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The meeting was called to order at 10.35 a.m.

ACENDA ITEMS 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 4o, L1, k2, 43, Lk, 45, b6, L7, 48 AND L9

(continued)

The CHAIRMANT- Before calling on the first speaker I chould like

to draw the attention of the members of the Committee to two new draft
resolutions wﬁich have been circulated this morning. The first one bears the
symbol A/C.1/33/L.19 and concerns the report of the Disarmament Commission.
The second one, A/C.1/33/L.20, which stands in the name of the delegation of
Liberia concerns a new philosophy on disarmament.

His Ixccllercy VMre Sanarcrdra Kundu, !Minister of State for External
Affairs of the Govermment of India, is the first syeaker this morning and,
on behalf of the First Committee, I should like to extend a warm welcore to

him,
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Mr. KUNDU (India): Thank you for your kind words of welcome,
Mr. Chairman.

T had the opportunity to participate in the deliberations of the First
Committee at the thirty-sccond session of the General Assembly and to make a
statement on the subject of disarmament. I am glad that, once agrain, I am able to
take part in the discussion in the First Committee this year, when the Committee
is conducting its work under the revised mandate entrusted to it by the General
Assembly.

As you know, Mr. Chairman, my Government attaches great importance to the
question of disarmament. Mankind is living today under the threat of complete
annihilation by nuclear weapons that are stockpiled by five States and have an
estimated total explosive power of more than 15 tons of TNT for every man, woman
and child on this globe. What is even more discouraging is the fact that the
nuclear arms race, far from abating, is being escalated at a furious pace by the
nuclear-weapon Powers. As the Secretary-Generalf®s report on the work of the
Organization submitted to the current session of the General Assembly correctly
points out, technological advances in the arms race tend constantly to outstrip
the pace of negotiations on arms control. In spite of the obvious enger the
major Powers continue to base their security on the massive accumulation of
nuclear weapons, on doctrines of stratcric deterrence and on counter-~force
strategy.

One of the important events that took place Auring the current year was
the holding of the special session devoted to disarmement. That special session
was convened to fulfil some of the most abiding hopes and aspirations of mankind,
namely, the =2doption of concrete measures to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race.
Those hopes have not been fulfilled, and even our miniral expectations from the last
recular General Assembly session hove not been realized. Wevertheless, the fact that
the special session helped to add to the ~wareness about disarmarment is no mean
achieverent. The task with which we are confronted at present is to decide what
concrete neasures we are foing to take to follow up the Aecisions and the ce~-it-nts
nade at the special session. In ry view, the special session h=s passed on to the
rembers of this Assembly two important cormitwents that should be fulfilled. They
are, first, the issuance of an urgent call to brins about a rmoratorium on the further
testing of nuclear weapons by all nuclesr-weapon States, and secondly, the initiation

of the consideration of the guestion of concluding a convention on the non-use of
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nuclear weapons. It would be something of an achievement for us if we could
reach a positive conclusion on those two important matters.

As I myself had the privilege of stating in this Cormittee last year,
doctrines of nuclear deterrence have in fact been exrloited by interested grouns
in the countries concerned to escalate the arms race to continually higher
levels., If the arsenals of major nuclear-weanon States 20 years ago wvere
adequate at that tine as deterrents, then there was absolutely no reason for the
stockpiles to be increased beyond that point to the present mind-toggling levels.
Another danger underlying doctrines of strategic deterrence is that they may
undermine the international campaign against the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
By refusing to diminish and eliminate their nuclear stockpiles, the nuclear-
weapon States are in fact encouraging the belief that in crder to deter possible
attacks apainst them, it is useful for nations to possess nuclear weapons. Tt
would be unacceptable, at least to ry Government, to he told that nuclear weapons
are safe only in the hands of the five present nuclear-weapon States, since we
cannot accept the obvious implication that some States are more responsible than
others. The nuclear-weapon States would carry conviction among others in regard
to the dangers of nuclear-weapon proliferation if they were to adopt decisive and
substantial measures on nuclear disarmament,

