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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS  48 TO 69 (continued)

STATEMENTS  ON SPECIFIC UISARt@QfENT AGENDA  ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF GENERAL DEWVl'E,
AS NECESSARY

MS.  RAGMAN  (Bangladesh): It would be an act of reckless carelessness if

man were to destroy himself through the excesses of his own genius. MY

delegation's position on disarmament issues flows from that incontestable notion.

Some weeks agoI in the general debate in the First Committee, the Bangladesh

Foreign  Secretary said that deterrence is no substitute for disarmament and that

trust, more than all else, deters conflict. He stressed the need for peace for the

attainment of progress.

One vould  be hard put to detect a fallacy in sued  logic. Simple ideas can

provide  the material for response to the most complex situations. That is how we

have formulated our opinion on some of the agenda items under consideration.

Our position on nuclear-free zones is unequivocal. We support the concept.

We Urge  its implementation whetever  the decision to do so has been taken. We would

like to see fresh regions added, so that the globe is covered in due course with

Such concentric circles.

With regard to agenda item 48, Bangladesh is of the view that total absence of

nuclear weapons from Latin America would enhance mutual security and prevent the

use Of such weapons against a Member State in that region. We would like to see an

early ratification of Protocol I by all parties to which the Protocol is c‘?@n-

Our position on agenda item 51 is similar: we firmly believe that the early

implementation of General Assembly Kesolution  4448  would assist in the creation Of

an atmosphere conducive to the comprehensive Settlement of the Nindle  East

problem. Pending the establishment of such a zone , Bangladesh would like to see
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the  Status  o f  the region declare that they would refrain, on a reciprocal basil,

from  actiViti*a  that would  tend to h e i g h t e n  euepicion  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .  T h e  d e e p l y

dirtucbing  diacloaurea  in the Sunday Times of London on 5 October 1986 were cauee

f o r  uneasinene. We believe that  Israeli  acquisition  of nuclear capability would

m o a t  aeriouely  destabilira t h e  f r a g i l e  p e a c e  i n  t h a t  r e g i o n ,  w i t h  moat  h o r r i f i c

con8equencee. Israel  ia  known to have teat-f ired Jericho Two, an

intermediate-range ball ist ic miaailv  capable of carrying a nuclear warhead. 1ta

prenent range of 500 miles  ie  l ikely to be increased to 870 milea  croon.

We would naturally l ike to see  our own region, South Asia,  nuclear free.  We

have  provided  a written communication to the Secretary-General conveying our viewa

on agenda item 52. Bangladesh is  a eignatory to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapon8 (NPT)  and will  contribute in the beet poeeible

manner to the implementation oL the remolution  adopted by the Assembly in this

regard last year. We bel ieve  that the security of the region would ue etrenythened

a g a i n s t  the uee,  o r  t h r e a t  o f  use , of nuclear weaponr if such  a  zone  were

eetabliahed.
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Nat ionr  have  throughout h!etory  reaortnd  to f o rce  of arm6  to  advance perceived

relf-interort. Bangladerh ie  not in a  porition  to do eo,  for aur  prohlems are too

aany}  nor would we do eo  l ven if we ware at&a  to, for our valuer and pr inciplee

would pcecludo  ue from doing so. An  a  n a t u r a l  c o r o l l a r y , we wieh  our area to he

rtrife  f r e e  - hence our total commitment to the implementation of the Declaration

of the Indian Ocean ae  a  zone  of  Peace. Banqlade8h  will  actively work toward8 it

a#  a member  of the Ad i!oc  committee ret  up f o r  the purpono.- -

My delegation welcomes the  apooi:lcment  of Zimbabwe  to the Committee hy the

Preeident  of the General  Aeeembly  on 6 May 1981. We believe  that the inclusion of

the current Chairman of the Non-Aligned Movement - in whose  leadership  we have

g r e a t  f a i t h - w i l l  a d d  v i g o u r  t o  t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s .

The Conferonce muet  not he delayed any more. T1.e  Committee’s  recommendation

i n  t h i r  r e g a r d  muet  be  accepted  w i t h o u t  f u r t h e r  a d o .  T h e  view8  o f  t h e  l i t t o r a l

Stator  on the substantive  isruea  may differ, but we dre  confident that talks at thr

propolled  Colombo Conference will  narrow,  rather  than widen, the gulf .  My

Government hae  alwaye  conveyed Its  appreciation of the Sri Lankan  offer to host  a

preparatory committee in Colombo next year. Agenda i tem 68, therefore, is much

more  than a regional  concern.

