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Agenda item 5:

(a)

Harmonization of views on concrete steps to be undertaken by States
regarding a gradual agreed reduction of militery budgets and reallocstion
of resources now being used@ for military purposes 1o economic and social
development , particularly for the benefit of the developing countries,
noting the relevant rescolutions of the General Assembly

Examination and identification of effective ways and means of achieving
agreenents to freeze, reduce or otherwise restrain, in a balanced menner,
military expenditures, including adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to all parties concerned
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The meebing was called to order at 1l a.m,

AGENDA ITEM 4 {continued)

(a) CONSIDERATION OF VARIOUS ASPECTS OF THE ARMS RACE, PARTICULARLY THE NUCLEAR
ARMS RACE AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT, IN ORDER TC EXPEDITE NEGOTIATIONS ATMED
AT EFFECTIVE ELIMINATION OF THE DANGER OF NUCLEAR WAR

(b) CONSIDERATION OF THE AGENDA ITEMS CONTAINED IN SECTION Ii OF
RESOLUTION 33/71 H, WITH THE AIM OF ELABORATING, WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK
AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRIORITIES ESTABLISHED AT THE TENTH SPECIAL
SESSION, A GENERAL APPROACH TO NEGOTTIATIONS ON NUCLEAR AND CONVENTIONAL

DISARMAMENT

Mr. SLANINA (Czechoslovakia): At the thirty-fourth session of the
United Nations General Assembly, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic supported
the resolution relating 4o the proclamation of the 1980s as a Disarmament
Decade. Ve also proceeded from the fact that in the course of the first
Disarmament Decade in the 1970s & number of significant resuits were achieved,

However, despite these results, a decisive positive turn in the disarmament

negotistions has not been reached. The arms race goes on at the cost of great
expenditures. Recently, moreover, we have witnessed an activization of the
opponents of international détente. The militarist circles of imperialist
States not only reject any further progress in the field of military détente,
but even try tc cast doubt on what has so far been achieved in that respect.

The specific steps and decisions made by reactionary circles in recent months
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are clearly aimed at increasing internationel tension and initiating another
round of the arms race which would deal a prave blow to the process of
international d&tente and the security of nations.

That is why in this complicated international situation we see the
main task of the second Disarmaement Decade as that of defending what was
achieved in the field of disarmament in the 1970s and of making further
PrOgress.,

The Varsair Treaty countries, including Czechoslovakia, have submitted
a whole range of concrete constructive disarmament initiastives and
proposals, the implementation of which would represent the fulfilment of
the goals of the second Disarmament Decade. In this context, we should
like to draw attention to the following:

Since the rreatest threat to international peace and security of
nations is presented by nuclear weapeons, we think it is necessary
to begin, as soon as possible, negotiations on the halting of the
manufacture of all types of nuclear weapons and on the gradual
reduction of their stockpiles until their complete liquidation. A
suitable basis for such negotiations is provided by the proposal of the
socialist countries submitted at the beginning of 1979 in the Geneva
Committee on Disarmament.

As long as arsenals of nuclear and conventional weapons exist,
it is necessary to strengthen the political guarantees of the
security of States through international legal measures and to provide,
through an appropriate international agreement, safeguards for the
security of non-nuclear States that have renounced nuclear weapons
and have no such weapons stationed in their territories. An important
conbribution in that respect would be made by concluding also an
international agreement banning the deployment of nuclear weapons in

territories where at present there are no such weapons.
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(Mr. Slanina, Czechoslovakia)

Extreaordinary impcrtance is attached@ by us to the further
limitation and reduction of the stockpiles of nuclear weapons and
to their further gualitative limitation. In this process the security

interests of all the parties involved must be taken into account.



PS/5 A/CN.10/PV.32
6
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While tackling the problem of nuclear weapons, it is necessary to adopt a
pusber of further measures with a view to preventing their proliferation,

especially by achieving the full universality of the Non-Proliferation Treaty,

concluding an agreement on the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon

tests and encouraging the establishment of nuclear-free zones in various regions
of the world.

Of an extraordinary importance in the coming decade would be the conclusicn
cf a general agreement prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types
of weapons of mass destruction and of new systems thereof. Among these types
of weapons, it is most urgent, in our opinion, to reach agreement on the hanning
of radiolcogical weapons.

Ar important success of the second Disarmement Decade would be the
conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the manufacture, stockpiling, deployment
and use of neutron weapons.

A task of particular urgency is the conclusion of an apreement banning
chemical weapons.

It is also necessary to strive to prevent the development of new
conveniional weapons of great destructiveness and to work out an agreement
prohibiting or restricting the use of certain conventional weapons deered
t0 be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects.

A limitation and the subsequent reduction of the military presence in the
Indian Ocean and the establishment in that region of a zone of peace would be
of extraordinary importance for the reduction of tension in the region.

In the coming decade appropriate attention should be paid to the question
of restricting the transfer of conventional weapons and the first concrete steps
in that direction should be taken.

The achievement of progress in disarmsment negotiations would be greatly
facilitated by the reduction of military budgets, ir absolute figures or in
percentages, of States permanent members of the Security Council and of other

militarily important States.
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As a State situated in Central Burope, we attach special importance to the
successful conclusion of the talks on the reduction of armed forces and
armaments in Central Europe.

The strengthening and deepening of détente in Furope would be facilitated
to a decisive degree by reaching progress in military détente. An important
combribution to the fuifilment of the goals of the Second Disarmament Decade
would be made by reaching an agreement among States participants in the
Conference on Becurity and Coc-operation in Eurcpe not t0 be the first to use
against each other either nuclear or conventional weapons. Another contribution
in that respect would be made by further expanding confidence-building measures
in Furope. These and other questions of military détente could be considered
by a conference of military détente in Europe pursuant to an initiative submitted
recently by Poland's leader Edward Gierek.

An extraordinary contribution to the military détente on a world-wide scale
would be made by convening, in the course of the 1980z, a world conference on
disarmament. Given the prerequisite of the political readiness of States to
assume specific commitments, the results of this conference, in view of their
universal nature and full powers, cculd bring about a decisive positive tuwrn in
the guestion of disarmament.

The Czechoslovak delegation is convinced that by uniting the efforts of all
peace-loving States and by resolving the above-mentioned problems, it is possible
to halt the arms race, to reach a& decisive positive turn in disarmament negotiations
and to undertake a number of concrete steps towards reaching general and

complete disarmament under strict international contrel.
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In the interest of reaching the gozls set forth for the Second Disgarmament
Decade, we are highly interested in the develorment and the application of the
principles of internstional co-operation in this field formulated in the
Declaration on International Co-operation for Disarmament (resolution 34/88),

adopted on the initiative of the Czechoslovak Sccialist Fepublic by the

thirty-fourth session of the United Nations Genersl Assembly and aimed at uniting

the efforts of all States for the achievement of the desired progress. In view
of the importance that we attach to the implementaticn of the aforementioned
Declaration, we trust that the principles of that Declaraticn will find an
appropriate reflection in the elements of the draft resolution that is to be
prepared by this session of our Disarmament Commission andé submitted to the

thirty-fifth session of the United Nations General Assenbly.

Mr, de la GORCE (France) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman,

the French delegation is happy to see you again presiding over the debates of
our Commission. We know the eminent role which you have played in the work of
disarmament and we have in particular appreciated the authority and the
competence with which you have guided the discussions we have had so far.

A weight of experience allows us to be sure that the present session will be
conducted under the best of conditions, To this end I extend to you my most
sincere and friendly wishes.

Qur debate concerns agenda items 3 and U4; but it would be difficult for
my delegation fo begin this discussion without first recalling an internstional
situastion which, from all the evidence, affects disarmament prospects. The
events in Afghanistan have, in fact, seriously jeopardized the security and
confidence without which this disarmament effort cannot make progress. The
French Government therefore attaches primordial importance to a prompt

settlement of the Afghan problem.
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Ve consider that such a settlement must ensure as an essential object that the
Afghan people be allowed to determine freely their destiny outside the field
of great-Power competition and without the presence of foreign troops. It is
not therefore a question of imposing upon it a status thet has not been freely
chosen, On the other hand, it is incumbent upon the great Powers and upon
Afgharistan's neighbour countries to undertzke to respect the independence
and territorial integrity of the counbtry, not to interfere in its internal affairs
and to refrain from establishing any military presence on its soil.

hile the French delegation is rightly concerned about the present
international situation, it attaches yet more importance to our Commission's
nancate from the international community. /My delegation can therefore give an
assurance of its full co-operation in the tasks that lay before us here.

