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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 31 TO 49 AND 121 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE

Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden): Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, for your

most kind welcoming words at this morning's meeting.

Sir, although it is now fairly late in the day, I do want to join all previous
speakers in congratulating you on your election to the important post of Chairman
of the First Committee. I wish also to congratulate the other officers of the
Committee on their election. As I have followed your outstanding career in
multilateral diplomacy for quite a number of years now, I do not need to listen
to the praise of you by others in asserting the complete confidence of the
Swedish delegation in your eminent capacity to guide us in bringing our efforts
to the most successful result possible.

What T should like to do today is to revive the spirit of the Mouse that
Roared. The imaginury events of this book of 1955 have a direct bearing on our
present predicament. Representing one of the little nations of the world to
which the book is dedicated, it seems to me that what we need to do now is to
roar with a unanimous voice at the big and mighty. We might not achieve the
wonderful results of the disarmament efforts of the Duchy of Grand Fenwick, that
is, the total abolition of all nuclear weapons under effective control. But we
might set something in motion, to get out of the present arms control and
disarmament impasse.

From this starting point, my statement today will not be the traditional

tour d'horizon of the situation in the field of disarmament where we have

tragically failed to achieve any meaningful results. Instead, I intend to devote
the main part of my intervention today to issues relating to nuclear

disarmament, including the imperative need to preserve and strengthen the
non-proliferation régime. The reason for dwelling particularly on nuclear

arms is. of course, the increased risk of a nuclear war resulting from the
continued nuclear-arms race, the increased danger of nuclear proliferation,

developments in military doctrines and a deteriorating international situation.
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People around the world certainly share my feeling that the 1980s have had
a bad start. The situation indeed looks grim. We have behind us - and let us
not shy away from stating this - serious fajilures in efforts to change the course
of events in the nuclear-arms field.

We have taken note of, among others, a course of events which has had a
negative impact on the human predicament, such as an ongoing Soviet military
build-up and the deployment within Soviet forces of new intermediate--range
missiles, such as the 8S-20; continued qualitative improvements of intercontinental
ballistic missiles (ICBMs) in both the United States and the Soviet Union: the
decision within NATO on 12 December 1979 to develop, produce and deploy in western
Turope a new generation of intermediate-range missiles: an inclination increasingly
to regard nuclear weapons as militarily usable, with effects on doctrines,
new weapon systems and modes of deployment - the fact that, at a time of economic
difficulties, the arms industry seems to be among the few which can count on
increasing orders and that military establishments in most cases seem to be
immune from budgetary restraints; reports on alleged use in war of chemical
weapons and the growing interest in developing new types of chemical weapons:
reports on feared threats to the non-proliferation régime: and, last but certainly
not least. the acute worsening of the international political climate through
deteriorating super-Power relations, as well as increased tensions and military
aggression in certain parts of the world.

Some bright spots, although few, should also be noted. Talks. and this
is essential, are continuing between the super-Powers:; the present United States
Administration remains committed to the ratification of SALT IT: the joint
decision by the United States and the USSR to start a preparatory round of
discussion on Luro-strategic weapons, the so-called Tactical Nuclear Forces (TNF)
or theatre nuclear forces, set in motion Jjust two weeks ago, and the Geneva
agreement on particularly inhumane weapons which, although limited in scope and
mainly aimed at the protection, for humanitarian reasons, of the civilian
population, represents one of the very few tangible results of recent
international diplomacy.

It is self-evident but worth stressing that most arms control and

disarmament efforts are unlikely to move forward in the absence of a climate of
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of détente and basic confidence among nations and, in particular, the super-Powers
and their alliances. The present hardening of positions and the ongoing so--called
arms modernization process, notably in the Furopean area, are bound to influence
negatively the prospects for disarmament negotiations. Such trends must be
reversed while there is still time.

Representing a country in the small, but politically and strategically
important, continent of Europe, I shall indeed have to return to a review of the
precarious situation on that continent. But I want first to comment on a recent

event in the general arms control and disarmament field.
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The second NPT Review Conference was held in Geneva during four weeks
last August and September.

We are all, whether parties to the NFT or not, aware of the importance of the
NPT régime, as well as of the delicate balance between the treaty obligations
of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States that was introduced
during the multilateral phase of negotiations preceding the signing of
the NPT in 1968.

Since the early days of our participation in disarmament talks, Sweden
has asserted the decisive importance of the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and of nuclear disarmament as main prerequisites for keeping nuclear
weapons from spreading to additional States. As a matter of fact, the
existence of article VI of the NPT is primarily the result of efforts
in 1907 and 1968 by two States members of the then Fighteen-Nation Disarmament
Ccmmittee, namely llexico and Sweden.

We should beware of an interpretation of article VI as stipulating
an obligation on the nuclear-weapon States parties only to start negotiations
in good faith. Then they would be free to go on negotiating for years and
decades without results. This would not be in consonance with the strongly
felt view that there is a real and substantive obligation on the nuclear-weapon
States parties.

Regrettably, twelve years have passed since those States signed a treaty
pledging themselves to seek the cessation of the nuclear arms race “at an
early date’. Still, the nuclear arms race continues and intensifies,
threatening to lead us to '"the brink". In spite of that, those States, as
they have recently done, claim their proper fulfilment of obligations
under article VI. This is unacceptable to my country and, I imagine, to all
other non-nuclear-weapons States parties to the NPT.

