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The meeting was called to order at 10.50 a.m,

AGENDA ITEM 127 (continued)
DEEPENING AND CONSOLIDATION OF INTERNATIONAL DETENTE AND PREVENTION OF THE DANGER
OF NUCLEAR VAR (A/%2/242; A/C.1/32/L.1 end L.2)

The CHAIRMAN: Representatives will recall that from the very beginning

I said I would appreciate their co-operation in making it vcssible for us to
start a little bit earlier than hag been our practice; I suggested that we
should be able to start at 10.30 a.m. and 3 p,m. I would again request their

co-operation in this regard

Mr. BOYA (Benin) (interpretation from French): Sir, my delegation
extends to you its warmest congratulations upon your election to the post of
Chairman of the ¥ re¢t Committee. Your outstanding qualities as a diplomat
well acquainted with international affairs guarantee the success of our work.

My delegation's congratulations go also to the other officers of the Committee.
You may rest acsured that you can count on the active and sincere co-operation
of the delegation of Benin.

The item at present urder discussicr, concerning the deepening and
consolidation of international détente and prevention of the danger of nuclear
war,is a very important matter indeed. My Government is grateful to the
Soviet delegation for introducing this question in order to enable the
international community to become even more aware of the importance to it of
the sacred concepts of peaceful co-existence and fruitful, beneficial co-operation
among all nations, large and small, rich and poor alile.

From the analysis made by my Government, it follows that international
détente, if extended geographically and politically to all nations, will
constitute a decisive element for peace, security and international co-cperation.
My Government favours a policy of détente to create or recreate a mutually
beneficial climate of confidence, The item introduced by the Soviet Union
allows my delegation, for the first time, to see the political implications of

true international détente.
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Present developments in international developments show that it is in the
interest of no one to provoke ancther world war, be it nuclear or conventional.
I must add that from our analysis of the international situation we have
concluded that if a third world war breaks out it will necessarily be nucleax,
which will represent the end of mankind, since no one would be spared.

International détente, if truly pursued with confidence, will make it
possible to diminish, if not eliminate, the danger of a third world wvar.
International détente, as pursued, has already yielded some beneficial results,
such as the elimination of the cruel manifestations of the cold war, while
opening new horizons in the area of co-operation among countries with different
sorjo-rolitical systems. These are realities which we must all acknowledge.

But international détente must be deepened and better defined in order to solve
the most burning problems of our time: foreign domination, racism, armed
aggression and local conflicts which are prompted by reactionary and imperialist
forces, unacceptable economic inequalities, and so forth.

The People's Republic of Benin, at the level of relations among independent
States, feels that the deepening and consolidation of international détente is
a peaceful battle of ideas, peaceful co-existence - in another words, co-existence
within the same region or continent, of different politico~-socio-economic gystems -
and the elimination of the imperialist policy of destabilizing progressive régimes,
and an end to imperialist mercenary acts of aggression.

At the level of the liberation of peoples of all nations, international
détente signifies the peaceful decolonization of the whole of Africa,
in other words, the elimination of colonialism and of retrograde minority
racist régimes in southern Africa.

At the economic relations level, détente should lead the great Povers to accept
the economic equality of States.

The question appearing in agenda item 127, introduced by the Soviet Union,
should enable us to carry out a clear and objective examination of the present
situation. The Government of Benin will take all the necessary steps to give
its active support to all measures that may be alopted by the Genesral Assembly
for the deepening and consolidation of international déterte and the prevention’

ol the danger of nuclesr war.
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Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) (interpretation from Russian):
Mr. Chairman, permit me at the beginning of my statement to congratulate you
on behalf of the delegation of the Geman Democratic Republic on your election
to preside over this important Committee of the thirty-second session of the
United Nations General Assembly. I should also like to extend our congratulations
to the Vice-Chairmen and the Rapporteur.

A new initiative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics appears on our
agenda: "Deepening and consolidation of international détente and prevention
of the danger of nuclear war”, The issues here are lmportant ones affecting the
very fate of this and future generations. On the basis of our policy of peace
and mututal understanding founded on principle, the German Democratic Republic
welcomes and supports the recent proposals of the USSR with regard to, the
adoption of an appropriate declaration, as well as a draft resolution.

We value highly this new step taken by the USSR in this sixtieth anniversary year
of the Great October Socialist Revolution. It is a reflection of the consistent
policy of peace which has always highlighted major questions of development,
bas established goals and methods, and has promoted - and continues to promote-

implementation of the relevant decisions.
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In submitting these documents on the deepening and consolidation of
international détente and on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war,
the Soviet Union has expressed the hopes and aspirations of the peoples oF

-

1. -
Tt Tori

o

tc llve In clrcumstances of lasting peace and security.
Indeed it is high time for the United Nations to “hwew all its authority
into the work of stimulating the process of détente on a world zorle
During the general debate at the thirty-second session of the General
Assembly the representatives of a majority of Member States devoted
attention to the process of détente, and this is only understandable since
in the past few years a number of important bilateral and nmltilzteral
agreements have been signed, Which hsve served to prowote hoth the development of
normal, peaceful and mutually advantageous inter-State 1clations on tre hasis of
universally acknowledged norms of international law as enshrined in the
United Nations Charter, and the eliminatior. of existimg hotbeds of
conflict. But we caunot fail to uote that the procsse of détente
ig still not a stable one. It still has to be extended to all parts of
the world, and we find tiat forces are still at work attempting to turn
the peoples and States of the world back to a kind of cold war. As the
Foreign Minister of Yugoslavia acked in his statement in the genersl debate
"i{s it not high time to exert our utmost efforts so that we can begin
to overcome negative tendencies and resistance to the process of
relaxation of tensions, as well as to thwart attempts at making use

of détente for achieving narrow objectives?" (A4/%2/PV.1k, p. 26).

It would be taking & too far if I were to attempt here to enumerate
all the well-known positive results of efforts to achieve interrnaticnal
détente and to strengthen universal peace and international security. I should just
like to cite the Final Sct of the Confererce on Seciaritv and Co-operstion
in Burope, the cessation of war in the Indo-China peninsula and the
understanding on a <ertaln limitation of armaments. As for the factors
which have curbed the continuance of détente, these, in our view, include
among others the desire Yo escelete the arins race, intervention in the

internal affairs of other States, denial to developing countries of the right
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of sovereignty over their own natural resources and the provoking of military
confrontations among States. The United Nations should focus its efforts
on barring the way to the opponents of 2étente and lending more momentum
to the process of détente. In this sense we view the proposals submitted
by the Soviet Union as appropriate precisely forproviding more momentum
to efforts whose purpose is the ensuring of a peaceful future for mankind.

The proposals of the Soviet Union embrace international processes
and problems in one complex whole. They reflect the actual development of
events and urcent requirements of the time. Ve have in mind the combining
of political and wmilitary measures to create a lasting and long-term
foundation for détente and the prevention of nuclear war. This is also
related to the fact that we have here included all the major fields of
international activity in the process of the weterializatlion of détente.
Pride of place, of course, goes to the question of disarmament, with
regard to which the Soviet proposals contain » nurhzr of =rtramely
valuable initiatives. Of equal significance is the unesed to promote
the liberation of all colonially oppressed peoples and the eliminaticn of
racist régimes and the remaining vestiges of national oppression.

