United Nations

FIRST COMMITTLE

GENERAL 16th meeting
held on

ASSEMBLY ¥riday, 23 Oatober 1987
FORTY-SECOND SESSION at 10 a.m.
OMGMR“WW‘ New York

VERBATIM RECORD OF THE 16th MEETING

Chairman, Mr. BAGBENI ADGITQ NZENGEYA (2aire)

CONTENTS

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT AGENDA ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF
GENERAL DEBATE, A8 NECESSARY .

Statenantg were made by?

Mr. Pugliese (italy)
Mr, Taylhacdst {(Ver=zuela)
Mr. Pawlak (Poland)
MC. Franco (Panama)

Mr. Melazter {Hungaty}
Mrg, Uribe de Losano (Colombia)

Mr. Muntasser (Libyan Arab Jamshiriya)

e

 This sevord 1% valeet 1o eamzecion Covrecuoms shonld be sent nder the ugnatue of a member o} o dele-
#n cuncerned witkin ane week of the date of publicason t the Chiel af te Official Records kditag Secton.
fooa: DX2 750, 3 United Natons Plaza, and scorporsted tn s copy of the record

Cortections will he 18320d after the end of the wnon, 1n o wparale fascicle for csch Commuice

87-63105 8363V (E) -
5% p.

Listr., GENERAL
A/C.1/42/PV.18
30 October 1987
ENGLISH



PKB/edd AC.L/42/8V, 1Y
2

The meeting was called to order at 10,25 am.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (gontinued)

STATEMENTS ON 8PECIFIC DISARMAMENT ACLNDA I'TliMS ano CONTINUATION OF GENWRAL DEBATY,
AS NECRSSARY

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) + In accordance with the
programme of work and the timetable adopted by the Committee, thie morning the
Comnittee will begin the second stage of its work, that is, etatemente on specific
digarmament agenda items and ocontinuation of the general debate, a8 necessaty.

Mr, PUGLILEE (Italy): Before turning to business 1 should like to
express moat sincere oondolenoes to the United Kingdom delegation at the untimely
doath of Ambagsador lan Cromartie. He was not only a very olose friend but also a
man of very distinot intellect and great charm, a man whose contributions to our
work were of particular relevance. we will miss him.

May | congratulate you, Sir, on behaf of the Italian Government and on my own
behalf, on your unanimoue elestion as Chairman of the Committee. | can aasute you
that the Italian delegation will provide you with its full co-operation in the
fulfilment of your high responsibilities with a view to contributing to tha furthet
strongthening of the pusitive trends oharacterizing the present international
situation in the fidd of disarmament.

‘The Permanent Represantaktive of Denmark hen already expressed the views ~f the
12 member 8tates of the Buropean Community Oon the main isgues on tho agenda of the
Committee, Italy fully shares those views. In addition | wish to expreas some
viows On a few gpecifi¢ features of the disarmament process that in my Government's
opinion are of particular relevance at the present juncture.

When sepeaking lost year at tho forty-first gasslon of the General Asgembly, we
pointed out that some positive signs were emerying in the trends ¢f disarmament

negotiations, although in a general context they were gtill charactecized py the
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lack of concrete aghievuments., In the past 12 months we heve notiaed a remarkable
intensificatiorn oOf negotiation8 between the United 8tates and tne Soviet Union on
nuclear armaments and space issues, together with some significant progress
following long yeara of gtagnation.

After the meeting hetween President Heagan and General Seoretary Gorbachev
last year in Reykjavik we expremsed the opinion that a new phase in the diearmament
process could begin. In this perspective the Itallan Government hae eouyht every
appropriate ocoaeion tO encourage the gearch for effective eolutions which, in a

framework of strengthened security conditions, could favour a drastic tfeduction of

nuclear arsenals.

In line with these considerations, we have welcomed with deep gatisfaction the
agreement in principle roached last September in Washington between the Americar.
Secretary of State and the Soviet Minister of Foreigy affalrs towards the global
elimination of intermediate nuclear forces. For the first time in hietory two
countries have come to a common understanding on tne elimination of an entire
category @l very destructive atmaments, a development that will have enormous
significance for the disarmament process and for the security of the whole world.

Ae a result we are confident that other arms-control heyotiatione will also
gain how momontum and that the intensified talks between the Unitea states and the
Soviet Union will goon givo rise to further significant understandings. The
expacted summit meeting between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev
could be a crucial occasion for the achievement of New reeulte both in the full
spectrum of disarmament issues , and in the field of Last-West relations in general.

In thio context, I wish to stress tho particular importance tnat the Italian
Government attaches to a decisive move towardé ayreements on the drastic reduction
of strategic nuclear areenaln, that is, of the most offensive and threatening

armaments, in a framework of increasiny strategic stability.
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We consider that there ia good reason to hope that break throughs in
disarmament negotiations are potentially at. hand, Such prospects in our view might
be strengthened by an improved sense Of confidence and by an increase in the
openness and transparency Of military activities. This is particulacly true for a
continent euoh as Burope Where the oonoentration of arms is high and where it. is
moat necessary further 10 reduce opportunities fOr peoret military measures and
surpr ige attaake.

In our view, however, security is a multidimeneianal oonoept whioh encompaeeee
political, economio , social and humani tar ian aspects, all of which contribute to
the general situation of international relations and to the degree of stability.
For this reason We are convinced that the debate at present under way in Vienna tor
the review of the process of the Conferenge on Security and Co-operation in Europe
(csce) is playing an important role for Europe. We are encouraged that in Vienna
we have witneeeed a number of aonstructive developments whioh aould result in

general progress for the ¢sce process in all its dimensiona.
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With the prospect of an early elimination of al intermediate-range nuglear
missiles and of further progress in the field of nuclear diearmament, the problem
of reaching a more stable balance of conventions! armaments in Europe becomes for
us a matter of high priority.

In fact, imbalance in the conventional field has been a gource Of inutability
and suspicion on the European continent for more than 40 years, It is therefore
obvious that, given the interrelationship between conventional and nuclear weapons,
the problem of conventional disarmament will become, or rather is becoming,
increasingly cruvial wnen significant agreements in the field of nuglew. ams
reduction8 are at hand. In fact, only conventional stability at lower levels can
progressively diminish reliance on nuclear weapons in a context of stability and
peace. Italy feels that offensive capabilities and capabilities for surprise
attacks, large-scale attack6 in particular , will have to be drastically reduced in
the conventional field.

We attach great importance, in this context, to the talks currently under way
in Vienna with a view to establishing a mandate for negotiations, within the
framework of the process of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe
(CsCE) on conventional stability at lower levels in Europe feom tl: : Atlantic to &he
Urds. In our opinion, these talks hold the promise of favourable cevelopments,
given the constructive attitude shown by both siges and the reciprocal recognition
of the need to eliminate imbalances and reduce those capabilities that are most
threatening for European stability. Indeed, we want these objectives to be pursued

with the utmost sense of urgency.

Convent ion a disarmament, however, is a universa problem and the General
Assembly will certainly have to confront it in a more serious and concrete way than

it has done so Pas if it wants to make a substantive contribution to world security

and stability and to the reduction of the appalliny burden of military expenditure.
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Thie will also be in line with the conclusions of the International Conference on
the Relationship between Disarmament and Development. |n partioulat, we think that
new efforta to bring about successful developments in this field ehould be Bought
on a regional basisg.

But above all we are convinced that restruaint and a greater openness with
regard t0 the transfer of conventional acme should be promoted with & view to
keeping theee armaments at the lowest possible level. Ae far back as 1978, and
again in 1982, Italy proposed the establishment, on the baele of Article 2¥ Of the
Charter of the United Nations, of a commission divided into regional
eub-oommieeione in whioh the major arme suppliers of each region would
participate. Wwe think that this igrue deserves to be pursued further and we shall
introduce new propoeale in this regard. Any oonetrainte would obviourly have t@ be
eetabliohed in a framework agreed upon by all interested parties. But we muet be
mindful of the gonsequence8 of indiscriminate transfers of weapons.

I have described B¢ far some Of the most relevant developments that have
ocourred during the past year in the field of disarmament, while at the Bame time
stressing some of the main objectives that my Qovernment wighes to see attained.

It is in this promising international ¢limate ocharacterized by increasing
expeatetione that the work of this Committee is being carried outs we ehould like
to gee our agenda discussed in a pragmatic and eLfective way, focusing out
attention on it6 crucial points with a view to expandiny the area of coneeneus in
the Committee.

If the main trespongibilities yis=d=-vis the diszarmament process fall on the
United 8tates of America and the 8oviet Union, nevertheless we remain convinced of
the essentlial role that multilateral negotiationa can play in achieving generalized

progress towards new frontiera of Qeaoe and international stability. Disarmament
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and itg acquisitions are a OoOlleotive asset of the international community: ¢
thue 8eemé appropriate that the United Nations should increasingly be seen &8 the
focal Qoint of the debate on the various igsues related to the process of arms
aontrol.

In this perspective, some important progress was made this year in the Geneva
Conference on Diszrmament On a globa verifiable ban on the Qroduotion, stockpiling
and use of chemical weapons. 1Intereating developments have also ococurred with
regard to the crucial aspect of verification proceduress thie is a promising 8ign
Of the common willingness to reach the positive coneclusion of a draft treaty.

The recent visit to the chemical weapons facility at Shikhany in the Soviet
Union ehould also be mentioned in this context for its positive value.

However, it seems necessary to intensify the process “yrther and to make a
collective effort to agree on the terms of a global ban on ghemical weapons withi
the next year. Let wys work together to overcome the last political and teochnical
difficulties, in a spirit of mutual understanding and with the common perception of
the impact that an ayreement on the elimination of such lethal weapons would have
on world public opinion and on the general confidence in the effectiveness of
disarmament talks.

