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The moating was aallrd to ordst at 10,25 am.

AGENDA ITEMS 48~69 (continued)
GENBERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Mr. STEPHANOU (Greece) (interpretation trom Frencn)§ | wish first, to
® a8ooiato myself with your ® xpr888ion8 of condolence8 to Migg Solesby on th8 death
of our desply mourned colleague, lan Cromartie, 4 friend and devoted servant of his
aountry in th8 cause of disarmament and non=proliferation.

On behalf of my country and on my own benalf, | warmly congratulate you, $ir,
on your ® leation to the chairmanship of the Committee. Your long diplomatic
experience and your qualification8 in disarmament matter8 are the peggt yuarantee of
the success O f your mission.

Wi also congratulate the Under-Sectetary-General for Disarmament Affairs,
Mr. Akashi, the other officers of the Committee and the Secretariat.

On 13 October the Permanen: Represantative of Denmark stated in detail on
behalf of the 12 member States of the Huropean Community the Community’8 position
on disarmament, While fully subscribing to what Mr. Qle Bierring said, | wish to
present several additional views of tho Greek Government on certain items.

In your introuuctory statemant. Sir, you rigntly stated:

"it is . . . 1mpg:.r,1v. not to return to old polemic8 or to the terrible

confrontation8 of the past, but, rather, luSOlthly to try to opun up new

path8 that can load to better and better prospects for peace.”

(A/C.1/42/PV.3, p. 6)

In that regard, allow me to congratulate you on your efforts yesterday that led to
the decision reached by the Committee, which you will be communicating to the

super-FPowers.
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The work of our Committee began auspiciously this year and in this context ¢
is always a pleasure for me to repeat that my country, Greece, which has
traditionally been firmly dedicated tO peace and tO procedures for attaining the
peaceful settlement of disputes, can only walcowe any effort or initiative gimed at
accelerating the process of diearmament. On the other hand, it is opposed to any
act or omission that would inake the diearmament process more difficult, thue
increasing reasons to have recourse to the use or threat of the uee of force,
military intervention, occupation of territory by foreign armies, and faits
accomplis.

It i8 in that spirit that tne Prime Minister of Greece,

Mr. Andveas Papsndreou, has taken an active and continuing part in the initiative
of tha 8ix for peace and nuclear disarmament, the oblective of which i8 to
co-operate with the Governments of the nuclear-weapon StAtes = and particularly the
two super-Power8 = in order to ueploy all possible efforts to bring about the
security of all mankind and peace.

Thus, the agreement in principle between Secretary of State 8Shultz of the
United States of America and the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the USSR on thm
elimination of medium- and short-rangye nuclear missiles i8 a source of
gratification to us because it ig a first etep towards the achievement Of nuclear
disarmament in the near future « an achievement tne international community
fervently desires.

We hope that the new talks envieaged between the two super-Powers will result
in other agreements, particularly regarding a 50 per cent reduction in strategic
acme. This i8 a further step towards the obJective of stability and security in
the nuclear field at lower levels.

Moreover, we also welcome the progress made in the area of verification, both
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within the bilateral United Statas-Soviet negotiations and at the Conference on
Disarmament at Geneva, where tangible progress was also made this year for the
conclusion of an ® greament banning chemical weapons. We hope that the accelerated
tempo of the work of this multilateral forum in this area will result in an
agreement next year. | ghould like at this time to mention the visit of the
fepredentatives of 46 countries to establish confidence-building measures in tiis
area, organised by the Government of tha Soviet Union at Shikhany = a positive and
encouraging gesture.

Greece 18 always ready to participate with yood will and an open mind in all
efforts aimed at disarmament. Greece, while recognising that those State8 with the
largest military arsenals bear a particular responsibility, conslioers that this
doe8 not diminish the reasponsibility of other States to partioipate in maintaining
stability at all levels, whether global or regional, and thereby to contribute
directly or indirectly to effort8 at arm8 reductions.

Disarmament is a multidimensional process and the danger of a nuclear war is
only one aspect of the problem. Loss of human life is caused primarily by
Conventional weapons. The destructive capacity of there weapon8 continue8 to
grow. Thug, a8 we have solemnly declared on numerous occasions, Greece Bubscribes
to all efforts to reduce conventional weapons to the lowest possible level, while
taking into account the segurity interest8 of all States. Moreover, it shares the
conviction that the eggential reduction of the present level of conventional
weapons would reduce the risk of a nuclear conflict. Thus, progres8 in the area of
conventional disarmament would represunt a decisive step towurds a lessening of
tension and the prevention of war at all 1evels of hostility.

The positive results of the Stockholm Conference in strengthening confidence

among European States and its encouraging aspects in regard to the diminution of
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the risk of war in Europe give us reason to hope that the fourth stage of the
Vienna meeting that ha8 just begun will be marked by tangible progress. At a time
when the two guper=Powers have reached an agreement in principle on tne total
elimination of intermediate- and short-range weapons, the gircumstances in which
the Vienna meeting is taking place are conducive to promotiny security and
co-operation in Europe.

On the cther hand, the Greek Government, firmly dedicated to promoting
confidence at the regional level, continuer to make every effort to develop the
Closest possible relations with most Of its neighbours. The Balkans are today a
model of regional co-operation among countries with different political and
economic systems. In that same gpirit, the Greek Government consistently and
firmly supports the proposal to make the Balkans a nuclear- and
chemical-weapon-free  zone,

Sharing the conviction that nuclear-woapon-free zones can make an important
contribution to effective disarmament, Greece has always voted in favour of any
resolution aimed at the concluaing of agreements for the creation of such zones.

On the other hand, Greece considers that nuclear-weapon-free zones also serve
to strengthen the non-proliferation rggime., Opposed to the prolife- stion of these
weapons, and without disregarding the fact that little progress has bnen made in
implementing article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
which stipulates that each of the parties to the Treaty undertakes to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the
nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmament, the Greek delegation considers as
encouraging the Yreement in principle of 18 September 1947 between the Secretary

of State of the United States, Mr. shultz, and the Minister of yoreign Affairs of

the Soviet Union, Mr. Shevarnadze, which pointas out, inter alia, that
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“the two p«rties reached reement to begin step-by-step negotiations before

1 December 1987, t0 take place in a aeparate forum, on questions relating to

nuclear tests.”

In their joint communiqué of 7 October 1987, the Heads Of gix Governments on
five cont 'nents repeated their decision tu continue their efforts and to exert
pressure through all possible means to achieve a eater and nuclear-free world and
particularly stressed the urgent need to conclude agreement8 to reduce strategic
weapons, completely halt nuclear-weapon tests and prevent the axtension of the arms
race to outer space.

Greece 1is particularly sensitive to development8 in the Mediterranean. wur
Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Karolos Papoulias, has stated this on several
dccasions and rtated it again this year at the General Agsembly, stressing that

*the Mediterranean should become a sea of peace, friendship and co-operation

among ite peoples.” (A/42/PV.17, p, 7)

Greece, by supporting efforts to strengthen peace in the region, is thus ready to
participate in initiatives that could lead to expanded co-operation and the

unhindered development of all peoples of the Mediterranean.
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Greece is fully aware of the pcobleme of disarmament and welcomes the results
of the International Conference on the Relationship between Diearmament and
Development. In fact, the consensus adoption of that Conference’'s Final L[ocument
18 an encouraging indication that the international community has the political
will tn face the problems of the developing countries by making tangible pcogceao
ir the field of disarmament. We hope that the Pcoycamme of Action will be

implemented in such a way that the relationship between development and disarmament

can be concretely demonetcated.

