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The meeting was called to or der at 10 . 40 a . m. 

AGENDA ITEM 125 (continued) 

REVIEH OF THE I HPLEMENTATION OF THE REC0i1MENDATIONS AND :c~.::CISIONS AOOPTED BY THE 

GENERAL ASSEHBLY AT ITS 'l'ENTH SPECIAL SESSION : REPORT OF THE SECRETARY- GENERAL 

(A/33/279 , A/33/305 , A/33/312 , A/33/317; A/C. l/33/L. l - 4) 

Mr. Shamsul HUDA (Bangladesh) : Thi s debat e offers us an opportunity 

to review in larger perspective and harsher reality the results of the historic 

special session of the General Assembly on disarmament . Hhat were its tangible 

achievements? How did it differ from other arms control efforts and 

disarmament diplomacy? Where does the vorld community proceed from here 

and with what expectations? 

The very nature of those questions and the intense degr ee of i ntrospect ion 

with which virtually all speakers have approached them are thems el ves viable 

testimony to one of t he substantive achievements of the special session on 

disarmament - t he manifest desi r e of al l Stat es to s t art afresh , and in 

terms of their O\m national fears , preoccupations and practical security 

requirements, to give a renewed , hard and innovative look at finding soluti ons 

to the age- old dil emmas posed by disarmament . 

Among the most st r i king positive indicators that emerged from the 

special session on disarmament Bangladesh counts the follo,ring . 

First , the virtually universal participation of mankind, remarkable in 

terms of breadth and level of r epresentation , Hhich 1-1as a unique achievement 

in sharp contrast t o the only other global conference on limiting armaments , 

aborted more than 40 years ago. On the one hand , the special session on 

disar lllcu'•lent encompassec~ the participation of all nuclear- ueapon States for the 

f' irst time and , by encou:co. ~;ing unfettered exchan::;e of vieus , laid doun the essential 
groundvTOrk for cl oser mutual understanding. On the other hand , the special 

session accorded an unprecedented role to the direct involvement of peoples 

thr ough non- gover nmental organizations and techni cal institutions , t hereby 

enri ching the exchange of i deas and stimulating the debate . The net results 
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'·1ere tvrofold : the special session not only highlighted the pivotal role 

of the United Nations as the f ulcrum for disarmament efforts but also created 

a climate for i ncreased political commitment to pursue solutions in the interest 

of manldnd as a -.rhole. Above all , it fostered a compelling awareness of the 

profound threat posed to the survival of mankind by the ever-escalating race 

in armaments and war technology. 

Secondly , in spite of ingrained differences in the world community 

inherent in the nuclear and non- nuclear , developine and developed, statun 

of its member States and despite the strains in the current i nternational 

political environment , the special session was nevertheless able to adopt 

a consensus document . Thus for the first time the international community 

has before it a comprehensive f rame,·rork i.n \rhich ar e set out in an integrated manner 

fundamental goals and principles , an order of priorities and a programme of 

measures . · 

Thirdly , the restructuring of the disarmament machinery to mru~e it more 

responsive and democratic constitutes in itself a majo r achievement of the 

special session on disarmament , for therein lies the element of continuity in 

practical terms . By fostering substantive advances in nevr i deas , developing 

and pursuing new perspectives and consolidating broad areas of consensus , 

the deliberative and negotiatin~ bodies established by the special sess ion 

on disarmament of a real hope of converting i deas into implementable 

acti ons . 

Finally , it "·a s i11 the r ealm of nevr ideas that the special session 1·Tas 

particularly noteworthy , for it promoted a \fide variety of useful a':ld i mportant 

initiatives for further study and negotiation. Indeed , three of the 36 major 

proposals were incorporated into the Final Document and the remaining 

33 vere annexed. \-l'e believe that many of t hose proposals deserve closer 

in-depth study and analysis , and we hope to contribute t o deliberations on them 

once they are revived by their sponsor s . 

Those advances not••ithstanding , Bangladesh believes that the results of the 

speci al session leave l itt le room f or complacency or satisfact ion. A r eali stic 

appraisal reveals that •·rhat little advance vras made \•las relat ed mainly 

to the realm of procedur e or further preparatory vork - thus the emphasis on 

restructuring machinery and the connnissioning of even more papervorl{ . 
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The Final Document itself Has for ged out:. of the pressure of compromise and , 

ot tk:Ccssity , fell sho:c~ or the expectations of c>.].l tl~~ 'Jarties concernecl. . One 

tangible reflection of that was t~at even the basic approaches to the pr oblem 

of disarmament "''ere adversely compromised, "''i th developed countries focus i nG 

on t he more limited achievements possible t hrough arms control and the continued 

existence of mutual nucl ear deterrence and the developing countries stressing 

the need for comprehensive measures leading to general and complete disarmament . 

The rationale of advocat ing tot al disarmament is simple and direct . 

If one is in fact seeking a disarmed world , then it makes very little 

intellectual or political sense to advocate anything else . BY pressing 

consistently for general disarmament the international community may eventually 

sustain the necessary climate of support to make i t politically feasible . 

The content of the arms- control or partial-measure approach has proved illusory 

in real terms . I t has not hal t ed or r eversed the arms ro.ce in spite of 

30 years of negotiations . Perhaps disarmament will be achieved onl y if t here 

is a viable alternat i ve to armi ng , by placing i t wi thin a broad political 

context that includes str engthening international means fo r peaceful change 

and the maintenance of security. Moreover, advocating general and compl ete 

disarmament under scores the need to measure the existing armed '!;Torld against the 

goal of a disar med wor ld , rather than against small steps of arms control 

which , even if achieved , appear to legitimize the 1veapons that r emain. 

In the final analysis , since arms- contr ol realism has proved to be utopian , 

perhaps the utopia of disarmament may t urn out to be t he most practical aim to 

take . It i s , i n our opinion , certainly the only realistic opti on , consi dering 

the fact that t he very survival of mankind is at stal~e . The Final Document 

stopped far short of that conceptual approach and in a sense back- tracked 

on the advances and high expectations generated by the 1961 McCloy- Zorin goal 

of agreement that 11disarmament i s general and compl ete and war i s no longer 

an instrument for s ettling international problems 11 (A/4879 , p . 3) . 

Among the most serious criticisms of the Final Document i s that i t lacks 

any specific proposals for the i mplementation of arms control and disarmament 

measures or those that could enhance international security. Missing also from 

the Pr ogramme of Action is a sense of the ur,1ency ·· f c ·.rryin. ~ cut meo.sures l·ri thin 
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specified time frames . Other more direct shortcomings of the Pr ogramme are 

reflected in the general hesitancy of the militarily most power ful States which 

have special r esponsibility in the process of disarmament to accept a more 

concrete and substantive programme of action. 
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On balance, however, i t can be said that the special session marked a new 

beginning and not the culmination of a process that had in the past bogged down 

in impasse . The task before us is to achieve, through a graduated process of 

integral links, the implementation of ~he programme which we have for ged through 

consensus, in accordance with priorities that have been broadly indicated. The 

success or f ailure of the special session on disarmament can be measured in the 

final outcome only by the degree to which and at what speed specific actions can 

be accomplished - if possible, concurrently . 

In answering the questions posed at the outset of this statement as to where 

we should proceed from this point and with what expectations , my country, 

Bangladesh, believes that the paramount priority lies in implementing measures 

di rected at nuclear disarmament . The future of the entire worl d i s being 

progressively mortgaged by the qualitat ive arms r ace . Of immediate concern is 

the fact that the promise of limiting the strategic ar ms race t hr ough the 

possibility of concluding a SALT II agr eement and a comprehensive test ban treaty 

in time for the special sess i on did not materialize . The early conclusion of 

these two agreements is an acid test of the credibility of the major nuclear 

Powers. In so far as strategic arms limitation i s concerned , we believe that t he 

General Assembly should go further and adopt a global consensus urging the 

super-Powers to move beyond nuclear arms contr ol t o substantial nuclear arms 

reduction through negotiating a SALT III agreement . Among measures which could 

usefQlly be incorporated are a ban on missile flight testing and deployment of 

new types of nucl ear weapons, including t he related action of stressing the need 

for eff~ctive and unimpeded ver ification of all arms control agreements . 

The priority short-range shut- down measure for arresting the dynamics of 

the nuclear arms race i s the banning of all nuclear weapon tests in all 

envir onments . Whi le encouraging the move of t hree super-Powers to proceed 

urgently towards reaching agreement on a convention on the comprehensive test 

ban Bangladesh believes , along with the non- aligned countries, that pending the 

conclusion of such a convention there should be a moratorium on the testi ng of 

nuclear weapons . 
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Bangladesh also i s in accord wi th the view that the first steps towards 

nuclear disarmament should be aimed at the most heavily armed nuclear Powers . 

He beli eve that the international co!!Jllunity should decry the use of nuclear 

weapons under any circumstances as illegal under international law, not only 

because they are i ndiscriminat e in their destructive consequences and pose 

the t hreat of immeasurable destructi on to the environment, but also because they are 

genoci dal. As a primary move towards discouraging the use of nuclear '1-Teapons, 

all nuc l ear- weapon States must be urGed to accept a pledge never to l aunch 

nuclear weapons against non- nuc l ear-lreapon countri es . A concurrent pl edge 

should be siven by all nuclear- •reapon Power s never to use nuclear ,.,eapons first . 

It is only loe i cal that if the s uper - Power s advocate the retainment of nuclear 

weapons as a good for deterrent but diffi cult to use in war , t here is no reason 

for nuclear Powers not to promise abstinence from at l east their f irst use . 

In this regard we welcome China ' s continued propagation and adherence to its 

pl edge of non- f irst use . 

Bangladesh is also happy to note that the special session on di sarmament 

saw some progress on t he question of security guarantees for non- nuclear countries , 

particularly in t he unilateral declarations of practically all the nuclear 

Powers . Never t heless , these were sever ely circumscribed i n that no binding 

commitments '"er e made or e.ssurances g iven not to use or threaten to use nucl ear 

weapons agains t any non-nuclear- weapon State . In this context we welcome the 

i niti ative of the Soviet Union r el ating to a possible international convention 

on the quest jon as an important procedural step for further el abor ation at 

this sessio:n and next year . 

The fear of hori zontal proliferation of nuclear weapons remains 

a predominant concern of the developed countries as a problem essentially 

separated from t he continued possession of nuclear weapons by the established 

nuclear cl ub. It goes '1-Ti thout sayi ng that smaller nations will not be easily 

induced to give up their access to nuclear '1-Teapons or technology without a 

r eciprocal prohibition agains t the right of nuclear- weapon States t o r etain them 

indefinitely . As has been oft- repeated, t he cr ux of the argument revolves around the 

continued existenc e of nuclear weapons in any one State and not the potential 

possession of nuclear weapons by additional nations . Be that as it may , 
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and despite the patently unbalanced obli gations of the Non - Proliferation Treaty , 

Bangl.adesh believes that the overriding importance of discouraging nuclear 

war s by intent or acci dent is sufficient to justify a more positive appraisal 

of the potential benefits of the Non- Proliferation Treaty r egime , if at the 

same time the nuclear-weapon States move concr etely towards nuclear disar mament . 