The consideration of agenda item 4 calls for us to present our views on the
approach to disarmament and its general conditions. I refer in this respect
to the declaration made on behalf of the Wine countries of the Furopean
Community. That declaration recalls the principles which must lay at the heart
of our enterprise: security. the balance on which security depends, taking
into account regional situations, international verification and the

strengthening of confidence by appropriate measures,
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France's position with regard to the twin fields of nuclear weapons and
conventional weapons is based on these principles.

With regard to the former, our position takes into account two factors
that are of primordial importance.

First, the nuclear problem is marked by the overvhelming supremacy of
the United States and the Soviet Union. These Powers have sought, through the
strategic arms limitation nerotiations, +to control and restrain their
quantitative and qualitative competition. e have welcomed that effort;
we hope that it will be resumed and carried further, and that it
will lead %o effective measures on the reduction of their nuclear
veapons. Iuclear disarmament, as such, remains in fact the responsibility
of these two Powers and it will remain so as long as the disproportion between
their arsenals and those of the other nuclear countries remains unchanged.

Furthermore, the approach to nuclear disarmament must take into accounﬁ
regional situations. In those areas of the world wvhere nuclear weapons do
not exist, their introduction would have dangerously destabilizing effects
on peace. On the other hand, in the area of which France is a part, nuclear
weapons, and therefore nuclear deterrents, have long constituted a factor
tending to equilibrium and, therefore, to security. The reduction of nuclear
weapons in this area could therefore only result from a specific process,
one involving first of all, of course, the arsenzls of the two major nucleay
Powers.

As for conventional disarmament, it represents a major element of our
undertaking and should be given appropriate status therein. Conventional
weapons and the forces that deploy them, in fact, absorb the greater part of
the resources devoted to defence, and all the conflicts that have oceurred

since the Second World War have involved conventional weapons.
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The intiatives to be taken require, as we see it, a repicnal approach:
it is up to the countries in a particular region to undertake emong themselves,
if they so desire, negotiations aimed at achieving disarmament measures
relating to conventional veapons. It is also up to those countries to conclude
with thelr arms suppliersappropriate agreements to limit such purchases.

It goes without seying that such decisions are basically the responsibility
of those countries themselves,

However, although initiatives with regard to conventional disarmament
require a regional approach, it seems to us that international disarmament
bodies ~ our Commission and the Committee on Disarmament in Ceneve ~ could also
usefully examine, at the appropriate time, the principles, conditions and
methods that would be most suitable for governing any regional disarmament
efforts.

As for the relationship between nuclear disarmament and conventional
disarmement , this must be determined by the imperative need for waintaining
security. Hence, the need to adjust the measures to be taken with regard
to both types of disarmament, both conventional and nunlear, in order to
maintain a balance and to aveld any destabilizing effect.

The French delegation attaches pgreat importance teo the task assigned to
us here under agenda item 3. The declaration on the Second Disarmament
Decade -~ whose elements we are to prepare - should, as we see it, have =
special place among the statements of principle emanating from the General
Assembly in the field of disarmament. This declaration is not intended to
repeat the Final Document of the 1978 special session which remains the
Charter of Disarmament. Hor is it intended to procleim an cver-all programme.
Thet task has now been entrusted to the Committee in Geneva., The declaralion
we have been called upon to prepare should solemnly express the determination
of the United Wations with regard to the primordial task of disarmament,
and it should also, therefore, stimulate the interest and support of political

forces and public opinion in all countries.
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To this end, the declaration should, in our opinion, describe the present
status of the disarmament process; it should refer to the ongoing efforis
that are being made; it should set forth fundamental principles, major
objectives and prospects; it should, finally, affirm the ccromitrent of the
international community as a whole, as well as i%s rights and responsibilities.
Disarmament iz, in fact, the business of us all.

Thus, the document we are to prepare will contribute to continuing the
process set in motion in 1978 at the General Assembly's tenth special session.
Despite some disappointwments end circumstances of which we are all aware,
this impetus has, to a certain extent, been maintained. Progress has been
achieved on certain concrete points, and further progress will be realized
in the near future. There is, for example, the commitment of the
Committee on Disarmament to engage in substantive negotiations and discussions, as
indicated by the creation of working groups and, in this contexi, the opening of a
preparatory phase of rultilateral negotiations dealing with chemical weapons
and radiological weapons. There are also the initiatives that have been
taken to convene a Buropean Disarmament Conference and, in this regard, the
work of the forthcoming meeting in Madrid. Such developments allow us to
hope that the CGeneral Assembly's apecial sessicn in 1982 may be held in a
reneved spirit of confidence, and that it will represent a major step forward

in the Second Disarmament Decade.

Mr. SASTROHANDOYO (Indonesia): lir. Chairman, my delegation is indeed

happy to see you again presiding over our deliberations as we continue our
efforts at what may well be regarded in many respects as a crucial stage.

lie fully agree with what you said in your introductory remarks, when you stated
that the results achieved in the recent past are far from satisfactory and,
furthermore, negotiations in several endeavours toward disarmament have reached &

stalemate. This despite the tenth special session,on disarmament, vhich adopted
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the Final Document embodying a Programme of Action. These developments, in
turn, have focused on the need for a fresh approach which would eschew the
introduction of extraneous issues unrelated to our task and adopt a more
constructive approach that would enable the Commission to generate a new
momentumn and play a positive role in advancing the process of disarmament. This
is particularly so in view of the fact that even with regard to those issues
vhich seemed susceptible of solution, no progress has been achieved., It is
therefore incumbent upon us, at this stage, to show the necessery political
will, and thus to justify the special role which the General Assembly, at its
tenth special session, conferred upon owr Commission.

During this brief intervention, my delepation would like to comment on
agenda items 3 and b in a general way, vhile reserving its right to speak

at a later stage on other issues inscribed on the zgenda.
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Indonesia has welcomed the General Assembly's designation of the 1980s
as the Becond Disarmament Decade. As is well known, the modest arms control
measures of the last decade were conspicuous by their failure to halt and
reverse the arms race - a task which has undoubtedly emerged as the most
important one confronting us. The implications of this phenomenon of the arms race
have indeed been manifold. One of its striking features ig the constant
risk of war that it entails, thus jeopardizing international peace and
security. It is incompatible with efforts to establish trust and harmony between
States, and it generally undermines the evolution of co-operative relationships
among, nations. ' ' '

The main task of this decade is therefore the implementation of agreements
on the cessation of the arms race, in particular the nuclear arms race,
and removing the threat of a nuclear war. Negotiations in this regard should
begin with a comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons, the
cessation of the production of nuclear weapons and its rradual reduction and
ultimate elimination and the negotiation of a ireaty on the banning of nuclear
weapons . Ve believe that today more than ever hefore, in view of the gravity of
the internstional situation to which several members have alluded, the ban on the
use of these weapons has hecome an even more urgent necessity.

Furthermore, these measures should be supplemented by others for the
cessation of the arms race. Among these, priority should be attached to
further prohibitions of the use of the sea-bed and outer space for military
purposes, renunciation by the permanent wmembers of the Security Council
and their allies of the expansion of their armies and the increase of
conventional weapons, regional military disengagement by external Powers, and
zones of peace in the Indisn Ocecan and other regions.

Finally, one of the important tasks of the international community
during the Second Disarmament Decade is the mobilization of public opinion
concerning the catastrophic consequences of an uncontrolled arms race and

the imperative need for meaningful arms control and disarmament measures.
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It is therefore essential to promote knowledge of and information about
disarmament and thus contribute to the cessation of the arms race, which

is an essential prerequisite to achieving the objective of general and
complete disarmament. The Indonesian delegation is pleased to have
received document A/CN.10/1k4 ., prepared by the delegations of Romania and
Sweden ., which stresses the need for reallocation of resources -that would
be freed by disarmament measures and which in turn could be used to promaote
the economic development of developing countries.

In conclusion, I would recall that several delegations which spoke in the
deliberations earlier have referred to conventional disarmament. My delegation
is fully aware of the increasingly dangerous and destructive capabilities
of conventional weapons. In our opinion this guestion should be considered
along with the guestion of miclear disarmament, even though we realize that
the pressing need for the latter is naturally greater. In this connexion,
the documents submitted by Demmark and Spain constitute a useful basis for

further consideration.

Mr, SY (Senegal) (interpretation from Freneh): Mr. Chairman, it
gives my delegation great pleasure to see you presiding over our work once
more. The renewal of your stewardship testifies to the confidence that we
all have in you.

The heavy agenda of our Commission is a sign of the urgent need to
malie new efforts for real and authentic disaymament. It is a sign also
of the need to make positive recommendations in order to maintain the
impetus in the negotiations on disarmament and to get the question of the
reduction of military budgets out of the present deadlock.