The repeated uee of chemical weapons in the Iran-Iragq conflict, which my
Government strongly condemns as a serious violation of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, i8
evidence of the urgency of this problem. Italy is firmly convinced that such
hideous and cruel weapons as chemical weapons should be eliminated immediately.

Especial attention ehould also be paid to other constructive signs that might
have a positive impact on the work of the Conference on Disarmament.

In this connection, a favourable development is represented by the

understanding reached at Washington hy the American Secretary of State and the
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Soviet Minister for Foreign Affairs to resume negotiations on nuclear testing
before 1 December.

Such an understanding is in line with the gradual approach that the Italian
Government has always favoured towards the final objective of a total Lan on
nuclear teats. We attaah great importance to such an objective, and are determined
to promote its achievement within the framework of the work of the Conference on
Disarmament. Thig forum, in our view, has an important role to play in this
regard. We regret tha: orce again, at the last session, it did not prove possible
to establish the necessary procedural arrangements for undertaking work on the
substantive issues related to a comprehensive test ban.

While hoping that the next rounds of negotiations between the United States
and the Soviet Union will soon pave the way to concrete results, we trust that the
Conference on Disarmanent will also be able to work with increasing effectiveness
on this problem.

The debate carried out in Geneva, both in the Ad Hoe Committee, which Italy

had the honour to chair, and in plenary sessions, on the sensitive issue of the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, is still at a preliminary stage, ynt it
has made it possible to come to a closer examination of various relevant aspects.
mainly as regards the existing legal regime; it has also made it possible to note a
general readiness to contribute to that common objective. Outer space is an area
in which a number of political, strategic and technological factors interact,

sometimes in a contradictory way.
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In this respect, We should not refrain from evaluating the various
implications of the current research into new technologies.

For these rgagons, We believe that extensive reflection should take place on
the many facets of the problem of outer space betore we daraw any final concluwion.
Furthermore, at thig preliminary stage we should not overlook the consideration
that new technologies may in future help to secure better conditions of security
through a lower level of offeneive weapons. To this end, major space Powers may
find it useful to agree on a common approach to researoh-related issues.

Let me now briefly address another item on our agenda: the United Nations
Conference on Disaraament and Development and its conolueione. The Conference hag
given us the opportunity to discuss withnin the United Nations problems of high
priority for the future of mankind and for the progress of our societies.

Increasing attention will have to be given in coming years to the problem of
development in the perspective of the establishment of conditions of mote stable
peace and also of an increased ynderstanding Of mutual security needs among all
members of the international community.

In view of this and besring in mind the interrelationship between disarmament
and development, we consider it appropriate that the United Nations and its
competent organs find ways and means to improve tneir control over the level of
armaments in the different regions of the world.

It is expected that disarmament and development, together with the other
relevant issues 1 have been referring to, will be the subject of an extensive
debate next year on the occasion of the third special session of the ueneral
Assembly devoted to disarmament. Italy has taken an active part in the work of the

Preparatory Committee. we look forward to the coming special session as a
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significant opportunity for widening the mutual unde.standing among Member States

on al the main que2tions re:ated to the disarmnament process. |n order to avoiu
the constcrints which weighed heavily on the second special session in 1982, we
hope that our dealings next year will be based on a forward-looking yet realistic
aprroac h.

Italy is prepared to give its utmost contribution witn the aim of carryrny the
third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament to a fruitful
conclusion) the etterment of world conditions of peace and secuity remains one ox

our highesc political priorities.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish) 3 Mr. Chaitman,
| wish to congratulate you on your election. | also extend congratulations to the
other officers of the Committee. | assure von chat my delegation will give you our

complete co-operation in or#- : to ensure the success of ouk work.

The premature death of our distinyuiehed colleague Mr. Cromartie of the United
Kingdom has filled us with sadness. We should like to offer our sincere
condolences to the United Kingdom delegaticn, and we hope our condolances Will be
conveyed to his widow.

Thi~ session of the First Committee is taking place at a time in which there
exists a hopeful atmosphere in the disarmament area. After the disarray that was
caused by the failure of the controversial summit meeting at Heykjavik a year ago,
the world is beginning to have some hope that important events may occur in the
disarmament field if the super-Powers manage to conclude the agreements on which
they have been negotiating in recent months. The pessimism that prevailed at this
time last year, precisely when this Committee was discussing the ayenua items we
are now considering, a pessimism that continued to prevail during the first months

of this year, has given way to a feeling of optimism, bolstered by the signs that
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finally we are geeing a genuine desire and a real will t0o achieve concrete results
in the field of nualear disarmament. Tni8 morning’s news from MORGOW gives us§
greater cause for optimism, and we hope that an agreement on short-range and
medium-range nuolear fotoeg will be brougnt nearer,

However, although we may feel some optimism, we should not allow ourselves to
lapse into euphoria. We believe that this is Only a first step, the first specifig
sign in the extensive disarmament agenda. The f jgat thought thig po:1 tive
development brings to mind is that when the political Wwill exists everything {g
possible.  When it exists, headway may be made in the disarmament field beoauee
there 18 a readinese to overcome obkstacles, even the moet delicate and diffioult
ones related to the qQuestion of verification.

If agreements were to be concluded for the elimination of intermediate-range
nuclear forces, that would be the first genuine measure on nuclear disarmament to
be adopted in the history of mankind, consistiny of the physical elimination of a
major category of nuclear weapons whoee presence in the stcckpilea of the countries
possessing them has 82 far only served t0 contribute to keeping manki.d under a
constant threat of nuclear holooeust.

We trust that no unforeseen events will occur to frustrate the realization of
these agreements. We hope that the wisdom of the political leaders of countries
directly Of indirectly concerned will prevail over any attempts to thwart through
unjustifiable tevlmicalities the prompt concluding of a Soviet-United States treaty
for the elimination of intermediaterange nuclear weapons. This first measure in
the field of nuclear disarmament should facilitate the adoption of the next step,
the concluding of agreengnta designed to start a gradual prucess of reducing the

arsenals of strategic nuelear weapons, which would pave the way for their total



NR/ed AIC. 1/44/V, 14
14-15

(Mr. Taylhardat, Vunozuela)

eiimination and attainment of the final objective, general and complete

disarmament. The world is followrng with interest the evolution of tho bilaseral
Boviet-United States negotiations on nuclear and space issues and trusts that they
will follow a meaningful and proauctive path, as was the gase with those relating
to intermediate-range nuclear forges. Those negotiations should also make headway
in the sphere of space weapons with the object ot diminishiny the fears arousoa by
the prospect of the development of space systems for strategic defence. The two
Powers aonaerned should intensify their ¢fforts to devise formulas that Will engure
striot respect for the Treaty on anti-baliistic missiles, while at the same timg,
within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament, effective measures are

arrived at on the prevention of an arms rage in outer space.
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The elimination of intermediate-range nuclear weapons is obviously not a magic
solution to nuglear diearmament but it is, nevertheless, an achievement whioh
should make poa#ible a3 favourable evolution in other area.8 and other diearmament
forums. This is »acrtioularly valid in an organ euoh a8 the Conference on

Diearmament, whioh ig 8o sensitive t0 the outslde olimate and the international

scene,

As regards the Conferunce on Disarmament, we would like to refer priefly to
certain aspacts of {ts work whioh we vongldet of special importange. During the
firgt part of it5 sesslon thre year, it8 WOrk was seriously affected by the
disquiet caused by the failure of the [eykjavik summit meeting. With the exception
of the progress that had been ¢ongsolidated over the past year in the negotiatione
on ohemioal weapons, the first three month5 of this year were marked by & lack of
nobility which waa fruetrating for the Cnnference on Disarmament. Dur ing the
second part of the pession we began to perceive the beneficial effect in the
coustructive change whloh was being observed in the relations between the two
super-Powers.

In the area of chemical weapons the two main military Powers have been
demonstrating a political will which ha5 enabled them to OvVeLgoOm@ many of tho
difficulties that hed heretofore existed, and that had been thwartiny the
negotiations. Although there are difficult and delicate questions to be solved, |
think it 8iiould be recoyniaed that mejor proytess has been made and it would appear

also that in this area the super-Powers wish to attain concrete results in the more

or lees short term.

Without doubt one of the moat important aspects in the ongoing negotiations 18
that of ver if ioation. We recognize that the instrument to be concluded MPugt
contain effective provisions to guarantee it5 effectivaness and to prevent. brzaches

and violations. The acceptance of the ¢oncept of on-challenge inspection is an
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important 8tep in this direvtion. Nevectheleso, we have the impression that
because we eeek perfection in the matter of veritication  we ace moving towacdn the
aceation Qf an unneceasarily unwieldy and ©O8tlY etcuatuco. Mention has already
been made of the establishment of an international body for the prohibition of
ohemioal weapons as an internationally independent iegal entity which would bu
aharyed with the taek of ensuriny verification end compliance with the convention.
Those of us in the developing wurld, who already have serious difficulties in
meeting out finanoial obligations to the existiny international bouleg should view
thie, ok any other Buch idea, with groat caution. A gonvention on the prohibition
of ochemical weapong, to be effective, should nave universal participation, but if,
in order to become a party to that convention it is necesgary to bu a member of an
international organisation with the ensuing financial implications, the moat
probable result ir that the objeotive of universality would be very difficult to
attain. If the oreation of such an organisation were to be inevitablo, it would be
necessary to ensure that the gtructure should be simple and to establish an
equitable system for tho distribution of tho tinancial burden that would take into
account the situation of those countciou that, like mine, do not have ohemical
Weapons and have no intention ©f aoquiring them . and whose A¢cesBion to the
convention would be more symbolic than anything else., as g gusture in support ot
international efforts to bciny about the abolition Of these abominable instruments
of war.

No progress has boon made at all this year on the ayenua items concerning
nuclear disarmament.

