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The meetin~ was called to order at 10.35 a.m. 

LG.:=l'IDA ITEIVlS 35) 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44) 45, 46, 47, 48 and 49 

(continued) 

r.Ir. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): In connexion with the 

debate on agenda item 125 the delegation of my country, the German Democratic 

Republic, has already explained its position on a number of problems novr 

under discussion. The present debate deals with important aspects of the 

struggle for the cessation of the arms race, some of which have been on the 

agenua for wany years now. In the view of the German Democratic Republic 

the momentum ~enerated by the tenth special session of the United Nations 

General Assembly, devoted to disarmament, should have a positive impact on the 

solution of these problems and should contribute to achieving tangible 

progress on the road to the cessation of the arms race and to promoting 

agreement on far~reachine; dis armar11ent measures. 

TI1e numerous proposals submitted by the USSR and other socialist States 

at the special session and in the course of this General Assembly session prove 

once asain that the members of the socialist community are willing and 

determined to advance resolutely on thP road tovards ~rncral rmd coqclctL disarrLament 

so that the threat of war is banished once and for all from the lives of peoples. 

To this end, the socialist States are prepared to take radical disarmament 

measures or to ae;reP to pertial steps that 1muld .n:radually bring us 

closer to this goal. In view of the danger emanating from nuclear vreapons 

an agreer,1ent on the prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear vreapons and the 

destruction of existing stockpiles is of primary importance. To reach such 

an agreement is, without doubt, a difficult and complex task which cannot 

be con.pl.et~d overnight. It should, however, be possible - as the USSR has 

proposed ~ to agr,c:e imnediutely on the date when the negotiations on the 

prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and the destruction of 

existing stockpiles could start. 
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(Mr. Herder, German 
i)e~ocratic Republic) 

The resolutions to be adopted by the thirty-third session of the General 

Assembly concerninc; the cessation of the nuclear arms race should therefore 

clearly and une~uivocally reaffirm the necessity of prohibiting the 1nanufacture 

of nuclear arms and contain concrete decisions with regard to the date on 

which relevant nec;otiations must be started. Tr"e achieveuent of progress 

Gn this ~uestion is urgently needed, and it would considerably reduce the threat 

of nuclear -vrar. 

In the course of the debate the representative of the USSR has explained to 

this Committee the proposal of his country concerning the non-deployment of 

nuclear weapons on the terr1tories of States where they do not exist at present. 

The German Democratic Republic attaches great importance to that proposal. It 

lives up to present~,day re~uirements and is an effective contribution towards 

the limitation of the nuclear arms race and of the proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

It takes account of the fact that a number of States have already declared their 

determination not to permit the deployment of nuclear weapons on their 

territories. In some countries a broad popular movement against the deployment 

of nuclear weapons has emerged. On the other hand there are efforts by nuclear 

Powers to deploy ~ contrary to the will of the peoples ~ nuclear weapons on 

the territories of further States. Hence the problem of the non-deplo~nent of 

nuclear w·eapons is a highly topical one which has to be solved. The thirty-

third session of the General Assembly could make a useful contribution to this 

end. The adoption of the USSR proposal by the General Assembly and its 

implementation by the United Nations Member States would meet the growing need 

of non--nuclear--vreapon States to strengthen their security. That would be another 

concrete step towards implementing the Programme of Action adopted by the tenth 

special session. The German Democratic Republic welcomes the readiness of the 

USSR to undertake such a connni tment and to reach a relevant agreement with other 

nuclear Powers. It voices its expecation that all the other nuclear Powers will 

follow this exKmple and advocates that at the thirty-third session there be 

adopted a resolution calling upon all nuclear-weapon States not to deploy nuclear 

weapons on the territories of States -vrhere they do not exist at present. 
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At the scr:.e tiPl,' non-nuclear ~wPanon States should be call0d uron to rc:frain from 

any steps vhich mir':ht lc'Eld to thC' deployment of such >vea:pons on their territories. 

The im:plem~ntation of this proposal not only would strengthen the security of 

all States but also would be conducive to improving the atmosphere and creating 

better conditions for substantive agreements on the cessation of the arms race 

and on disarmament. It would therefore be in the interest of all States if the 

thirty,· third session of the United Nations General Assembly fully supported the 

proposal regarding the non~deployment of nuclear weapons on the territories 

of States where they do not exist at present. 

