38, 41 and 48 could help to bring about a lessening 

of universa] tension. The first five items mentioned deal with regional proposals 

geared to slow down the process for arms build-up. Item 48 comprises nine 

subheadings which call for a number of measures the application of which could put an 

end to the operation of this Committee. On the contrary, my delegation senses a 

trend to add to the proliferation of items rather than try to solve the issues at 

hand. Logic tells me that if we are not endeavouring to decrease our Committee 

w·orkload it is highly unlikely that talks on disarmament and curbing the arms race 

could be more than rhetorical. In this regard, my delegation is convinced that, on 

the one hand, the powerful and militarily strong nations are afraid of unilateral 

disarmament. They see a reduction in their defence budgets as a sign of 

vulnerability to other Powers which may refuse to take similar measures. In fact, 

there is no trust. On the other hand, developing countries which have little or no 

defence budgets may feel the need to develop some form of security in order to be 

prepared for any eventuality. 
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My delegation refuses to quote statistics, as we see little need in 

highlighting the obvious. We are painfully a1.rare of the negative fall-out 

from a nuclear holocaust and the aftermath of war. It seems to my delegation 

that natural disasters such as occurred recently in Algeria and Mexico and 

many other regions of our globe are common enough to deter us from creating 

man-made destruction through the barbaric use of conventional, 

chemical and nuclear weapons. What we need is to develop positive alternatives 

to the threat to international security. 

Disarmament and peace, which are synonymous terms, ought to be seen as a 

business venture and managed as such. We need to sell the means to peace as 

1-re sell arms to war. Peace is such an inactive, passive, unauthoritative-sounding 

noun that we need to find slogans, perhaps, to market the idea of peace in the 

same way that agents sell insurance and designers compete to sell jeans, for 

example. Peace and disarmament must be given greater respect. It is the 

responsibility of the international community to initiate positive measures 

that could put peace on a par with war. There are non--governmental and student 

organizations and peace institutes ready to render invaluable service to the cause 

of peace. But they look first to the United 1Tations, and especially the 

super-Powers,for a positive nudge. Simpl~ talking about peace and adopting 

resolutions calling for complete and genuine disarmament or confidence-building 

measures becomes ineffective, to say the least, after a 1-rhile. This kind of 

qualification without action could be vie-vred as deception, disinterest or lack 

of political will. 
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The States Members of this Organization that are desirous of securing 

a seat on the Security Council, the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)) 

the United Nations Development Programme or the Advisory Committee on Administrative 

and Budgetary Questions, to name but a few, do not sit idly by and hope that 

their good name or their record vTill bring support. On the contrary, they use 

all the means at their disposal to sell their point of view. Consequently~ 

most often it is those States with the most active programme that become the 

victors. Should not peace and disarmament have a similar~ if not higher, 

priority in our deliberations? 

The Centre for Disarmament published a fact sheet recently giving 

guidelines on what the United Nations, Governments and non-governmental 

organizations could do durine; Disarmament Heek in order to promote the cause 

of peace. The General Assembly in resolution 34/03 I empha.sized 

"the ure;ent need for and the importance of 'i-Ticle and continued mobilization 

of world public opinion in support of halting and reversing the arms race~ 

especially the nuclear arms race in all its aspects. '1 

Those carefully chosen words cover the total range of our responsibilities and 

obligations. For positive results, we need only to implement them. But I suppose 

that that suggestion is too simple, too logical and too non--controversial 

to command the concerted support of everyone. 

Disarmament Week, though a positive reminder of the unfinished business 

regarding the arms race, should, in my delegation's view, be an ongoing programme 

geared to increasing public awareness not only to the dangers of the arms race but 

also to the fact that the acquisition of peace will not come solely throue;h the 

abandoning of arms. 

If a greater degree of positive progress had been made during the 1970s 

in the field of disarmament, there would have been little need to declare the 

1980s as the second disarmament decade or to schedule a second special session 

on disarmament for 1982. 