Ve are of course nware that the major nuclear-weapon Powers have been
conducting negotiations to control the gualitative and gquantitative aspects of
their strategic nuclear-weapon arsenals. These negotiations led in 1972 to the
conclusion of what is known as the first agreement of the Strategic Arms Limitation
Talks, to which I shall refer hereafter as SALT I. VWe understand that the United
States and the Soviet Union are currently negotiating a further apsrecement called
SALT ITI. My delegation would certainly welcome any measure that would effectively
control the nuclear arns race. We shall reserve our judgerent about SALT IT until
such time as all the details have been made public., At this point we have to note
that the SALT I agreement, far from resulting in a reduction of nuclear weapons,
established ceilings which permitted the two sides to expand their nuclear
arsenals. Given the rapid technological advances and the development of multiple
warheads on nuclear missiles, we wonder whether the SALT IT agreement, while
technically reducing the ceiline on the number of launchers, misht actually lead

to an increase in the number of nuclear warheads. We slso note with deep concern
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the fact that the SALT negotiations do not cover the huge arsenals of nuclear
weapons deployed by both military alliances on the continent of Furope. These
arsecnals by themselves are sufficient to destroy life in large areas of the
rlobe. One cannot therefore look upon the strategic arms limitation negotiations
as necessarily connected with or leading to nuclear disarmament. Even while
negotiations on limiting strategic nuclear weapons and their delivery systems
are in progress, both the major nuclear-weapon Powers are developing new and more
horrendous nuclear weapons, such as backfire bombers, the Cruise missile., the
neutron bomb, S8-20 missiles, MX missiles, as well as new theories of deployment.
The recently concluded special session on disarmament was held at a crucial
period of the world's histcry. Mankind had a chance to halt and reverse the
calamitous arms race at a time when technological innovations were placing the
goal of nuclear disarmament beyond its reach. In this context it nust be
emphasized that, however encouraging the current negotiations may be among the
major nuclear-weapon Powers, in order to achieve genuine nuclear disarmament
there is no alternative to implementing the measures recommended in paragraph 50

of the Final Document of the special session.
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1 chouldlike to express my delegation's views on some of the items now under
consideration in this Committee, It is hardly necessary for me to reiterate
the importance my delegation attaches to the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. In order to attract universal adhercnce., the comprehensive
test-ban treaty must be genuinely non-discriminatory in terms of the oblizaticis to
be assumed by nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States, Furthermore,
if it is to ke truly meaningful and effective it is essential that all the
nuclear-weapon Powers become parties to it. My delegation is disturbed by
reports to the effect that the comprehensive test-ban treaty currently under
negotiation ty the United States, the Soviet Union ard the United
Kingdom might provide for exemption of what are called laboratory tests. Ve
shall of course wait for the definition of laboratory tests in the draft
treaty 2s and when it is submitted to the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva.
Any attempt to provide lcop-hcles would seriously undermine the credibility
of the treaty.

lly delegation, along with a number of other delegations, has submitted
a draft resolution calling for a moratorium on the tusting of nucleur
weapons pending the conclusion of a comprehensive test.ban treaty.

This Committee has discussed certain proposals regarding a possible
convention on the non-use of nuclear weapons against non-~-nuclear-weapon States.
Ve should like to reiterate our position that we find such an approach rather
limited since the concept does not offer genuine security to non-nuclear-weapon
States, which would remain vulnerable to the global offcct of the atomic radiation
and the disastrous envircnmental chanres which would accruc from the use of nuclear
weapons in other parts of the world, It is for this reason that my delegation,
along with a number of others, has put forward a draft proposal regarding a
convention on the non-use of nuclear weapons under any circumstances. .1 such a
proroscl were accepted by all the nuclear-weapon States, not only would the
world obtain a greater sense of security but the process of nuclear disarmament
would be greatly accelerateds