The First Disarmament Decade has just concluded in a climate of
tension and conflict, but this Tirst Decade was not without some success
in the sphere of weapons control. Several arms control agreements

were sipned or implemented in this period. A special session devoted



/7 A/CH.10/PV.32
18

(Mr. Sy, Senepal)

to disarmament was successfully organized, and it made possible the adoption
by consensus of a document which establishes objectives end prinecinles for the
disarnament process and sets un & Propramme of Action and nerotiating
machinery. The first Disarmament Decade also saw the implementation of
policies aimed at improving the international situation and establishing
greater confidence awong States. ALl these successes seem to be threatened
today because of the rivalry between politico-military blocs.

The Second Disarmament Decade is thus starting under not very favourable
auspices. Our Commission, because of its universal memebership and the
mandate set Tor it by the General Assembly, should study this disturbing
situation and make recommendations to promote a return te a climate which
would be more favourable for disarmament negotiations.

For this, my delesation believes that the document vhieh should
serve as the basis for the resolution on the Disarmament Decade should
set a certain number of goals to be achieved in the sphere of disarmament,
in view of the urgency of the problems, the recommendations of the General
Asgenbly and priorities defined in the Final Document.

¥y delegation considers in this respect that, first of all, we should
have an assessment of the situation relating to disarmament negotiations.

In fact, the threat currently hanging over the disarmament process is a
refliexion of the precarious results achieved here. Disarmanent

agreements. it must be conceded, only affect peripheral problems. Tt
suffices to stresgs that nuclear and conventional arsenals have never bLeen

so well stocked. Research and development continue at an ever growing rate.
WHeleanr tests continue freely. Hence, my delegation believes that the major
taslk during the Second Disarmament Decade must be to orient negotiations
towards true disarmament, to attack the underlying problems and particularly

to halt and to reverse the armsg race.
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A first step in this direction would be the conclusion within the
near future of a treaty completely prohibiting nuclear tests. It is not
to much to ask to propose that this agreement should be concluded in the
first third of the Second Disarmament Decade. Another objective is the
conclusion of a treaty prohibiting the production and use of chemical
weapons. This guestion has been pending for a long time, and it is high
time now that it was brought to a conclusion.

Another problem, which only vorsened during the First Decade, is that of
the proliferation of muclear weapons. In fact, in the Middle Fast and in
Africa this guestion has become so alarming that the Ceneral Assembly
in its thirty-fourth session called for an inquiry into Isracli nuclear
veaponry and the nuclear capacity of South Africa. In the case of the
latter country, its apartheid policy is a danger to international peace and
security. It is thus urgent that South Africa submit its nuclear
installations to econtrol by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IATA).
Similarly, countries collaborating with South Africa in the nuclear field
should put an immediate halt to such co-operation because they are threatening
the status of Africa as a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

Iy delegation believes, however, that proliferation of nuclear weapons
can only be halted over the long term if the nuclear Powers fulfil the
obligations into which they entered in article VI of the Hon-Proliferation
Treaty. As long as the nuclear arms race continues, there will be great
danger that the nuclear club will expand.

Fow turning to the second point in our agenda relating to resolution 34/83 H,
we should say that our country is very disturbed by the current worscning
of the international situation. In fact, the great Powers are speeding up
their preparations for war, increasing their military budgets and deploying
new kinds of weapons of mass destruction. Unfortunately, we must deplore
the fact that it is the non-aligned countries that are running the risk

of having to pay the bill for the warlike preparations of the super-Powers.
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It is the non-aligned countries which are the victims of military
intervention or the threat of military intervention by the super-Powers. On one
hand, they deny to small countries the right freely to choose their social and
political system and on the other hand they endanger control by those countries
over their own natursl resources. Such acts constitute a serious threat to
the security of small countries and a greet danger for world peace.

With regard to the question of the reduction of conventional weapons and of

armed forces, my delegation is aware of its importance, for it is conventional |
weapons which sinece 1945 have claimed the greatest number of victims, The §
approximately 100 conflicts which have occurred gsince the end of the Second World
Var led to massive snd sometimes unrestrained use of conventional weapons. Thus, {
it is urgent that we deal with the problem of conventional weapons, particularly
their development, production, deployment and trensfer. In its paragraphs 81 to 86,
the Final Document hes defined the approach which must be taken in this area.

Moreover, the Final Document clearly established the responsibility of the
States with the largest nuclear arsenals in the opening or the continuation of
negotiations on the reduction of conventional armaments and of armed forces. In
the view of my delegation, it is up to those great Powers to set an example by
reducing the weapons which they have concentrated in certain regions of the world,
in perticuler in Burope and the Indian Ocean.

Furthermore, following the recommendations of the Final Document, bilateral
or regional negotiations must be undertaken wherever conditions are favourable, C
to reduce armed forces and conventional weaponry. A&ll these negotiahions must be
guided by the principle of equal security for all States. Indeed, it would be
misguided, in my delegation's opinion, to deprive certain States of the means
to exercise their right to self-defence under the pretext of limiting the trensfer
of conventional weapons. Such a policy would have as a result the handing over
of certain States, bound hend and foot, to srmed intervention and destabilization.
Tn the final analysis it would encourage the use of force in international relations,
not eliminate it.

The third importent item on our agenda is the question of the freezing and
reduction of military expenditures. We must recognize that this gquestion is linked

with the reduction of ermed forces and of nuclear and conventional weapons. In fact,
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four-fifths of the world's military expenditure is today absorbed by

the conventional arms race.
For its part, the General Assembly recognized, in paragraph 89 of the

Final Document, that

"Gradual reduction of military budgets on a mutually agreed basis, for

example, in absclute figures or in terms of percentage points, particularly
by nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States, would be a
measure that would contribute to the curbing of the arms race and would
increase the possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for
military purposes to economic and social development, particularly for the

benefit of the developing cowntries.” (A/S-10/L, para. 89)

The General Assembly also requested the Secretary-General to carry out,
with the help of a group of experis, a sbudy on the relationship between
disarmament and development. This group is carrying on with its work and will
present its conclusions to the thirty-sixth General Assembly session.

Furthermore, several countries have made proposals aimed at reducing militery
expenditures and at transfering the resources thus saved to developing countries.

Through President Senghor, Senegal has proposed the establishment of a five
per cent tax on military expenditures, a tex which would be allocaied for
development assistance. This proposal, along with so many others, deserves
thorough study.

As may be noted, it is neither the lack of directives nor the absence of
concrete proposals which prevents progress in the area of the reduction of military
budgets. In the view of my delegation, the obstacle lies in the will of rival
military alliances to continue the arms race. The reduction of military budgets
is feasible, for there already exists the example of the super-Powers during
the 1960s.

Farther, the group of experts on military budpets has prepared & standardized
inetrument for the publication of military budgets. This document can facilitate
the useful exchange of information on militery budgets snd can create a climate

of confidence leading to a reduction of military budgets.
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But it is impdrtant today that the great Powers add concrete actions to
their declarations of intention. Instead of increasing their military budgets,
they might, as a sign of good faith, freeze their military expenditures for
a. specific period.

Such a measure, if it were to be backed up by a reduction in armed forces
or by a halt in the manufacture of certain weapons, would constitute real
progress towards a reduction in military budgets. My delegation hopes that
the present session of our Commission will make it possible for us to embark

on a serious discussion of the question.

Mr. VENKATTSHWARAN (India): Having had the privilege of joining these

deliberations of the Disarmament Commission only yesterday, Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate this opportunity to make a brief statement on some salient aspects
to which the Indian delegation attaches importance. I must also express the
satisfaction of my delegation at seeing you in the office of chairman at this
second substantive session of the Commission. We see this both as a tribute
to your considerable contribution in the field of disarmament and alsc as a
signal honour to India.

As we prepare ourselves for the tasks that confront us in the Disarmament
Commission, we cannot but be aware of the grave developments taking place around
the world and of the serious setbacks which the cause of disarmament seems to
have suffered recently. In the past fe# months, the nuclear-weapon States have
taken a number of decisions and measures committing themselves to a further and
more dangerous escalation in the quantity and quality of nuclear weapons and
delivery systems in their arsenals.