The reality is that two-thirds of the peoples of the world live in 

abject poverty. The remaining third, while enjoying or having the 'iolhereivithal 

to satisfy most, if not all, material needs, does not by and large enjoy a 

qualitative existence. Mr. Robert S. McNamara, President of the H'orld Bank, 
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in an address to the Board of Governors, was moved to say: 
11 Economic growth, of course, is obvious enough. And once one has been in 

contact with developing societies, so is absolute poverty: 

It is a condition of life so limited by malnutrition, illiteracy, disease, 

high infant mortality and lovr life expectancy as to be beneath any 

rational definition of human decency. 11 

Absence of development endangers the vTOrld, and it is difficult to be more 

explicit than that. 

Gains in the satisfaction of physical needs have been undermined by the 

rise of psychological ills characterized by deep-seated, if often unexpected, 

feelings of alienation from a vrorld 1vhich, paradoxically, is becoming more and 

more understandable and, hence, conquerable, at least in a scientific and 

technical sense. 

As if that were not enough to bear, mankind - both the majority 11have~nots 17 

and the minority "haves 11 
- as a result of the ambitions and myopia of some 

of its members regarding the human condition, is additionally subject to the 

s1vord of Damocles represented by the refusal to undertake genuine and complete 

disarmament. 

The foregoing illustrates that we in the United Nations have been linking 

disarmament with development, and my delegation compliments the international 

community for this expression. However, while no sensible individual could refute 

the benefits that could be derived if savings from reduction of arms spending 

vrere earmarked for economic and social development, my delegation feels that 

the approach is found wanting. Instead of askin~ Governments to reduce military 

spending and give the savings to development projects, they should be requested 

to allocate a percentage of their budget~no matter how small, to development aid. 

The tv10 could work hand in hand, for it has to be understood that a decrease in 

military expenditure does not automatically mean an increase in funds for development. 

For reasons stated earlier, it seems that the former appeal is falling on deaf ears. 

So this alternative need not interfere with direct military spending, 

no matter how abhorrent. It simply places the onus on Governments 

to assist a cause 1vhich concerns us all. Most importantly, the threat is 

lessened, making it easier for the sensitive Government to respond favourably 

to a call "'vhich would be in its best interests. T·le have indeed 
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already broadened the horizon of peace and disarmament by qualifying the 

terms and singling out areas that are of the greatest danger to our survival. 

In so doing, we concentrate on the parts and not the whole and, while slight 

progress may have been made in curbing the use of nuclear and chemical weapons, 

there is a build-up in conventional and other kinds of supposedly less 

harmful weapons. 

Having rambled on about how ineffective implementation has been to date 

in the area of curbing the arms race, I am obliged to present a proposal for 

consideration, not as an alternative but, rather, as a supplement to the many 

worthy proposals already in progress. 

On 23 May 1978, at the opening of the tenth special session, devoted to 

disarmament, the Secretary-General, Mr. Waldheim, made a suggestion that the 

United Nations 
11 devote to national and international disarmament efforts $1 million 

for every $1,000 million currently spent on arms. This would constitute 

a valuable step in correcting the huge imbalance in our priorities. 11 

(A/S-10/PV.l, p. 23-25) 

vfuile that proposal may be somewhat vague in its recommendations, it seems 

to contain certain positive measures which vrere focused on by Network to Educate 

for Horld Security. Some representatives here may already be privy to the data 

which was sent to Member States by that non-profit organization. The Director 

has made certain assumptions which underlie the purpose of the plan. As far as 

roy delegation can understand the proposal, the Director wants to create an 

education programme flexible enough to accommodate the attitude and concern of 

everyone from kindergarten to old age. The programme is a comprehensive one 

and poses an enormous challeage to all who would wish to participate. 

Along those lines, my delegation believes that, if education is to be 

the prime objective, then money must be available to put the plan in action. 