Efforts to ban nuclear testing are gtill bogged down as a result ol the
position taken by ONO of the main nuclear Powers. which looks on this objective as
a kind of long-term pcojoct, go that this can be contemplated only when that

country and its allies do not have any further need to base their own concepts ot
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security on the controversial doctrine of nuclear deterrents. N accordance ith
this position, the prohibition of nuoleai testing, which ahould he a fire.

towards nuclear disarmament, would become the la8t atep in that process, to be
arrived at only after achievement of the total elimination @F nuclear weapons.
Only then, according to this viewpoint, could we begin negotiating a limitation on
teate 88 a Btep towarde eventual total prohibition.

Faced with this prospeot, we attach great importance to the agresment reached
between the Soviet Union and the United stateus that negotiations would begin before

1 December thia year with a view to the limitation, and finally the banning of
nuclear tests. We tuat that these negotiations will open up the way, within the

Conference on Disarmament, fOr the resumption of negotiationa ON a comprehensive

teat-ban treaty.

Our position concerning this question i8 clear and firm. Venezuela conaidara
that the banning of nuclear tests is a maaaure that should receive the highest
priority. 1t is necessary, therefore, to 8tdLt as soon as poaaibla substantive
multilateral negotiations for the preparation of a comprehensive treaty completely
banning all nuclear testg of all types in all environmenta gnd for all time ag the
moat €effective means of putting an end to the development of more sophisticated
nualear weapons and new typee of such weapons, and others that ate Deing devised to
become a part Of strategic defence ayatema. We have maintained this position
within the conference and we think it useful tO reiterate it here. we grust that
once again thia year the Aaaembly Will unequivocally expreaa the feelings of the
international community and Will give tne conterence ON Disarimament the guidelines
that will enable it at last to break out Of the stalemate in which 3t has been
locked for more than seven years now.

With regard to the items on the agenda of the Conference concerning cegsation

of a nuclear-arms race and the prevention of nuclear war, it is regrettable that
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yet again it has been impossible to make progress in the substantive consideration
of these issues. We are happy, however, that informal meetings have taken place on
the substanoe of the aubjeoc of nuolear disarmament, and that the discussions
during those meetings have benefited from the initiative taken by the Chairman of
the Conferenoe for the month of June to prepare a ligt Of questions to give the
debate a more gtrugtured charaoter than in the past.

Nualear weapons are the mMOSt serious danger t0 mankind beaauee they are a real
and Qermanent threat to life on the planet and to c¢ivilization. 'Joday it has been
alaarly ehown that the possession of nuclear weapons does not help strengthen the
seourity Of states that have them, but rather makes them more vulnerable and leads
them to accelerate the technological competition which fuely the nualear-arms race
and lncreases mutual mistrust.

This year, the Conference on Disarmament received from the delegations of the
Soviet Union and the United States more abundant information about the progress of
their bilateral negotiations. We consider this fact very important, It
oonetitutes recognition Of the Conference on Disarmament as the sole, multilateral
negotiating forum and of the close link that all negotiations, including bilateral
negotiations, should maintain with it. We hope that this flow of information will
continue on a regular basis within a structured and institutionalized sy:tem.

The most effective way to prevent the danger Of a nuclear war continues to be
the total elimination Of nuclear stockpiles. Nuclear weapons cannot be considered
as instruments of war. They are, in actual fact, genuine instruments of genocide.
Their use, as has been reiterated on many occasions, would constitute a crime
against mankind. The leaders of the main nuclear Powers have recognized that a
nuclear war cannot be won by any country and that, therefore, it should not be

waged.
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On the basis of this fact, the nuolear Powers should undertake, through a binding
international instrument, the aommitment not to resort to the threat or the use of
nuclear weapons. A commitment of that kind, in times whioh are gondueive to the
fevourable oonalusion of negotiations on the elimination of intermediate nualear
forces, would help tO consolidate & climate ot confidence and Qave the way to the
attainment Of concrete results in other areas of nuclear disarmament, particularly
that Of strategic! nualear weapons.

In the area of the prevention of an arms rage in outer space, athough no
spectacular results have been tecorded, it must be admitted that some progress in
the right direction has been made. The consideration and examination of the
existing legal order governing outer space has led to the conelusion that that
Order is insufficient and that it must therefore be consolidated and strengthened
in order to improve its effectiveness.

The discussions in the Conference On Disarmament have enabled us to make
progress in delimiting the scope of the subjeat of preventing an arms race in outer
space. There is a convergent opinion that Qreventing an arms gage in outer gpace
does not mean demilitarizing space. Space has already been considexably
militarized. It is considered that 75 per cent of space objects are carrying out
military missions. Many Of them have at the same time funations which are useful
from the e¢ivilian point of view. The other 25 get cent Of spaae objects, which are
of a civilian character could also easily carry out military activities. This very
morning the press informs us that photographs taken by a private satellite seem to
reveal congtruction work on & laser station in the Soviet Union which may be
designed to serve as part of a space-weapon system. |If that is not true, perhaps
the Government of the Soviet Union might invite members of the Conference On
Disarmament to visit the site in order to dispel any speculation. That would be a

further tangible demonstration of that country’s peliey of _glasnost.
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This duality of epaoe weapons makes it amoet impoeeible to try to
demilitarize epase. We think, therefore, that the taek of preventing an armg race
in outer gpace should be directed towards preventing any outer-sgace degloyment of
weapons per 8@, and more specifically thoee weapons whose deployment pas not yet
been expressly banned by international treaties now in effect » that is to say,
8page weapons.

Ae this is a new category Of weapens, totally different from other weapons, we
think that a first task ehould be to elaborate a precise definition of spacs
weapons. That would give us a better delimitation of the oojsct of negotiations in
the Conference on Diearmament.

During the discussions in tne Confbrenae on Disarmament we have highlighted
the faat that the main legal instrument relating to epaae = that is, the 1967
Treaty = contains a partial prohibition on the placing of weapons in space, since
artiole IV expressly establishes the prohibition on the plaoing in orbit around the
earth of objects carrying nuolear weapons or 2ny othsr type of weapons of nass
deetruation and of deploying euoh weapone in any form on celestial bodies or in
outer space. The outer-apace Treaty doee net mention other cat~gories Of weapons
that aould be deployed in gpace. The ARM Treaty is a good supplement to the
outer-gpace Treaty in eetabliehing proviaionn relating to certain types Of weapons
whioh would fall into the aategory of space weapons. That Treaty is, however, of a
bilateral nature and is therefore, as we know, gsubject to controversy with regard
to the interpretation of some of ite provisions.

It 18 =leusr, therefore, that the internacional legal order does contain a
major juridical void which must be filled as soon as possible if we wish
effectively to prevent the arms race movirg into space.

In the past, varioue intereating proposals for attaining that objective have

been made. Ltxamples are the draft treaty banniny the use of force in outer space
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and from gpage againet the Earth, proposed by the 8aviet Union, and the draft
additional protocol to the space Treaty, proposed by Italy. Ip the cConference on
Diearmament we have raised the idea that ag the space Treaty aready establishes a
partial prohibition on the placing of weapons in outer space, a step towards the
Qrevention of an arms race in outer space could ooneiet in transforming that
instrument into a treaty totally prohibiting the placing of weapons in space. Fot
that it would gyffice to introduoe an amendment Qursuant to the simple procedure
for that purpose envisaged in the Treaty,

A similar initiative in relation to the partial test-brn Treaty is before the
Assembly NOw = and has been for some time = for consideration. The resolution,
recommending the parties to adopt practical meaeuree to convene a conference to
oonsider amendments designed to convert the partial teat-ban Treaty into a
comprehensive treaty, was adopted laet year by 100 votes to 3, with 25
abatentions, We believe that an armé race in outer epace can be prevented only by
a general and complete prohibition of the deployment of epace weapons, that term
being understood to mean any weapons designed to operate in space from space
towards the Earth or from the Earth towards space. That, in our view, is the taek
whioh the Conference on Disarmament hae before it and towards which it must direct
its efforte.

Referring once again to the work of the Conferenoe on pigarmament as a whole,
we agree with the many speakers who have expressed concern at the fact that the
results so far attained are not very satisfactory. That does not mean, however,
that the Conference as such, because of itS nature, its form or its present
composition, iS inadequate. The lack of results in the activities of the
Conference is not due to intrinsic factors. As we have said before, the Conference

is very sensitive to the international climate, particularly the atmoephere
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prevailing in relations between the two main nuclear Powers. When those relations
are subject to tension it is hopeless to think that substantial headway can be made
in disarmament negotiations, whether bilateral or multilateral. Therefore it
cannot pe hoped that in the tenee atmosphere which phag prevailed until recently in
East-West relation.8 the Conference could have achieved results on any of the items
before it for gonsid: ration,

Wow that there is the beginning of a construetive and harmonious climate in
relations between the two super-Powers end there agems to be a genuine will to
overcome obstacles and facilitate the attainment of results in tne field of
disarmament, it ehould be possible also to undertake eubetantive work in the
Conference on Disarmament oriented towards tne elaboration of concrete meazuree
concerning the various items on the Conference's agenda. We hope that during next
year's gesasion of the Conference its work will indeed benefit from the signs of
political Will that we have geen in bilateral Soviet-United States negotiations.
The beet contribution that could be made towards improving the etfectiveness and
productivity of the Conference consists precisely in facilitating the progreee of
its work by making efforts to overcome the artificial obstacles which frequently

hinder its activities.
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Another important eonteibution would be to strengthen « with the euppcrt of
al siates, both members and non-members of the Conference = the general
negotiating mandate which it has been given, by recognising that al its work is
part of the same negotiating process, the sole purpose of which is to identify and
concert concrete measures of disarmament.

It is necessary to strengthen the role of the Conference, the sole
multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament, and to guide its activity towards
the effective implementation of the Programme of Action contained in the Final
Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament.