As the Chairman rightly pointed out in his opening address,

notwithstanding the realities of the world situation -~ possibly even

because of them - it is important that we should strive even harder to
explore ways and means of preserving and strengthening international peace

and security.” (A/CN.10/PV.25, p. 2)

An important aspect of the work of the Disarmament Commission at its

present session will be the preparation of elements of a draft resolution on the
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1980s as the second Disarmament Decade., In this context it may be relevant to
drav attention to the annual report of the Secretary~General for 1968-69,
issued on the eve of the first Disarmament Decade, vherein, after deploring
the continuing spiral of military expenditure and stockpiling of both nuclear
and conventional armaments, the Secretary-General expressed the hope that
States Members of the General Assembly “could establish a specific programme
and time~table for dealing with all aspects of the problem of arms control

and disarmament." The Decade of the 1970s is behind us, and it is the view of
the great majority of Member States present here that substantive progress in
disarmament has been painfully slow. The list of various specific measures or
agreements reached in multilateral as well as bilateral forums is perhaps
apposite and, in some instances, commendable as steps in the right direction,
but the over-all expansion of the arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States has
far outweighed the above achievements in terms of its grave implications for
the very future of mankind.

The task before the international community is therefore clear. My
delegation believes that the Final Document of the tenth special session of the
General Assembly, devoted to disarmament, which was unanimously adopted by all
Members and which lays the foundations of an international disarmament strategy,
should provide the basis for planning and action during the second Disarmament
Decade. Our efforts during this Decade should be directed strictly within the
framework of the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control and the highest priority objectives of the elimination of
nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction. In its paragraph 45,

the Final Document clearly identified the priorities in disarmament negotiations.
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ifenbers will recall that at its first substantive session the Disarmament
Commission, while adopting the objectives, principles and priorities of the
Comprehensive Programme for Disarmament, had further apgreed that
"During the first stage of the implementation of the comprehensive
prograrme of disarmament, special attention should be given to the
inmediate cessation of the nuclear amms race and the removal of the

threat of a nuclear war." {A/34/L42, para. 11)

In order to ensure credibility end the urgency of the disarmament process
itself it is important that negotiations be conducted on agreed specific
measures in the field of disaymament with a view to completing them successfully
during the Second Disarmament Decade. It is essential that we try to ensure
that a time-bound prograrme of activities is worked out that will set the
pace and inspire confidence in the capacity of this world body to serve the
cause of humenity as a whole. Such 2 itime~-bound programme is essential if
only because, in the long run, we shall all be dead, and we would like to see
results in our owm lifetime.

My Government has repeatedly stressed the need for the early conclusion
of a cowprehensive test-ban treaty. It is our fimm view that such a treaty
would be meaningless if it were not universally subscribed to, if it did not
cover all weapon tesis sand if it did not have adeguate provisions for safeguards
to prevent breaches of the treaty. We have also proposed in the past that
pending the conclusion of such a treaty all nuclear-weapon Powers should
refrain from further testing of nuclear weapons. We regret however that even
the Committee on Disarmement in Geneva has been reduced to a position of
wvaiting for the tripartite negotiations to produce some tangible results.

Tt is our conviction that the Committee on Disarmament must assert its proper
role and take the initiative in examining the actual drafts of a possible
treaty so that they could be concluded in time for the second special session
con disarymement.

Over the years India has consistently argued that the only effective
guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear veapons iz the total
elimination of such weapons from the stockpiles of nuclear-weapon States.

Pending that, all States rossessing such weapons should give a binding
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commitment not to use such weapons under any circumstances. Huclear
disarmament and non-use of nuclear wespous are intimately related. It is
necessary that our search for adequate guarantees from nuclear-veapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons should not deflect us
from our primary responsibilities of pressing for urgent reasures on nuclear
disarmament.

Vhile we attach the highest priority to nuclear disarmement, we recognize
the need for progress in the field of conventional disarmament as well. In
this context we should like to state that while we support moves to control
the spread of sophisticated conventional weapons, we are particularly anxious
that the major Powers should set an example by erberking on genuine
disarmement measures of their own. In order to reach an equitable solution,
several non-aligned and third world countries have asked for a conference of
major suppliers and recipient countries on the question. On regional
disarmament , my delegation feels that progress would be best initiated in
the most heavily armed theatre of the world, namely, Europe.

In spite of the positive and encouraging outcome of the special session
devoted to disermament and the persistent demand of the peoples of the world
for an end to the arms race, particularly in the nuclear field, and for the -
establishment of internationel relations based on peaceful coexistence,
co-operation and understanding, the decade of the 1980s has sterted with
ominous signs of even further escalation in the arms race. It is clear that
if the emerging trend is to continue and meaningful efforts are not rade to
check and reverse this trend, international tensions will be exacerbated and
the danger of war will become greater than even the pessimistic assessment
of the special session on disarmament had foreseen. It is ironic that while
intensive discussions are under way in various forums on global economic
problems and on the depletion of resources available for coping with present
international economic problems, proposels for an increase in resources devoted
to the unproductive and wasteful arms race are being made by the same group

of countries that have been complaining of economic recession.
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The close link between disarmament and development has been underscored
in the Tinal Document of the special session devoted to disarmament, vhich
emphasized that the

“... resources released as & result of the implementation of disarmament
measures should be devoted to the economic and socizl development of all
nations and contribute to tlhe bridring of the economic gap between

developed and developing countries”. (A/S-10/4, para. 35)

It is, therefore, only appropriate that simultaneously with the
declaration of the Third United Hations Development Decade in the 1980s, the
Second Disarmament Decade has also been proclaimed,

An essential condition for progress in the field of disarmament is the
preservation of international peace and security and the promotion of trust
and confidence among States. The non-aligned countries all along have played
a leading role in the activities of the Disarmament Commission right from the
enunciation of the proposal at the special session on disarmement in 1978. At
its last summit in Havana the non-sligned countries reaffirmed the importance
of strengthening détente to make it an irreversible process in fevour of a Jjust and
lasting universal peace which must entail, inter alia, the halting or reversing
of the arms race, particularly of the nuclear arms race, and the urgent
implementation within a specified time-frame of the Programme of Action,
particularly of the nucleay disarmament measures contained in the Final Document

of the tenth special session.

Mrs, HAVCHA (iiongolia) (interpretation from Nussian): The delegation
of the People's Republic of longolia would like to express its satisfaction
that the work of this session of the Commission is once again being presided
over by you, Mr. Cheirman, the representative of a country with vhich our country
has most friendly relations.

The General Assembly, at its thirty-fourth session, aslked the Commission
to consider several guestions; smongst others, to prepare elements for =

draft resolution proclaiming the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade,
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The People's Republic of Mongelia, inspired by its position of principle,
of maintaining peace and security amongst peoples, of limiting the arms race
and ensuring disarmament, constantly supports every effort to implement the
tasks relating to disarmament. It is in that context that the Mongolian
delegation views the proposal that the 1980s should become the
Second Disarmament Decade. It attaches great importance to the elatoration
by the Commission of the elements for a draft resolution on this question.

The delepation of the People's Republic of Mongolia fully supports the
idea that in the 1980s we should maintain and develop the positive results
that were achieved in slowing down the arms race. I think we have alreacdy
achieved a great deel, if we consider certain specific agreements and
understandings excluding or reducing types of weaponry from vhole parts of
the earth. Certain of the results may be considered by some to be modest,
and my delegation can understand the disappointment felt by certain delegations
here, but I think it would be unfair to deny everything that has been achieved
in this respect. Buch an attitude, in the view of my delegation, would prevent
us from an objective appreciation of the situation relating to the sloving
down of the arms race and of disarmament, which would have a negative impact
on the determination of realistic tasks awaiting us in the years ahead. Much
has to be done to bring about disarmament, as has been shown recently.

An unbridled arms race could lead to a reduction in political détente and would
threaten not only talks on disarmament but could render meaninpgless agreements

already achieved.
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Those opnosed to détente and disarmament persist in worsening the
international situation and speeding up the arms race. As evidence of this
we have the last session of the committee on military nplanning of the North
Atlanitic Treaty Organization (NATO), which confirmed the previous NATO
decisions to ensure unilateral military superiority, to the detriment of the
principle of the equality and identical security of all parties. NATO's
policy is aimed at speeding up the arms race and undermining talks on
disarmament, leading to a confrontation with the socialist States. B£uch a
policy would doubtless have disastrous results for the peace and security of
pecples. |

The People's Revublic of Mongolia is also very concerned at the
activisation of aggressive militarv forces in Asia. The shadows of the
past are onceagain resurgent in long-suffering Asia. The forces of great-
Power hepgemonism and imperialism have concluded a dangerous alliance vhich is -
a threat, not only to neighbouring States, but to the continent as a whole.
Therefore, in our view, efforts should be increased to ensure disarmament and
halt the arms race. All States should work together to this end and a primary
role should be given to efforts by strong military Powers, particularly the
nuclear Powers. Without minimizing the primary role which can be tesken and the
example that can be given by the great Powers in the field of disarmament,
we consider it incorrect to think that certain Powers should disarm and that
the others can do nothing until they have decided themselves that it would be
useful to take part in disarmament tallks.

