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The neetins was called to order at 10.30 a.m.

oo

AGENDA ITHIS 30 TO 45, 120 AND 121 (continued)

Hr. PFUIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): The Government of the

Federal Republic of German:r appreciated the broad support that

resolution 33/91 B on confidence-building measures received last year. My
Government noted with satisfaction the virtuallv-uranimous adoption of *the
draft resolution it submit-ed together with 19 other sponsors from different
remions.,

In our opinion, a staj)le and comprehensive security partnership both
between Worth and South ani between Iast and West can be achieved only in
an atmosphere of mutual trist. The Federal Government therefore attaches
great ilmportance to confidence-building measures as a primary step towards
verifiable arms limitation and disarmament agreements and as an essential
prerequisite for the continuation of the process of détente.

The broad acceptance >f the resolution is, in our view, indicative of
the significance that Stat:=s are attaching to confidence-building measures
as a means of strengtheniig international peace and security. This
has also been expressed by the fact that the required action to be taken
by the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Hations in implementing the
resolution has resulted in 28 replies so far. Those replies are contained
in documents A/34/L16 and Add.1l, submitted to the First Committee on
5 October. I should like to take this opportunity to thank the Secretariat,
in particular iliss Segarra, for the work done in compiling the answers and
passing them on to the First Committee for further action., I alsc thank
those representatives who in their statements in the general debate
have touched positively upon the matter of confidence-building measures,

Tt is encouraging to note that those replies underline the importance
of confidence-building measures. They contain a number of important remarks
and suggestions on the subject. I should like to mention just a few of

then which seem to carry particular weight for the authors: first, confidence.
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(ir. Pfeiffer, Federal
Republic of Germany)

building measures cannot replace concrete disarmament negotiations and
disarmament steps; secondly, confidence can create and improve the climate
for disarmament and arms control negotiations; thirdly, concrete
recommendationsg should be worked out and given as illustrative examples
for the consideration of confidence-building measures in specific regions:
fourthly .evaluation of the possible usefulness of confidence-~building

mersures for specific regions, taking into account existing experiences.
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I should like to conclude this brief extract from documents A/3L/L16
and /dd,1 by saying that quite & number 2T replies are from Europesn
countries. They reflect tre positive experience gained there with confidence-
building measures. As it is known, the confidence-building measures for the
Furopean region were develcped and introduced in connexion with the European
Conference on Security and Co-operation concluded in 1975 in Helsinki, The
Turopean countries, whether menbers of existing military alliances or not,
stress in thelr replies the importance of the European example,

This view is fully shered by the Federal Republic of Germany. Like
other countries, it transmitted to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations its views and experiences of confidence-building measures as agreed
upon in the Final Act of Jlelsinki, Quite a number of Duropean countries,
including ny own, have implemented the confidence-building measures agreed
to in a broad-minded manner, We share the feeling of a number of Furopean
countries in the East and Vest that additional confidence-building measures
can and should be taken in Durope,

The nunber and contents of the replies reproduced in documents A/34/L16
and Add.l have induced ry delegation, together with cthers, to consider
the next step in order to continue the momentum. We are convinced that the
concept of confidence-building measures is sufficiently flexible to permit
its application to the particular geographical, rolitical and military
conditions in specific regions. It is essential to realize that these
measures can be developed &nd agreed upon and that their application leads to
more openness and transpar<ncy among the States concerned., The measures help
to prevent misjudgement and to assure that particular military activities of
a neighbour do not represert a threat to one's own security. The embodiment
of concrete confidence-building measures in regicnal agreements can strengthen
their value.

As a result of these celiberations and the numerous contacts my delegation
has had during these days, I have the priviiege of introducing today draft
resolution A/C.1/34%/L.20 or confidence~building measures, 1 do so also on
behalf of the other sponsors, namely, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada,
Denmark, Lcuador, Finland, France, Ghana, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Hetherlands, Philippines, fomania, Spain, Turkey, Sweden, the United Kingdom

of Creat Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America and Zaire,
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In its operative part, the draft resolution recommends that all States
continue to consider arrangements for specific confidence~building measures
taking into account the specific conditions and requirements of each region,
Further, a comprehensive study on confidence-building measures shall be
undertaken, taking into account the replies contained in documents A/34/L16
and Add, 1.

To this end, the Secretary-General is requested to carry out the study with the
the assistance of a group of gqualified governmental experts appointed by him
on a balanced geographical basis, While the study is expected to be rveady for
submission to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session, a progress
report will be presented at its thirty-fifth session.