Genuine détente, without any doubt, involves the final elimination
of the old colonial system. The overwhelming majority of Member States
of our Organization have repeatedly confirmed that the peoples struggling
for their liberation from the colonial yoke have the right to wage their
struggle 1in all appropriate ways in view of the arbitrary rule =nd
oppressicn practised by the circles which are still dominant. The norms
of relations between States should not be translated to the realm of
relations between liberation movements and oppressive régimes. The purpose
of our efforts to continue and accelerate the process of détente certainly
does not lie in recommending that the national liberation novements pursue
any kind of peaceful coexistence with the colonialist and racist oppressors.
When we talk of the process of détente we have in mind too liberation from
colonialism and racism. In our viev, 1t is incumbent upon all Member States

of the United Nations to promote that cause equally.
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The process of détente also presupposes the all-round development of
equal and mutually advantageous economic relations on a just basis, due
account being taken of the interests of developing countries. This
question has been discussed over and over again in our Organization and
has been set down definitively in the decisions of principle taken by
the General Assembly. The Soviet docurent includes recommendstions for
the overceming of conflicts and for constructive co-operation in promoting
the exercise of human rights. The draft declaration of the Soviet Union
proceeds from the premise that it is a necessity to implement the
multilateral agreements and treaties which have been concluded and whi-zh
serve the cause of the strengthening of international security and the
development of peaceful relations, and this is indubitably an extremely

serious question.
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In recent years a number of treaties and agreements have been concluded
and understandings -=ached wkich have »ecom: possible as a2 result of
the beginning of détente, have laid the foundation for the normalization of
relations between States, have led to an easing of tensiocn in whole areas of
.“he world and have given further momentum to the whole process of détente,
This developmenttsz. with reason, been welccimed in a2ll querters. However,
1T those treaties, agreements and understandings are not respected or are even
violated then the atmosphere becomes poisoned and new dangerous situations
arise.

For example, if we recognize the principle of the sovereign equality of
States as laid down in the United Nations Charter this should be reflected in
2 ~n3i-n among States Members of ‘he United Nations. Furthermore, :ven in
pilateral treaties and agreements if the principle of equality is laid down
1t is logical to expect that no problem should arise concerning the questipn
of the mutual recognition of citizenship. Therefore the refusal to recognize
c2itizenship is something which we must =1L & anachronism, to say the
least. This kind of anachronism is used to propagate and even to rracilise
the policy of intervention in the internal affairs of other States. This
complicates inter-State relations, undermines the foundations of mutual
understanding in resolving issues which are of mutual interest and has
negative consedquences,

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic welcomes the fact that
the draft declaration submitted by the Soviet Union calls upon all States to
pursue a policy of non-"nterference i each other's “nternal e’ fairs and wutual
respect for sovereignty and indenendence. In our view a comprehensive approach to
the major issues of the development of the process of de-ente is also reflected
in the fact that the Soviet initiative vigorously supports the extending of
the process of détente to all parts of the world and proposes that the
General Assembly call solemn_y upon all States to continue and intensify their
efforts to deepen and consolidate international détente. The process of
détente cannot possibly be the business of just a few States even though they

may be the most powerful and largest States in the military sense and
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therefore bear major and special responsibility. These are questions of
international relations in the development of which all States, great and
small, regardless of their social system, do and must participate.

The German Democratic Republic is not among the most powerful States in
the world - as a matter of fact, it is among the smaller States - but for
the sake of peace and security we asre determined to do everything in our
power in this respect. We realize fully the special features of our situation
on the poundaries between States with different social systems,

The Soviet proposals outline far-reaching goals. At the same time they
indicate realistic ways and means of attaining those goals. We believe that
those proposals are acceptable to all States, for they reflect fundamental
international legel obligations as contained in the United Nations
Charter and in other bilateral and multilateral Inctruments. In other words,
they reproduce som> of the fundamental points in the basic instruments to
which Member States of the United Nations, or the overwhelming majority of
them at least, have already subscribed. Furthermore they are buttressed
by growing recognition of the fact that there is no sensible alternative
to détente.

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic welcomes the fact
that the Soviet initiative concentrates the attention of the United Nations
on the implementation of d€tente on a world scale. The proposals of the
USSR are indeed in keeping with the great responsibility our Organization
bears for the maintenance of peace and security throughout the world. The
adoption of these proposals will enhance the authority of the United Nations,
and the internati«nal community will once again be able to ses that our
Crganization 1s aware of its responsibility. It seems to me that in
adopting these proposals our Organization will be encouraging all those
people who are concerned for the future of mankind to make further eff.rts
to implement the policy of détente in international relations.

Trust 1s a very important thing in ‘n-ernz=*onal relations.

Do attention is there’ore paid to the question of trust in the Sovict document,

Tourism of itself will not create a climate of trust and we know this very
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well from the pericd just before the beginning of the Second World War. Trust
can be created and developed only in circumstances of stable international
relations in accordance with international norms.

Trust and disarmament, of course, are closely interdependent: without
trust there can be no disarmament, but without disarmament there can be no
trust. In this regard the Soviet proposals are of interest inasmuch as they
provide for both a political declaration and a concrete resolution on the
prevention of the danger of nuclear war. The prevention of nuclear war is
the key issue in international development and here 1t is important to
prevent both the outbreak of situations which contain the seeds of the danger
of the launching of iuclerr war and the development of new types cf
nuclear weapons, in order in the final analysis to achleve a general
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons and the eliminaticon of those

weapons.
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We are happy to note that further understandings have already been
achieved on the prevention of uncontrolled and accildental use of nuclear
weapons. My delegation expresses the hope that at least on this gquestion it
will be possible to achieve understanding among all nuclear Powers. The
Soviet proposal goes further. It provides for mezs:res such as the
cessation of all nuclear-weapon testing; the withdrawal of all vessels
carrying nuclear weapons from certain areas of the world's oceans; the
creation of nuclear-free zones, the status of which should be respected by
the nuclear Powers; the prevention of the further proliferation of nuclear
weapons without impeding the peaceful use of nuclear energy.

The draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union is designed to
stimulate talks ci disarmament in various bodies. My delegation believes
that the draft resolution is worded most felicitously. It is oriented
towards the attainment of far-reaching goals while preserving the necessary
flexibility with regard to individual measures. In the view of my delegation
it is well-founded to argue that the nuclear Powers bear particular
responsibility for détente and the prevention of nuclear war, because it
is only by means of their co-operation that, in the final aralycis, it
will be possible to find a positive solution for all time of the vital
problem of mankind. But no less true is another point, which refers to the
need for all States to contribute, themselves, positively and independently,
to the promotion of international détente.

On behalf of the German Democratic Republic, I wish to state here that
our socialist State is ready to do this, and therefore it supports the Soviet

proposals which have been submitted.

Mr. "E3VE NGEJOFOULCE (Greeze): The Greek delegation vievs as

constructive the initiative of including the new item entitled "Deepening
and consolidation of international détente and prevention of the danger of
nuclear war" in the esgerda cof tne current thirty-second sessicn of the

United Nations General Assembly.
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As my Foreign Minister stated during the general debate, Greece is in
favour of the policy of détente. In pursuit of this policy Greece has
actively participated in the preparatory meeting in Belgrade of the
Conference on fecurity and Co-operation in Furope and we intend to continue
this effort in co-operation with the countries signatory to the Helsinki
Final Act in order to seek additional measures likely to reinforce security
and co-operation in Europe, and trusting that the positive development of
détente in FEurope will have a favourable influence on co-operation and peace
in the Mediterranean as well as in other regions in the world.