We are not considering, as some have suggested, the revision of the Final
Document Of the first gpecial session devoted to disarmament. That Document, which
many Of us consider tu be the "pisarmament Bible" , continues to have full effect.
It is still valid. 1t has the invaluable merit Of being an instrument adopted by
consensus.  To try to revise it could lead to weakening it, whereas cur aim must
rather »e to strengthen the efforts to achieve fully its objectives.

This, in cur view, is the fundamental task of the third specia gession Of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It is to this end that we shall direct
our participation in the Preparatory Committee, as well as in the special session
itself.

Mr. PAWLAK (Poland) i Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to convey my delegation's
and my own personal condolences to the United Kingdom delegatioa on the untimely
passing of Ambassador Cromartie, a well-known and respected personality in the
field of disarmament efforts. His important contribution to the preparation of the
draft convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons has been widely recognized

and pr ized.
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Mr. Chairman, as this is the first time | am speaking in this Committee, allow
me to offer you my eincere felicitations and beat wishes or your election to this
high office. My congratulation6 go also to other officers of the Committee.

In my statement today | wish to focus the Committee’s attention on matters
which have for years been on the disarmament agenda and in which the international
community is ehowing increasing interest.

Poland, like many other countries, welcome8 with satisfaction the obvious
progreas towards the prohibition of chemical weapons made during this year at the
Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. We are however deeply convinced that much
more could have been achieved. We reyret, for instance, that the proposal by the
Soviet Union to hold an additional session of the Conference devoted exclusively to
the drafting of the convention was not supported by the Western delegations. xven
the modest period of intersessional work of the Ad Hoc Committee this fall was not
acceptable to some States. These are facts tnat should not be forgotten in the
aaseesment of the results of the Ad_iioc Committee’s work. They should also be
taken into account in the preparations for the Committee’s session next year and in
the elaboration of its mandate.

The Conference on Disarmament is fully independent ln the shayiny of the
mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee, but the General Assembly has the right and the
responsibility to urge the Conference to improve that mandate with a view to
speeding up the process of negotiation. The time has come to do so in a convincing
way. The mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee for its 1988 session could include an
obligation to complete the text of a draft ayreement so as to enable the Conference
on Disarmament ‘o present the draft convention to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session. There is an adequate basis for the achievement of this yoal.
The existing draft o1 the convention 1s to a yreat extent written in treaty

lanyuager this language has to be developed and improved.
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At the current staye 0of negotiations it is of the utmost importance to
maintain a favourable political climate for the convention on chemical weapans.
There is also a danger of the proliferation of these weapons. Having this in mind,
the General Assembly should urge States not to take any action that might
complicate or in any other way delay the preparation of the draft convention. My
delegation considers such ¢ move necessary because of the emerging danger of a new
generation of chemical weapons.

We are firmly convirrcad that States preparing for the produgtion of binary
chemical weapons should reconsider their positiuns. The manufacture of these
deadl; weapons cannot be regarded as anything nut detrimental to the negotiating
process of the Conference on Disarmament, to overall disarmament negotiations, and
to international peace and security.

The production and stockpiling of binary weapons are much safer and easier =
provided, of course, that the necessary technology is available = than the
production and stockpiling of traditional chemical weapons ana, at the same time,
much more difficult to control and verify. Such features could easily provide
incentives to non-chemical-weapon states to acquire binary weapons and this could
lead to the unchecked proliferation of chemical weapons and to the increased
possibility of their use, even in minor local conflicts.

At the final stage of the negotiations the importance of confidence-building
measures has increased dramatically. The Soviet Union’s demonstration of standard
chemical munitions and of the mobile destruction facilities at Shikhany is a ¢good
example of the kind of action that is necessdty. On the other hand, the convention
itself could provide a significant contribution to the building confidence, in
particular in the military field, and would set an example of means to tind

solutions to the complex problems of disarmament.
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It would alao surve as clear confirmation of the viability of a multilateral
approach to disarmament and would greatly enhance the position of the Conferenge on
Diearmament, whiah beats the major responsibility for negotiations on disarmament.

We have noticed gome encouraging 8igns here in the Committee, which could
aontribute to the effectiveness Of a futur: amical-weapona ban, such as the
United Btatee proposal to develop further technical guidelines end ptocedures for
the investigation of allegatione of the use of chemical and biological weapons. we
look forward to a more detailed elaboration of thig subject by the United States.
But to be truly effective, the future conventiun on a chemical-weapons ban must,
first of all, be universal. It would be helpful to know in advanoe how many States
possess chemical weapons and whether they are ready 10 subsoribe to the convention.

Poland, for its Qart, is not ii chemical-weapons State. We do not produce,
possess or intend to aoguire ahemioal weapons. Wwe are doing our beet to contribute
to the speedy finalization of the convention and will bo ready to gubscribe to 1

from the Vvery beginning.
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Prevention of an arme rage in outer space remains one of the mo&t urgent
questions on the world diearmament agenda. Its importance comes not only from the
need to prevent a new ephere of gompetition in weaponry but also from the fact that
failure to find a solution to this problem could effectively frustrate efforts in
other fields Of arme gontrol and diearmament and introduce an unpraoedented degree
of unoertainty and unpredictability into the stable relationship between East and
west.

For 30 years mankind hae refrained from deploying weapon8 in epaoe, even
though the achievements of the spage age have been ueed for military purposes.
With the proepeat of the strategic Defenee Initiative , however, we are approaching
a qualitativdly new gtage in which diverse effects of tho militarisation of outer
opace, as desoribed in the study by the United Nations Disarmament Research
Ingtitute (UNIDIR) , aould promptly materialize.

But the Btrategia Defenee Initiative programme’s harmful effects on
diearmament efforts are evident even prior to the final decision on whether or not
the initiative as a whole ig feasible) these are not limited to the political
sphere. Partial technologies and various spin-offs are fueling the creation of new
weapons and the improvement of existing ones, thue tending to epeed up the arms
race.

Thie eituation requires urgent action both by the General assembly and by the
Conferenoe on Disarmament. The taek assigned by the General Aeeembly to the
Conference on Diearmament ig unequivocal: the Conference was expected to answer
the question how the danger of an armg race in outer apace can be averted end to

work out the instrument or inetrumente necessary for its prevention,
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with that in mind, let us take a sober look at the work of the Conferenoce in
this field. There 18 no doubt that the Conferenae has behind it muoh serious,
though eometimee gontroversial, discussion and three years of oonarete work by the
Ad Hoo committee on the Conference’s agenda item 5, "Preventi.n of an arms race in
outer gpace". Many issues have been explained and new ideas have boen
accumulated, In our opinion, thig hae not been a futile exercise. The Conf erence
today hae a far olearer Qiature Of the problem and a deeper understanding of the
ways to resolve {t = and the diffiaultiee oonneutad with 4t8 resolution.
Unfortunately, no oonarete work towards Qceventing an acme rage in outer gpace hae
been undertaken,

It 18 Poland's etcong conviotion that necessary premises end conditions for
euoh gonorete, goal-oriented work have been coreated and that gsuch work ehould be
urgently undertaken by the Geneva Conferenoe. A number of valuable eugyeetione for
both comp:ehenaive and partial acrangemente for the Qrevention Of an arme Caoe in
Outer space have been presented to the Confecenoe. Poland 18 open to any
conetcuotive solution in this field, although our preference is oclearly in the
diveation o f comprehensive agreements. That is why we express ou. strong support
for the ideas cortained in the Soviet draft texts on the Qrohibition of the
stationing of weapons of any kind in outer gpace and on the prohibition of the use
of force in outer 8pac@ and from Bpace against the Earth. we noted also with
attention and interest the idea of widening the mope of exietiny agreements, in
Qactioular the 1967 outer-space Treaty.

Vacioue proposals for Qactial solutions have been presented. In Qacticulac,
there seems to be increased undecetandiny of the idea of an agreement on the

immunity of artificial satellites, combined with & bon on anti-eatellite weapons.
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An outline of the basic provisions of euwh an agreement wae submitted to the
Confecenoe by the German Demooratic Republic and Mongolia. 8uch an agreement would
be an important step in the creation of a comprehensive legal régime for the
peaceful use of outer space. 1t would also intcoduae an important element of
confidence and could establish the basis for necessary co-operation in cases of
satellite collicion, at a time when the risk of such collicions {8 constantly
increasing because of oontinued tegts and growing epaoe traffic.

The work of the Conference hae not only led to ideas for possable
international agreements but also has helped to outline crucial elements of 8uch
agreements. This applies in pactioulac to the problem of verification. The Soviet
idea of an international inepeatocate ig the most valuable contribution to the
practical solution of this problem. Poland welcomes that bold and far-reaching new
proposal. We sincerely hope it will be the subject of eecioue discussion at the
Geneva Conference and a key element of a future agreement or agreements on the
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Our knowledge of remote-seneing techniques has been enhanced by the Canadian
ceeeacch programme PAXSAT.

The progress made in the discussion of problems concerning the verification of
agreements to prevent an arme race in outer space is the beet proof that
possibilities exist for taking concrete action towards drafting such an agreement
Or agreements.

What is necusgaty is the redirection ot the efforts of the Conference on
Disarmament ftrom general discussion to concrete end goal-oriented work. The
General Assembly should cleatly state that thu Conference is expected to

concentrate its eftorts on the mailn task entrusted to ity the elaboration of an
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agreement or agreemente preventing an arm8 race in outer space in all itg aspects
and guaranteeing that outer epaae will be usea exclusively for peaceful purposes,

Aswe try to establish new forma, we need to make further efforta to preserve
and etrengthen the existing legal régime applicable to outer Bpace. What ig
required first of all is good-faith interpretation of accepted obligations in both
bilateral and multilateral agreements.