A crucial i ncentive towards adherence t o the Treaty are significant guarantees 

ensurinG the broad availability of peaceful nuclear t echnology under safe, 

economic and equitable conditions to non- nuclear States . There is , therefore, 

imperative need to encourage arrangements for closer co-operation on the 

peaceful us es of nuclear energy and the t ransfer of nuclear technology 

under adequate international and non-discriminatory safeguards to the 

developing world . 

A vital aspect of non-proliferati~n which needs to be pursued in furtherance 

of an international consensus is the generally favourable response to the 

creati on of nuclear- weapon- free zones . This is parti cularly so because of the 

flexibility inherent in such zones, but not present in the Non-Prolifer ation Treaty, 

firstly, because they cover areas such as the Indian Ocean i n which no sovereign 

j urisdiction is exercised by any one State, and ~ secondly, because States-, 

par t i cularly the nuclear Powers, are open t o assume obligati ons whi ch they have 

refused to assume under the Non- Proliferation Treaty. Bangladesh is fully aware of 

constra ints governing the r ealizati on of this objective i n our own South- Asian 

region . We stand commi tted , however, to promote in any way t he necessary 

co- operation and mutual consult ation that could pave the way for the 

denuclearization of our subcontinent. 

Bangladesh subscribes t o the growing vie•r that among serious omissions of 

past di sarmament discussi ons have been measures to curb the phenomenal growth in 

conventional arms . We therefore welcome the fact that the Final Document 

has r eflected in some measure the need for l imitation and gradual reduction 

of armed forc es and conventional weapon~ taking i nt o account the reali stic need 

for States to protect their security and to ensure balance at each stage through 

undiminished security of all States . A f i rst general approach •rould be , •re believe , 

to lay bare t he basic facts governing conventional weapons and t hen to seek active 
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steps for introducing restraints, either by the indirect method of 

reducing military expenditures across the boar~or by t he direct method of 

curtailing production and liniting arms transfers . 

Bangladesh believes that a cardinal imperative in any approach to 

disarmament revolves around the linkage between disarmament and economic 

development . Hobody can deny the enormously extravagant waste of resources 

on armaments or the consequent sacrifice of the alternate use to which such 

resources might have been put to facilitate progress and the accelerati on of 

economic development . It is therefore with regret that we note that this 

subject-matter did not receive adequate attention in the special ·session 

due to the reluctance of developed nations to consider it . Bangladesh is 

fully appreci a tive that the pr oblem is complex and not subject to simplistic 

solution . Nevertheless, we firmly believe that it is both possible and 

desirable to link disarmament and development in a systematic fashion so as 

to improve the prospects of achieving both . It is in this context that we ;.relcome 

the minimal compromise achieved by the special session that the United Nations 

undertake a comprehensive study to spell out the implications of 5lobal 

mili tary expenditure on all relevant aspects of the economy and to examine 

methods for planned reallocation of resources towards more productive ends , 

incl uding in particular contribut i ons to be made to t he development efforts 

of poorer countries . 
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Much has been said on the question of the new machinery that has been 

established. It is our view that by and large the arrangements made reflect 

an adequate compromise of the suggestions raised during the special session. 

Though vre would have preferred to have seen a more organic link between 

the neeotiating and deliberative forums, to r eflect the central role of 

the United Nations, we feel that the two bodies are reasonably closely 

associated so as to allow a due r eflection of the interests of all States . 

One cardinal factor which we believe must be taken into account is that 

both these bodies should not construe their mandate to be a continuation of 

their past establishments but to function, as it were, from a new beginning. 

In so far as continuing the momentum towards disarmament, Bangladesh 

fully supports the view expressed in the Final Document towards the 

holding of a new special session devoted to disarmament . We concur with 

the suggestion that this be convened in 1981 not only to review the progress 

in the implementation of the programme of the special session on disarmament 

but also to allow suffic ient time for the elaboration of the comprehensive 

pr ogramme of disarmament now allocated to the machinery established. 

As I stated earlier, the special session was r emarkable for the 

extent of ideas that it generated, many of which require further study and 

elaboration . In or der to rationalize this vast scope of work the Secretary

General was empowered to establish a group of experts ccmfosed of eminent 

persons to advise him on a programme of studies on aspects of disarmament . 

We fully endorse the early establishment of this panel of advisers and 

believe that this is a matter on whicha decision should be taken at this 

session at an early date . 

.t-1r . GAUCI (Malta): 'fuen we have so many demanding tasks to 

accomplish, it behooves us from now on to concentrate on essentials, with 

as little loss of time as possible. 

Above all, with one marathon session behind us, and many others still 

ahead of us, at least on this occasion we can avoid r epetit ion of previously 

stated positions . 
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Henceforth, brevity should be our motto, and concrete results our 

ambition. This is what will guide my delegation in future. 

The main feature of a special session is its departure from the 

familiar routine of the regular sessions. The special session on 

disarmament was attended by an unprecedented number of world leaders at 

the highest level. Both by its nature, therefore, and by the level of 

representation, it represented the most up-to-date thinking and evaluation 

on the over-all aspects of disarmament by each individual participant, 

based on the experience acquired over the past decades . 

It follows, therefore, that with the exception of the long 

established priority for nuclear disarmament, all other proposals put 

forward before the special session, irrespective of whether they are 

called new or old, deserve equal treatment. There are none subor dinate 

to others, although naturally questions in some a reas may be considered 

as more urgent or liable to solution than others. But, while allowing the 

maximum flexibility and pragmatism, no single proposal ccn be set aside. 

Our compendium of good intentions is all included in the Declaration 

on Disarmament, the foundation of our work . The new impetus given by the 

special session propels us to move forward . A more representative 

platform for discussion now exists, and the way is open for all nuclear-· 

weapon States to participate in the negotiations . Current ongoing 

bilateral and t rilateral negotiations between nuclear-weapon States may 

also produce some results, it is hoped before this Assembly is over. These 

are the plus factors. But from now on we must recognize that we have no 

excuses which can be adduced if we fail to produce results, other than 

the inability of those with primary responsibility to contribute to 

disarmament, and per haps the inefficient way in which we conduct our 

discussions inherited unchanged from a leisurely past . 

Even as over the last two weeks we spent several valuable hours debating 

on the order of priorities and the respective functions of the bodies 

dealing with disarmament , a familiar pattern began to unfold outside these 

halls. In one single news broadcast , for instance, I beard announcements 
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of preparations for enhancing '\-Teapon systems and experimentati on, and also for 

increasing delivery potential . If this pattern is to continue, then the 

preparation and the declarations ;.re are making will all appear as new 

exer c i ses in futility . There ar e, in fact , ominous but current r eports of 

a potential new heat in the arms race between the super- Powers . 

The evidence of past and recent events only confirm my delegation ' s 

conviction that we have to give added impetus and pr ior ity to pol itical 

efforts aimed at concerted action to reduce areas of tension and to dimini sh 

mutual suspicion, particularly between the major military alliances. It 

follows, therefore, that we must act in parallel on these questi ons . My 

own delegation will have more to say on this appr oach at the appr opr iate 

time. The root of the arms race is not, after all, a technical question. 

Technology may render the negotiations much mor e complex, but it cannot 

become their master . \Vhat is really needed is for us to take advantage 

of modern technology as a means of achieving disarmament, and not to 

continue to hold it as an impediment . Here I wish to stress the timely 

nature of the suggestion by France for an international satellite monitoring 

ac,ency so that perhaps the uncertainty on which the arms race i s based will 

to some extent be decreased in future . 

Mi delegation also trusts it will be possibl e at this session, and ac 

an interim measure, for comprehensive guarantees to be given to non-nuclear

weapon States not having nuclear-weapons on their t erritory . The 

declarations made by nuclear-weapon States during the special session , and 

the more recent ones, were encouraging steps in this direction, which I 

hope will be pursued further to arrive at a result of mutual satisfaction. 

There were a number of other proposals which are equally valuable and 

whi ch seemed to my delegation to be convergent in scope . These could, we 

hope, be merged so as to reduce the number of new ideas that we shall 

have to investigate . 

I have in the meantime studied the contents of document A/33/312 

pr epared by the Secretariat. vlliile awaiting with interest the expected 

views of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies, i t occurs to me to 

observe even now that the studies proposed should not be a substitute for 
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concrete action on disarmament. None should be undertaken on which the 

answer is a foregone conclusion, or which in essence merely duplicate the 

work done by recognized institutions. It is also important that the whole 

world should derive maximum benefit from any studies undertaken. They 

should be designed primarily to create an impact on an admittedly 

disinterested public opinion; consequently, they should be brief, readable 

and not couched in the indigestible jargon of United Nations resolutions. 

The Secretariat and its consultancy should be completely free in preparing 

these reports, and should have automatic authority to up-date them as often 

as necessary. The number intended for delegations should be strictly 

limited, so as not to burden us with an additional number of documents 

with which increasingly we are not even able to cope. They should not 

merely reproduce what is already available or can easily be collated 

f rom other research organizations . And , of course, they should be produced 

in good time to allow for adequate study. 
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Finally, and perhaps most important, the experts and consultants should be 

in a position to give an independent and informed opinion on disputed technical 

issues if called on to do so. 

We should also try to derive maximum benefit from the proposed courses in 

disarmament, as explained in document A/33/305. It also occurs to me to suggest 

here that, in addition to the students from developing countri es benefiting 

from the bursaries, the courses could also be open to qualified members of 

missions in Geneva and New York . This would increase cost effic iency and provide 

expertise for a larger number of participants . It would require, of course, 

courses being planned, and notification being given to all delegations in advance . 

This "'ould also mean that rooms for lectures or seminars, and so on , should be 

large enough to accommodate a greater number of pupils. 

Those are the observations we wanted to express triefly at this stage of our 

work. 

Before concluding, I want to extend congratulations to the countries recently 

elected to the Commi ttee on Disarmament and express our best wishes for steady 

progress in the common interest of us all . 

Mr. SHEVEL (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from 

Russian): The special session of the General Assembly which was held a few 

months ago made it clear beyond any doubt that the cessation of the arms race, 

disarmament itself, is quite rightly considered to be the main problem of 

contemporary international relations, and it is no accident that the search 

for approaches and the definition of areas for the concrete solution of this 

problem were the main issues discussed at the special session . 