My delegation would also like to stress that it ig prepared to support
initiatives aimed at promoting and tighteniug the functioning and productivity of
the First Committee. The successive, persevering efforts of our Committee’s
Chairmen ace beginning to yield positive results., This goee hand in hand with the
considerably broader initiative put forward by Cameroon to strengthen tne role of
the United Nations in the disarmament sphere, which we fully support.

The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will
take place next year. Greece attaches particular jimportance to that session, which
will ufford us an opportunity for the substantive consideration and promc.ion Of
solutions to the vast range of the disarmament problems with which we ace faced.

I have confined myself to listing certain points. Let us nope that our
Governments, with the appropriate sense of responsibility, will find in our work
inspiration inspiration and the will to achieve the goals we have set ourselves.

Mc. CAMPURA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): | should like to
congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the delegation Of Argentina, On your
election and to tell you that we ace ready to co-operate With you so that you may
be successful in carrying out your functions. ‘the experience in the disarmament

field gained during your tenure of office at the Conference on Disarmament, in
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ceneva, clearly guarantees the success of the work you will carry out here in the
First Committee.

I wish to Convey to the delegation of the United Kingdom my petsonal grief and
that of my delegation at the death of Ambassador Cromartie, who repreaented that
country at the Conference on Disarmament.

It has been eight years since tha United Nations General Assembly last met in
a climate of optimism such as that which prevaile this yeas with regard to
disarmament isgues., It will be recalled that in June 1979 the United States of
America and the Soviet Union signed in Vienna the agreement on strategic arms
limitations, but that i{ts ratification was interrupted by developments in the
Middle East at the end of that same year and, *a particular, by the situation that
arose in Afghanistan.

From the beginning of 1980 the arms race continued to gain greater speed,
until this year the international community has begun to perceive specific signs of
possibility of a slowiny down of arms production.

In order to explain the reasons for our satisfaction with these events, which
herald a new age of international détente, we believe it necessary ta answer the
following question: what has happened in the past few years to briy us to the
present moment of optimism?

As we know, the arms race is the eftect of deeper causes. It feeds on
conflicts based on national interest and differing ideologies. ~These combine and
become blurred, and it is often impossible to Jdistinguish between ideological
clashes and clashes of interest.

At present the great Powers are apparently drawing closer together on the
fundamental principles that characterize their thinking and policy. This is a time

when we can claim that the major Powers, which confront each other ideologically
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hecauee of their different political and social systems, have begun to perceive
each other in the light of significant changes that have occurred or are abhout to
occur within their respective national societlies.

In particular, it 18 recognized that the countries of the Western group have
become agalitsrian societies in which there prevail an eauitahle diatrihution of
national wecalth and enjoyment of political freedoms, as well as respect for
fundamental human r ights. The intermediate strata of those Western societies
account for more than 60 per cent of the total population. This shows that the
stereotypes denouncing the capitalist system as man’'s exploitation by man with
which gast propaganda was replete have bheen superseded. An egalitarian society is
the paradigm of a democracy with freedom and justice.

On the other nand, so:ialiat countries have entered into a period of change
exemplified by statementu of members of their Governments and by the adoption of
measures designed to shape a society that enjoys and exercises political and
economic rights and freedoms. The rigid collectivist tenets of yesteryear are
heing modified and are giving way to experiments that allow for free initiative in
the economic sphere and for the exercise of individual rights in the political and
cultural fields.

That trend, which favours soft-pedalling the ideological component8 in the
relations bewteen the major Powers, also affords a great opportunity to reduce the
world’s armaments. There are promising siqgns of increased compliance wlth the 1975
Helsinki agreements, whose influence on political, economic and human-rights issues
show the inextricable interrelationship of each of those areas with peace end
security.

We are certain that the existince of democratic rights and freedoms promotes

peace and disarmament among nations.
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The opportunity in this decade to reverse the arnms race first came to |ight
with the birth of the spirit of Geneva on the occasion of the summt meeting, held
in Novembex 1985, which acknow edged that there would be no victors in a nuclear
war .

Since that time, work in the various bilateral and multilateral. disarmment
forums has proceeded swiftly, particularly beween the United States and the Soviet
Union from a global point of view and between the tw mlitary alliances in the
European regional sphere. The bilateral negotiations between the United States and
the Soviet Union whien, since March 1985 have been taking place in Geneva in three
working groups on the reduction of internediate-range missiles, strategic Weapons
and issues related to outer Space are about t0 bear fruit through an agreenent on
intermediate-range mssiles.

Bv their very mature such mssiles have regional applications, and their
destruction in the region would ease the situation to the extent that it is
acconpani ed by a reduction in conventional weapons and forces. In tnis connection,
We appreciate Furopeam concerns about the need for any agreement on
intermediate-range missiles t0 be duly complemented by effective progress in the
Vienna negotiations, about which, regrettably,the (General Assembly does not
receive any direct information.

As regards StrategiC weapons, bilateral negotiations have not yet produced
concrete results, although at the Reykjavik Sunmt, heia on 11-12 (ctober 1986, it
was announced that both super-Powers would reduce their long~range nissiles by
50 per cent and limt their arsenals ta 6,006 nuclear warheads each.

These negotiations covet weapon systems that penetrate outer space; hence they
create a problem Whose solution is compi=x and lirked to the prevention of an ams
race in outer space. Besides, strategic weapons have stinulated the development oOf

mlitary techmology Wwhich strives to achieve their operation from oukter space.
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This year, an interec~‘ng exchange of views took place at the Conference on
Disarmament which, in our view, has made clear several aspects of the legal
framework egtablished on disarmament by current multilateral troaties on outer
space. 1In the first place, it is accepted that, according to that iegal tramework,
celestial bodie* can be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. Furthermore, thie
framework precludes the military use of celestial bcdiea and the testing and
deploymeat on them of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, as
well as conventional weapuns,

Unfortunately, there is no agreement on a multilateral legal fiamework of
outer space concerning the testing and deployment of non-nuclear weapone or weapons
other than those of masg destruction. We must point out that we are concerned when
we hear from time to time that the legal framework of outer space should find
inspiration in that of the law of the sea. Rather we believe that this item, which
is on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament and aims at preventing an arms
race 1n outer *pace, responds to the basic objective of preventing tune legal
framew..Lk on the use of outer space from in any way resembling tnat ot the law of
the sea.

We believe that if a framework similar to tnhdat ot the law of the sea were
establicthed in outer space, we would have failed completely in our goal ot
preventing an a, . cace in outer space.

Suffice it to observe the situation of seas and oceans permanently crossed by
military fleets equipped with all types of weapons to conclude that there would not
be a more regrettable image of outer apace than that ol presupposing 1t invaded by
space obincts of a military or defensive nature, such as those which sail the high
qeas, The phenomenon characterlziny the naval grius rdce must not pe duplicatea In

outer space.
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We hope that the General Assembly will this year adopt a gonsensus resolution
on the prevention of an arms face in outer gpace = one that will faithfully reflect
the common jinterest 0f all countries in ensuring the peaceful exploration and use
Of outer space.

Among the significant opporiunities contributing to the creation of a climate
of optimism on disarmament.we wish to mention in particular the convention on
chemical weapons. Negotiationa on this item which ha8 been on the agendn of the
Conference on Disarmament since its very beginning in 1978, have acquired new
impetus in the last twn years.

The convention on chemical weapons, as we now it to date, would ve g
non-discriminatory treaty, since all the States parties would be on an equal
footing once the process of destruction of chemical weapons and existing production
facilities had been completed. At that time, the treaty would Set an example,
since it would differ from the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons (NPT) , which loyally consecrates the existence of two categories of
States ¢ nuclear and non-nuclear.