Events do, indeed, underline the need for controls related to the connexion
between nuclear fission and nuclear -reapon production capacity in order to
minimize the risk of nuclear-weapon proliferation. At the same time, we are
aware that nuclear-weapon proliferation may also occur by means other than

abuse of nuclear energy programmes.
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e find it reassuring that the second WPT Review Conference was able
to deal extensively - and with quite a degree of agreement - with important
matters such as International Atomic Fnergy Agency (IAEA) safeguards and
international co-operation regarding the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

In this context, I want to recall the conviction of the Swedish delegation
that relations between States in the field of co-operation in nuclear energy
would improve if all non-nuclear-weapon States not parties to

the IPT were to accept safeguards with the same scope as has been accepted
by the parties. TIf all exporting States were to make such safeguards

a condition of supply, a disturbing element of discrimination or even
inverted preference would be avoided. Work on these matters must now
continue in other forums.

Full-scope safeguards in all countries and including the nuclear-weapon
States would also be an essential building-block for a ‘cut-off’ of production
of fissionable material for weapons purposes, a measure that Sweden, among
others, has strongly advocated since 1965.

Let me state tkat my country will continue to honour its ccomitments
to non-trroliferation. Aware of the Treaty's role as a main political instrument
in efforts towards horizontal non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, we shall
do our utmost to help preserve and strengthen it.

T have dealt at some length with agrticle VI of the NPT. By accepting
this article, the nuclear-weapon States have undertaken certain obligations
to balance those pledged by the non-nuclear-weapon States. Tts implementation,
in letter and spirit, is therefore of pgreat importance for the efforts to make
the NPT universally accepted.

One should alsc carefully note the Treaty's tenth preambular paragraph,
wherein the States parties recall their determination of 1963 to achieve
the discontinuance of all nuclear-weapon tests for all time. For reasons
to which I shall return, it is of considerable importance to emphasize

the words "fTor all time'.
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The contrast between those commitments and the physical reality of observed
nuclear testing has never been starker., One third of all nuclear test
explosions from the start in the 1940s until now took place during what
we have called the first Disarmament Decade, that is, the 1970s.

An average of 40O test explosions were carried out annually during that
decade, And it should be noted that since 1977 a marked increase in observed
tests has occurred, due to increases in nuclear testing by the Soviet Union
and France, while the United States testing has continued on an unchanged high
level. We have also noted with deep concern the atmospheric test carried out
by China some two weeks ago., And I might add here that , according to a cable
that I received yesterday from the Swedish National Defence Research Institute,

a radioactive cloud emanating from that test has now reached Sweden,

Summary of nuclear explosions

as registered and reported

1944..1980 1970-197kL 1975-1979 1980%
% % 7%

China 26 2.0 6 3.0 9 4.0 1
France 95 7.5 28 13.0 28 13.0

India 1 - - - - - -
United Kingdom 32 2.5 1 - Y 2.0 2
USA 664 53.0 83 L1.0 71 22.5 12
Soviet Union Who o 35,0 86 43,0 106 L8.5 16
Total 1,260 100.0 204  100.0 218 100.0 Lo

*¥ As of 24 October 1980, Figures for 1980 do not yet indicate any
trend, as some nuclear.-weapons States concentrate their testing on the

autumn months,
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I have inserted this table showing the number of nuclear explosions as
registered and reported fraan 1944 through 24 October 1980, with specifications
for the 1970s. These are indeed disgusting statistics.

These develorments, leading up to a nuclear-weapon test rate of roughly
one test per week, wust be considered against the backsround of commitments
made. In the Final Declaration of the first NIFT Review Conference in 1975
it was agreed, by consensus and without any reservation of the nuclear-veapon
States parties, to call upon these very States "to limit the number of their
underground nuclear-weapon tests to a minimum” pending the conclusion of a
canprehensive test-ban treaty. According to statistics, the nuclear-weapon
States have indeed not abided by this ccrmitment.

Regarding efforts to achieve a ccmprehensive test-ban treaty, the three
negotiating nuclear-weapon States also have a very clear cammitment. This
has been confirmed in this Committee and subsequently in the plenary Assembly.
Resolution 32/78, adopted in 1977, which received the affirmative vote of
126 countries - the United States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom
included - urged those three States to expedite their negotiations with a
viev to bringing them to a positive conclusion as soon as possible and to
use their best endeavours to transmit the results for full consideration by
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva at the beginning
of its spring session in 1978. The General Assembly also requested the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to take up with the utmost urgency
the agreed text resulting frocm trilateral negotiations, with a view to the
sutmission of a draft treaty to the first special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1975.
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An unchallengeable conclusion stands out those three nuclear. weanons
Btates have not lived urn to their own ccumitiments in either case. A
comprehensive test-ban treaty has not been reached, nor has testing been
limited in eny vay .- certainly not "to a minimum' .