The new item under discussion therefore corresponds in general terms
with the policy of my Govermment. However, the subjects covered by the
draft declaraticn and draft resolution submitted to our Committee are indeed
broad and complex. It now falls upon us to discuss them fully, in depth
and width, in good faith and with open minds, so that the final text might
cover, as much as possible, the entire spectrum of this colossal problem
before us, which the world expectantly challenges us to solve.

My country is a non-nuclear State and intends to remain so. Though
we consider the discussion of nuclear disarmament useful, indeed
indispensable, we see the problem of disarmament as a whole, including
both nuclear and conventional fields. Only thus may we reach a satisfactory
text encompassing in a comprehensive way the aim of achieving general and
complete nuclear disarmament for the sake of the present and future
generations of mankind. Only thus could we speak of real progress.

It is an elementary prerequisite that all non-nuclear countries be
given effective guarantees against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons, as well as of all other weapons of massive destruction, against
our people, who do not have nor wish to have effective means of retaliation.
We thus see the matter in a composite way.

Ve submit that the draft resolution before us should include the
prevention of the danger of conventional war and that it should be placed

clearly within the context of the Charter.
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Lastly, my delegation submits that steps should be taken tn establish that
the Cecisions of the Security Council and the resoluticns of the General Assembly
are respected and implemented by all.

Only ty effectively prohibiting war, whether nuclear or conventional,
together with the respect and application of the decisions of the Security
Council and the resolutions of the General Assembly can real peace through
Justice be established in international relations.

Ve must also not lose from sight, in dealing with the present item,
the general goals that we have set nurselves in the special session of
the General Assembly next year devoted to disarmament.

My delegation will gladly participate in the debate on this item at a
later stage. Its vote will depend of course on the final text that

emerges from the discussion in our Committee.

Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria): Mr. Chairman, allow me first of all most
cordially to congretulate you, as an eninent representative of friendly
Ghana, and also the other officers of the Committee, the Vice-Chairmen,
Ambassador Imre Hollal of Hungary and Ambassador Ilkka Pastinen of Finland,
as well as the Rapporteur, Mr. Correa of Mexico. T wish you
success in your highly responsible mission and I pledge my delegation's

full co-operation with you.
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For a number of years, the agenda of the General Assembly has featured
important and topical items related to measures, prerequisites and initiatives
aimed at strengthening international security. It is worth vhile noting that
this year's general debate devoted considerable attention to this issue. There
were a great number of Foreign Ministers and Heads of State wvho found this item
to be at the core of present-day international relations. Ve should also emphasize
the fact that the First Committee has commenced its work by discussing a
question of exclusive significance which touches on the very foundations of
present-day international relations. There is no doubt that consideration of
the question of the deepening and consolidation of international détente and
the prevention of the danger of a nuclear war (item 127 of the agenda) which was
introduced on the initiative of the Soviet Union, and the adoption of relevant
documents in this regard, will have a positive impact on the situation in the
world today. It will also help to enhance further the role of the United Nations
in the strengthening of international peace and security.

It is well known that this role has increased to a considerable degree
in recent years. The credit for this should be given to the adoption by the
United Nations of such important instruments as the Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security and the Declaration on the Principles
of International Law Concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among
States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, and a number
of others which had a positive impact on the improvement of the international
climate and provided a sizeable impetus to the development of the process of
the reconstruction of international relations on just and democratic grounds.

That is vhy we hold the viev that the adoption by the United Nations of
the draft resolution and declaration on this crucial issue constitutes an
important task for the United Nations. Ve would recall that in 1960 when
resolution 151k (XV) was submltted there were voices of doubt as to whether
this was within the purview of the United Naticns and whether a declaration of

that kind would bring us closer to the attainment of the aims of the United Nations.

There have been some other instances when similar problems were discussed and
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again doubts were raised. But what about the iissit 1 of the United Nations?
The United Nations is supposed to operate through political actions, through
recommendations and resolutions, ir Turtherirg the purics s a.1 pripciples
enshrined in the Charter.

"Ye present stage of political détente in the world has ccu- u:Gn
as a result of many factors, such as bilateral and multilateral initiatives
advanced by quite a number of States and political organizations. ~“iCi7
they often take opposing stands, nevertheless it is noteworthy that with
respect to the urgent need of international d4& =re they arrive at a common
ground. In our view, a leading role in the promotion of this process has
been played by the vcviet Union. The new 3oviet proposal . v under
consideration is a logical sequence of the consistent struggle of the Soviet
State, since its inception =7 years ago, to deepen and materialize détente
and to establish in international relations Ienin's principles of peaceful
coexlistence among States with ~’fTerent social systems.

Although détente has received considerable development and continues
to be the most important trend in international relations, the achievements
sc far cannot cloud the fact that this process =g not yet been strengthened
enough, that it is liable to waver and come to a standstill. The danger of
a8 return to the reriod of the cola war cannot te entirely excludec. Fost-
war history teaches us that it is very easy to cut down the saplings of
détente and to aggravate the political climate, while it is extremely
diffiault to overcome the inertia of the cold war and to ensure a steady
advancement of the relaxation of international tensions. For détenmte is
not an immobile phenomenon, something that can te permanently taken for
granted but a dynamic precess, with 1ts ups and downs, whiclh i1s to bring
mankind to a period of lasting peace and guaranteed security.

It is the prime duty of the United Nations to take an active part
in the strengthening of international détente as a basic rrercruisite for
the settlement of all major international problems. Just like a good
b.i ce who, before erecting the building itself, consolidates its foundations,
8o the United Nations ought to make its contribution to the strengthening of

the foundations of the new structure of international relations. This commitment
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of the world Organization stems from the basic provisions of its Charter
which detine the role of the United Nalions in the waintenance of peace
and security in the world. It also stems from article 27 of the Declaration
on the Strengthening of International Security, in which the General Assembly:
"Emphasizes the need for the United Nations to exert continuous
efforts for the strengthening of international peace and security ..."
(General Assembly resolution 2734 (XXV))

It is generally recognized that the Conference on Security and

Co-operation in Europe provided a powerful impetus to détente. The Tecple's
Republic of Bulgaria, being an active participant at the Conference, is

doing all within its power for the imnp'emertaijcn of the Final Act. Ve
believe that the meeting which is now being held in Belgrade will be

another step in this direct «cn  Yet no matter how important the Final

Let may pe,it must be admitted that it concerns above all those States

which have signed it and that basically it is concentrated on the European
continent. 1In this world of interre’ aticnships, in this world where peace

is indivisible, however, it is impossible for separate oases of détente

to exist for long when tensions reign in «trer parts of the world. It

is therefore necessary for the impact of détente to assume global dimensions
and to become universal. This can and must be done with the active co-operation
of the United Naetions and of all Member States. For détente is not a formula
whereby cne can define relations tetwcen the strongest States ir terms

of military and pc_itical potential. or between members of military and
political blocs. Détente is a vital necessity for all States, big and

small, from east and west, developed and developing, without distinction as to
to their soci-political systems. The need to spread détente to other

regions of the world has been repeatedly emphasized in various organs of

the United Nations, as well as in other forums such as regional meetings,

the conference of the non-aligned movement held last year in Colombo and

other international governmental and non-governmental gatherings.
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It would therefore, in our view, be very strange if at this stage the United
Nations were to remain outside this process and be unable to lend its
contribution to its promotion. For this reason we consider the current
discussicn as a natural contlnuation of the efforts of the world Organization
In this field.

