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The meeting was  aalled  to order at 10.29  a.m.

AOENDA  ITEMB  49  TO 69 (aontinued)

STATEMENTS ON 8PIiKXFIC  DIBARMANENT  A’JNNDA  ITYMS  AND CONTINUATION CW GPNYRAL  DPDAATLE,
AS NBCIMSARY

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) I In clacor8anae  with t h e

programme of work and the timetable adopted  by the Committee, thie morning the

COIrIUdttee  wi l l  begin  the  eeaond  etage of ite work, that  is ,  etatemente on eQooific

tlisarmament  agenda item8  and aontinuation  of the general  debate,  PO  neaeaoary.

Mr.  l?UULIh;SS  (Italy)8  BeCore  turning to buoinoee  1 should like to

exgrees  moat tboere  oondolenoes to the United Kingdom delegation at the untimely

death  of Amboeeador Ian Cromart ie . He wae  not only B ve ry  oloee  friend but also  P

man of very diotinot  intellect and great charm , a man whose  contributions to our

work were of partioular  relevanae. we will miss him.

May I oongratulate  you, Sir, on behalf of the Italian Government anr3  on my own

behalf, on your unanimoue eleotion  aa  Chairman of the Committee. I ten  aeeure  you

that the Italian delegation will provide you with ite  full  co-operation in the

fulfilment of your high resgonsibilitiee  with a view to contributing to tha furthor

etrongthening of the  poeitive  trende oharaateriainq  the present  internat ional

eituation  in the field of disarmament.

‘The Permanent Hogreeontative  ol!  Denmark hen already exgroosed the viewe  t-f the

12 member State8  00  the Eurogean  Community on the main iooues on tho agenda of the

committee. Italy fully eharee those  viowu. In addition I wivh  to  expreee  come

views on a few epeaific  Peatureo  of the diearmament procono  that in my Government’e

oyinion  are  of particular rdlovence  at the Qroaunt  juncture.

When sgeaking  lost year at tho forty-first oeosion  of  the General Aaoumbly,  w e

pointed out tha t  some  yoeitlve  oigna wero  emerylng  in the tronde  vf  dieormumer~t

negotiat ions,  although  in  a  genaral  context they were  still  charactorized  by the



PKB/edd A/C.l/42/PV.  18
3

’ :c-.  Pugliese,  I t a l y )

lack of concrete aohievuments. In the past 12 months  we heve notiaed a remarkable

inteneificatios  of negotiation8 between the Uniteu States  and tne Soviet Union on

nuclear armaments and  apace  ieeuee , together with Borne  significant pcogreee

following long yearn of etagnation.

After the meetinq  betwee? Preeident  Heagan and General Seoretary Gorbuahev

last year in Reyk]avik  we expressed  the opinion that a new phase in the diearmament

process could begin. In this perspective the Italien  Government hae eouyht every

appropriate ocoaeion to  encourage  the  eearch  for effective eolutions whiah,  i n  a

framework of strengthened eecurity  conditions ,  could favour a drastic reauction  of

nuc lear  arsenals.

In line with these considerations ,  we have welcomed  with deep oatisfaction  the

agreement in principle roached laet  September in Waehington  between the Americar.

SeCretery Of  State and the Soviet  Miniuter  of Porelg~  Affairs  toward the global

elimination of intermediate nuc lear  forcee. For the f irst t ime in hietory two

Countries  have dome  to a common underetendiny  on the elimination of ;rn entire

category ot:  very destructive armaments ,  a development that will  have enormoue

s ign i f i cance  for  the  diearmament  process and  for the  security of  the whole world.

A e  a  r e s u l t  we are confident that other arms-control neyot iat ione w i l l  aleo

gain now momontum and that the inteneified  talk8  between the Unitea  States  and the

Soviet  Union wi l l  soon  g ivo  rise  to further significant understandings. The

eXpeCtdd  eummit meeting between President  Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev

could be a crucial  occaeion for the achievement of new reeulte both in  the  fu l l

epactrum of disarmament ienuuu , and in the field of Last-West relations in general.

In thio context, I  witin  to stretis  tho particular importance tnat the Ital ian

Government  attaches to a dcclsive  move toward6 ayreementB  on the drastic reduction

of strategic nuc lear  areenaln , that is, of the most of fensive and threebenin

PrlNlnlente,  in a framework of increasrny  otrdteyic  stability.
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We coneider  that there is good reason  to hope that break through6  in

disarmament negotiatione  are pot.entiaLly  at. hand, Buch  proepeate  in our  V&I might

be strengthened by an improved eenee  of confidenae  drrd by an inoreaee  in the

OQennees  and  t.raneparenoy  of military activitiee. This ie partiaularly  true for a

aontinent  euoh aa  Rurope  where the oonoentration of nrme  ie high antl  where it. is

moat neaeeeary  further to  reduoe  oppxtunitiee  for eearet  military measures  and

surpr ice  attaake.

In our view, h-ever, security ie a multidimeneianal oonoept whioh encompaeeee

political, economio  , eocial  and humani  tar ian  asgeote , all of which contribute  to

the general  situation of international relation6  ana to the degree oP  stabil i ty.

For this  reason  we are convinced that the debate at present under way in Vienna ear

the review of the proaeee of the Conferenae 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 aonstruotive  developmente whioh aould result  in

general progreee  for the  CBCE  process in all  i ts  dimeneions.
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With the prospect of an early elimination of all intermediate-range nwlear

missiles and of further progrese 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 haa  been a source  of inutability

and euspicion  on the European continent for more than 40 ye&ire. It is therefore

obvious that, given the interrelationship between conventiona:  and nuclear  weapona,

the problem of conventional disarmament will become, or rather is becoming,

inCre8Singly  Crb~ial wnen significant agreements in the field of nucle&’ arms

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 capabilit ies and capabilities for  surprise

attacks, large-scale attack6 in particular , will have to be drastrcally  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 fcom  tl, : Atlantic to &he

Urals. In our opinion, these talks hold the promise of favourable developments,

given the constructive attitude shown by both siaes  and the reciprocal reuognition

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 al disarmament, however, is a universal 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  aleo  be in line with the oonclueione  of the International Confecenoe  on

the Relationehip  between Diearmament  and Development. In pactioulac,  we think that

new efforto  to bring about euaoeetaful  develoQments  in this  field ehould be @ought

on a regional basis.

But above all  we ace oonvinoed  that reotrcrint  and a greater openness  with

regard to the tranefec  of aonventional  acme should be promoted with (L  view to

keeping theee armaments at the loweet  poaaible  lev@l. A @ far b@ak  as  LY78,  and

again  in 1982, Italy propored  the eetabliehment,  on the baele of Artiale  29  Of the

Charter of the United Natione,  of a oommieeion  divided into  regional

eub-oommieeione in whioh the major arm8  eup~liere  of each region would

partialpate. We think that this irrue  deeervee  to be pureund  further and we shall

intrdluae  new propoeale in this  regard. Any oonetrainte would obviourly have to  be

eetabliohed in a framework agreed upon by all interested parties.  But we muet be

mindful of the ooneequenoee  of indieoriminate  tranefere  of weapone.

I have deearibed  80  far eo~ne  of the moat  relevant developments that have

ouourred  during the past  year in the field of diearmament,  while at the came  time

etCeeeing  some  of the main objeativee  that my Qovernment wiehee  to see attained.

It is in thie  promising international alimate  aharaoteriaed  by increasing

expeatetione that the work of thie  Committee is being carried out: we ehould like

to eee  our agenda diecueeed  in a pragmatio  and etfeotive  way# focusing  Our

attention on ite  oruoial  point8 with a view to expanAiny the area of coneeneus in

the Committee.

If the main reeponeibilitiee  vie-h-vie  the diaarlnament  prooeee  fall on the

United Btatee  of America and the Soviet  Union, nevertheless we remain cionvinced  of

the eeeential  role  that multilateral negotiationa  can play in achieving generalised

progreee  towards new frontiera of Qeaoe and international stability.  Diearmament



MLG/tC A/C. l/Cl/PV. 18
8

(Mr. Pugliese,  Italy)

and its acquis i t ions are  a  oolleotive aaaet  of the international aommunityl i t

thue eeeme  appropriate that the United Nation8 should increaeinyly  be tseen  ae  the

focal Qoint of the debate on the varioue  iseuee  related to the prweee  of arm8

aontrol.

In this  perspective, some  important progreea  was  made this year in the Geneva

Conference on Dieermament  on a global verifiable ban on the Qroduotion, etoakpiling

and 088  of chemical weapons. Intereeting  deVelOQment8  have also ocaurreci with

regnrd  to the crucial aspect  of verifiaation  prouedureel thie  ie  a promising sign

Of the common willingness to reach the positive conolueion  of a draft treaty.

The recent visit to the chemical weapons  facility at Shikhany in the Soviet

Union ehould also be mentioned in thie  context for ite  positive  value.

However, it seems  neaeseary  to intensify the prooese ‘xther  and to make a

colleative  effort to agree on the terme  of a global ban on chell\ical  weaQone  withi

the next year. Let us  work together to overcome the laet  political and technical

difficulties, in a spirit  of mutual understanding and with the common perception of

the impact that an  ayreement on the elimination of such lethal weapon8  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-Iraq conflict, which my

Government strongly condemns a8  a serious  violation of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, ia

evidence nf the urgency of thie  problem. Italy is firmly convinced that such

hideous and cruel weapons a8  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.

Ill this  COnn0Ction, a favourable development ie 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 nejotiatione  on nuclear testing

before 1 December.

Such an understanding is in line with the gradual approach that the Italian

Government haa  always favoured towards the final objective of a total L.%n on

n u c l e a r  t e a t s . We attaah great importance to such an objecttve,  and are determined

to promote its achievement within the framework of the work of the Conference on

DLearmament. ‘Phia forum, in Our view, has an important role to play in thiq

regard. We regret thal:  once  again, at the last session, it did not prove possible

to establish the neceesdry  procedural arrangements for undertaking work on the

substantive issuee  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 Gisarmalnent  will also be able to work with increasing effectiveness

on this  problem.

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

had the honour to chair, and in plenary eeseions , on the sensitive iseue  of the

prevention of an 0rme race in outer apace, i s  s t i l l  a t  a  p r e l imina ry  s t age ,  yn t  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 readinees  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 thie  respect,  we should  not refrain from evaluating the verioue

implications of the current research into new technologies.

For these reasons, we believe that extensive reflection ehould  take place on

the many facets  of the problem of outer apace  betore we araw  any final conclusion.