In the future convention there will be only one category of States with the
same rights and duties. It will establish the same verification mechanism for all
States and it will not, ae is the case with the NPT, distribute power in the world
but be an egalitarian instrument.

We are therefore working on a non-discriminatory treaty trom the political and
military standpoints. It must be non-discriminatory also fr. . the economic and
technological standpoints. In thin reepect the future convention must not be
conceived so am to have it ueed to preserve commercial or technological imbaiances
OI to prevent the development or tranafer of chemical substances, equipment and

technology for peaceful purposes.
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Beyond its military significance, the future convention on chemical weapon8

will have political aiynficance since the super-Powera have begun considering with

decreasing interest ths use Of chemical weapon8 in future theatres of war.
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However , from a political standpoint ity meaning is all important, since the
existence of the convention will bring into operaticn a systematic mechanism for
control so as to ensure compliance with it. Such a mechanism will entail
inspections within each member State , including nuclear-weapon Powers, and from
that point of view will be an unprecedented milestone in the history of
international relations.

In etfect, control of the production of asgyressive chemical substances will
require the opening up of natlonal frontiers to the scrutiny of an international
authority to verify that the convention is not violated witnin each State party.

We can well imagine the impact of such a mechanism operating between the two
military alliances as & means of deterrence and contidence~buiiding. From then on
chemical facilities would be opened up to regular inspections and those military or
civilian sites suspected of storing prohibited chemical substances could be wupject
to challenge inspections.

We hope that tne General Assembly will adopt by consensus ; resolution with
respect to the convention on chemical weapons in which it will request the
Conference on Disarmament to do Ltg utmost to ensure that that convention is
concluded within the coming year.

The question of disarmament is ripening in a climate of detente. At the
outset we pointed out that the ideological competition is taking on a new role
because of the emphasis on co-operation and leaving benind confrontation. We have
also stressed the intensity Of the negotiations on disarmament which have taken
place this year. We are paying close attention to developments in regional
conflicts, are following with great expectations relations between the United
States of America and the Soviet Union and are hopeful regarding the dialogue

within  Europe.
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With those trends in international life becoming more positive, it the arms
race is halted and relations between the major Powers are improved, there w’ e a
greater likelihood that the economic problems of the developiny world and they
inequalities in the distribution of wealth between poor and *ich countrics will
receive the attention they deserve in the international community.

Mr. ‘POBAR ZALDUMBID: (gcuador) (interpretation trom Spanish) t My

delegation is pleased to congratulate you, Sir, on your designation as Chairman ot
the First Committee, with your great experience and knowledge of disarmament, your
presence in the Chair assurer the success of our work.

| also wish to congratulate tne other otficers of the Committee, to whom we

pledge our firm co-operation.

Without a doubt, the most significant event of recent times in the tield ot
disarmament is the agreement in principle reached by the leaders of the Soviet
Union and the United States of America to reduce an important category of nuclear
weapons, that is, intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles. We hope that
talks on this important matter will continue so that in the near future they may
develop further and lead to the conclusion of real and practical mechanisms
encompassing other nuclear weapons more dangerous to the survival of the numan
race. We welcome that agreement but regret that the enormous arsenal8 of nuclear
weapons held by the two major Powers have not yet been subjected to agreewents that
would lead to their reduction and consequent elimination. Deterrence should not
become an oft-invoked pretext for spurring on the horrible arms egcalation.

However , we again note and commend the political will that has been displayed
by both Powers to reduce the ominous nuclear arsenal:;. The spirit reflected in
recent negotiations is one of hope for the international peace and security that is

so fervently desired. It is to Le hioped that other producing States or
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nuclear-weapon States will be imbued with the same spirit and adopt agreements on
general disarmament.

Ecuador, a peace-loving country, is extremely interested in ali action aimed
at conventional disarmament at the regional and international levels. For that
reason it hopes that the Conference on Disarmament will firmly press on with its
work, leading to the formulation of measures to ntrengthen security and peace.

We should endeavour to see that the military expenditures cf States do not go
beyond what is essential to preserve their security at the expense of the pressing
reeds of development = an argument reflected at the recently held International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

The present world crisis, especially in the developing world, with galloping
inflation and the unforeseeable results of indebtedness in a vast majority of
countries « to which we should add the natural aisasters that have atflicted many
of them, such as Ecuador = makes it increasingly urgent to analyse and discuss our
agenda items which relate to the economic and social implications of the arms race
and its threat to the peace and security of the planet. Thus the interrelationship
between disarmament and development is of singular importance in terms of releasiny
part of the resources now devoted to arms = $1 trillion - for use to win the fight
against hunger, poverty, ignorance ana fear.

The use of force should be banned from international relations. Ecuador
firmly believes that the strengthening of means tor the peaceful settlement of

conflicts and nuclear disarmament are necessary steps that will lead to general

disarmament and the reinforcing of peace and security among peoples. Thus we
attach special importance to negotiatinns between the super-Powers.
The numerous resolutions adoyteu at the previous session of the General

Agserhly and those to be diecuseed at this session of the Committee confirm the
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concern of the whole world over disarmament problems, Which cannot be separated
from the problems caused by the sad underdevelopment to be founo in a large part of
the world and its attendant injustice. All of there = disarmament, development and

justice at the nationai and international levels =~ are the goals numan co-operation

should geek to achieve.
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The delegation of Ecuador is also concerned about the nuclear explosions
carried out by various States, which cause alarming damage to important regions of
the planet, such as the South Pacific, compromising the environment, the health and
the economy of tne peoples oOf the region. We call on the nuclear Powers that have
been carrying out these explosions to consider the final cessation of such tests,

I also wish to express Beouvador'a concern about the arWg race in outer space,
Space should be kept &8 a zone of peace and co-operation, and should not be used
for weapons purposes, to the detriment of the vast majority of countries,
especially those geographically beneath the geostationary orbit of satellites.
There should be regulation to provide for tije rational and just use of that orbit,
a limited natural resource that should be used for the benefit of all peoples and,
above all, for exclusively peaceful purposesa.

I express my beat wishes for the success of the third aeaaion of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament. | al£0 hope that the deliberations of this
Committee will take place with the dedication that characterizes it, with special
emphasis on the quality, ana not the quantity, of the draft resolutions to be
considered. It would be wise to avoid repetition and duplication, thus saving time
and money needed by the United Natiors, 4iven the present financial crisis.

Above all, we express cur fervent hope that resolutions and decisions full of
words and good intentions will not end up in thg Organization's archiver, sleeping
the sleep of the just, but will be turned into tangible realities in tne interest
of the hopes, well-being and pace of nun,

MK, McDOUWELL (New Zealand) : In beginning my statement | cannot do
otherwise than note the meeting to take w~lace tomorrow in Moscow between the United
States Secretary of State, MK. Shultz, and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, They

Will hbe discussing matters of importance in their bilateral reiations, but also

issues Of great concern to the international community.
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In particular, the outcome of their discussiong on the global elimination of
their intermediate-rany2 and shorter-range nuclear missiles 18 anxiously awaited.
The New Zealand delegation joins& the many others that have spoken here t@ Convey
beat wishes for good progress towards that goal. We were pleased to gupport the
draft decision of the General Aeeembly that you offered to U8 yesterday evening,
Mr. Chairman, urginyg the two Governmerts to spare no eftort to conclude the arms
reduction and elimination treaties on which they have worked with such dedication.
Final agreement to be rid of this entire class of nuclear weapons would be without
historical precedent. It would be testimony to the conviction shared by the United
States and the Soviet Union that thear security and tnat cof their allies can be
maintained = indeed, enhanced = at lower levels of weaponry.