Now , when the results of the special session of the General Assembly of the 

United Nations are being discussed in the First Committee, we agree - and this 

has been stressed by a number of speakers , including you, Mr. Chairman - that 

the discussion which is now being held should be action-oriented; that is, it 

should focus major attention on the real implementation of the recommendations 

of the special session of the General Assembly. We are in favour of that . 
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It is time to turn from words to deeds. This, in our view, is the crux of 

the issue, and that is why today more than ever we need to take action to 

call a halt to the arms race and bring about disarmament. 

The Final Document of the special session infused new life into steps 

and efforts designed to curb the arms race. Recently, in the course of talks 

on the cessation of the arms race and disarmament which have been held in 

various places, the positive influence of the special session made itself felt. 

Here too, at the present thirty-third session of the General Assembly, questions 

of disarmament and the strengthening of international security have also been 

the focus of attention. 

'Ihe intensification of the search for ways and means of halting the arms 

race is understandable and the favourable influence of the trend towards 

international detente has been making itself felt. There has been the palpable 

influence of the persistent and purposeful course pursued by the socialist 

countries and other peace-loving forces in matters of disarmament; and also 

the powerful demands of the popular masses and peace-loving world public opinion 

for a cessation of the arms race. 

As the Committee will recall, the voice of public opinion was heard, 

too, within the walls of the United Nations at the last special session. 

In spite of all this, so far there has been no real breakthrough in work 

to"rards halting the arms race. On the contrary, the arms race has now begun 

to assume genuinely global proportions. Ever newer forms of weaponry are 

appearing, followed by the discovery of means to combat those weapons, and 

subsequently weapons are invented and manufactured which are designed to circumven~ 

the defensive measures which have been taken. Accordingly, action engenders 

counter-action, and as a result we are faced with a chain reaction of arms 

escalation. 

Furthermore, the nuclear arms race is taking place at the same time as a 

conventional arms race. The nuclear arms race and the conventional arms race 

go hand in hand and together they are leading to an uncontrolled stockpiling 

of weapons of death and destruction. The major danger, of course, is 

constituted by the stockpiling of the nuclear weapon with its unimaginable 
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destructive power. There are enough of these weapons stockpiled to destroy 

every living thing on our planet. According to United Nations estimates, 

their total power is equal to that of 1.3 million bombs of the type dropped 

on Hiroshima. But new forms of conventional weaponry are appearing which in 

their death-dealing capacity are rapidly becoming weapons of mass destruction. 

The race in the field of conventional weapons, furthermore, is increasing 

the financial burden of the peoples of the world in no less a fashion than is 

the nuclear arms race. After all, the cost of certain forms of conventional 

weapons has risen out of all proportion in the recent past. During the Second 

World War, a tank, for example, cost about $55,000, while the cost today of 

certain individual models of tanks, according to Western sources, exceeds 

$1 million. A submarine has increased in cost 70 times; a contemporary fighter 

130 times. Even a simple rifle today costs almost three times as much as it did. 

This expensive arms race has been imposed upon the world, and we know who 

imposed it and continues to impose it. It is the military-industrial complexes 

of Western countries, primarily the military industrial complex of the United 

States, the leading capitalist country in the world. At its bidding in the 

United States a tremendously high military budget was approved for 1979. The 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization {NATO), at its spring session in Washington, 

adopted an unprecedented long-term programme - that is, covering the period 

up to 1990 - increasing strategic nuclear forces, tactical nuclear devices 

and armed forces equipped with conventional weapons. The decisions taken by 

NATO demonstrate that a quite unjustified programme of military construction 

on a colossal scale is being developed. This is undermining the process of 

detente and the ensuring of peace and security. These essentially provocative 

decisions are satisfactory only to those circles in the world which have 

already proved themselves to be supporters of the fruitless and dangerous 

policy of strength and force in international relations. 

It is time to put an end to the arms race; if we do not take decis ive 

measures to put an end to the arms race as soon as possible the cost will be 

high. 
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The problem of nuclear disarmament quite properly -:akes oriCl.e of :r;lace 

in discussio~~ . In the Final Document of the special session i t was stressed 

that \ole must halt and rever se the nuclear arl!'.s race in all its a~pects so a.s 

to avert the dan~er of the outbreak of a ,·rar i n \orhi.ch nuclear weapons vould be 

used. The attainment of this goal , the Document i ndicates , r equires the 

urgent holding of talks in order to achieve, stage by stage , the necessary 

agreements . In 8pite of the concrete proposals for the preparat i on and holding 

of these t alks submitted by the Soviet Union and other partici pants in the 

special session , those t o.lks have still not started. 

It \rould appear that the t ime has come for the General Assembly to lay do'm 

and determine concrete actions to implement its own recommendation on this , and 

in part icular to call for talks to begin . So far the action ~rovided fo r 

by the United Nations has not been taken, but other actio::1 has bet::n ta~.en 

't-rhi ch infinitely complicates the possibility of halt ing the arms race. 

In this r egard we should like to dra't-r the attention of the r.eneral .Assem'bl y 

once again to the fact that , far f rvm beinR removed , t he danger of the introduction 

into military arsenals of t he nuclear neutron weapon has actually increased. 
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It will no doubt be recalled that this past sprinf the socialist countries 

submitted a draft convention on the prohibition of the manufacture, stockpi~ing, 

development and use of the nuclear neutron weapon , once again demonstrating 

thei: wish to halt the a~ race. However, o~ 30 September - that i s, in the 

course of this very session of the General Assembly - the United States Senate 

approved the financing of components of the neutron weapon , and on 18 October 

this year, the President of the United States decided that the Energy Commission 

should embark upon the production of these components . But to embark upon the 

production of constituent elements or components of the neutron weapon is, 

in essence, something that means embarking upon the manufacture of that weapon 

itself. So the situation emerges which we know in our Ukrainian proverb: 

uDanielo has died, it does not matter hov. He died anyhow". 

We should like to stress once again that the neutron weapon is a peculiarly 

anti-humane means of mass destruction of people that inevitably brings us 

closer to the danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war. Its introduction into 

military arsenals will, without doubt, open up a new area in the nuclear-arms 

race, as happened, for example, in the 1940s with the atonic bomb and in 

the 1950s with the theruonuclear weapon. 

Finally, those assertions made to the effect that neutron bombs and shells 

are, as it were, defensive weapons are entirely spurious. lve have to face the 

facts boldly and to state them, namely that this is an aggressive weapon that, at the 

cost of the mass destruction of people is aimed at the seizure of the territory, 

cities and industries of other countries . The broad movement of the peoples 

of the world and the protests of world public opinion against the neutron weapon 

and in favour of its prohibition and the unreserved renunciation of its 

manufacture prove that the world understands very well the danger connected with 

such a continuation of the nuclear arns race. He should heed the voice of the 

peopl es and unreservedly prohibit the manufacture of the nuclear neutron weapon. 

A draft convention relevant to this, which was submitted this past spring 

in the Cor~ittee on Disar~ament by the socialist countries, served this purpose 

and warrants universal support. The conclusion of an international agreement 

on this question would clearly demonstrate the sincere wish of all States to 

adopt a course aimed at achievine genuine success and action-oriented results 

~in the field of disarmament. 
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The problem of curbing the nuclear-arms race and ensuring the security of 

States is mult ifaceted. The Soviet Union has undertaken the fir st concrete step 

towards implementing the recommendations of the special s ession relating to 

this area. In light of the vie,.,s of a large r.r oup of States , primarily the 

non-aligned countries, the Soviet Union submitted for the cons i deration of 

this session of the General Assembly a pr oposal f or the strengthening of security 

guarantees fo r non-nucl ear States and the non-emplacement of nuclear weapons 

on the territories ofthose States where it does not already exist. Action taken 

on this pr oposal w·ould represent a concrete step towards the i mplementation of 

the r ecommendations of the special session. 

Of gr eat importance too ar e the t alks now taking place between the USSR, 

the United Iungdom and the United States on the total cessation by all States of 

all nuclear-weapon tests. The General Assembly could call upon the participants 

to the talks to accelerate their work to produce an agreement, and this i s 

something, as 'I-re know, that the special session call ed for. 

For some years now, discussions have been going on the proposal t o concl ude a 

treaty on the prohibition of the development and nenufacture of new types and·systems 

of weapons of mass destr uction . We cannot permit a s ituation where industrial 

conveyor belts ar e receiving new models of ever mor e deadl y weapons from 

laboratories and designing offices . If e. start i s made to pr oduce 

such weapons, then they will actually be incorporat ed in arsenals 

and i t will then become much more difficult to ban them. Therefore , it was 

proposed to conclude a comprehensive agreement, and, of cour se? it would not 

preclude that He might also conclude separate individual agr eements aff ecting 

various specific new types of weapons of mass destruction, and this should occur 

with regard to radiologi cal weapons. Talks that have been held for the purpose 

of pl ugging this particular channel in the arms r ace should, of course, in the 

view of the Ukrainian delegation , be continued and pursued energetically . 

In para~raph 75 of its Final Document, the special sessi on pointed out t hat: 
11The complete and effective pr ohibition of the development, pr oduction 

and stockpi l ing of all chemlcal weapons and their destruction represent 

one of the lllost urgent measur es of disarmament" . (A/RES/ S-10/2) 

\.Je entirely agree with this appraisal. 
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Ue must accelerate 1·Tork on producing an appropriate understanding . O:f course, 

di:f:ficulties do arise here, especially \-rith r egard to the problem o:f control over 

observance of the agreements . He are talking , of course, about actions of 

genuine disarmament that incidentally also affect one of the major industries in 

cany countries . Difficulties can, however , be overccrne . The problen of control 

could be resolved on the basis of national means of verification supplemented 

by well t hought out international procedures . 

An important question that has been approached in the United Nations on 

t he initiative of the Soviet Union i s the reducti on of military budgets . In 

developing that initiative e.t the special session, it 1-ras proposed that States 

with a major economic and military potential ·· principally the permanent members 

of the Security Council - should come to an agr eement on t he specific size 

of a reduction of their nilitary budgets by each of then , not in percentage t erns 

but in absolute terms. This last proposal contains a penuine approach to a real way 

out of an academic discussion that vas concocted by certain Pm·rers in the 

United iT~.tion s on the subject of what is known as the structure and comparability 

of budgets, their di~ensions and so on . 

:i~ow what we are really talking about is that we should come to an agreement 

on a specific sum of money that could be used for peace:ful purposes, and this 

vrould i nclude assistance to developing countries . Every year at the sessions 

of the General Assembly, the developinG countries quite rightly raise the question 

of speeding up the solution of the problem of overco:ninr: their backwar dness , 

which is the heritage of colonialism, and their demands have been made with 

just as much urgency at this session too . The former colonial Powers and their 

allies are tryinG to shirk the task of satisfying these demands and are r eferying 

to the crisis situation in the capitalist economy and on t he concept 

of interdependence of countries within the system of the world economy , ,.rhich 

they interpret in various ways. 