In the course of our debate reference has rightly been made to the special 

responsibility of the nuclear Pmvers for the implementation of measures to halt 

the arms race and bring about disarmament. This aspect was also, as all members 

very vrell remember 9 expressly underlined in the Final Document of the tenth 

special session of the United Nations General Assembly. In this statement I have 

already expressed in a more detailed manner our views on the constructive 

:proposals of one nuclear Power. Other nuclear Powers have submitted their ideas 

or initiated draft resolutions which are currently being considered in the 

Committee. The representative of one nuclear Power, however- one that is, as is 

known, a permanent member of the Security Council - has in this Committee opposed 

all concrete proposals on disarmament and has practically called for an 

intensified continuation of the arms race. At the same time, both in its content 

and its tone, his statement clearly demonstrateJ what is to be understood by 

hegemonism. 

The intentions behind this are obvious. The representative of a small 

country which for many years had friendly relations with that nuclear Pov.rer 

recently came to the conclusion that the policy of that nuclear Power is directed 

at plunging the world into the holocaust of a ::1ew devastating world vrar. It was 

officially declared that the nuclear Power concerned wants to see Europe become 

the scene of the third world war, in which the Soviet Union) the United States of 

America and the European countries are to clash with and destroy each other while 

that nuclear Power itself keeps away from the conflagration. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic is convinced that this 

policy, which is hostile to the interests of the peoples, will meet with a proper 

rebuff and that the Committee will unswervingly continue its search for concrete 

ways to stop the arms race. 
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(lVlr. Herder, German 
Democratic Republic) 

The First Committee and the Geneva CoJil.mittee on Disannament have for several 

years nov been dealing with the prohibition of the deveJo:pment and manufacture 

of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons, as 

proposed by socialist Ste.tes, Although discussion of this question has contributed 

to the clarification of positions and to the achievement of certain progress, 

no agreement has been reached as yet on the prohibition of the development and 

manufacture of such weapons. It is, however, incontestable that the latest 

scientific achievements are being used to an ever greater extent for the 

development and manufacture of new types of 11eapons of mass destruction and 

new systems of such weapons. Therefore the need effectively to put an end to 

this process becomes more and more evident. This awareness has become even stronger 

as a result of the development of the nuclear neutron weapon, production of 

which could send the arms race spiralling again and thus impede progress in 

the implementation of the Programn1e of Action adopted at the tenth special 

session and all other efforts aimed at disarmament. 

The representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Adeniji, addressing this 

CoBmittee on 10 November of this year rightly pointed to the danger emanating 

from the nuclear neutron weapon. Other delegations have done so also. 

\'le fully agree with Ambassador Adeniji 1 s assessment that the development 

and manufacture of nuclear neutron weapons would inevit:;1.hly open the road to 

an escalation of the arms race, particularly in the nuclear field. Therefore 

the beginning of negotiations on mutual renunciation of the manufacture and 

deployment of nuclear neutron weapons, as proposed in a draft convention submitted 

by eight socialist countries to the Committee on Disarmament at Geneva, should not 

be delayed any longer. 

The German Democratic Republic would appreciate it if the demands for 

strict prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons made at this session of the 

General Assembly were to be reflected in relevant recommendations - also at 

this session - to the Geneva Committee on Disarmament. The German Democratic 

Republic, as a member of the Geneva CoiTJnittee on Disarmament, will in the 

future vrork actively for the effective prohibition of nuclear neutron 

weapons. 
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(I1r. Herder., German 
p;;~tic Republic) 

The dangers emanating from the development of the nuclear neutron ueapon 

should give rise to intensified efforts vrith a view to achieving a comprehensive 

prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of vreapons of mass 

destruction and new systems of such 1-reapons. It is well knovm that certain 

NATO States, now as before, reject the elaboration and conclusion of a 

comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the development and manufacture 

of nevr types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. 
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(I:r. Herder, German Der110cratic Rermblic) 

Their position is merely to keep the development of new- types 8-nd systeLls of 

such ueapons under constant revieu and to start negotiations on specific 

agreements to ban specific categories of new ueapons only after such catefjories 

have been clearly identified. The facts, hmrever, prove that such an approach 

is not conducive to the cessation of the development and manufacture of nev 

types of vreapons of y,mss destruction and ne1..r syster.:s of such -vreapons. \!hat 

is necessary is to acree, from the very bec_sinninr;, on the prohibition to 

develop such -vv-eapons, as has repeatedly been substantiated by the socialist 

States. It is only in this way that the arms race "'ith ne1v- tyl)es of wca.pons 

of mass destruction and nevr systens of such -vreapons can be effectively stop:ped. 