There are other reasons that reguirz prompt and sffective measures in
this rsspect.

International détente as an objective possibility has existed throughout
the entire post-war period. Its realization has been thwarted, however,
because of subjective considerations and the actions of certain circles
that would tip the balance in favcur of choosing the path to the "eold war"
and everything connected with 1t, such as the arms race and the division of
the world into opposing military and political bloecs. The opponents of
détente have not lald down their weapons even today. We cannot disregard
the fact that these circles are agaln stirring into activity, particularly
now when the question concerns the consolidation of the results achieved,
when the positive trend 1s to be made irreversible. Of course these circles
do not draw thelr strength from wide public support but from an enormous
finaneial and military establishment and a wide network of political ties
and influence upon the mass media.

If détente is judged by its roots and consequences, it surpasses the
framework of inter-State relations affecting only a limited number of countriles,
Ve cannot share the view expressed by some previous speakers that détente,
in theilr opinion, means a dialogue among a few. Détente must be viewed within
a wider social and historical context as a factor that has a global impact
upon all the major problems of fhe present-day world and affects all countries
in the 1orld. In actual fact, there is not a single lmportant item on the
agenda of the current session of the General Assembly that is not in one way
or another directly dependent on or influenced by the status of détente.

On the other hand, many of those problems directly influence the international
climate. That is why détente must be considered not as an abstract concept
but in close relationship with fundsmentel inbte-national problews. Détente
needs to be extended toth horizontally in its geographical dimensions and

vertically, that is, in various spheres of international relations.
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Questions were raised durlng the debate as to why well-known principles
of the Charter and other United Nations instruments needed to be relterated
again; to whom the new documents are to be addressed and why this ‘tem is belng
put forward for consideration now. Is it too early or too latet? 1In other
words, what are the grounds that justify consideration of this item, and why
must a document in the form of a United Natiors dsclaration Le adoptea at this stage?

We do ot intend to go into detail in trying to answer these questlons.
However, we feel obliged to express our views on these points.

I should like to dwell here on a question of a preliminary nature that
seems to occupy the attention of many delegations. This is about the kind of
action that the United Nations is supposed to take on thils issue. As 1s known,
the Soviet Union proposes that the General Assembly should, as a first step,
adopt a declaration on deepening and consolidating international é&étente.

The Bulgarian delegation considers that this is a timely proposal and fully
supports it. Vhy do we think so?

First of all, the question under consideration is not a routlne one of
a peripheral nature. As I sald earlier, it concerns the very foundations of
international relations. In considering similar questions in the past,
the General Assembly preferred to resort to declarations, the moral, political
and binding force of which as a code of conduct was most explicit. The
United Nations 1is, by its very nature and ccmpeterce. supposed to act through
such instruments.

Secondly, the present moment when thls gquestlon is being discussed is a
crucial one in a sense, and it 1s incumbent upon the United Nations to assert,
pertinently and mest resolutely, its support of the cause of détente.

Thirdly, the adoption of a declaration will stress the consistent nature
of United Nations actions in the discussion of basic problems related to
international peace and security and the interrelationship that exists between
the current discussion and other United Nations documents that have been
considered as important contributions by this Organization towards the
maintenance of international peace and security and the promotion of

co-operation among nations.
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Fourthly, a declaration would provide better opportunities for a future
study and elaboration of the basic aspects and requirements of international
détente as a policy that is not a short-term one but as a policy that has universal
ernd long-stending gignificance and unierlies international development w#g a whole.
Such a declaration will not only promote the compliance by States with existing
bilateral and multilateral treatles on international security and co-operation,
but -ould corbribute to and serve as a basis for future international volitical
agreements in this field, as has been the case with other similar United Nations
declarations. In our opinicn, the draft declaration represents a real programme
of action that is to be taken by the world Orgenization. Ve are
convinced that the General Assembly must adopt a declaration on this question
and a releted resoluticn on ore of its nost important aspects, namely, the
prevention of the danger of nuclear war.

The draft declaration rightly emphasizes the urgent need to take decisive
action on one of the most significant and long~standing problems at present,
namely, the curbing of the arms race. It 1s the arms race that is the most
difficult hurdle on the path to the strengthening of mutual trust, and there
1s no more urgent task now than that of putting an end to the stockpiling of
armaments. It is common knowledge that the arms race is a material preparation
for war and conceals immense danger to the lives of people and the future
of mankind. In addition to this danger, which has bzaen repeatedly
brought to the fore, I should like to stress that the arms race has a tremendous
negative impact on the entire system of international relations. It breeds
and spreads daily, and even hourly, an atmosphere of distrust and suspicion

among States, and diverts attention and efforts from peaceful co-operation.
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There s only one vay out of the present situation. As pointed out in
the well-founded rerort of the Secretary-General dealing with economic and
social conszqucnces of the armaments race and its extremely harmful effects
on vorld neace and security:

"Bffective security cannct “e schisvzd today by further armements.

The vorld has long since reachzd the point where security can only be

sought in disarmament and in the expansicn of international co-operation

among all countries in all fields, the establishment, on the basis of
mutual benefit, of ties which willpermi®t the elimination of present
sources of tension and conflicts and the suppression of the relevance

of force in international relations." (4/32/88, p. 6, para. 2)

“Ye alerming Tfact is that military expenditures on a global scale are
skyrocketing, In 197+ some placed these expenditures at around
$-0C millicn+ then, in the following years, as the report of the Sscretary-
Geneval shows, it reachedsbout $350 billion. (op. cit., p. 9, para. 14)
These expenditures are a h2avy burden on the shoulders of the working
veople throughout th: world.

Once again I would like to affirm here the position of the People's
Republic of Bulgaria with respect to the need to teke proupt measures
for disarmament. Just a few days ago, speaking before the sixty-fourth
€onference of the Inter-Parliamentary Union held in Sofia, the First Secretary
of the Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party and President of
the State Council, Todor Zhivkov, said :

"Political détente should not only be strengthened and developad but it

should also be supplcmented by a détente in the military field as soon

as possible., It is high time that practical steps were taken, first, te

.

~d the tasting o” nuclealr weapons; secondly, to observe

the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; thirdly, to prohibit

of chemical weapons and new kinds of weapons of mass destruction; fourthly,
to curteil military bulgets; and, Tifthly, to reduce armaments and

armed forces in Central Europe. The world must set out boldly along the
road to general and comnlete disarmament under strict international

control."
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The most important aspect of the struggle to deepen international
détente is undoubtedly that of preventing a world thermo-nuclear war. It is
not accidental that these two questions are interrelated under the current
item, My delegation found it somewhat strange to hear in this room a reference
to the priority given to the problem of preventing world thermo-nuclear wer, for
it is common knowledge, and I need not emphasize it, that it is indeed
thermo-nuclear war that, by its destructive dimensions, its economic burden
and its political implications, 1is of primary importance for the international
community. This does not mean that conventional wars are condoned. This does
not mean in any way that conventional armaments should not be limited. This
does not mean in any way the establishment of a kind of contradiction among
the different measures in “re field of disarmament.

In his statement, the representative of the Soviet Union emphasized the
need to take urgent measures in this field. I should like to point out a very
important aspect of the Soviet draft resolution. It constitutes a comprehensive
approach, that is to say, the commitment of sll nuclear and non-nuclear-States,
big and small, to the specific requirements towards themensuing from the general
will to avert a nuclear war. Of course, the nuclear Powers and the
permanent members of the Security Council have special responsibilities in
this regard., Although many of the provisions in the draft resolution are
in fact well-known principles, which have been elaborated in a number of other
documents, their reiteration here and now is required because of the need
in the present international situation to give a new impetus to the common
endeavour which is formulated in preambular paragraph 3 of the draft
resolution: "... to take all possible measures to ensure that the danger of

an outbreak of nuclear war is diminished and eventually removed. ..."