An agreement between Mr. Shultz and Mr. Shavardnadze should also enable the
leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union to meet in a further summit
meeting before the year is out. President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev
will have the opportunity, we trust, to sign an intermediate-range nuclear forces
(INF) agreement. They will, in the context of their agreement that a nuclear war
cannot be won and must never be fought, look for a way forward towards an agreement
to reduce drastically the levels of their strareyic nuclear weaponry.

This summit meeting, should it take place, W || put the seal on 1987 as a year
of dramatic advance in relations between the super-Powers and in the disarmament
field.

For too many years Members of the United Nations have had cayse to complain in
the First Committee that negotiations on disarmament were deadlocked. Some among
us have blamed the intransigence of one State or another, or of one group of State

or another, as preventing progress on the many vital issues of disarmament and

international security.
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Our grounds for complaint this year are not so numerous. Instead, we can
highlight many encouraging developments over the past 12 months. Apart from the
progress in the INF talks, we have seen the first stages of the implementation of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe procesa. We have read with
interest recently that North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) officers were well
satisfied with the co~opetation they were shown as they observed Warsaw Pact troop
manoeuvres, in accordance with the Stockholm agreement.

We also witnessed the signing of an important agreement in Washington last
month on the establishment of risk-reduction centres. There have been indications
Of future progress in the negotiations ea the elimination of imbalances in
conventional forces in Europe. The United States &ad the Soviet Union have agreed
o begin negotiations on limitations on nuclear testing. In the Conference on
Disarmament, work is progressing on the negotiation of an agreement to ban chemical
weapons. In the biological weapons field, we have seen stays taken tO ennance
confidence in compliance with the biological weapons Convention.

In New Zealand’s own region, the South Pacific, we have welcomea the entry
into force of the South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty, the Treaty of Rarotonga.
And at the International Conference on tne Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, held here a few weeks ago, a broad international consensus was
achieved on a Final Document that explores the way in which disarmament and
development might enhance the security Of US all.

That is a pretty good harvest in only 12 months. it looks especially good by
comparison with the crop from the previous decade. It proves = if proof were
needed = that the path to a less miiitarized and more secure future is open to us.
We May hope that events in 1988 will build upon the progress achieved this Year.

If the momentum is not to be lost, concrete weasures will have to be agyreea in a

number of areas.
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New Zealanders hope tnhat progress in the bilateral and multilateral
negotiations in their various forums will lead towards a less nuclear and more
stable world = a world in which the risk of nuclear war does not threaten to wipe
out the achievements Of centuries; a world in which the elimination of conventional
force disparities will lead to a balance of such forces at significantly reduced
levels; a world in which, as my Foreign Minister said in the general debate in the
General Assembly a few weeka ago,

"no country cdn claim to have to rely on nuclear weapons as & guarantor of its

security”.  (A/42/PV.28, p. 38)

One step towards a less nuclear and more stable world was taken by the
New Zealand Parliament earlier this year when it passed legislation which provides
that no nuclear weapons shall be allowed into New zealand. Tne legielation was
enacted only after extensive reviews had been undertaken of New Zealand’s defence
and security needs and following a protractea public dewate. There is widespreaa
agreement that the presence of nuclear weapons anywhere in New Zealand territory
would not contribute to our securityj that New Zealand should, theretore, be
nuclear free.

New Zealand has also joinea witn other countries of tne South racitic region
in adopting a nuclear-free-zone Treaty that, among its provisions, legally
prohioits the stationing of nuclear weapons on their land territory. The south
Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty, known as the Harotonga Treaty, is an expression
of the determination of countries of the region that it should rewain free ot

nuclear rivalry between the nuclear-weapon States.
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The Treaty is a further piece in the jigsaw of denuclearized zones in the
Southern hewisphere, abutting on two eidee the Antarctic Yreaty and the Treaty of
Tlatelolco, which applies to the Latin American continent. Earlier this month, my
Foreign Minister feceived a proposal to enhance co—-operation between parcies to the
Treaties cf Tlatelolco and Rarotongn. That proposal, made by the Secretary-General
Of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapong in Latin America (UPaNAL), and
by the Foreign Minister of Mexico, is for an ayrecnent between OPANAL and the South
Pacific Luce uw of Economic Co-operation, the organization t! at administers the
Treaty of Rarotonga. Tne draft agreement proposed to my Foreign Minister provides
for regular consultations, excnanges of observers and scicntific co-operation = the
sort of practical and realiscic measure5 from which both organizations will benefit.

New Zealand sees this proposal as a useful step torward in respect ot
disacmamer ¢, We have undertaken to convey it, with a gupporting recommendation, to
other members ot the South Pacitic Forum.

A specific aim of the Treaty of Rarotonga is that discordant nuclear
activities, such as the testiny by Prance ot its nuclear weapons at Mururod Atoll,
should cease. South Pacific countries have repeatedly affirmed their opposition to
those tests. We deeply regret that France nevertheless continues to conduct it5
nuclear-testing programme in our region. If New Zealand’'s objections to French
nuclear testing are voiced in particulariy strong terws, 1t8 preclsely because
those tests do take place in our region. But we are opposed to testing by all
countries = we repeat, all countries.

As an observer of the Conference on Disarimanent, New Zealand nas paid close
attention to its attempts to reach agreement on a basis for getting work under way

on the priority i1tem of its dgendd = jtem 1, on a nuclear-test ban. We havw
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observed the failure of those efforts again this year with growing concern and
di sappoi nt ment .

New Zealand firmy believes that the negotiation of a conprehensive test-ban
treaty is the most urgent; practicable nuclear-arms control measure that could be
taken by the international community. Such a treaty would ban all testing by all
nations in all environnents and for all time., It is the single step that woula do
nmore than any other to slow the renorseless advance of nuclear weapons devel opment
and reduce the prospect of other countries acquiring nuclear weapons. Even the
most far-reaching of arns reductions agreenents would be of imiea net effect if
the ability to experiment and to develop and refine exotic nuclear technologies
renai ned unimpeded.

In the joint statement issued at Washington on 17 September, M. snultz and
M. Shevardnadze announced that they had agreed to negotiate on nuclear-testing
issues. New Zealana welcomes that announcement. Finally, the two States with the
largest nuclear arsenals are to reume negotiations on the single most inportant
way in which the nuclear conpetition between them can be curtailea.

But we must Say that the agenda and schedule envisaged in the joint statenent
for those taks fal short of what New Zealand believes to be necessary. Tne
statement did not affirm a conprehensive test-ban treaty as the necessary first
step in the process leading to a more secure, denuclearised world, Rather, the
United States of America and the Soviet Union agreed to negotiations that would
lead to the conplete cessation of nuclear testing only "as part of tne effective
disarmament process”, Which would have as its first priority the goal of reducing
and eliminating nuclear weapons. In other words, it semsthat a test ban will
follow the reduction and elimnation of nuclear weapons rather than help facilitate

that process. It wiil be a consequence of other noves rather tnan an instrumental

move itself.
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Whet concerns the New Zealand Government i& that the goal of reducing and
eliminating nuclear weapons = a goal of the vary greatest importance = will only be
delayed if it is seen as a necessary pro-condition to, rather than the result of, a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. we fear that 8o lony as testing continues to be
pormittad, destabilizing pressures resulti rom developments in weaponry
facilitated by nuclear tenting will serve to impede the arms reduction process. we
would also be concerned at the application of nuclear technology to space=based
defansive or offensive strateyies.

