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The meeting was called to order at 10,35 a,.m.
GENTERAT FHCHAMGE OF VIEVS

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): I am making this
statement on behalf of the ten member countries of the Burcpean Community.

Since it is my privilege to be the first representative to speak
at this annual session, let me welcome you, Sir, to the chairmanship of
the Commission with particulsr warmth, This Commission is indeed fortumate
to have a man of your distinction at its helm, Those amoni us vho have
followed and admired your performance and the quality ol your contributions
in the sessions of both the General Assembly and the Commitiee on Disarmament
over the past feir vears appreciate that your election opens us particularly
promising prospects for the success of this session,

This augurs well, since we are meeting for the first time since the
adoption of (eneral Assembly resclution 37/78 H, That resolution, in the
drafting of which vour delegetion, Sir, played a major role, has sharpened
the focus of our work and, indeed, refined the mandate of the Disarmament
Commission. As a deliberative organ, the Commission has been asked

‘4o direct its attention at each substantive session to specific subjects-
and

‘o make concrete recommendotions on such subjects to the subsequent

session of the Assembly’. (General Assembly resolution 37/78 H., para.3)

The States members ©f the Buropean Community welcome the thrust of
resolution 37/7C H and expect that it will invigorate the work of the Commission
and substantially enhance its contribution to the tasks of the Ceneral Assembly
and, by that tolken, to the multilateral disarmament process as such. In contrast
to the work in the Tirst Committee of the General Assembly, with its given
time frame and overburdened apgenda, the Commission will now be able to concentrate
on a limited number of important items and to bring to these subjects a degree
of worle in depth which the General Assembly cannot achieve, A% the same time,
the Commission is asked to approach these subjects with a view to formulating

concrete recommendetions. This will compel us to nmove increasingly awey from

]
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general pronommcements eand general commarative presentations of views.

In the implementation of paraproph 110 of the ¥Final Ducument of the Pirst
special session devoted to disarmament, we shall have to becume increasingly
speeific and operational. In this context it is sipnificant and fortunate
that our agenda does not provide Tor a full-Tiedged general debate. thus

obviating the need for delepgations to make broad sbabemenbs on genersl poliey,
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In the view of the wmember stetes of the Turopeen Community. the new
vorl: format prescribed by the (eneral Assembly has sone obvious consegquences
for the selection of topics for specific treatment. In the first place. the
subiects on our operational spenda must lend themselves to translation into
conerete recormendations and by the same token, working papers on the subjects
selected will have to be drafted with such specific recomrendetiors ir mind
waich could form the basis for consensus results from our work. Secondly, when-
ever a subject is selected it should be disposed of in terms of concrete
recornendations vherever possible and in subseguent yvears. its place taken
by other subjects of topical sipnificence. In this resnect ., our present
session is of a sowevhat transitional nature in that there is a carry over
of some subjects which the Commission has already dealt with. It is to
be honed that at lecst some of these can be disposed of during the present
work meriocd or, in any event . within the near future. Thirdly +the choice
of tories to be riven detailed trestment should reflect a general balance
taking sccount of the various security percentions and vricrity concerns.

ilr, Chairman. if these criteria are token as & yardstick the vork
pro¢ remme which vou have sugpested and which the Commission adopted by
congensus vesterday shouléd be an excellent basis for our work in the
spirit of resolutiom 37/70 U. It provides us with a well constructed
vhole, yet contains a sufficient measure of flexibility to do justice Lo
the various topics at hand. The delegations of the member states of the
Turopesn Commmity pledpe their full suvport in the imnlewentation of this
programme and will contribute wherever they can to a concrete and substentive
discussion. The work of this Commission - and its prospects in future
vears - will largely depend on the guality of the results of our wvork.
The delesations on whose behalf I am speaking sincerely hope that the
Compission will be able to adduce convineing proof 1o the General fssembly
that the working rode vhich has nov been chosen constitubes a useful format

for useful york,
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I limit this statemeut deliberately to the organizational and structural
aspects of our work. The delegations of the 10 member States of the Furopean
Community will give their substantive views on each of the items on our operational
agenda in the relevant working orgens in order to make sure that these views have

an immediate bearing upon the work process in which we should now cuickly engage.

Mr. MOUSSA (Egypt) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Chairman, I wish
at the outset to pay a special tribute to you. It is not a traditional one to
a new Chairman; rather it is a tribute that is directed to the activity that we
have felt flowing in the veins of this body -~ the Disarmament Commission - which
has frequently been accused of being a fruitless and useless body. But the
efficient preparation that you made plaeyed a certain role in miving new hope for
the future of the Disarmament Commission. I hope that we will be able at this

session to answer decisively the call that appeared in the April-May issue of

Disarmement Times to "Save the Disarmament Commission”. We hope that the response
at the end of our session will have saved it, in order that it may fulfil +the
role that had been envisaged for it in the final statement of the first special
session on disarmament. Your chairmanship of the Disarmement Commission as
representative of Brazil and the presence of the Ceneva Group or, as we call them,
"the Ceneva crowd”, would establish a tangible link between the disarmament
organs that actually cancels any barrier bhetween the Committee on Disarmament and
the Disarmament Commission. Hence these issues would be dealt with not in
an institutional manner alone, but in an actual concrete way so that those who
deliberate will take part in the issues of disarmament. Your comtribution,
Sir, is important snd essential to disarmament activities as a whole.

I wish also to take this opportunity to congratulate the Vice-Chairmen and

the Rapporteur upon their elections.
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A few weeks ago the :on-aligned States held their seventh summit session. The
issue of disarmament was one of the main topics before it and was dealt with in
detail by the final statement. The statement spoke rightly of the "armament
culture”: hence it seems to me that our work in the Disarmament Commission should
be directed toward reversing that expressicn. We should call then for a
"disarmament culture”. This expression also should constitute the framework within
which the Disarmament Commission works. In this respect, if we consider carefully
the agenda we will see that the fourth item constitutes the general framework for
the work of the Commission. It speaks of the different elements of the arms race,
or the "armement culture", and calls for reaching comprehensive disarmement, both
nuclear and conventional - that is, the "disarmament culture”. If we move from
the general framework to the essence of the main item, my delegation feels that
the Disarmament Commission should issue a clear-cut recommendation in this respect.

Ve afe at a cfucial juncﬁtre: either we shall be plunged into the bottomless
abyss of an arms race that cannot be stopped in the near future, or we shall
tread the ground of peaceful coexistence that guarantees equality and security
for all within the framework of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. When we say that, we do not expect it to happen overnight.
Rather, the most important element is to start the serious work within the
framevork of a comprehensive programme conducive to creating an atmosphere
of good faith and trust and, on the basis of the political will, and enabling
us to achieve that within a reasonable period of time.

Tn its final documents the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government
of Hon-Aligned Countries rightly rave this issue special place when it declared
that:

“Disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmament, is no longer a moral

issue; it is an issue of human survivael." (A/38/132, para. 28)

They therefore found it unacceptable:

“that the security of all States and the very survival of mankind should
be held hostage to the security interests of a handful of nuclear-weanon
States.” (ibid.)