This applies in particular to the bilateral Soviet-United States
anti-ballistic-misaile Treaty of 1972. 8triet adherenoe to that agreement is today
an indispensable condition for any euooeesful work in the field of preventing an
arms raoce in outer B8pace and halting the AIME race on Earth. The basie philosophy
behind that Treaty = that the arsenal of offensive nuolear missiles ¢an be
sucoeeefully limited only if anti-migsile eyetemo ate strictly constrained =
continues be entirely valid. The existing acme-oontrol régime could not aurvive
the collapse of that orucial Treaty. Despite thig, threate to the ABM Treaty
exist. They include the possibility of ite abrogation Or reinterpretation, in
violation Of its spirit and intent.

That is why Poland fully supports the soviet proposal that this crucial and
open-ended agreement ehould be reaffirmed and 8trengthened, inter alia, through a
commitment by the parties not to withdraw from it within a certain period Of time
and through the eetabliehment Of a clear understanding on prohibited and Qermitted
activities within the framework of the Treaty. This would be an important

aonfidence-building measure.
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Attachment to and compliance with the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Uge of Outer Space, including the Moon
and other Celestial Bodies of 1967 should imply full respect £~e all obligations
and principle8 establiehod by that Treaty, They include, inter alia, reoognition
of the common interest of all mankind in exploration and the use of outer space for
peaceful purpose8 as well a8 the obligation to explore and use outer space for the
benefit and in the interest of all countries and of the maintenanoe of
international peace and security and the promotion of international c-operation
and understanding. Poland is firmly convinced that the introduction of weapons
into outer space, objected to by 80 many States party to thig Treaty, would mean
violating these general but clearly established legal obligations.

| have been daborating on two items oOf our agenda. It i{s, however, the clear
understanding of my delegation that diearmament, as a means Of achieving a secure
world, is indiviaible and ghould be dealt with in a comprehensive manner. In
concentrating our attention on the most technolojically advanced, the moat lethal
and hence the most transparent kinda of arm = whether already deployed or still
locked up in laboratories ® we must not forget that new technology 18 also used in
the modernization of conventional weapons.

The yap between arms of mass destruction and conventlcnal arms with regard to
their respective death-inflicting capabilities has already been significantly
reduced, That is why so much attention has been devoted to conventional
disarmament in the "Jaruzelski plan”. ©The memorandum of the Government of the
Polish People’'s Republic on decreasing armaments and increasing confidence in
Central Europe, which is contained in document A/42/413, reads as follower

"The plan envisages .
“The gradual withdrawal and/or reduction of specified, mutually agreed

kinds and quantitites of conventional weapons. The first to be considered
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should be weapons of the greatast destructive power and accuracy, Which could
be employed in offensive operations including surprise attacka: for example,
strike alroraft, tanks, armed helicopters and long-range artillery, including
rocket artillery. An exahange of the lists of weapons considered by each
State to be partiocularly threateninrjy and offensive might prove helpful.”

(A/42/413, para. 2)

There are more urgent and leas urgent questions coucerning disarwmamenw. nut
there are not more important or less important Qneg since, in every case, when
dealing with disarmament we are dealing with human life. we must remember that,

Mr. FRANCO (Panama) (interpretation from S8panish) : Mr. Chairman, at the
outset | wish to express the satisfaction ot the delegation of Panama that a son of
the African oontinent should be presiding over our work this year. | am sure that
your broad diplomatic experience and your Ear-reaching Knowledge of the aubjecte
our Committee is considering will guarantee excellent results for our work.

To preserve present and future generations from the scourge of war is, in
keeping with the United Nations Charter, the highest objective of end the
justification for the existence of the international Urganization. Consequently,
the elimination of the threat of a world war, particularly a nuclear war, is the
most essential and urgent task before the oOrganization,

As the General Assembly’s deliberative body on matters of disarmament, it
falls to the Committee each year to gonsider tne situation regarding internations!
peace and security and therefore, as proposed in the Final Document, to concentrate
on 411 matters pertaining to disarnament.

The year that has passed since our last session has been rich in events
pertaining to disarmament and arms ¢ontrol. Some yf these events have widened the
path of hope, and othets remind ug that We cannot postpone tinding a solution to

the problems that continue to disturb tne world,
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In the first category of events = those furthering the diearmament process =
pride of place must yo O recent developments in bilateral Soviet-United States
negotiations on nuclear and 8pace weapons, pa:tioula:ly thoge on the conclusion of
an agreement on the elimination of short- and medium-range missiles.

That flrst step, althouyh quantitatively limited ginoe it affects only gome
5 per cent of the nuclear arsenals of both guper-Powers, is o f historic importance,
for it is the first step towards gohievement of the international community's
highest priority, nuclear disarmament.

My delegation shares the opinion that the imminent agreement on the
elimination of two categories of nuclear weapons will have a major impact if its
attainment is interpreted as a sincere change in the values and psychology that
guide the conduct of the leading ¢ir¢les of tne main nuclear Powers.

Real headway towards a world in which war {8 no longer the way in which
international disputes are solved and in which force or threat of j{t§ use ceases to
exist will be made when there is a change in the mentality of today's statesmen and
when security is asserted through neither the accumulation of weapons nor the
precarious balance of strategic stability but rather through application of the
collective security system envisaged in tne Charter,

states and their leaders should underetand that the maintenance of Wo. 4 peace
and security cannot continue t0 depend on the number, quantity and degree Of
sophistication of weapons systems, or to be based on doctrines that feed on fear or
on the threat of nuclear annibilation.

To achieve a more stable and gecure world in which the risk of the uge of

force has decreased. it is necessary tO reverse the prevailing trends and to eeek
the demilitarization Of international political relations. There i8 no more

effective means of achieving this end than significantly reducing the volume of

armament8 and military facilities and unswetvingly seeking disarinament.
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The etatement by the leaders of the two MOSt heavily armed natione in the
world that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought is a first etep
towards recognition of the need for such a change of direction. This one
statement, unthinkable to many just a few years ago, ehowe that our efforts to
create international awareneee of the need for disarmament, particularly nuclear
disarmament, not only has not been in vain, but has even penetrated tne structure8
of the military eetabliehmente of the main nuclear Powers.

The world today has before 4t important propoeale for the complete elimination
of nuclear weapons, proposals with fixed deadlines. Theee are initiatives that my
delegation welcomes and supports, but they demand the neceaeary political will on
the part of all the nuc.ear Powers and the active support of the whole
international  community.

It is well known that reaching agreement on intermediate-range nuclear weapone
will have real significance for international security only if it i8 gart of a
coherent and comprehensive diearmament programme,

It is to be hoped that that achievement will not only stimulate and accelerate
progreee in the talks on strategic nuclear weapons and on space matters, now being
held in Geneva, but will promote the strengthening of confidence and the beginning
of a sustained process of detente.

At the same time, there must be an intensification of the efforts to bring
about a balanced reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons, with a view to
promoting the security of all states at a lower level of armaments, with an
intensification oOf the work at the Conference on Disarmament to produce a
convention for the prohibition of chemical weapons and an increase in all the
efforts, both bilateral and multilateral, to eolve regional conflicts that threaten

international peace and security.
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That is a task in which all nations have an overriding interest and thwrefore
have the duty and the right to participate actively. Consequently, aongaide the
bilateral efforte there must be a strengthening of the multilateral astivities and
negotiations.

In that connection, My delegation views with dismay the fact that, with the
exception of the progreas made on chemical weapone, the Conference on Disarmament
has once again found it impossible to make substantive proyress in shouldering the
responsibilities entrusted to it as the gole multilateral diearmament negotiating
body, in contravention of the clear manaate given it by the General Assembly.

The Conference has once again been unable to reach a coneeneue on its mandate

to establish an ad hoc committee On the first item on its agenda, entitled

“Nuclear-test ban”, as well as on the gecend and third agenda items.

However, the moat worrying matter is that the Conference ha8 not only shown
constant immobility in diecharging its mandates, but in some cases, such as the
comprehecaive programme of disarmament, has markedly gone backward8 in ite work.
The detailed and enlightening account of this matter given by Ambassador
Alfoneo Garsia Robles of Mexico in his statement at the beginning of our genera
debate testifies not only to the inconsistencies and abrupt turns in the behaviour
of certain nuclear Powars bearing the main responsibility in those areas, but alsc
to lack of respect for decisions and mandutes of the General Aeeembly.

In my delegation’s view, al diearmament measures = whether global, regiona,
subregional or national = contribute to the creation of conditions favouring
disarmament and international peace and security. For that reason we noted with

pleasure the significant progress made in the European region since the successful

conclusion oOf the Stockholm Conference on Security- and Contidence-buildiny



JP/at A/C.1/42/PV, 18
43~45

(Mr, Franco, Panama)

Measures and Diearmament in Europe. The resulting agreement, in the aahievement of
which 35 European 8tates with different economic and social systems participated,
is a prailseworthy example that should be taken into consideration in the
formulating of political eolutione to the tensions afflicting other regions,

We are optimistic that that significant step towards bulading and furthering
confidence in that over-armed region will help give a new impetus to the talks on
mutual and balanced f£orce reduotione in Central Europe, which have been going on
for nearly 15 years in Vienna. At the same time, it offers a good climate foc the
talks on a mandate for gonventional stability, which began in February this year in
the Austrian capital with the aim of eeeking reductions of gonventional weapons in
Europe from the Atlantio to the Urals.

Panama, which has played an active part in the peace efforts of the Contadoca
Group for a political, regional sevlution to the Central American eonilict,
underatande the magnitude of the task facing other geographical regtone and the
risks and the attacks confronted by their leadexs. A8 tne Foreign Minister of
Panama, Mr. Jorge Abadia Ar ias, told the General Assemblys

“We have had to pay a high price fur our perseverance and insistence On
achieving a Latin American solution to this Latin American problem. Aswe
overcame the obstaclea one by one, obetaclee created or fostered to a iarge
extent by eectoce Of the United States Govermment, and as prospects of peace
began t0 merge more clearly, pressures mounted on the Panamanian Gove.nment to
leave the Contadora group and to withdraw 4its support for the cause of peace

in the region.” (A/42/PV.19, P. 66)
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My country, along with the concert of nations, welaomee the agreements reached
in the region that has guffered so iwuch = Esguipulas ||, the Uuatemala agreement =
and shares in the rejoicing of all the people of Central America, It oan finally
be said that their right to iive in peace and to ouild their own destiny is now

within reach. This progress hae cost many sacrifices, both intellectual and

political.