My delegation and the other sponsors are well aware of the amount of
work which 1s involved in the elaboration of the comprehensive study and
also of the financial implications, HNevertheless, we consider the study
justified and essential because it will contribute substantially to the
improvement of the envirvonmental conditions necessary for concrete disarmament
reasures,

The study project has already been given positive consideration by the
Advisory Board, which advises the Secretary-General on the aspects of studies,
In its report of 11 May 1979, the Advisory Board noted "that this area might
lend itself to a study in the future',

Together with the other sponsors, wy delegation is hopeful that draft
vesolution A/C.1/34/1L,20 will receive favourable consideration and broad
support, because it touches upon an item which in recent years has rightly
attracted more and more attention, With our initiative, an issue will be
pursued which had already been taken up during the first special session on
disarmament, The importance atbached to it is reflected in paragraph 93 of
the Final Document, which reads:

"Cormitment to confidence-building measures could significantly

contribute to preparing for further progress in disarmament,”

(A/5~-10/L, p., 10)




BHS/sjb A/C.1/3L/PV.3k
8 .10

(Mr, Pfeiffer, Federal
Republic of Germany)

To shed more light on this important field, to evaluate the experience
at hand and to elaborate siggestions for arrangements on confidence-building
measures on a regional basis, the sponsors of draft resolution A/C,1/3L/L.20
have taken the initiative end submit it to the First Committee for its

consideration and approval,

Mr, ADENIJI (Nigeria): I have the honour to introduce the

draft resolution in documert A4/C,1/34/L.16, entitled "Implementation of
the Declaration of the Denuclearization of Africa', As cante seen, the
draft is sponsored by a large number of African countries, I shall not read
out all their names,

This is a draft resolution to which all the countries of Africa, members
of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), attach very great importance,
since, as recent reports show, a new and very dangerous dimension is again being
added to the already serious security situation on the continent posed by the
apartheid régime of South 4frica, The preparations by South Africe two years
ago to conduct a nuclear explosion became public knowledge, thanks to the vigilance
arnd co-operation of the Soviet Union and the United States, That public exposure
of the preparations by Soubh Africa came to us in Africa as no surprise, However,
we had hoped that those who still had any doubts regarding the grounds for
African disquiet at the nuclear programme of South Africa would be convinced
that our suspicions were well-founded, We had hoped that in the name of
nuclear non-proliferation and, what is more, in order not to jeopardize further
the security of a region which is very explosive due to the policies of the
South African régime, South Africa would be totally isolated and forced to

renounce its nuclear ambition as well as its apartheid policy.
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Urfortunately and to our great rerret, encouragencint continued to be given
to South Africa through nuclear collaboration, supposedly for peaceful purposes.
The fallaciousness of any assumption that South Africa makes o distincticn

betwveen peaceful uses of nuclear ener~y and the develomment of nuclear weanons

O

r
must have dawned recently, I should like to believe ., on those who held such views.
1

The report of the explosion of a2 nuclear device conducted South Alrice 1n

September pas srain tighlighted the character of the desverate leaders of
Pretoria. As in 1977, when alarm was raised at the nuclear test

preparations in the Xelahari Desert , South Africa naturally denied having
conducted any nuclear test. ho ever assumed that the apartheid régime would
admit to having conducted the test? Certainly we did not. Yet what the
international community knows of the régime in Pretoria is enoush to convince us
tinat South Africa wmight have conducted such a test.

Paradoxically South Africa is stepping wup its nuclear blackmail, cr the
preparations for such blackmail, at a time when the Organization of African
Unity (OAU) is considering further steps towards the implementation of its
Declaration, which was endorsed by the international community, to
umake the continent of Africa a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

At the thirty third ordinary session of the OAU Council of Hinisters
prececing the siwteenth ordinary session of the Assembly of Heads of State and
Government, held in Fonrovia , Liberia, in July of this year, the sccond
resolution adopted at that conference dealt specifically with the question of

the denuclearizaticon of Africa.
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The resclution, CM/Res.TI8(XXXIII), in its overative paragraph 3:
"Invites llewmber States of the Organizaticn of African Unity to study
the question of Denuclearization of the continent of Africa ... and to
transait their observations and comments thereon to the Secretary-General
at the earliest poss:ble date, and in any case, not later than the next

Suymmit Conference’. (A/34/552, ». 7)

Operative paragraph L pf the ssme resolution:
"Reguests the Secretary-General to propose to the Eighteenth Assembly
of the OAU Heads of btate and GCovermaent concrete measures to be taken on

the basis of comnments received from Member States.”  (A/34/552, p. T7)