It is widely reccgnized that a ccuprehensive test-ban treaty is a central
point in efforts to start the wrocess of nuclear disarmament. The question
of a comprehensive test-ban treaty and of starting multilatcral nefotiations on
that subject was a major stumblin~ block at the second Won~Froliferation
Treaty Review Conference. I have to state in no uncertain terms that the
majority of States members of the Committee on Disarmament are exceptionally
dissatisfied that the Committee has so far proved unable to establish an ad hoc
working group on a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Such a working groun in
the Committee on Disarmament would be in a position immediately to start
multilateral negotiations on substance, such as the lesal and organizational
framework of a comprehengive test-ban treaty, including the organization of
effective and objective machinery for verification and control.

Some progress in that respect was made during the second Mon-Proliferaticn
Treaty DReview Conference. I wish to recall to this Cormittee that the
United States delegation was prepared to accept - althocugh not until the very
last moment of the conference - the establishment of an ad hoc working group
on a comprchensive test-ban treaty in the Cormmittee on Disarmament at its
1981 session. Consequently, the Swedish Government believes that the
Cormittee on Disarmament should now be in a position to take an early decision
at the hesinning of its 1981 session to start multilateral negotiations on a
comprehensive test--ban treaty.

The majority of States iembers of the Committee on Disarmament are aslso very
dissatisfied, to say the least, with the present state of affairs as far as the
actual trilateral comprehensive test ban treacy negotiations are concerned.

e are nov told publicly that those trirpartite efforts are not aimed at reaching a
treaty of unlimited duration, as was vnledged in lioscow in 1063 and repeated

in 1960, but rather an agreement of a mere three years duration.
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Althouch such en agreement would undcubtedly represent progress of a kind,
it is undeniable that it would have serious flaws which make one hesitate to
call it a comnrehensive test-ban treatr. Let we elatorate. It would be
unlikely to attract wide adherence. It weuld be likely to stall multilateral
necotiations on a ccmprehensive test-tan treaty for all time. It could
Jeopardize international efforts to achieve and maintain an international
verification svstem.

liv conclusion would therefore be that such an cgreement wrould in important
respects amount to a moratorium on nuclear tests rather than the ccmprehensive
test-ban treaty of unlimited duration that we have worked towards for decades.

A moratoriurm on the testing of nuclear weapons pending the conclusion
of such a treatyv has been proposed many times by States Members of the United
Fationz. Thot ouestion is also discussed as a matter of nrincinle by
Profecsor Rernard Teld in an editorial appearin~ in the May 1980 issue of the

Bulletin of Atomic Scientists. Ie deals with what he calls the main problen,

namely that the two super-Povers negotiate arms control while at the same

time thev enpage in a vicorcus race to increase and improve the very weapons

which those negotiations are sunposed to control. The pace of negotiations

is pgenerally overtsken by ireapons developiment. As arms control seems unsgble

to check the arms race under such circumstances, those two activities have

so Tar been incompatible. Thus, efforts at arms limitation seem to have

been successful only when competition in the arms under consideration

has been frozen during the criticel negotiatin< period. ZSvidently, orior

agreement on a moratorium,during the negotiating process, on further

development and deplovment of the weancons or weapon systems under consideration

appears to be a prerequisite for success in eliminating any weapons system.
Trambles to prove this point abound. e all remember the so-called

bargaining chins that were introduced during various phases of the early SALT

process: the Multiple Independently-Tar-etable Re-entry Vehicles (MIRVs), the

cruise missiles. Negotiations were dra~ging behind and now mankind is blessed with

"MIRVs ar? cruise missiles. Another case in point is of course the ccmprehensive

nuclear <veapon test ban. I have quoted figures of nuclear test explosions
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carried out during the period of ongoing talks on a conprehensive test--ban
treaty. It could be orgued that not until an effective moratorium has been
introduced can we count on breaking down the resistance to the comprehensive
test-ban treaty that for too long has stalled progress.

For a limited period a moratorium could thus serve the purpose of
bringing about an atmosphere conducive to reaching final =-reement on a
comprehensive test--ban treaty of unlinited duration. Obviously. a moratorium
pveriod must be utilized to the full for bilateral and multilateral necotiations
cn all relevant aspects of a ccmurehensive test-ban treaty including, in
particular ., the international verification system. The poal must of course
remain the earliest conclusion of a treaty tanning all nuclear tests
in all enviromments and for all time.

The alarming situation in the fi=ld of nuclear weapons is clearly
illustrated by the recentlv concluded United Nations Study on Nuclear
Veapons. That study is a thorough and comprehensive review of nuclear
weapons in the vorld today. One conclusion that must be drawvn from the
material presented is that the notion that a nuclear weapon in any wvay can
increase the national security of any State is the greatest fallacy of our
time,

The nuclear arsenals of the super--Powers are many times larger than
would be needed for the effective fulfillment of their own declared purpose
of deterrence. The technological diversification of nuclear weapons has made
it more and more difficult to maintain that the so-called balance of terror
functions as an instrument for vpeace. The risks that the development will
set out of hand are increasinz. Particularly vorrying is the fact that neir
deliverv systems permit nuclear weapons ‘‘to be used” the same way as other
weapons , leading up to the idea that a nuclear war could be fought and won.
On the contrary. the studv showvs that there can be no winner in a nuclear

var and that its primary and secondary effects would be catastrophic for all
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countries of the world. The notion that a nuclear war could be kept under
control is fcund to Le unrealistic. In political terms, this means
that the super-Povers keep the peoples of the world hostage to what they
perceive as their own security needs. But the study shows that a system
baged on o nrecarious balance of nuclear deterrence can never be a reliable
lcng-term solution for the problems facing international security.