It i= a secrev tc no one that the United statas sees the Panama Cana ae a
geopolitically and strategically central ooneideration with regard to the So-called
Central American conflict, Nor g it a gectet that Unite. itates military circles
have expressed epeoial interest in keeping the facilities that my country granted
them = for a set period that is about to end « for the gole and exclusive purpose
of defenaing the Canal.

That special intqcest was expressed in the mandate that the United Htates
Congress recommended to the President of the United States in Pubiic Law 96=701

¥ ... the beet interests of the United gtates required that the president enter

into negotiations with the Republic of Panama for the purpose of arranging for

the stationing of United 8tates military forces, after the termination Of the

Panama Canal Treaty on 1977 . . . and for the maintenance of installations and

facilities, after the termination of such Treaty”.

That is the origin of a whole series Of actions designed to bend the will of
our people and Government to .move ahead -ith the calendar of decolonization
established in the Panama Canal Treaties of 1977. Senior officials of my country
have on many occasions denounced the conspiracy to hinder implementation of those
Treaties and the handing over of the Canal to full Panamanian control within 12
years and the eimultaneoue scheduiing of the end of the military presence in our

territory.
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Addressing the General Adsembly on behalf of the Government of Panama, our
Minister of Foreign Affairs denounced the faot that prominent members
“and representativeas of the Unitud States military eetabliehment have said,
with an inaistence that is significant, that the problem of tho military
presence, which will end In twelve years with the ooming into effeot of the
1977 Panama CanAal Tieatles, reguires that the United States Government make
dacisions and take gotlons that must be begun at the latest in 1989 - that 18,
within 15 months."
My Minister of Foreign Affairs further 8tated that, for some years now,
"with growing frequenay and at tha higheet level , @8 time yoeo by, civilian
and military officiale of the United Htates have been saying that the approach
of the date eet for the final implementation of the Canal 'Treaties aaxd the end
of the united States military presence in Panama 18 a problem demanding

immediate attention.” (A/42/PV.19, p. €8)

My Government, reflecting Public opinion in &y country, has on many occagions
expressed its resolute political will to fulfil the provisions of the
aforementioned instruments. This firm position has met with a ¢lumgy campaign of
smear and destabilization aimed &t t}@ constitutional Panamanian authorities. That
campaign has caused disyuiet in many national eectore, end also threatens national
security and peaceful coexistence. WLth the same rectitude and probity that
govern6 its jnternational conduct in meeting its comaitinents, my country requires
firm respegt for treatieo that are entered into with it., Obligations freely
entered Into by States are not clay to be moulded a8 one fanclies but marbl. for

they perpetuate the will of the peopla.
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Mr. MBISZLER (Hungary) 1 | should like tw convey the aondolenoee of my
delegation to the British delegation, The untimely death ©f Ambaeeadoc
lan Cromartie ehooked ug. The memory of his intelligent, charming and always
friendly figure will remain with ys, We aek the United Kingdom delegation to
convey our gondolenucs to its Government and to the family.

| should like to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on your &acgession to your
ragponsible poet. | also congratulate the othier members of the Bureau.

Our disarmament philosophy is based on the need to assesr past development8
and the present situation diapassionately, trying to avoid both the “hurrah”
optimism and unwarranted scepticism. Therefore, we deem it advisable to approach
the whole complex of disarmament issues with realistic expectation8 rather than
dreams and to observe and analyse ONQgoOiNg processes Mmatter-of-factly = or, to put
it quite simply, to take realities into aveount.

Viewing the situation from such an angle, 1 can eay with conviction that this
year the First Committee is working under much more favourable conditions than in
the- past. There are several reasons.

First, | would mention a process that is ueveloping on the basis Of an
initiative taken last yeari both the disarmament communit,; and, in a wider sense,
political public opinion, are about to be enyaged in a discussion on the
raigon d'8tre of the policy of nuclear deterrence Vie-i-vie the establishment of a
comprehensive ayetem of international security capable of effectively replacing
it. | refer to this result in the first place because the course taken by the
debate and the making of a choice may hg decisive in the entire guestion of the

acme build-up and disarmament.
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As ig known, there are views that suggest that nuclear deterrence has for the
last four decades been, and oontinues to be, inecrumental in Qreventing a
world-wide confrontation., without subscribing to or questicning the correctnesse of
this oontention, I Peel it i indisputable that detetrence, if viewed ug @
guarantee, {8 a guarantee of the era of total lagk of oonfidenoe, with all the
negative ooneequenoer that that entails. A poligy of deterrence based on total
distrust ipso facto results in an armé race Wwhich, growing into a self-inducing
process, leads to the emergence of enormous and sophisticated military arsenals

giving rilBa, in turn, to ever-Lnoreaeing distrust. The wall-known vicious e¢irel

is there.



PKB/tg A/C. 1/54 2/PV.18
1

(Mr, Meiszter, Hungary)

Furthermore, from a teohnioa point of view, armaments greach a level of
sophistication whioh make# them = if | may put it this way = "counterproductive",
turning them into a sonrea oOf absolute uncertalnty and threat even for those 8tates
whioh po#gesas them. That is how deterrence becomes a “guarantee” whioh by itself
generates dangers, with no compelling need for presuming hostile intentions on the
part of States. A misinterpretation of action, an acoidental migsunderstanding or
an act of terrorism might be sufficient in these conditions to precipitate a
oataetroghe. This i8 why we attaoh paramount importance to the oontinuation of the
debate now under way on a comptehensive system oOf international security and to its
development in the direction of praotioal steps for the gradual establishment of
such a system.

8econdly, | would refer to the faot that in the wake of Reykjavik the two
major military Powers, moving away from the rigid postures of oonfrontation of the
previous decades, have started a dialogue seeking agreement in general and on the
military aepeoto of disarmament in particular and have euooeeded in drawing their
respective positions gloser together in several areas, an achievement which gives
encouragement also to the oontinuation of 3isatmament efforts within multilateral
frameworka.

Similarly, we regard it as a favourable development that, following the
notable progress made in reepeot of oonfidenoe-building measures, a certain kind of
institutional oontaot is being established between the two military-political
alliances, with a view not only to the further development of the said
confidence-building measures but also to dealing with comprehensive disarmament
questions. | ehal return to a special aspect of this at a later stage.

It is aleso a favourable development that the Geneva Conference on pigarwmamen*

has made notable progress this year in the process Of elaborating a treaty text on
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the comprehensive prohibition of ohemical weapons, weapons extremely dangerous both
baecause nf their indisvriminate effects and because of their oharaoter u8 weapons
of mass deetruotion.

Laetly, but not laet in order of importance, I wieh to refer to the agreement
in principle on medium-range and shorter-range nualear missiles and to deal more
extensively with the consequences it entails or may entail.

A oursory glance at the etatements made in the Qlenary meetings of the Genera
Agsembly reveals that out Oof about 140 speakers, 115 felt it neoeeeary to refer to
the intermediate nuclear forces agreement and, apart from literally one or two
speakers, they al did so in unconditionally Qoeitive terms, the assessments
ranging through a wide spectrum from qualifying worde like "important" Or
"gignif icant", through phtases like “historic agreement” , to Statements saying that
it was the "moat important political event of thie decade". Rather than add tn
attributive.9 full of praise, 1 wieh merely to Qoint out that the agreement in
principle on intermediate nuclear forces, once it takes effeot, will be the first
real joint reduction of one part of the exieting nuclear arsenals instead Of a
partial limit and control on their extension, as earlier. | would add that the
agreement in principle, if duly concluded in treaty form, will open for the first
time the possibility of teeting on a real scale how the destruction of armg can be
effectuated and how an elaborate verification system works. Detailed agreement in
these two fields and Ate successful operation could have a tremendous psychological
impact on the whole process of disacmament negotiations.

This is why my delegation attaches great importance to the agreement in
principle and is looking forward with satisfaction and hope to its implementation.
If the Chinese proverb that "even the longeet journey starts with tte first step”

holds true, it surely does in this connection. | have dwelt on this aspect so
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extensively beoauee | have observed that some referred to tho agreement in
principle with, so to say, a certain nuanced appreciation.

There were voloes of alarm, teo. Some feared that “a treaty on intermediate
nuolear foroee might be misread as a sign that peace has broken out®. Although
that {8 not the case for the moment, | wonder why eomebody ehoula be afraid of the
outbreak of peace. Furthermore, during its 0slo meeting the North Atlantio
Aeaembly warned membeis Of the allianoe that the Procesg that had begun with the
agreement On intermediate nuclear foroee o¢ould take Europe toward a triple zero,
meaning the elimination of all nuclear arms. They really meant a warning and not a
poeitive appreciation Of a possible outoome. | raise thig point not beoauoe Of the
absurd oharaoter of suoh etatemente but beocauee that kind of approach oarriee in
itself dangers which are by no meang negligibla.

It {g to be feared that behind the real worry guch statements are not about
the denuclearization of Europe but essentially about the future of certain plane
for the development Of etrategic nuclear forces, Which will be jeopardized by a
successful agreamcnt on intermediate nuclear forces and, as a postive impact
thereof, by an agreement between tho two major military Power.9 on the reduction oOf
strateglc weapons, by the imminence of such an agreement and by tne anherent
implication that it will be followed up.