This Committee is also considering various proposals regarding the creation of

nuclear-weapon-free zones in certain regions and subregions of the world,
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As the Prime llinister of my country, Shri Morarji Desai, said in his statement

at the special session on disarmament on 9 June:
"It" ~= the problem of disarmament -~ "can only be solved in a total manner
teeping in view the whole of the globe and not the repgions into which,
presumably as a matter of political convenience or strategy, some
countries seek to ¢ ryartrontalize the world, It is idle to talk of
regional nuclear-free zones if therc arc still zones which could
continue to be endangered by nuclear weapons, Those vhich have such
veapons lose nothing if some distant area is declared non-nuclear.
The nations vithout nuclear capacity which imarine that their inclusion in
such zones affords them security are suffering from a delusion. We are
convinced that there cannot be a limited approach to the question of freedom
from nuclear threats and dangers, but that the whole world should be declared

a nuclear-free zone." (A/5-10/PV.2L, p. 12)

The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in particular areas of the
world where nuclear weapons do not in any case exist is rather a strange
approach to the problem, Surely it would be far more relevant to the cause of
disarmament to create such zones in arens where nuclear weapons already exist,
such as in centrnl Europe. The creation of such zones in areas which are already
free of nuclear wveapons cannot properly be described as a disarmement measure.

Another subject to which my deleration sttaches particular imrortance is the
establishment of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean., The three rounds of talks
between the United States and the Soviet Union on the Indian Ocean have
not led to any perceptible movement towards the goal of implementing the
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, It ig ironical that the
littoral countries, which are the parties directly concerned, have not been
involved in these talks so far. Ve understand that the talks will be resumed
shortly and we trust that they will lead to a speedy elimination of big-Power rivalry
and military presence from the Indian Ocean.

The Committee +ill nc doubt also consider the problem of other weapons of
mass destruction., !y dclepation strongly supports the urgent conclusion of a
convention effectively prohibiting the development, production and stockpiling
of all chemical veapons and the destruction of existing stockpilcs. The General

Assembly has been adopting resolutions on this subject for at least the past
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10 years, 1lost of those have been consensus resolutions. This is an item which
should be accorded high priority by the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva,

In this context we wish to express our regret at recent reports of the development
of new types of chemical-weapon munitions.

Te are equally in favour of the prohibition of the development of other
types of weapons of mass destruction, including radioclcpgical veapons. e
look forward to the day when scientific and technological research will be
devoted solely to peaceful purposes in order to promote the velfare of man
rather than to devise new and more novel ways of killing him.

Ve have repeatedly stressed the integral link between disarmament and
development. It is indeed unfortunate that, while we speak and deliberate about
disarmament, the expenditure on the mad armaments r-ce rises and the fan hetween
the developed and the developing countries widens, This is a disturbing
phenomenon and an unfortunate paradox. Unless this paradox is resolved fcr the
betterment of a large segment of humanity there cannot be real and lasting
international peace and harmony. Ve are baffled when . learn that the
staggering sum of about $400 billion is being spent every year on armaments.

At the same time, although almost a decade has passed since the international
community adopted the official development assistance target of 0.7 per cent

of the gross national product, that target has not been reached bv manv countries
as yet. It is a matter of great disappointment that the projected concessional
aid~-flows from the developed countries to the developing countries are likelv,

T understand, to raise the ratio of official develorment assistance to

gross national product of donor countries by a very nominal margin, that is,

from 0436 per cent in 1975 to only 0.39 per cent in 1985,
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It is sad to note that the 0.7 per cent target will not be achieved even by
1985. 1In fact, the official development assistance ratio by then, it is
estimated, will be even lower than the 1960 figure. This position reveals
an unfortunate state of affairs obtaining in the world in spite of the fact
that we are committed to the Declaration on the Establishment of the New
International Fconomic Order in which we say that we
shall correct inequalities and redress existing injustices, make it
possible to eliminate the widening gap between the developed and the
developing countries and ensure steadily accelerating economic and social
development and peace and justice for present and future generations i

(resolution 3201 (8-VI))

Therefore, the time has come when we should seriously consider how to
accept the challenge to attack global poverty, and at the same time, pierce
the thick veil of distrust and fear which impedes the realization of a
meaningful programme of disarmament.