Thus it can be seen by the international community that independent African
States have again shown, by the resolution adopted just a few months ago at the
DAU summit, thaet they are determined to spare thelr continent the scourge of
nuclear armsments with all. its implications for international peace and security.
This is consistent with the desire of the General Assembly which; in the
Programme of Action of it: special session devoted to disarmament stated in
paragraph €0 of the Final Document:

“The establishment of nucleasr-weapon-free zones on the basis of
arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned

constitutes an imporiant disarmament measure.’ (A/S-20/4, III, para. 60)

The same document stated in paragraph 65:
"Tt 1is imperative, as an integral part of the effort to halt and

everse the arms rac:, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.'

r
(8/5-10/4, III, para. 65)

st

Jhat is involved in the draft resolution which I am introducing this
worning on the implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa
is whether the General Assenbly will be true to its ovn determination to take

all positive steps towards disarmament, especially nuclear disarmament, or whether

it will allow its determination in this respect to be shattered by such
international outcasts as the apartheid régime of South Africa. For if nuclear
weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of civilization,
then the effect of such 2 weapon in the »possession of an irrational régime such
48 the one in Pretoria is unisaginable. All efforts at preventing that rérime
fron acquiring nuclear weapons asust be & priority item for the United Hations

and i1ts Hembers.
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The United Hations is not unawvare of the fact that in a scwinar on nuclear
collaboration with South Africa, held under the auspices of the United Tations
in London, in February 1970, a detailed catalopue of the danper nosed by the
Soutly African nuclear nrogramie vas given, including the assistance thal Couth
Africa was receivine frowm some Vestern countrics and from Israel., It is natural
therefore that the draft rescolution before this Committee should talie note of
the renort of that seuinsr, which, as I said, was held under the auspices of the
united iations.

It is also necessary, 50 as to show that The OAU mewmbers themselves are
talking active stevns towards the implementation of the Declaraticn ou the
Nenuelearization of Africa, to cuote or to call attention to the decision by
the OAU Council of linisters in which that body took a further step towards the
Lanlementation of the Declaration,

In the operative part of the resolution, the General Assembly having
strongly reiterated its call, in several resolutions, on all States
to respect Africa as a nuclear wespon-free zone, 'vicorously condemns the

reported cuplosion of a nuclear device by South Africa.” (@/C,lXBM[L,lég vasge 2)

contrary to resolution 33/63, in waich the General Assewmbly haed definitely called

onn Soutihr Africa not to conduct such a test.
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The draft reaffirms that the nuclear programme of the racist régime
constitutes a very grave danger to internstional peace and security generally,
and to the peace and securiuy of African States in particular. The draft
therefore calls upon States which still collaborate with South Africa in the
nuclear field to desist forvhwith and reguests the Security Council to prohibit
all such co=oneration.

Furthiermore, the draft resolution reouests the Security Council to act
in accordance with paragraph 62 of the Final Docurent of the special session
devoted to disarmament by instituting effective unforcercnt action to prevent
South Africe from further endangering international peace and security through
ite scouisition of nuclear wreapons.

It is the velie? of the sronsors of the draft resolution that the
danger of the acouisition o nuclear weapons by the racist régime, the total
impossibility of drawing a distinction between South ifrica'’s meaceful
nuclear vrogromme and its muclear weapons programme, the South African record
of insensitivity to world owninion and its constant defiance of the decisions
and resolutions of the United MNations are cause encugh for a draft
resolution such as is being nronosed in document A/C.1/3L/1..16. Ve therefore
hone Tor the surport of all delegetions, bearing in mind that recert
developments on the question of the deruclesrizatior of Africe call for some
forceful action on the vert cf the General Agsembly.

I now turn to the draf: resolution in document A/C.1/3L/L.17. In
introducing the draft resoclution on the United Fations Trogramme of Fellowshins
on Disermement, contained in document A/C.1/3L4/L.17, I should like to
apologize to those snensors whose names do not apresr on the list as published.
The »aucity of formal meetings of this Committee in the last few days since
the report of the Secretary-General on this item come out made it a little

difficult for my delegation to contact a number of the prospective sponsors

4

sc as to obtaln thelr consent. May I, therefore, reguest the indulgence of

1]

representatives to add the rares of Ieynt, the Cyrian frab Republic and
Vernezuela to the list of snongors. The list would nov read: lpypt, India,
Indonesin, Jaraica, lenya, ligeria, Philippines, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,