Sadly, the qeniua  of man to which I referred earlier haa  found ways and means

n o t  o n l y  t o  h l u r  t h e  aualitative  d i s t i n c t i o n s  h e t w e e n  cocventional  ntrateqlc

weapons hut  also to enhance the destructive  capahilitiea  of aoet  varietien. Reason

dictatee  that  scient i f ic  and  technological ach ievement6  mumt  he used for  peaceful

purposes. T h e  h o r r e n d o u s  pctontialitie!R  o f  weapcne  o f  radiological,  particle-heam,

infraeonic  radiation and electromagnetic typen are well known.  Our  dlscunsione

under aqenda  i tem 60 will  he designed to prohibit  them. Ranqladesh  w i l l  .sllplmrt

all  meanurea that would he1.p  prevent  their  development . Likewise, on aqentlic
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i tem 62 ,  we  urge  the  early c o n c l u s i o n  of  the  chemizal-weapons-ban  c o n v e n t i o n  w h o s e

prospects have already aroused  oome  optimism.

I am happy to  be able to say  that the  Disacmamant  Commikrion,  o n  w h o e e  BUKoaU

We sat, has been able to do some uovful  work during  its 1987 eubetantivo  SesJiOn,

focusing its pttbntion  on such issue6  as ths rcla  of t.he United Nations i71  this

nrea, conventional  d isarmament ,  ver i f icat ion a n d  naval  d isarmament . These  a re

crucia l  n u b j e c t a  a n d  increaoed understanding  in  these  spheres  would ass ist  t h e

achievement  o f  this  Commi t tee ’s  b road  goale.

My  delegal  ,n shares  the  enthusiasm  recently genera ted  in  the  imp-,,Ved  global

disarmament  c l imate . This  has  raceived f u r t h e r  i m p e t u s  f o l l o w i n g  t h e

Soviet-An!erican  meet ing  in  Moscow yerterday. We must work r.o  make ttrls  hope

pervade for ever, or  suf fer  the  pa ins  of the  maiden  Antigone  Ln  S o p h o c l e s ’  t r a g e d y

as she walked slowly towards the inevitable tomb where ahe was to be buried alive.

Every  age  i8  c o n f r o n t e d  w i t h  a  m a j o r  chal lenge. Diaarmament  is  o u r s . We must

succeed. “lven  the pol i t ica l  w i l l  and  some rationality,  we shall. Women and men

of our yeneration  bear this responsibility to those yet unborn.

If somewhere  today a sleeping beauty should fall aelsep  for 100 yearm,  she

should on awakening find that the world not only exiets  but also th;ivea.

Mr. AL-KETAL (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic) 8 It give0  me great--.

pleasure  t o  co:qratulate  y o u , Sir, on behalf of Iraq  on your election to the

chairmanship of this Committee. We are completely confident that ycu will

Succ~sSfulty  y u i d e  its bus iness . I am also pleased to contjratulate  the other

officers of thr Committee. I assure you of my delegation’s full willingness to

CO-opt‘rate  So <!!j  to uchieve the desired  results.

I f  confidence-buildiny  is  r e q u i r e d  t o  factlitate  eEforte  to  curb  the  a rms  race

a n d  ultim#ltely  t o  r o a c h  yJr.neral  and  comple te  ,lisarmament,  and of ,.,eaeures  have
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boon  or wil l  br  taken to buil and  enhanao  confidence in thir  world, it should  be

recalled that reinforcement of the pcinciylee  of international 14~  and full rerpeot

for them in intorcational  celrtione  are major requiremonte  in t:re building and

enhancement of conf inence.

Nothing fuels  and accelerates  all  sapects  of tne arms race among States  more

than lack of security. IC  aggresrion,  violation of  the sovereignty  of  Staton,

int0rference  in  their  internal  affeire  and  acquisition of their territories by

torte  replace reepect  for the principles of international law, the United Nations

Charter and the jurisdiction or the Security Council in the settlement 09

international conflictr,  then talk abolrt  diearmament will be fer removed from

reality when a s i tuation demand8  that States  exercise  their  legi t imate right, to

self-defence  to protect their security and indaprndenca. Building confidence by

reinforcing  rerpect  for the rule of law in international  relationr  imporee  specific

obligationu  in roletionr  among Stateu  end imposes respect  for intornetional  law on

thoee  who have rejected or circumvented It. The principles  of international lew

form an indivirible  whole that i8 not amenable to a piaco-me41  aQQKOaCh end

selective application. Therefore,  thooe who directly or itldirectly  encourage F,

se lect ive  4QQrO4ch  to the provinionr  of internetionel  law and the Chartor 4rO

conspiring againat  them both. They are driving intsrnationdl  ralstione  inca a

state of lawloeenees  and anarchy. And they are dieruptiny  internctional

confidence, which previous  npeakern  have crddreeeed, together with it8  relationship

to diearmament.