(a/c.1/32/1.2)
The fundamental aspect of the Soviet draft resolution, together with

the draft declaration, is the creation of a code of conduct for all States
for the consolidation of détente in the struggle to avert a nuclear war.
That is why the People's Republic of Bulgaria fully supports the two Soviet

documents.
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An encouraging step in this direction, and one which we welcome, is the
expressed readiness of the Soviet Union, the United States of America and the
United Kingdom to acczpt a moratorium on underground nuclear-weapons tests,

'e hope that the other nucleer Powers will also join 1in this move. U= hope
that they will also edhere to the treaties on the prohibition of nuclear

Sests in the atmosphere; in outer space and under water, on the non-proliferation
>f nuclear weapons, and on the prohibition of the emplacement of these weapons
in outer snace and on the ocean floor, This will be real steps on the

road to the prevention of a nuclear war.

A serious threat to world peace arises from the military hotbeds and
tonflicts which continue to smoulder and flare now and then in various parts
of the world. That is vwhy the appeal in the draft declaration is both
eppropriate and timely as it is addressed to all States "To facilitate the
speedy peaceful settlement of conflict situsticns and to prevent the recurrence of
situations of this kind., s.." (A/C.1/32/L.1, p. 1)

Very often these are called "local" or "limited" crisis or conflict

situations. But this term is rather conditional in our interrelated world.

Every crisis situation is fraught with the danger of being inflated into a major

clash and even a global conflict where means of mass destruction could be

used. Events in the Middle East, Cyprus and Africa confirm this conclusion.
That is characteristic of the hotbeds of tension and conflict is that

the greater part of them result from attempts by colonial and

imperialist circles first, to stifle by force the legitimate aspirations of the

peoples to be liberated from colonial dependence; secondly, to ralse a barrier in

the struggle of people for democracy and social progress: and, thirdly, to fan

tre conflicts that are the vestiges of imperislist domination and colonialism.
The only way to stamp out the hotbeds of tensions and conflicts and to

strengthen international peace and security is to eliminate the very

sources which cause such conflicts, This grilosophy underlies the United

Nations resolutions on the elimination of colonislist and racist régimes in

southern Africa and on the neacaful settlament of the conflicts in the

Middle East and Cyprus. 'z fully share this rrilosophy end we shall

continue to support all measures aimed at the impl=mentation of these

resolutions.
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In the case of the struggle ageinst colonialism, international détente may
increase the opportunities for bringing the process of decolonization to a final
end. Détente also creates better conditlons for other natioas to assist
this legitimate struggle with all the neeessary means so that it can end in
success.

The principle of the non-use of force or the threat of the use of force
is of particular importance for the promotion of d€tente, and the conclusion
of a world treaty on the non-use of force will greatly further the peaceful
settliement of international disputes.

The efforts to deepen détente are also related to those of
restructuring international economic relations on a democratic basis and
eliminating discrimination, diktat and inequality in establishing a new
international economic order.

In conditions of d€tente the struggle for the reconstruction of
international economic relations will acquire new opportunities and dimensions;
it will lead to the release of greater means for development, for it is well
known that the arms race has a devastating effect on the economy of all
States and in particular the developing countries.

International practice in recent years provides convincing evidence that
even the most complicated problems can be resolved through a businesslike
co-operation among States. There are a number of objective factors which
can furnish favourable conditions for the promotion of international
co-operation and thus create a climate rropitious for the consolidation of
détente.

Mankind is facing problems of such a magnitude that they require a global
approach and closer co-ordination of national efforts. I have in mind economic
progress and develorment, the rational utilization of natural resources and
energy, the protection of the environment and the struggle against disease.

The advancement of the technological revolution will further present new
challenges which will require concerted action.

Furthermore, in an atmosphere of d€tente, more favourable conditions
will be established for the promotion of cultural exchange, mutual understanding

and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms for all.
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The success of every international measure comes only when the entire
diversity of interests of different States or groups of States yield to the
common understanding and responsibility for the fate of man. That is what

we need now.

Mr. HARRIMAN (Nigeria): You being an o0ld friend, Mr. Chairman, I

dc not have to congratulate you in the same terms as previous speakers so as
not to sound banal to you. But I am glad that the principal representative
of Ghana is directing the affairs of this Committee. We both know the
historic ties between our two countries. You and I have worked together
almost continuously in Ghana, elsewhere and in the United Nations during

the last 20 years in our respective foreign services.

The subject that we are discussing here is of profound significance to
us in Nigeria and, I believe, to the rest of the world. We congratulate
the Soviet Government for once again playing its part in promoting détente and
for its attempts to affect and give momentum to the spirit and actions
prescribed by the Helsinki Conference on Security and Co-operation in
ifurope.

If my country puts a lot of emphasis on redeployment of resources away
from the arms race and towards economic development, it is because we believe
that the only meaningful policy for a developing country is one that would
improve the basic well-being of its citizens. If we ask for the deepening
and strengthening of d€tente, it is because we believe that economic
development would be easier to achieve in the world under conditions of
co-operation than those of confrontation.

We recall that last year the world Powers came forward on the initiative
of the Soviet Union with a draft convention on the prohibition of military or
any other hostile use of envircnmental modification techniques. To many of
us it was blood-curdling to conceive that anyone would consider such methods
of warfare at all. It will be recalled that that convention had the limited
objective of limiting such war techniques in terms of “heir vifespread, long-
lasting or severe effects, We thought such types of warefare should

be Zns-antly banned., However, we gave our support to -"a% convention in the
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context of détente and in the spirit that for confidence-building any step
forward, howvever limited, that brought togethcr the surer-Powers was in the
right dircction towards *re final objective. We thank the Soviet Union for that
initiative last year.

Détente did not commence with the Helsinki accord. Helsinki was, however,
the first major attempt by Ruropean Powers to elaborate and define the
principles 'hat should guide relations towards achieving that objective.

We all recall hcowever that after the Second World War accelerated
development of arsenals became the vogue., There was the resultant polarization
which led to the beaming and targeting of the instruments of war of one group
against the other, based essentially on ideological and super-Power rivalry.
That period of confrontation led to a second phase when countries like mine,
based on the philosophy of non=-alignment and in order to bring about détente
between the so-called fast and West, became a third force to mediate or take
the heat off the contest between fast and West.

The non-aligned movement has consistently worked towards reducing tension in
the world at large, and we are encouraged by the growing co-operation since
Helsinki among States in the so-called iast and West. We must also work
primarily towards the removal of the distrust and fears particularly among
the super-Powers, for those are the root causes of the insecurity which
engenders the inability to achieve genuine disarmament or move forward at
least in decelerating the arms race. It is our hope that this interaction -
in contacts, technological exchanges and economic pursuits in the social
and all other fields - and ipso facto towards greater interdependence are the
surest way to remove conflict. Such developments that will lead to a safer
world in which to live will, I hope, increase and relsase resources for the
building of a better world for mankind.