It is sometimes claimed that nuclear testiny is necessary tO ansure contidence
in the reliability of existing nuclear weapons. we have doubts about the validity
Of that claim, for there is aviaenca that until comparatively recently, no nuclear
teats ware carried out to prove reliability alone.

Sometimes the claim 18 made tnat with existing technoloyy it would not be
possible for a comprehensive teat-ban traaty to be monitored with the neceeeary
degree of conf idenca. New Zealand balieves tnis ciaim should be put to the test.
We believe that the technology and techniques upon which verification of a test-ban
treaty would depend are available now. what has been absent is the political will
to deploy them.

According to the joint statement by Mr. Shultz and Mr. $hevardnadze, the
United States and the Soviet Union would begin their negotiations ©Qu testinyg issues
before 1 December of this year. We urge che two sidws t0 accept the premise that
the difficult process of reducing and eliminating nuclear weapons will be made
easier in the stable climate engenderea by a halt in the development of more exotic
nuclear technologies and to reyotiate accordingly. otherwise, as in the past, we
may find that efforts to reduce end eliminate nuclear weapons are overtaken vy the
development and application of new technologies, leading to a new spiral in the

nuclear-arms race.
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At the same time as we call for progress in bilateral negotiations, we urge
all Statea members Of the Conference On Disarmament to allow suostantive work to
begin on a multilateral treaty. That work has been delayed too long. Now, as tho
United 8tates and the Soviet Union commence negotiations, the Conference on
Disarmament should keep pace or oven load the way, particularly in the important
arec of verification. Now Zealand strongly urges the othar nuclear-weapon State8
to take an active and constructive part in that procooo.

We shall also be looking to the Conference on Dbisarmament to bring its
negotiations on a chemical-weapons treaty to a successful conclusion. The use of
chemical weapons in the Iran-lraq conflict has shaken yg all. Recent reports that
chemical weapons may have boon used in civilian centres in the area of conflict,
and that their uge and postession may be spreadiny, are alarming. Those weapons
are abhorrent. The violation of international legal prohibitions occasioned by
their use is totally unercceptabla. We must all insist that tno use, development
and manufacture of those woapone stop.

The end of the negotiations inthe Conterence on visarmament on a gonvention
on a comprehensive ban on the development, production, acquisition, stockpiling,
transfer and use of nuclear weapons is tantalizinyly close. But much difficult
work remains to be done before that goal ig reached.

Some sections Of the draft convention are ditficuit in a technical sense, such
as the question of 1ists of, and régimes for, different categories of chemicals in
connection with draft article vi. sSome sections are dif f i1cult primarily bacause of
political or commercial sensitivities, In this regard, New Zealand has been
pleased {0 see that such a ditficult jgsue as challenye inspection has for the
first time received substantive treatment in the report of the Ad HoC Committee on

Chemical Weapons.
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There have been other developments that have helped to improve the negotiating

climate and fill in Some of the g4pf ia the knowledge of those negotiating the
chemical weapons convention. For example, lagt year negotiators were invited toO

visit a chemical facility in the Netherlands, and the United } :ates provided

detalls to the Conference on Disarmament on 1it8 chemical wenpone stockpile sites.
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Juat this month a large number of States that are members or observers of the

Conference took up an invitation from the Soviet Union to rend representatives to
visit its chemical-weapon facility at Shikhany. This waa a development welcomed by
New Zealand. It provided an opportunity to receive information on Soviet chemical
munition8 and toxic; agents and on methods Of destruction of chemical weaponry.

Thin is an important process which must continue, for leas eseems to be known about
the composition, gize and location Of chemical-weapon e tooke than 18 the case with
nuclear arsenals. Only two countrime have declared that they have them. To some
extent, therefore, negotiators are working in the dark on the weapons that they are
trying to ban. The Assembly might consider whether there jg anything that it can
do to encourage States that have chemical weapons to provide detaila on their
stockpiles. Those States should also consider their responsibilities to facilitate
the negotiations.

While we welcome the progress that has been made, we emphasize the need for
continued flexibility before final treaty language will be found for inclusion in
the so-called rolling text of the draft convention.

With continued goodwill, difficult issues can be transformed from policy
problemg to mere drafting problems. There snould be no let-up during the
additional meetings that have been scheduled for later this year and next January.

The overdl goa muet remain the elimination of all chemical weapons as
rapidly ae is practicahle. A convention banning chemical weapons would break new
ground and be of enormous significance to the broader digsarmament and arms-control
process.

Earlier this year we 8aw the Buccessful conclusion of the meetrny ot
scientific and technical experte on biological weapons, which agreed on data and
information-exchange measures. Tnat should help to build contidence in compliance

with the biological weapons Convention. The New Zealand Government recently
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eubmittrd information to the Eiecretary-General in accordance with the
recommendation of the meeting of experts.

The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament is
scheduled to convene in New York next year, Many of us Will be present then. We
will be able to evaluate the progress made in implementing the recommendation8
adopted by the General Assembly at its firet special session devoted to disarwawent
in 1978. More important, we will be able to consider our future goal8 and the
procedure8 and institutions in which we will pursue them.

At the Preparatory Committee meeting held in May and June of this year, States
Members adopted an agenda for the special session. Much more work will be required
of yg if we are to stand any chance of reaching meaningful agreement next year. We
have already outlined New Zzeaiand's priorities at the apecial session. The arms
race, in its nuclear and conventional dimensions, &8 well as its prevention in
outer apace, nuclear non-proliferation, the ban on nuclear testing, nuclear-free
zones and confidence-buildiny measures are among the substantive items that New
Zealand will pursue.

We will Want to see improvements and chenyee in certain aspects of the way in
which the United Nations coneiders disarmament issues, in the United Nations
Disarmanent Commission and in the First Committee in particular. We will want
attention to be paid to the current impediments in the way of many countries which
would wish to participate fully in the work of the Conference on visarmament. And
we will want the special geagsion t0 give close attention to the Final Document
recently adopted by the International Conference on the Rrelationship between
Disarmament and Developnant.,

That Conference was a major event in the nistory of the United wations
involvement in the disarmament process. Not only did it provide . needed forum for

a debate on the interrelated problems of disarmament, development and international
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security, but it also enabled the negotiation and adoption of an international
consensusa on the way in which those problems intera~t  and we thereby broadened our
understanding of them. We agreed on the means by which we migne begin to confront
them in a logical and practical manner. Th: Conterence also demonstrated the
ability of Member states to reach agreement on important dirarmament and
dlsarmament-related  issues.

| began by noting that New Zealand hao welcomea the recent advances towards a
major arms-control agreement between the United Staten and the Soviet Union. |
conclude by confirming that New %ealand welcomes the auccesstul outcome of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.
Both are hopeful indications that progress can be made in the bilateral and
multilateral attack on the problems of disarmament. New Zealand hopes that the
next 12 months will bring other, even more welcome, bilateral and multilateral
agreements.

Mr. AL-ALFI (Democratic Yemen) (Interpretation from Arabic): At the
outset | am pleased to congratulate you, Sif, on your election an Chairman of the
First Committee. We are sure that you will contribute to the guccess of the
Committee’s work. | should also like to congratulate the other officers of the
Committee. We ausure you Of our co-operation as you discharge your tasks.