It i{s another source of concern that, according to some views, implementation
of an agreement on intermediate nuclear forces will not reduce but rather will
increase the dangers for Europe, since it will leave surope, so to say, mortgaged
to the Soviet Union, which is superior in conventional forces. At the same time,
those concerned are rather Silent on the soviet proposal regarding conventional

weapons and on the Appeal issued at Budapest on 11 Juno 1986 by the States members

of the WaL 3aw Treaty Organization to the States members of the North Atlantic
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Treaty Organisation (NATO) and to all European countries fOf a Qrogramme to reduce
armed forces and conventional armaments in Butope, a Programme whioh suggest.8
possible quantitative aspeots, phases and time-limits for euoh reduotions. That
Appeal was upheld and reinforoed by the oommuniqué of the Warsaw Treaty member
States issued at Berlin on 29 May 1997, whioh reads,_expressis verbis, that the
Warsaw Treaty member 8tates,

"aware of the a8YMMetrio stcuotures of the armed forces maintained by the two

sides in Europe ..., state their preparedness to have the imbalanoe that hae

arisen in oertain elements redressed in the QOULH§ of reductions, proposing
that the side which has ar advantage over the other side make the appropriate
outbacks”.
1l do not mention at this point the Soviet side's repeated announcements of its
readiness  to discuss  disproportions.

I wanted to mention this aspect in view of the danyer that the spread of such
a mood would make a oase for filling the vacuum in the arms race OF switching
armaments {0 conventional types of weapons, whereas the development and
modernization of these Weapon8 carries great inherent dangers. hecalling the
Qlanned long-range advanoed crulse missiles with nigh-explosive non-nuclear
warheads and advanced targeting systems is sufficient tO make ue trealize the
dangers this would raise on the road to military security and the heavy burdens it
would impose on national economies.

Such a perspective causes us serious concern for several reasons. First, we
are fully aware that a switch to conventional armaments would be extremely
dangerous and would seriously impede the creation of military security, if only for
the reason that new modern systems of conventional weapons are much more likely t0O

proliferate. We need only point out that all armed conflicts of the present world
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are "conducted" with gonventional weapons. Secondly, ve are equally aware of the
nsyative effects of conventional armaments on npatlonal economieg, | am not
gpeaking about the spiralling costs of ner types and aystems of conventional
weapons or about the growing burden they glace on both developed and developing
states. That is self-evident. What are involved here are not only economic
burdene, diversion of significant regources from areas Of development and diversion
of the process Of research in a costly and economically unceasonable direction but
also a distortion of economic cateyoriee, the suppression of ooneideratione of
profitability or economic expediency, which is, after all, the only objective guide

to the operation, good or bad, of every national economy,
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It is perhaps understandable that when my ecountry is making every effort to ensure
that our national economy functions in an environment governed by objective
economic categorles it has a vegted interest in seeing the national economy freed
from the burdens an9 distorting effecte of a oonventional arms build-uyp, I am
oonvinaed that all States eager to embark on restructuring their economy = and
there are many in need of it = have the same vested interest in earmarking the
regources Of their national economy for these aims instead Of wasting them on
oonventional armaments.

These are the security, political and economic yeasons behind Hungary's will
to exert every effort to curb conventional armaments, We are ready to discuss this
issue in any forum, be it of a global character, such as the United Nations
Disarmament Commission or the Geneva Conference on Disarmament, Of regional scope,
such a@ the Vienna follow-up meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation
in Europe or on a bilateral basis with any State which is willing to be our Partner
in this endeavour. We are convinced that the full potential of the United Nations
must be utilized {n order to achieve the necessary progress in this noble
aspiration8  to reduce armed forces and conventional weapons.

Mrs. URIBE de LOZANO (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish) 1 Our

delegation also wishes to join in the words of condolence expressed to the United
Kingdom delegation at the passing of Ambaseador Cromartie.

Likewise, Mr. Chairman, through you | should like to pay a tribute to tho
African continent, to your country Zaire and in particular to you, Sir, who very
much deeerve the honour placed in you. we ehoulcl also like to congratulate other
officers of the Committee and wish them every success in their endeavours to reach
a successful conclusion to their work.

Today | shall just refer to a few itemc on our agenda. Later on we shal dea

with other atters, which are also vital issues for us.
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Our era could perhaps be qualified as the era of a oolleotive fear, the fear
of entire societies faoed with the development of political forms, faged with the
development of eaienoe and technology, and faced with the unforeseeable.

Phereforo, the problem of the man of today is that he wants a ehange and yet ho
cannot offer any assurance that what might happen would be good. He underastands
and reasons about the horror of the present threat and yet, in wanting to pacify
che rebellion against it, he 18 nevertheless perplexed. He bperceives the paradox
that his life and death are tied to the threads of an international policy that are
not in his hands to manipulate. Global and naturally abeolute interpretations of
the historical process seem to him irrational, alien to the invincible complexity
of life and to tho status of man who is, in the final analyeis, the sole
proteganist of hnistory. The decision he might take is oriented towards the future
because it enables him to glimpse the political process of the preocent-day world,
but he cannot distinguish e horizon except as that line along whieh tha giant
gtateg move with their providentia leaders and their disdainful apparatus of

int {imidation. Man theretcre seewmu to be a lilliputian and helpless in a land of
glants,

The noble ideal which inspire4 the creation of the United Nations woo to bring
togecher al those who were lovers of peace. In principle, there was agrecment on
their full equalitys; and the acceptance of coexistence and co-operation among
countries governed by different economic end social systems Seemed tO enshrine
tecoynition of on awareness Of a sort of common interest of all mankind, an
interest in peace and in orderly development. Yven the acceptance of en
exceptional privilege of veto in favour of some major Powers = against which
Colombia withhold ite vote in San Prancieco = seemed tO confirm the agburance that
the interests of the great human community would £ina formulae for harmony et a

higher level than that of pluralism. But the right of veto and the privilege
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granted LO certain aountriee to be permanent members of the 8eourity Council should
not exulude m and this was the cleuar and original thinking = tne participation of
all in maintaining peace and thersafore in disarmament, which would enable w8 to
channel appropriate resources for the dual task of reconstruction and development.
Irn Colombia *'¢ cannot oonoeive of disa:mament without the active, £irm and
vigilant particli, 'tion Of multilateral organs of diearmament, nor can we eanotion

the tendency shown in the oontfol of armaments to believe that although prevention

ol the spread of nhucleal weapons requires the broad participation of States,
control of 8trategic Soviet-Amecioan relation@ 18 on undertaking that is incumbent
upon the two super-Powers themselves, and that there should be as little
interference as possible Prom other States. We believe that it i8 up to everyone
to decide to MaKe general and complate digsarmament the firmest pugpose of
international policy) that it 18 the indispensable functlon o0f multilateral organd
of disarmament, particularly the Conference on Disarmament, 88 the negotiating

body, to 8e@ to the interests of the international community and guarantee it6

security.

The 1tems pefore the Firgt Committae of the General, Assembly at the current
session ace not completely new, nor do thiy deal with subjects that have been
exhausted ok with means that have up till now contriputed concrete solutions to the
armaments  problem.

This year, nevertheless, there ar@ facts &rd circumstances that could modify
former approaches and orient the work of the First Committee towarsds new ways of
dealing with the same problems.

It =2 very uicnificant that at & historic moment {n political and economic
turmoil, of growing danger for peace and ominoue forecasts in the financial scene,
the Luader®s of the United States of America and the Soviet Union share the vision

of A peaceful future, and practical means <£ attaining it.
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Beyond tholr ideologies, their @.-cesses snd failures, the world {s hoping

that the United States and the Soviet Union will direet their actions towards the
building of gonfidence, raising hopes and breaking down the barriers of the old
order that. prevent ti\e achievement of new aopiratione.

The world is fervently seeking a denuclearized future within a process that
will culminate in general and complete disarmament. The raesponsibility for
achieving that end is incumbent primarily on those two States that have nuclear
power.  We have been patiently waiting for more than 40 years to be freed from this
thceatt that is more than enough. It is obvious thac the world obnnot oontlnue to
be subjected to the threat of nuolebr weapona; it ig obvious algo thbt the Powera

cannot g¢ontinve to be committed to the old model of nuoleac deterrence at the pri ce

of eve:yone's safety.
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Even those who believe in the durability of the present system realise that
the development of technology does not always respeot theories conaerniny a
desirs-le tututr. They know that the auttenta of world politics are as
unpredictable as the development of techinology and that, although perhaps nuolear
stability orn be kept isolatud from political vicisuitudes and geo-strategic
competition betwesn the super-Powers and perhaps caution oould mitigate the
strategic effects oOf technological innovationO, nevurtheless what is at staka in
the question of nuolrat war and peace is too valuanle for us to permit ourselves to
seek refuge i n reassuring assumptions.

The situation of the past 20 years cannot last indefinitely, The variables of
the nuclear equation havr become so numerous, so myetetioua and se complex that the
nuolear Powers will have to accept the fact that they uannot manipulate the nuclear
conponents of world politics if they do not co-operate among themselves and if
there is no impetus to act in the common interest.

Despite the properties of atability which are attributed to the present
nuoleat peace, this oould deteriorate also beoauee for the gtrategic planners i.
would be a totally ungovernable gituyation to have a strategie medium in which
nuclear weapons were spreading rapidly or in which there would be an environment of
multiplying teohnioal options open to strategic planners.

Although the teohnioal aspects of proliferation ate inherently complex, the
political agpects ate notjy but a renewed preoccupation with so-called nuclear
prestige, addrd to the already uneteble technical conditiona, evrld bring about a
turmoil ot major proportions.