Towards this end there could be a central fund earmarked for general education 

on disarmament. To this fund nations could contribute not only the needed finance 

but also expertise, such as exchanges of views concerning programmes and 

projects which have failed or succeeded in their cow~unities. This idea complements 
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the reference made by the Secretary-General only, it goes a bit farther by 

suggesting that the United Nations be the clearing-house or central depositary 

to handle the total operation of the financial aspect of the programme. 

The solution is that, because of the threat to human survival -

which is the right of all mankind - which the lack of disarmament 

presents, and which no human being escapes, it behoves every 

individual, to the extent of his or her consciousness and capabilities, 

to refuse to be used, directly or indirectly, in any process which encourages 

obstacles to disarmament and which denies the commonality of the human condition 

and its implications for peaceful human existence. 

The attainment of real or realistic disarmament, then, depends on the 

sum total of the efforts of all Member and Observer States of the United Nations. 

The Bahamas stands ready to support any programme geared to strengthen 

and maintain universal peace and security and "save succeeding generations from 

the scourge of war11
• 
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>Ir. :!lliDigJ13ILEG. (l.Iongolia) (interpretation from H.ussian): At this 

meetine of the First Committee~ the I'Iongolian delegation vould like to make 

some points of a general nature on individual items of the agenda. In the 

Dresent circumstances of the exacerbation of the international situation, 

when the danger of the grov~h of the arms race, particularly the nuclear 

arms race, is becoming ever greater, the task of finding an 

immediate solution to questions vrhich are of vital significance for 

eliminating the threat of nuclear war and preserving universal peace and 

security is more important than ever before. The attainment of that goal 

requires States and Governments to display to the utmost political will 

and firm determination. In our view, vre must find common ground in our 

positions and not seek divergence 0 which means acting in a manneT that would 

promote the renewal or the continuation of the bilateral and multilateral 

talks which have already been begun, or which need to be beg~~, on questions 

of lliaiting and haltine; the arms race and bringing about disarmament. 

In our view·. it is important to take a sober approach to the existing 

political and military realities and to recognize the particular responsibility 

of the peoples of the world to maintain international peace. This relates 

primarily to those States -.;rhich possess nuclear vreapons and \·rhich are striving 

for one-sided military supremacy. 

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries have unambiguously 

pointed, and continue to point, to the inadmissibility of violating the 

existing military balance of forces. 

The socialist countries 9 consistent in their support of the achievement 

of concrete agreement on such a key issue as the question of halting the nuclear 

arms race and achieving nuclear disarmament, both in this body and in the 

Disarmament Committee have been making constructive propomds for holding 

talks on halting the manufacture of nuclear weapons in all their forms, and 

the steP-by-step reduction of stockpiles of those weapons, up to and 

including their total elimination. 
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As 1-re see it, many people believe that the Geneva Committee on 

Disarmament is a multilateral negotiating body with considerable prestige 

and the most appropriate forum for the detailed consideration of this 

subject in order to find a mutually acceptable solution. For their 

part, the socialist countries members of the Disarmament Committee 

have put forw-ard concrete ideas concerning the beginning of such talks and 

the procedure for holding them. They have proposed that within the framework 

of the Corrmittee a special working group should be established on the question 

of halting the nuclear arms race and bringing about nuclear disarmament 

and that the mandate of such an auxiliary body should be defined. As members know, 

that proposal enjoyed appropriate support in the Group of 21 which, in its 

turn, put for>-rard in the Committee the idea of establishing a special vrorking 

Group to discuss questions relating to the general and complete prohibition 

of nuclear weapon testing. 

As members w·ill recall, the socialist countries actively supported that 

idea. However, our Western partners in the talks and representatives close 

to them did not show any readiness to adopt a decision to establish the 

two working groups I have mentioned. I must say frankly that their reluctance 

to do that was determined by their negative position, underlying which is 

the concept of changing the strategic balance in their favour by means of 

achieving a nuclear advantage. Such a course of open opposition has a very 

bad effect on the multilateral efforts aimed at bringing about positive 

changes in the field of disarmament. Anyone who believes that it is 

possible to be successful in those attempts in the Disarmament Committee 

to organize slanderous and provocative campaigns against the socialist States 

and to divert that important multilateral negotiating body from it 

is seriously mistruten. 