The approach of my delegation in dealing with the items on disarmament is
inspired by our genuine conviction that we are racing against time,
particularly with regard to nuclear disarmament. We sincerely hope that we
do not have to wait for the explosion of a nuclear device, accidentally or in
some other manner, in a populated part of the world, to compel us to face the

grim reality of nuclear arms and their disastrous consequences.

Mr. KOMATINA (Yugoslavia): The Yugoslav delegation has already had

the opportunity to express its views on the implementation of the decisions of
the General Assembly at its tenth special session. My delegation will explain
later its position on a number of concrete issues which are on our agenda.

At this time T would like to draw attention to those aspects of the
problem which, although forming a component part of the wider context of

disarmament and security, are closely linked with the immediate tasks before us.



MD/ad A/C.1/33/PV.38
17

(Mr. Komatina, Yugoslavig)

There is nco doubt that disarmament negotiations are lagging behind the arms
race, which has become a permanent and universal phenomenon. The non-aligned
countries have provided the broadest platform for new approaches and efforts. They
have launched organized and extremely varied activity aimed at ushering in a new
phase of efforts to set in motion a genuine process of disarmament. The special
session created a momentum unprecedented in the history of international relations.

We know, of course, that general and complete disarmament will be a long and
complex process. There is no doubt that such a sensitive matter affecting the most
vital interests of every State and society calls for the investment of both time
and effort in order to achieve concrete results. TIn spite of everything., however,
this reality should not be interpreted statically. We live in times when no one is
ready to reconcile himself to the existing state of affairs- in times when massive
and highly organized efforts are being made to achieve a universal relaxation of
tensions, to establish the New International Economic Order and to eliminate all
relations based on domination. The endeavours to launch the process of disarmament
on the broadest basis and through universal action are also a component part of
these developments.

Although the time has been too short for all the positive effects of the
special session of the General Assembly to be felt, we are already faced with
attempts to write off the special session, as it were. There are several signs
indicating that some factors are behaving as if the special session had not even
taken place.

Expenditure on armaments is growing, while the qualitative and quantitative
arms race is, in fact, increasing and gathering speed. Disarmament negotiations
are slowing down, while in some areas a state of complete stagnation has set in.
The measures announced and often promised during the special session of the General
Assembly have not materialized, or have been postponed, and it is not yet clear
whether they will be taken, or when.

It is not possible to reconcile ourselves to such a situation. The momentum
achieved at the special session must be maintained. In other words, it is
imperative to ensure continuity, intensity and universality of action. By this we
mean that there is an absolute need to ensure continuity and accelerate the pace of

the process of negotiations; to revive and put into operation all the mechanisms
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that ensure the central role of the United Mations® to take into account all
initiatives and, in particular. the priorities on which agreement was reached at
the special session of the General Assembly and. finally, to secure the
participation of all States in this process. There exists, in our view. a solid
basis for adopting new approaches to disarmament problems. In the renersl debate
disarmament was singled out as one of the hichest wmriorities. The record number
of draft resolutions submitted testifies to the readiness of Member States to work
actively for the implementation of the decisions of the special session. This, of
course, depends on the political will and resolve primarily of those countrics and
structures that bear the greatest responsibility for the arms race.

The ever more intense efforts to accumulate nuclear arsenals and the
stagnation in negotiations to limit them show that mankind is faced today with an
increased threat to peace . hence the increased responsibility and oblipation to
undertake, without delay, effective measures of nuclear disarmament. The
agreements or decisions reached so far, although their importance cannot be
contested, do not, in fact, constitute measures of disarmament, but are aimed
mainly at an agreed regulation of the nuclear balance, giving free rein to the
continuance of the nuclear arms race. This is certainly not the right reply to
the demand formulated by the international community and reaffirmed at the tenth
special session of the General Assembly.