Bach important State that ratlfies the Trest' on the Non-Yroliforation of
Nuclear Weapons helps to refute the idea that the agt o setting of a flasion

device proves that a nation nas menoged to becopfe @ major Power. Considering tho
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problem of proliferation in iteelf, the grux of the question lies in the faoct that
a number of important 8tates have refused to acoede to the non-proliferation
Treaty. The aoquieition of nuolear weapons, prasumed or real, by my of these
8tates would oanoel the positive effect produced by the ratification of the terms
of the Treaty by other non-nuolear States. Ifmore 8tatas acquire nuolear weapons,
although it may be for vague reasons of prestige, the feeling of insecurity et thr
regional and local }evels would not only inoreace i{nstability and oreate other
grounds for fear but also add a new dimension to our already disquieting voncern
for world gecurity.

Among the formulae for avoiding nuolear war, the establishment of
denucleatrized zones forma part of the measures designed to attain general and
complete disarmament under international control.

In actual fact, up to now only the Treaty for ths Prohibition of Nu¢lear
Weapons in Latin America, that ie, the Tlateloloo Treaty, hae been coneeived on the
bagis of establiehing a denuoleariaed zone in a populated region, ® uoh a8 that of
our hemisphere. The philoeophy of the Treaty is quite straightforward. It seeks
not only to avoid the movement of nuoleer weapons, &8 is eetablirhed in the
non-proliferation Treaty, but something mores it 18 intended to prohibit and
prevent in Latin America any testing, use, production, stockpiling or deployment of
any typo of nuclear weapon, that ig to say, any daevjce that, ® ooording to the
Treaty, could release nuclear erergy in a controlled form and that would have a
series of characteristics pertaining to the ude of that form of energy for hostile
purposes. It ig a ban tnat extende not only tc the contracting 8tates but ® leo to
non-Latin American nuclear-weapon States that undortake to respect the

denuclearized zone under the ‘wreaty.
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The yse of nuolaar ® nargy isthe ® ubjeot dealt with by many of the provisions
of the Treaty, Lut the ban on the uaa of nuolaar weapons doea not exclude the
peacaful use of thia form of energy.

The Treaty of Tlrtaoloo, lika other international machinury eetabliehed to
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons, would ba rarioualy jeopardised by the
adverse political effaata of proliferation. Unfortunately, there are s8till Latin
Amerioan Ststaa whfoh, for various reasons, have not fully aooeded to that Treaty.
We hope that, in a gaatura of hemispheric solidarity, they will overcome national
positions and fully accede to it.

Moreover, we should likr to aea Franoe ratify Additional Protocol I, so that
the application of the Treaty would cover the territo:ies of Prench Guiana,
Martinique and Guadrloupe. However, the Tzeaty of Tlateloloo has guaranteod that
Latin America will be fres from nuclear weapons and nuolaar ware, and it
undoubtedly aonatitutaa a faotor favourable to the achievement of a negotiated
peace in Central America.

It goes without eaying that tha oountriaa of Latin America, and in particular
thoae belonging to the atanding organization of the South Pacific, are greatly
oonoerned about the radioaotive contamination of the pacifig. Certainly in the
near future there will have to be gome aonoertad aotion among the organs of the
Rarotonga Treaty and the South Ppagifie Commiagion to include in their protection
al tha denuclearized aonea in the Pacific area.

Ae we hope for diearmament, the possibility exists that, if we adopt a
ooneietrnt approach to tha world of the future, there will be a gradua conversion
from an arms-rasce eoonomy to a consolidated end sustainable world order. &
prerequisite for this approach, however, would be universal recognition of tho nood

to matoh diaarmament with development, not only in the third world but {n the world

as a whole. By means of gradual alleviation of the situation, the arme race could
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be decelerated and détente restored. This would have te be accompanied at the game
time by a consgious and capid movement towarde a gtable economic, social and
political order.

Thus, the challenge ig to take up the objeotivee of the Charter of the Ynited
Nations in the oollective and general struggle for a better world. Here, in our
fear, in that dark shadow on our political and secial life, despite the intention8
of thoee who fogter that fear, we gan find an additional starting point that will

motivate U8 to persist in the queat for disarmament and development and to turn

fear into hope.

Mr. MUNTASSER (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic)
sr, as this ig the £irst time | have spuken in the First Committee, 1 am pleased
to extend to you my delegation’'s congratulatlone on your eleoction as Chairman of
this Committee., Through you | ehould like also to aongratulate the other officers

of the Committee. | wish to reaffitm that my delegation will co-operate with you

for the eucceseful completion of t. @ Committee's work.
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The questlon of disarmament, £¥QM the Very outset of the United Nations, has
been one Of the esgential concerns of the international community, particularly
nuclear diearmament, whioh 18 one of the moet urgent tagks it faces and which hae
become the topio of absolute priority in the field of disarmament. This year cur
deliberationa ars taking place in an atmosphere of some optimism which augurs well
for an international agreement that Will mark a step in the right direction towards
disarmament,

The ilmportance of that initlative cornea from the fact that it is taking place
after a long Qeciod of stagnation and failure in digsarmament negotiations.
Doubtless the improvement in yhe international political situation and increased
co-operation among Statas Will gesult in the conoolidation of peace, confidence and
security. It will also reinforce the effort.8 maue to Driny about disarmament.
Thus, it is important to make uge Of this initiative with great determination to
reach other agreements leading to progresg in our efforts to avert Once and for ail
the danger of war and Qut an end to the arms race and thereby achieve general and
complete disarmament. We 3upport any proposals ind constructiv~ initiatives gined
at attaining those objectives.

It is generally recognised that the accumulation of arms has led to insecurity
instead Of gaining the primary objective, namely, the conoolidation of security.
we believe that international peace and security can indeed be ¢onsolidataed througn
justice and dedication to the principles of the Charter of the United Nationg, in
particular thoee whigh ban the use of force in international relatjons, turough
non-interforenae in the internal affairs of Statue, through the peaceful jettlement
of disputes and through the halting ot tne irrational tendency vl thu armg race and

of the buiid~up Of weapona.
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we stress here the importance of the efforts being made in various
multilateral forumg in the international sphere and attach absolute priority tO
reaching agreements c¢oncexning the problema raised. Since aiearmament in this
nuclear age is an important question for all peoples, the responsinbility devolves
on all 8tates, and we should not ignore the special responsibility of tne
nuclear-weapon States rararding the production, accumulation, etockpiliny and
development of weapons. These countries must make a positive contribution %0
efforts aimed at aghieving measures guaranteeiny the world's peace and security.

Nuclear disarmament is unquestionably tho heart of the disarmament problem.
The objective of disarmament can be achieved only by adoptiny effective and
vangible measures within the uontext of a programme aimed at eliminating
nuclear-woapon stockpiles and by halting the prrduction and development ot weapons
in order tO achieve, in the last analysis, general aud complete disarmament.

The conclusion of an agreement banning nuclear tegtg in all environments would
be one of the most effective contributions to halting tne atm# race. "Thus, the
production and development Of nuclear weapons could be limited.

The gatablishment of nuclear-weapon-free 2uues In various regions of the yglobe
would be one of the most important jweasures to limit the danger ol the
proliferation of nuclenr weapons and would contribute to censolidating
international peate &nd security.

Beyond question, the acquisitiun by the racist réyime in the Middle kast dand
the racier régimo of Youth Africa of the capability to produce nuclear weapons
endangers efforts aimed at establishinyg nuclear~weapon=free zones i n the Mmiddle
Bast and in Africa, The acquisition of nuclear weapong by theae two re')gimes would
undoubtedly increase th o dangers to Arab and Atrican peoples, Those régxmea, 48 we

are well aware, aro pursuing policies based on discrimination, agyression,
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occupation, refugal to reccgniae the legitimate right of peoples to
self-determination, and continued violation8 of United Nations resolutions
regarding the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free Zones in these two reglons.
There 18 yet another question which ig of the highest priority and importance
and which deserves special attention: the armg ruce in outer gpace. The
possibllity of the use of outer space for military purposes iS a cause of
international concern and c¢onstitutes a new round of escalation of the arms race
which sezioualy threatens inte-national peace «nd 8egurity, for the existence ot
weapons in outer apace is an obsvacle to disarmament. It 18 therefore urgent te
take measures which could prevent an arms race in outer gpace ana would limit 1ts
uses to peaceful purposes. The armg race is not only a threat to tho pei e Of all
peoples but is an unacceptable wagte of international economic resources. It is
one of the major obstacles to the economic and social development of countries.
We should like to express our indignution et sseing human resonrces used to
make weapons at a time when most countries of the world are facing urgent problems,
such as poverty, famine, illness, illiteracy, unempluywent and foreign debt.

Expenditures for armanente by developing countries hamper development Plans and

deprive those States of nospitale, schools and factories.
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The Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmanent and Development explains the negative results of the rise in military
expenditure when it states:

"The opportunity cost of nilitary eapenditurea over the past 40 years has
been and continues to be borne by both devel oped and devel opi ng countries, as
there is a pressingneed for additional resources for development in both
group8 of countriee. In daveloping ocountries, it hae been estimated that
cloge to 1 hillion Qeogle are below the poverty line, 78U milion are
undernouri shed, 850 million are illiterate, 1,5 billion have no access to
medical facilities,en equal | y large number are unamployed, and 1 billion

Qeogle are inadequately housed." (A/CONF,130/39, Final Document, pare. 26)

Thus there $8 an ever more urgent need today to discover means that could
allow us to reorient 4the human and financial tesourcaes which are now being used to
Consolidate military areenale towards efforts to find solutions to the economic and
soci al problems faoing the world, and in partirular the developing countries.

In the light of the facts | have nentioned, it will be neceeeery to yive the
United Nations a greater role in the field of disarmament, one which 18 consonant
with its obligations under the Charter. we attach Qeramount importance to tne
holding of athird special session Of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
in 1988 and we hope that the session will contribute to the elinination of tensions
and conoolrdate international peace and secuity At the Qesent staygs we must
tranel eto good intention6 and declarations i nto action aimed at achieviny the

objective of gangral and conpl ete disatmament.

The meetiny rose at 12.4% p.m.