Despite the specific difficulties and obstacles which have been 

encountered, the Disarmament Committee reaffirmed its own competence in the 

holding of constructive businesslike talks in order to achieve agreement on 

the individual aspects of disarmament. And, the establishment of four 

working groups within the framework of that body would~ in our view, promote 

that goal. 
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The Hongolian delegation believes that the Committee on Disarmament 

should decide immediately to establish working bodies which would deal with 

the detailed consideration of agenda items relatin~ to the cessation of 

the nuclear arms race and the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 

1~e memorandum submitted by the Soviet Union to this session of the 

General Assembly contains a number of important points~ namely, the cessation 

of the nuclear arms race, renunciation of the use of force in international 

relations, prevention of the possibility of a sudden and unauthorized 

attack, strengthening of the nuclear weapon non-proliferation regime and 

others. We continue to attach tremendous significance to the questions relating 

to nuclear disarmament that are the subject of bilateral and trilateral 

talks or, indeed, multilateral talks of a regional nature. 

In this context, we should like once again to stress the great 

importance of the immediate ratification of the SALT II treaty, and its 

entry into force, which -vrould allow for talks on a SALT III treaty to begin. 

A valuable contribution towards reducing the threat of nuclear conflict 

and maintaining international peace and security would be the successful 

conclusion of talks on limiting nuclear armaments in Europe and progress 

in the Vienna talks on reducing armed forces and armaments in central Europe. 

Moreover, we firmly believe that the time has come for more 

profound consideration in the Disarmament Committee of the question of 

concluding an international convention on strengthening security guarantees 

for non-nuclear States and the reaching of agreement on the question of 

the non-deployment of nuclear w·eapons on the territories of those States 

where there are no such weapons at present. The earliest possible achievement 

of an international agreement on those vital issues would undoubtedly 

facilitate the further strengthening of the nuclear weapon non-proliferation 

regime. That is indispensable in the present complicated international 

circumstances, in which there is a growing danger of the horizontal and 

vertical spread of this extremely dangerous weapon of mass destruction. This 

has been stressed by the majority of participants in the Second Review 

Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, vrhich came out firmly in favour of 

making this important international instrument universal. 
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~Tith regard to the question of so-called negative ,,.uarantees, I should 

like to add that sorr1e delegations have attempted to stress the 

absolute nature of the guarantee o But our position in this Platter lS entirel:y 

clear: we are in favour of sound and effective guare,ntees. In this connexion 

vre shoulcl like to asl;;:_ hmv it is possiole to understancl_ the actions of China, 

Hhich says that it will under no circumstances ever use nuclear vJeapons 

against non~-nuclear States c but in actual practice calls upon Stc:ttes to arn 

themselves 1vi th nuclear vreapons and continues to poi son the atmosphere 'ili th 

its nucleQr 1reapon explosions, thereby encouracin~ South Africa; Israel 

and others in their nuclear ambitions. In our vievr 9 actions of this ldnd 

by Peldng can only be described as adventuristic and a manifestation of the 

Chinese policy )f ::;reat~-Pm-rer hec;emonism and expt:msionism. 

The l'Ionp;olian delegation, in its previous statement, put fonvard its 

vievs 9 in particular about the possible interi1n. mea;,ures Hhich could be taken 

ln the realm of security guarantees for non-nuclear States. He ·believe that 

an effective measure could be the adoption of a decision on this question in 

a regional fram.euork. In this connexion \Ve 1mrrr1ly uelc orne the proposal of 

the socialist countries members of the Harsav Treaty for resolution of 

this issue on the European level. This 1ms reflected in the Harsavr declaration 

of 15 1iay this year o In my statement) I also hit::;hlighted the ir,,portance of 

achievin:; international a,q;reement on a general and complete prohibition of 

nuclear-vreapon tests. 