Selective application of the yroviRions  or international law la untenable,  and

&separation  of the international bodies Concerned witn  disarmament and the

maintenance of international peace is detrimentaL  to the unity of the United

Nations syatam. ThereLore, in order to achie.Je  Concrete results, the link between
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the buaineee  of those  bodies,  including this Committee and tha Conference  on

Disarmament, and the interaction among them munt be maintained. That lu essent ia l

rend  i s ,  furtherwrs,  a  procedural  necoa@ity  i n  hoeping  w i t h  t h e  u n i t y  of the U n i t e d

Natlonn  eyetem.
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Moreover, these bodies should bs accessible to the States that are willing to

contribute and desirous of contributing positively to the negor&ations  on

disarz!ament, It is not acceptable under any circumstances to turn them into

exclusive clubs in which some States would voice their views and interests,

rejecting the participation of others on some pretext, giving precedence to certain

procedural rules over the substance and importance of the subjects under discussion.

Here  it is relevant to quote once more what is contained in paragraph 28 of

the Final Rocument  of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

d isarmament.

"All States have the right to participate in disarmament negotiations. They

have the right to participate on an equal footing in ..*  disarmament

negotiations . ..*. (General Assembly resolution S-10/2,  para. 28)

My delegation, calling once again for an end to the abuse of consensus in the

Conference on Disarmament with a view to blurring the contributions of the

countries that are willing and desirous* hopes that its call will be fully heeded

both here and in the Conference on Disarmament. In this connection I wish to quote

from the Final Document of the Eighth Summit Conference of Heads of State or

Government of Non-Aligned Countries as follows:

"The Xeads  of State or Government underlined the central role and primary

! responsibility of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. They
I

stressed that all the peoples of the world have a vital interest in

disarmament negotiations, . ..*. (A/41/697, p. 37, para. 57)

The Reykjavik meeting in 1986 between the President of the United States and

General Secretary Gorbachev made it clear that there is no alternative to

continuous dialogue in order to achieve d6tente  in international relations.

Recently Signs have emerged indicating that the two super-Powers have reached an
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agreement in principle to eliminate both medhum-range  and shorter-range nuclear

missiles. Despite the fact that these missiles constitute  but a small portion of

the nuclear arsenals of the two super-Powers8 this agreement will, when finalized,

Constitute an important and encouraging step on the path towards disarmament and

also in the field of confidence-building.

Nuclear disarmment  measures cannot assume their true dimensions unless they

cover all nuclear Powers and all forms of nuclear weapons. Moreover, the question

Of reaching a convention on the general and complete prohibition  of nudear weapons

is still the main task that should be given top priority.

It it3  not difficult to understand that it is meaningless to destroy an

obsolete weapon while tests continue *for the development of more sophisticated and

more lethal weapons and while efforts are constantly made to extend the arms race

from the Earth to outer space. The nuclear R32ers  must assume greater

responsibility  for banning nuclear weapons completely. They must take convincing

steps  on the path towards disarmament and halting the arms race. It is not

reasonable, 17 years after the entry into force of the nuclear proliferation

Treaty, to see nuclear parties to the Treaty still not observing its provisions,

their excuses notwithstanding. This Treaty, intended to halt both horizontal and

vertical nuclear proliferation , will of course encounter difficulties at its fourth

review  in 1990 if the situation remains as it is today and if the nuclear Powers

remain unable to make positive and convincing strides to halt the arms race and

achieve general and complete nuclear disarmament.

The faltering of the nuclear States parties to the non-proliferation Treaty in

achieving genuine progress towards disarmament has encouraged other countries  to

develop nuclear weapmsr  with attendant grave threats to international peace and

security . Here my delegation wishes to refer to the increasing military and
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nuclear capabilities  of both Israel and South Africa and to reliable data In the

possession by the Israeli  e,,tity  of nuclear weapons and its  development of

medium-ra.lge  missiles capable of carrying nuclear warheads and delivering them to

nlOSt  target6 in the Arab region and some pact.8  of the  Soviet  IJnion. The dangera

posed  by these developments for peace and security in the region and in the world

a r e  d i s q u i e t i n g . They require the taking of prompt and effective meat(urea  t o

prevent the outbreak of nuclear catastrophe there.

Israel has pursued an ambiguous nuclear policy, through which it hopes to

terrorize  and blackmail the Arab States and to maintain irs  domination over the

o c c u p i e d  t e r r i t o r i e s . I t  i s  a  polic,  t h a t  h a s  a’80  b e e n  characterized  b y  a  d e s i r e

to keep  Israel the sole nuclear Power in the area , able to impose its hegemony

there. ‘Therefore Israel’s  rctions have bet- aimed at  dest roying and sabotaging any

Arch  e f f o r t  t h a t  i t  perce’.  , a s  t h r e a t e n i n g  i t s  p o l i c y . Accordingly ,  the

d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  t e c h n i c a l  e f f o r t s  i n  t h e  A r a b  w o r l d ,  a s  w e l l  a s  o f

nuclear installations in Arab i:ountries, is part and parcel of Israel’s nuclear

p o l i c y . It is  in the framework  of this policy that we can view the criminal attack

of lOS1 against the Iraqi research reactor fjevoted  to peaceful purposes under the

aegis of *.he International Atomic Energy ,\gency  (IAEA). We can oLso  view in the

light o f  thic poiicy  t h e  c o n t i n u o u s  I s r a e l i  t h r e a t  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f

any nuclear installation when Israel deems such action fit.