As far as disarmament efforts in the 1980s are concerned we feel that
States should adopt bilateral and mnultilateral measures to prevent the danger
of nuclear war, as thet would be a very important step in strengthening
international peace and security. To that end, in our opinion, it is necessary
firstly to reach an agreement by all States on the reduction of nuclear veapons
in all forms and the gradual reduction of all reserves until they are entirely
liguidated. In that comexion it is very important to note the initiative
taken by the socialist countries, as put forward in the Disarmament Committee,
namely to undertake negotiations to curtail the production of and to liguidate
nuclear weapons with the participation of all States of military significance,

in particular all States vith nuclear weanons.
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T™e conclusion of an agreewrent on the zeneral and complete prohibition of
nuclear-veapon testing should be one of the major wmeusures of the neir decade,
since such an acreement would make it possible to put an end to the aualitative
irpprovewent of nuclear wvespons ond thus prevent the appearance of nev
tvpes. Ileasures aimed at heightening the effectiveness of the apreement
on the non-proliferstion of nuclear veapons, ensuring its cosmpletely universal
character, are very important. In nreventing the disseminstion of nuclear veanons,
international ogreaccnts are very significant and should take a juridically
binding form, so that all States should apgree not to ewplace nuclear veapons
on their territories vhere no such weapons exist at the present time, The
crention of nuclear-veapon-free zones and zones of peace, including the zone of
peace in the Indien Ocesn, represents one more ueasure niumed at limiting
nuclear ariie vaste and at increasing détente and strensthening international
peace and security at rejional and world levels.

The repid ratification of a second Boviet-American agreewent on liniting
strateric offensive weapons and the undertaking of nepotistions on »ALT III are
of very great significance in lirdting the arws race. ‘e should also direct
atbention to the question of mHrohibiting the development and production of new
tyoes and systews of weapons of mass destruction. The conclusion of an
international convention on thot matter would assist the limitation of the arms
race in its rviost dengerous aspects. It is necessary to conclude international
conventions vhich vould prohibit the production and deployment of neutron
veapons, on the basis of the draft convention which the Committee already has
before it. It is also necessary to prohibit radiological weapons at the same
time. The time has coe to prohibit the developnent, production and accunulation
of reserves of chemical weapons,and to destroy and thus fully eliminate from the
arsenals of States this type of weapon of wass destruction vhich is designed
exclusively to destroy hwsan beinzs and 01l other forus of life. Uffective
neasures to limit and reduce armed forces and conventional weapons must
also be provided, since the intensive improvement of such verbpons
makes their application that much more dangerous. A reduction in military
budpets could be a real disarmament measure too. In order to impleuwent that task
it iz necessary first +to eschieve agreement among the States members of the
Security Council and other States possessing major econowic and military

potential, on concrete measures for reducins their military budgets.
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Ve feel that a comprehensive disarmement programme will be worked out and
developed in the newv Dissrmament Decade. Achievement of agreement on the
cardinal questions of disarmament would promote the adoption of parallel
measures to strengthen international political guarantees of States' security.
To that end it is necegsary in the first place to conclude a universal agreement
on the non-use of force in international relations which would prohibit all forms
and uses of all weapons, atove all nuclear ones. It is also necessary to work
out in the Disarmament Commission an international convention strengthening
the guarantees of the security of the non-nuclear States, under which the
rarticipants would undertake not to use nuclear weapons against States which
refuse to produce or acquire nuclear weapons and do not have any on their
territories.

To examine the questions of disarmament in their entirety and to adopt
effective measures with respect to them, it is necesbary to have a truly
universal forum, with participation by all States. A world-wide disarmament
conference would be such an authoritative forum. The convocation of such a
conference should be one of the rajor steps taken during the Second Disarmament

Decade,
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Tt is necessary to mobilize world public opinion alsc in order to curb
the arms race and to foster disarmament. Thus, in our opinion, it is necessary
to make the maximum use of the communication media, as indicated in the
Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly on disarmament.
tje feel that having a Disarmament Veek every year would also help to meet
that goal.

iiy delegation is profoundly convinced that the implementation of
constructive proposals to curtail the arms race and promote disarmament
as set forth by the parties to the Warsaw Treaty at the meeting of the political
Consultative Committee on 15 iday of this year and also other important
initiatives undertaken by those States recently with respect to the
practical efforts to strengthen the process of disarmament on the European
continent and to strengthen confidence among the States of that continent, will
without doubt promote the diminution of tension not only in lurope but
also in other regions and promote the strengthening of the peace and security
of all peoples. Therefore the Mongolian delegation fully supports those
proposals and initiatives and hopes that other States also will be very
attentive to the steps undertaken, paorticularly in the light of the
preparation of the elements of a draft resolution proclaiming the decade of

the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade.

The CLATEMAN: We have now completed the 1list of speakers on

item k. Some delegations have requested that they be permitted to exercise
their right of reply. While I certainly should not wish to impose any
restreints in that regard, I would appeal to those speakers to make their

statements brief so as to help expedite our work. I shall now call on them.

bir. SOUTHICHAX (Lao People's Democratic Republic) (interpretation

from French): The representative of the United States in his statement at
a previous meeting of the Commission made slanderous allegations against

the Lao People's Desocratic Republic. The allegation by the United States
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of the use of chemical weaspons might lead one to forget what was done in the
war of aggression by the United States against my own country, but the
representative of the United States cannot try to shirk United States
responsibility for using during that war of aggression chemical weapons
against the Lac people and against its territory.

I do not intend here to go into the ecological consequences of the use
by the United States of various chemical agents against Laos, Viet Nam and
Kampuchea but I should like to say that it was only the United States that
dared tc wage chemical warfare on a large scale against the environment of
the pecple of the countries of Indo-China. Laos, a country with 3 million
inhabitants, needs in this post-war era as many hands as possible in order to
reconstruct the country after the devastation created by that imperialist war.
Therefore why would we resort to such weapons?

Similar charges were made against Kampuchea, but in this respect the
United States representative deliberately ignored the results of the studies
carried out by the International Committee of the Red Cross in a Geneva
laboratery on blood samples taken last March from patients treated on the
Khmer-Thai border, which showed that no trace of the use of such weapons was
found in those samples. These charges by the United States are aimed at
camouflaging the crimes of genocide against the peoples of lLaos, Viet Nam and
Kampuchea and are a manoceuvre 1t 1s carrying out, after its dirty war against
Laos, Viet Wam and Kampuchea, aimed at continuing to spread discord and to
interfere even more crudely in the internal affairs of those countries. My
delegation energetically rejects such slanders by the representative of the
United States and would also like to say that the crime of genocide committed

by the United States can never be wiped cut by slanderous propaganda.
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yir. SIUSTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): Using the right of reply. the Soviet delegation would like
briefly to set forth its vieus on statements made by certain delegations
in which the policies of the SBoviet Union have been presented in an improper
and incorrect light and in which assertions have been made which are entirely
devoid of any foundation in view of the true situation.

First of all, ve cannobt apgree in any way with the thesis advanced by
certain speakers here to the effect that both the United States and the
Coviet Union, both the UATO countries and the Varsaw Treaty countries, bear
responsibility for the arms race and the increased tension in various regions
of the world. The facts themselves show that such assertions are
incorrect from beginning to end. This is quite easy to demonstrate from
the example of the Indian Ocean, which has been mentioned here and which is
indicative of the situation in other regions also. It is well-known +that
the Soviet Union has never undertaken any actions that would represent a
threat to the States of the Indian Ocean. It has not created and is not
creating there any military bases and i1 is not undertaking any military
demonstrations. In contrast to that, the United States has declared the
vast area of the Indian Ccean & sphere of its vital interests, it has
concentrated there important units of its Yavy, it is expanding its military
base on the island of Diego Garcia and it is trying to implant new military
bases in Africa and the Persian Gulf. In supporting the idea of creating
a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean, the Soviet Union undertook negotiations
with the United States on mutual limitation of the military activities of
both countries in that area. The United States broke off those negotiations.
In the summer of last year the Soviet Union proposed a resumption of those
nepotiations, but the United States refused. In the light of these facts,
if one is to speak about competition between these two States, it could only
mean competition between two opposite political courses, one aiming at the
strengthening of peace in the Indian Ocean and the other at the

transformation of areas of that ocean intc an arena of the arms race.
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Vho could be misled by attempts to justify the expansion of the United
States wilitary presence in the Indian Ocean by the events in Afghanistan?
Only those who do not know that the United States military base on Diego
Garcia and the United States warships in the Persian Gulf appeared long
before those events; only those persons who may have forgotten that the
Soviet-American negotiations on the Indian Ocean were interrupted at a time

sihen no one had even mentioned Afghanistan yet.
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Such efforts of American representatives to justify by the events
in Afghanistan the delay for an indefinite period in the ratification of the
SBALT II Treaty ere aslso pointless. This agreement, which is so important for the
whole world, has been dragged into a swamp of endless and purnoseless
discussions in the American Senate, and this had already begun in the autumn of
last year when there was still no question of anything happening in
Afghanistan, Obviously, recognizing that their own position was shaky.
the representatives of the United States - as they always do in such cases -
undertool to resort to completely improbable inventions, similar to the
statement made here yesterday about the possible use of poisonous substances
in Afghanistan, Taos and Kempuchea.