Yugoslavia and Venezuela,
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In Paragraph 108 of the Final Document of the special session on
disarmament, the General Assembly decided to establish a Programme of Fellowshins
on Disarmament, and requested the Secretary-General to prepare guidelines for
the Programme on the basis of the proposal which my delegation submitted to
the special session. At its thirty-third session the Ceneral Assembly
approved the puidelines prepared by the Secretary-General and requested him
to make =adequate arrangements so that the Programme might be commenced during
the first half of 19670. The necessary funds were thereafter approved by the
oserbly,

My delegation is grateful to the Secretary-General and to his staff
connected with the Programme, to the Assistant Secretary-General in charge of
the Centre, to the Director of the Programme and to its Co-ordinator for the
excellent manner in which they have discharged their responsibilities. The
great interest shown in the Programme by Member States is reflected in the
number of applicants sponscred by their Governments: h0 candidates, we are told,
applied for the Fellowship Programme , and the Secretariat had the not-sc-easy
task of selecting 20, which ig the upper limit set by the General Assembly.

I said that the task of the Secretariat in selecting 20 of the applicants was
not so easy because I understood that all the applicants were highly gualified.
It goes without saying, therefore, that the Programme has been inaugurated on

a very sound basis, with a group of brilliant men and women whose backrround

has set a high standard for the discussions during the course of the Programme.
I have no doubt that their experience on the Programme will further enhance
their usefulness to their Governments in the field of disarmsment. T also

hope that their views and comments will assist the Secretariat in its asscssment

of the content of the Prorsrarrme.
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The draft resolution in document A/C.1/3L/L.17, originally sponsored
by cight delegations, and ncw by 11, with the addition of Igypt, the Syrian
Arab Republic and Venezuela. is quite short. 1In its preambular parepraphs
the draft refers to the dociments that authorize the Programme, as well as
to the current report of the Secretary-CGeneral (A/33/CL0). Under operative
paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.17 the General Assembly would take

2 i3

note with satisfactiorn of the Secretary-General's report, and in the very

important operabive paragraph 2 the General Assembly would decide to
continue the Progrsmme. Operative paragraph 3 is conseguential on the
decision to continue the Programme, while the last operative paragraph would
have the Secretary-Genersl submit a feport on the implementation of the
Programme at the next gession of the General Assembly.

It is the wish of the soonsors of the draft resolution in document

A/C.1/RM/T,17 that 1t Te adopted by consensus.
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T should row like *to introduce draft resolution £/C.1/3L4/L.18, entitled
"Consideration of the declaration of the 1900s as a disarrament decade',
sponsored by Frvpt, Jamaica, Kernva, Uigeria, Pakistar, Romania, Sierrs Leone,
Sri Lanka, Turisia and Yuroslavia., Ir Zoinr so, I should like to recall that
there has been a universal expression of disappointuent that the nurposes and
objectives of the Disermarment Decade proclaimed by the General Asserbly in 1969
have not been realized. ot only has there been no significant measure of
disarmament , but even a comprehensive programme of disarmarent has not been
drawvn up. £t the same time we have continued to witness the escalation of
military expenditure, which, according to the latest figures, has reached the
stasgering arount of #L50 billion annually, Thus, not only does the lack of
propress in disarmament continue to endanger international peace and security,
but it is clear that the continuation of the arms race consumes a substantial
and ever-increasing part of world resources which could otherwise be used for
economic and social prograrmes.

It is no accident that the second United lations Developrrent Decade is
also dravine to a close without its goals having been achieved. The
establishment of the Vew International Fconomic Order calls, inter alia, for
the transfer of resources on a rassive scale Trom the develoned to the developing
countries. Certainly, if resources currently being wasted on arrcments had been
released as a result of effective disarrmament measures, there is a hope thet a
pvart of those resources would have been channelled tovards assistance to economic
and social development in the developing countries, thus accelerating the
establishment of the Few International Economic Order.

The draft resolution before this Committee in document A/C.1/3L/1.18 can
be seen ns a procedural reasure designed to lay the basis for the declaration
of the 1980s as a second United NHations disarmament decade., Having sought to
establish arreement in principle on the declaration of the 1980s as a second
United Vations disarmament decade, the draft resolution, in paragraph 2, directs
the United Iations Disarmament Commission to propose to the General Assembly at
ite thirty-fifth session elements of a draft resolution for consideration and
adoption in proclamation of the disarmament decade.

Parapranh 3 provides puidelines for the Disarmarent Coridssicn for the

draft resolution it will be preparine. Parasranhs L ard 5 are self-sxnlanatory.
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It is the hope of the sponsors of the draft resolution that it will be
ATTROVLY DY CONSENSUS.