But vhere are we to find the tremendous resources r equired for the 

purposes of development? The pr oposal for the reduction in absolute t erns 

of nilitary budgets provides a concrete answer to this question . Having 

acted on this idea, the Members of the United Nations, including 

the developing countries, vrould come to find solid resources that could be 
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devoted to peaceful and productive purposes. \'le call, therefore, for support 

for the proposal for the reduction of military budgets and "'e appeal for an 

end to any further delays in implementation by means of 11studying11 t he various 

"models" of comparability of budgets of States. 
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The discussion that has taken place in the Committee shows that many, 

i f not the majority, of the important recommendations of the special sessi on 

have not been implemented, It is clear that we have still t o over come serious 

obstacles before we can actually bring about disarmament. The special session , 

or even a number of such sessions, is only a step tolrards that goal ; therefore 

uc have always supported an<.l continue t o support the i dea of convening a uorld 

disar!llament conference, a universal f orum at which would be adopted not 

recommendations but binding decisions . The time has come to fit a t ime-table 

for the holding of a world disarmament conference and to set up a body to 

prepare for it. 

Those are some of the views of the delegation of the Ukrainian SSR with 

r egard to the implementat i on of the recommendations of the special sessi on of 

the General Assembly devoted t o disarmament , and concerning the pr actical 

action on the part of States which is needed to halt the arms race and embark 

upon disarmament, 

t-.fr, BOATEN (Ghana) : Although you have said, r.1r . Chairman, that we 

should not congratulate you, and I accept your ruling, I feel it my duty , as 

the previous Chairman of this Committee, to offer congratulations on your 

election, It is a duty that I discharge with absolute pleasure. 

My delegation has taken note of the views expressed by the various 

delegations ~.,hich have spol~en before us s ince the debate on item 125 

opened a week ago, In the same spirit of further advancing the lrork 

of this Committee I am happy t o express the vie,.,s of my delegation. 

The tenth special session of the General Assembly provided us 

with a unique opportunity for adopting a common appr oach, indeed ~n 

agreed plan, for tackling the problems of disarmament. I n the view of 

my delegation, the Declaration on and Pr ogramme of Action and machinery for 

disarmament negotiations adopted at the special session mark a significant 

turning point , a fresh approach to our disarmament efforts . New vistas 
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have been opened up . The General Assembly , the Disarmament Commission 

and the Committee on Disarmament will harmonize their efforts and work 

assiduously towards a disarmed uorld. 

Para(;raphs 50 and 51 of the Final Document b c.•re '10lineated 

nuclear disarmament as our first pr iority. In particular , the Final 

Document has called for the cessati on of qualitative production and 

:levelopment of nuclear Heapons and their delivery systems and of the 

production of fissionable material s for ,.,eapons purposes. In parallel :1 

a prog,T&1ID.e of balanced r~rt_uction of nuclear stockpiles ,n. thin 

aareed time frames is also to receive prior ity attention. The objective , 

of course , is the complete elimination of stockpiles of nuclear weapons 

and their delivery systems . · 

It is our view, hovrever , that the phrase "agreed time frames" should 

not be an excuse for inacti on. What is implied here is that the negotiation of 

H{(reeFlents for a phasec1 reduction of stockpiles of nuclef.l.r weapons anc1 

1;heir means of delivery is to be concluded ,.,ithout further delay. That 

::s to be done in such a manner as not to place either of the parti es 

::nvolved at a ·disadvantage, bearing i n mind at the same time the concern 

<>f the international community as a whole . 

Ue therefore suggest that at this session our concern for the early 

c:onclusion of agreements on the r eduction of nuclear weapons should be 

E~dequately expressed. Ue further suggest that the repor t to the Disarmament 

Commission should be candid, indicating ar eas of agreement and disagreement . 

irTe are naturally concerned ,.,ith the outcome of the negotiations . 

~~his is not to be construed as an attempt on our part to impinge on the 

~overeignty of the super- Powers: on the contrar y , it is a genuine desire 

stemmi nG from the concern of the international community for peace and 

security which may be generated by the conclusion of the negotiations . 

I~y delegat ion will t herefor e support any pr oposal that may emerge from 

this session requiring the submission of any technical problems on '"hich 

there may be deadlock to the United Nations for consideration and possible 

solution . That would be in 1teeping with the broa(1 principles reaffirmed 

in the Final Document on the central role vrhich the United Nations is 

expected to pl ay in di sarmament mat ters . 
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The General Asselll.bly 1 s action at its tenth special session in attaching urgency 

to the conclusion of a comprehensive test- ban treaty is worthy of cormendation. 

I~ delegation believes that the conclusion of such a treaty would have a 

double effect: it would stop the further expansion of existing arsenals 

and prevent t he spread of nuclear weapons . It had been our expectation 

that the intensive negotiations reported some 18 months ago on the 

conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban agreement would have been concluded by now 
r,;:d the results tr~nsnitteC:. fo r consi der ation by tb.e Conference of the Cow.mittee on 

Disa.rJJlament in accordance '-rith General Assembly resolution 32/78. 

Unfortunately that has not been so. ·My delegation therefore suggests 

that at this session all the nuclear Powers participating in the negotiations 

be r eminded of the urGency of transmittinr, the conclusions of their 

talks to the Committee on Disarmament . He should like to mention in this 

connexion that the Ghana delegation would support the proposal originating 

from the Indian delegation for the imposition of a mcratorium on the testing 

of all nuclear weapons pending concl usion of a comprehensive test- ban treaty. 

It is the vie,., of my delegation that there should be no difficulty in 

supporting such a proposal, which, after all , may be considered as a test 

of the political will of the negotiating parties . 

The security of non-nuclear States also received due reco3nition in the Final 

DocvDcat . In this connexion 1-1e think the Soviet proposal on the <'.r;endc. of this 

C<.Y . .c; :~i"Ctco - item 128 of the acenda of this session - on the conclusion of a 

convention guaranteeing the security of non- nuclecr- weapon States deserves 

attention . Although in our vie1-r the Soviet proposal "Vrould need to be 

i mpr ovec"':. , it is nevertheless deserving of support as it seel~s in the main 

to initiate action on the practical application of paragraph 59 of the 

Final Document . 
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Hy delec;ation has read the guidelines provided by the Secretary-Gener al 

for the awardinG of fellowships on disar manent , lar~ely to developing countries . 

The training programme proposed by the Secretary General is acceptable 

t o my delegation. In order that these fellowships may benefit the 

international community as a whole, it may be useful to take into consideration 

equitable Geogr aphical distribution, bearing in mind that the f ellowships are 

to go largely to developing countries. The question of establishing a selection 

panel to assist the Secretary-General is acceptable to my delegation . 

On conventional weapons, the restraints and rest rictions proposed for 

international t r ansfer of these types of '1-reapons are consistent with the 

policy of Ghana. My delegation, however, feels that the issue of international 

transfer of these types of weapons needs to be tacr~ed more seriously at this 

ses sion for a number of reasons. First, the introduction of these highly 

sophi sticated weapons into areas of political conflict seriously threatene 

international security; secondly, it is obvious that recipient countries 

gurchase these arms at the expense of pressing social and economi c needs. 

It is noted that this concer n is expressed in paragraph 85 of the Final 

Document, where it is proposed, inter alia, that major arms suppliers and 

::-ecipient countries should jointly work out plans for l imiting international 

transfer of these types of weapons . My delegation, however , will urge that 

t;his session set out guidelines which would exercise effective restraining 

influence on both the supplier and recipient States . 'He submit that the 

present trend of international transfer of conventional weapons poses a serious 

threat to international peace and security and const i tutes one of the ~jor 

destabilizing factors in the developing countries. 

One of the signifi cant achievements of the special session is the 

establishment of deliberative and negotating machinery to strengthen the 

disarmament process and as an effort to reaffirm the central r ole of the United 

lhtions . Under the new arrangement, the Disarmament Commission and the First 

C·:>mmittee will serve as the two major deliberative organs , vrhile the Committee 

on Disarmament will be the negotiating organ. Membership in the l atter 

has not only been enlarged, but the question of co- chairmanship, 

which in the pE>.st has hindered participation in the vork of the Committee by 
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two nuclear Povers, has been successfully r esolved by the special session. It 

is hoped that t his '.fill er:able all the nuclear Powers to participate in the 

work of the Connni ttee. Further, under the new arrangement , Member States which 

are non-members of the Committee are allowed to participate in its 

deliberations whenever a particular subject is beinG discussed in which 

they feel they have the necessary competence . The restructured Committee on 

Disarmament is therefore in a better position to undertake the increased 

responsibility assigned to it by the t enth speci~l session . 

Having said this, my delegation would lilte to observe , however , that the 

term of office of the non-nuclear Member States on the Committee needs to 

be clearly defined. In other words, we feel that the specific period for which 

a non- permanent Member is eligible to serve on the Committee should be spelled 

out clearly to give meaning to the principle of rotation implied in 

paragraph 120 of the Final Document . It is the view of my delegation that the 

phrase "review·ed at regular intervals 11 does not sufficiently bring out the 

import of the paragraph as regards the term of membership of the Committee . 

For the avoidance of any doubt, my delegation recommends that membership in 

the Committee for non- permanent members be for a maximum period of three years. 

The procedure for electing such members, however, should remain as established . 

IVJ.Y delegation will support any resolution to this effect . 

In saying this , we are not downgrading the expertise which one acquires 

by serving on the Committee. He feel; hmrever , that '1-Tith the establishment 

of the Commission, and with the awardinr, of fellowships, expert ise will 

not be confined to members of the Co~mittee on Disarmament . Expertise will be 

more 'ddely spread than it is now. 

I should like to 1:1.ake one last point . To inculcate greater understanding 

and awareness of the problems of the arms race and armaments and above all , to 

keep up the momentum of our disarmament efforts , the Programme of Action has 

identified several wide-ranging aspects of the disarmament process which are 

to be handled by various bodies. .My delegation appreciates the idea of 

creating United Nations bodies to handle various aspects of the disarmament 

process . However , we feel care should be talten not to proliferate these 

bodies . For the creation of more bodies could well ntake the co- ordination of 

r esul ts and the ~eaningful assessment of our efforts very difficult. 
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Mr . VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Czechoslovakia considers it a matter 

of extraordinary and primary importance that real progress be achieved in 

the field of disarmament, which includes the implementation of the conclusions 

adopted by this year's special session of the United Nations General Assembly 

devoted to disarmament. our position has been unequivocally explained at 

the current session of the General Assembly by the Czechoslovak Minister 

for For eign Affairs who emphasized that 

"Czechoslovakia .• . as a sociali st and peace-loving country, fj.s7 

vitally interested in the ending once and for all of all armaments and 

all the dangers of military confrontation". (A/33/PV.l8 2 p. 32) 

He see the results of the special session of the United Nations General 

Assembly devoted to disarmament as an important impulse toward strengthening 

tmd expanding international co- operation aiMed at limiting and halti ng the 

~~ms race, at uniting all sincere efforts to eliminate the material basis of 

uars , and to secure a peaceful future and development of nations . 