This, as we say in Arabic, is the heart of the matter.




SK/5/jh A/CH.10/PV.G6
11

(Mr, Moussa, Tgypt)

There is a radical contradiction in the prevailing concept of
security. The concept of security held by some nuclear-weapon countries
runs counter to that held by other countries and peoples. It is clear
that the concept held by some nuclear-weapon countries depends entirely
on the escalation of armements both qualitatively and quantitatively and both
horizontally and vertically. Ve must resolutely oppose that dangerous
policy and affirm our rejection of it on the basis of the theory of collective
security or equal security for all and we must prove that security and
armament are contradictory. '

For that reason. coming to grips with item U4 should be the
point of departure for this session. Ileedless to say, it covers all
the items on the agenda, because it defines the framework and cbjectives
of the Disarmament Commission.

liy delegation feels that this session must produce a document that
sets forth its stance concerning the subject-matter of this item as well
as a recommendation that would be submitted to the Ceneral Assembly at
its forthcoming session.

As was stated in the preparatory meetings for this session, a relevant
draft recommendation will be available to delegations in the near future. We
feel that this recommendation should include a call for certain immediate
measures of a transitional nature that have to do with confidence~building.
We find in the position of the non-aligned countries sufficient material
for concrete proposals in this respect, especially in regard to the contents
of paragraph 30 of the Declaration issued by the last Conference of the
non-aligned countries, which may be summarized in the followrinpg, five points:
first, a call for urgent measures to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race;
secondly, in order to achieve nuclear disarmament, there should be an immediate

prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons; thirdly a call for a



S /5/dw A/CH.10/PV .66
12

(Mr. Moussa, Frypt)

freeze on the development, production, stockpiling and deployment of
puclear weapons; fourthly, a comprehensive treaty banning the testing of
nuclear weapons must immediately be reached; Tifthly, the commitment of the
nuclear-weapon States not to threaten non-nuelear-weapon States with nuclear
weapons and to formulate an internuticnal instrument in this respect must
be confirmed. ‘

Tf there is a consensus that item ! is a “framework item' or the main
item on the agenda of this session, there is no doubt that the other four
items are equally important: T wish to deal briefly with each of those
items.

First, let me deal with item 6 concerning South Africa's nucleer
capability. That a country outlawed by the internaticnal political and
legal system should have a nuclear capability is a matter of the utmost
gravity: it censtitutes a more serious menece than the menace that would
be posed by an equal nuclear capability on the part of a country that is
considered a part of the international community. The vast discrepancy
between the behaviour of South Africa and the norms of international
conduct and the indifference and blatant defiance shown by that country
in the face of international public opinion would make it imperative to
be twice as cautious in the face of the possibility of South Africa’s using
this nuclear cepability in certain circumstances . a matter which would
endanger an entire continent. We must therefore attach special immortance
to this item, basing ourselves on what vas decided by the General Assembly
in resolution 37/74 B, =adopted at ity last session.

Egypt, as an African country, attaches paramount importance to this
issue, because of its impact on international peace and security and because
it obviously contravenes the Declaration on the denuclearization of Africa and
the principles of the non-proliferation of muclear weapons and complete and

reneral disarmament.
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This nuclear capability came into being and developed because of the
consistent co-operation given to the racist régime in South Africa in violation
of the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and commitments entered
into under the Won-Proliferation Treaty. This co~operation continues despite
the fact that the racist régime refuses to submit its nuclear facilities to
inspection by the International Atomic Energy Agency.

My delegation hopes that the working group will be able to prepare specific
recommendations on the basis of proposals submitted in 1981 and 1982, especially
those emanating from the group of non-aligned countries. Next we have item 7 which
concerns the Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues. We wish
to pay a tribute to the members of that body, consisting of eminent personalities
and cheired by Mr. Qlof Palme, for their effort in preparing its report and
recommendations. The structure and independence of that body attest to its
importance in analysing the situation without being affected by certain political
situations., Hence, it is important that the recommendations of that body and the
programme of work proposed by it should be considered seriously.,

We see an objective link between the six points contained in the programme for
the control of armaments and disarmement. As regards these points, I shall
concentrate on the following: first, support for the system of collective security
of the United Nations. The responsibility of the Security Council -~ that is, for
the maintenance of international peace and security - is a great responsibility
which should not be manipulated: the role of the Security Council in the current
political situation should not be compromised. The permanent members have a
specific responsibility for remedying the current deteriorating situation. Moreover
the role of the Secretary-General should be supported, especielly as set forth in
the report of the Iniependent Commission, so that he can play the necessary
preventive role in the context of the available possibilities and in accordance
with the Charter and particularly Article 99 thereof.
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There is actually s fourth basis for this action, which involves the
role of Member States. The Secretary-Ceneral's report to the last session of
the Ceneral Assembly provides a good analysis of the aituation. My deiegation
supports these meetings of the Security Council held in accordance with Article
28, paragraph 2, of the Charter, although we would iike to know the reason for
mectings held outside the United Nations building.

Ve also support the principle of partnership, as mentioned in the report,
between the permanent members and the countries of the third world in implementing
collective security. Security is for all countries, not for one country at the
expense of and to the detriment of other countries or to the detriment of the
majority of countries. .

T Go not wish to go imto the details of the proposals put forward by this
Ccmmiésimn because they include a call that may be deseribed as rather unrealistic,
especially in view of the difficulty of achieving an agreement between the two
super-Povers con certain important issues and particularly because they are
parties to disputes with some countries of the third world. This has created
a political system altogether different from that of the post-war period.
iience it is impossible to think of the permanent members as constituting a

homogeneous group that could reach an agreement as a single unit.
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Secondly, there is the regional approach to security. There is no doubt
about the importance of setting forth the regional aspect when discussing security
issues. However, an important development has taken place in resional conditions
as defined by the Charter. How can the African countries, for example, estabiish
an effective system for continental or regional security when South Africa is
supported by all sorts of military might, even nuclear? How can the Arsh
countries establish an effective system of regional security in the face of
a country like Israel, vhich is supported by a super-Power with all possibilities
of militery superiority? The world has become inter-related and responsibility
has many ramifications. Hence any regional measures should be supported by
international measures, especially on the part of the great Powers, as some
of their policies tend to threaten regional security by strengthening certain
countries that persistently violate the United ations Charter and imperil
international peace and security. TDased on the same premise, the call for
regional security conferences should take into account the special circumstances
of certain regions in the light of present conflicts and of military occupation
and foreign rule. This would make it incumbent upon us to put an end to these
situations before starting to spesk about conferences on security and co-operation.
The situation in Furope is totally @ifferent from that in the Middle Bast,
for example, or in Africa. The Egyptisn delegation will deal with the other
important points in the recommendations of the Commission within the framevork
of the vorking groups set up to this effect, especially those issues concerning
econcmic security, regional disarmament conferences and the establishment of
nuclear-free-zones and zones of peace, althoush these issues could also be
considered under the item concerning confidence-building measures.