I have dwelt to some extent on the tremendous and ccmplex problems
facing us as a result of the momentum of arms technolosy., permitting the
introduction of nev veapons and weapons systems and the subseguent
develorment of doctrines. Those effects are also evidenced by what happens on
the Furopean military scene. Tension is generally lov among Furopesn nations,
but tension between East and Vest causes both military blocs to take turns
in further expanding nev and perfected nuclear weavons as well as conventional
forces. This see-sav of military nrocurement on an already over militarized
continent avppears neasrly unstoppable. But it must be stovped.

The peoples of Durope must get tozether to formulate a stratesy for
national and international action to break out of the continuing course
of Turopean militarization. The ultimate goal of our action must be a
Furone free from nuclear weanons and a sizeable reduction of conventional
weapons and forces, varticularly those of an offensive or destabilizing

nature.
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One recent developient does indeed ewphasize the urgent and immediate
need for such an approach: the anncuncement earlier this year by France that
it has developed and tested a neutron bomb. The Swedish Governnent has reveatedly
denounced the n-utren bomb, which would give a new aspect to nuclear warfare,
adding further to its terrifying effects. Sweden has also noted with concern
recent information about preparations for production and deployment of neutron
warheads in super-~Power arsenals - to be used. if ever, on the battlefields of
surope - with the inherent risk of lovering the nuclear wearon threshold.

In speeches before the Cormittee on Disarmament in Geneva, in July 197 and
June 1079, I put five guestions to the nuclear Powers resarding non--stratezic
nuclear weapons Tor possible use against targets in Burope. They reflected the
greve concern of my country over the uninmeded nuclear ariis race in our vieinity.
t.c have noted vith eppreciation the response given to these cuestions by the
United Kingdem. The Swedish Govermment 1s concerned, hovever, that so far no
answvers have coume frow the United States or the USSR. In order to recall the
auestions, I am now Loing to repeat thea. They are still entirely topical.

The first question was: re pnreparations being made for further development
ol systeias of nuclear weapons of sub-kiloton yield within existing modernization
plans? And would such preparations, if undertaken, substantially contribute
towards ebolishing the distinction between conventional and nuclear weapons?

The second cuestion was: Does the Soviet Union possess, or even denloy.
nuclear weapons of suh kiloton vield or their means of delivery?

The third qguestion was: Is production or deployment foreseen of nuclear weapon
syatems with - balance of characteristics other than that of those now deployed,
an with the nurpose of reducing collateral darcse by such changed or new
characteristics? This refers, of course, to the neutron bomb.

“he fourth cuestion, still topical, has weanwhile been answvered by the
super- Fowvers affirmatively nnd in a dranmatically practical manner: Do present
modernization plans foresee further deployment of intermediate-rangse ballistic
missiles and wmedium- ranje ballistic iilssiles in substitution for older versions of
svch weapons o1 in addition to the total yield so far deployed?

Arainst that backsround, the fifth ocuestion was: will nuclear weanons also

be deploved in areas of _urope vhere they have so far not been present?
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It is in this broad perspective that proposals for a European disarmari_nt
conference take their proper place. Several such proposals have been presented,
differing in approach and objectives. But they all aim at creating a less
dangerous situation in Lurope and at limiting and reducing arms in the region.
Thus . there are elements of common interest to build upon in order to find
an approach acceptable to all States concerned.

A Furopean disarmament conference should deal with both conficdence-building
reasures and disarmament properly speaking. It should aim at producing concrete
and substantive results. Under no circumstances can it be permitted to become
an empty verbal exercise producing declarations which would not be binding. In
order to become an effective basis for producing subsequent measures for
increasing confidence, as well as for arms limitation and disarmament, a conference
must necessarily be resgarded as a long-term and continuous process. It must
start with limited and well-defined issues and gradually proceed to more
substantial measures, coverins militarily relevant parts of the Luropean continent
and - what is important - surrounding waters.

Tt is important that a conference deal with both conventional and nuclear
weapons. In Europe there is a close connexion between these two weapon
catepories, and one part of the arms situation cannot be isolated and treated
without consideration alsoc of the other. Thus a comprehensive approach is
called for.

To wnderline the seriousness with which we regard the situation in Europe.
and the urgency of curbing the arms race in the recion, the Swedish Government
has expressed its willingness to host a Luropean disarmament conference. Tt is
our hope that the discussion of a conference will soon reach such a concrete
level that this offer can take the form of a definite invitation.

As is true of the whole decade of the 1970s - tragically true - the
continued and intensified arms race in 1980 challenges belief in human common
sense,

The present situation is a very chilling one, but we must never allow ourselves
to take a defeatist attitude. The recently deceased remarkable thinker. politician
and novelist, C. P. Snow, said in one of his ~'Strangers and Brothers' series of
novels: Vhen men believe that events are too big for them, there is no hope.”