Those who belong to military pacts only fruotrate this trend towards détente
They do not create security for themselves but insecurity for humanity, for the
world is endangered by its polarization into military camps. That is why
Nigeria is non-aligned, and that is why most third-world countries are
non-aligned 1n the interest of world peace and security, and in fact

constitute a third force in the pursuit of international détente.
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The policy of détente cannot be allowed to mark time. Tt needs to be
extended and reflected in all spheres of international relations. It must also
be extended to all regions of the world. It should be developed so that its
relevance is recognized by both big and small nations. In essence, it is
necessary tor all netions to recognize the reed to follow policies of peaceful
co-existence and co-operation in the conduct of their international relations,
My delegation feels that the big Powers can contribute immrersely towards such a
development. The smaller nations, as it were, often derive their international
behaviour from the attitude of the big Powers. We have always lamented big-Power
politics of creating areas of influence in such regions as Africa., We think
that the deepening of détente would help solve the numerocus problems we now have
in Africa and other regions of the world, and in particular the abandonment of
the approach to some African problems in the context of super-Power rivalry, and
at the expense of peace, freedom and human dignity in the African continent.

Thus it, is important that the United Nations lend the process of détente
its prestige. To us in the developing countries, the United Nations is
our appellate court of last resort. The United Nations should not therefore feel
unconcerned but should give direction to the desire to strengthen détente.

There have been questions as to what the term "internstional détente" means.
Many times people define the term differently; This difference in definition
could give rise to misunderstandings regarding the nature and content of the
process of détente. There is therefore need to have a generally acceptable
definition. There is no better forum to adopt such a definition than the
United Nations General Assembly. My delegation therefore believes that the
draft declaration on the deepening and consolidation of détente issued by the
Soviet delegation could be used as a basic working paper to come up with an
acceptable definition of the words "international détente'.

Bvery year the General Assembly discusses an item entitled "General and
Complete Disarmement”. To many people this has become an exercise in futility.

It has been rendered futile because, despite discussions here, the arms race has
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continued to escalate., In order to achieve success in the field of
disarmament, a climate of peace must be created., Measures could then be taken
in the disarmament field, starting with nuclear weapons.

In his address to the General Assembly on 13 October 1977, my Head of State
said on this point, inter alia:

"The reasons for our anxiety ... derive, of course, from the recognition
that if the unbridled race in the production of weapons of mass destruction
and mutual annihilation between the super-Powers were to continue at the
present pace, we should be faced with the near certainty of a third world war,
with all the attendant tragedy and human sufferings that would imply. In
such an eventuality of a nuclear holocaust, there would probably be no
victors, and the human race as a whole would be the loser, since the
generalized destruction that would result would obviously recognize no
political barriers. We hope, therefore, that the gravity of the threat
posed to world peace and security is equally well recognhized by the super-
Powers and that the time will soon come when the valuable resources at
present devoted to such a dangerous pursuit will be more fruitfully deployed
for the greatest good of the greatest section of mankind." (A/32/PV.32,
pp. 52 and 53-55)

He went on further to say:

"In this regard I am encouraged by the growing détente among the super-
Powers. OSuch co-operation in technological, economic and other fields is
the surest way to develop mutual confidence through interdependence, to lead

to less tension and to encourage disarmament”.(ibid., pp. 53-55)

To conclude, détente should be seen in its broadest context, and not
in the narrower relations of super-Powers, Détente should embrace all countries,
and this implies action not only to prevent war - nuclear as well as conventional -
but also action to build peace throughout the world., Thus we shall intensify
world understanding, facilitate negotiations on disarmament and, ipso facto,
promote measures against economic backwardness and bridge economic gaps

which aggravate relations.
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Détente should embrace the liberation of peoples and countries from
imperialism, foreign and racist domination and racist oppression, especially the
type in southern Africa, and the acquisition of territory by war, together with
the expansionist Dolicies of Israel in the Middle East. Détente should enbrace
a policy that will restore dignity and a homeland to those deprived of their
rights in Palestine.

The deepening and strengthening of international détente should therefore
be a major contripution to international peace and security, if faken in its
broad perspective.

My delegation thanks the Soviet Union once more for its initiative,
Détente has tended to have the connotation of a bilateral affair and one remote
to many of us from the third world. Ve are happy that it may now assume the
multilatersl treatieent vhich it deserves. TFor the millions starving while

billions of dollars are spent on arms, détente will now have some meaning.

Mr, ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. Chairman,

I should like to express to you the satisfaction of my delegation at seeing you
presiding over this important Committeee of the General Assembly. In the time
that it has been my privilege to know you, I have learned to appreciate your
professional and personal qualities, which convince me that under your guidance
the First Committee will fruitfully fulfil its duties. May we also extend our
congratulations to the Vice-Chairmen and the Rapporteur of the Committee.

The TFirst Committee has begun its work this year with the consideration of
a highly important item. WNo one can question the fact that the deepening and
consolidation of international détente and the prevention of the danger of nuclear
var are urgent problems of overriding interest to all peoples. Ve must therefore
voice our gratitude and appreciation to the Government of the Soviet Union for
taking the very timely initiative of requesting the inclusion of the item in

this year's agenda.
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The statements made by Foreign Minister Gromyko in the general debate and
by Ambassador Troyanovsky yesterday have, moreover, helped to put the guestion
in its proper perspective, while doing so convincingly and eliciting further
expressions of gratitude. But, in fact, there are even more profound reasons
for which the people and Government of the Soviet Union deserve the gratitude of
all peace-loving peoples in the world. If today it is possible to lessen the
danger of world war, if we can hope for a peaceful future for all, and if it is
possible to stay the hand of the aggressor and to contain the war-like tendency
of imperialism, this is due, first and foremost, to the existence of a powerful
Soclalist State which for six decades has waged a just, unremitting and consistent

struggle for international peace and coexistence.
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Détente is above all the fruit of the persevering efforts made by the
Soviet Government ever since in the first days of glorious October it
proclaimed, with Lenin's decree on peace, its will to inauugurate fur all
peoples a new era in which international relations would be based on
equality and co-operation.

Progress in the field of the process of détente, demonstrated in
particular by the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope and
the signing of the Final Act in Helsinki, has opened encouraging prospects
whose scope could be beneficial to the whole of mankind. Détente is
acquiring an increasingly influential value in international relations.

It creates new possibilities for co-operation between States with different
social and economic systems, diminishes the'danger of military confrontation
and promotes a more favourable climate for the settlement of existing
conflicts; but we must not disregard the fact that this is a recent
Tthenomenon and that powerful interests conspire against strengthening it.
It is for this reason that it is necessary to adopt measures which will
deepen the process of détente and imbue it with a universal, irreversible
character. ithin that context it is especially important to extend
political détente to the military field through the conclusion of agreements
which will put an end to the arms race and lead rapidly towards general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control.

The Soviet delegation has expressed once again its readiness to take
important steps to that end. It is now for the Govermment of the United
Seates and the other nuclear Powers to show their capacity to co-operate.

With regard 1o general and complete disarmament, I should like to
repeat the view of my Government that it should be carried out in conditions
that guarantee the security of all States and that it should include the
dismantling of all the military bases established by the imperialists in
various parts of the world. The adoption of urgent decisions to reduce
military arsenals and to promote disarmament is a key element for the
strengthening of international détente, since it is the large monopolies connected
with the military industry that are the major enemies of'peace, and that,

seeking xgains from war, encourage conflicts. It is for this reason thab it
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is alarming to see how in the present conditions of détente the United States
is increasing its military budget to unprecedented limits. The development
of the neutron bomb, furthermore, gives reason for growing concern and is
rcnderned  throughout the world.