Thirdly, we have the item concerning the establishment of guidelines for
suitable patterns of confidence-building measures and their implementation
regionslly and internationally. The Egyptian delegation was among those
delegations that sponsored resolution 37/100 D concerning confidence-building
measures, as an expression of the importance we attach to that issue and
out of its belief in the role that such measures can play both regionally
and internationally, and particularly in those regions that suffer from
military conflicts and unjust military superiority thet threaten the
security of the countries of il.. region. Eased on this premise, Egypt's
proposal since 1977 concerning the establishment of a nuclear-free zope in

the Middle Fast is also considered to be aimed at remional confidence-building
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measures. It also constitutes positive action within the framework of complete
disarmament for the benefit of all. Vle seriously consider the work of those
vorking groups concerned with the formulation of guidelines for confidence-building
measures with great geriousness, as this is of paramount importance because

any regional measures in this respect cannot be completely effective if they

are not coupled with improvement in international political conditions

and the international situation as well as with the fair solution of existing
conflicts. This should be taken into account by the working groups and Egypt

will participate most seriously in this effort.

Fourthly, we have the item concerning the reduction of military budgets.
The reduction of military budgets is, in our viewfméiosely linked to positive
intentions concerning the implementation of the aims of complete disarmament.
This is one of the measures of disarmament and a result of it. Therefore,
if there is positive political will for disarmement, the reduction of military
budgets will not constitute any real problem. Until such intentions are
displayed, we hope that the Commission this session will be able to reach
a solution concerning the formulation of something along these lines that
would meet with consensus concerning principles and steps incumbent upon
States vis-8-vis a gradual reduction in military budgets, agreed upon and
to be implemented while taking into account General Assembly resolutions.

Finally, I should like to add that the Disarmament Commission, at its
present session, finds itself facing two alternatives: either to face up to
a challenge and prove its importance through what it can achieve concerning
the items that have been put forward; or to face a declared failure and thus
lose its raison d4'&tre for ever.

In this respect I should like to refer to the first statement mede by the
delegation of Egypt concerning the disarmament items in the First Committee
during the last session of the General Assembly, where we called for the
rationaiization of work in the field of disarmement within the framevwork of the
United Uations and where we confirmed the importance of the Disarmament Commission
as a deliberative body that should analyse and take stock of the international
situation in this respect and submit specific recommendations to the First
Committee for it to take definite measures in this respect. We still believe in
the importance of this role, but it is now our responsibility as members of

this Commission to reactivate that bedy.
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Mr. GOLOB (Yugoslavia): It gives me particular pleasure, Sir,
to extend fo you, the repressntative of friendly Brazil, our sincere
congratulations on your unanimous election to the chsirmenshin of this very
iqportant United Hations body. Your country, Drazil, is well lLnown for its
constructive contribution to and its interest in the consideration of disarmament
issues. Ve ars confident that undor your able and experienced guidance the
deliberations of this Commission will contribute significantly to thourhit and
action at the Uniied FHations. Our sineere congratulations go also o the obhey
officers of the Committes. I should 1like to say alt the oubset that we of Lhe
Yugoslav delegation nledie ouwr full supporl and co-operation to you, Sir, and +o
the other officers in the discharge of their important dutbies,

I should like to begin by addressing the United Fations Disarmame ot
Commission itg=1f. Ve attach great importanece to the wvork of this Cowmission.
Ye consider it 2 particularly imporcant universal organ for considerstion of
issues in the sphere of disarmament. The vrork of the United Pations Disarmamernt
Commission 1ls yet further confirmation of our common commitment o Pnsurinz that
the United Wations pleys the ceniral role in disarmament. The strepsthenins of
the effectiveness of the Disarmament Commission is our common goal.

The revitalization of the vork of the Commission, besun at the first special
session on disarmement, hes rcsulted in vet another instrumert For ihr
strengthening of the role of the United fiations in international asetion for
disarmament. e feel that throush the adoption of a mumber of concrets
recomuendations the Comaittee has so far fully justified its existence. Lately,
however, we have seen attempts to diseredit the role of the
Disarmement Commission as a forum for the consideration of
erucial problems and for initviating effective and urpent disarasnent measwos,
The Tunctioning of the internotional machinery stablished Tor the considerotion
of and negohiations about the substentive guestions of dissrmament vas thereby
made mors difficult. ‘e are fully avare that the Commission carnob remain
on the sidelines of present adverse internstionel develommsmbs and we Teel it

is natural that divergent aspirations should be refleched in its work.
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T+ is. however, evident to all of us that more aeffective work by the
Commission, which would be reflected in agreed recommendations on the issue
of negotiations on disarmament, would certainly have a positive effect on
internstional relations as a vhole.

This raises the guestion of the better functioning of the Commission. Ve
feel that a logieal solution to that can be found in concentrating our work
in the Commission on the specific issues mcst directly contributing to the
neceleration of existing negotiations or to the onening of new negotiations
on the priority measures of aisarmament. We feel that consultations on the
future work of the Cowmission should be econducted in this sense.

The guidelines for establishing priorities were adopted in 1978 - that is,
five years ago - and we do not feel that they can be called dinto question
after five years. Consequently, the possibility of draving upon nluierous
United Notions studies should also be borne in mind since their conclusions
can adequately be put into effeet through conerete recommendations by the
Commission. In that way more precise guidelines on disarmement negotiations
would be submitted to the General Assembly.

Oniy thus can the work of the Commission, as a universal and authoritative
body direetly contributing to the Jaunching and promobing of the process of
aisermoment, be constructive. Otherwvise, we will lLeep presenting to the
Neneral Assembly incomplete and -~ as has already happened - contradictory views.
vie are convinced that we would thus continue to fall behind the arms race
which has, resrettebly, been a much more consistent practice than
actions simed at halting and reversing the arms race.

This. the Fifth substantive session of the Commission, is being held in
circunstances of a gravely deteriorated international situation. The Final
Document of the seventh Summit Meeting of lion~-Aligned Countries held in Delhi

in March repeatedly stressed that the world has been brought to the brink of a
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nuelear catostrophe. The meaning of this varning should be fully comprehended,
and urgent measures must be token ip order to eliminate the threat thot Taces
us all without exception. Ve believe that such meésures should certainlty
include the following: first, the immediste halting of the nrms |

race and the freeze on the development, production, stockpiling and'ﬂeployment
of nuclear weapons; secondly, the rejection of the concept of deterrence and
of the use of nuclear weapons under any pretext whatscever; thirdly, the
finalization of a comprehensive treaty banning the testing of nuclear weapons:
fourthly. the establishment of nuclear-wenpon-free zones in different parts of
“the world with the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of
nuelear wearons and, léstly, the prevention of the extension of the orms race
into outer spsce and the utilization of outer space exelusively for peaceful
purpceses.  VWe think thet there are a nunber of other measures that should also
be considered in this contéxt, and it should be stressed that stable
international security should be sought at lover levels of armaments. Ve must
reiternte that in this process a partieular responsibility is horne by nuclear
veapon States. particularly the BStetes possessing the largest military
arsenals,

Regrettably, the Commission has not so far been able to adont aprreed
reecmmendations relating to the issue of nuelear disarmament and relating to
the issue of eliminating the danger of nuclear war, or to elaborate
general approaches to negotiations on nuclear and convenﬁional disarmamnent.
Oving to their indisputable significmnce and urgency, these problems should
he constently the focus of the attention of our Disarmament Cormission. During
this session of the Comsission we should do our best to start formulating

recommendations for urgent measures to eliminste tre Cenger of nuclear war,
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At the same time we would particularly like to underline the need for
elaborating peneral approaches to nuclear and conventional disarmament. The
consideration of this issue has not even been initiated, and we believe
that it should continue to figure on the Commission’s agenda, because its
conprehensive character makes it a prereguisite for the consideration of all
other aspects of disarmament.