It is my considered opinion that not even present events are too bis to cope with.
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lr. CU DIJE BA (Viet Nam) - This Cormittee has already spent two
full weeks on the reneral debate on 20 disarmament items. 1ty
delesation has listened attentively to the statements made by various delegations
end shares "rith thea the overwhelming concern of the international community
for Jisarmament. OSpeaking for the second time on these items, my delesation
wishes to refer to tie nroblems about vhich the majority of the delepations here
have shown particular concern and which thev have discussed extensively during
the last two weeks.
Huclear disarmament has clways occupied the first priority in the field of
disaruwament. The Final Document of the first special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament indicates exmlicitly that
“luclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the
survival of civilization. It is essential to halt and reverse the nuclesr
arus race in all its aspects in order to avert the danger of var involving

nuclear weapons. The ultimate goel in this context is the complete

climination of nuclear weapons" (resolution S5-10/2, vara. UT).

The Prozramme of Action of the I'inal Document devoted 25 paragraphs,
parasraphs L7 to 71, to nuclear disermement. which shows the indisputable
importance ~iven to that subject.

In the lisht of the cdiscussion here in this Committee, we see all the more
clearly the urgency of +h. peed for mankind to make joint efforts to halt the
nuclear arms race. especially wvhen the United States. a major nuclear-weavon State.
hrs adopted as its fori'nl molicy the new nuclear stratesy , which cnvisages a
limited nuclear var, and when China, another nuclear-weapon State, speaks of
“the inevitability of the third world war'’.

In his statemert opening the general debate. Ambassador CGarcia Robles, with
his usual visdon and lucidity, presented most clearly the concern of the
international comaunity in the face of the danger of a nuclear war ond its
conseouences. IHis views have been shared by a good number of delegations speaking
after him during the last two weeks.

suclear disarmanent, first and foremost, concerns the nuclear-ireapon States,
Paragrarhs 18 and 58 of the Final Document stress the smecial responsibility
of all the nuclear-weapon States. But certain nuclear~-weapon States
have tried to shirl their responsibility and have challenszed the priority given to

nuclear disarmamens. On 22 October. the Chinese representative arsued in this
P -

Cotsnittoe to the effect that nuclear disarmament was no more important than
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Thile we agree that it would be better if there vere no arms race of
any ind, nuclear or conventional, we certeinly cannot accept the Chinese
notion of equatin~ nuclear weapons with conventional wveapons. In the same
way. we cannot but orotest against the Chinese atmospheric tests, since such tests
endancer life on earth. We reject the Chinese policy of giving itself the
green light for the nuclear arms race and its doctrine of bringing mankind closer
to nuclear disaster.
This year the Comittee on Disarmament held 93 meetings, formal and
informal. with the pasticipation of all the nuclear-weapon States, but the
result is far from satisfactory. Obviously, the lack of politicel will on the
rart of certain nuclear-wearnon States -~ the imperialistic and hegemonistic
Tovers has prevented the Com-ittee on Disarmament from achieving its
(esiced oals. Such a negative attitude has been the main obstacle in the
nesotiations on nuclear disarimament as well as on other aspects of
disor .aueent.
Obstruetion by the same forces has also been found in the
nraparation for the Conference on the Indian Ocecn. The United States has
turned biego Garcia into a huge military base and brourht in fresh troops

ona naval unlts, threatening the security and soverelpgnty of the countries

~

-

the region. Moreover, it has stcod in the way of convening the
Conference in 1981
Iy celesetion believes that all consideration of the establishment of a
zone OF neace in the Indiar Ocean must be based on the interests and desires
of the countries in the rezion. Tor this reason. the Socialist Republic
of Viet ilam supports the convening of the Conference on the Indian Ocean
in Colo.bo din 1€31. 1y Govermacent also supports the initiative of
the President of lLiadagascar, lir. Didier Ratsiraka, on the convening of a summit

confererce on the Indian Ocean and has expressed its readiness 1o

narticinate in such a confer ace.
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Yesterday, in 1lew Delhi, Sir Seewcosagur Ramgoolam. Prime idinister of
Mauritius, once again reiterated his Government's stand and demanded that the
United States and the United Kingdom begin talks with Mauritius on returning
Diego Garcia to his country. Iy Government supports the position of the
Govermment of Mauritius.

Recently,in Geneva, the United Hations Conference on Prohibitiouns
or Pestrictions of Use of Certain Conventional Weapons which may be
Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to have Indiscriminate Effects
concluded a Convention and three Trotocols. My delegation welcomes that
result.

As early as the 1960s Viet lam appealed tothe world to condemn end
rrohibit the use of these inhumane weapons. For more than a decade the
agsressor troops used the Vietnamese people as guinea-pigs in the improvement of
their murderous weapons. Vietnamese men, women and children alike still bear
the wvourds caused by napalm, mines and fragmentation weapons during the last war.

iy CGovernment is particularly concerned about the protection of the civilian
population. The United States in the past and China recently, din their
wars of aggression in Viet Mam, concentrated their attacks against civilian
tarzets, killing people indiscriminately and completely destroying cities
and towns.

This was the reason why Viet Nam participated in the early dsvs of the
diseussions in 1973 on the prohibition of those inhumane weapons.