The postponement of SALT IT and of other measures aimed at reducineg nuclear
arsenals in their quantitative, qualitative and territorial dimensions is an
extremely discouraging development which is bound to have a negative impact on
international relations as a whole. For this reason Yugoslavia attaches very
great importance to the early conclusion of a SALT IT agreement and agreements on
a comprehensive test ban, guarantees to non-nuclear-weapon States and the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones as a way of creating more propitious
conditions for the conclusion of apgreements on a genuine reduction of nuclear

arsenals, pending their complete elimination.
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T say that because, as long as the nuclear arms race is not halted
and no effective measures are taken in order to reduce nuclear armaments
and finally to eliminate them, not only will the credibility of some
existing agreements be constantly brouzht into question, but the chances
Tor the conclusion of new agreements will also be considerably reduced.

In the first case, for instance, it isg the Treaty on the Non-Proliferaticn
of Tuclear Weapons that is involved and, in the szecond case, it is the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, disarmament negotiations on a
regional level, and the like.

It will indeed be very difficult to achieve universal adhcrence to the
Non-froliferation Treaty, if no adequate measures for the implementation
of its provisions concerning nuclear disarmament, non-proliferation and the use
of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes are taken, In such conditions, it 1s
difficult to expect a strengthening of the régime of non-proliferation, which
is based essentially on inequelity and discrimination, That régime will not
be strengthened unless its essential provisions are respected and applied,
and are not used for perpetuating the monopoly of a small group of nuclear-
veapon States over the transfer and use of nuclear technology and energy Tor
peaceful purposes. In this connexion, I wish to emphasize the importance of an
urgent search for :olution of the question of the unhindered transfer of nuclear
technology and its use for the accelerated development of developing
countries, The c.ntinuance and even the worsening of digerimination with regard
to the use of technology is becoming a lever for maintaining unequal
international relations,

The establishment of zones of peace and co-cperation and of nuclear-weapon-
free zones will become ever more difficult if the arms race, esnecially the
ruclear arms race, is not halted and if nuclear wearons and armed forces are not
gradually withdrawn from foreign territories, from seas and oceans. The
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones will not produce the expected
results if the non-nuclear-weapon States are asked to assume again the
obligations they have already assumed under the Treaty on the Von~Proliferation
of Muclesar Weaperne and other international agreementss Such zones can be

established and actually expanded only if effective measures are taken Tor the
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reduction of existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons, if the areas where those
weapons are stationed are nrrrowed, and if such wearons are prohibited and
eliminated. We do not, of course, wish to underestimate the importance and
usefulness of the possible establishment of such zones by States of a given region,
for which such an agreement provides an additional guarantee for the strengthening
of mutual confidence.

In the same way, the granting of negative security guarantees to
non-nuclear-weapon States will have only a limited and, I would say, symbolic
value, if it is not accompanied by measures of nuclear disarmament and prohibition
of the use of nuclear weapons. This is even more so as, even in the case of a
hypothetical nuclear clash of "local" dimensions, the States having obtained such
guarantees would not be protected from the multifarious negative effects of the
use of nuclear weapons.

On this occasion also, I wish to emphasize that we attach particular
importance to the question of reduction of the armed forces and armaments of
military blocs. The General Assembly in the Final Document of the special session
quite rightly devoted a separate paragraph to Europe, as the zone of the largest
concentration of armed forces in the world today, and drew attention to the
necessity of reducing them to a lower level of military potential, with full
respect for the security interests and independence of States outside military
alliances., Proceeding from this recommendation of the special session, we cannot
but express our concern over the fact that the negotiations on a regional
reduction of armed forces and armaments that have been going on in Vienna for
several years have not yet produced any results and have not gone beyond
identifying the subjects of the talks. In this light, we consider that some of
the new initiatives regarding regional measures of disarmament aimed at giving
concrete form to the recommendations of the Final Document of the special
session concerning Europe deserve our attention and support. In this regard,
we have in mind that such measures are complementary to the efforts directed
towards disarmament on bilateral, regional and global levels. We must, of
course, take into account the specific conditions existing in various regions.