1 should now like to make some brief comments on other issues under
consideration. As far as the nuclear capabiliity of South Africa is concerned,
it is to be reprebted that since 1979 the Commission has not been able o
ndopt any conerete reconmendations. There is hardly any need to emphasize
the threat to the security of Africa and to international peace at large that
the nuclearization of the South African racist répime represents. I think
+hat in this Commission we should also bear in mind the aggressive nature of
the racist Coutl African régime, its continuous threat and continued aggression
ained at the front-line States and its threat to the region at large. If we
keep this in mind, it seems to us even more imperative that a
stop be put to this through resolute measures talken by the international
community as a whole inconformity with the Charter and with the relevant
decisions of the United Hations, the provisions of the Hon-Proliferation Treaty
and other international documents. I should like to reiterate that Yugoslavia
continues to render its full support to such an international action.

Vith regard to military budgets. I would observe that, since that subject
has appeared on the Cemmission's agenda for four years, it is high time to
harmonize positions and determine ways to achieve the reduction of the military
hudrets of States. I would add that it is certain that the reallocation of
the resources thus released would greatly contrivute to world-wide development

and perticularly to the development of the developing countries.




Rid/T A/CH,10/FV .66
2h-25

{Mr. Goloh, Yugoslavia)

My delegation warmly welcumes the efforts exerted by the Independent
Commission on Disarmament and Internaticnel Security Issues headed by
the Prime Minister of Sweden, lir. Olaf Polme. Ve think that that Comuission
has adopted significant recommendations. Those recommendations have rightly
received great attention and may well contribute to the better

understanding of various issues in the sphere of disarmament,
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Ve believe that certain basic premises contained in the recommendations of
that Commission should be taken into account in the congsideration of relevant
disarmament issues.

Finally, we support in principle the consideration of confidence-building
measures. However, we favour the adoption of reasures which would be
more significant and wider in scope than those already adopted. In that
context, e feel, the focus should rest on measures of limitation and
wilitary disengagement, such as the prohibition of military activities and
manceuvres above determined numerical limits, refraining from military
activities in the crisis regions and s0 On.

Tn conclusion, I should like to state once again that this year's
session of the Disarmement Commission is another test for all of us as to
whether or not we shall be able to agree on much needed recormendations aimed

at launching the process of disarmament.

Yrs. THEORIN (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, allow me first to congratulate
you on youwr assumption of the chairmanship of the Disarmament Commission. 1T
should like also to express our appreciation for the excallent manner in
which you have conducted the preparations for this session of the Commission.

T look forward with confidence to working under your experienced leadership.
The international picture is dark. It is characterized by political
tensions, military conflicts, a continuing arms race and increased risk of a
nuclear war. OSuper--Power relations have conbinually deteriorated. Disarmament
negotiations have led to few concrete results.
World military expenditures are expected to exceed the amount of
%800 billion this year. The international arms trade is continually breaking
cerlier sales rscords. We see a dramatic increase in the rescurces devoted
to military research and development. The same is true for the number of

nuclear weapons.
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This represents an immoral waste of our global rescurces in o world where
every fifth human being lives in extreme poverty and where a child dies of
hunger or illness every other second.

The two super--Powers are mainly recponsible for this absurd arms race:
their share of world military rescurces is about 50 ner cent: their share
of interrational arms exports is about 70 per cent: their share of world
nilitary research and development is B0 per cent: ang they tossess 95 ner cent
of all nuclear weapons. Thesexs?omgggﬁwfggppggga_apqnt_pﬂ_the military have
not%}egmﬁgra_safer_world- They have instead created increased'iﬁgeéﬁrity on
ever-higher levels of destructive capability,

Huclear weapons represent the grovest threat to hwmen existence. There
are about 60,000 nuclesr weapons in the world today. That corresnonds to
one and a quarter million Hiroshima bombs. Tey and even more sophisticatecd
nuclear weapons will be added if no drastic action is taken. By the end
of the 1980s their number may well increase by another 10,000 varheads. The
risks of a nuclear war will multiply.

The nuclear arms race calls for a new interpretation of the concent of
national security since the situation in vhich we find ourselves today is
radically different from all past eras. Uith today’s destructive capabilities,
a new world war could mean the end of our ecivilization. TIn nuclear war there
are no victors. DIven if a wvar between fast and West were initially limitea
to conventional arms, there is a great danger that nuclear wegpons would be
used on a rapidly increasing scale.

At this time, it is more important than anything else to prevent a
continuation of the nuclear arrs race. The Swedish Government helieves that
all possibilities must be explored to eliminate the nucl=ar threat and to halt
and reverse the nuclear arms race. That is why the Swedish Government strongly
supports the propczal for a nuclear-weapoens freeze. Such a reasure would be
a breakthrcugh and constitute an important first step in o disarmament

process.
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A nuclear-weapons freezels completely in line wmtb our view that the
hasic goal is to abolish all nucleayr weapons. Trls demand for a freere,
followed by nuclear disarmament, is in the first instance addressed with
equal force to both super-Povers. Ve condemn all attempts to promote the
puclear arms race with ever more dangerous weapon projects. e do so even
if they are disguised in the language of compromnise or degscerined as a way
to acquire hargaining chips in negotiations. The world does not need more

nuclear weapons; it needs less.

Muclearr weapons nave created a situation in which the nations of the world

can no longer afford to pursue security along familiar avenues. Their
attenpts to gain security at the expense of others are bound to Ffail, since
gecurity in the nuclear age is indivisible., The well.worn path of military
competition is a plind alley; it cannot lead to peace and security.

A new, constructive approach to gecurity must be developed vhich could
lead to a better world, e world free from the fear of war and the threat of
annihilation. Towards this end, all netions should be urged to reassess
their security needs. They must recognize that security in the nuclear
age can be achieved only by acting together, in co~operation with one another.

There are indeed several important items on our agenda., Let me today
1imit myself to some couments concerning one of these items: the report of
the Independent Commission on Disermement and Security Issues. The Swedish
delegation would like to revert to other important issues later on.

As will be recalled, the General Assembly requested the United Nations
Disarmanent Commigsion in resolution 37/99 B, which was adopted by consensus,
to consider those recommendations and proposals in the report of the
Tndependent Coumission on Disarmament and Security Issues which relate to
disaymament and arms limitation. The Disarmement Commission was asked to
suggest, in a report %o the General Assemwbly, how best to ensure an effective

follow-up thersof within the United Wations system or otherwise.