The Gerrr.an Democratic Republic expects thn.t as a result of the debate on this 

question in the First Co:rmnittee the Genevc. Ccmmi ttee on Disarmament will 

be called upon to start, without delay, the elaboration of R comprehensive 

agreement on the prohibition to develop and manufacture nevr types of 

veapons of mass destruction and ne-vr systems of such ueapons. 

Chemical weapons belong to those veapons of mass destruction, the prohibition 

of which bas been on the a,n:enda for a lone tiL,_. Despite certain proc:rLSS 2nd 

·ctive endeavours of the: Conference of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva, it 

has still been impossible until novr to bring nec;otiations on this subject 

to a successful conclusion. The representative of the Hungarian People's 

Republic, I·Ir. Domokos, has referred before our Committee to a 

statement -vrhich vas recently made by the Commander-in-Chief of the North 

Atlantic Treaty Organization (:NATO) forces accordin:'j to '\vhich NATO might 

be contb~platine; a considerable reinforcement of its offensive chemical 

potential. Such statements illustrate vhat dangers could arise if in the 

foreseeable future no agree~1ent is reached on the prohibition of chemic:_!_ 

-vreapons. Therefore it is necessary to intensify efforts in order to settle 

the C1Uestions still open. The current session of the General Assembly should 

give new impetus to this effect. 

It is an important tasl<:: nmr to translate into practice the many 

various ideas and concrete proposals relating to tbe cessation of the arms 

race and to disarmament. The point is to reach ac;reement on steps vhich 
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(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Republic) 

1rould effectively curb the arms race and bring about a break-through ln 

this field. An ever-increasing number of proposals and projects for the 

study of certain aspects of the arms race or for the establishment of neTr 

--institutions cannot and must not serve as a substitute for real steps 

lending to disarmament. I would like to raise the follmring question: is there 

not a risk thRt this might distract attention from the task of reaching effective 

progress in the strup(Yle to stop the arms race and achieve disarmament measures? 

In our view, we should not allow movement to be simulated and illusions 

created by a host of ne1·r proposals for studies and institutions, and that 

forces hostile to disarmament exploit this situation to conceal their lack of 

political Hillingness for genuine diaarmament n1easures and to prevent any 

progress in this field. \Je should take due account of this aspect vrhen 

formulating practical steps towards the ir.nplementation of the programme of 

Action adopted at the tenth special session. 

The Political Co1nmittee has before it the report of the Ad Hoc Committee 

on the Tlorld Disarmament Conference. Vle agree to this report and should 

like to thanl::: the Chairman, l~r" Hoveyda, and all other representatives 

of the Committee for the work they have done. It is encouraging to note 

that the Conference of the Foreign Ministers of Non-Aligned Countries, held 

in Belt:;rade from 25 to 28 July this year, reaffirmed the need to convene 

a vrorld disarmament conference. This 'ITithout any doubt reflects the broad 

support for holding a vrorld disarmmnent conference. 

The German Democratic Republic reiterates its position that the holding 

of further special sessions of the United Nations General Assembly on 

disarmament questions cannot be a substitute for a Horld disarmament conference. 

It believes that this session of the General Assembly should take , ,cv steps in 

order to make headvray in the practical preparation for that conference. For 

instance, it should be possible to reach agreement now concerning the date 

for conveninc: the conference and for the establishment of a preparatory committee 

for the vrorld disarmament conference. At any rate, in our view the mandate 

of the Ad Hoc Committee should be rene1-red by this General Assembly session. 
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(I1r. Herder, Gennan Democratic Republic) 

I shoula like, in conclusion, to express the hope of the GE:rnmn Democratic 

Rer>ublic that common sense 2nd goodwill -vrill prevail and that the thirty-third 

session of the United IJations General J\sp,cr;bb" vill :r12ke a constructive contribution 

tc>vards the cessation of the arms race and the irpl ementation of disarmament measures 

~1r. KOCHUBEY (Ukrainbn Soviet Socialist Hepublic) ( interpretR.tion 

from Russian): In the discussion taking place in the Com11,ittee we freque:ntly hear 

the view exprr ssed that in the interests of the further development of the 

process of detente and in order to make that process irreversible 1-re 

must tal~e all possible measures to supplement political detente by r1rili tary 

detente. Once again the discussion has shoun the"t the concrete practical 

task of disarrr1mnent is the major requirement of the day. It is entirely 

understandable that the attention of the United ~Tations has been focused 

on questions of disarmament. Outside the United Nations intensive bilateral 

and multilateral tall;:s on disarmament are taldnc place. All kinds of meetings, 

conferences and other assemblies are being held in -vrhich representatives of 

Governments and public orcanizations take part. 