Tirslly, I should lilke to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/3L/L.19. Tirst
of all I should like to apolorize to the delegations of Ireland and Forway for the
fect thet their names do not appear in the docurent. [y delegation thousht that
it had contacted the Secretariat in good time to have ther included in the list of
sponsors . but apparently thz Secretariat was unable to do so. I would therefore
ask that Ireland and HYorway be included emong the original sponsors of the
draft resclution.

Cn behalf of the sponsors, I now introduce the draft resolution, entitled
"United Wations Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain
Conventional Weanons Which !lay Be Deemed to Be ixcessively Injurious or to
Have Irdiscriminate Effects"”., The Conference was held in Geneva from
10 to 28 September 1979, in accordance with General Assembly resolutions 32/152
and 33/70, and its report is before this Committee. The resolutions that called
for the convening of the Ccnference entrusted it with the mandate of reaching
agreements on the prohibitions or restrictions of use of specific conventicnal
weapons , including those whkich may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to
have indiscriminate effects, taling into account humanitarian and military
considerations, and on the guestion of the carly review of this matter and the
consideration of further vroposals. It was envisaged that a sesgion of the
Conference misht e able to conclude work on this category of weapons, a task
which was berun tentatively during the diplomatic conference on international
humanitarian lav and later in two preparatory sessions of the United Tations
Cenference, 210 in 1978 and early 1979.

The Conference was assisted by its two preparatcery sessions, but it was
still faced with the question of how to balance military requirements with the
reed to develop huranitariin law in warfare. In addition, the Conference had
to devote a lot of its attanmtion to the follow-up mechanism,

As the report of the Zonference indicates, substantial progress vas made
both in its consideration »f apreements on specific weapons and in the legal
frameworl: for those asreements as well as for pursult of its future work. It
becamwe clear, however, that even with the spirit of accommodation shown by the

participants in the Conference, its mandate was such that it could not be
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fully discharged in the time available. Hence the recommendation of the
Conference to request the Generrl Assembly to authorize it to hold anotiher

SeSSLON .

T

Essentially, therefore, draft resolution A£/C.1/34/1..19 is desizned

o

S
H

to seek the authority of the General Assewdly to hold this further session.
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Lt 28 natural , however, thot the dre

by

It regolution should bring to the General

{

‘5 oattention, in a very short form, the stase it reached in its work.

“his is the essonce of parazraphs 1 to b of the draft resolution.

General Assembly 1s reouested to endorse the

cigion of the Conference to holu another session in Geneva for a period

o

L

of four weens beginuing on 15 Leptenmber 1980, with & view to its completing

negotiations in conformity with its mandate.

1.

£ calls attention to an uncerstanding of the Conference

wed o speed up work At its next session.

1 4 4

Paragrapin 7 needs to be emphagized. It calls on 3tates to continue
to perticivate actively in the Conference will: appropriate renresentation.

Eigt -

Geneva in Septenber representatives of only 81 countries

ot

he hene of my aelegation and of all the sponsors of

that more States will be represented at the next

session. The ilaportance of thig Conference, whiclh is the first of its kind
perheps since 1925 and which features prowinently in the Programme of Action

of the first special session devoted to disarnme

3} nt, leads ny delepation to
hope that wmore countries will porticimate in reaching decisions, vwhich, we
trust, will have 2n impact on the future disarmament agenda in the area of
conventional weapons. The sponsors therefore hope that the draft resolution
A/C.1/38/1.1% will be adopted by cousensus.

setfore T conclude I should like to say that the delegafion of Bthiopia

wishes to he & sponsor of draft resclution A/C.L/34/T.1T.

{fustralia)}. On behnalf of the stonsors, 1 have pleasure

in introducing draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.1k dealing with the iunlementation
of Geueral Ascembly resolution 33/C0.

Il

Lagt year, by resoluticn 33/00, the General Assembly reaffirmed its

the cessation of nuclear testing by all States in all

e

environitents would be 1n tre interest of all manl

voth as a major step
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towards ending the qualitative iuproveuwent, develor..ent and Droliferaticn of
nuclear weapons and &5 a means of relieving the deep aprrehension concerning
the Lwrmful consequences of radiocactive contamination for the health of
oresent and iuture generations. It was the view of the General Assembly
that nejotiation of an effective comprehensive test bLan treaty was a matter
of the highest iluportance.

he conclusion of such a treaty would be significant in that all
nuclear explosions would cease for tue duration of the treaty. It would
thus limit, and perhaps even stop, the vertical proliferation of nuclear
weapons by the parties to the treaty, This in turn would strengthen the
iuclear wWon-Proliferation Treaty, lead to the fuller implementation of
that Treaty, 2nd help overcome the ovjections of those States that see the
Non--Proliferation Treaty as discriminating in favour of the existing
auclear-weapon otates.