Iraq has consistently supported the creation 01 a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

the Middle East. It has called upon aLI  States in the area to renounce the

possession of nuclear weapons and to place all  thei r  nuclear installations under

the control of IAEA. Iraq, whictr  i s  a  p a r t y  t o  t h e  n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  T r e a t y ,  rinds

in these measures the only practical way to avert nuclear proliferation in the

Middle East.
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Armed attacks against n&leer  installation5 have numerous consequences and

should  be looked at from various aspects) this Committee is  not concerned with all

of them. lloweve  r , the radiological consequences of destroying a nuciear

in5tailation,  are similar to those created by radiological weapon5 and are worthy

ot’  discussion L-?re, because bannlny  the production, stockpiling and u5e  of

radiological weapons is not complete unless certain necessary mear:*lros  are taken to

pcohibii armed attacks on nuclear installations. we realize  that concluding an

international bindrng  col,vention  prohibitlny  armed attack5 against nuclear

installations would require certain technical studies in addition to defining the

technical  and political frameworks for 5uch a conventroll. Therefore we believe

that IAEA IY the competent bodv, both technically and scientif ical ly,  to provide

the reqllired  studies on the radiological  effects of  such attacks.
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It ia alro  concrernod  with othrr fasats  OC  the  iaauo,  being the organization

concornrd  with  l noouragAng and widerAiny  tho acope of the peacetul  usea  or nuclear

l nergy . We call hero on IAEA to co-operate  positively with the Conference on

Dirarmamont  in accelerating  the neyotiations  in order to conclude the rquired

convention  (IO l oon aa poer1bl.r.

Ne⌧t  l ummor will witneaa  the holding of tne third specia l  aeeeion on

disarmament. We hope that,  before it  takea place ,  positive  and tangible reaultx

Will be achiaved between  the  two supor-Powers  that  will  oe conducive to

confidence-building  and to the creation of a positive  atmosphere for productive a..d

COnatrUCtiva  action, going beyond the usual procedure  of those mcetinyn,  merely

delivering l tatomrntr and adopting resolutions  that remain  unimplemented.

Disarmament negotiations should, ae  a  matter  of  priori ty,  deal  with the mont

lethal wrapona, which porre  a grave threat to life on thie  planet . roremost  amonyet

there are nuclear weapone. There should be a comprehensrve  ban on their

product ion, stockpiling  and use,  and a complete and general prohibition of

nUChSr-Weapon teete  and of research related to the development ot such  weapons.

The fact  that  this  forthcoming  special eeaaion  ie cloee at hand will :jlace dn

added rrsponeibility  on the ConEerence  on Diaarmomont  and on al{ the other bodies

concerned to r3oublo  their effort8  tti achieve positive  results. Thie  al~io make8

it  incumbent upon all States to mrke eerious  otforte  to  encouraye  the two

super-Powers,  as well as the other nuclear Powers. t o  ayree  o n  effective  me6sure8

to enhance internat ional  peace and security  and ensure  respect  for  the principltis

of international law, on their indivisible character  in international  relations,

and on effective measures  to dismantle and duntroy  strclteglc  weaprme,  dnd  a lso to

prevent the development of n e w e r  weapons of destruction or the location of new

epheres  In outer apace for  another otaye oF the arms  rdcu.
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Mr. MAKSIMGV  (3yelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian)t Prevention of an arms race in outer space Continues to be a matter

of especial concern to the international community. We can soa ewidence  of this in

the fact that for a number of years now the General Assembly has adopted a

resolution on this item, which has been adopted by all Wembers  of the United

Nations, with only one abstention. Since the question was discussed at the

forty-first session of the General Assembly , developments in this area have gone in

various directions. On the one hand, the matter has causeu  concern while on the

other hand, the developments have laid down a solid basis for effectively keeping

the arms race out of outer space.

Threatening elements can be seen in the steady work being done on the

well-known Strategic Defence Initiative (SDI) of the United States and in the

intention to shift towards plans for implementing it at an early date - that is to

say, for practical purposes, deploying the relevant weapons even at the beginning

of the 1990s.

To justify these programmes, the legitimacy of which is denied by the 1972

Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missiles Systems (ARM Treaty), the

SCPCSlled  broad interpretation of this Treaty is being invoked. Let us note by the

way that such an interpretation is greeted with grave doubt, even in the United

States itself.

Without going into detail regarding the essence of the problem, we wish to

point out that the very attempt to shift to a new interpretation of a bilateral

treaty and to do so unilaterally, especially when one partner to the Treaty, in

this case the Soviet Union, has unambiguously maintained the need for strict

observance of the conditions of that treaty: such an attempt,  we feel, is wrong.