At the special session we endorsed the principle of parallel consideration of

nuclear and of conventional armaments, emphasizing, at the same time, the priority
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of nuclear disarmaoment. In this respect, the importance and complexity
of conventional armements have been abundantly elaborated, I intend to
deal, this time, with ¢<nly one aspect of this problem,

The dynamics of the conventional arms race and the strengthening
of conventional armed forces have assumed extraordinary proportions,

A major part of the burden of this race is borne by the economically less
developed and, as a rule, non-aligned countries, which are constantly
faced with dangers posed by aggression, colonialism, bloc rivalry and
expansionism, In such conditions, an essential premise of conventional
disarmament is the elimination of such phenomena and the removal of focal
points of crisis.

It is in this context that we view the problem of the removal nf military
bases and forces from foreign territories and the question of confidence-building
measures, The non-aligned countries defined their common stand with regard
to this important problem at the tenth special session, and we believe
that appropriate attention should be accorded to this problem at the
forthcoming disarmament talks. There is no doubt that the first steps
with respect to conventional disarmament shculd be taken by the militarily
most significant countries in the world, primarily by the military blocs and
their leading Povers,

We attach great dmportance to the efforts to start meaningful negotiations
and to reach agreement on the prohibition of the production of new types
of weapons of mass destruction, having in mind that those weapons, by their
effects, come near to, and even tend to surpass, nuclear Weapons.

The prohibition should encompass all weapons of mass destruction, because
vhat is in question is the halting of the qualitative proliferation of
armaments. It goes without saying that every new weapon of this type opens
a new cycle in the arms race and poses an additional threat to international
peace and security.

The prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and their destruction is one of the questions for the final
settlement of vhich, in the form of an agreement, all the preparatory
work has already been completed. And yet, no international agreement is in

sight, We feel that the new Committee on Disarmament in Geneva should
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undertake as soon as possible, at the very beginning of its work, the
elaboration of a draft convention based on existing proposals and that
the General Assembly should adopt a resolution to that effect.

We have always supported all initiatives aimed at opening and
accelerating the process of disarmament and, in this context, the
active involvement of all countries and various bodies dealing with
disarmament, Consequently, we continue to believe that the holding of a
vorld disarmament conference would greatly contribute to this end. However,
before convening a world disarmament conference, it is indispensable to
make adequate preparations and to ensure the participation of all States,
particularly of all the nuclear-weapon States.

To conclude: there is no dcubt that even initial messures of
effective disarmament would promote positive changes in international
political relations, vhile the solution of key international issues and
crises would greatly contribute to disarmament. The interconnexion of
these two factors is obvious, We believe, therefore, that it is indispensable
to exert parallel efforts aimed at solving key political issues and at
ensuring progress towards disarmament., FEffective measures in either
direction can contribute considerably towards promoting détente, security
and confidence, In fact, without genuine steps towards disarmament, without
effective measures to halt the arms race, all the positive achievements in
international relations would be jeopardized., After the tenth special
session, the world expects resolute measures, commensurate with the dangers
lying in wait for us, to be undertaken., Yugoslavia will, as in the past,
continue to lend its support to all measures leading to the achievement

of these objectives,
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Mr. CRINBERC (Bulgaria): As is rightly pointed out in the Final

Document of the tenth special session of the CGeneral Assembly, disarmament

hag become an imperative and mogst urgent task Tfacing the international community.
Indeed, it is only through disarmement that States and peoples can achieve

true and reliable security and humanity can be made free from the danger of

war and total annihilation. It is no less clear that only by halting and
reversing the armg race will the world be enabled to use the enormous

resources that are now being squandered for arms in favour of the economic

and sccial progress of all nations, and particularly of the developing countries.