In the recent past chemical weapons were in fact used on the Asian
continent against persons and apainst the environment., They were used,
as is known, by the American armed forces on the territory of Viet Nam
and other countries of Indo-China.

Certain of those who have spoken here have mentioned the theme of
Afghanistan. In this connexion, anyone vho sincerely desires a political
settlement of the situation concerning that country should direct his attention
very firmly to the recent proposals consisting of seven peints made by
the Govermment of the Demccratic Republic of Afghanistan. This far
reaching and constructive initiative is a good basis for the elimination
of tension in the Middle Iast and for the establishment of peaceful and
good neighbourly relations among the countries of that area. This can be
iznored only by persons vwho are deliberately striving to heat up the
atmosphere around Afghanistan and thereby to retain the situation as an excuse for
their own actions against détente in international relations, actions

desirned to force the tempo of the armg race,
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Mr. CU DINH BA (Viet Wam) {(interpretation from French): Recently, in

close correlation with China and the reactionaries at its service, the United
States launched false and slanderous allegations of the use of toxic chemical
wespons in Laos and Kampuchea. It is clear that by this act the United States
wishes to mislead public opinion and conceal the successive war crimes and criwmes
of genocide committed in the Indo~Chinese peninsula. The United States is evading
its responsibility for the crimes it perpetrated against the peoples of Viet Nam,
Laos and Kampuchea, as well as its responsibility to the victims of chemical
warfare among its soldiers and those of its allies that took part in the war of
ageression in Viet Nam, Leos and Kampuches,

The faseist plot by the United States will fool nobody. The genocidal crimes {
comnitted by the United States against the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea
cannot be effaced by deceit and calumny. My delegation categorically rejects the

slanderous allegations made by the United States against my country.

The CHATRMAN: We have now completed the general exchange of views on

item 4. Ve have heard some thirty-nine statements in this exchange of views and
we should at this stage establish the method of following up ouvr work on item L,
in order to decide on our report to the thirty-fifth session of the General
Assembly on this particular item.

As Chairman T have had fairly wide ranging consultations and have also
discussed this matter with the officers of the Commission., My understanding {
is that there is, at least among those whom I have consulted, a general
desire that the continued consideration of item Y4 should be in informal meetings
of the Commission, which will begin after we have completed the general exchange
of views on item 5. In other words, as far as item Lk is concerned, we
shall not be setting up a working group, as was done for item 3. Here
the general view seems to be that item & is a comprehensive item, and to
that extent somewhat different from item 3. T have also been requested
personally to preside over the meetings of the informal exchange of views
in the Commission on item 4, It is possible that, after an informal exchange

of views on that item, which could last perheps for three or four meetings, it
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might become necessary for us to set up a drafting group on it. I
have been requested to preside over the meetings of the drafting group
as well.

If this suggestion is generally acceptable, I am personally prepared to
go along with it. It is my viev that on item 4 there is a need for informal
consultations because at the moment many of us are perhaps not guite clear
on the form and content of our report on this item to the General Assembly.
T think some congtructive suggestions have been made during the exchange of
vieus, and perhaps ve might take a couple of days for informal consultations
on thig item before the informal meetings of the Commission begin. In any
case, the forual exchange of views on item 5, which it is my intention to
begin today, will continue certainly tomorrow and possibly even the day after.
In this connexion I should once again like to appeal to all delegations who
wish to speak on item 5 to inscribe their names with the Secretary if they
have not already done so.

If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the suggestion I have made
regarding the follow-up work on item 4 is generally acceptable.

It was so decided.
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AGENDA ITEM 5

(a) HARMONIZATION OF VIEWS ON CONCRETE STEPS TO BE UNDERTAKEN BY STATES
REGARDING A GRADUAL AGREED REDUCTION OF MILITARY BUDGETS AND REALLOCATION
OF RESOURCES NOW BEING USED FOR MILITARY PURPOSES TO ECONOMIC AND
SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT, PARTICULARLY FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE DEVELOPING
COUNTRIES , NOTING THE RELEVANT RESOLUTIONS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

(b) EXAMINATION AND IDENTIFICATION OF EFFECTIVE WAYS AND MEANS OF
ACHIEVING AGREEMENTS TO FREEZE, REDUCE OR OTHERWISE RESTRAIN, IN A
BALANCED MANKER, MILTTARY EXPENDITURES, INCLUDING ADEQUATE MEASURES OF
VERTFICATION SATISFACTORY TO ALL PARTIES CCNCERNED

Ms. GONTHIER (Seychelles): Let me take this opportunity, Mr. Chairman,

to congratulate you on the competent job you are doing. My country has
friendly and warm relations with yours and I am sure you know that my President
has just concluded a successful State visit to India,

I know the world is well aware of our position on the dismantling of all
foreign bases in the Indian Ocean and the world should be equally well aware.
of our strong support for makinz the Indian Ocean a zone of peace. It is
not our wish +to address ourselves to those issues today. ZRather,
T should like to confine my statement to item 5 (a) of the agenda.

The Govermment of Seychelles commends the endeavours of the United Nations
1o obtain a pgradual reduction of military budgets and the reallocation of
regsources now being used for military purposes to economic and social development
programmes, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries.

It is imperative, however, that the declaration of the Second Disarmament
Decade should include a programme incorporating targets for the accomplishment
of objectives and goals of disarmament. The Government of Seychelles appeals for
global concertation at the highest level over the Brandi Commission Report, from
which the Government of Seychelles notes with concern that while the annual world
military expenditure is $450 billion, official develorment aid account for
less then five per cent of that figure. This preoccupation of the big Powers and
their allies in aceruing as many asrms as their thirst for supremacy permits is
indeed a major concern of the Non-Aligned Movement and was not over-stressed

during the Havana Summit last year by President Castro.
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The Government of the Republic of Seychelles is convinced that effective
disarmament measures should release resources from the unproductive arms race
for economic and social programmes, and in particular for international economic
co-operation. However, the Government of the Republic of Seychelles also
profoundly believes that gradual disarmament can only be achieved if the developed
countries change their policy of fostering tensions in the developing world to
protect their imperialist interests to the benefit of their arms industry.

The Government of the Republic of Seychelles wishes to reiterate that it makes
no difference whether =z human being is killed in war or is condemned to starve
to death because of the indifferences of others, who squander their wealth in the
arms race.

Despite the excruciating cry of the Third World countries for increasing
economic aid, the developed countries should discard all pretensions of charity
towards the Third World countries and adopt a frank attitude of interdependence
in unabashed acknowledgement of the fact that 60 per cent of world exports of
major agricultural and mineral commodities originate from the Third World.

Without a fundamental re organization of international economic systems, increased
econcmic aid will be to no avail. However, it must be Torne in mind that the
majority of mankind will not indefinitely live in a state of bare survival

while a fev scecieties grow opulent at their expense.

In concluding, I wish to stress my Government's support for the endeavours
being undertaken by the United Hations towards obtaining a gradual reduction
of military budgets and the reallocation of resources nov being used for military
purposes to economic and social development programmes and to reiterate that any
positive action in that respect must entail implementation of practical reforms
aimed at a New International Economic Order and the discontinuation of the
unproductive and annihilatory practice of military build-up by the big Powers

and their allies.
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): First and foremost,

Mr. Chairman, I should like to express my delegation's satisfaction that the
United Nations Disarmament Commission can convene once more under your experienced
chairmanship. We are all aware of the dedication you have shown to the goal of
our common efforis,

The positive results reached by the Commission's first substantive session
in 1979 are very much due to your untiring efforts in bringing about a consensus
and finding ways to compromise. This personal commitment of yours and of the members
of the Bureau inspires my delegation with the confidence that this year's substantive
session will achieve an equally positive resuli.