Our delegation is not going to concentrate in this statement on an analysis of

SDI and its negative consequences for military and strategic stability, for
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international  eoourity  and for the prospecte  for die4Kmomont.  Th4t has been done

i n  p a r t  yO4KS. New studiea and new analyoea, incluuiny  some d o n e  b y  1uaolncJ

American specialists  and their  orqanizationr,  for exrrmple,  the 4mericakr  Phy5ic5

SOCiOty,  COllfiKm  the negative view  of bU1  which we h4ve  expKee#ed  and which ie  wel l

known. The conclueions of those analysee apply equally, and peKh4pe 11)  an even

gKe4teK  me4lUKe,  t0  t h e  4CCOleKetOd  d e p l o y m e n t  O f  YDI.

Mvocataa of the buildjnq of outer-apace wmpons, in tryi.ng  to  convince wor ld

public opinion about the Kightnara of SO  doing, uae cunceptu 8uch  da  eifactivo

epace defence dnd  limited attack. But all of thesa argumentu, if we really look

deeply jnto  them, do not deal with the eeeence of the matter. If its eaaence ls to

defend against nucltar  weapons ,  then,  is  i t  not  t rue that destroying nuclear

WO4pOnS ia the best and moet reliable w4y,  end, in the fln41 l@nalye;a,  the simplest

4nd most  economical way to etrenythen eecurity? Preventing war is what should be

talked about. That ~(1  the essence  ot the  new situatton  in the world. W-80  main

meane  for deeence La, in the final analyeis, mutual disarm4mOnt.

This brief  deecription  of the situation would be incomplete if we did not

point out that the Soviet Union,  which is  a space Power, ia  fundamentally Opposed

to an arm3 race in outer space ,  a n d  has  b e e n  taklny tne  relevsnt  p r a c t i c a l  pouition

on this. In particular, a few years ago, the Soviet Union unilaterally began 4

moratorium on the teetlny  of anti-satellite eyetems  in outer space  a8 lony (18 other

States followed the example set fOK them. The "fit4K  peace/star W4KS” dilemma ie

one Of thO8e KaKe  situations  in  which  the truth is unambiguous. Putt lng  weapons

into Outer ~p4ce,  leads iKKeveKSibly  to  a gKOwth in mUtU4l  mi8trUf3t  and

unpredictabili'iy  and ~~11 accelerate the  BKIIIS  race  and make peace even Inure
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Crsgile. Over and above the purely military conoideratione  on thin subject,  the

calculations of the advocetee  of  SD1  clearly have anot.hec  utrateyic  co’* :,  a n

economic one. One of its l aaential elements is to dray the other aide into  an armn

r a c e , t o  l i m i t  ite  p o t e n t i a l  i n  t h e  area  01  rconomlc  tra..uformatlon,  ~11  in t h e

name of and f,>r  the benefit of the WOKking  man.
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Turning now to the effort to  prevent an arms rauc  in outer space, we would

r e c a l l  t h a t  t h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  m a n y  s e r i o u s  i n i t i a t i v e s  i n  t h i s  f i e l d . S t r i c t

compliance with the anti-ball ist ic  missi le Treaty r&qime  is very important If we

dre  to keep  outer space Peaceful and tree ds a  pl~e LOC broad co-operation in

research and development in the Lntereat  of all mankind. I t  is  t h e  job  o f  a l l

mankind to keep that Treaty alive and viablur firLit o r  a l l , if  there were t.o be dn

unbridled arms race in outer apace, peacefu. 1 i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o - o p e r a t i o n  i n  wace

would simply die. Secondly, destroying tne Treaty r~~~lo  dantroy  the basin for

s u b s t a n t i a l  r e d u c t i o n s  i n  s t r a t e g i c  offeneive  w e a p o n s .

But all  peoples are interested in such reduction8 , 88 we have see? from the

statements made in the qeneral debate in the yienary  Central Assembly and in the

First  Committee. R a p i d  a n d  substan?.isl  p r o g r e s s  ie t h e r e f o r e  nece8sary,  i n  a l l

existing forums, both bilateral negotiating forums and tho Conference on

Disarmament.

There ie more than a solid basis for such yrogreso. There is  general

readiness - with a single  exception - to adopt meaningful meartutea to prevent  e n

arms race in outer space, but beyond that there Jlready  exis t s  ~1  whole set  of

serious  proposals, both comprehensive und partial. It is abeolutely certa in  that

o n  t h e  basis  o f  those  p r o p o s a l s  i t  w o u l d  b e  yossrble  t o  achieve  clearly  v i s i b l e

qoale.

These  are some  o f  the areas  covered by recent pcopoaalnr strict  obeervancr

a n d  etrengthrniny  ot t h e  dnti-ballistic  m i s s i l e  ‘:‘reaty  rbqime,  includiny  uuecific

time-frames and a plan of act.on  extending beyond those time-frameat  achieving  dn

agreement on prohibiting anti-eateLli Yymtems  and upace-to-Eat:h  weapon uystemst

usiny  o u t e r  upace  oxuluvlvely  f o r  peac,*tul  ,~~rposes  f o r  t h e  b e n e f i t  o f  a l l  mankind1
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establishing a world space organisation;  inspecting objects to be launched into

outer spacet  and establishing an international monitoring system to keep outer

space peaceful.