I should lil~e now to say something about the question of prohibit in[; other 

systems of ueapons of mass destruct ion. Fevr people would deny the need to 

conclude the long_ drawn-out talks on arriving at an international convention 

on the complete pro hi bi tion of chemical vreapons and their destruction. In our 

vievr, work on this convention and on ensuring its universality, alon3 with 

the convention which came into force in 1975 on the prohibition and destruction 

of bacteriological (biolo.r.:ical) weapons) Hould represent a lo::;ical conclusion 

of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and vrould be a further measure of c.;enuine 

disarmament. 

In this context, I should like to recall that the Mongolian delegation, 

in the Committee on Disarmament 9 put forward its vievrs about the undesirability 
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of includin2~ in o. future draft convention provisions -vrhich would call 

into yuestion the ensuring of the effectiveness and universality of 

such an international docurrtent and >·rhich -vrould constitute a precedent for 

possible atter:.pts to revieu other international a£Sreements in force in the 

arec1 of limiting the an1lS race and of disarmament. 

As members of the Co<iJJJli ttee \Jill recall, last yeo,r ln the Comrni ttee on 

Diso,rmament 2. Soviet-American comrlUnique was submitted which vrent into further 

det.?,il about a .joint approach to solving this problem, v!e believe that 

a further irritative by the participants in the bilateral talks would 

enable the Con:mittee to mal:e progress in brinr:inr; about as soon as 

possible a universally acceptable agreement in this important area of genuine 

disan,lament, This lS called for by the serious concern of the vrorld public 

aroused by reports of the use in Afghanistan by the forces of internal reaction 

against the :·)eaceful :(lOl_)ulation of chemical \veapons of American manufacture 

as vrell as by \!estern press renorts of the intentions of military circles in 

certain Uestern countries Itlembers of IJATO to continue refining this type of 

veapon of lilass destruction and to expand their production of it, Therefore an 

urgent solution to this problen1 · that of a comprehensive prohibition of chemical 

\·reapons ·- is dictated by the interests of preservinc; international peace and 

security, 

In approachin~ the problem of prohibiting new forms and systems of 

;v-eapons of mass destruction, the lloncolian delegation proceeds from the premise 

that the most effective vay to solve the problem uould be the conclusion of 

a comprehensive a{':reement on the subject, At the same time we are in favour of 

draftin[~ special agreements on individual ne>v types of \veapons of mass destruction) 

bcarinz in uind that these vould promote a radical solution of the problem as 

a \vhoL:. In concrete terms, ve have in mind the pro hi bit ion of radiological 

weapons, and it can only be regretted that at this year's session of the Comr~ittee 

on Disarmament it was not possible to produce a draft international convention 

althour;h, ue feel, all the conditions necessary for this existed. 

The ll)ont,olian delege,tion hopes that the special Horkine; group set up in the 

Colillnittee on Disan1aE1ent IIill, ln the course of the next stage of its work in 

19,Jl, be able to ccmplete vrork on a draft convebtion on the subject. 



Er.IS/15 A/C,l/35/PV.23 
G3-65 

~', practical neasure to-vrards limitin::; the arms race and releasin(! considerable 

funds for peaceful purposes -vrould be an inllilediate start on concrete tall;:s 

for reG.ucinc; the military budt3ets of States, primarily the permanent members of the 

Securit~r Council of the United Nations and ruilitarily poFerful countries, 

The proposals and initiatives of the Soviet Union 8.nci other socialist countries 

for a reduction of military budgets, in absolute or percentap-e terms is._ in our 

vlev ai1;1ed precisely at solving that probleliL 

The 1Ionc:,olian dele3ation has consistently favoured the creation of zones 

of peace anc1 of nuclear~-vreapon--?ree zones in various parts of the vrorlC. \'e: vieF 

thel<l as an iE1portant step tmmrds the li1,1itation of the arms roce, botl1 on o 

regional and an international level. Of 1Jarticular seriousness c:mcl urrency 

novr is the iclea of converti11c; the Indian Ocerm into a zone of ~er:tce. This is 