Their sienificance is all the greater, since - as it has been stressed 

here repeatedly - they were adopted with the broadest possible participation 

snd on a unanimous basis , in keeping with the principle of consensus. 
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Above all,the special sessi on reaffirmed convincingly the undeniable fact 

that, as it says in the Final Document: 

::Removing the threat of a world war - a nuclear war - is the most acute 

and urgent task of the present day. Mankind is confronted Hi th a choice : 

we must halt the arms race and pr oceed to disarmament or face annihilation.: ; 

(General Assembly resolution S-10/2, para. 18) 

At the same time the session stressed: 

:;Since the process of disarmament affects the vital security interests 

of all States, they must all be actively concerned with and contribute to 

the measures of disarmament and arms limitation ••• 11
• (ibid • . para. 14) 

He believe these are good conclusions and that on the basis of them it is possible to 

mrute real progress in the solution of disarmament issues . 

The special session produced a synthesis of dozens of proposals and positions 

on practically all current disarmament issues. The ~inal Document adopted by 

the session was substantially enriched by a number of proposal s and recommendations 

submitted by the socialist countries, including Czechoslovakia. In order to 

ensure that all the positive decisions adopted by the special session do not 

remain mere recommendations but are trans l ated into practice, it is necessary , 

systematically and purposefully , to cr eate the necessary political conditions , 

to strengthen the political will of States and to make use of all the possibilities 

provided in that respect by the special session . It is important, in our view, 

to take fully into account the concrete proposals contained in the Soviet 

document on practical measures for ending the arms race, which shows a realistic 

and practicable way to the permanent elimination of the danger of a world nuclear 

war and the establishment of durable international peace and security throughout 

the world. 

The implementation of the conclusi ons and reccrr~endations adopt ed will 

undoubtedly require long- term and concerted efforts by all States Members of the 

United Nations. At this stage we may note with satisfaction that the special 

session achieved the objective which it had set for i tself,and on the whole laid 

good foundations for an i nternational disarmament strategy aimed at general and 
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complete disarmament under strict and effective international contr ol . This 

strategy consists of finding joint solutions for further progr ess in that direction, 

of determinins the main policy objectives deserving of priority attention, and 

of pr oviding the necessary or ganizational pr er equisites to facilitate disarmament 

negoti ations in the respective international bodies . The special session r eached 

the bas i c conclusion that the decisive prerequisite of success in negotiations 

is provided by t he political good will of the participants . It specified and 

stressed the mutual respons i bi lity of nuclear and non- nuclear States and showed 

that i n the current world the achievement of disarmament is a common concern 

of all countries and peoples . Despite the fact that the conclusions reached by 

the special session are not always the optimal ones and that in some issues only 

half of the way has been covered, they r epresent , on the whole , a constructive 

and r ealistic outcome pointing the way towards overcoming the arms race . The 

Czechoslovak Socialist Republic associates itself fully with the appeal made by 

the special session that 

"The pressing need now is to translate into pr actical terms the pr ovisions 

of this Final Document and to pr oceed along the r oad of binding and effective 

international agr eements in the field of disarmament . " (ibid. , para . 17) 

An important, future-oriented result of the session is the complex of agreed 

principles to govern further disarmament negotiat i ons and measures. They reflect 

the inevitable interrelationship between the main r equirements of the pr esent 

time - disarmament , international detente and development . \'1e attach gr eat 

importance also to the decision accor di ng to which disarmament measures are to 

be adopted in such a way as to ensure the right of each State to security and t o 

prevent one State or a group of States being able, at any stage , to gain one- sided 

advantages to the detriment of other States . The importance of that principle is 

surely best known to those who ar e taking part in negotiations on concrete 

disarmament measures, l ike the talks on the r eduction of armed forces in Centr al 

Europe . 

The special session impr oved the prospects for success of disarmament 

negotiations when it stressed the close interrelationship between progress in 
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disarmament and the renunciation of the threat of force or the use of force by one 

State against another . It provided that measures in the field of disarmament be 

accompanied also by measures strengthening the security of States and generally 

improving the international situation. 

Czechosl ovakia also highly appreciates the fact that the Final Document of 

the special session proceeds from t he main objectives of the United Nations Charter 

and expresses the common determination to observe and follow its principles in 

resol vi ng the pressing tasks of disarmament. This fact, too, documents the 

lastin~ value of the Charter as an irreplaceable instrument in the endeavour of 

the United Nations to safeguard world peace and security. 

The special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 

disarmament rightly placed special emphasis on the wide range of questions related 

to the eliminati on of the danger of a nuclear war and to the achievement of nuclear 

disarmament. It stressed that 
11The ultimate goal in this context is the complete elimination of nuclear 

weapons" . (i.]:>id. 2 para. 47) 

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic supports the appeal contained in the 

Final Document of the special session calling for the cessation of tne qualitative 

improvement and development of nuclear- weapon systems; for the cessation of the 

production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, and of 

the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes ; and for the adoption 

of a comprehensive phased progr amme for pr ogressive reduction of stockpiles of 

nuclear weapons leading to their ultimate and complete e l imination. It is 

necessary that, in keeping with the Final Document, negotiations be initiated on 

these urgent issues by all nuclear Powers,which should approach preparatory 

consultations at least as soon as possible. The needed impetus could be provided 

by an appeal addressed to the nuclear States by the current United Nations General 

Assembly . The progress of such negotiations could be further facilitated through 

the participation of a group of non-nuclear States, as in soce instances in 

the past . As for Czechoslovakia , it is prepared to take part in such negotiations. 
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Czechoslovakia has repeatedly voiced its support for the idea - also expressed 

in the Final Document of the special session - that it is necessary for measures 

in the field of nuclear disarmament to be accompanied by the strengthening of 

political and international legal safeguards of security. We believe it is most 

timely to elaborate and conclude a world-wide treaty on the non-use of force in 

international relations . We are convinced that the adoption of such a treaty 

·would have a far-reaching positive impact on the over-all improvement of the 

international situation and on the strengthening of confidence among States, and 

·;.;ould open the way to more radical measures also in the field of disarmament. We 

.;hould, therefore, devote less space to formalistic arguments complicating the 

:3ituation and make use of the political potential that would be released by such 

li. treaty. 

For the same reasons we fully support the proposal submitted by the Soviet 

Uni on to the current session of the General Assembly to conclude an international 

u.greement strengthening the security safeguards of non-nuclear countries. It 

provides simultaneously the best response to the appeals addressed to nuclear 

States in paragraphs 54 and 59 of the Final Document of the special session. 

We believe, furthermore, that the current session of the General Assembly 

f:hould give support to the relevant proposal by the Soviet Union and call on all 

nuclear States not to deploy nuclear veapons in the territory of States vhere 

e.s yet those weapons are not deployed. This measure would surely make an 

important contribution to the strengthening of the non-proliferation regime 

:proclaimed by the special session to be the objective of general efforts by 

Etates. 
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Since the signing of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

\ieapons in 1968 undeniable successes have been achieved in t hat field. As 

was stressed by the Geneva Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty , 

the strict implementation of the provisions o~ the Treaty is the main aspect 

of the common task to prevent the further proliferation of nuclear weapons . 

We are all the more concerned over the fact that about one third of the States 

of the world, including some nuclear Powers , have not acceded to that Treaty . 

That is why we believe that the General Assembly should adopt effective 

measures aimed at achieving universality of the Non-Proliferation Treaty 

as an important instrument of strengthening international peace and 

security. With that objective in mind, it will be necessary to approach 

with full responsibility the preparation for the second conference of States 

Parties to that Treaty, to be held in 1980. Czechoslovakia is prepared to 

take an active part in it . Simultaneously l-Te must strive for constant 

improvement and strengthening of the system of safeguards vi thin the framework 

of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) . Those safeguards are an 

important prerequisite for the development of fruitful international 

co- operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy by preventing that 

co- operation being accompanied by the danger of nuclear arms proliferation. 

Among the mos-1; pressing tasks in the field of nuclear disarmament is the 

achievement of complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests . \•Te 

fully agree w-ith the conclusion reached by the special session that that step 

would correspond with the interests of mankind and would help to halt the 

improvement and development of new types of those weapons . The information 

submitted by the three nuclear Powers on their negotiations shows that a 

realistic basis exists for their successful conclusion. The General Assembly 

should contribute to the achievement of that objective by ensuring favourable 

conditions in which that treaty could become universal in future . 

A question of fundamental importance is the conclusion of a new agreement 

on the limitation of strategic offensive weapons between the Soviet Union and 

the United States . We trust that both sides will be able to submit results 

in the foreseeable future that will represent an important prerequisite for 

progress in the entire field of disarmament . 
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Another pressing task i s to speed up the work of the Committee on Disarmament 

:m drafting a treaty prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types 

::~f l·Teapons of mass destruction and new systems ther eof, as called for in 

paragraph 77 of the Final Document of the special sessicn . 

Czechoslovalda, just lil~e the other peace- loving countries, is deeply 

concerned at the preparations for starting the production of nuclear neutr on 

1veapons that are being constantly announced, even by leading representatives 

of t he North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) . The Committee on 

Disarmament must devote due attention to the elabor ation of a treaty on the 

complete ban of those destructive ,.,eapons , using as a basis the proposal 

nubmi tted to the Committee this year by the socialist countries . Furthermore, 

ue are convinced that all necessary conditi ons should be created in the nearest 

f uture for the conclusion of international agreements on the prohibition and 

eliminati on of the stockpiles of chemical and radiological weapons . 

The General Assembly of the United Nations should take ne~r steps to 

fA.cili tate the achievement of a gradual r eduction in military budgets . That 

v:·ould be an important measure which , as is stressed in the Final Document of 

t.he special session , 
11 

••• 'wuld contribute to the curbing of the arms race and would increase the 

possibilities of r enllocation of resources new being used for military 

purposes to econopic and social develorrc nt ••• 11 
( !"~~olut ~.2.~_.§3-10/2 , nar a . 89) 

Up to nolr that task has been complicated by technical problems arising 

in negotiations on t he reduction of military budgets in terms of percentage 

points . 1ve have ·therefore welcomed the proposal submitted by the Soviet Union 

to the special session to reach agreement on mutual reduction of military budgets , 

especially those of the large States , in the simplest r.o ssible way, that is . 

in absolute figur es . He firmly believe that , wit h the support of the GeDeral 

As sembly , this proposal should become feasible and generally acceptable. 