Any verification problems that arise in implementing future agreements could

be resolved through the existence of an international apace inspectorate. The

United Nations has a major role to play in the establishment of such a body. Such

an inspectorate could ensure the permanent presence of groups of inspectors at all

facilities used for launching apace Objects. Moreover, all States involved in

space activities would be on an absolutely equal footing. The permanent presence

of inspectors would guarantee the reliability of monitoring. It is in the nature

of space technology that verification is relatively simple and effective.

Provision would be made also for the right to dema\tJ.’ on-site inspections when it is

suspected that there has been a launch from an undisclosed site,

Members Will recall that the Soviet Union has stated its readiness, if a

complete ban on space strike weapons is adopted, to extend inspections to its own

storage, industrial, laboratory ) testing and other facilities. That means the

Soviet Union is ready for genuine, mutual openness , not in mere words, but in

deeds. That is what we must do to establish trust.

The USSR recently informed the First Committee of its new specific proposals

to the United States regarding strict obsetvance of the anti-ballistic  missile

Treaty. These include possible agreement on a list of devices prohibited from

being launched into outer space  irrespective of their  purpose  if  their  technical

characteristics exceed agreed parameters.

men the mOSt Critical scrutiny will show that the basis of these and earlier

proposals is a desire to strengthen not the narrow security of a single State but

cqrehensive  security, and an intention not to harm  anyone's  defensive position.
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A l l  participantr  in sxlrting  forums deal ing with problemr related  to the

prevention  of an arms race in outer space muat  take a constructive  approach,

dictated by a concern for international rccurity. L iv ing ,  ae we do, in a

commonwealth of nations, we cannot iSnore  our commonality  of  interests,  especial ly

those whose importance ia,  quite  litarc\ly,  Vital.

M r .  MURIN  (Czechoelovakia: (interpretation from Huesian)  t Our

Committee’e  debate unquestionably tncrcit’ioa  to the constantly  growing  intereet  of

State8 Members of the United Nation8 and the international community at large in

achieving a  radical  change in the are& of diearmamcnt. New, poeitive  element8  have

appeared in our dialogue, relating  both to the form and content of the itemn  under

discuaoion  and to disarmament aa a whole. The general acknowledgement that nuclear

WUK  is  inadmiaaible  and &support for the concept of d nuclear-fcoe  and non-violent

world have come to focm a platform for unit ing  diaarmamant efforta.

In place of  doctrinea of nuclear terror we are seeing tncreaxing  attention to

a new integrated concept cf security,  encomtiaseing international  l i fe  in a l l  it8

aspects and guaranteeing the security of all  Statma  on an oyual  babia,  Keqardlesa

of their mil itary potential . Diaarmsment  iti  becoming the VeKj  cc:e Of  attempt8  to

achieve concrete yuaranteee of a secure wor ld .

Even touch  traditional and aremingly  uncbanyoable  concepts as the balance of

forces ale  ber,innlng  gradua l ly  to be  teanhCormed into more contemporary, more

democratic: approachee baaed primarily on d balance 01:  intereero- We  are seeing the

emecyence  of such concnpts  as military uuEflciency  and defenoive  etr?tagy.

The degree of openness  In  approaching such yueatione  as  monitoring the

observance of arms-Keduction  and disarmament ugcaomante has increase6  to the point

where the whole question of veri f ication has beccme  a st.lmuLue to the disarmament

progress inRtead  of: .I  brake on It.
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‘Phls year  ban crleo  witnessed eiqnificantly  i n c r e a s e d  u n d e r s t a n d l n y  ot  t.he  need

f o r  m u t u a l  balance i n  b i l a t e r a l  a n d  m u l t i l a t e r a l  eftortn  to  so lve  diearmamant

problems. Au a result  ot  th r  Sov ie t -Un i ted  S ta tes  neyot.iatione,  we  now 1108  a

p la t fo rm fo r  nuc lea r  d isa rmament . Tniv  ie  a tiource  ot  o p t i m i s m  a n d  inny~rat~c~n  f o r

the  en t i re  interliational  communi ty , includinq  t h e  U n i t e d  Nation@. I n  responm~  t 0

t h e  u n e q u i v o c a l  d e m a n d  o f  o u r  times, i n  t h e  dred  o f  e f f o r t s  a t  disarmament  w e  late

eeeiny  the  ycadual  emergence  and  steenythenlnq of  a  new term% internationalizal  Ion.