An iTiportant contribution to the discussion of the problems of 

disarmament uas made by the special session of the General Assembly. Public 

organizations also tool;: part in its worl{ and spol\:e out from the rostrum ln 

favour of peace and disarmament. A positive result of that session was the 

adoption of the Final Document, a dominant feature of which was the desire 

of international society and all the peoples of the 1wrld to put an end to 

the arms race. 

The present period, which inmediately folloHs the special session, lS 

a time for testinc; the seriousness and responsibility of States and their 

readiness to undertal~e concrete steps to perform the tasks set by the session. 

Ue 2-re firmly convinced that in orde1· to achieve that ideal, -vrhich must 

be attained by mankind if lve are to reach disarmament, we must use every 

possible means available In this regard, -vre continue to favour the convening 

at the earliest appropriate date of a >rorld disarmament conference. That lS 

a proposal -vrhich -vras supported by the special session as vrell as by many 

delegations at this session. The convening of a world conference, of course, 

woulcl not r,1ean c;i vine up tried and true lllethods of nec;otiating on questions of 

disarmament. 
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It is no secret that the proposal for convening a -vorld conference served 

as a fillip which brought into play the necessary forces and made possible 

the convening of a special session devoted to disarmament. However, the 

convening of the world conference itself would make it possible, we hope, to 

take a serious step towards real disarmament. First and foremost, it vrould 

be a universal forum; that is, all the States in the world would take part 

in the discussions on disarmament questions and solutions to them. Also, it 

is not excluded that the work of the conference could be organized in such a 

way that those States which were primarily concerned would be the ones to take 

part in the consideration of a given problem. Secondly, an important feature 

of a vorld conference would be the empmv-ering of the delegations taking part 

in it to do the actual practical worl: of producing the appropriate documents 

with, if necessary, the assistance of experts. Thus, the world conference 

on disarmament could be a forum which would make it possible to embark on 

practical steps in order to reach accord on measures in the field of disarmament. 

Of course, the decisions of the -.rorld conference would have binding force and 

would not be just recommendations. 

To prepare for the world conference and its decisions time will be 

required. He should not waste time and, therefore, ve should decide on the 

date for the convening of the conference and also set up a preparatory 

committee. 

The First Committee has been holding intensive discussions on the 

Soviet proposal for the Conclusion of an International Convention on the 

Strengthening of Guarantees of the Security of Non-nuclear States. Other 

proposals have been put forward along the same lines. 

The delegation of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, vrhich 

whole-heartedly supported the proposal for conclusion of an international 

convention on this question, would like once again to draw attention to a 

no less urgent problem directly linked with that question, namely, that of 

the territorial limitation of the deployment of nuclear weapons. 
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It is beinr, proposed in this rer,ard that agreement be reached on the 

non"'emplFtcei1wnt of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where they do 

not exist at present. There are in practice no real technical obstacles to the 

solution of this problem, and of course a lot depends on the nuclear Powers. 

The Soviet Union has already declared that it is ready to assume the necessary 

obligation" and the General Assembly should promote and support the idea that 

similar obligations should be assumed by the other nuclearc·weapon States, too. 

Ultimately this Hould make it possible to erect one more obstacle to the 

prenaration of a nuclear 1var and would avert the possible destabilization of 

the situation. 

We support the proclamation by all nuclear Powers of their assumption of 

such oblir,ations. The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic delegation would like 

to drm,;r attention to the fact that this would be the first step towards the 

solvin8 of a broader problem, that is, the total 1vithdrawal of nuclear weapons 

from the territories of other countries. Manyo if not an actual majority, of 

the States in the United Nations have pronounced thPmsel ves in favour of this 

latter step. 

In conclusion, the delegation of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic 

IWuld like to state its conviction that this session of the General Assembly 

will take decisions 1vhich, in actual practice, will promote progress in the area 

of international detente and buttress it with real measures designed to bring 

about both a halting of the arms race and disarmament. 