The discussions in the First Committee at this session indicate that there is
hope of poeitive and realistic steps towards aliminatiny the rigk Of nuclear war
and the arms race, particularly the nuclear-arms race. with each year, we become
more hopeful and encouraged because we may at last be on the path tnat will lead to
the attainment of the objectives so hoped for by the international community, a8
reflected in the Final Document of the first special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament, which outlined an international strategy for
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diearmament. In saying this, we hope we are not being over-optimistic. At the
Same time, we must not underestimate the importance of any proyress inade or step
taken towards diearmament that can also improve international relations,
Particularly when it responds to the aspirations of all our peoples t0 security and
peace.

In this connection, we believe that the agreement in principle between the
United States and the ussr to proceed to the elimination o€ intermediate- and
shorter-range missiles has yiven a new impetus to international eftorts to achieve

progress towards a goal to which there is no alternative. The choice facing us

today 1is disarmament or annihilation. In his statement in tne ueneral Assembly

this year, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of my country salds
“Such an agreement would represent the first possibility of eliminating a
category of nuclear weapons and would be a historic event reflecting a new and
increasing awareness of the realities of our nuclear age and a step towards
meeting the will of the international community to achie e general and
complete diearmament under effective international control.”

(A/42/PV.23, p . 23)

That agreement, as well as the prospective summit meeting between tha soviet Union

and the United States = particularly after the disappointment of the Reykjavik

summit meeting = could also be considered to be
"the embodiment of a new realistic attitude in dealing with international
problems of our time. This approach, initiated by the Soviet Union, and
deserving of our hiyh appreciation, is based on relations of dialogue and
co-operation in international affairs and gp replacing lack of trust and
confrontation with mutual co-operation and common interest. It is a living
expression of the new way of thinking that is needed by our interdependent

worla and indispensable t0 common peace effort?*. (A/42/PV,.23, p, 24)
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The fact that we welcome the results of the bilateral negotiationa between the

United states and the Soviet Union does not at all in any way change the fact that
diearmament is the shared responsibility of the international community, as it
affects all mankind. Hence we streaa the importance of dealing with disarmament
isaues in multilateral international forums. We hope that the agreement will Put
an end to the current stalemate in the Conference on Disarmament where no agreement
has been reached on any of the preeeing questions on its agenda regardless of the
priorities unanimoualy agreed in the tenth special session of the General Assembly.
We hope that practical meaauree will be adopted with the aim of putting an end
to the risk of nuclear war, achieving nuclear disarmament, declaring a complete
teat ban, preventing the militarization of outer apace, elaborating an overall
disarmament programme, concluding a treaty on tne non-use of nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States as well as a complete ban on chemical weapons.
In this respect, we commend the constructive, positive initiatives of the
Soviet Union towards the elimination of nuclear araenale and hope that the other
nuclear-weapons Statee, particularly the United states will respond positively.
The reality which the international community has come to recognize ig that
the issue of diearmament is a matter of survival for all sankind, It is the line

between being and extinction, progress and backwardness. Hence, the awarene that

Progress in the field of disarmament is closely linked with the worla's ability to
face up to the eocio-economic challenges in the field of development. |t was
neither new nor stranye that thu International Conference on the Reiationship

between Disarmament and Development affirmed the intrinsic relationship between the

two.
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If the Conference fell short of expectations, particularly with regard to the
question of creating a fund to channel the resources released by disarmament to the
development of developing countries, the fact remains that the final document of
the Conference was a step in tne rignt direction. oOur task is to co-operate in
translating the action programme adopted by the Conference into tangible measures
that would benefit all mankind and promote the development of all, especially the
developing countries.

A lot has been said in recent years on the necessity for achieving
conventional disarmament. We wish to state categorically that we do not disagree
with any sincere, ganurne effort to achieve that objective, but we cannot accept
that this slogan may be used to divert attention from the priorities agreed upon by
consensus in the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
Disarmament = namely the achievement of nuclear disarmament and thus avert tne more
serious threat to mankind and civilization. We cannot go along with the attempt to
put nuclear and conventional on par.

We need not reiterate our support for the efforts of the United Nations aimed
at establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones as a step towards general and complete
disarmament under effective international control. There 1s no alternative to this
ultimate goal which we hope will be achieved in the field of disarmament.

In that connection, we support ettorts ajimed at the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. We believe, however, that that
requires three basic conditions which have peen set out in United Natrons
resolutions. The situation is crystal clear and so are the prerequisites: Israel
has to accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, place all its nuclear activities
under the safequards of the International Atomic Lknergy Agency and desist from

developiny nuclear weaponr:, produce them, test them, or acquire them oy any weansj
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it must not place nuclear weapons or explosive devices , either in lIsrael or in any
of the territories currently unaer itS occupation.

While we affirm the importance of the fulfilment of those conditions, we wish
to warn at the same time of the grave risk of the acquisition oy Israel of nuclear
weapons.  This acquisition by Israel of nuclear weapons is an established fact to
which some of the countries that support Israel tend to turn a blind eye, while
they make a great commotion about unconfirmed reports that other countries intend
to acquire such weapons. Israel’s record in defying the will ot the internaticnal
community, added to the fact that its nuclear activities are not subject to the
safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency, are cause enouyh for the
international community to take tangible measures to put an end to any form of
co-operation with Israel in the nuclear field.

Once again, we wish to point out the validity of the conclusions reached 1n
the report Of the Secretary-General presented to the thirry-seventh session on
Israeli nuclear armaments. Those conclusions have been confirmed by other, more
recent, international reports and jindeed bY Israeii sources.

Equally, we view with concern the development of the nuclear capability of the
racist regime in south Africa and consider it a threat to international peace ana
security. This nuclear capability, in the hands of Pretoria, will only perpetuate
the policy of apartheid - a policy whose elimination is souyht by the international
cnmmuni ty . 1t IS our belief that the implementation of the Declaration on the
Denuclearization of Africa, adopted by Heads of State and Governments ot the
Organization of African Unity in 1964, will be a very important step towarus the
realization of the aspirations op the peoples of the african continent, in jeneral,
and the peoples of southern Africa, in particular. The acquisition by the racist

régimes in South dtrica and Israel ot the capability fur the production and

PR
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acquisition of nuclear weapons and the collaboration between the two tégimes in
this field pose a grave threat, not only to the Arab and Af rican peoples in the
Middle Eaet «ad Africa, but also to international peace and security. The
international community should take immeuiate anu urgent step8 to face up to this
grave development, to ensure that some Western States should cease the practice of
supplying both racist réyimes with the necessary technology that helps tnem develoy
their ability to produce nuclear weapons , at a time when they refuse adamantly to
collaborate with countries which place tnerr peaceful nuclear installations to the

safequards of the IAEA.
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In his etatement in the Genera Aeeemhly , the Minister for Foreign Affaira of
my ccuntry highlighted the risks besettiny our region, which is part of the Indian
Oceaa region, and pointed out the consequences of a situation that involves the
intenaification of military presence ana imperialist interference and hae
heightene. tension in the region. The glaring proof is the massive build up of

naval and land forces and the uynited States "Bright Star” military manousuvres in

the area.

We stress our intention to end those threats, promot +he eftcrta of the
countries of the region to bring peace and security to the area, and we believe
that the adoption of tangible mcasures to declare the Inaian Ucean a zone of peace
will make a great contribution :owards the elimination of those thceate and the
promotion ¢f stability -nd security.

In this direction, we believe that the Conference on the Ind.an Ocean is 4
necessary, practical atep to bring about the early achieveme: | of the declaration’s
objectives.  Therefore we call for renewed constructive etforte and the necessary
political will to achieve those yoals.