All of  thie  tertifiea  to the realiem and effrctivenass  of the new political

t h i n k i n g  i n  internat ional  re la t ions , and creates  condit.one  f o r  m a k i n g  t h e

necessary progress  In thu mil itary and p o l i t i c a l  ayhnrea.
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In thin  connection,  the United Nationa facea  home  l oriouu teaka. Thor. ir the

poaeibility  of stlmulatinq  negotiAtiona  on diearmament at a qualitatively higher

lOVO1. In our view, internationalizing  disarmament effort0  primarily moans

encouraging the participation of all States on a unigorral  and democratic baair  in

the practice1 consideration and eolution  of all  aapecta of dimermament  protlomr.

Of course, a necaseary  condition for the establiehment  of such a favourable

situation lo  the full utilization  of the machinery and tire potential  of the United

Natione as a universal  forum cnarscterized  by the total interdependence of Staten

and their involvement in shaping peace procerees  and in all areas of international

relat  ione. *

But even the United Nations iteelt  couio  not play a central rolr  or bear

primary reeponeibility  for disarmament if it did not have the active  and direct

participation of all Member States. We wieh  to support the valI;.ablo ideas

exprefaaed  at this  sess ion regardiny the responsibi l i ty  of  the Security Council  in

the area of disarmament under the Charter. The convening of e special series  of

mestings  of the Security Council at the Foreign Minister level to consider goals

and tasks in the area of nuclear disarmament would be a major step  in that

direction.

We alno feel that the etrenythelling  of the role of the United Natlone in

disarmament would be facilitated by introduciny  the practice of more frequently

convening ep~cial  seaeions  of the United Nation5 General Assembly devoted to

individual eeeential  m4ttere  in the field of disarmament. Within the united

Nations, we could ALRO  uetablish  the machinery proposed by the Soviet  Union to

carry out broad internation  monitoring of the implementation of agreement0 to

_.--.

*Mr. Gutierrez  (Costa Rica) , Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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reduce tension, limit weapons and bring about disarmament and to monitor the

military situation  in regions of conflict - all of which would involve agreement on

forms and methods of monitoring and the collection and processing of relevant

information.

In this context, we feel that the proposal of Finland to establish a databank

for this purpose is an interesting one.

The International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and

Development held this year at the United Nations has been a focus of international

attention. In our view, the proceedings and results of that Conference fully

confiimed  an organic, mutual linkage between those two pressing issues of our day.

At the same time, it showed that these fundamental and significant problems could

be solved once comprehensive international security was assured. We feel that the

Conference has become a forum for substantive dialogue on the essence of the

problems under consideration, dialogue guided by a desire to work jointly and adopt

non-confrontational approaches.

The foregoing would constitute a framewcxk  fos finding practical Solutions to

disarmament questions and would form an excellent basis for the development of such

processes universally.

That was the subject of a joint memorandum on disarmament for development and

of other proposals made at the Conference by the socialist countries. He should

like to say again that all the participants in the Conference contributed towards

realization of that idea.

We should also like to observe point out that there was much ceoperii;tion  in

the drafting and unanimous adoption of the Final Document of the Conference. The

timeliness of the Conference’s results regarding the linkage between disarmament

and developnlent  is evident: having errghasized  the mutual interdependence of States
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and the mutuality of interesta  in these key areas , those reeulte will  promote the

a b i l i t y  t o  o v e r c o m e  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s . Thus  a clear answer

is given to the well-known argument that disarmament , even under conditiona in

which military and pol i t ical  criteria of equal security were  observed, would resu l t

in economic profits for certa in  States, and f o r  them alone.  We believs  th6t  at

this time the efforts of the United Nations shoulcr  be directed at developing ‘lnd

implementing the results of the Conference , particularly ite Programme of Action.

In this  regard, the followin ate  etill on the agenda: m a t t e r s  relatiny  t o

t h e  redlgction o f  m i l i t a r y  budgeto u n d e r conditiona  o f  COT xrabllity,  t h e  c o n v e r s i o n

of pruduction  capacity from military to peaceful purposes, and the draftiny of

relevant national plan8 o f  convers ion  for the eetabliehment of effective

international machinery for the t ransfer  of resources  to development asclistance  for

the developing countries

In our opinion those questions should be resolved during an agreed periodic

review of the results of the conference by the tieneral Assembly. A decis ive  s tep

in that direction  should be taken next year, a t  t h e  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  seesion  o f  t h e

General  Assembly devoted to disarmament.

We continue to favour implementation ot the proposal that disarmament and

development questions  be considered by the security Council at the higheet level.

An important component of the international disarmament machinery is the

llllited  Nations Disarmament  Commission ,  whose  work-load is increaeiny  as the i tems

on its  agenda become more specific anu  uryent. ‘Phe Disarmament Commission could

become a key instrument in tne interliationalizstion  of negotiationb:  on Such

complicated matte 3 as  th,  whole package of questions related to nuclear

disarmament.