Furtnermore,  at this  preliminary stage we should  not overlook the consideration

that new technologies may in future help to secure better conditione  of security

through a lower level of offeneive weapone. To this end, major apace  Power8  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 Disara,ament  and Development and its conolueione. The Conference has

given us the opportunity to discus8  witnin  the United Nations problems of high

priority for the future of mankind and for the progress of our eocietiee.

Increasing attention will have to be given in coming yeara  to the problem of

development in the perspective  of the establishment of conditions of more atablv

peace and also of an increased underetdnding  of mutual security needs  among all

members of the international community.

In view of this and beeping  in mind the interrelationship between disarmament

and development, we consider it Rpyropriate  that the United Nation8 and its

competent orgene  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 I have been referring to, will be the subject of an extensive

debate next year on the occasion of the third special  session  of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament. Italy has taken an active part in the work of the

Preparatory Committee. We look forward to the cominq special eeeeion  ao a
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significant opportunity for widening the mutual unae.stending  among Member States

on all the main questions  reratea  to the diearsament process. In 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 realiotic

aprroac  h.

Italy is prepared to give its  utmost contribution witn the aim of carryrny tne

third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament to a fruitful

conclusions  the :\etterment  of world conaitions  of peace and security remains one or

our higheoc po l i t i ca l  p r io r i t i e s .

Mr. TAYLHARDAT  (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish) t Mr. Cnairman,

I wish to congratulate you on your election. I also extend congratulations to the

other officers of the Committee. I assucc  VOI:  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. W e  s h o u l d  l ike 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 m&y  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 discussinq  the ayenoa  items we

are now considering, a pessimism that continued to prevail durintl  the first mcnthli

o f  t h i s  y e a r , has given way to a feeling of optimism, bols tered by the s i g n s  t h a t



Wed A/C, l/42/PV.l8
1 3

(Mr .  Tavlhardat,  Vsnenuel.a)

finally we are eeeing  a genuine desire and a real will to aahieve Oonorete  reeulte

in the field of nualedr  disarmament. Tnis  morning’s news from Moaaow  gives ue

greater aause  for optimism, and we hope that an agreement on short-range and

medium-range nuolear forces  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 etep,  the first egeciCia

sign in the exteneiqe diearmameut  agenda. The f iret thought this  pok.4  tive

development brings to mind is  that when the politioal will exists everything is

possible. When it  exiata,  headway may be made in the disarmament field beoauee

there ie  a reedinese  to overcome obetaclee,  even the moet delicate and  diffioult

onea  related to the queetion  of verifioation.

If agreements were to be ooncluded  for the elimination of intermediate-range

nuclear foroea, that would be the first genuine measure on nuclear disarmament to

be adopted in the history of mankind, consistrng  of the physical elimination of a

major category of nuclear weapons whoee kreeenoe  in the stcckpilea of the countries

possessing them has so far only served to contribute to keeping manki:.J  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 or  indirectly concerned will prevail over any attempts to thwart through

unjustifiable techlblcalitiee  the prompt  concluding of a Soviet-United States treaty

for the elimination of intermediaterange nuclear weapons. This first measure in

the field of nuclear disarmarent should facilitate the adoption of the next step,

the concluding of syteelnents  designed to start a gradual tJrticess  of reducing the

arsenals of strategic nuclcat  weapons , which would pave the wrly  for their total
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elimination and attainment of the final objective, general an9  aomglate

B isarmament. The world is followrng with intereet the evolution uf  tho bila’.eral

Ooviet-United  States  negotiations on nuclear  and spaoe  issues and trusts that they

will follow a meaningful and proauotive  path, as was the ease  with tmee relating

to intermediate-range nuclear foroes. Those negotiations should aloo make headway

in the sghere  of sgaae  weapons with the ob3eat  ot diminishiny  the fears  arousoa by

the prosgeat  of the development of spaae  system8  for strategio  defence. The two

Powers aonaerned should intensify their offorts to dev&ae foraulas  that will ensure

striot  respeot  for the Treaty on anti-baliistio missilee,  *rhile  a t  the same  timer,

within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament, effective measures pro

arrived at on the prevention of an arms raoe in outer space.
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The elimination of intermediate-range nualeer  weepone  ia  obviouely  not a magi0

solution to nuolear diearmament but it  is, neverthelees,  arr  aohievement  whioh

should  make poarible  3 favourable evolution in other area.8 and other diearmament

forums. This ie sartioularly  valid in an organ euoh aa  the Conference on

Diearmament, whioh la 00  eensitive  to the outeide  olimate  and the international

Aa regard8 the Confercnoe  on Diearmament,  we would like to refer oriefly  to

osrtain  aepsote of its  work whioh we Joneider  of epeoial  imporl;anoe. During the

firet  part of it5 session  thre year, its  work was eeeiouely  affected by the

diequiet  oaueed  by the failure of the reykjavik  summit meeting. With the exception

of the progrese that had been coneolidated  over the paot  year in the neyotiationo

on ohemioal weapona,  the first three month5 of thie  year wece  marked by e leak of

nobility which wag  Pruetrating  for the C-nference  on Diearmament. DUr in(J the

eeoond  part of the oeeeion  we began to peroeive  the beneficial effeot  in the

oolirrtruotive  change whloh was being observed  in the relation8  between the two

auger-Powera.

In the area of chemical weaQOne  the two main  military Power8  have  been

Bemonstrating  a political will which ha5 enabled them to overoome  many of tho

difficulties  that hed heretofore existed, and  that had been thwartiny the

negotiations. Although there are difficult and delioate  gueetione  to be solved, I

think it eiipuld  be recoyniaed that  mejor proyreee 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 aepecte rn  the ongoing negotiations 18

that of ver if ioation. We recognize  that the instrument to be concluded ~pupt

contain effective pcovieione to guarantee it5 effectivene55  clnd  to prevent. beeachee

and violations. The acceptance of the concept  of on-challenge inspection is an
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i m p o r t a n t  ateg  i n  thie  dicwtion. Nevectheleso, we have the imgceseion  that

becauee  we eeek pcfeation  i n  t h e  matter oE  vecitioution ,  we ace moviny  t o w a c d n  t h e

aceat ion  of  an  unneoeeeacily  unwieldy and aoatly  e tcua tuco . Mention has already

been  made  o f  the  eetabliehment  OP  en  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  b o d y  for  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f

ohemioal weapons as an internationally independent iegal entity whioh  would bu

aharyed with the taek of  eneuclny  vecifioation  e n d  oornplianoe  witI\  the  c o n v e n t i o n .

Thoee  of ue in the developing w~cld,  who already have  seciouo  dlCi!iculties  in

meet ing  Our finenOiel obliyationo  to  the  uxretiny  intucnation41  boulee  4hould  v iew

t h i e ,  OK any  o the r  euuh  i d e a ,  w i t h  g r o a t  c a u t i o n . A oonvontion  o n  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n

O f  ohemiaal  weapona,  t o  b e  effeative,  ohould  n a v e  univeceal  p4ctioig4tioa,  b u t  i f ,

i n  o r d e r  t o  b e c o m e  a  p a r t y  t o  t h a t  c o n v e n t i o n  i t  Is  neaeesacy  to  bu  a  member  of an

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  o r g a n i s a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  eneuing  financial implicationu,  the moat

probable result i? that the objeotive oP  universality would be very difEinult  to

a t t a i n . If  the  areation  of  euch  an  organisation ware  to bu inovLt&io,  it wouLd  be

necessary  t o  eneuce  that  the  atcuuture  should  be  eimplo  a n d  to establish an

equitable system  for tho Jiotcibution  of  t h o  L:inunclpl.  b u r d e n  thel:  w o u l d  take i n t o

acwunt  the  oituetion  of  those countciou that, like m i n e ,  d o  n o t  h a v e  uhemic4l

weapons and have no intention oP  ooyuicing them , a n d  whooo  ileaeeuion  t o  t h e

convention would be more symbolic than anything ulue , au a yuotuco  111  tiupport  0C

international efforts  to b c l n y  a b o u t  the  a b o l i t i o n  oi:  thutlo  ccbomlnablo  ins t ruments

of war.

N O  yrogreoo  hao b o o n  mad4  crt  a l l  tnie  ytrrlc  o n  the  aqonoe  itoinu  concucning

nuc lea r  d isa rmament .

Efforts  t o  brrn  n u c l e a r  terotlny  (ICG  still  bogyed  uown  au  d LI.HJ~J~~:  ul  the

po4ition  taken by ono of the main nuclear Powers ,  w h i c h  looka  o n  thiu  ob)ectiVu  ae

a kind of long-term pcojoct, so that thio  can be contomplatotl  only when that

country and its allies do not have any further need to base  their  own c(JnCepts  CJ~
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security  on the controversial doctrine of nuclear deterrents. In accordance tth

this  poeiticn,  the  prohibitton  o f  nuclea?  tes t ing ,  which  ahould he a fire\

towarda nuclear diearmament,  would become the last  atep  in  tha t  proceaa,  to b e

srrived at only after achievement of the total elimination 02 nuclear weapons.

Only then, according to this  viewpoint, could we begin negotiating a limitation on

teate aa a step  tcwarde  eventual total prohibition.

Faced with this proagect,  we attach great importance to the agreement  reached

between the Soviet Union and the United Stat+iu  that negotiations would begin before

1 December thia year with a view to the limitation , and finally the banning of

nuclear teata. We truat that these negotiation6  will open up the way, within the

Conference on Diearmament,  for the resumption of negotiationa on a comprehensive

teat-ban treaty.

Our pOSitiOn  ooncerning  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  ia  c l e a r  a n d  f i r m . Venezuela conaidara

that the banning of nuclear teata  ia  a maaaure that should  reoeive  the higheat

priority. I t  is  neceeaary,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t o  atdrt  aa soon  as p o a a i b l a  s u b s t a n t i v e

multilateral negotiat ions for the preparation of a  comprehens ive  t rea ty  comple te ly

b a n n i n g  all nuclear teate of all typea in all env i ronmenta  and  f o r  all  time ea t h e

moat effective meana  of putting an end to the development of more aophiaticatad

nualear weapons  and new typee of such  weapcna ,  and  o thers  tha t  are  being devised  to

become a  par t  of strategic  defence ayatema. We  have  ma in ta ined  th is  position

w i t h i n  the Confe rence  and  we  th ink  i t  useful  to reiterate it here. We  trust  t h a t

once  again th ia  year  the  Aaaembly  will unequivocally expreaa  the  feelings  of t h e

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y  srnd  will give tne Conierence  on Uiaarmamant  the guidelinea

that will enable it at lest  to break out of the  atalcmato  i n  w h i c h  At has been

locked for more than aeven  yeare  now.