R /aw A/CH.10/PV .66
29--30

(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

The report of the Independent Commission has been presented at a
eritical stape for international peace and security. The Swedish delegation
believes that the report of the Independent Commission is a timely
contribution to the international debate on disarmament issues and to the
efforts to maintain and strengthen international peace =and security.

The approach chosen in the report is constructive. The Independent
Cormission has seen as its first and foremost task, the putting Torward of
concrete proposals, aimed at promoting disarmament and security and designed
in such a way that they could be acceptable to all States,

The Independent Commission was able to reach a consensus on a concrete
programme aimed at halting the arms race and creating a dovmward spiral in
armements. This was unique in the sense that the Independent Commission had
8§ members prominent personalities with political backsrounds from the
two mejor military alliances of the world as well as from non--aligned and
neutral States. For this reason, the Independent Commission in its nroposals
has been able to take into consideration different perceptions and security
needs.

The Independent Commission based its considerations on the well-known
concept of common security. This concept constitutes a more positive
principle for international security than doctrines of deterrence. Durable
peace and security can in the end be reacked only through co-operative
measures aimed at achieving common survival. For the solving of conflicts

between States, co-operation should be substituted for confrontation.
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The idea of common security, in addition, recognizes the importance for
international security of factors other than purely military ones, such as
economic development and stability.

T the view of the Swedish delegation, the United Wations Disarmament
Commission should in its consideration of this report focus attention on the
usefulness of the concept of common security as formulated in the report of the
Independent Commission when seeking new ways of achieving progress in the field
of disarmament. This concept seews to have already stimulated many who are
enrmaged in such endeavours. One sign of this is the important international
symposium on common security to be organized by the Stockholm International
Peace Research Institute in September of this year.

The Independent Commission has also elaborated a programme which includes
a number of proposals and recommendations on disarmament and security-promoting
measures concerning a considerable number of questions relatinz to both nuclear
and conventional disarmament.

The recommendations of the Independent Commission taken together
constitute a broad programme for substantizl propgress towards arms limitation
and disarmament. They fall into six categories: Tfirst, the nuclear challenge
and Tast-West relations; secondly, curbing the qualitative arms competition:
thirdaly, ensuring confidence among States: fourthly, strengthening the United
Wations security system; fifthly, regional approaches to security; and, sixthly,
economic security. In each of those Tields the Independent Commission, to our
mind, has shown the relevance and usefulness of the concept of common
security. In meny cases these pronosals deal with ongoing efforts in these
fields, inter alia, in the United Nations Disarmament Commission itself,
vhereas in other cases nev measures are nroposed.

Tn the view of my Covernment, this programme constitutes a constructive
contribution to onpoing and future efforts in the disarmament field, and it
seems important that the proposals and recormendations of the profgramme should

agccordinrly be taken into account within the framework of ongoing and future

disarmament negotiations.
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Ve lock forvard to contributing to the discussion on this item in the
informal. working group which has been established for this purvose.

The nuclear arms race situation is grave. Little progress has been
achieved through disarmament negotiations, Time might be very short for
preventing a catastrophe affecting millions of reople or even manking
as a vhole. Ilever before has this bheen so clearly realized by the peneral
public. ¥For the first time in decades, popular opinion in many countries
has become a strons force for a halt to the nuclear arms race and for speady
progress in disarmament negotiations., Tt is our duty to respond to this

ropular demand,

lir. OTT (German Democratic Republic): This year's session of the
NMscrmadsent Commission has many important issues on its agenda. They should
be considered in a constructive manner and conclusions should be drawm so
that the Commission is able to contribute to the solution of the most important
tasks of our time, namely, to prevent a nuclear catastrophe, to show the way
to ending the arms race and to disarmament.
I should like to express ry hest wishes %o you, lir. Chairman. for the
gridance of the Commission is certainly not an easy taslk, and to underline
my delepeation’s readiness to co-operate.
As is Iknown, international relations have been further agrravated. On
the occasion of an official friendly visit to the USSR lust week by the
Chairman of the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic, Frich Honecker,
the participants in the nesotiations voiced their deep concern about the
increasing tensions in the world as a result of the policy that is pursued
by United States militarist circles. The tvo sides declared:
“Those circles aim to destroy the existing
military-strategic halance and to gain military superiority.
The United States Administration carrie: out Programmes of superarmament on
an unprecedented scale and elaborates various doectrines for nuclear

varfare , from 1limited to protracted nuclear war."



BG/O A/CH . LO/PV .66

33--35

(Mr, Ott, German Democratic Republic)

guch a course is directed not oply against the soecialist States but also
adversely affects the interests of all peoples, of all mankind. It drives
the world towards nuclear catastrophe.

The most urpent demand for the preservation of peace is therefore to take
concrete measures to prevent a nuclear war, a nuclear catastrophe. One
important wmeans could be for +the WVestern nuclear-veapon States also to
follow the example of the USSR and to pledge not to be the first to use nuclesr
wvearens. The taking of such a step, LY the way, is also being demanded by
experienced politicians of the respective Vestern countries.

The Declaration of the States mewbers of the iJarsaw Treaty, adopted in
Prasue in Januery of this year, has put forward comprehensive proposals to
prevent the vorld from s1iding into a nuclear catastrophe and contributes
to the improvement of international relations. Of particular significance
is the proposal on the conclusion of a tresty on the muatual renvnciastion
of the use of military force and the naintenance of peaceful relations hetween
the States of the Warsaw Treaty and of the Horth Atlantic Treaty Organization.
The core of the treaty could be the mutual commitment of both sides not to be
the first to use nuclear or conventional arms against the other.

The Germen Democratic Republic velcomes the initiatives for the prevention
of n puclear catastrophe made in the Political Declarstion and the Appeal of
ey Delhi, as well as relevant proposals initiated by non-aligned countries
in the United Nations. Consideration of all those initiatives in the
Disarmament Commission should also help to inspire the
deliberations of the Geneva Committee on Disarmament on this issue and to launch
nerotiations on concrete measures.

An snalysis of the aforementioned doctrines of nuclear warfare and
the consideration of questions of nuclear disarmament in all its aspects, as
called for in resolution 37/78 € which wvas initiated by the German Democratic
Republic, should have an aporopriate place on the agenda. In this connection,
we wish to cell attention to the arowing resistence of the peoples to the
; United States medium-range missiles in Uestern Furope.

planned deployment of nev

for the citizens of my country vwho are already nov living in the neighbourhood of

the Otate with the larpest concentration of nuclear veapons, the new deployment

would eonstitute an additional and completely unacceptable threat .
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The German Democratic Republic therefore strongly supports the proposals
put forwerd by the USSR during the friendly officisl visit, that a parity of
medium-range puclear missiles should be maintained at a considerably lower level,
taking into account the nuclear weapons of all NATO States in Furope, both the
means of delivering nuclear weapons ~ that is, missiles and aireraft - and the
number of warheads.