an area >There the united States, contrary to the efforts of peace-lovin.:; forces 

in the 1wrld, is continuints to build up its military presence, thus creatinr>: 

a neH and dangerous source of international tension. In our viei·T it is vitally 

necessary as soon as possible to resume the bilateral talh:s -· for the interruption 

of which the Uniter:1 States was to blame - on the limitation and subsenuent 

reduction of r1ilitary activity in the Indian Ocean. The forthco:c.Iinc: interne.ccional 

conference, to be held in 1981" on converting the Indian Ocean into a zone of 

peace should have sor:tiething very important to say about such an extremely 

important question as the limita.tion of :foreign military bases o 'Te believe 

that a positive solution to this proble:'l could be prcmot<?f by the initiative 

of the socialist countries with re--rard to the consideration vithin the United 

Nations of, for example, the question of limitin~ and reducinr; the level of 

~e.ilitary presence and activity, Hhether in the Atlantic Indian or Pacific 

Oceans" the l-Iecliterranean Sea or the Persian Gulf. In theil" annroach to the 

q_uestion of prohibitine, neu types and systcl!lS of >reapons of mass destruction, 

the socialist countric."s believe th2.t an important place should be :::;iven to the 

task of prohibitinc; the manufacture) stockpilin.::;, de::.,lo:vment and use of the 

neutron weapon 0 Several years have nov gone by since they submitted to tlle 

Col!ll,littee on Disan1ament a draft convention on the subject. Hm-rever, because of 

the necative attitude of certain \iestern countries, -vrhich have the capability to 

create such l·reapons 1 genuine talks have not yet berun. The imJl'l.ediate adoption 

of a decision on a lec;al treaty settleuent of prohibiting neutron vear;ons 1:-oulcl 

be a solid barrier ae;ainst the emer.':';ence of this lethe1l 1:eanon. 
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As I have mentioned four ·vrorking groups uere set up this year in the 

CoiJll:li tteG on Disarmament to deal with concrete aspects of disarmament. 

The j\d ~oc Horl;:ing Group on a comprehensive programme of disarmament 

~1as done a considerable amount of vorl;: and has held a useful exchange of vie>JS 

on the general outline, content and basic orientation of the programme 9 

Fhich has creatGd good conditions for the embnrking on effective talks in the 

Corr@ittee at its next session and the development of a specific draft document. 

It should be pointed out that a considerable amount of work was done also 

this year in the United Nations Disarmament Commission. 

A group of socialist countries) including l1ongolia, submitted to the 

Co~nittee on Disarmament in August this year docun1ent CD/128 re~arding the 

main elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

This document stresses that general and complete disarmament under 

effective international control still represents tne ultimate goal of all 

ineasures undertaken in the disarmament field. 

Hitl1out Hishing to minimize the importance of >vorking out a comprehensive 

disarmament pro3:ramme, -vre should like to see further practical measures 

achieved in the field of limiting and halting the arms race and bringing 

about disarmament in the course of the Second Disarmament Decade, the urgent 

tasl:s of which had already begun to be reflected in the Final Document 

of the first special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. 

In conclusion" I should lil:e to say a few· -vrords about the ber;inning of 

the preparatory 1-rorl~ for the second special session of the General Assembly 

devoted to disarmament. Our First Committee still faces the task of working 

out a decision on the establishment of a preparatory working body, in which 

the many interested States would have the possibility of participatins. This 

organ could learn something from the useful experience of the preparatory 

1vork done before the openin, of a similar world forum in 1978) at -vrhich a 

Final Document ems adopted on the basis of consensus. He believe that the 

main goal of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 

disarmmnent must be to make a real contribution to the practical implementation 

of the basic provisions of the document to which I have just referred. 
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In our opinionJ the logical consequences of such dynamic efforts on the 

part of the United No.tions in the disarmament field vould be a 1vorlcl 

disarmament conference whose task it should be to tal~:e important decisions 

vrhich 1vould be binding on all States of the world. 

The meetinp, rose at -~· ~5 .2._~~· 