The delegation of Viet llam also attaches great imnortance to the
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons. During the Viet Wam war the
Unit=d States dumned 100,000 tons of toxic chemicalsg in Jouth Viet Vam -

"sixz pounds per head of vopulation including men. wome.: and children
accordinz to United States Senator Gaylord A. Nelson. Those chenmicals
caused lnmediate and long-term damage to human beinss and to the envirorment

in Viet iiam.
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According to the American professor Arthur H. Westing 320 pounds of dioxin
accurulated in the chemicals was sprayved in Viet Nam, and he said that if

onlv three ounces of dioxin found its way into the drinking water of New York City
the lives of all its O million people would be in danger. It is also necessary
to recall the fact that in 1976 the whole world was alarmed when 3 lbs of dioxin
accldentally leaked out in Seveso. Italy.

The damage caused by the United States toxic chemicals is not restricted to
the Vietnamese slone. Americen and Australian soldiers returned home and carried
with them the potential effects of dioxin on themselves and their children. Thus,
the consequences of the use of toxic chemicals during the Viet Nam war have in
fact threatened many lives in many places. Emergency measures are needed to
prevent the situation from worsening, and those who caused it must bear the full
responsibility.

For its part, Viet Nam is trying its utmost to overcome the consequences
caused by United States toxic chemicals and it has recently adhered to all three
related internstional documents. namely, the 1925 CGeneva Protocol, the biological
weapons Convention and the Convention on the Trohibition of Military or Any Cther
Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques. Therefore the attitude of
my Covernment towards chemical weapons 1s perfectly clear. We are against the
production as well as the use of such inhumane weapons.

Recently. the United States, through its Central Intelligence Agency (CIA)
"secret army” in Laos and China and through its hangmen, the Tol Pot clique,
spread rumours that certalin chemical weapons had been used in Laos and Kampuchea.
As in the case of Afghanistan. this is a manoceuvre politically concocted with a
view to vilifying the CGovernments which China and the United States failed to
depose by subversion. The Covernments concerned have rejected those 111~
intentioned rumours, and the International Committee of the Red Cross for its

part has disproved the '"Alleged use of poison gas in Kampuchea' (A/35/226).
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This is but an attempt by the United States to whitewash its
use of toxic chemicals azainst the peoples of Viet Mam, Laos
and “ampuchea with its adverse affects on its own troops and those
of its allies. It is alsc az design by China to cover uvp its criminal
act of poisoning water sources before withdrawing in its war of aggression
against Viet Nam in Tebruary 1979.

Obviously, neither the United States nor China can escape world-wide
condemnation,

This year, in all negotiating and deliberative bodies on disariziltent -
the Committee on Disarmament., the United Tations Disarmament Commission
the Ad Hoc Cormittee on the Indian Ccean and so on -- althoush manv
discussions and negotiations were conducted, no encouragine result
was achieved. This is largely due to the intransisence of a minority of
countries - the imperialist and heremonistic Powers - which refuse to negotiate
in good faith and seek every means and every nretext to obstruct the
negotiations.

ily delegation hopes that the deliberations here in our Cormittee and
the nredominant and powerful desire of humanity for disarmament ill
give negotiations a good start next year and that ve can besin the fecond

Disarmament Decade in a healthier atmosnhere.
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Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): I should like first to extend my congratulations

to the Chairman, the Vice-Chairmen and Rapporteur, and to say how happy we are
that a person of such stature is presiding over our deliberations during this
time of crisis.

For indeed, we are in a time of crisis in the world at larse, a crisis
that seems to have gone frcm a sharp decline to almost unprecedented levels
of insecurity and to near anarchy internationally. It seems as though the
Charter has been forgotten and that we have gone far back to a time when the
nse of force was a legitimate exercise of sovereignty, as though the United
“ations were hardly in existence as a functioning Organization. Furthermore,
it is as though the international community were apathetically witnessing
ferccious wars of attrition, with heavy loss of life and of valuable and
direly needed resources.

However, the international community and world opinion are not apathetic:
they are gravely concerned and alarmed at this situation. The reality is and
remnains that the United Nations through its Security Council has proved unable
to intervene effectively because the system of international security and legal
order required and mandated by the Charter has not been complied with all along.
This is a matier to which prompt attention must be given by this General Assembly
at this critical time of challenge, very grave challenge, to the United Nations
and to its functioning. This period is a landmark in the history of the United
Hations. For 35 years this Organization has been lemely functioning because
the decisions of the Security Council have been shorn of their validity and
effect throuzh not being implemented and through the Council's being deprived
of any possibility of enforcing its resolutions. Thus, we have resolutions of
the Security Council that are hardly worth the paper on which they are written,
so far ag implementation is concerned. And this is a very grave matter.

The drafters of the Charter never intended this Organization to be
ineffective. They would not have created a United Nations if the resolutions of

the Ce~urity Council were not to be implemented to give security and order to
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the world. Yet, in spite of all this, the United !Tations has worked wonders

and has proved indispensable to our world. ot a day could pass withcut the
United Hations, because today's world is interdependent, because we have reached
such a stage in technological progress where an Orzanization like the United
Nations is indispensable - and it is indispensable. Fut it has to be effective.
The time has ccme when its effectiveness is to be put to the test. I shall
revert to thet subject later.