These proposals are a further demonstration of the effort to reach a Just
agreement acceptable to both sides and should be reason enough for all NATO States
finally to refrain from unrealistic unilateral demands and to agree to negotiations
in the interest of the security of ali.

It is likewise important not to permit the emergence of new nuclear—-weapen
States. That applies particularly to the racist régime in South Africa, which
persistently violates United Nations decisions and threatens neighbouring countries.
Effective steps should be discussed to prevent South Africa's drive for nuclear
arms from being directly or indirectly supported by other States.

How successful the search for acceptable solutions through negotiations can
be if all parties involved proceed from the principle of equal security has been
demonstrated by the report of the Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security
Issues, the consideration of which is included in the agenda of the United Nations
Disarmament Commission.

We support the view that that report is a positive contribution to the efforts
aimed at arms limitation and disermament. The implementation of some proposals
contained in the report, proposals which are likely to contribute directly to
lessening military confrontation in Europe and to limiting armements, we consider
to be of particular urgency.

The CGovernment of the German Democratic Republic, as members know, has
supported the Swedish proposal for the establishment in Central Lurope of a zone
free of nuclear battlefield wveapons and has declared its readiness to make the
entire territory of the German Democratic Republie available for such a zone,
provided that the principle of equality and equal security is observed. The
establishment of such a zone would be = valuable contribution to reducing the
danger of war, to continuing the process of détente and to further developing

international co-operation.
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The Ularsaw Treaty member States advocated in their Prapue Deelaration that
Furove should be without chemical weapons. The implementation of that pronnsal,
together with the negotiations in the Ceneva Committee on Disarmament would
contribute to promotins the conclusion of a convention on the complete prohibition
of chemical weapons. The German Dewocratic Republic took an initiative in this
connection at the thirtv seventh session of the General Assembly. The
exchange of views on the report of the Oommission should inclule the issues
mentioned there.

fhe yeduetion of wilitary budgets bas been an item on the agenda of the

Dizarmament Commission since 1979 witlout the Comnission's having achieved

substantial progress tovards the harmonization of vievs on conerete measures
te that end. Since that time, expenditures for military purposes hLave
inereased world-wide frowm approximetely G0 billion to more than 600 billion.
That trend continues.

My delecation holds the vieir thot a halt must be put to that develorment.
One means which could easily, and in a relatively meonpliceted manner, be
arreed upon would be the non.increase, followins the reduction, of the military
budpets of the vermanent mewmbers of the Security Council and of other militarily
significant States. An apreement covering this field would become possible if
211 Stotes were to heve the political will to achieve positive results.

The States members of the Varsaw Treaty Organizaiion nroposed,
in their Prazue Declaration, to the Stat=s members of HATO that negotiations should
be entered into immediately betveen the two sides on an agreenent aimed at not
inereasing the expenditures on armaments, and at cubting them in percentapge or
ahsolute terms.

An orreement on that issue must, of course, include all States possessing a
large military potential. The financial means released thereby could be used
for econcmic and social development, including assistance 1o be given to
developing countries.

The Germen Democratic Republic advocates the conclusion of agreements on

cenfidence-building measures, since they constitute a suitable means for implementing

the policy of peaceful coexistence and détente. They would furthsr
the endeavours Lo prevent a nuclear catastrobhe and military confliicts in
ceneral.  and would promote agreement on effective measures of arms limitation and

disarmament. As is known, the seocialist States comply strictly with the
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confidence~building measures adopted in Helsinki and have proposed their
development and their expansion to other regions of the world. The Cerman
Democratic Republic holds the view that measures for the prevention of armed
conflicts and for effective agreements on erms limitation snd disarmament, as
well as effective confidence-building measures, all form an indivisible unit as
they are inter-related and supplement one another. Therefore, the Cerman
Demoeratic Republic advocates that the Madrid meeting should soon be concluded,
with a substantial and balanced final document including a decision onm the convening
of a conference on confidence~building measures and disarmement in Furope.

My delegation will make more detailed statements on the individual agenda

items in the working groups and in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr, TSVETKOV (Bulgaria) (interpretation from Trench): Wirst of all,
Sir, I should like, on behalf of the delegation of the People's Republic of

Bulgaria and on my own behalf, to congratulste you on your assumption of the
chairmanship of the current session of the Commission. We are certain that
under your competent guidance the Commission will achieve positive results.
We also congratulate the other Commission officers and wish them success in
their activities.

The current session of the Disarmament Commission is beginning its work at
a time when the spectre of the threat of g nuclear war is hovering over pecples
and States. Today there is no more timely and urgent issue than that of averting
this threat through the elimination of its material basis: weapons
of mass destruction whose destructive and death-dealing power is unprecedented.
All other issues, including those we have come to call global, recede

before the disastrous consequences of a possible nuclear conflagration.
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The fact that the present level of confrontation is particularly dangercus
is, above all, a result of the policy of certain imperialist circles - first
and foremost of the United States - which aims at achieving world-wide strategic
superiority and political hegemony. A formidable industrial, scientifie,
military and technological potential is placed at the service of this policy.
ilew means of destruction are being developed to strike from any environment:
the land, the sea-bed, the atmosphere and outer space. For scientific discoveries,
the road from research laboratories to military proving-grounds iz shrinking
inereasingly.

Crowing awareness of the military threat in all its aspects is giving rise
to decisive action by peace~loving States, public opinion and mass movements,
sensible politicians, scientists and clergymen. While they are opposed to the
unscrupulous policy of hostility and ageravation of tension, they also press for
the immediate cessation of the arms race, a reduction of military stockpiles and
disarmament. The international community has categorically expressed its concern
at this state of affairs and appeals for reason, a sense of responsibility and
goodwill in the search for solutions likely to prevent the unleashing of a
nuclear cataclysm. The thirty-seventh session of the United Nations Ceneral
Assembly, which was adjourned a few months ago, adopted more than 50 resolutions
cleeriy demonstrating that there is no reasonable alternative to disarmament
at this stage in international relations.

0f course, no one should harbour any itlusions. The problems of disarmament
at this time - especially taking into account the alarming trends T have just
mentioned - are particularly complex. Hence political, military and technological
gquestions - global and regional, multilateral end bilateral - are bound together
in a complex whole. On the one hand, this complexity calls for an in-depth
and comprehensive discussion of all these factors during the talks on disarmament.
On the other hand, it remains true that this complexity requires us to adopt the
most realistic approach, to show moderation in the militaery field and to renounce
any action likely to jeopardize a mutually acceptable agreement. Strengthening
political guarantees and security guarantees for States under international law,

as well as simultanecus dissrmement measures, constitute a prerequisite for

Progress.
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Never before throughout history has mankind been faced with the real threat of
having life on our planet extinguished. The fundemental task of averting this
threat and ensuring the survival of mankind has led socialist countries and other
peace-loving States to make many important pronosals. These proposals have riveted
the attention of the international community and are playing a central role in
improving the international situation.

Thus, the political declaration adopted in January 1983 during the meeting
of the Political Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty Organization, held in
Prague, put forward a broad and realistic programme aimed at stabilizing the
international situation and renewing and strengthening the process of détente.