The special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 

disarmament spoke out resolutely i n favour of continuing negotiations on the 

r~duction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe and ei!lPbasized that 

a positive outcome of those talks would repr esent a significant step towards 

strengthening international peace and security . He are speaking of a region 
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which, within a short historical span of time, was the incubator and 

the scene of tl-to horrible , destructive wars. At the same time it is a region 

where today the largest accumulations of well-trained troops and military 

technology confront each other. It is also a reeion about which negotiations 

have been going on for the past five years without any practical results. 

Last summer the socialist countries , including Czechoslovakia, submitted 

another convincing proof of their sincere endeavour to reach a needed 

compromise solution in the Vienna talks . The ne\·7 initiative and new proposals 

by the socialist countries are aimed at finally getting the talks out of 

their deadlock. They are going a long way to meet constructively the positions 

of the Hest . \ie can say without exaggeration that the socialist countries 

have covered more than half the way leading to agreement. They have 

constructively taken into account a whole series of important questions to 

\vhich the Uestern participants have been attaching priority significance 

since the very beginning of the Vienna talks. They ar,reed, for instance, 

that as an outcome of the reductions common collective ceilings will be 

established for the armed forces of the two military groupings in Central 

Europe. They accepted the demand that the manpower reductions of armed 

forces should apply to ground forces only, as well as a number of other 

positions of their Western partners. 

The proposals submitted by the socjalist countries envisage a just 

settlement of the question of mutual reductions of armed forces in Central 

Europe and are strictly in accordance with the principles agreed upon in the 

preparatory consultations in 1973. They proceed from the position that the 

high level of military confrontation in Central Europe must be substantially 

reduced, without endangering, as a result of the reductions, the security of 

any participant in the talks. 

Even the vlestern participants in the talks cannot deny the advantages 

of our proposals. The Head of the United States delegation to the Vienna 

talks , Hr . Dean, noted last July that the proposals by the socialist countries 

represent substantive steps forward and that they have considerable potential 

significance for the preparation of a possible future agreement . In the last, 

as uell as in the current , round of talks the socialist countries have 
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explained their proposals in detail and fully answered the questions of the 

Hestern delecation. As yet, however, the Uestern participants have not 

responded to those constructive pr oposals . That can lead to nothing else 

but further delays in the negoti ations . However, we 1fould like to believe 

that the ne•f proposals by the socialist countries , r epresenting a realistic 

basis for reaching an agreement, ldll eventuallY help the Hest to prove by 

deeds its proclaimed readiness to reduce the military confrontation in the 

hear t of Europe . 
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All these measures called for and envisar,ed by the Final Document of the 

special session, suppl~aented also by effective steps towards limitations of 

conventional armaments and reductions of military budgets , vTOuld undoubtedly 

establish a sufficiently broad basis for the adoption and ~radual 

implementation of a programme for ceneral and complet e disarmament . 

lTe firmly hold the vie1·r that , w·ith this in mind , it i s necessary 

to prepare and hold a 1rorld conference on disarmament which, with the 

participation of all countries of the 1rorld as 11ell as the nuclear States . 

would adopt the necessary and , above all , b inding disarmament measures . 

The necessity of convening this confer ence has been r eaffirmed by the special 

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament , •rhich ae;reed on its 

iEplementation "at the earliest appropriate time11
• That is 1o1hy Yre believe 

that the current session of the United Nations General Assembly should take 

an unequivocal decision on initiating practical preparations for the conference 

and, to that end, set up a preparatory corr.rlittee . 'Ihe definitive 

organizational and substantive preparation of the conference could be 

co- ordinated in such a way as to malce it an immediate task for the next 

special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament . 

A clear-cut decision along these lines would surely help to increase concerted 

efforts by the international community for the solution of the pressing problems 

of disarmament . 

He trust that a positive step in that direction 1·rill be made also by the 

activities of the ne'l-rly established United Nations Disarlll8Iilent Commission, 

'1-Thich has these past few days successfully concluded its first organizational 

session. He are also looking forward with hope to the establishment of an 

advisory board for the United ~Ta.tions Secretary-General to deal -r..rith studi es 

in the field of disarmament . He trust that this body too will help 

to increase further the effectiveness of United Nati ons activities in this field. 

The current session of the United Nations General Assembly uill address its 

requirements for the considerati on of a number of urgent disarmament issues 

to the newly reor canized Commi ttee on Disarmament . He noted with satisfaction 

the decision of another nuclear State - France - to participate in the 
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deliberations of the Connnittee. He also welcome the eight new members of 

the Committee and we should like to assure them that they can always count 

on the constructive co- operation of the Czechoslovak dele~ation. As is known, 

Czechoslovakia attaches special importance to this Committee . It regards it 

as an irreplaceable_ negotiating forum . Its mission consists not only in 

considering partial disarmament measures but also in acting as a major 

instrument for the implementation of the will of the entire international 

community to achieve general and complete disarmament . That is why 

we are determined, as one of the member countries of this Committee, to exert 

every effort in order to contribute responsibly to its work also in the future . 

Virtually within a few hours the first international •·reek devoted to 

fostering the objectives of disarmament, proclaimed by the special session of 

tho= General Assembly, will be opened . Czechoslovakia supports the ideas 

pu:rsued by this •reek and believes that its holding will contribute to the 

mo'::>ilization of efforts by all nations to halt the arms race and achieve 

di3armament . 

In conclusion, I should like to express the conviction that the 

re:mlts of the SJ:ecial sessipn of the United Nations General Assembly devoted 

to disarmament will proviCI.e a lasting stimulus for a broad activization 

of the struggle for disarmament and for the constant growth of the effectiveness 

of disarmament negotiations . It was the special session that has shown 

that the transition from the arms race to its halting and to disarmament 

is still a realistic possibility. 

I should like to express the hope that, under your personal guidance, 

Mr .. Chairman, and '"ith your well- known abilities and expertise , this session 

'ri l l rr_e.rk a further step towards this goaL 
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Mr . Chairman, since this is the first time that I have spoken in this Committee, 

I should like to concratulate you and your fellow-officers upon your election 

and express my conviction that, under your skilful cuidance , the First 

Committee ~·ri ll successfully complete its work . 

The peoples of the world want peace and s ecurity . Above all, 

they understand that peace and security requires the cessation of the 

arms race and di sarmament. This is somethinG which was once again 

denonstrated by the course and results of the tenth special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Although certain States had some 

reservations , the Final Document vras nevertheless adopted by consensus . Its 

provisions are in the nature of a · programme , are action-or iented and pr omote 

the continuation of the process of detente. On the other hand, we have , r egr ettably, 

to note that the arms race is still going on and that certain imperialist, 

militarist and other reactionary circles are doing their best to poison the 

international atmosphere, to block the path to disarmament and to fan the flames 

of the arms race . We are all familiar with the doom-laden theories about 

we so- called inevi tability of a new vrorld war and vre have been wi tnesses of 

the sreat- Povrer chauvinist policy which directly threatens neighbouring 

peoples and is designed to bring about a recrudescence of the notorious, 

so-called anti-Comintern pact of pre- vrar days in a new edition. 

Nevertheless, ire believe that there are favourable conditions for arriving 

at agreement on l imiting arms and on disarmament . As the tenth special sessi on 

str essed, what is needed is the necessary political will on the part of States. 

The Final Document of the tenth special sessi on called upon States which are 

already conducting talks on various es, ects of limiting arms and disarmament 

to achieve t he conclusion of agreereents as soon as possible . 
The German Democratic Republic "Vrould welcome it if the Soviet Union and 

the United States could as soon as possible come to agreement on limiting 

strategic weapons I have in mind SALT II - because the successful conclucion 

of these talks YTOuld have a very favourable effect on the international 

climate as a whole . He should like to express the hope that those North 

Atlantic Treaty Organi zation (NATO) circles , particularly in Hester n Europe , 
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which are always attempting, by putting forward ever newer demands, 

t:> make these tallcs more difficult Hill not be able to hinder the achievement 

of mutual understandinc;. 

The German Democratic Republic has been taking part directly in 

t ·:1e Vienna talks on the r eduction of armed forces and armaments in 

Central Europe. 'Ihe issue here is a reduction of military tension in this 

a:t'ea, uhere it is particularly sreat and vThere the confrontation of the armies 

of tvro military-political alliances is particularly dangerous. More than 

f •::>ur months aco the socialist States submitted to their partners in the talks 

a far-reaching compromise proposal whereby, as a result of r educti ons by all 

p~rticipants in the talks, the number of soldiers in Central Europe would 

b-~ reduced in three to four years by 200 ,000. So far, there has been no sign 

o:f a positive r esponse. According to data available vith regard to the 

~Llitary presence in the area under consideration for reduction, there exists 

a rough equality of military potential . The Soviet Union stated at the 

t•enth special session that, unlike the NATO countries , it had long desisted 

f::-om increasing its armed forces in Central Eur ope and had no intention in 

the future either of increasing them by a s i ngle soldier or by a single tank. 
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In spi te of all this , the Western partners so far have not demonstrated 

their readiness to any extent whatsoever to reduce their armed for ces . Furthermore , 

they are expecting from the socialist partners in the talks agreement to the 

effect that within the framework of so-called collective maximum limits a 

certain country that i s already very heavily armed would increase its armed 

forces and its strength beyond the present level. In other words, what 

we have is armament instead of disarmament . That is a situation which we cannot 

find satisfactory and we shall spare no effort to see to it that at the talks 

results are achieved which meet the aspirations of the peoples of the world 

to peace and security. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic once again wishes to express 

i tself in favour of the early success of talks on the total prohibition of 

chemical weapons and nuclear-weapon testing . The cessation of all nuclear 

weapon tests is something to which we attach pa_~icular importance . The Final 

Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly quite r ightly 

described the elimination of the threat of nuclear war as the most urgent and 

immediate task of the present day . Agreement among the Soviet Union, the 

United States and the United Kingdom on the complete and general pr ohibition 

of the testing of nuclear weapons would undoubtedly help in the attainment of 

that goal , although it should be clear that a final solution to this problem 

is impossible if we limit t he situation to those three States . Sooner or 

later it will become necessary to secure the participation of all nuclear 

States. That is something that should certainly not be passed over in silence . 

Generally speaking, in any case, the time has really come for all nuclear 

States to get together around one table and discuss the question of how to 

compl y with the demand of the General Assembly at the tenth special session 

for the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and their stage-by

stage destruction, up to and including the total elimination of that extremely 

dangerous type of weapon the use of which threatens the existence of entire 

peoples . The complexity of this task shoul d not be allowed to prevent anyone 

from embarking upon the solution of the problem. 
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As members will recall, it has been proposed that non-nuclear States 

E:hould also take part in these talks. My delegation supports that proposal. 