In order to consolidate détente it is necessary to extend it to all
regions of the world. The complete elimination of colonialism and racism
and the cessation of aggressive practices and the policies of force and
domination exercised by imperialism in ceveral regions are essential factors
for the establishment of true international co-operation. The main hotbeds
of tension that still exist today are on the agenda of the General Assembly,
and it would be possible to make progress towards their effective solution
if there were the necessary political willingness to accede to the legitimate
interests of those peoples and to comply with the resolutions adopted by the
United Nations.

In the Middle East the quest for a Jjust and durable peace demands the
withdrawal of Israeli troops from the occupied territories and the full
recognition of the inalienable national rishts of the Palestinian people,
including its right to constitute a State in its homeland. In any ne - otiation
on this question, the Palestine Liveration Organization, the sole legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people, must be included on a footing of
eguality

Cyprus continues to be a source of tension but, above all, represents
a serious challenge to the authority and prestige of our Organization. We
must act in order to achieve the immediate withdrawal of foreign troops from
that island, while ensuring strict respect for the independence, sovereignty,
territorial integrity and non-alignment of Cyprus.

In western and southern Africa, the existence of the racist régimes of
Pretoria and Salisbury and the unlawful occupation of Namibia are factors
which endanger peace and threaten the security of all African States. The
imperialist Govermnments have traditionally supported the minority racist
régimes and today are still manoeuvring to géin time for Vorster and Sinith
and to undermine the oppressed peoples in that region while preventing the

achievement of their emancipation. Thus they have embarked on a course
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which is a threat to international détente and is doomed to failure. If
there is a true desire to put an end to racist tyranny in southern Africa
and to find a Jjust solution for the problems affecting that part of the
world, there is no course but that of imposing total isolation of the
Pretoria and Salisbury régimes, while giving broad effective support to
the national liberation movements in those Territories.

The elimination of colonialism and foreign oppression all over the
world, the renunciation of the policy of force and the recognition of the
inalienable right of all peoples to decide their own future and to endow
themselves with the social system best sulted to them and to have the free

use of their wealth and resources are sine qua non conditions for the

buillding of a new system of international relations based on peace and
co-operation. The essentlal pillar of guch a system should be the

radical transformation of the structure of the international economy, with the
elimination of subordination and dependency, coupled with the puttine of an end to
exploitation by imperialist monopolies and contributing to the accelerated

development of under-developed countries.
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It is the obvious duty of the United Nations to deepen and ~onsoiidate
international détente and to prevent the danger of nuclear war. The draft
declaration and draft resolution proposed by the Soviet Union, if adopted,
would rerrez=vt important contributions to the fulfilment of that duty.
That is why they have the support of my delegation. We urpge the members

of the Committee to give them their enthusiastic support.

Mr. KITTANI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): The dele~ation
of the Republic of Tisg welcomes the initiative of the Soviet Union _eading
to the inclusion of this item in the agenda of the thirty-second session of
the General Assembly. This new initiative represents a step forward and
forms part of the actions undertaken in recent years to bring the General
Assembly and this Committee back to the ideals and principles of the
United Nations Charter and to emphasize those principles, respect for which is
an oblication deriving from the need Tor sound interiations’ relations.

Ve therefore believe that consideration of the deepening and
consolidation of international détente and the prevention of the danger
of nuclear war provides an opportunity for us to explain the position of
the Government of Iraq on certain questions connected with the very
substance of this matter. At this preliminary stace of the consideration
of item 127 of the agenda we shall confine ourselves to making some
general comments, without however going into detall concerning the draft
declaration on the deepenin~ and consolidation of international détente or
the draft resolution on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war, both
of which have been submitted by the Soviet Union. At a subsequent stage
in our discussions we shall speak in detail on these matters in accordance
with the decision taken by this Committee on its work programme for this
session.
First, ke principics —eletine to the decrering of détentc end the prevention

of the danger of ruclear var ar:. cmong the very foundations <¢f the pclicy of
non-al’gruent vhich Irag ccnegiders to Le the correr.-stere of its foreign policy.

Some of ry colleagues, representatives of non-aligned countries, have mentioned
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this point and referred to the Decliaratiorns of the Landung Conference and
the fifth Summit Meeting of non-aligned countries held in Colombo 1in
August last year. For our part, we shall mention only the resolutions

of the first Conference held in Belgrade in 1961, when the

danger of confrontation between the United States and the Soviet Union and
their respective allies was the first question to be studied by the
participants in that Conference. The Belgrade Declaration laid stress on
the need to adopt practical measures to put an end to confrontation and
bring about détente. Further, that Declaration stated that the policy of
blocs constituted a genuine danger to world peace and the future of
international relations.

The Belgrade Conference also called for urgegnt measures to be adopted
in the field of disarmament and stated that non-aligned countries should
participate in all discussions relating to disarmament.

Secondly, the other non-aligned Conferences have reaffirmed those
ideas so that there can remain no doubt about the paramount role played by
the non-aligned movement in changing the structure of international
relations and in the creation of a new political and economic order
governing those relations based upon interdependence, respect for the rights
of all countries and renunciation of the policy of domination and hegemony.

I would add that any attempt to use the policy of détente as a pretext
for consolidating the existing situation, to impede the progress of the
liberation movements and to prevent peoples from cxercising their right to
self-determination and sovereignty over their natural resources should be
resisted firmly. Along with other non-aligned countries we insist
that international détente should be genuine and general and rot ccme about at the
expense of small countries. ©Nor should it be based on dividing up zones of
influence or maintaining the interests of colonialism, neocolonialism,
imperialism and racist minority régimes in southern Africa and occupied
Palestine.

Thirdly, as we see it, détente should mean that countries which
dominate the world economy and world trade must be prepared to give a favourable

response 1o requests from developing countries which desire.the
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establishment of a new world economic order based upon recognition of their
legitimate economic rights cnd mutual interest in internctional relaticns.
The fact that the industrialized countries are not in any hurry to satisfy
these aspirations is one of the major sources of tension in international
relations and a fundamental obstacle to the creation of the new international

community to which we aspire.
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Fourthly, as we know, certain Western circles, particularly in the
United States, are ceaselessly striving to use the policy of détente with
the Soviet Union and the socilalist countries to exert pressure against
them so that immigration to Israel and occupied Palestine can be accelerated,
They use to this end all the media of information and policy that they have
at their digposal. We condemn these attempts and we insist that concerted
efforts be made to put an end to them. The Foreign Minister of Iraq spoke
of the danger posed by this immigration when he mentioned the problem of
Palestine in the geieral debate in the plenary Assembly a few days ago.

Fifthly, with regard to the prevention of the danger of war, and
nuclear war in particular, the Republic of Irag reaffirms its urwavering
position with regard to the need to turn away from the present phase, in
vhich negotiations are based on the limitation of the arms race and pulting
an end to the stock-piling of nuclear arms in view of the dangers it poses,
towards the taking of practical and effective measures to reduce nuclear
armament and bring about full and complete disarmament.

We therefore want measures taken to reach an agreement on the total
prohibition of nuclear tests, We reaffirm that it is necessary To strengthen
special arrangements to prevent the expansion of nuclear arms in the world
and the implementation of treaties concluded to this end, and, similarly,
with regard to the application of United Nations resolutions, to create
denuclearized zones in the Middle East.

We state that it is necessary for the developing countries to benefit
from nuclear technology for economic purposes.