In that programme, an appeal is made to spur on the current talks and reopen those
that have been suspended on all questions relating to the cessation of the arms

race and to persevere in implementing the decisions that have already been taken,

by common agreement, on these questions - decisions likely to ensure the elimination
of accumulated stockpiles of weapons, especially nuclear weapons. As is known,

the States members of the Warsaw Treaty propose that the two main political and
military groups proceed to conclude a treaty on the non-recourse to military force
and on the maintenance of peaceful relations, this treaty being open to sll States.

There is no doubt that such a measure would be likely to play a particularly
important role in improving the international climate. Tt would make sn appreciable
contribution to the establishment of the necessary political, moral and legal base
for specific actions aimed at reducing stockpiles of both nuclear and conventional
weapons of States subscribing to such a commitment.

The Prague Declaration clearly stresses the need to make progress in the
Soviet-American talks on the reduction of strategic weapons and medium-range
nuclear weapons in Burope. It indicates that the only possible path in this
respect can be found in consistent respect for the principles of the equality and
equal security of all participants in the negotiations. The latest proposal of the
Ceneral Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, Mr. Yuri Andropov, on the modalities for assessing and comparing stockpiles
of medium-range nuclear weapons with a view to a more rapid and more effective
reduction of their number is a specific example of the constructive position of

the Soviet Union on these questions. The powerful mess movement against plans



RC/11/ap A/le;lo ﬁPV.66
3-45

(Mr. Tsvetkov, Bulgaria)

to deploy Pershing 2 missiles and cruise missiles in Western Europe clearly
brings to the fore the capital importance that the solution of this problem could
have for peace in Burope and throughout the world.

The socialist countries attach great importance to aefforts at reaching a
common agreement on fundamental gquestions of disarmement such as +the general and
complete nuclear-weapon test ban, banning and eliminating chemical weapons,
banning the neutron bomb, banning the emplacement in outer space of any kind of
weapon, concluding work on panning radiological weapons and solving the question
of strengthening guasrantees for non-nuclear-weapon States.

The Soviet Union's unilateral declaration not to be the first to use nuclear
weapons was widely welcomed internationally. This decision, which is without
precedent in the annals of international relations, is inspired by deep humanism,
by a concern for the future of mankind. The world Organization has greatly
appreciated this step and urged the other nuclear-weapon States to follow the
Soviet example.

For its part the People's Republic of Bulgaris in its foreign policy sincerely
strives for peace, détente and disarmament. It supports the peace proposals of the
socialist countries as well as the constructive initiatives of all other States.
“Tn the context of its immediate geographical environment my country is working te
make a specific comtribution in this respect. Tts latest initiatives on
strengthening peace, understanding and good-neighbourliness in the Balkans and on
meking the peninsula a nuclear-weapon-free zone attest to this.

As the Ceneral Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Bulgaria and Chairman of the State Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria,
Mr., Todor Zhivkov, stressed recently in a telegram addressed to the Fifth Conference
of the International Red Cross and Red Crescent, held in Sofia, Bulgaria's policy

serves the mogt sacred and responsible cause:

“+o curb the arms race and to eliminate the threat of a destructive

thermo-puclear war; to make international détente an irreversible process;

to establish on the globe a serene climate of security, understanding and

co-operation”.
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The necessity of carefully developing a common and effective approach
to problems of disarmament has found expression in the establishment of the
prestigious United Netions Disarmement Commission and also in the Tormulation
of its mandate which appears in paragraph 118 of the Final Document of the
first special session devoted to disarmament. The agende Jjust adopted
during the present session of the Commission reflects the real and important
aspeets of these problems, The fruitful and responsible debates which have
been held on the items in our apgenda can and should contribute to finding a
common ground in the viewpoints which would eventually be a stable element
of consensus for practical efforts to reach a solution.

My delegation, in this connection, will limit itself to some brief
preliminary comments on the substance of the issues on our agenda.

Ve will first set forth our position of principle on the priorities
ol the disarmament problem which centre on the urgent necessity of
curbing the new spiral in the armaments race as concerns nuclear weapons
and on reducing the present military and strategic balance to lower
levels.

The issu@;giwpedueingmmili§§£z;333533§mhas for years been at the centre
of the attention of the United Nations. The attitude of my country on

this matter is clear and uneguivoeal.. The People s Republlc of Bulgarla

is fzrmly in favour of a reductlon of mllxtary expendltures and. would

start w1th a freeze on these expenﬂltures. Its more detailed considerations

in this respect have been expressed 1n its reply to a letter of the

Secretary -General of the United Nations on General Assembly resolution 35/1L2.
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For many years we have condemned all acts contributing directly or
indirectly to the nuclear armament of the racist régime of South Africa.
411 these manceuvres are a flagrant violation of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and directly encourage the undeclared
colonial war which Pretoria is carrying on against the peoples of Africa.

As concerns the recommendations and proposals in the report of the
Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues. I would
1ike to stress tnat my delegeation is prepared to discuss, in a positive
spirit, and is willing to support any ideas or initiatives when they
aim at eliminating the risk of nuclear war and at consolidating peaceful
coexistence among countries of different social and economic systems.

The same motives will, of course, determine the Bulgarian delegation’s
position during the discussion of issues relating to the elaboration of
confidence-building measures and their implementation, regionally and
on a world scale.

My delegation would iike the report of the Commission to the thirty-
eighth session of the General Assembly to reflect real progress in the
search for solutions in order to end the present impasse as concerns
disarmament.

In conclusion, I wish to reaffirm my delegation’s conviction that
the present complicated international situation urgently requires a
search for mutually acceptable decisions that will improve this
situation through concrete measures for disarmament and the enhancement
of security. Any other position would be an expression either of the
erroneous idea that disarmament would be more sdvantageous for some
than for others, or would simply be the expression of a policy aimed
at achieving world supremacy through accelerated armement, through

apgression and through diktat vig-i.vis other countries and peoples.
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The Bulgarian delegation will always co-operate actively with you,
Sir, and with other delegations in order to achieve tangible progress
with respect to the items on the agenda of the present substantive

session of the Disarmement Commission.

Mr. AYEWAH (Nigeria): The delegation of Nigeria has already
had the opportunity to extend to you its congratulations but, since T am now
making a formal statement , my delegation wishes once again to welccme
your election to the chairmanship of the Disarmament Commission during the
current session and to avail itself of the opportunity to extend to you
and the other menbers of the bureau our full co-operation in the discharge
of your responsibilities.

Poday the world faces grim brospects as repards its economic viability,
while the international community is becoming increasingly restless and
doubtful of its very survival because of the negative trends in international
relations.

The impact of the arms race on the socio-economic and political fortunes
of States is an incontrovertible reason why efforts must be concerted to
limit its extent in a common endeavour.

Since the perception of security lies at the root of defence postures
whieh, in turn, motivate the arms race, there is a clear necessity for
States to seek common security as a means of countering the prevailing
general crisis in the economic and political fields,

For too long, the countries of the military divide have treated
the rest of the world to scenarios of military postures and preparedness
which have tended to imply that only when the boat of their so-called
military balance is rocked must international efforts be involved or
enlisted to put the boat back on course in the safety of calm waters.