A comprehensive test han treaty would also prevent, or at least restrain,
horizontal proliferation. It would provide reassurance to the international
coumunity that nuclear development programres in non-nuclear-weapon States
were, in fact, directel towards peaceful purposes. It is relevant to note
that States not party to the 1IPT could becone party to a comprehensive
test ban treaty and thus provide assurances that they were not becoming
nuclear-weapon States.

Last vear General Assembly regolution 33/60 urged that negotiations
between the three nuclear-weapon States be concluded as a matter of urgency

and that the results be submitted to the Coumittee on Disaxmament before the

hezinning of 1ts 1979 session. In addivion, it requesved the Coumittee

on Disarmament to take up the agreed text of the negotiating States with

N
1

a view o the negotiation of a draft couprehensive test-ban treaty.

It is of considerable concern to my delegation that the Comittee
on Disarmament was unable to comply with that request. The negotiating States

Gid not conclude their deliberations,
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sustralia, together with a large nunber of other States, has consistently
gXprossed 1ts Gissatisfaction at the leck of conclusion of these deliberations

thile e eporeciate thol there are complex and difficult wroblems involved,

e had cted results. In the absence of conclusive results, we at

lezst ected 2 nore dotailed account of negotiations than in fact was given
test-ban treaty is a vital and

attaiveble nart of an iulricate systen of disarmament and arms control. It

would be Tulile to attempt to conclude a treaty without the considered results

of the (eliberations of the negotiating Gtates, and wve therefore regara it as

a aatter of the utmiost luportance that they use their best endeavours o bring

their negotiations to o pocitive conclusion in time for consideration by the

committes on uilsaruament during its next

gsession. The role of the Committee

on Dsaruaiment in tue nesotistion of a treaty is indispensable.

the effective iumlemertation of a comprenensive tegt ban is, of course,
dependent on aceguate veriilcation, and in this regard the Ad lloc Group of
Cedentific Lxperts to estalblish an intcernational seisaic data exchange
systoa 1s of the utiost lugortance. It dis hoped that States will continue
te co-operate with that grcup.

ie

LN

sstantiael and 1t cur hove

a

acceptable.

Certainly the svonsorin,

wifely and have attempted to ine

elegati

that 21l delegations will Tind t

cns nave made

every elfort to

orporate in the draft resolution those

noints which we believe all delegations consider important.
Tf e are Lo wrevent the further proliferation of nuclear weapons znd
contrivute towards an end to the arme race and the achievement of aucleer

disarmanent , a comprehensiive © van Lr

action towsrds thaet goal. On

~egolution to tre Coumittee.

arait

eaty will, we believe, e a vital
behalf of its sponsors, 1 commend

.

to

the draft regolution now before this Committee, the sponsoring
nad forencst in their minds the urgent need for a comprehensive
be concliuded. e have been anxious to produce a balanced
accurately reflects what we pelieve to be the will of the
ne differences in approach on the item are not, we

he text

the
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lir. CSHAT (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): In introducing draft
resolution 4/C.1/34/L.12 we are not pursuing political or propapgands ends as
mizht be believed. Ve are introducing it because we are convinced that this
question is closely linked to the peace and security of the Middle Last,
and hence to that of the world as a whole.

A study of the political situation in the iiddle Dast and the geographical
location of thut region in the world demands that we exomine this cuestion
with the greatest responsibility. Ve all know that the region i1s the scene
of a bitter struggle being waged by an agsressor State, which pursues its
agoression constantly, apainst States and peovles that are sparing no effort
to put an end to it and to eliuinate its consegquences.

It is no secret frou anyone that Isracl is uaking tireless efforts to
develop its nuclear prograime snd to equip dtself with nuclear weapons.
Zvidence of this has couwe from many sources, and there is no need to
wention once nore the tell.-tale signs because numerous speaiers have already
mentioned thas.

In its struggle ¢

vinst the Arab world Israel counted on 1ts supericrity

in conventicnal weapons. It thought thet the 1967 war would lead it to

goals and tuat the Arab worldad would accept its cemands « on its iLnees and
unconditionally. But since military gaing di¢ not wateh political successes,
such was not the case. Israel then decided to develon its nuclear programme
and to eguip itself with nuclear weapons, velleving that that alone would
enable it to oblime the Arab world to give way o its claims and awmbitions.