With regard to the itema on the agenda of the?  Conference concerning cessation

of a nuclear-arm8 race and the prevention of nuclear war, i t  is  regrettable  that
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yet again it has been impossible  to make progrees  in the substantive coneideration

of these issues. We are haQQy, however, that informal meetinga  have taken place on

the substanoe of the eubjeot 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 Qregace  a liet  of questions to give the

debate a more struatured charaoter than in the past.

Nualear weapon8 are the most serious danger to mankind beaauee they are a real

and Qermanent threat to l i fe on the planet and to aiviliaation. Today  it  has been

alaarly ehown that the possession of nuclear weagons  doe8 not helg  strengthen the

eecurity  Of States that have then1 , but rather makes tneln  more vulnerable and leads

them to accelerate the technologiaal  aompetition  whiah  fuel,  the nualear-arms raae

and increaeee  mutual mistrust.

This year, the Conference on Disarmament reaeived  from the delegations of the

Soviet Union and the United States more abundant information about the progress of

their  bi lateral  negotiat ions. We consider  th is  fact very iinpxtant.  It

oonetitutes recognition of the Conference on Disarmament as the sole, multilateral

negotiating forum and of the close link that all negotiat ions,  including bi lateral

negotiations, should maintain with it. We hOQe  that this flow of information will

continue on a regular basis within a otructured  and institutionalised syr:cem.

The most effective way to prevent the danger of a nuclear war continues to be

the total el iminat ion of nuclear stockpi les . Nuclear weaQons  cannot be consiUered

a s  inetruments  of w a r . They are, in actual fast,  genuine instruments of genocide.

Their use, as has been reiterated on many occasions ,  woulu  consti tute a crime

against mankind. The leaders of the main nuclear Powers have recoqnised  that s

nuclear  war  cannot  be won by any country anu that,  therefore,  i t  snould  not be

waged.



EH/eda A/C. 1/42/PV. lb
21

(Mr. Taylhardat, Venesuela)

On the basis of this fast,  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 oonduaive  to the

fevoureble  oonalusion of negotiations on the elimination of intermediate nualear

forces, would helg  to aonsolidate  a alimate  or aonfidence  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 ram in outer sQaoe,  although no

spectacular results have been reoorded , 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 aonclusion  that that

Order is insuffiaient  and that it must therefore be consolidated and strengthened

in order to improve its effectiveness.

The discussions in the Conferenoe on Disarmament haJe enabled us to make

progress in delimiting the scoge  of the subjeat of preventing an arm8  race in outer

space. There is a convergent opinion that Qreventing an arms raoe  in outer @pace

does not mean demilitarizing  space. Space has already been ooneiderably

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 whiah are uSSfU1

from the civilian point of view. The other 25 get sent  of spaae objects, which are

of a civilian character could also eaeily  carry out military activities. This very

morning the press informs us that phOtOgraphS  taken by a private eatellito  seem to

reveal constructLon  work on e laser station in the Soviet Union which may be

designed to serve as part of a space-weapon system. If that ie not true, tierhaps

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 policy  of glasnost.
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Thie duality of epaoe weapons maktte  it almoet impoeeible to try t.0

demilitarise  epaae. We think, therefore, that the taek of preventing an arms  race

in outer epaas should be direoted  towards  preventing any outer-sgaoe degloyment of

weagone  per egr and more epeaifioally  thoee weapon8  whose  deployment has  not yet

been expreeely banned by international treatiee  now in effect - that ie to say,

Sgaoe  weapons.

Ae this  ie  a new category of weapcr.8,  totally different from other weapons, we

think that a firet  task ehould be to elaborate a preoiee  definition of epacs

weapons. That  would give UB a better delimitation of the oojsct of negotiation8  in

the Conferenae  on Diearmament.

During the disauseione  in tne Confbrenae on Disarmament we have highlighted

the faat that Lhe main legal inetrumrnL  relating to epaae - that is, the 1967

Treaty - aontaine  a partial prohibition on the placing of weapons in space, eince

artiole  IV expressly eetabliehee  the prohibition on the plaoing in orbit around the

earth of objeats  oarrying  nuolear weapons  or eny  other  type of weapons of mass

deetruation and of degloying  euoh weapon8  In any form on celestial bodice or in

outer  space. The outer-apace Treaty doee  not  mention other catpgoriee  of weapons

that aould be deployed in apace. The ARM Treaty is a good supplement to the

outer-space Treaty in eetabliehing proviaionn relatiny  to certain type8  of weapons

whioh would fall into the aategory of epaoe  weapons. That Treaty ie,  however, of a

bilateral nature and ie therefore , a8  we know, eubject  to controversy with regard

to the interpretation of Borne  of ite provieions.

It ie clear,  therefore,  that  the internaLiona1  legal order does  conrain a

major juridical void which must be filled (18 soon  ae  poeeible  if we wish

effectively  to prevent the arms race m0vir.g  into space.

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

been  made. i3xamples are the draft trenty  banniny the uee  of force in outer space



EH/edd A/C. 1/42/PV.  It)
23

(MC. Tavlhardat,  Venezuela)

and  from egaoe againet  the  Earth,  QrOQOa0d  by  the  Soviet  Union, and the draft

additional protocol to the epaae  Treaty, proposed by Italy. II, the Conference on

Diearmament we have  raieed  the idea that a8  the eQaae  Treaty already establiehee  a

partial Qrohibition  on the placing of weapons in outer epaoe,  a step towards  the

Qrevention of an arms raoe in outer egaae  could ooneiet in transforming that

instrument into a treaty totally prohibiting the Qlacing  of  weapons in space.  For

that it would suffioe  to introduoe  an amendment Qursuant to the simple  procedure

for that purpose envisaged in the Treaty,

A simi lar  in i t iat ive in  re lat ion to the Qartial  teat-brn  Treaty ie before the

Assembly  now - and has  been for come  t ime - for coneideration. The resolution,

recommending the partiee  to adogt  Qractioal  meaeuree to convene a confmence  to

oonsider amendments designed to convert the Qarcial  teat-ban Treaty into a

aompreheneive  treaty, was adopted laet year by 100 votes  to 3, with 25

abetentions. We believe that an arm8  race in outer epaoe can be prevented only by

a general and complete prohibition of the deployment of epace weapone,  that term

being understood to mean any weagone  designed to ogerate  in apace from space

towards the Earth or from the Earth towards epace.  That, in our view, ie the taek

whioh the Conference on Dissrmament  hae before it and towards which it must  direct

its  efforte.

Referring once again to the work of the Conferenoe on Diearmament ae a whole,

we agree with the many epeakers  who have expressed concern at the fact that the

reeulte  80 far attained are not  very  sat isfactory. That does not mean, however,

that the Conference as euch,  because of its nature, its form or ite present

composition, is inadequate. The l ack  of resul ts  in  the  act iv i t ies  of the

Conference is not due to intrinsic factors. As we have said before, the Conference

in very eeneitive  to the international climate , particularly the atmoephere
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prevailing in relation8  between the two main nuclear &were. When those relations

BrB subject t0  tension it ie ho.peleze to think that zubztantial  headway  can be made

in disarmament negotiations, whether bilateral or multilateral. Therefore it

cannot be hoped that in the tenee atmoephere which haa  prevailed until recently in

East-West  relation.8 the Conference could have achieved results  on any of the items

before it  for coneid  rat ion,

Wow that there ie the beginning ot a conetructive  and harmonious climate in

relation8  between the two super-Powers  end there eeeme  to be a genuine will to

overconm obetacles and facilitate the attainment of reeulte  in the field of

disarmament, it ehould be poseible  aleo  to undertake eubetantive work  in the

Conference on Disarmament oriented towardi  tne elaboration of concrete meazuree

ooncernlng  the various items on the Conference’s agenda. We hope that during next

year’s  eesvion of the Conference ite  work will indeed benefit from the signs of

politiaal  will that we have seen  in bilateral Soviet-United States negotiations.

The  beet contribution that could be made towards improving the effectivenez6  and

productivity of the Conference  conslsts  precisely in facilitating the progreee of

its work by making efforts to overcome the artificial obstacles rhich  frequently

hinder  i t s  activitiee.
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Another important culltribution  would be to strengthen - with the euppcrt of

all Siates,  both members and non-members of the Conference - the general

negotiating mandate which it has been given, by recognising that all its work ie

Part of the same negotiating process , the sole purpoee  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, a8  some have suggested, the revision of the Final

Document  of the first epecial  session devoted to disarmament. That Document, which

many of us consider to be the HDisarmament  Bible” , continues to have full effect.

It is still  valid. It has the invaluable merit of being an inetrument  adopted by

consensus. To try to revise it could lead to weakening it, whereas cur aim must

rather be  to strengthen the efforts to achieve fully its objectives.

This, in cur view, is the fundamental task of the third special cession  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 deleyation’s

an2  my own personal condolences to the United Kingdom delegation  on the untimel:

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 recognizod

and pr ized.
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Mr. Chairman, as this is the first time I am speaking in this Committee, allow

me to offer you my einoere 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 I 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

progress  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. Yven

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 In 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 lYt)ll  session could include an

obligation to complete the text of a draft ayreement so as to enable the Conference

on Disarmament ‘o present the uraft  convention to t:re  General Assembly at its

forty-third session. There is an adequate banis  Ear the achievement of this yoal.

The existing draft OL  the convention AEJ  to a yreat  extent written in tre&y

lanyuager this language has to be developed and improved.
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At the current staye of negotiations it is of the utmost importance to

maintain a favourable political climate for the convention on chemical weapons.

There La also a danger of the  proliferation of theoe weapons. Having this in mind,

the General Assembly should urge  States not to take any action that might

oomplioate  or in any other way delay the preparation of the draft convention. My

delegation considers such d move necessary because of the omerqinq  danger of a new

generation of chemical weapons.

We are firmly convirrcad that States preparing for the production  of binary

chemical weapons should reconsider their positrJLs. The manufacture of these

deadli  weapons cannot be regarded as anything nut detrimental to the negotiating

process of Lhe  Confrrence  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 stockpiliny  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 State8  to acquire binary weapons and this could

lead to the unchecked proliferation of chemical weapons and to the increased

possibi l i ty of  their  use,  even in  minor  local  conf l icts.