As one of the countries on the Indian ocean, We are concerned that some
circles continue to obstruct the work of the Ad _toc Committee on the indian Ocean
in preparing for the conterence, contrary to the wishes of the majority of its
members.  We appeal for further corstructive efforts to ensure the holding of the
Conference on the Indian Ocean. We express our reyret and concern that the dratt

resolution recommended by the Ad Hoc Committee has poatvoned the Conference to

1990. We ask for turther co-operation and participation ot the permanent members

of the Security Council, the major maritime users, and the littoral and hinterland
States or the Indian Ocean to ensure tne eacly conclusion of the preparatory work

for the Conference, to convene the Conference and achieve positive results.
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We hope that this session will witness a qualitative 8tep tuwaede the adoption
Of measures aimed at the realization of the aspirations of our peoples for
prosperity and progress. We are aware that our collective reaponsibilitlies demand
concerted @ fforta and the adoption of specitic meaaures in tne face ot the danger8
that beret us. We @ arnertly hope that the positive statement.8 made will be
tranrlatod into tangible action in the 8ervice of all mankind.

Mr. THINLEY (Bhutan) 1 Allow me to begin by extending the warm
congratulation8 of my delegation to you, 81if, on your unanimous election as
Chairman of the Committee. | should also liko to felicitate the other oOfficers of
the Committee on their electron. | am confident that, under your wigse dna able
stewardship, our deliberations will reach fruitful conclusions.

I 8hoUld also l|ike to take this opportunity to congratulate your Ppreuecessor,
Ambassador Zachmann of the German Democratic Rrpublic, for the judicious wanner in
which he presided over the Committee during the previous g@88i0onh of the General
Assembly.

In OUK 8tatement in the Committee during the forty-first session of the
General Assembly we expressed our sadness over the fact that the promise held Qut
by the Reykjavik sumnit remained unfultilled. Nevertheless, we also expressed the
hope that the two super-Powers would in the near future come together to share a
common vision and political will to remove the awesome spectre of a nuclear
holocaust that has haunted mankind with an ever-growing threat to At8 VeIY
survival. Such optimism was founded in our abiding faith that the same yenius,
wisdom and courage that had engendered the two super-Powers would prevail N"@r the
insanity and futility of their nuclear-arms tace,

For the first time in decades the increasingly apathetic and despairing '/#T1d
has bsinn g9naken. It has been shaken not by the tear ot an imminent disaster, wat

or any form of human tragedy, but by the belief in the dawning of a new @rd = «
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beginning towards a aafe and secure world for us and for posterity. Indeed, the
recent agreement in principle between tha two super-Powers to dismantle their
intermediate nuclear forcer has inspired in us the resurgence of the fumillar but
dying hopm for a world free of the threat of a thermonuclear war from which can
emerge no victor or vanquished. In the general. debate, on 6 October, the Foreign
Minister of my country, Bhutan, Mr. Lyonpo Dawa Teering, spoke of the Bnutaneee
conviction that

“the two super-Powers, imbued with purpose and vision, have cnbarked on an

undertaking of heroic proportions, an undertaking wuich seeks to ensure the

very survival ot the human race.

¥ .. we hope that the sumnit ne@tihyg between President Reagan and Genera

Secretary Gorbachev later in the fall will become a real turning-point in the
history of East-West relations and will herald the beginning of the proceae »>t
eliminating all . . . nuclear weapons an well as other disarmament measures.
The world will then become an infinitely safer place in which to live and the
two leaders, through their contribution to the disarmament process, would have
carved out for themselves honoured niches in the history ot mankind.”
(A/42/PV.27, p . 47)
We began this year’'s deliberations in a more favourable and stimulating
climate generated by the agreement between the two super-Powers. We hope that that
action will inspire other nuclear powers of the world to exercise self-restraint
and control in the testing and development ot nuclear weapone and in addinyg to
their stockpiles., It 18 aso hoped that those countries which have developed the
capability to produce nuclear weapons, particularly developing countries, will
desist from taking the futile path and iusteaa devote their SCarce IesoQurlCes and

energies to meeting the more basic human needs of their peoples.
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Although recent ® vont8 have been encouraging, they nave unfortunately not
® lter.d some of tha pasic reaiities facing the international community. The global
military expenditure is fart approaching the staggering amount of §1 trillion
per ¢ mum. While we are heartened by the ray of hope that has been shea on nuclear
disarmament, we see NOo comforting aigns in the area of the zonventional arms race,
J#hich counsumes & major portion of global military expenditure and thus directly or
indirectly hinders development.

In this context, my Government ia pleased to note that the recent
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development
established a close and multidimensional |ink between disarmament and development,
The Final Document, which was adopted by coneeneus, provides guidelinea for further
international efforts on the two interrelated guestions., We hope that this
important subject will receive due priority on the international agenda.

Both as a member of the world community committed to the goals set out in the
United Nations Charter and as a Buddhist State deeply entrenched in the values of
non-violence and brotherhood, Bhutan suppurts 2ll measures aimed at any form of
disarmament. In this connection, we believe that a comprehensive-nuclear-test ban
is Of paramount Importance on the international disarmament agenda. Such a pan

would be a fundamental and practical step in preventing further research on and

development of these weapons.
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Bhutan acceded to the Treaty on the Non-Ftoliferation of Nuclear Wespons in
May 1985, convinced that the Treaty was essential to international peace ang
gecurity. we also believe that the ertabliehment of nuclear-weapon-free zonas on
the basis of arrangements freely arrived at between the scates of the reyron
concerned is an important etep towards global disarmament. Similarly, we welcome
the coming into force of the karotonga ‘Treaty for a South Pacific nuclear-free zone.

while nuclear-weapon states must shoulder the biggest responsibility in
contributing to the disarmament process, we must gtress thne importance of
multilateral negotiations. The very nature of the subject and its destructive
capacity transcend Yyeographtcal and political wsoundaries. Therefore, all issues of
international concern should be ultimately expressed or resolved in the
multilateral context, In thin reyard, my delegation i of the view that the role
ot the Conference on Disarmament, the Sole multilateral disarmament negotiating
body, should be made more effective.

An isgue which demands our serious attention 15 the use of chemical weapons.

It has been pointed out that chemical weapons can be developed and produced with
relative ease, and at low cost, by any country that hag reached an appraeciable

level of industrial and technological progress. We hope that the drafting Of a
convention on the prohibition of cnemical weapons will be successfully concluged by
next year.

As a hinterland State or the Indian Ocean region, we view the heiyhteniny ot
tension iN that region with serious concern. in an effort to reduce tension and
eliminate the threat Of war, countries ot the region have sought to declare it a
zone of peace, Cree of any foreign bases. we believe that the quest for peace
should prevail cver certain selfish interests. Onceagain, we axpress our hope
that an international conference on the Indian Q¢ean will be convened so that the

issues concerning the Indian ocean can be satistactorily resolved.
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My delegation is of the view that the work of the General Assembly at this

session is of crucial importance in ensuring the success of the third special
session devotad to disarmament, scheduled for 2988, TO this end, the momentum
generated oy recent initiatives should not be allowed to dissipate. Rather, we
must nurture our renewed hope and, with regained strength and vitality, endeavour
to realise the vision of lasting peace on earth, to which we all stand committed.

Mr. MASHASHIBI (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic) 3+ Many people

believe that in the past four decades nuclear deterrence has saved humanity from
the outbreak of a new world war. That may be true. However, the balance of terror
which reigned supreme in military strategy has in the mean time done away with our
common humanity, because it is devoid of any ethical meaning. Few of us realize,
for example, that more than 150 armed conflicts have taken place since tne end of
the Second World War, with grave and painful implications for most of the peoples
of the world. A total of 20 million people nave lost their lives as a result.