herein lie the dangers threatening the peace and securiity of the rexion

and of the werld as @ whole. The acguisition by Isreael of nuclear weapons

will force its neishlours, near and far. to seel in their turn to ascquire

nuclear weapons. Obvicusly, one of the first duties of every State is to protect

Fal

its territory and its pecple from threats of aggression and Iron violaticu of

its territorial inte;rity, inuependence snd sovereiznty. Luagine the

of the dangers vith vhich the peace and security of that region would De

threatened 17 wmore than one State there acguired ONCLe™r weanous.
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(Mr, Osman, Sudan)

Ls T Lave already sald, everyone knovs that Israel is developing its

vuclear progrouwne.  ILts refusal to sizn the Treaty on the Wow-Proliferation of

[6a)

‘uclear Weapons shows that it intends to acguire nuclear weapons, at the same time
raising the not very convineling arpuuent, hy =sl only Israel to sizn the
son-Proliferation Treaty when there are wany countries that have not done so?"

e anaver to that question is sinmple.

irst, wost of the countries that have not signed the ‘'reaty have not

the cavacity to acquire nuclear weapons.

Secondly, whereas Israel hos established its nuclear programme and 1S
continuing to develon 1t, most of the countries that have not signed the
Treaty have done nothing of the kind,

thirdiy, most of the countries thot have not signed the Treaty are not
slituated 1n a region vher: there is a gerious coanflict, as Israel is.

Pourthly, some of the countries thiot have not signed the Treaty arc
ensared in a conflict with Israel -- a conflict that has not yetl been settled.
in any case, tinose countries huve indicated that +they would accept the
Ureaty in principle if Israel signed it.

Mifthly, throughout its history Israel has Dbeen known as an aggressor
state. “he General Assembly has repeatedly condemned it. Illoreover, Israel

is not willing to abide by the resolutions of the United Hations.

Tinailyv. as I indicated at the beginning of my statement, in submitting this

i

¢ratt resolution we have sought to make the kMiddle East a nuclear-weapon-free
zone so that 1t way be a zoue of security, given its importance for the whole

world ana for internetional peace and Securlty, ile sincerely hope that this

draft resolution will be adopted.
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v, LIDCARD (Sveden): I have been instiructed to maie
stotenent in surmort of draft rescluticn /C.1/3L/L.17, vhich

ceals with the Unived fetions

introduced by the revresentntive of

Conference concernin Ven 2015 .

extromely cornlicated. Althouch the olnt of denmarture i thegs digeunsions

is hvmanitari=n. militory and security considerations have to be taken into account.

Indeed, any restrictions on ronventional warfare that did not tszke ther into

account would be on shaky ground, In Geneva dipicrats, lawyers and nmilitary and

advisers 7 senrch For wrohibitions or

1at bring sove reluction of
surfering. some reduction in risks for the civilicn vopulation. This is
: Jo

not an “last-est or lorth-bcuth bolancins act but o jolnt hunaniterian tesk,

and thigs
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lerislation vhere ve are dealin

svecific conventional weanons. [lgainst this background it should perhans
come as no surprige Lo anyone that the Sentevber nectins in Jeneva will need

to be Tollowed Ly a second Session,.
That deces not reen inat the recently concluded sescion vas o Teilure.
Wo consider that, not least thanks to the very able chairmanship of Mr, Adeniji,

encouraging progress was made, The draft resoluticn now before us in

- ) o B
Gocument A/C.1/3%/L.1 The Cenference hog
reachel arreenent with >, L ré wro y bennin:, the vso of

weapons waich consis

acreerient has been attained on restriciion of ih ¢ of landmines onc

[

Tn our view, it will be difficuit to tern the Ccnference a success unless

portant incei nons, ircluding
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(Mr. Lidgard, Sweden)

1

wanalnm, is achieved, The world has long found the use of napalm and other

o

flame veanons utterly inbumsne. Is it not time to transform this reaction
into State action?

On the positive side, ve should also mention the unanimous resolution
Wy the Conference concerning: the development of small-calibre weapon systems.
Tt calls, inter olia upon States to exercise the utmost care in the
developuent of such systems  so as to avold an unnecessary escalation
of the injurious effects of small-calibre projectiles.