At the final stage of the neqotiations  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 necessary. On the other hand, tne 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 find

solutions to the complex problems of disarmament.
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It would aleo  eoeve  ae  aleer  oonfirmation of the viability of a multilateral

aQQrOaOh  to disarmament and would greatly enhanae  the Qoeithon  of the Conferer.oe  on

Diearmament, whiah beare  the major resgoneibility  for negotiations on diearmamont.

We have notioed come encouraging sign8 here in the Coronlittee,  whioh  could

aontribute to the effeotiveneee  of a futurl omioal-weagone  ban, euuh a8  the

United Btatee proposal to develog  further teohnical  guidelinee  end yrooeduree for

the investigation of allegatione of the use  of ohemiaal  and biologiaal  weapono.  We

look forward to a more detailed elaboration of thie subject by tha Unitea statea.

But to be truly effeotive,  the future Qonventiun  on a ohemioel-weagons  ban muat,

first  of all, be univereal. It would be helpful to know in advanoe how many Ytetes

Qoeeees  chemical weegone  and whether they are ready to eubeoribe  to the convention.

Poland, for its Qart, is not ii chemical-weagons State. We do not Qroduce,

Qoseees or intend to squire  ahemioal weapons. we are doing our beet to contribute

to  the speedy finalization  of the clonvention  and will bo ready to  eubsoriuo to 1

from the very beginning.
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Prevention of an arme rage  in outer epaae  remains one of the moat  urgent

questions on the world diearmament agenda. Ite importanoe  oomee  not only from the

need to prevent a new ephere of oompetition in weaponry but also from the fact that

failure to find a solution to thie problem could effeatively  frustrate efforts in

other fielde  of arme oontrol  and diearmament and introduae  an unpraoedented degree

of unoertainty and ungrediotability  into the stable  relationehig  between lEaat  and

weat.

For  30 yeare  mankind hae refrained from degloying  weapon8 in epaoe, even

though the aahievemente  of the spaae age have been ueed for military Qurpoeea.

With the proepeat of the Btrategia  Defenee Initiative , however, we are approaching

a qualitatively new et-age  in which diverse effects of tho militarisation of outer

epaue, as deearibed  in the study by the United Nations Disarmament Reeearah

Institute WNIDIR)  , aould promptly materialise.

But the Btrategia Defenee Initiative programme’s harmful effeate on

diearmament efforts are evident even prior to the final deaieion  on whether or not

the  in i t ia t ive  a8 a whole ie  feaeibler  these are not limited to the politiael

eghere. Partial technologies and varioue  egin-off8  are fueling  the creation of new

weaQonB  and the improvement of existing ones , thue tending to epeed UQ the arms

raw.

Thie eituation requires urgent action both by the General Aesembly  and by the

Conferenoe on Disarmament. The teak  aseigned  by the General Aeeembly to the

Conference on Diearmament ie unequivocalr the Conference wae  expected to answer

the question how the danger of an arm8  race in outer apace can be averted end to

work out the instrument or inetrumente necessary  for ite prevention,
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with that  in mind, let  UB take a sober look at the work of the Conferenoe in

this  f ie ld. There ie no doubt that the Conferenae hae  behind it muoh  eerioue,

though eometimee aontcovereial,  disauseion  and three years of oonarete work by the

Ad Ho0 Committee on the Conference’s agenda item 5, “Preventi.n  of an acme caoe  in

o u t e r  EJQaae”. Many  ieeuee  have been eXQlained and new idea8 have boen

aacumulated. In our oginion,  this  hae not been a futile exeraise, The Conf erenoe

today hae a far aleacec  Qiature of the QCoblenI  and a deegec understanding of the

ways to resolve it - and the diffiaultiee oonneutad with its  resolution.

Unfortunately, no oonarete work towards Qceventing an acme raoe  in outer apace  hae

been undertaken,

It is  Poland’s  etcong oonviotion  that neoeeeacy Qremieee end oonditione  foe

euoh conorete,  goal-oriented work have been oreated  and that  suah  work ehould be

urgently undertaken by the Geneva  Conferenoe. A number of valuable eugyeetione for

both oomgrehensive  and partial acrangemente for the Qrevention of an ncme  Caoe in

outer egace have been Qresented to the Confecenoe. Poland ie ogen  to any

conetcuot ive solut ion in this f ie ld ,  a l though our  Qreferenae  is oleatly  in the

dirsotion  o f  oomgceheneive  agreementa. That is why we express OUL  strong euQQort

Pot  the ideas  captained  in the Soviet draft  texts on the Qrohibition of the

stationing of weapons of any kind in outer epaae  and on the prohibition of the uee

of force in outer egaco  and from epace  against the ffiacth.  We noted also with

attention and inteceat  the idea of widening the mope of exietiny sgreernente,  in

Qactioular the 1967 outer-eyace  Treaty.

Vacioue  propooele f o r  Qactia l  eolutions  hevo  been preeented.  In Qact icu lac ,

there seems  to bo inccraoed undecetandiny of the idea of an agreement on the

immunity of  art i f ic ia l  sate l l i tes , combined with e bon on anti-eatellite weapons.
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An outline of the basic provision8  of euoh an agreement wae eubmitted  to the

Confecenoe by the Qecman Demwcatio  Hepublio  and Mongolia. Such  an agreement would

be an important step in the creation of a comprehensive legal chime  for the

peaceful use of outer spaoe. Pt would aleo intcoduae an important element of

oonfFdence  and could eetablish  the  baeie for necessary  co-operation in case0  of

eatellite  collieion, at a time when the risk of such collieions ie aonet&ntly

increasing because of oontinued teats and growing epaoe tcaffia.

The work of the Conference hae not only led to ideas for poeelble

international agreements but aleo has helped to outline ccuaial elements of such

agreements. This applies in pactioulac to the problem of verification. The Soviet

idea of an international inepeatocate ie the most valuable contribution to the

practical eolution  of this problem. Poland welcomes that  bold and far-reaching new

proposal. We sincerely hope it will be the subject of eecioue dieoueeion at the

Geneva Conference and a key element of a future agreement or agreement8  on the

prevention of an arms cace  in outer space.

DUC knowledge of cemoto-eeneing techniques haa  been enhanced by the Canadian

ceeeacch programme PAXYAT.

The pcogceee made in +.he Jiecussion  of pcobleme concerning the veciflcation  of

agreements to prevent an arm8  race in outer epace is the beet proof that

poseibilitieu  exist for tuklng  conurute ilctiun tuwurcls  ucaftinu  euoh  an ayceement

or  ayceemants.

What is necoeeury  io  the redirection or  the offocto  of the Conference on

Disarmament from genucal discussion to concrete end goal-oriented wock.  The

Genecul  Assembly should clearly utdte that  thu Conferonce  ie rxyuoted to

c:oncuntrete  ita  efLUKtu  on the main tatik  entrusted to it1 the  elaboration of an
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agreement or agreemente preventing an arm8 race in outer space in all ite aegects

and guaranteeing that outer epaae will be used  exclueively  for I)eaceful  QUCQoee0.

As we try to eetablien  new forma, we need to make further effocte to preserve

and etrengthen the existing legal regime aQQliCable  to outer apaae. What Le

required first of all is good-faith intergretation  of aoaeQted  obligations in both

bilateral and multilateral agreements.

This  agyliee  in Qectiaular  to the bilateral Soviet-United State6

anti-ballietic-mieoile  Treaty of 1972. Striot  adherenoe to that agreement is today

an indiegensable  aondition  for any euooeesful work in the field of preventing an

arme  raoe  in outer egace and haltinq the acme  race on Earth. The baeic  QhilOeOQhy

behindl  that Treaty - that the arsenal of offensive nuolear miesiles  Qan be

sucoeeefully limited only if anti-miseile  eyetemo ere etrictly  constrained -

continues be entirely valid. The exieting  acme-oontrol regime  could not fiurvive

the collapse of that aruaial  Treaty. th3QQit0  this,  threate to the ABM  Treaty

exist . They include the Qoseibility  o f  ite abrogation or reinterpretation, in

Violation  Of  ita QQirit  and intent.

That ia  why Poland fully euQQorts  the Soviet progoeel  that this cruc ia l  and

open-ended agreement ehould be reaffirmed and etrengthened,  inter alia,  through a

OomnLtment  by the Qarties  not to withdraw from it within  a certain period of time

and through the eetabliehment of a clear understanding on Qrohibited  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 Qoverning  the

Act iv i t ies  of! Statee  in the Explorat ion and Uee  of Outer Space,  including the Moon

and 3ther  Celestial Bodies of 1967 should  imply full respect Z-r all obligations

and principle8 establiehod by that Treaty, They include,  inter  alia, reoognition

of the common interest of all mankind in exploration and the uee  of outer egace for

peaceful purpose8 a8 well aa  the obligation to explore and uee  outer eQace  for the

benefit and in the intereet  of all countr ies and of the maintenanoe of

international peace and eecurity  and the promotion of international c-operation

and understanding. Poland ie firmly oonvinced  that the introduction of weapon8

into outer apace,  objected to by 80  many States party to thie  Treaty, would mean

violating these general but clearly eetablished  legal obligations.

I have been elaborating on two items  of our agenda. It is,  h o w e v e r ,  the olear

understanding of my delegation that diearmament ,  ae a  means  of ach iev ing  a  eecure

world, ie indivisible and should  be dealt  with  in  a  comprehanaive  manner . In

concentrating our attention on the moat  teohnoloBically  advanced, the moat lethal

and hence the meet  transparent kinda of arm - whether alroirdy  deployed  or  st i l l

locked up in laborator ies - we must  not  forget that new technology ie  a lso  used  in

the modernization  of conventional weapons.

The yap between arms  of mass  destruction and conventirFna1  arms  with regard to

their  reepective  death-inflicting capabilities  ha8  already been eignificantly

reduced, That ie  why 80  much attention has been devoted to conventional

disarmament in the “Jaruzeleki  plan”. The  memorandum of the Government of the

Polish  People’s Republic on decreasing armaments and increaeing  confidence in

Central Europe,  which ie  contained in document A/42/413, reads as follower

“The plan envisages . . .

“The gradual withdrawal and/or reduction of  spec i f ied ,  mutual ly  agreed

kind8  and yuantitites  of conventional woapone. The f i rst  to be considered
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should be weapons of the grea&ast destructive

be employed in offensive operations including

strike aircxaft,  tanks,  armed heliaogters  and

(Mr. Pawlak,  Poland)

power and .&ccuracy,  which could

suryriea  attack88 for trxamplo,

long-range artillery, includiny

rwket  artillery. An exahange of the lists of weapons considered by eech

State to be partiaularly  threa&nibJ  and offensive miyht  prove helpful.”