Sixthly, and finally, the delegation of the Republic of Iraq would
like to stress the role of the United Nations in bringing about the objectives
inherent in the Soviet initiative. We believe that the weakening of the role
of this Organization and the failure to respect the principles of the Charter
and resolutions of the United Nations are the fundamental reasons for the
tension which exists and for the maintenance of the danger of war in Arab

countries, particularly in southern Africa.
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Among the new foundations of the new international order, which we
Jook forward to and for which we are striving, is the strengthening of the
United Nations so that it can have the opportunity to play its role fully
and to see that its resolutions are complied with and that the fundamental
principles to which we are all committed by our signing of the Charter are

complied with.

Mr. ARNELLO (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish): Allow me first
of all, Sir, to express the satisfaction of my de'egation at ycur electicn
as Chairman of this Committee and to congratulate you and the other officers
of the Committee.

The fact that the item under discussion may be the object of comments
on other occasions makes it unnecessary at this time to take too much of
the time of the representatives, and therefore in a very few minutes we shall
refer to some interesting aspects brought forward in the discussion of
yesterday and this morning.

The item proposed by the Soviet Union has two different aspects: the
deepening and consolidation of international détente on the one hand, and the
prevention of the danger of nuclear var on the other It seems to me at
first glance that it is difficult to reconcile the idea of discussing these
two questions Jjointly. It would appear to be rather unpleasant to feel the
presence of the danger of nuclear war unless détente is somehow connected
with it. In other words, to link up détente necessarily with the prevention
of nuclear war might appear, to say the least, to be restrictive or something
that in some way conditions peace.

Chile is a peaceful country and its love of peace, as can be seen
throughout its history and as reiterated in its adherence to the principles
of the United Nations Charter, has made it possible for my country to live
in peace for many years and to hope to do so for many years to come. It does

have some remarks to make in respect of détente, but none the less it supports it.
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My Foreign Minister, in his statement before the plenary General Assembly,
said that the Chilean Government supports détente because it is:
"... a means of lessening international tension and because, to the
extent that it is applied in good faith, it dispels the threat of
world conflict."
He added:
"Nevertheless, we feel that for the process of détente to be
valid, it should be extended to all nations. nly then will its ultimate
aim, the maintenance of peace, become real and effective, responding to
the moral desire of mankind." (A/%2/PV.21, pp. 41 and 42)

In order to analyse détente we have to acknowledge some of the political

facts that condition it. Yesterday, we listened with very special attention
to the assertions made by the representatives of Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka and
India, for instance, which we fully and sincerely share. The ideas they put
forward were expressed with such clarity and eloquence that it is hardly
necessary for us to repeat them. But, apart from this, in respect of the
political aspects of détente we must recognize at least two things. Détente
is a policy between the super-Powers, a policy of super-Power blocs. Tt was
born of a need to create a policy to replace the one that existed during
the so-called cold war period, the cold war which, through the so-called
deterrent means, sought to prevent war by deterring the enemy.

But the cold war has consequences which we are all more than acquainted with
and which for many, in particular for primary-commodity-producing countries,
represented enormous prejudice in those cases where the materials they

produced were strategic.
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Obviously, détente seeks to prevent the danger of war; obviously, it
sz2ks to replace the cold war policy by pramoting ton=t a-d
confidence between the super-Powers, among blocs of nations, while
progressively and increasingly promoting normal relations. But as we
understand it, it involves a thesis of balance, the idea of neutralizing
with one's own forces the forces of the adversary. In other words, in this
gsenge we understand that détente is not the synonym of peace. nor is it
the only means, the only nolicy conducive to peace.,

The countrizs of the third world have not asked for a policy of
détente in order to live in peace and to maintain international relations
of peace with other nations. I repeat, we support the spirit underlying
détente which should be truly applied in all the ypcli -les of the super-
Powers vis-a-vis other States, that is to say, not only between those
countries themselves but 1n their relations with all ccuntries in the
world. In our view, this implies a number of things. It makes it
essentisl, first of all, to spell out the content of this concept of
détente. This is no ecasy task.

The word "détente", to begin with, and the translation of that word
is inappropriate; many of the translations are even contradictory. In
Spanish, the translation of "détente", the word "disencidn" in Spanish, means
precisely the opposite of what ve are trying to say. In my language the
meaning of the word "détente" is not the relaxation of tension, whicl. we
assume ' détente" means, bul rather to carry ihat tension to
the extreme -in other words, th= opposite.

In English - perhaps not by chance, because English is such a precise
language ~ there i1s no accurate one-~vord translation and ve trave to find a whole
sentence to express what we mean., Even the French word itself is imbuczd
vith that meaning of balance, of armed cquilibrium since, as representatives know,
it means a trigger, an instrument which prevents a shot from going off but
which none the less can fire the shot as well.

If we consider tle concept underlying the word, we find that that too
is imprecise, that parties to détente interpret it as meaning a number of

things. If we look, for instance, at the definition given by the
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Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union in his statement, and if we lock at
what is said, for instance, in the Helsinki Fival fct, wo see undeniable
differences in emphasis between onz and the other. If we attempt to

sp:ll 1t out, on the other hand, through the specific srplication of
détente in the world over the years that that policy has been 1. force,

we do not find it very useful elther, because it has only been applied

in part. That application has been questionable, I would even say at times
unjust, and there have even been moments wh=an 1t has seemed like a
mockery. In the y2ars of détente we have secn undue interference in the
internal and external affairs of other States; we have even witness=d support
ot subversion in obher Mateg, sud ever arved suppert of confronutatious

in some parts of the world, to say nothing of the ideoclogical warfare
that still continues. 1In other words, its application does not make it
possible to spell out th= actual content of this concept either.

ile feel that these imprecisions, thesz difficultilzs, because of the
inappropriateness of thz concept or the word, call for a prior effort
before we can use 1t in instruments vhich, one way or another, mean that
they srant this the nature of a substavtive prinicple of ivteivaticral law,
or somz substantive law of an international juridical order.

Ve pelieve that at this time 1t is importent, as was stated by oue
representative yesterday, fo revert to the principles ¢t the Cherter, duly to
assess and consider them, to study items such as the one before us in the
context of what we find in the United Nations Charter and its principles,
vhile analysing policies in their dus world context. We must therefore
carzfully study the views of the third world countries whose representatives
have spoken here and which shou how, once again, it is necessary %o
determinz behaviour and policies in kzeping with the rsquired rzspsct for
United Nations principles, the rights of men and nations and the most
open good faith in internetional relations in our quest for peace and

respect for human beings.
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The CHAIRMAN: Ambassador Amerasinghe of Sri Lanka wishes to speak

to make a correction.

Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka): I have asked to be allowed to speak on

a point of personal explanation, and I am grateful for the indulgence shown me.
I think it is important that I should make this explanation because, if I did
not do so, there might be many Members who would take offence at what is
reported in the verbatim record of my statement of yesterday.

On page 17 of the English version of the provisional verbatim record
(A/C.1/32/PV.5) I am reported to have stated - and I am quoting from the first
paragraph - that on another occasion I had described one of the causes of war
as "the stupidity of nations".

I did not say "stupidity". I used the word "cupidity". I have to make
this explanation now lest unnecessary offence be caused to my colleagues here.
People might argue that there is not much difference between stupidity and
cupidity, but I would never accuse others of an affliction from which I may

suffer.

The CHAIRMAN: I have no doubt that the Secretariat has taken note

of the remarks of the representative of Sri Lanka, and that the correction will

be made accordingly.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