The results of last year's substantive session were the more encouraging
as they fully correszonded with the concepts laid down in the Final Document of
the first special session on disarmament, while establishing the Disarmament
Commission as a deliberative body entrusted, inter alia, with the task of designing
the general outlines of the process of disarmament. The Disarmament Commission,
which is open to all States Members of the United FWations, has its omm significant
role to play as a forum in which every State may contribute to the progress of
arms control and disarmament.

The elements of a comprehensive programme on disarmament, which were adopted
by the Commission last year, have been referred to the Committee on Disarmament
for further consideration. Accordingly, the Committee on Disarmement
has set up a special working group with the task of elaborating a comprehensive
programme on disarmament.

The agenda of the present session of the United Mations Disarmament
Commission is long and comprehensive. Considering that during last year's first
substantive session the Commission was able to finalize only one item on its
agenda, namely "Elements of a Comprehensive Programme on Disarmament', doubts
seem 0 be justified as to whether the Commission will be able this year, during
its second substantive session, to deal successfully with all the items on its

agenda.
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Some thousht should be given to what realistically can be achieved during
this session. At the same time, it may be advisable to concentrate our efforts
- as last year ~ on one or two items of our agenda and to work out concrete
recommendations. This would mean making the best use of the limited time at our
disposal and the somevwhat limited conference facilities as well.

My delegation supported the view that we concentrate first on item 3 of
our agenda, "Preparation of the elements of a draft resclution entitled
'Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade'”.

This item is not only the first substantive one on our egenda, but in scope
and nature it also bears resemblance to the subject considered by the Commission
in last year's session. Taeking into account the experiences gained in the United
Nations Disarmament Commission by working out during its 1979 substantive session
the elements for a comprehensive disarmament programme, it is most appropriate
that the Commission take up item 3 on its agenda first.

We have, therefore, welcomed your proposal, Mr. Chairman. to set up an
open~ended working group to desl with item 3 of our agenda, We have no doubt that
the working group,under the experienced and able leadership of Ambassador Adendiji
of Wigeria, will do & good job. I can assure him of the full support of my

delegation.
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Ttems I and 5 of our agenda, with their subdivisions A and B, cover a
wide range of disarmament matters. It seems to me that there is also some
overlapping between the two items. For example, in each of them reference is
being made to limitation and reduction of military expenditure. This is
another area which could, in the opinion of my delegation, be taken up by
the Commission on a priority basis. The pilot study which is under way for
the elaboration and testing of a standardized and verifiable reporting system
for military expenditures focuses particular attention on this field. _

liy delegation believes that the discussion of this item in the Disarmement
Commission could contribute to a successful outcome of the study. The Federal
Republic of Germany has been actively taking part in this project and has
supported it from the very beginning. I should like to express my country's
hope that further deliberations of this gquestion in the Commission will
induce States from other regional groups to participate in the test as well.

With regard to conventional weapons, my delegation welcomes the two
working papers, A/CH.10/12 introduced by Spain and A/CH.10/13 introduced by
Demmark. Tle propose a careful study of the suggestions contained in these
twvo documents.

Ve notice with satisfaction that the reactions in the United Hations
Disarmament Commission so Ffar with regard to the two documents indicate a
groving preparedness of Member States to give the question of conventional
weapons the attention it deserves., Deing one of our recognized priority
items, it has so far not been given the treatment it deserved. My delegation
hopes that as a result of the initiative taken by Spain and Demmark, and
with the support of the other members of this Commission, the item “conventional

veapons” will be dealt with in future more specifically and more thoroughly.
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Finally, let me gtate the following with regard to the items of our
agenda to which I have referred. ©Some delegations critically commented on
decisions taken recently in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (WATO).
Unfortunately, no reference was made to the already existing and growing
superiority in Soviet medium-range systems, nor to the parallel proposal of
the Allies for American~-Soviet negotiations on the limitation of medium-range
systems on both sides., This offer is part of a broad range of proposals
in the field of arms control and confidence-building which are still on the
table.

It is regrettable that all these proposals have not yet found a positive
reply, and that the Soviet Union continues to deploy modern weapons systems
at & rapid pace, thereby diminishing the chances for agreed limitations
on medium-range systems.

Sober and responsible pegotiations with the aim of strengthening security
and ensuring that force will no longer be s means of achieving political

objectives, is today more imperative than ever before.

Mr. MARINESCU (Romania)(interpretation from French): The continuing

interest which Romania, like other countries, has in the problem of freezing

and reducing military budgets is well known. It reflects a profound concern over
the increasingly frenzied arms race fed by the gigantic increases in military
budrets. The level, the rhythm and the innumerable negative consequences
attendant on these expenses create a climate of instability and mistrust,
stimilate the use of force and the threat of force in relations among States,
endanger international peace and security, and create serious obstacles to

the economic and social progress of peoples and to the solution of problems

upon which the future of mankind itself depends.
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i‘he analysis of international 1life made at the Twelfth Congress of the
Romanian Communist Party, held last Movember, noted as one of the narticularly
disgquieting factors of the present day the fact that in many countries the
rate of increase in national income is less than the annual percentage of
increase in military expenditures. And this tendency has become even more
evident since that time. Vhereas in many countries economic activiiy is
continually decreasing, and while the econcmic, energy, financial and raw-
materials crises continue to grow more acute and the phenomenon of under-
development to worsen with every month, increasingly large maeterial and
humnan resources are being squandered for destructive purposes.

Furthermore, the rapid rate of research and technological improvement
by the major military Powers in turn stimulates the exorbitant increase of
such expenses.

As the Secretary-General of the Romanian Communist Party, the President
of Romania Nicholai Ceausescu, emphasized in his report to the abovementioned
Congress:

“In reality, life shows that the situation in which military expenditures

are overtaking the growth in national income camiot centinue much longer...

It is obvious to any rational person that the only solution for overccoming

the great difficulties of the world economic crisis resides in the resclute

promotion of an economic policy based on a radical change in the
relationship between expenses for development and expenses for armaments,
on an orientation towards the use, in the first place, of national income
for the purpose of accelerating the economic and social progress of
peoples, to increase their material and spiritual standard of living.®

Far from instilling in us a feeling of resignation or ceusing us to doubt the
usefuliness of effective action in this area, the serious phenomenon confronting

us should serve rather to stress the highly urgent and pressing need, as a part of
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any practical measures aimed at halting the arms race, for freezing and
reducing military budgets. This is an imperative task, however difficult its
accomplishment may be.

Giver the great danpers Implicit in the present level of military spending,
the alternative is to redouble the efforts of States, in the letter and spirit
of the TFinal Document of the tenth special session, particularly its
paragraphs 89 and 90, to bring an end to this situation, to halt and reverse the
irrational spiral of military expenditure before it becomes irreversible.

Faithful to its firm decision to contribute to the negeotiation and solution
of disarmement problems, Romanie has freguently submitted, both to the United
Nations and to other international bodies, concrete propesals for a halt to the
armg race and for the freezing and reduction of military budpgets. blany of these
proposals have been embodied in the documents referred to in the Final Document
of the special session, paragraph 125 (a) and (1). On the initiative of Romania
and other countries, the General Assembly at its thirty—-fourth session adopted
resolution 34/83 F, expressing the concern of States at the increasing growth of
military expenditures and emphasizing thai:

"& new impetus should be given to endeavours to achieve agreements to

freeze, reduce or otherwise restrain, in & balanced manner, military

expenditures.” (resolution 34/83 T, para, 1)

We continue to be guided by this necessity in our approach to the agenda

item we are at present discussing.
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Resolution 34/33 F requests the Disarmanent Commission to undertake during
1930 to examine and identify effective ways and means of achieving
agreenents to freeze, reduce or othervise restrain nilitary expenditures.
The terms of this resolution are particularly clear about the way
in vhich our exchange of vievs on this problem should be undertaken.
ey should be interpreted,without any doubt, as an appeal for concrete
action. Our Commission is expeeted to subnit to the next session of
the Ceneral Assenbly a vhole series of recomrendations which will oxient
e offorts of the United fations in respect of military hudgets.

Animated by the desire to make @ useful cantribution to the stimulaticn
of debates on this matter and to derive from them conclusions of practical
value. the Homanian delegation, jointly with the delegation of Sweden, has
sulmitted working paper A/CH.10/1L on the freezing and reduction of
military budgets. In elaborating this working paper, ve based ourselves
on the idea that the ultimate ailw of ouxr efforts wust be that set
forth in its title.