(A /42 /413 ,  mra.  Zj

There are more urgent and leas utyent questions ctmcerninq  disarmamenb.  nut

there are not more important or less important onee s ince ,  in  every  case ,  when

dealing with disarmament we are dealing with human life. we must remember that,

Mr. FRANC0  (Panama) (interpretation from Ypanieh)  I Mr. Chairman, at the

outset I wish to express the satisfaction ot: the delegation OC  Panama that 4 son of

the African oontinent should be presiding over our work this year. I am sure that

yOUC 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 Organization.  Consequently,

the elimination of the threat of a world war, particularly a nuolegr  war, is the

most essential and urgent task before the Orqanization.

As the General  Assembly’s deliberative body on matters of disarmament, it

falls to the Committee each year to conuiusr  tne srtuation  regarding internations!

peace and security and therefore , as proposed in the Final Document,  to concentrate

on 411 matters pertaining to disarmament..

The year that has passed since our last session has been rich in events

pertaining to disarmament and ticmu oont.rol. Some uf then4 events  have widen4  the

path of  hope, and oth4C8  teml~I UB  that  we ctitu~l;  ~JM3t!&l\e  Lindit~q  il  Solution  to

the problems that continue to disturb  tne w.xld.
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In the first oategory of events - those furthering the diearmament Qroaeee -

pride of QlaCJe  must yo to reoent  developmenta  in bilateral Soviet-United States

negotiations on nuolear  and apace weapona, partioularly  those on the conclusion of

an agreement on the elimination of short- and medium-range mieeilee.

That first  eteg,  althouyh quantitatively limited einoe  it  affect8  only come

5 per  cent  of  the nuclear arsenals  of both super-Powers , is  o f  hietorio  iIiIportanoe,

for it ie the first step towards aohievement  of the international aommunity’e

highest priority, nuclear diearmament.

My delegation shares  the opinion that the imminent agreement on the

elimination of two oategories  of nuclear weapons will have a major impact if ita

attainment ie  intergreted  a8 a sincere  change in the values and peyahology that

guide the conduct of the leading circles  of tne main nuclear Powers.

Real headway toward8  a world in which war ie no longer the way in which

international dieQUte8  are &solved  and in which force or threat of its  uee cease8  to

exist will be made when there is a change in the mentality of tcday’a  statesmen and

when security is eseerted  through neither the accumulation of weapon8  nor the

precarious balance of etrategic  stability but rather through application of the

collective eecurity  system envisayed  in tne Charter,

States  and their leaders  should underetand that the maintenance of wok  83  peace

and security cannot continue to depend on the number, quantity and degree of

sophistication of weapons systems , or to be baeed  on doctrines that feed on fear or

on the threat of nuclear annibilet&on.

To achieve a more etable  and secure  world in which the rick  of the use  of

force  has decreaeed. it is necessary to reverse the prevailing trends  and to eeek

the demilitarization  of international political reletLone. There AS no more

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

armament8 and military facilities and unswervinyly seeking  diearmament.
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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 muat  never be fought ie  a firat  etep

toward8 recognition of the need for such a change of direction. This one

statement, unthinkable to many just  a few yeare ego , ehowe that our efforts to

create international awareneee of the need for disarmament, particularly nuclear

disarmament, not only has not been in vain, but ha8  even penetrated tne structure8

of the military eetabliehmente of the main nuclear Powere.

The  world toJaY  hae  before it  important propoeale for the complete elimination

of nuclear  weepone, propaeale  with fixed deadlines. Theee are initiativea  that my

delegation welcomes and aupporte, but they demand the neceaeary political will on

the part of all the nuo.ear Powers and the active support of the whole

international community.

It ie  well known that reaching agreement on intermediate-range nuclear weapone

will have real eignificance  for international security only if it ie tart  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 apace matters, now being

held in Geneva, but will promote the strengthening of confidence  and the beginning

of a sustained  proceee of detente.

At the same time, there must  bo  an intensification of the efforts to bring

about a balanced reduction of armed forcee  and conventional weapons, witn a view to

promoting the eecurity  of all States  at a lower level of armaments, with an

intensification of 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 intereet  and thttrafore

have the duty and the right to participate act&v&y. Coneequently,  alongaide the

bilateral efforte  there must be a strengthening of the multilateral aotivitiee and

negotiations.

In that conneotion, my delegation  views with dismay the fact that, with the

exception of the prcgreee  made on chemical weapone, the Conference on Disarmament

has once again found it impoesible  to make eubstantive  proyreee  in shouldering the

responeibilitiee  entrusted to it ae  the sole  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 ite  mandate

to  establish an ad hoc aommittee  on the firet item on ite agenda, entitled

“Nuclear-test ban”, a8  well aL8  on the seccnd  and third agenda items.

However, the moat worrying matter is that the Conference ha8 not only shown

constant immobility in diecharging ite  mandates, but in come  08888,  euch  a8  the

comprehecaive programme of disarmament, has markedly gone backward8 in ite work.

The detailed and enlightening account of this matter given by bmbaseador

Alfoneo Garcia Roblee of Mexico in his statement at the beginning of our general

debate testifies not only to the inconeistenoiee  and abrupt turn6 in the behaviour

of certain nuclear Powers  bearing the main reeponeibility  in those areas,  but aleo

to lack of reepect  for decieiono  and mend&tee  of the General Aeeembly.

In my delegation’s view, all diearmament measures - whether global, regional,

subregional or national - contribute to the creation of conaitione  favouring

disarmament and international peace and security. For that reason we noted with

pleasure the eignificant  prcgreos  made in the European region since the eucceesful

CVnChSion of the Stockholm Conference on Security- and Confidence-buildiny
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Measure8  and Diearmament in EucoQe. The resulting agreement, in the aahievement of

which 35 European Btatee  with different eaonomic and eoaial  systems  participated,

is a praieeworthy  example that ehould  be taken into ooneideratLon in the

formulating of QOlitiOal  eolut ione to the tens&one  afflioting  other  regione.

We are optimistic that that signif icant  BteQ towards buirsing  and furthering

confidence in that over-armed region will hcrl~  give a new impetus to the talk8  on

mutual and balanced foroe  reduotione in Central EurOQe, which have been going on

for nearly 15 years in Vienna. At the same  t ime,  it  offers a good climate for the

talks  on a mandate for oonventional  stability, which began in February thie  year in

the Austrian capital with the aim of eeeking reductions of aonventional  weapons in

Europe from the Atlantio to the Urale.

Panama, which has played an active part in the peace efforts  of the Contadoca

GCOUQ  for a political, regional eolution  to the Central American OOnfliot,

underatande the magnitude of the task facing other gaOgKaQhica1 regtone and the

rieke and the attacks confronted by their leaders. As t n e  F o r e i g n  M i n i s t e r  of

Panama, Mr. Jorge Abadia Ar iae ,  told the General  Aeeemblyl

“We have had to pay a high price fur our perseverance and insistence On

achieving a Latin American solution to this  Latin American problem. Aa we

overcame the obetaolee  one by one, obetaclee created or fostered to a iarge

extent by eectoce of the United States Govermnent,  and a8  proepects  of peace

began to merge more clearly, pressures mounted on the Panamanian Governmrnt  to

leave the Contadora group and to withdraw ire eupport  for the cause of peace

i n  t h e  r e g i o n . ”  (A/42/PV.19,  p.  6 6 )
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My country, along with the oonaert  of nstione,  welaomee the agreement0  reaahed

in the region that hee  euffered  80 muoh  - Ueyuipulae  II, the Liuetemela  agreement  -

and ohares  in the rejoioing  of all the people of Central Ameriaa. I t  aan f i n a l l y

be said that  their  right to Live in yeaae  and to ouild  their own deetiny  ie now

within  raqoh, This progreee  hae ooat  many sacrifiaee,  both intelleatual  and

politioai.

It ip.  a Secret  Lr.  no one that the United tltatae  eeee the Panama Canal ae (1

geopolitically and strategically central  ooneiderat ion with regard to the so-called

Central  American confl ict , N o r  is i t  a  eeoret  t h a t  Unite\ 4tateo  m i l i t a r y  oirolee

have expressed epeoial interest in keeping the facilities that my country granted

them - for a  set  period that ie  about  to end - for the oole  and excluei.ve  purgoee

of defenaizz  the Canal.

That  special  interest  was  expreeeec3  in the mandate that the United litates

Congreoe  recommended to the President of the United States in Pubrrc  Law  96-701

” . . . the beet intereeto  of the United State8  required that the Preeident  enter

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

the  etationing  of United states  military force8 , after the termination of the

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

facilitiee,  after the termination of such Treaty”.

That  is  the origin of a wlqole  eerie8  of aotione  desiynod to bend the wi l l  of

our people and Government to &nove  ahead -tth the calendar of deoolonization

established in the Panama Canal Treaties 00 lY77. senior  offkiale  of my country

have on many occaeLons  denounced the conspiracy to hinder implementation of those

Treaties and the handing over oE the Canal to full Panamanian control within 12

yeere  and the eimultaneoue echeduling  of the end of the military presence in our

teKKitOKy.
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Addreeeing  the General  Assembly  on behalP  OP the Qovernment  of Panama, our

Minister  of  Foreign Affairs denounaed the faot that promhmt  membere

“and repreeentetives  of the Unitcld  Btates mil i tary  eetabl iehment  have eaid,

with  an insistence  that is eignifiaant,  tnat  the problem of tho mllftary

preeenae,  whiah w i l l  end  In  twe lve  yeare  with the ooming into effeot of the

1977  Panama CanAl  T:eatlee,  require8  that the United States  Government make

deaisions  and take satione  that must be begun at  the latest in 1980  - that is,

wi th in  15  montha.”