Hr .. ORTI~ DE B.O_ZAS_ (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The list 

of items for consideration by our Committee this year is even longer than in 

past sessions. The very intensive debates that took place before and during 

the special session devoted to disarmament focusrd the attention of Governments 

on those items and gave rise to the emergence of a large number of new ideas 

that we now see reflected in the draft resolutions that are before the Committee 

and in many others that are still the subject of consultation. This abundance 

of initiatives, vThich is valuable in itself because of the vigour it shows and 

the concern which it reflects, should, however,, not cause us to depart from our 

central objective, namely, the determination of effective disarmament measures. 
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(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina) 

This same wide spectrum of proposals, because of their complexity 

and diversity, brings us face to face with the danger that we might forget 

that the consensus already achieved on the most important items may become 

a dead letter if old attitudes are not changed and if declarations are not 

turned into positive deeds. The implementation of political will still 

eludes us. During the special session on disarmament my delegation expressed 

regret that the negotiations in progress had not produced a draft treaty 

on the total prohibition of nuclear weapons. We said: 

t1vJe should like to think that this delay is due to the laudable 

desire to consider all the precautions and safeguards which are 

essential for all nuclear weapon Powers to sign such a treaty, 

and likewise to prevent vertical proliferation." ( A/S-10/PV. 5, page 52) 

Today we reiterate that view, while awaiting some results from those 

negotiations; but perhaps the repreated postponement of the conclusion of 

the draft treaty might have one positive aspect, namely, that it will 

afford an opportunity for its consideration by the new, revitalized negotiating 

body in Geneva. Undoubtedly the democratic and more representative structure 

of the Committee on Disarmament, with the participation of France and of 

eight new members, and perhaps even of China, will offer better guarantees 

for ensuring that the document will be dealt with in a manner commensurate 

with its importance. Argentina attaches the greatest importance to the consideration 

of the draft treaty by the Committee on Disarmament and to the way in which 

it will be considered. 

All States represented here have agreed by consensus, as stated in the 

Final Document of the tenth special session, that the result of the negotiations 

~n the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests 

n ••• should be ... submitted for full consideration by the multilateral 

negotiating body ... " (resolution S-10/2, para. 51) 

I emphasize the words 11 full consideration", which were chosen after lengthy 

discussion in order that we should not lose sight of the fact that the 
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functions of the Committee in Geneva should not be those of a mere intermediary 

between the ner;otiating parties and the General A;osembly. The competence 

of the Conmrittee on Disarmament involves the receipt of any draft treaty 

submitted, its consid ration in detail and in depth~ and the whole 

negotiating process that is called for, including that of amendments to 

any provisions, in order that a consensus may be reached among all the 

Committee 1 s members. Any restrictive interpretation of the functions vre 

have assigned to the Cormnittee on Disarmament would be detrimental to its 

role and 1muld even cast doubt on the need for its very existence. Only 

after the negotiating body has, in the opinion of all its members? completed 

its full consideration of the draft international treaty will it be in a 

position to bring that draft before the General Assembly for its consideration. 

Apart from any other merit, that procedure will serve to ensure, in principle, 

wider acceptance by the most representative body in the United Nations. 

~hat is why we are somewhat surprised ut the tiYe-table \vhich is 

i5plied in draft resolution A/C.l/33/L.7. From a perusal of paragraph 6 

of the draft, it seems that the Committee on Disarmament would at best have 

but a few months to consider a draft treaty which, it can reasonably be 

assmned,will affect the legitimate interests of all the members of the 

international community. The history of negotiations on disarmament conventions, 

including those relating to collateral J:l"easures, does not give us cause 

for optimism. The delegation of Argentina shares the intentions of the 

authors of the draft resolution concerning the urgency of the matter, but 

would still prefer, because it is more realistic and more ln line with the 

role to be played by the Geneva Committee, the language used in draft 

resolution A/C.l/33/L.ll. 

~1e believe, further, that when the time comes the negotiating body 

should consider, in equal depth and with equal thoroughness, the long-delayed 

treaty on the prohibition of the use of cheTiical weapons. \:c: 

reiterate our faith that the results of those long and thorough negotiations 

-vrill justif'y the time they have taken with the submission of a document 

w~1ich proposes and enlists general support while avoiding the c0rrors that 

have undermined the credibility and acceptance of other treaties. 
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(Hr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argen-J::ina) 

h!y delegation wishes to reiterate Argentina 1 s full sunport for the 

objective of the non~proliferation of nuclear ueapons. Hithout detriment 

to the support of that goal but with the greatest sense of urgency we 

repeat that first priority should still be given to nuclear disarmament. 