We are now facing a most zrave menace frcm a seemingly impending nuclear
war and the holocaust that would result would threaten the very survival of
mankind. The functioning of the United Nations therefore becoies more important
and more urgent, for what will save this world when so many forceg are being
concentrated on continuing the arms race? And here we nust mention that oll
the efforts at disarmament are frustrated by the arms race, to the voint that the
problem that is really before the United MNations is not one of disarmament, but
one of checkins and haltineg the arms race. Obviously., there cannct be
disarmament proper, armaments cannot be shed, while at the same time we are
rroducing more and more effective armaments and more destructive weapons. How
can we talk of disarming in a vacuum and yet continue to produce more weapons?
Let us Torget any question of disarmament proper until we have checked the
arms race, and let us centre on the important watter, which is the curbinz of
the arms race. By curbing the arms race, we can reduce the danger of a nuclear
war.

For the danger of war is created by the antasonist of the two sides in the
arms race, and the arms race is the result of the so-called balance of Tower.
There is no balance at all: any balance is only hypothetical. At no roint
during a2ll these years has it been adnitted by botbh sides that a brlance exicts.
The other side is always stronger and we therefore have 1o arm. Trus, the
balance of power is tut a cover for the bid for superiority and dcmination in

armaments resultin~ in the arms roce.
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That this is so has been shown in the discussions in this Ccmmittee. From
one side, we have heard that we have now reached a balance and that therefore
we should not proceed further with the arms race, but rather turn towards
preservins détente so that we can move towards disarmament rather than more

armaments. But then we hear from the other side, "No, not at all; there is

' This is one

no balance, there is too much superiority on the other side.’
instance, but it repeats itself alternativzly. Ve must, therefore, get rid

of the balance-of-power concept. After all, the balance-of-power concept is

but a negative notion. It implies such mistrust, hatred and actual military
confrontation that any superiority on the one side or the other will immediately
cause a wvar. The balance of powver is but a thin thread of security and that is
what en~enders sustains and perpetuates the arms race. Cet rid of the balance of
power and you get rid of the arms race, because there would be no longer any excuse
tor it. Ieen the asrms race and there is no hrope either for disarmament or

for any other progress towards international peace and security. How do we

get rid of the arms race? I shall come to that in a few moments, after I have
referred to the immediate danger of nuclear war.

We have heard many important statements in this respect. I wish to praise
the excellent statement by the representative of llexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles,
who brougnt out very impressive quotations showing the dangers and the unthinkable
catastrophe of a nuclear war. I need not dwell on that, for we have heard it
frcm other speakers. I wish to go beyond that and speak of the remedies, for
we all know the dangers of a nuclear war. Fut what are the possibilities of

avoiding 1t?
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Now, Amwbassador Robles Las listed a number of options, objectives or
measures. They are: first, ratification and implementation of the SALT II
agreement secondly. the beginning of negotiations on the conclusion of SALT III-
thirdly, the conclusion of a nuclear-test-ban treaty: fourthly, the immediate
proclamation of a moratorium on all nuclear tests- fifthly, the establishment
of an ad hoc working group within the Committee on Disarmament entrusted
with multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament.

Now we agree with all those suggestions. Surely we want the ratification
and implementation of SALT II, although we know that SALT II does not either
curb or affect the arms race. The arms race goes on and that is the real
problem. We agree with the beginning of negotiations on the conclusion of
SALT IT1T, but how do we know if the political will of either or both sides will
allow any effective progress there? So the situation is very precarious. The
conclusion of a nuclear-test-ban treaty - surely it is now 10 years or more since
it was shown that there was no technical difficulty in obtaining a comprehensive
test-ban treaty and it has been repeatedly stated that it is only the lack of
political will that prevents its conclusion. But if it is allowed to be the
prerogative of every Member State to show political will or not -~ and they have
the option of accepting or unreasonably rejecting a proposal and thus obstructing
progress towards peace - then we are novhere. The fifth proposal for
establishment of an ad hoc working group within the Cormittee on Disarmament
entrusted with multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament is an excellent
proposal as well. We support all these objectives, but ve think that we should
go further. We have to 7o further in order to curb the arms race. for none of the
proposals stops the arms race, and if the arms race continues there cannot be
hope for any effective measure to relieve the situation.

e now come to the question of the arms race and I believe that e have a
problem here that can be solved, with a modicum of rationality and avpropriate
action. The arms race is the result of a grave violation of the Charter soon
after the establishment of the United Nations. The Charter provides for a system
of international securitv and legal order through the effective implementation
of Security Council decisions. We have therefore to establish the basic
ingredients of this system of international security and order which is

mandatory under the Charter.
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Therefore it is not a question of arbitrary political will - that some
States may acree and others may not: they have to agree to the system of
international security and order under the Charter because it is a mandatory
requirement of the Charter and every llember State is committed to it by being
a signatory of the Charter. It is an obligation of every Member State to
comply with Article L3 of the Charter, an obligation that it cannot escape
from by saying that its political will is oprosed to it. If its political
will is opposed to it then it should not be a Member of the United Nations.
One cannot be a lMember of the United Mations and violate the Charter in its
very heart and function. That would be truncating the United Nations by
denriving the Security Council of its validity and effectiveness through
its resolutions. How can one conceive of a Security Council resolution
that is disobeyed, neglected and set aside unimplemented, even though it is
a unanimous one? This is a matter that has arisen in recent years, when
e have had cases, to which I need not refer, where unanimous resolutions of
the Ceneral Assembly, without any abstentions, fully and unanimously endorsed
by the Security Council, have remained unimplemented, without any regard for
law and order or for the United Nations.