My Minister  of Foreign Affairs further etated  that ,  for  some years now,

“with  growing frequenay and at  tCe  h igheet  leve l ,  ae  t ime yoeo by,  c iv i l ian

and mil i tary officiala  of the United tltates have been saying that  the approach

of the date eet  for the f inal  implementat ion of  the Canal  Treatiecl  a.ld the end

of the united States military presence in Panama ie  a problem demanding

i m m e d i a t e  a t t e n t i o n . ”  [A/42/PV.19,  pa et)

My Government, ref lect ing Publ ic opinion in II’Y  country, ha8 on many occaaiontl

expreeeed  ite  reoolute  p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  t o  f u l f i l  t h e  provieione  o f  t h e

aforementioned inotruments. This firm poclition  has met  wi th  a clumsy campaign of

smear  and destabilisation  aimed at. ti:.e  const i tut ional  Panamanian authoritiee. That

campaign has caused  diequiet  in many national eectore ,  end also  threatens  nat ional

secur i ty  and peaceful  coexistence. With  the came  rect i tude and probity that

govern6  itn Anternational  conduct in meeting i ts commitmontci,  my country requires

firm respuat  for  treat ieo that  are entered into with it.  Obliyations  f ree ly

entered lnto by States  are not clay to be moulded a8  one fancieo  but rn~rbl.~.  for

they perpetuate the wi l l  of  the people.
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Mr. MEIBB’l’PH  (Hungary) I I should like tu  convey the aondolenoee of my

delegation to the Witieh  delegation, The untimely death of Ambaeeadoc

Ian Cromartie ehooked ua. The memory of his intelligent, oharming  and alwaye

friendly f igure will remain with us. We aek the United L(ingdom  delegation to

convey our condolenr:cq  to its CJovernment  and to the farnil:?.

I ehould like to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on your aoaeeeion  to your

raeponeible  poet. I also aongratulate  the other members of the Bureau.

Our  disarmament philoeophy is based on the need to aaeaep  past development8

and the present si tuat ion dinpaeeionately , trying to avoid both the “hurrah”

optimiem  and unwarranted scepticism. Therefore, we deem  it advisable to approach

the whole complex of disarmament ieeuee  with realistic expectation8 rather than

dreams and to oboerve  and enalyee ongoing yroce~aee matter-of-factly - or, to put

it quite simply, to take realities into acaount.

Viewing the situation from euch  an angle, 1 can eay with conviction that thio

year the Firflt  Committee is working under much more favourable conditions than in

the- past. There are several reaeons.

First,  I would mention a grocose that ie ueveloping  on the basis of an

in i t ia t ive  taken last  yearr both the disarmament communit: and, in a wider sense,

political publ ic opinion, are about to be eny.qed  in  a  discueeion  on the

reiion  d’6tro  of the policy of nuclear  deterrence  vie-i-vie the establishment of a

comprehensive ayetem of international security capable of effectively replaciny

it. I refer  to  th is  result  in the first place because the  couree  taken by the

debate and the makiny of a choice  may be decis ive  in  the  ent i re  question  of the

acme build-up and disarmament.
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Ao  ie  known, there are viewe  that euggeet that nuclear deterrenae  he8  for  the

Iset  fOUr  decades been, and oontinues to be, inecrumental in Qreventing a

world-wide oonfrontation. without subsaribing  to or questkning  the oorreotneee of

thie  oontention, I Peel it io indieputable that deterrance, if viewed ~16  u.

guarantee, ie a guarantee of the era of total laok  of oonfidenoe, with all the

negative ooneequenoer that that entails. A ~oliay  of deterrence based on total

dietruot  i~eo facto results in an arme raoe whioh,  growing into a self-inducing

QEooe88,  leads  to the emergenoe  of enormoue  and aoyhistioated  military areenale

giving rim,  in turn, to ever-Lnoreaeing distruet.  The wall-known vicious oircl

ie there .
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Furthermore, from a teohnioal point 00  view, acmamente reaoh  a level of

aophietioation  whioh make@  them - if  I may put it this way - *oounterproduotLveW,

turning them into a sobxoe of absolute unoertainty  and threat evan  for those  ltatee

whioh poeeeas  them. That is how detrrrrnor  beoomes  a “guarantee” whioh by itself

generetee  dangers,  with no oompelling  need for presuming hostile intentiona  on the

part  of  States . A mieinterpretation  of aotiofi,  an aooidental  mieunderstanding  or

an act of terrorism might be euffioirnt  in theee oonditione  to Qreoipitate  a

oataetroghe. This ie  why we attaoh paramount importance to the oontinuation of the

debate now under way on a oompreheneive  eytltem  of international aeourity  and to its

develogment  in the direction of praotioal step for the gradual establishment of

suoh  a ayetem.

BeOOndly, I would refer to the faot that in the wake of Reykjavik the two

major military Powers, moving away from the rigid posture6  of oonfrontation of the

previous decades, have started a dialogue seeking agreement in general and on the

military aepeoto of diearmament in partioular  and have euooeeded in drawing their

reegeotive  poeitions  oloeer  together in eeveral  areas , an aohievement which gives

encouragement also to the oontinuation of Jiearmament  efforts  within multilateral

frameworka.

Similarly, we regard it ae a favourable development that, following the

notable progress made in reepeot of oonfidenoe-building meaaure8,  a aertain  kind of

institutional oontaot ie being eetablished  between the two military-political

alliancea,  with a view not only to the furthor  development of the said

confidence-building meaeuree but aleo  to dealing with compreheneive disarmament

questions. I ehall return to a epecial  aspect of this at a later stage.

It ie aleO  a favourable development that the Geneva Conference on llisarlnamen?

hae  made notable progress  this year in the  prcceee  of elaborat ing a treaty text on
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the oomgreheneive  prohibition of ohemical weegone,  weapons extremely dangerous both

booauee  nf  their indieuriminate  effect8  and bslauee of their oharaoter  (18  weapons

of ma88  deetruotion.

Laetly, but not laet in order of imgortanoe , I wieh to refer to the agreement

in Qrincigle  on medium-range and shorter-range nualear miesilee  and to deal more

exteneively  with the ooneeguenaee  it entails or may entail.

A oureory glance at the etatements made in the Qlenary meeting8 of the General

Aseembly  reveals  that out of about  140 BQeQktX8,  115 felt it neoeeeary to refer to

the intermediate nuclear foraes  agreement and ,  apar t  f rom literally one or two

speakers, they all did 80 in unconditionally Qoeitive terms, the aeeeesments

ranging through a wide epectrum  from qualifying words  like “imgortant”  Or

“signif  ioant”,  through Qhreees like “historic agreement” , t o  s ta tements  saying tha t

it was  the  “moat important politiaal  even t  of thie deoade”. Rather  than add to

attributive.9 full of praise , I wieh merely to Qoint out that the agreement in

principle on intermediate nuolear  foroes ,  once it  takes  effeat,  will be the first

real joint reduction o f  one part of the exieting nuclear areenale  instoad  of B

Qartial  limit and control on their extension, aa  earlier. I would add tha t  the

agreement in yrinciple,  if duly concluded in treaty form, will open for the firet

time the poaeibility  of teeting on a real scale  how the destruction of arma can be

effectuated and how an  elaborate verification eystem  works. Detailed ugrecmont  in

theee two fields  and Ate succeeeful  operation could have a tremendoue  psyohological

impact on the whole yrocees  of dlearmament negotiations.

This is why my delegation attaches great importance to the agreement in

principle and ie looking forward with satisfaction and hope to ite  implementation.

If the Chinese proverb that “even  the longeet journey starts with tte  fjret  step”

holds true, it surely does in this connection. I have dwelt on this aspect uo
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extensively beoauee I have obeerved  that Borne referred to tho agreement in

prinoigle  with, 80  to say, a  oertain  nuance8 appreciat ion.

There  were  voices  OP  a larm,  too. Some feared that “a treaty on intermediate

nUOlear  foroee might be misread  a8  e eign  that peace ha@  broken uJta,  Although

that ie  not the oaae for the moment, I wonder why eomebody ehoula be afraid of the

outbreak o f  peaoe. Furthermtxe,  during ite  0810  meeting the North Atlantio

Aeaembly warned membei’e  of the allianoe that the prooeee  that had begun with the

agreement on intermediate nuclear foroee ooulU  take Europe toward a triple gero,

meaning the elimination of all nuclear arms. They really meant a warning and not a

QOeitiVe 0QpKeOiatiOn  of a  goseible  outoome. I  raise  thie  point not beoauoe of the

absurd  oharaoter of suoh etatemente but beoauee that kind of approach oarriee in

itself dangers which are by no meane  negligibL3.

I t  ie  to be feared that behind the rea l  worry  such  statements are not about

the cehuclearieation  of Europe but essentially about the future of certain plane

for the development  of etrategic  nuolear  forcee I which will be jeopardised  by a

eucceesful  agreamcnt on intermediate nuclear forces and, as a positive impact

thereof, by an agreement between tho two major military Power.9 on the reduction of

etrategic  weapons, by the imminence of euch  an agreement and by tne knherent

implication that i t  will be followed up.

It  ie  anothoe  aouroe  of concern that, according to some viewe,  implementation

of an agreement on intermediate nuclear forces will not reduce but rather will

increase the dangers for Europe , since it will leave duroye,  80 to Bay,  mortgaged

to the Soviet Union, which ie superior in conventional forces. At the same time,

thoee  concerned are rather silent on the Soviet proposal regarding conventional

weapons and on the Appeal  i8rjUed at Budapeot  on 11 Juno 1986 by the States members

of the War Jaw  Treaty Organisation  to the Statea  rnembere  of the North Atlantic
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Treaty Organisation (NATO) and to all European countries for a Qrogramme to reduae

aClned  forces and conventional armaments in EuroQe,  a programme whioh suggest.8

possible quantitative aspeote,  Qhaeee  and time-limits for euoh reduotions. That

Appeal was upheld and reinforoed by the oommuniqu6  of the Warsaw Treaty member

States issued at Berlin on 29 May 1997, whioh reada,  expreeeis  verbia,  that the

Warsaw Treaty member States,

“aware  of the asymetrio  stcuotures of the armed forces maintained by the two

sides in EUrOQe  ,,,, state their Qreparednees  to have the imbalanoe that hae

ariSUtn in oertain elements redressed in the Qourse  of  reductions,  proposing

that the side which has aI: advantage over the other side make the approgriate

outbacks”.

I do not mention at this Qoint  the  Soviet eide’s repeated announcements of its

readiness to discuss disproportions.

1  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 or awitching

armaments to oonventional  types of weapons , whereae  the development and

moderniration  of these weagons  carries great inherent dangers.  Leoalling  the

Qlanned long-range advanoed aruise  missi les  with  nigh-explosive non-nuclear

warheads and advanced targeting systems is sufficient to make ue realize  the

dangers this would raise on the road to mil i tary securi ty and the heavy burdens it

would impose on national economies.