It would be illusory to think that without the gradual elimination of 

nuclear weapons it vrould be possible to avoid the risl\.s implicit in both 

vertical and horizontal proliferation. There is no better proof of the 

accuracy of that assertion than the failure of the Treaty on 

the Non-~Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons. The time that has elapsed 

since it was opened to signature enables us to state categorically that it 

has neither prevented the possibility of horizontal proliferation in certain 

areas of conflict nor halted vertical proliferation, which is already rather 

considerable; nor, of course, has it contributed in any way to nuclear 

disarmament or to facilitating the transfer of nuclear technology for peaceful 

purposes. 

1iith regard to the latter aspect, the experience of the developing 

countries is especially regrettable. They are subjected to a whole series 

of restrictions and controls -vrhenever the:y wish to take the fev snall steps 

that their technological capacity enables them to take, on the pret ':::Xt of the 

safeguarding of world security - a security which is every d~y endangered 

by precisely those who possess nuclear weapons. It is demanded of the 

developing countries that they assume binding international commitments, 

such as accession to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, in exchange for illusory 

security aDd a technology that is not always transferred, and which when 

it is placed at their disposal has to be paid for very dearly. Those demands 

appear to be based on t>vo considerations: first, the desire of 

some of the developed countries to preserve their monopoly over the production 

of nuclear technology for peaceful purposes and, secondly, the doubts 

vrhich some of those countries have that the developing countries n::.,o-ht 

not accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or similar commitments. 

Here we find a strange paradox. On the one hand, one of the conditions to be 

imposed for the non ...11se of nuclear weapons against our countries - and here 

I paraphrase the statement of the lJnited States representative on 3 November last ~ 
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(ttr. Ortiz de_Rozas" Argentina) 

is that we should not possess nuclear weapons and that we should be 

parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, or that we should have accepted 

similar internationally binding commitments not to acquire nuclear weapons. 
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that: 

(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina) 

On the other hand, the same representative told us immediately afterwards 

II this statement should dispose of one of the issues which recurred 

from time to time in our current deliberations on this issue" - he is 

referrine: to item 128 - "that is, whether there should be a 'legally 

binding treaty obligation' or whether individual declarations are 

satisfactory. The United States does not consider this to be a real 

issue. A formal statement by the President of the United States is 

not somethin~ that is made lightly or without careful consideration of 

all its implications and the obligations it imposes. And its effect 

is immediate, not at some future date." (A/C.l/33/PV.28, p. 21) 

These assertions appear to me to contain surprising disparities. On the 

one hand a unilateral statement by a Head of State or Government should be 

taken as sufficient to guarantee the security of non-nuclear weapon States. 

On the other hand, in the case of the latter, more is needed than statements, 

however solemn, made by their Governments - and there are a number of 

Governments which have made such statements - concerning their intentions 

not to acquire or produce nuclear weapons. They must sign and ratify formal 

internationally valid commitments. 

In short, it means that in the area of nuclear problems the credibility 

of countries is measured by a different yardstick. This is somewhat of a 

novelty in respect of an item where even the capacity to be astounded appeared 

to have been exhausted. 

In this statement I have confined myself to a few remarks. The delegation 

of Argentina will give further specific views on the items under consideration 

in the First Committee when we have to take a decision on the various draft 

resolutions before us. 
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'!.he CHAIPJvlf1.lq: I should lil\:e to draw the attention of tl1e members 

of the Conm1ittee to u number of nev draft resolutions, and revisions of 

others, lvhich have been distributed today. First of all there is c'craft 

resolution A/C.l/33/1.22, -vrhich concerns new weapons of mass destrc:ction. 

Secondly, there is draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.23, which concerns effective 

measurGs to implement the purposes and objective of the Disarrrwment I>'cade, 

lhlder at:,enda item 4o. Then there is a revised version of draft resolution 

A/C.l/33/1.7, under agenda item 38, which refers to implementation of General 

Assembly resolution 32/78. Fine>lly, there is a revised version of draft 

resolution A/C.l/33/1.16, which refers to agenda item 125, and more precisely 

to parac;raph 125 of the Final Document of the spt;cial session on disarm2.rr:ent. 

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m. 