The Conference has recomuended to the General Assembly that it be
convened for a second session to be held in Geneva, beginning on
15 Senterber 1980, with a view to concluding substantive and procedural
matters left outstanding from 1ts first session. Cne of the main
issues left oubstanding is whe work on a treaty framework for the
contemnlated prohibitions or restrictions, inecluding the guestion of a
coupirehensive review mechanisii

One aspect of the review issue is that the present Conference can deal
only with weapons fully knovn to us noWw. If a considerable time passes
between each opportunity to hold discussions, it may be argued that
army humapitarisn gains made in 1980 might soon be eroded by innovations
in the field of weaponyry. Accordingly there is a need for a systea of

—eriodic reviev, or follow-up, to use a perhaps nore adecuate terminology.
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(ifr. Lidgard, Sweden)

The present state of arms technology clearly shows that there is a need
for a workable mechanism to permit discussion of the question of new weapons.
Let me give one example. One category of weapons which exists today but
which will hardly be regulated at the present conference is fuel-air
explosives. TFuel-air explosives are a relatively new concept in weapons
technology: a container of volatile and inflammable liguid is ruptured
by an explosive device and the contents are spread in the air; after a
short delay, the fuel hesthen thoroughly mixed with the air and the mixture
may be exploded by means of detonators present within the fuel cloud.

In the fuel cloud high over-pressures are reached.

The main reason for discussing fuel-air explosive weapons in the context
of "humanitarian law” is their specific property of causing severe lung
injuries to persons exposed to them. The pressure levels and duration of
the shock waves within the fuel cloud are of such magnitude that the
probability of death for anybody present within the cloud is very high.

Lung injuries will cause extreme agony and severe suffering to the victims
before their death.

Further, a review mechanism is needed to permit discussion of
completely new weapons. Some examples of this may be laser weapons,
microwave devices, light flash devices and infrasound devices, in so
far as those weapons are of an snti-nersonnel chnaracter,

The present Conference on the prohibition or restriction of use of
certain conventional weapons 1is an unusual event of great importance. HNot
only has the international community a chance to ban or restrict the use
of some particularly inhumane weapons which are being produced today but
there is also a unique opportunity to establish in the futurc a mechanisr to
check, from a humanitarian point of view, the development of new weapons.
The international community should not miss this opportunity.

Consequently, we urge unanimous support of draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.19.
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Mr. VELISSAROPOJLOS (Greece)(interpretation from Fremch): I
should like to say a few words about draft resolution A/C,1/34/L.17, which

was introduced this mornine by the representative of Nigeria,

Greece has always demonstrated great interest - and we have been
repeating this since last year - in study fellowships on disarmament.
It is only natural, therefore, that we should find this draft resolution
entirely satisfactory. But I wonder whether we should not include in it a
reference to the fact that in its first arplication the programre
of fellowships on disarmament had very encouraging and very positiwve results.
I think such a reference - although I have not worked it out fully in my
mind -~ could be included in operative paragraph 1 of this draft resolution.
I feel that it would be very useful, the more so sirce until now there has
not been such an abundance of tanrpible results as to warrant our refraining
from making rmention of one achievement, however rodest, that gives us cause
for rratificatior rowv,

In keepirnr with that line of thinFire, Greece is ready to sponsor this

draft resolution.
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The CHAIRMAI: Since no other delegation wishes to speak at this time,
I should like to announce the following additional sponsors of draft
resolutions: Italy and Xenya, A/C.1/34/1.13¢ Burundi and Congo, A/C.1/3L4/1.16:
Ghana. Ithiopia and the Philippines. A/C.1/3L4/L.18 +the Lao People's
Democratic Republic and Hicaragua, A/C.1/3L4/L.12 Chile, A/C.1/34/L.20° the
Philippines, A/C.1/34/L.5/Rev.l and L.1h: the Wetherlands, A/C.1/3L/L.21,
and Morocco., Sierra Leone and Senegal, 4/C.1/34/L.1k.

Representatives will remerber that at our 33rd meeting I said that on
fridsy morning next we would take action on certain draft resolutions, but in
the event draft resolution A/C.1/3L4/L.2 is not yet ready to be voted on.
However, we shall vote on Friday morning on draft resolutions A/C.1/3L/L.5/Rev.l,
L.7, L.10 and L.11, if I hear no objection. and I should also like to ask the
sponsors of draft resolutions A/C.1/34/L.16, L.17, L.18 and L.19 whether they

will be ready to be voted on then.

Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): I do not think that the Committee will be

able to take a decision as early as Friday on draft resolutions A/C.1/34/L.16
and L.17, since the comments that the representative of Greece has just made may
call for some revision of the texts after discussion among the group of sponsors.

On the other hand, I think that we may be ready for a decision on draft
resolution A/C.1/34/1.18 as early as Friday, if there is no indication by
representatives of a desire to submit amendments. We may also be ready for a
decision to be taken then on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.19. since we are

hoping that it will be adopted by consensus.
The CHATRMAW: TIf I hear no further objection, on Friday morning the
Committee will take action on draft resolutions A/C.1/34/L.5/Rev.l, L.7. L.10,

L.11, L.18 and L.19.

The meeting rose at 11.55 a.m.