Such a  peregective  causes  us ser ious concern for several reasons.  First ,  we

a\re  fully aware that a switch to conventional armaments would be extremely

dangerous and would ser iously  impede the creat ion of milAtary  eecurity,  if only for

the reason  that new modern systems of conventional weapons are much more l ike ly  to

Qroliferate. We need only point out that all armed conflicts oE the present world
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are nconduotod”  with oonventional  weapons. Seaondly,  118 are equally aware of the

nsyative Qff0Cte  of conventional armaments on nationi-  et2onom~efi. I am not

epeaking about the spirall ing ooeta  of ner  types  and eyetems of aonventional

weWow  or about the grOWing  burden they @ace on both developed and developing

States. That is self-evident. What are involved here are not only eoonomio

burdene, divureion  of eignificent  reeouraee  from area0  of development and diversion

of the prooeae of research in 8 costly  and economically unreasonable  direation  but

ala0  a distortion of economic cateyoriee , the suppression of ooneideratione of

profitability or economic eXQedienCy, which is, after all, the only objeotive  guide

to the operation, good or bad, of every national economy,
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It is perhaps understandable that when my oountry ie  making every effort to ensure

that our national economy functions in an environment governed by objective

eaonomia  aategories  i t  has a  vested  interest  in eeeing  the national  economy freed

from  the burdens an9 distorting effeota  of a oonventional arms build-up. 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 Lntereet in earmarking the

resouraes  of their national economy for these aims instead of wasting them on

oonventional armaments.

These are the security, politiaal  and economic reasona behind Hungary’s will

to exert every effort to curb conventional armaments, We are ready to diecutm 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 scope8

sUCh  a8 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  111  order to achieve the necessary progress in this  noble

aspiration8 to reduce armed forces and conventional weapons.

Mrs. URIBL 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  Cromartle.

Likewise, Mr. Chairman, through you I should like to pay a tribute to tho

African continent,  to your country Zaire and in part icular  to you,  Sir ,  who very

much deeerve the honour placed in you. else  ehoulcl also like to congratulate other

off:icere  of the Committee and wish them every success in their endeavours to reach

a successful  conclusion to their work.

Today I shall just refer to a few itw%  on our agenda. Later on we shall deal

with other I,latters,  which are also vital issues for us.
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Our era could perhaps be qualified 80  the era of a oolleotive fear, the &or

Of entira  societieo  faoed with the development of politiaal  forma,  faaed  with the

development of eaienoe and technology, and faced with the unforeseeable.

Phereforo, the problem of the man of today ie that he wants a ohange  and yet ho

cannot offer any assurance that what might happen would be good. He underetande

and reasons about the horror of the present threat and yet, in wanting to pacify

the rebellion against it, he ie nevertheless perplexed. He peroeivee  the paradox

that his life and death are tied to the threads of an international policy that pro

not in his hands  to manipulate. Global and naturally abeolute interpretations of

the historical proceos  seem to him irrational, alien to the invincible complexity

of life and to tho atatuo  of man who is, in the final analyeio,  the eole

proteganist of hiotory. The decieion  he might take is oriented toward8  the future

because it enables him to glimpse the politioal  proceae of the preoent-day world,

but he cannot distinguish the horizon except ae  that line along which  the  giant

Ytatee  move with their providential leaders and their disdainful ayparatue  oi;

int  in\Fdat  ion. Man  thaeekce  seemu  to  be  a lilliputian and helpleoa  in a land of

gianta.

The noble ideal which inspire4 the creation of the United Nations woo to b~inq

togerher  all those who were lovers of peace. In prinoiple,  there was  agreement on

their full equality8  and the acceptance of coexietence  and co-operation among

oountrieo  governed by different economic end eociol  systems seemed to enehrine

reCOQniticn  of on nwarenoss  of a sort of czmmon  intereet  of all mankind, an

interest in poach  and  in orderly development. Yven the acceptanoe of en

exceptional privilege of veto in favour of some major Powers - against  which

Colombia withhold itn  vote in San Prancieco - seemed to confirm the BlIibUKanCe  that

the intorestu  of the (great  human community would flna formulae for harmony et ,I

higher level than that  of pluraliom. But  the right of veto and the priviloye
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granted  to certain aountriee to be permanent members of the Beaucity  Counail should

n o t  exullrde  - and this  was  the ale&r and original ihinking  - the partioipation  of

all in maintaining peeoe and thecrOoce  in disarmament, which would enable ufi to

Ohannel  appropriate Keeoucoea  for  the dual task of ceoonetruotion  and development.

Lr,  Colombia *‘e  cannot oonoeive of disarmament  without the aotive, firm  and

vigilant partioi.~  #rion  of mult~latersl organs  of diearmament, nor can we eanotion

the tendency shown in the aontrol  of armamente’to  believe that although prevention

Or’ the spread of nuol.wac weapons requires the broad participation of Stateu,

control of etrat9gio  Soviet-Amecioan relation@ ie on undertaking qhat is incumbent

upon the two super-Powers  themeelvee , a n d  t h a t  Mere ehould  ‘b,e  a8 little

interference as possible Prom other States. We believe that it  ie up to everyone

to decide to make  general and Oomylet~  diearmament  the f irmest  purpose of

international policy) that it i61  the indispensable funotlon  oP multilateral orgentr

of disarmament, particularly the Conference on Diearmament,  as the neyotiating

body, to see  to the interests  of the international community and guarantee it6

security.

The it?me  before the Flcet  Committae  of the General,  Assembly at the current

session ace not completely new, nor do thrry  deal wirh subject8  that have  been

exhausted O K  with means that have up till :row  contriouted  concrete solutions to the

armaments problem.

Thie year,  nevertheless,  there a&e facts  ar.d  circumstances that could modify

former approaches and orient the work of the First Committee towacle  new ways  of

dealing with the same problPme.

It  jq very sipnifloant  that at B hietoric  moment In politiodl  and economic

turmoil ,  of  growing danger for peace and ominoue facecaste  in the financial  aCener

the Ll!adecu  of the United States  of America and the Soviet Union share the vialon

of A peaceful future, and practical  means cf attaining it.
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Woyond  thoic  ideologies,  their ab.-oeaae~  snd failures, the world ir hoping

th&it the Unitod States and the Soviet Union will direot  their  aotions  towarda  the

building of uonfidenoe,  raising hopes  and breaking down the  barrier8  of the old

order  that. prevent t:le aohirvement of new aopiratione.

The world ie fervently seeking  a denuoleariaod  future within a Qroaeee  that

will culminate in general and complete disarmament. The  responeibility  for

achieving that end ie incumbent primarily on those  two State8  that have nuolear

power. We have been  patiently waiting for more  than 40 yeare  to be freed  from thie

thceatt that  is mute  than enough. It ie obvious that  the world obnnot oontlnue to

be subjected  to the threat of nuolebr weaponaj  it ia obvious aleo  thbt tile Powera

cannot continw  to be committed to the old model of nuoleac deterrenae  at the price

o f  eveyone’s  ecrfety.
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Even thora who believe in the durability of the prreent eyetem  realise that

the development of technology doeo  not always resprot theoriee  conaerniny a

deeits’4e  tututr. Thay  know that the auttenta ot world politiae  are aa

ungt~~diotable  a8 the development of teohnology  and that, although perhaps  nuolear

atability  orn be kept isolatud  from plitioal  vioieuitudes  and geo-strategic

competition batwren  the super-Powers  and perhaps  aaution  oould mitigate the

ottatrgio  rtfeatr of technologioal  innovation0, nevkttheleee  what is at Mteka  in

the gurstion  of nuolrat war and peaoe  ie tot valuaole  for ue to permit ourselves to

srrk  refuge i n  teaoruting  aeeumptione.

The’eituetion  of  the paot 20 years cannot last indefinitely, The variabl.es of

the nualeat  equation havr beacmr  80  numerous , 80 myetetioua and 80 complex that the

nuolear Power@  will have to aooegt  the fact that they uannot manipulate the nuclear

aomwnente  of world politioo  if they do not co-operate among themselves and if

there io no impetuo  to act in the oommon  interest.

Despite  the ptoprttiro  of atability which are attributed to the preeent

nuoleat peace, this  oould deteriorate also beoauee for the ettateyic plannera  ic

would be a totally ungovernable eituation  to have a ettategio medium in which

tWOhat  weaponr ware  egteading rapidly or in which there would be an  environment of

multiplying teohnioal options open to sttategio  plannera.

Although the teohnioal aepeote of proliferation ate inherently complex, thu

politiaal  aopeotr  ate not1  but a renewed preoccupation with so-called nuclear

preetige,  addrd to the already uneteble tCChniCd1 conditiona, crvld bring about u

turmoil ot major  ptopcttione.

Baoh  important State that ratlfien  the Tcwt~  on the Non-Yroliforation of

Nuclear Weapono  help  to refute the idea that the get of eetting  of a fiaeion

device proves that a nation has  menoged to becol&a  a major Power. Conoiderlng  tho
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problem of proliferation in itself,  the orux of the question l&or in the faot that

e number of important State8 have refused to aooede  to the non-proliferation

Treaty. The aoquieition of nuolear weapon@,  preeumed  or real,  by my of them

Stetee  would oanoel the poeitive  effeot produoed  by the ratieioation  of the term8

of the Treaty by other non-nuolear StatetL If more Statea aaquire nuolear weapons,

although it may be for vague reaeona  of preetige,  the feeling of ineeourity  et thr

regional and local level8  would not only inoreaee inetability  and oreate other

grounds for fear but aleo  add a new dimension to our already dimquieting  uonoern

for world eeourity.

Among the formulae for avoiding nuolear war, the eetablirhmnt  of

denuclearised  eonee  forma part of the meaeures  deeigned  to attain qWWra1  and

oomplete  disarmament under international control.

In actual fact, up to now only the Treaty for ths Prohibition of Nuclear

WeaPOne  in Latin America, that ie, the Tlateloloo Treaty, hae been oonoeived  on the

basis  of establiehinq a denuoleariaed aone  in a populated region, l uoh a8 that of

our hemisphere. The philoeophy of the Treaty is quite etraightforward,  It eerke

not only to avoid the movement of nuoleer weapcne , aa is eetablirhed in the

non-proliferation Treaty, but something morel it &e  intended to prohibit and

prevent in Latin America any teeting , use, produotion,  stockpiling or deployment of

any typo of nuclesr  weapon, that ie  to eayl any devise that, l ooording to the

Treaty, could releaee nuclear er.ergy  in a controlled form and that would have  a

0eKies of charaoterietice  pertaining to the u&e  of that form of energy for hoetile

purpoeee. It ie  a ban ttiat  extende not only tc the contracting Stator  but l leo to

non-Latin American nuclear-weapon States that undortake to reepect  the

denuclearlzed  aone  under the Treaty.
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The use  of nuolaar l nargy ir the l ubjeot dealt with by many of the provieions

of the Treaty,  but the  ban on the uaa of nuolaar waagona doe8  not exolude  the

peaoaful uao  of thia form of enargy.