Most Of them were innocent victims of the power game and the barbarism of man.

There are still more than 40 military conflicts raginy inside certain States
or between States. For example, the Middle East region, to which my country
belongs, is the arena for three military contlicts, the most terocious known in the
history of-man. They are a blot on man's history, but I do not want to go into
that now.

Jordan, like many other peace-loving countries, welcomed and pinned great
hopes on the Reykjavik meeting last year between the leaders of the United States
of America and the soviet Union. We consider that its results, including at tne
very least the breaking of the stalemate between the two super-Powers, represent a
positive seep towards understanding and constructive dialogue, which may lead to
narrowing the biy gap between the Soviet Union and the United States on the

outstanding complicated problems of curbing and nalting the arms race in all fields.
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Jordan also welcomed tha ® grramant in principle between the United States and
the Soviat Union on the elimination of intermediate= and shorter-range nualwar
missiles in Europa. waregard the ® gracment as & first atep on the long road
towards the goal of eliminating all strategic nuclear weapons. Jordan hopes that
the summit meeting botwtwn tht ieaders of tht United States of America and tht
Soviet Union will take place and that the agreemwnt in principle between them will
btcomt a reality so that the dialogue may continue with a viww to building
confidence and continuing to #olve the outstanding problams between tnwm.

Ww oonaidtr the United Nations to bt tht body in which conflicts and disputes
should be solved peacefully, thus avoiding exposing the world to more dreadful
competition in regard to the possession and development of wwapona of mass
destruction. Certain States would than no longer feel the naad to allocate a major
part of their resources to developing their military power instead of meeting tht
rtquirtmanta of social and economic dwvwloymwnt.

My country participated in the International Conference On the Relationship
betwetn Disarmament and pDevelopment, hold ia New York from 24 Auyuat to
11 September this year to review all aspects of the link between diaarmamont and
development, and wt support its goals. It was neld to study thr results of the
stupendous military expenditures, ® rpocially by the States possessing nuclear
weapons, and the results of such expenditures on the world economy and on the world
economic and social situation. The Conference also conaidwrwd ways and means of
saving more resources for dwvwlopmwnt throuyh disarmament measures, especially for

the developing countries.
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My country also suppoits the reguest tO the General Assembly tO keep undet
periodic review the relationship between disatmament 8nd development, including
giving consideration tOo the matter at the third special session devoted to
disarmanent, which we hope will be held at & suitable time next year. My

delegation luoks forward to participating s ffectivaly in that session.
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The arms race, especially the nuclear-arnms race, has reached disquieting
levels. Humanity faces the danger of self-annihilation because of the huge nuclear
arsenals. In order to elimnate the danger of nuclear war, we must halt and
reverse the nuclear-arms race. The countries with the largest nuclear arsenals
should assume their responsibility wvis-a-vis the international community and
reverse the nuclear-arms race and achieve nuclear disarmanent. They should also
cease forthwith the threat of the use of such arms.

I wish to refer here to the note by the Secretary-Ceneral on Israeli nuclear
armament, contained in docunent A/ 40/520, whee it IS stated:

"States Mnbers of the Uhited Nations have over the years shown
increasing concern regarding the danger of the introduction of nuclear weapons
into the middle East, particularly in view of reports that Israel may have

developed a nuclear weapon capability." (A 40/520, para. 7)

This devel opment has been confirmed by the Israeli nuclear technician
Mordechai Vanunu, whe Worked at a nuclear-bomb plant for over 10 years and is at
present on trial in Israel. Hs statements have been substantiated by a technical
investigating team that included bota Aterican and British experts. |t proved that
Israel today is in possession of many nuclear weapons and its nuclear-weapon plant
is situated underground, below the Negev Desert, ornext to the Dinmona nuclear
reactor ,

Moreover, Israel has the capability to transfer such weapons to targets deep
within nei ghbouring countries. Israel has had recourse to a smokescreen policy
regarding its nuclear installations. Since the late 1950s, it has illegitimtely
acquired nuclear technology and nuclear substances ; and in this respect it is
co-operating with the racist régime in South Africa.

| also wish to refer to the fact that the General Assembly noted with concern

at its thirty-ninth session Israel's persistent refusal to commit itself not
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to produce Or possess nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls by the General
Assembly, the Security Council and the International Atomic Energy Agency (1AEA),
‘as well as it8 refusal to place its nuclear installations under IAEA safeguards.
The General Assembly also condemned Israel for its continuous refusal to
implement Security Councii resolution 487 (1981) and requested the Security Council
to investigate lsrael's nuclear activities, as well ag collaboration on the part of
certain States, corporations and individual8 in these activities. Moreover, it
reiterated its request to the IAEA to cease any scientific co~operation with Israel

that might enhance 1grael‘'s nuclear capability. It reaffirmed its condemnation of

the continuous collaboration between Israel and racist South Africa, which
jecpardizes the African continent in ItS entirety.

The incessant aggressiveness Of Israel's approach is not confined to its
occupation of Arab territories or the displacement of their inhabitants. It went
8o far as to attack economic installations, as reflected in the attack on the Iragqi
nuclear reactor established for peaceful purposes under complate IAEA safeguards.

Jordan has always supported the General Assembly resolutions calling for the
creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in South Agla, Africa, the Pacific - as in
the Treaty of Rarotonga - Latin America - as in the Treaty of Tlatelolco = the
Meaiterranean and the Middle East. Among theee resolutions are 41/48 of
3 December 1986, entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Middle East*. That resolution

"Invites the nuclear-weapon States and all other States to render their
assistance in the establishment of the zone and at the same time to refrain
from anv action that runs counter to both the letter and spirit of the present

resolution.” (resolution 41/44, para. 5)
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Jordan has also supported the principle of strict adhere~ce to the Charter of
thr United Nations and strict ceapect for the onligations contained in the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, which called in particular for confidence-building measures and for
compliance with the principlea of the Charter of the United Nations, aus reflected
in desisting from the use or threat of the use of force against the sovereignty or
political independence of any State, non-intervention in the internal affairs of
States and the peaceful settlement of disputes.

pisarmament cannot take place in the midst of problems and disagreements
causing disruption in the international arena. Certain arrangements shoula be
taken to resolve those problems in a spirit of equality, taki.g into account the
achievement of security for all.

The two super-Powers bear a Special responsibility in this reapect, They muat
set the example, such as agree ny to start genuine disarmament, reinforce the role
of the United Nations ana respect the Cnarter, as well as to deter aggressive
States from persisting in their behaviour, so that confidence and stanility mjaht
prevail in relations between States.

I wish to conclude my statement by quoting from the Statement ade by Hi.
Highness Prince Hassan ibn Talal, Crown Prince of Jordan, to the forty-second
session of the General Assembly:

“It has been said that since war begins in the minds of men it 1s in the
minds of men that the defences For peace must be constructed. The time has
co. @ Eor all of us to adjust our thinking to contemporary realities and to
recognize that a11 our efforts to promote human welfare will be ln vain if a

just and durable peace rewmains elusive.” (A/42/PV.11l, p. 7)
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The CHAIRVAN (interpretation from French): As representatives wll have

noted in today's Journal, the General Assembly has planned consideration of the

report of the First Commttee on item 62 of the agenda, entitled “General and
conplete disarmament". In order to enable nenbers of the Coomttee to participate
in that debate in the plenary meeting, | am proposing that the work of our
Committee begin this afternoon at 3.30 this afternoon rather than at 3.00.

I[f there are no objections, | shall consider that the Conmittee accepts this
suggesti on.

[t was so decided.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m