This great promise and its unthinkable alternative are, of course, the
main reasons why the problem of disarmament is of such paramount importance
and urgency. At the present time, however, there are some additional
welghty factors which militate in favour of speeding up the efforts in this
field. We have in mind, specifically, the widenin~ cap between the military
technological revolution and man's ability to cope with its consequences.

Of late we h-v.. been witnessing a very disturbing fact in this respect. As

has been observed by many speakers, technological developments have been

clearly outstripping the pace of disarmament negotiations. If the international
community fails to take remedial measures the existing gap is bound to rmrow
bigger and bigger.

Disarmament negotiations have not yet solved the pressing problems
associated with existing weaponry and above all nuclear weapons. Yet States must
slready “ace the fact that new types and systems of weapons of mess destruction
are about to emerse. The appearance of some of these weapons may result in an
erosion of statility, thereby making it more difficult to keep crisis situations
under control. Many of the new weapon systems tend to blur the distinction
between conventional and non-conventional means of warfare and to lower the
nuclear threshold, thus making more likely the escalation of any future
conflict into a nuclear war.

Last but not least, a wvery important characteristic of most of the new
weapons is their reduced size and increased mobility. This makes more difficult

their detecticn by acceptable means of verification and this is

certain negatively to affect future negotiations on arms limitations and
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disarmament. In fact, a point may be reached beyond which no arms limitation
agreenments based on reciprocal control will be feasible.

The plans for the production and deployment of the neutron bomb have
heightened in a dramatic way awareness of the fTact that these threuts are of
sonething not fTar removed, but of scmething just around the corner.

It is our belief that if States are to cope with these new developments
a sense of great urgency is needed. The conduct of disarmament negotiations
should reflect the importance of the time factor, and efforts to resolve
outstanding issues should be greatly intensified. We share the belief that

jiustifics acceleratine the pace of

9]

the present situation in the world fully
disarmament negotiations. Vhat arec neceded are, basically, political decisions
and political will.

In our previous statements we have pointed out that we fully subscribe
to the order of priorities established in the Final Document and particularly
to the importance which is attached to the early attainment of the goals
set in the nuclear arms field. Yet, in view of the time factor . we have no
right to ignore the pressing need for action aimed at preventing the
dangerous consequences of what is usually called the qualitative arms race.

With this in view my country has stressed on many occasions the
timeliness of the Soviet proposal to ban the development of new types and
systems of weapons of mass destruction. This initiative has already brought
one concrete dividend in that it has tri-rered the bilateral talks ~n the
prohibition of the radiological weapon . It is our sincere hope, too, that
regson and common sense will prevaill and the United States will abandon for
good its plans for the production and deployment of the neutron bomb. Dut
without prejudice to this type of effort geared to individual new weapons,
the need is clearly felt for bolder and more imaginative action based on the
comprehensive approach. Some countries maintain that this approach is not
suitable. We believe, however, that the successful work on the conclusion
of the Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use
of Environmental Modification Techniques, the so-called ENMCD Convention,

has demonstrated its feasibility.
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We are conscious of the differences in the character and scope of
the prohibition in the two cases, but even if we make allowance for this,
the fact remaing that the ENMOD Convention banned the use of a whole category
of potential new means of destruction verfare by usin~ the wethod of
defining in general terms the scope of the prohibition and setting out an
illustrative non-exhaustive list of such means as are covered by the Conventione.
In our view this experience can facilitabte the work on the comprehensive
prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. It is
our hope, therefore, that the decisions of the special and the current sessions
will give a new impetus to the efforts towards speeding up the negotiations
in this important area.