The Treaty of Tlrtaloloo, lika other intrrartional  maohinoey  eetabliehed to

pravant the aQraad  of nualaar warpona#  would ba rarioualy jeopardised by the

adverse politioal  effaata of proliferation. Unfortunately, there are etill  Latin

Amerioan Ststaa whfoh, for various  raeaonar  have not fully aooeded to that Treaty.

We hope that, in a gaatura of hamiophario  solidarity,  they will overcome national

poeitiona  and fully rooeda to it.

MOreOVBr,  we should likr to aea Franoe ratify Adaitional  Protocol 1, 80 that

the applioation  of the Warty  would aovar the tarritoriea  of Brenoh  Guiana,

Martinique and Guadrloupe. However, the Treaty of Tlateloloo has guaranteod that

Latin Ameriaa will be frea from nualarr waapona  and nuolaar ware, and it

undoubtedly aonatitutaa a faotor favourable to the aohievement of a negotiated

peaoe  in Central Ameriaa.

It go98 without saying that tha oountriaa of Latin Amerioe,  and In particular

thoae belonging to the atanding organisation  of the South Pacifia,  are greatly

oonoerned about the radioaotive oontanlination  of the Paaifio. Certainly in the

near future there will have to be coma  aonoertad aotion among the organs of the

Rarotonga Treaty and the South Baoifio  Commiaaion to include in their proteation

all tha drnualaariard  aonea in the Paoifia  area.

Ae we hopa  for diearmament, the poeeibility  exiete  that, if WQ  adopt  B

ooneietrnt approaah  to tha world of the future , there  will be a gradual converoion

from an (Irma-raaa  eoonomy to a consolidated end euotainable  world order. k

prerequisite for this agproaoh , however, would be univereal  recognition of tho nood

to matoh  diaarmament with development, not only in the third world but  in ~110 world

aa  a whole. By means of gradual alleviation oP the eituation,  Lho  armo  rata coulJ
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be deoelerated  and BBtente  restored. Thio would have to be accompanied at the came

time by a coneaioue  and rapid  movement towarde a etable eoonomio,  sooial and

~litioal  order.

Thus,  the chal lenge ie  to take up the objeot ivee of  the Charter of the ‘Jnitad

Nation8  in the oolleotlve  and g e n e r a l  struggle for a better  wor ld.  Here,  in our

fear, in that dark ehadow  on our political  and eccial  life, despite the intention8

of thoee who foster  that fear, we aan find an additional starting  point that will

mot ivate  ua to pereiet  in the queet  for dirarmarent  and deVelOQment and to  turn

fear into hope.

Mr. MUNTASBER  (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic) I

Sir, a8  thie ie the firet time I have opuken in the First  Committee, I am Ple8eed

to eXtend  to you my delegation’s congratulatlone on your  eleotion  aa  Chairman of

this  Cwninitteo. Through you I ehould like aleo  to aongratulate the other officers

of the Committee. I wish to reaffirm  that my delegation will co-operate with you

for the eucceseful aomgletion  of t. e &nmittee’e  work.
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The yueetion  of  disarmament,  ti:,“om  the very outset  of  the United Nations, has

been one of the essential  oonoerne  of the international community, particularly

nucIear  diearmament, whioh ie  one of the moet urgent taeke  it faces and which hae

become the topic!  of absolute priority in the f ield of  diearmament.  This year cur

del iberat iona ara  taking place  in an atmosphere of  some  opt imism which augurs  w e l l

for  an international  agreement that  will mark  a step in the right direction towerde

disarmament,

The imgortanoe  of that initiative  cornea from the fact that it  ia taking place

after a long Qeciod of  stagnation and fa i lure in diearmament  negotiat ions.

DoubtIeee  the improvement  in  Lhe internat ional  political situation and increased

co-operation among States  will result  in the conoolidation of peace, confidence and

securi ty . It will aleo  reinforce the effort .8 maue  to briny about crisarmament.

Thue,  it is important to make use of this  initiative with gruat  doturmlnation  tu

reach other agreements leading to progreea  in our efforta  to avert  once and for all

the danger of war  and Qut an end to the arms race and thereby achieve generel  and

complete disarmament. We SUQQOrt any QrOQO8ala  .lnd  WnstructiW  initiatLVW3  dimed

a t  a t t a i n i n g  thoee  objeotives.

It is  general ly  recognised thet  the  accumulat ion of  armu  has ?cd  to insecurity

inetoad  of gaining the  pr imary  ob ject ive , namely, the conoolidation of security.

We believe that international poaoe  and security can indeed bo  consullddteu  throuyrl

jus t ice  and dediaation  to  the  prinaiples  of the Charter of t.he  United Nations,  In

QarticuLar  thoee whiah ban the UQB  of force  in international rolutionc,  tnrouyh

non-interforenae in the internal affairs of Statue , thr9Ugh  the poauePu1  aettlument

cf  dieputen  and through the hal t ing ot trio lrrc\tronul  tondtjncy  ut t . h t i . r  drmtj  r~~cs  dnd

of the Lurid-UQ  of *reapone.
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We atrem here the imgortancre  of the efforts being made in VarioU8

mult i lateral  forums  in the international  eyhere  and at tach absolute priority to

reaching agreements conoerning  the problem8  raised. Since aiearmament in this

nuolear  age  is  an irlportant  quest ion for  al l  peoples ,  t h e  reeyoneibility  cievolve~

on all State@,  and we should  not ignore the special cesponeibility  of tne

nuolear-weapon  Statee  ropardiny  the production, accumulation,  etockpi l iny and

development of weapons. The.ee  countr ies must  make a  positave  contribution *.o

efforts aimed at  aohieving  measure8 guaranteeiny  the world’8  peace and securi ty .

Nuclear disarmament is unquestionably tho heart of the disarmament problem.

The objective of disarmament can be achieved  only by adoptiny  effective and

rangible  measure8  within the uontext of a programme aimed at eliminating

nuclear-woaQon  s tockpi les  and by halt ing the prduction  und development  or weapon8

in order to achieve, in the last  analysis, general aud  complete disarmament.

The conclusion of an agreement banninq  nuclear  teste in all environments would

be one of the moat  effect ive contr ibutions to halt ing tne BKIW  race .  ‘Phu6,  the

production and  development of nuclear weapons could be linlltod.

The 6Gtabliehmont of  nuclear-weapon-free aunee In var ious reyione o f  the ylobe

would be one of the most  important lreaaures  to l imit  the danger ot the

proliferation of nuclutrr  woayone and would contribute to conoolidating

internat ional  Qeaco  and security.

BQyond  q u e s t i o n ,  the ocyuisitlun  b y  t h e  rilcitlt  r6yime  i n  Lhu Miildle  Last  dnd

the rac ier  r&gime of Youth Africa of the oap(lbility  to produce nucluur  we~yone

enuanyere  efforke  uimed  at  outablishiny  Iluulear-wuapon-free  lOlIeU  i n  the Hidtile

East  a n d  i n  Al!rica. The acquisit ion of  nuclear woopona  by theac  two rbgitnos  would

undoubtedly  im2rO4kId  t h o  diinyeru  t o  Arab and  Atrican  ~~copl~?u. T h o s e  rbglmce,  ~$8  WC)

a re  well  aware, aro pursuing  policioo  based on discrimination,  agyresaior~,
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occupation, refueal  to reccgniae the legitimate right of peoples  to

self-determination, and continued violation8 of United Nations resolutions

regarding the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zone8  in these two regiOn8.

There ie yet another gueetion  which  ie of the highest priority and importance

and which deeervoe special attention: the arms  rtice  in  outer epace. The

poeeibility  of the use of outer space for military purposes is a cause  of

international concern and conetitutee  a new round of atrcalaticn  of the arm8  race

which eericuely  threatens inte-national  peace end  eecurity,  for the existence ot‘

weapons in outer apace ie an obstacle  to disarmament. It is  therefore urgent tc

take meaeures which could prevent an erme  race in auter vpace  ana  would limit lte

useta to peaceful purposes. The arms  race ie not only a threat to tho pei:e Of all

peoples but is an unacceptable waste  of international economic reeourcee. It i s

one of the major obetaclee  to the economic and social development of countries.

We Should  like to uxprese  our indignation  et ereing  human reeollrcee uead  to

make weapons at a time when most countries of the world are facing urgent problems,

such  a8 poverty,  famine,  i l lness, illiteracy, unemployment  and foreign debt.

Expenditures for armanente by developiny  countrieo  hamper development plane and

deprive t.hcoe  States of nospitale, ochoole  and factorieu.
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The Final Document of the International Conference on the Rdlationehip  between

Disarmament and Ueveloyment exglains the neyative results of the rice in military

expenditure when it states:

"The OQQortunity Cost  of military eXQ0nditUree over the past 40 yeare  hee

been and continuee  to be borne by both developed and developing countriee,  as

there ie a greeeinq  need for additional reaourcee  for development in both

group8 of countriee. In aoveloging oountrice,  i t  hae been eetimatea  that

ClOSe to 1 billion Qeogle are below the poverty line, 78~  million are

undernourished, 850  million are illiterate, 1.5  billion have no acceae to

medical f8Cilitie8,  en equally larqe  number are urrsampLoyed,  and 1 billion

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

Thus there ie  an ever more urgent need today to discover means that could

allow UQ to reorient ‘the human and financial resource&  which are now being used  to

Consolidate military areenale towards efforta to  find uolutions to the economic and

social problem8 faoing the world, and in QartiWlnr  the develoging couhtrieo.

In the light af the facts I have mentioned, it ~~11 be neceeeery to yive the

United Nations a greater role in the field of disarmament,  one which is  consonant

with its obligations under the Charter. we attach Qeramount imyortence to tne

holding of a third epecidl oeesion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament

in 1988  and we hoQe that the cession will contribute to the elimination of teneionb

and conoolrdate international peace ana security. At the Qresent atage  we muet

traneleto yood intention6 and declaration8 into action aimed et achhviny  the

objective of goneral and complete disatmament.