Together with the multife.ceted ~eneral tasks , P..n important place should 

·be accorded to the question of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. To a 

large extent the solution to this problem will determine whether nuclear 

disarmament will be brought about at an early date or whether in fact, in 

ccnnexion "Iori th the emergence of ever-newer nuclear Powers, further serious 

obstacles will be created. Among the numerous so-called near-nuclear Powers 

vhich are capable, on the basis of their scientific and technological resources 

and possibilities, of creating nuclear weapons, there are aggressive States such 

Ets, for example, South Africa with its racist regime. It is frightening to think 

that that regime could plunge mankind into a thermonuclear catastrophe. That is 

flomething vhich can and must be prevented. States which supply nuclear materials, 

equipment and technology bear a great responsibility. The size of profits 

c:annot possibly be allowed to justify such deliveries to Pretoria. 

The German Democratic Republic considers that the effectiveness of the 

non-proliferation regime should be increased. It would be desirable for all 

Btates to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear '.feapons. 

In this regard, my delegation welcomes the new Soviet proposal for the 

strengthening of nuclear guarantees for non-nuclear States on whose territory 

no weapons of this kind have been placed. It is good that this proposal, in 

nccordance with its significance, was included in the agenda as a separate 

:i.tem. At a more appropriate time rrr:r delegation will go into further detail 

on its views on the fundamental ideas of concluding a convention. 

l-Te quite often hear extremely eloquent statements here about the 

Bignificance of disarmament~ an idea to which everyone can subscribe. However, 

"men we talk about concrete steps for halting the arms race, limiting armaments 

nnd bringing about disarmament it turns out that it is very difficult 

i;o induce those various States to take action. For example, there is no 

denying, generally speaking, the need for preventing the development of new 
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types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. The proponents of the arms 

race, however, are threatening us with new versions of frightful weapons of 

mass destruction, for example, the induced radiation weapon and the reduced 

residual radiation bomb. Action should be taken to thwart once and for all 

the designs of the representatives of the military industrial complex to abuse 

every new scientific discovery for the creation of new cruel weapons of mass 

destruction. 

A preventive prohibition of the development of new types and systems of 

weapons of mass destruction, as proposed by the socialist States, would be 

highly appropriate. 

Something which we find even stranger is the fact that this summer the 

Western countries did not send their experts to take part in the talks of the 

Geneva Committee on Disarmament on such a prohibition. Although, of course, 

those States did not vote in favour of resolution 32/84 A of the previous 

regular session of the General Assembly, which provided for a general and 

complete solution to this problem, nevertheless even the much less comprehensive 

resolution which they proposed, resolution 32/84 B, asked that attention be 

focused on the question of developing new forms of weapons of mass destruction. 

How are we to regard such conduct? 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic understands the difficulties 

connected with the appraisal of phenomena the use of which for military purposes 

would lead to the development of new types of weapons of mass destruction, since 

that is connected with very complex scientific and technological problems. 



A\·1 /mg A/ C. l/33/PV .ll 
56 

(Mr . Florin, Gep.1an j)_f~!!!Q.cr.srti~ 
Republic) 

The German Democratic Republ ic supports, as exceedingly expedi ent 

and appropriate, the Soviet proposal to entrust the consideration of this 

matter to a special group of qualified governmental experts . 

The German Democratic Republic welcomes the fac t t hat in the bi lateral talks 

between the USSR and the United States of America on the prohibition of 

radiological weapons it has been possible to achieve some success, and we 

hope that these talks will swif'tly be successfully concluded. However, we 

are concerned by reports about t he nuclear neutron we~pon . The German 

Democratic Republic associated itself with the Amsterdam Appeal to peopl es 

and Governments of all countries, which state& 

"The neutron bomb is the most fearsome weapon des igned solely to , 
destroy people, and what we need is an ~e~~ie~o~s rcn~ciction 

of any plan for the manufacture of the neutron bomb." 

We hope t hat the rising tide of universal indignation about the 

intention to produce and use this cruel weapon will become even more intense . 

~lith every justification p~ople are alarmed, particularly in densely 

populated Europe, and we should be exceedingly vigilant tmva rds the concepts 

~f i mperialist military strategists with regard t o the use of such weapons 

in a so-called limited nuclear war . Powerful pr otests against the 

·::reation of the neutron weapon have so far been successful in averting 

:its manufacture . 

Further development of components and carriers, with frank r e f er ence 

·:;a preparations fo r the use of the nuclear neutron weapon , compel the 

delegation of the German Democratic Republic once again to draw attention 

·:;o the following fact . It would be highly unrealistic to :3Up::,:ose that the 

t hr eat of this new weapon could exert political pressure on the socialist 

eountries . That was not possible when the atomic weapon emerged , and 

:>till less is i t liable to be effective today . Statements of official 

persons of socialist countries and the proved capacity to cope with serious 

problems should be common knowledge. 



AW/mg A/C. l / 33/PV.ll 
57 

(Mr . Florin, German Democratic 
Republic) 

The socialist States are anxious to prevent an exacerbation of the 

arms race and reconfirm their pr oposal for t he conclusion of a convention 

on the renunciation of the manufacture and deployment 

of the nuclear neutron weapon . The Geneva Committee on Disarmament could 

prepare an appropri ate convention . This would be in keeping also with the 

demands of the Final Document of the tenth special session of the General 

Assembly . 

In order to attain the agreements which have been concluded so far, 

the Geneva Commi ttee on Disarmament, as a multilater al negotiating organ , 

has alr eady done fruitful work . The interest of many States in taking part 

in the work of the Geneva Co~mittee on Disarmament demonstrates the 

great authority of this organ . It should be expected that the admission of 

new· States -which ve congratulate upon joining the Committee - and 

other decisions about t he wor k of the Committee wil l enhance its 
effectiveness and efficiency. 

Now, one more nucl ear Power has taken the decision to co-oper ate i n 

that Committee, and that is something which we for our part welcome . Among 

its member s, as is char acteristic, there is still one last nuclear Power 

missing. The German Democratic Republic, as a member of the Committee, 

-...rill continue to work for constructive talks . 

The problems of the limitation of armaments and di sarmament are 

multifaceted and without doubt very complex. Great efforts need to be 

exerted, and a constant quest must be conducted fo r new ways and means of 

achieving appreciable results. The German Democratic Republic shares a 

point of view whi ch is ever gaining gr ound - that a means for the attainment 

of a genuine breakthrough would be a world disarmament conference . 

As the Committee will recall, an exchange of views on the advisability of 

convening such a conference also took place during the tent h special 

session . It was decided that ~ world disarmament conference should be 
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·~onvened as soon as possible . Therefore, we should, right now, already be 

drawing practical conclusions. The General Assembly should set the site 

and date of a world disarmament conference and convert the Ad Hoc Committee 

:into a preparatory committee for the world disarmament conference and entrust 

:i. t with the task of directly preparing for the conference. 

The best preparation for such an international meeting on questions of 

disarmament would be the prior harmonization of measures on disarmament . 

For example, in order to achieve agreement on a reduction of military 

budgets of States possessing major economic and military potentials, including 

all the permanent members of the Security Council, we do not need to convene 

either a new special session of the General Assembly or a world disarmament 

conference. For too long now people have been evading the solution of this 

problem on some very shaky grounds . Military budgets are published ; and if 

it is not possible to achieve agreement on th~ reduction in percentage 

i.erms, then it should be possible to determine comparable absolute figures. 

I would say in this regard that we should act according to the German 

proverb: "Where there is a will, there is a way". 

With regard to the question of reducing military budgets, the United 

Nations should be consistent and not slacken its efforts to resolve this 

problem. 

Since a certain party, even within the framework of the United Nations, 

is still insisting on talking about certain medium-range rockets, I should 

like to draw attention to the following facts. The territory of the 

G€rman Democratic Republic , a relatively small country, directly borders, 

a.long a frontier of more than 1,300 kilometres, on a member State of NATO 

-w·hich contributes more than 10 per cent of the general military expenditures of 

that body, and has already declared that next year it will take an even 

ereater than normal part in the expenditure on armaments . 
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'rhere i s a pl an for the expanded deployment o f NATO for ce s in t he vicini t y o f 

our country 1 s f rontiers , for t he pe r fer.t ion o f convent i onal weapons a nd 

f or t he stepped up devel opment and i nt roduction of nevr so- calle d t act ical nuclenr 

VTeapons in \·Jest ern Eur ope. 

The peopl e of our count r y for their part have set f or themsel ves tremendous 

goals of peaceful const r uct ion. At t he present time He a r e carryinG out a social 

and polit ical progr amme t hat i s t he broadest ever knO\m i n the history of our 

country. He are successfully carr yi ng out a hroad programme of housiw; cc·nstr uction , 

and we note vrith pleasure that, a long with t he permanent improvement in social 

condit i ons i n t he Ger man Democratic Republic, the birth r ate i s on t he increase , 

and He want t o do everything p:::>ssible t o maintain t hi s pr ocess in conditions 

of peace and securit y. 

The foreign policy of the German Democratic ~epublic, f r om i ts very fow1d~tion 

30 years a go , has pursued the c;c :1l of crco.t i n13 f ew , ,r ~. IJJ..: e:xt crno.l condi tions 

for peaceful soci al , economic and cul tural devel opment of our country. 

~Te have no social or polit ical groups that gr m-1 rich t hr ough t he production o f 

arma.Bents . The German Democr atic Republic does not have any t er r i t orial claims 

on any other country and t he r e i s no i ssue that the socialist countries have any 

intent ion of r e sol ving by f orce . For us peace is t.l:e hi ghes t inter national 

obligation, and aspiring t o di sarmament on the bas is of st r ict obser vance 

of the i nterest s of the se curi t y of all countries i s a matter of State pol i cy 

enshr i ned in our constitution . 

'l'he means and r e source s r eleased by disarmament >TOuld be used by us to 

accel erat e our rate of peace ful development. Given substantial pr oGr ess i n the f i eld 

of di sa r mament, we could parti cipate much mor e effectivel y in t he solut i on of 

ur gent world-wide prool ems of preservin~ the envi r onment, us i ng natur al r e sour ces 

and also eliminating hunger and di sease . 

I t i s not the exce s s ive s t ockpi line; of ever more dangerous •reapons t hat 

br ings manki nd closer to conditions of a guarant ee d peace . A soli d f o undation 

fo r l ast ing peace can be c r eated only on t he basis of e f fecti ve measures of 

di sarmament . Such a policy has been consistently and firmly pursued by soc i ali st 

C'ountri es f or a. l ong t iiJ.e nou. I r ref utabl e proof of this i s prov i ded by the 
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numerous concrete proposals for the limitation of armaments and for disa r mament . 