Peace outside the military divide is an integral part of world peace which

is itself indivisible and must remain so. The action-reaction phenomenon
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in the arms competition between the tvo super~Towers in particular has
vemeined a controllins determinant of the arms race. The validity of that
control must not only be called into guestion but also de-emphasized in the
interest of peace.

The lav of averapges, at least in its literarv sense retains its
appeal For oll men of pood conscience. Defence postizres of States
cannot be immune to such laws. If they become so, then the internetional
corpnity must cet Lo restore balance and rationaiity in the conduct of
States. Tt will be the aim of the United Hations Disarmament Commission
as a feliberative Dody ond subsidiary orgen of the General Assembly on
disormement questions to prescribe a moral averags in the conduct of
States as they develop their defence postures.

The point has olten been made that the concent of nuclear deterrence,
vhich: is itself based on the theory of mutually assured destruction
copabilitv has in the main been responsible Tor the avoidance of nucleoxr
ver. Yhile the deterrence theory is frcupht with danper because of
advances in military technolopy and of the vagaries of technological break-
throughs one must submit that such concepts as those of equal security
lexible respouse, limited nuclesr war winnable nuclear var and closing
the windov of vulnerability not only accentuate the arms rece hut nake

the outbreak of nuclear uar a threatening reallty.




SK/13/3h AJCH.1O/PV.G6
51

(Mr. Ayewah, Nigeria)

The current session of the Disarmament Commission has before it a wide
variety of subjects which reflect the growing concern of the international
community regarding the continuation of the arms race and its very harmful
effects on socio-economic development.

It is regrettable to note that, in spite of growing public concern about
the consequences of the arms rece, too paltry = result has emerged from
disarmament deliberations and negotiations. It is the more regrettable when
one considers the momentous efforts that have been deployed over the years
by the General Assembly, especially during its two special sessions devoted
to disarmement in 1978 and 1982, respectively. The resulting crisis in
regard to expectations has had the effect of further hardening attitudes
and postures on the part of nuclear-weapon States in particular, the countries
of the military divide in turn, and the rest of the world in general.

In their pious commitment to the construction of the peace process
Member States must retain the prospect of constructive enFagement with
disarmament within a given time-frame. Various premises have been advanced
by the countries of the two military alliances, led by their protapgonists
the United States of ppeyica and the Soviet Union, as constituting the only
valid basis on vhich disarmament negotiations can proceed. Such premises have
included the notion of balance, the notion of equal security, the notion of
verifiable agreement and even the notion of superiority.

While it is the legitimate right of every State to seek to defend itg
territory and interests as a first duty, it is obvious that the notion of
equal security cannot realistically be achieved since it can neither hbe
measured nor quantified because of differences in weapons technology, in
weapons themselves and in weapon-delivery systems. Neither is it tenable
to negotiate only from a position of strength and superiority over an

adversary. Such a situation gives rise to a vicious cycle in which the adversary
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must seek to bridge the gap of inferiority before arreeing to nepotiate.
Besides,
requirenents must not be made a precondition for undertaking

disarmameont negotiations. Verification must be seen 25 an integral part of
+he disasrmament nepotiating process. For does the caleulus of deterrencs
nake any sense. No one has been able to determine how much or what is
necessary to possess in order to deter someone else.

The intermational community has determined that nueleaar disarpanent
remoins a priority comcern. It is heartening to note that nuclear vweapons
have no military usefulness. It cannot therefors be understood why the
auclear-weapon States in general and the +two super-Powers in particuler lnve
continusd to develop quantitatively and qualitatively new generations of
quclear weapons with deadly precision and accuracy in addition to their
existing, superfluous stockpiles of such weapons.

Progress tovards nuclear disamamnet nust take ipto account the merit

of a nuclear fresze, the option of a moratorium on the further development

and deployment of nuclear weapons, the requirement of a comprehensive test
ban and the necessity for sirnificant reductions in nuclear weapons.

As a major comtribution to the international effort to achieve nuclear
disarmement, the bilateral negotiations between the United States and the

doviet Union must be encouraged to result in fruition. In this comnection,

the lotest initiative on the part of the Soviet Union to count warbeads instead

of missiles in the strategic egquation should be considered on its merits

by the United States. It is realistic to expect that the nuclear veapons
possessed by the countries of the Yarsaw Pact and the Worth Atlentic Treaty
Organization alliance . Or, indeed, by eny nuclear. yeapon State should

be included in the nuclear disarmament equation.

while there is no alternative to a verifinble agreement , verification
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We continue to stress the necessity to prevent effectively bLoth the
horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons as a contribution to the
promotion of international peace and security as well as to socio~-economic
development. Ve believe that nuclear weapons in the hands of racist régimes can
become instruments of public policy and of blackmail. The extension to South
Africa of co-operation in the nuclear field by certain nucleer States has not only
enabled that racist régime to acguire nuclear weapons with which It has scught to
destabilize neighbouring countries in southern Africa and, indeed, the rest of
Africa, but has also enabled it to perpetuate its obnoxious poliey of apartheid,
which has rightly been condemned as s crime against humanity. Tt should be the
aim of the United Nations Disarmament Commission at its current session to adopt
effective recommendations to prevent further collaboration with South Africa in
the nucleer field - and certain member countries have readily provided
collaboration ~ as well as to prevail on South Africa to accept resson and
rotionality and conduect itself in line with international norms and the provisions
of the United Nations Charter.

The 1967 Treaty on outer space provided that outer space should be explored
and exploited peacefully and for the benefit of mankind. Current experience,
however, points to the increased militarization of outer space through the
development and deployment of various types of satellites and ballistic-missile
defence systems. The prospect of “star wars" as a defence strategy, which has
recently been advanced by one super-rover, is not only awesome and dangerous
but also contrary to the spirit and letter of the 1967 Treaty on outer space.,

We retain the hope that the option will not be pursued.

Although the Ceneral Assembly has formally referred the subject of the
militarization of outer spece to the Committee on Disarmament for urgent
consideration, it is regrettable to note that the Committee has still not been
able to set up an appropriate working group on the subjeect. The Disarmament
Commission should renew its request 4o the Committee on Disarmement to deal with
the question expeditiously. Outer space must be used exclusively for peaceful
purposes.
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Finally, althou.h The Disarmament Commission has recorded some nodest
achievements since its revitalization an 1070, there is a clear reed for
further revamping, perticularly in relation to its method of worlk, VUith a
view to its nature as a deliberative body and the fact that many arends items
are coming before it  in line with international concern regarding
the arms race. it should seek to complement the zfforts of the Committes on
Disarmement as the single multileteral negotiating body on dissruanent by
adopting modalities which enable substanive debates on any iven to bo
undertaken, leading to the adoption of specific recommendations. In this
connection, the setting up of working groups on eech of the substantive
jtems during the current session is a uselul step in the right direetion., I%

is our hops thai the Commission will achieve meaningful results of its currenh

session.

The meeting rose at 12,40 p.m.