Therefore 1f we want to have disarmament and if we want to curb the
arms race we must establish this system of international security that is
nrovided for in the Charter. Then it will not be necessary to have an arms
race: the arms race vas introduced soon after the establishment of the United
Nations because nations, in the absence of international security under the
Charter, turned for their security to the outmoded concept of the balance of
power. llovever, the balance of power that preveiled in the 18th century
was one betiveen five or six big Povers balancing their power respectively:
it vas not today's balance of weapons in a polarized world, because if five
or six Powers are balancing their power it does not mean that they have to
proceed to an arms race, but if the world is pelarized and there is dependence
on the weapons of one side or the other, an arms race ensues and engenders
Lhe dangerous situation that we are facing today. It is generally admitted

that we have to halt the arms race. But this has proved impossible so long as
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the balance of power concept provides the inevitable excuse for the arms race
vhich in its escalation has now reached the figure of $500 billion a year.

The balance of power as the supposed means of security has eventually to be
replaced by international security under the Charter. The process vould

be eradual and there would be no interference with any balance of pover arrangements,
which can continue. But we start by establishing the basic ingredient of

the system of international security and order provided for by the Charter.

Let that be established parallel to the balance-of-power concept and eventually
the lawful system of the Charter will prevail and the balance of power will
recede naturally and with it the arms race. That is the proper way to deal

with that problem. There must in any case be the Charter system of international
security the lack of which has been the causc of the deviation frum co-oneration
and peace to mistrust, antagonism and the scourge of the arms race. In a

nuclear age it brings us rapidly to the brink of catastrophe. This question
could also be brought to the Committee on Disarmament for action as

international security is directly linked with disarmament. The dependence

upon disarmament in international security was brought up in the General

Assembly in 1977 and a unanimously adopted resolution called for a preliminery
study of the relationship between international security and disarmament.

The special session on disarmament reaffirmed the need for a study by deciding
that a group of experts should be set up for that purpose. Its report should

be of significance for the problem of disarmament.

Parallel to international collective security through the Tnited Mations
system, there should be the peaceful settlement of disputes, as provided in
Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Charter. A provisgo here, of course. is that
the way to the free use of force is barred effectively by the establishment
of international security. as already explained, for in a vorld dominated by
the use of force the stronger side will not be willing to settle other than
on its own terms. In this connexion,6 a wider use of the International Court
of Justice should be considered.

I reserve my right to speak again during the general debate.
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The CHAIRIIAIT- Two of the representatives vho were on the list
for today have withdrawn. I say again that we would apnreciate it if the
orizinal list of speakers could be adhered to because it is difficult,
tiven the length of the list of speallers for the remainins meetinags of the
eeneral dehate to preserve the order of speakers if at this stage speakers
vithdrasr.
I nov call on the representative of Democratic Kampuchea, vho has asked

to gneak in Live -xereise o7 his right of reply.

;r. KOR BUN URNG (Democratic Kampuchea) (interpretation from French):

1y celesation certainly did not wish to re-open the debate on the situation
in Tamruchea  myv country . because the Ceneral Assembly discussed this last
ear and acain very recently and adopted resolutions 34/22 and 35/6 by an
overvhelming majority. Hovever +the stupid lies and slanderous accusations
of the representatives of the Vietnamese regional expansionists compel me

4

to cxercise ny right of renly.
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e have a saying in Kampuchea that it is not possible to hide the corpse of
an elephant in a wicker basket. The calumnies and lies of the Vietnamese
regional expansionists cannot hide their aggression, their occupation of Kampuchea
and thelr crime of genocide against the people of Kampuchea - aggression and
occupation condemned both by the General Assembly in the resolutions which I
have already mentioned and by all the peoples of the world. Tt is the
250,000 Vietnamese troops that are putting my country to the sword and massacring
the people of Kampuchesa using three mezns: conventicnsl weapons of all
kinds, the weapon of famine, and chemical and toxic-gas weapons.

My delegation already informed the Committee yesterday that these chemical
substances were being used by the Vietnamese army of occupation, and my Government
has informed all States lMembers of our Organization about these crimes, A
detailed albeit incomplete list has been circulated as an official United Nations
document regarding the spreading of chemical products, the firing of poison gas
shells and the poisoning of water points or rivers in Kampuchea by the Vietnamese
regional expansionists. To date, after almost two years of aggression against
and occupation of Kampuches, the Vietnamese expansionists have massacred almost
three million Kampucheans by those three methods.

General Assembly resolutions 34/22 and 35/6 have provided the ways and means
of solving the problem of Kampuchea in such a way as to re-establish peace,
stability and security in South-East Asia., The only honourable way oubt for

the Hanoi authorities is to abide by and implement those resolutions,

The meeting rose at L.40 p.m,