)

tates, as indicated by the

Despite the initiatives and efforts of O .,
many resclutions adopted by the Goperal Assembly over the years,

negotintions and cven @more far -reaching debates on the freczing and reduction
of military budgets have never yet been undertaken. This is coven more
difTicult to wnderstand and accept in view of the advantages that would
accrue from the inclusion of this topic ameng the urgent and priority
disarmament problems. As we have already remariicd, regardless of the

form it tokes, a froeze followed by a subsequent reduction of military budgets
denends even more than other disarmament measures on the political will

of States. It does not require any more complex negotiations relating

to equivalence among different categories of arms the purpose of vhich

is to achieve or maintain military balance.
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Agreements on freezing and subsequent reduction of military budgets
would serve at the same time to increase confidence among States and to open
the door to political decisions in respect of disarmament. Such agreements
would limit not certain categories of weapons only but the whele military
potentiaul of States parties, since military budgets represent the
basic indicator of the pover and the military efforts of a
State.

While the direct conclusion of an agreement on the reduction of
military expenditures might be difficult, the adoption of intermediate
measures vould, on the other hand +tcnd to facilitate the setting in motion and
carrying forward of the negotiation process. 'That is why we feel that
States iembers of the United Hations could reaffirm in the
form of a Deelaration their will and their common commitment to adopt
individually or collectively effective measures to freeze and gradually
reduce their military expenditurcs, together with the decision that
until the achievement of this objective States will exercise
moderation in their military expenditures, in conformity with the
appeal contained in resolution 34/83 F.

In our opinion such a declaration would be an inportant step
of great political significance, both in respect of the freezing and
reduction of military budgets and in the larger sphere of disarmament
itself. At the same time, while bringing together the experience
accunulated over the years in the various United Nations debates
on the topic of military budgets, the declaration should contain
the basic principles of negotiation and the practical implementation
of agrecments on the freezing and reduction of military budpets.

Among these principles a special place should be reserved for
respeet for the equal security of all Btates. As we sce it, the
freezing and reduction of military budgets should not be detrimental
to the security of any State and should not create any

unilateral advantages for any one State or group of States.
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Basing ourselves on the pfovision in the Final Document of the
Special Session to the effect that
“...thc objective should be undiminished security at the lowest possible

level of armaments and military Forces’, (resolution §-10/2, para.29)

we Teel that the reduction of military expenditures offers us a modality
for attaining this cobjective.

The declaration should also give expression to the necessity that
negotiations as well as the process of the reduction of military
expenditures itself start in the States which are most heavily armed,
in view of their primordial responsibibility for disarmament. These States
are at the highest level of the spiralling military budget process, and
thus their veight and their policies in this area will determine the rate
and the evolution of military expenditures among other countries. It is
cbvious that adoption of measures to freeze and reduce military budgets
by such States could he particularly effective in increasing confidence
and in reducing the arms race.

It seems to us very important that the text of the declaration reaffirm
the relation between the reduction of military expenditures and efforts
for development on the national or international level. The sums released
by such measures to reduce military budgets and expenditures could be
used in support of peaceful activities by the countries undertaking such
measures and to augment international assistance efforts in order to sustain
the economic and social programmes of the developing countires.

The ideas which I have mentioned are not claimed to be exhaustive. Ve
only wanted to emphasize certain principles which have general acceptance,
being already sct forth in resolutions of the United flations and in the
Final Document of the Special Session. The inscription of such principles
in the declaration would stress their urgency and the political will of
States to observe them, Together with other guiding ideas which would
result from the proposals and suggestions of States, they could also
be the political and legal foundation of future agreements for the

freezing and reduction of military cxpenditures.
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Another way to facilitate negotiations on and conclusion of agreements in
this sphere would be unilateral measures. Ve might envisage decrees of
parliaments or decisions of Governments which would indicate the intent of
States not to increase their military expenditures or to reduce them. Such
decrees and decisions could be accompanied by the identification of certain
specific projects and objectives in economic and social activities vhich would be
financed, entirely or partly, by the rescurces released by the reduction in
military budgets. Of course, it might be objected that such measures would have
only a symbolic or demonstrative character. But even admitting that their true
value would be no greater than that of a symbolic gesture, is it not true that
the adoption of such measures by as large a number of States as posgsible - and
in the first place by those which are heavily armed - and serving as a mutual
example, could add a notable contribution to stimulate the process of affirmation
of a political will by States to undertake negotiations on agreements to reduce
military budgets?

In our view it would be useful for the General Assembly to recommend to
Member States that they examine the possibility of adopting unilateral measures
to freeze and reduce military budgets.

To facilitate the conclusion of agreements on freezing and reducing
military budgets, it would unquestionably be of great importance to continue
a more thorough examination of the fundamental legal and technical elements
relevant to agreements on freezing and reducing military btudpgets.

We are thinking, for example, of a precise definition of the aims of these
agreements, of the size of the reduction, whether in terms of percentages or
absolute figures, of deadlines and timetables for their application, of ways of
reporting the military expenditures of different States, of the form of the
agreements and of the verification system. Over the past few years, concrete
proposals have been made by various countries, including my own.

In document A/34/761, Romania proposed that military expenditures should
be reduced by at least 10 per cent by 1985; half the sums thus saved could be
allocated to meeting the social needs of each country, and the other halfl
for aid to the developing countries.

With regard to the form of agreements on reduction, this would certainly
depend as much on the extent and content of the obligations assumed as on the

political significance which the parties wished to attach to then.
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Considefing'the diversity of situations vhich exists in the realm of 5

wilitorv expenditures, the possibility could be envisaged of adopting a skeletcn

apgreement open to rarticiration by all States as well as of concluding
additional protocols or subsequent agreements. Such a flexible approach offers

the possibility of taking into account particular conditions in different

regions of the world and in specific relations between States,

Like any disarmament measure, agreements on freezing and reducing military
budgets ifmply, without any doubt, a series of complex aspects having to do
with verifiecation. However, it must not be forgotten that a verification system

ig not a poal in itself, but only an instrument for the attainment of a well-defined

objective, namely the freezing and reduction of military budgets.

As we see it, the point of departure for the solution of this question is
found in the provisions of the Tinal Document, according to which verification
measures must be adequate and judged satisfactory by all interested parties,
so as to create the necessary confidence and to assure respect for the
agreements which they are designed to verify.

Investigations undertaken by experts in this area are a valuable contributiocn
to the process of identifying practical solutions, acceptable to all parties,

In declaring ourselves in favour of a continuation of a careful examination of

+he problems of verification, we believe that these should not be considered

from an exclusive point of view or, even less, as a precondition to any

practical action aimed at the reduction of military budgets. We are in favour {
of a constructive and flexible approach which would make possible the identification
of elements which could lead us to reduce the gap between the different ways

of approaching these problems adopted by States.

On the condition that the political will to undertake true negotiations
with a view to arriving at agreements on the reduction of military budsets now
exists, the technical aspects connected with verification - however complex
and difficult they may be - can be ultimately surmounted.

These are the considerations and suggestions which the Romanian delegation
wished to formulate on this point with the aim of contributing to our exchange
of views, and our explanations of the working paper proposed by my country and
by Sweden.

As it is well known, the next session of the General Assembly has on its

agenda an item entitled "Reduction of military budgets™, In the context
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of the debate which will take place on this problem, the working paper presented
by Sweden and Romania suggests the inclusion among the recommendations of our
Commission on ways and means of reaching agreement on reduction of military
budgets of the idea that the General Assembly could, at its next session, assign
the Disarmament Commission the task of elaborating the major elements of a
declaration by Member States on military budgets. During the same session, the
General Assembly will also have before it the report of the Ad Foc Panel

on Military Budreting.

In considering these problems, as well as other pertinent proposals, this
Declaration should be elaborated and then negotiated on the basis of Turther
recomiendations by the General Assembly. We might even recommend that the
General Assembly ask the United Nations Secretary-General to take appropriste
measures to Study the fundamental elements of an international arreenent on the
freezing and reduction of military expenditures,

In setting forth these proposals, we express the hope that they will be
exemined with all due attention together with other proposals and ideas which
will result from our exchange of views, and that they 1ill be adequately reflected
in the report of the Commission,

In arranging the work of our Commission with dus care, we
could doubtless cover the examination of all the items on our agenda
in an orgasization of work such as my delegation has envisaged.

In conclusion, I should like to express our firm conviction that the
United Nations must perform in g more dynamic way itz central role in orienting
and stimulating negotiations on the freezing and reduction of military budgets,
as well as our hope that all lember States will co-operate in this, so thet the
Organization will be able to discharge the great resronsibilities incunbent upon it

-

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.