In light of these proposals~ fabrications about the so- called military threat 

po::.ed by the socialist countries appears as nothing less than absurd . There is 

no type of \veapon on \·Thich the socialist countri es vrould not be prepared to 

negotiate -..ri th a viev to disarmament . 

In conclusion, I should like to point out that the course and results of the 

speci al session devoted t o disarmament showed that those that are profoundly 

interested in peace and disarmament represent a tremendous force . The provision 

of support for the broadly-based and powerful movement of States and peoples, 

organizations and mass movements and the channelling of this mighty fo;.·c c into 

ef:~ecti ve act i on against the arms race i s the highest pri ority in the work of 

the United 1~at ions. 

Hr. GARBA (Hic;er) ( interpretation f rom Fr ench): The delegation of Higer 

is particularl y happy to speak on agenda item 125 on the eve of the first solemn 

commemoration of disarmament \veek that will begin tomorrow 9 the anniversa r y of 

the founding of the United Nations dear to all peoples that l ove peace and liberty. 

Th:is first disar mament week unfolds at a time when the forces of evil tryinc; 

to annihilate the efforts of the international community are being combatted 

in order that peace and security may be established throughout the vrorld. In 

su•::h circumstances it would be fitt ing that \ve place this item under the headi ng 

of fightinG foreign exploi tation and the exploitation of man by man, of which 

~9.rtheid constitutes the most shameful forn lmmm to man since the advent of 

ou~ epoch . Thus paragraph 12 of the Final Document of the tenth special session 

of the General Assembly states quite clearly that 

~ 1the massive accumulation of armaments and the acquisit i on of armaments 

t echnolO£$'Y by racist rer;i r,leS as well as their possible acquisition of 

nuclear vTeapons, present a challenging and increasingly dangerous obstacle 

to a \-TOrld community faced with the urgent need to disarm11
• (A/RES/ S-10/2) 

But those who follow this insensate policy have again hurled a challen~e to 

the international community in systematically refusin~ the organization, under 

the aegis of the United Hations , of free and democratic elections in Namibia. 
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That attitude does not surpri se us, cominp.: as it does from e. re~ime that i~nores and 

rejects any possibility of a dialogue and negotiation. 

But on the other hand, we Africans are surprised and disappointed at the 

r ecent capitulation to the Pretoria group by the f ive great Western Powers which , 

without any explanation, have so easily upset the decisions of our Organization 

that they themselves had freely accepted a few weeks earlier. That attitude 

bespeaks contempt for the African peoples and a lack of rigour and determination 

characteristic of the proceedings of the Western Powers whenever it is a questinn 

of defending the independence and dignity of Africa. So the only ansHer that our 

people can make to this shameful inconsistency of the ~Jestern Pmrers is to continue 

their armed struggle against the racist minorities . 

The ordeal of apartheid will obviously call for the sacrifice of thousands 

more Africans , but victory is certain, and the black people , which have survived 

deportation , the long dark period of colonialism and two world wars that were not 

of their making , will be able ultimately to r ecover their freedom and dignity. 

The struggle for decolonization for lvhicb so many children of Africa have shed 

their blood will be concluded by the coming generations . No force can shatter 

this determination. It is true that military means and t echnology placed in the 

hands of the racist minorities bY t he Western Powers vrill allo1V their proteges 

to slaughter hundreds of Africans, but these same means have an effect on the 

organized masses of Africa and will stiffen their determination to defend their 

right to life and peace on earth. They are all the more determined because they 

are being offered the support of friendly nations . ·Africa is comforted by the 

lmo-vrledge that there exist progr essive peoples in the world which are sincerely 

dedicating their efforts to peace , freedom and equality in the vrorld vithout any 

racial barriers . 

Unfortunately, it is their erroneous concept of human life that has imposed 

a guilty silence on the Hestern Pavers when faced vrith the genocide that is 

taldng place against t he black peoples of Africa. It is this concept that at 

present is being used in the crusade for human rights, a crusade to the rights of 

a specific group belonging to an allegedly superior race . 
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Peace can be achieved through disarmament but not through friendship 

with those "'ho are threatening freedom and peace in the '.rorld . 

Seconqly, no one can \dth impunity const antly deny and hamstring the 

peoples of Afri ca. My delegation has referred to the crime of apartheid 

because we believe that the incomplete decolonization of our continent is 

one of the basic causes of the threat to the security of our countries and 

of the skirmishes and battles that are taking place on our continent . These 

local conflicts , which the "policeman'1 of the world attempt to minimize because 

they themselves have started them, constitute one of the greatest scourges 

of the peoples who are trying to develop . 

Economic xenophobia seems to have taken possession of the \·Testern 

Fowers and may ultimatel y lead to another world conflagration . 

Once again we reaffirm paragraph 8 of the Final Document, which states 

that athe immediate goal is that of the elimination of the danger of a nuclear 

v;·ar" . vle are fully awar e of the devastating effect of such a war but we 

continue to contend that the settlement of local conflicts that turn our 

J::eaceful countries into battlegrounds for t he testing of nore and more 

sophisticated conventional veapons i s a short- term objective that could greatly 

contribute to the reduction of the danger of a nuclear 1•ar. That fact has 

a~so been recognized in paragraph 13 of the Final Document , which states: 

r; the causes of the arms race and threats to peace must be reduced 

and to t his end effective action should be taken to eliminate tensions 

and settle disputes by peaceful means . " (resolution S-10/2 , para . 13) 

\ole are happy al so to note that paragraph 16 of the Final Document reaffirms 

the close link between mi litary expenditures and economic development and 

~:tates that the continuation of the arms race is 11 incompatible 1.fith the 

implementation of the new international economic order" . 

My delegation was one of those which tried last year to make ~ore tangible 

the link between disarmament and development and we are gratified by the 

cLecision of the General Assembly at its tenth special session to request the 

~iecretary-General, together with qualified experts, to undertake a t horough 

study of that link . 
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Furthermore, paragraph 26 of the Final Document stresses the importance of 

" . .. non- intervention and non- interference in the internal affairs of 

other States ; the inviolability of international frontiers; and the 

peaceful settlement of disputes " (ibid . • para . 26) 
That reaffirmation incontestably strengthens the Charter of the United 

Nations and the Organization of African Unity and arouses hope for peace in 

the world . 

The Final Document goes on to say that the Security Council shall whenever 

necessary take appr opriate and effective steps to prevent the frustration of 

the denuclearization of Africa. We venture to hope that the five permanent 

members of the Security Council will be good enough to take into account the 

wishes of the General Assembly and in future to prevent any effort by South 

Africa to flout that objective. 

Another important decision of the tenth special session was the establishment 

of a programme of disarmament fellowships. We are convinced that in the 

distribution of such fellowships account will be taken of the great need for 

information on disarmament felt by the developing countries. 

I turn now to the subject of machinery for disarmament negotiations . The 

establishment of the two new organs is undoubtedly one of the successes of the 

tenth special session . In the past we had a Committee on Disarmament . Today 

we have an expanded one , which has thus become more r epresentative , in which 

France - and perhaps in the future China - will take its place, and a Disarmament 

Commission made up of all Stat es . To that must be added the will of all Member 

States to strengthen the primary role of t he United Nations in disarmament. But 

complete success at that level will , when all is said and done, depend upon 

giving up the old habits and on the relative flexibility of Member States, 

part i cularly the most powerful. One of the objectives of the special session was 

to bring all Members , regardless of their stage of development, into the 

negotiations on disarmament. The creation of the Disarmament Commission and the 

expansion of the Committee on Disarmament met t hat requirement . That being so, 

it becomes indispensable that neither of those organs works in a vacuum and that 

the great Powers abandon their attempts to dictate to smaller nations , in 

the field of disarmament , as we saw happening at the special session . The 
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three days of discussion among the great Powers resulted in r.ore success than was 

achieved in the first 37 days durinr which the snaller nations tried des~erately 

to nake their voices heard . 

There is no doubt that the Comrnission and the Committee 1vill receive 

great help from the eminent persons 1vho will form the board of advisers to 

asnist the Secretary-General on the di fferent aspects of disarmament 

stt.dies. In the view of the influence of such a tean on the orientation 

of studies on disarma~ent, my deleGation is led to hope that in 

the setting up of that boa rd regard '"ill be had to reographical 

diBtribution and respect for a balance ar~ong countries of a cert!\in region , 

in order to avoid the same States finding themselves occupying seats in the 

di:~ferent disarmament bodi es as though they had exclusive competence in that field. 

Mr. FOKINE (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): In his statenent of 19 October the representative of the United 

States, referrine t o the Soviet proposal relatinp: to the strenp:thening of 

guarantees of the security of non- nuclear States, gave his interpretation 

of the position of the Soviet Union on the question . In order to correct the 

in•:orrect impression which may have been created in the minds of members of 

th·~ Committee, I should like to quote fully the appropriate part of the 

statement of the Soviet Foreign Minister, Mr . Gromyko? at the plenary meeting 

of the General Assembly on 26 September: 

"It will be recalled that recently our country has taken a step 

conducive to instilling among non- nuclear States greater confidence in 

their security. The Soviet Union has Cl.eclared that it will never use 

nuclear weapons against countries which renounce the production and 

acquisition of nuclear weapons and which do not have them on their 

territory. 

"Following our lead, the United States and the United Kingdom, for 

their part , have made declarations to the effect that they would not 

use nuclear weapons against non- nuclear States . On the whole, this 

could be regarded as a positive fact, were not such declarations replete 

with all kinds of reservations which devaluate then. 11 (A/33/PV . S , p . 33- 35) 
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Nr . FISHER (United States): 'ltTi thout any spirit of contention , 

I accept the translation in English that I just heard. ~~ prior quotation 

relied on the official provisional verbatim records, and I think I was 

justified in relying on them. 

To the extent that the proper translation reduces a potential 

difference between my Soviet friends and myself , I cannot claim to be 

irritated but , rather , encouraged. 

The CHAIRMAN : I should like to make clear something which I 

said on Friday in r egard to the commemorative meeting to mark Disarmament 

\-leek. ·I said that two delegations would address the Committee after the 

messages had been read out . I referred to t hem as having a special interest 

in the matter . What I meant vas that these two delegations had particularly 

suggested during the special session that the Disarmament Week be held , and , 

obviously , therefore have an initiator ' s right , if I may put it that •·ray. 

Concerning additional co- sponsorship of certain draft r esol utions , 

Zaire has become a co- sponsor of draft resolution A/C . l/33/1 . 2 , Jordan has 

become a co- sponsor of draft resolution A/C . l/33/1 . 4 , and Ghana has become 

a co- sponsor of draft resolutions A/C. l/33/1. 3 and 1 . 4. 

The meeting rose at 1 . 05 p .m. 