Time is pressing also with regard to the efforts to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons. Without doubt the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons is the centerpiece of the system of measures in this area.
That is why we are looking forward to working with all interested parties for
the success of the 1980 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference,
for the strengthening of that Treaty and its full vniversalization. The
fight against the dissemination of nuclear weapons, however, has proved
complex and difficult. In view of this we have consistently supported all
additional measures which have been adoptel or prorosed so far in this field,
such as the stren~thenines of the International Atomic Energy Agency
gafleuards system, the guidelines adopted by the exporting countries in London,
the establishment of denuclcarized zones and zones of peace and so on.

In the course of the current session further significant possibilities
have emerged with the submission of the two Soviet proposals relating to the
security of non-nuclear-we-nn Stotes and the non-stationin~ of nuclear arms on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present. Ue believe
that the realization of these initiatives would further consolidate the
whole system of non-proliferation measures. This acquires additional
relevance now in view of the forthcoming Nuclear Won-Proliferation Treaty

Review Conference.
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One of the questions that recently has attracted increased attention is that
of making the Indean Ocean a zone of peace., Many dozens of countries and
hundreds of millions of people have a vital stake in the realization of this
idea. That is vhy the Soviet-United States talks on the limitation and subsequent
reduction of military activities in the area of the Indean Ocean were met with
approval and hope in a2ll the interested countries, It is to be regretted,
therefore, that those talks, which had already made considerable progress, were
unilaterally suspended by the United States.

We believe that the linking of disarmament problems to other unrelated
issues is a policy that can only delay, or maybe even render impossible, the
achievemen! of progress in this area, With this in View, we join in the urgent
appeal of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean fTor the early resumption of
the bilateral talks.

As mentioned by other speakers, in 1980 there will be yet another
review conference - the one envisaged in article XII of the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction. As a party to the
Convention we shall do our best to contribute to the success of the conference and
the strengthening and universalization of this first measure of real disarmament
in modern history.

In this context, I should also like to refer briefly to the problem of
chemical weapons, which is contractually and otherwise connexted with the biological
weapons Convention. Having been among the sponsors of the first draft convention
on the comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, submitted as early as
1972 by the socialist countries, we have additional reasons to be strongly
interested in the successful solution of this problem.

Ve are aware of the complexities of the question. Yet by now it has been
the subject of probably the longest and most thorough examination in the history
of disarmament negotiations. Besides, those weapons do not form part of what
are referred to as forces of deterrence and their use is prohibited by the
Protocol of 1925, Therefore it seems to us that there should be no difficulties

that cannot be easily surmounted provided there is the politiecal will to arrive
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at a solution. This encourages us to hope that the current talks on this
subject between the USSR and the United States will be successfully completed
before long and that the Committee on Disarmament will be enabled to undertake
the concrete elaboration of a draft convention.

In its previous statements my delegation has already had the opportunity
of putting forward its views on many basic issues that are under consideration
now, such as the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks, the nuclear-test-ban talks,
the Soviet proposal to end completely the further quantitative and gqualitative
build-up of arms and armed forces, the reduction of military budgets, the
convening of a world disarmament conference and many others. It is not my
intention to revert now to these issues, though I should like to reserve
the right of my delegation to make an additional statement on s:zne of then
if the need should arise at a later stage.

In the months and years to come, the United Wations and the bodies dealing
with disarmament will have to achieve substantial progress in all areas if they
want to be responsive to the strivings of people all over the world towards
détente and peaceful coexistence, towards a world without arms and without wars.
On 24 October., when we marked in this hall the first Disarmament Veek - and
let me in passing pay a tribute to our liongolian friends for their useful
initiative in this respect = the therme that ran through all statements was:
now is the time for efforts to turn the promise of the special session
into reality.

Together with the other socialist countries, we are committed to
everything vithin our power to ccntribute to the attainment of this

objective.

The CHATRMAIT: I should like to announce that the delegation of the

United Republic of Camercon has indicated its desire to beccme a spcnsor of

draft resolutions A/C.1/33/L.5, A/C.1/33/L.10 and A/C.1/33/L.12 /Rev.1l.

The meeting rose at 11.40 p.m.