SK/ I A/C.l/42/PV.  19
PY-.>lI

(Mr. Murln,  Czochoelovakia)

At the Reasion  t.he  :iocialinL  cvuntrielr  p resented  a p r o g r a m m e  document  o n

neqotiations  o n  t h e  pr~rbl.om  o f  nucll:ar  ainsrmsmant  i n  w h i c h  t h e y  expreeaed  the  view

that  the  process  o f  nuclrnr  d i s a r m a m e n t  c o u l d  b e  c a r r i e d  o u t  w i t h i n  aa  s h o r t  a

per iod  as  10  yearn ,  beqanninq  w i th  a  radicaL  50  per  cen t  reduc t ion  in  the  nuc lea r

arsena ls  o f  the  Sov ie t  rlnton  and  the  Un i ted  S ta tes  in  the  f i rs t  f i ve  years of  tha t

per icd. Of  course ,  we  llssume tha t  once  nuc lear  weapons  a re  e l im ina ted  i t  will  b e

necessary  t3 es tab l ish  f i rm  guaran tees  against the acquisition by r n y  State of

mtlitary  super io r i t y  in  ou te r  space .
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The proposals of the socialist countries are intended to solve a broad spectrum of

nuclear-disarmament problems , including those relating to the strict and effective

international monitoring of such processes.

We are guided by the fact that nuclear disarmament is a cause supported by all

countries, and we are prepared to continue our efforts to seek common ground for

the solution of specific questions. Brazil’s proposal to establish zones of peace

in various regions of the world was a constructive contribution.

Progress in the work of the Disarmament Commission , particularly the agreement

reached on the programme framework for negotiations for nuclear disarmament, would

be a stimulus for the Geneva Conference on Disarmament as well. It is necessary to

use all the Disarmament Commission’s potential to ensure that in the future there

will be tangible activity regarding the establishment of a broad international

dialogue on nuclear disarmament. A minimum standard for such dialogue should, at

the very least, be the recognition of the complete validity of the Final Document

of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Along with the need to start the process of eliminating nuclear weapons and

other weapons of mass destruction , the question of reducing conventional weapons

and armed forces is becoming more and more urgent. It would be very dangerous to

ignore the fact that so-called conventional weapons, owing to the rapid

improvements made in them, their strike power and their destabilizing effect on the

international situation, are quickly becoming quite similar to weapons of mass

destruction. It must also be borne in mind that their production and the

maintenance of armed forces absorbs four fifths of the world’s military

expenditures.

We therefore believe that problems of this type could also be appropriately

considered on a world-wide scale , while Eully  taking into account the specific
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situation of individual regions. A naturalcamon  criterion for this should be the

reduction of conventional weapons  and armed forces to a level of reasonable

sufficiency - a level sufficient for defensive needs exclusively. Our belief is

that situations with regard to ensuring security in various regions sinould  be

considered not in isolation but primarily within the framework of strengthening

comprehensive international security. In making their well-known proposals for a

substantial reduction in armed forces and weapons in Europe and for holding

consultations to compare military doctrines, the States parties to the Warsaw

Treaty fully believe that there is an indivisible unity between European and world

security.

An important role in the efforts to achieve progress in the area Of

conventional weapons is to be played by the United Nations, more specifically by

the Disarmament Commission. We wish to express our satisfaction with the basically

constructive atmosphere in the dialogue on these matters which was begun in the

Commission this year. We feel that the work of the Commission should he completed

with the adoption of constructive recommendations which could substantially promote

success in negotiations on conventional weapons.

A new, important and highly timely agenda item of the Disarmament CogaPissiOn

this year was the comprehensive consideration of the question of monitoring,

including methods and principles for carrying it outl as well as the role to be

played by the United Nations and its Member States in that area. Czechoslovakia

devotes special attention to these questions , and we note with satisfaction the

Progress made during those discussions. We are convinced that a real opportunity

exists to prepare a comprehensive document, as early as next year, that will

reflect the high degree of agreement on all fundamental problems of monitoring.
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We aupport the development of independent international teuearch on those

problems, which could promoto a new, tangible shift  in ep~c,ific  eolutione to

problema of monitoring during the diaarmament pcoceea a5 a whole. In OUK View,

theKtt  nhould al80 be SeKiOUa diecueeion  of the Soviet Union’s proposal for

monitoring to make nure that military : aaee in the territories of third States are

not used for activities which are prohibited under existing ayreementa.

MOKeoVer, we favour active involvement of the United Nation8 in t!re prOce5a Of

monitorlny  the implementation of exietiny ayrrementa  on arm5 l;sitjcion and

dinarmament on the basic of syreed prclcudures  and objective criteria. We regard

thin  (IS  (I fiKSt  etep  tOW8Kd8  the eetablishment  of an interr,ationaL  monitoriny

machinery.

There must also be a subrtantial  increase in the work of the Disarmament

Commiueion  on such important and disquieting problems an naval armaments and

disarmament and the nuclear potential of South Africa.

We believe that at the present time there are aleo  rather strong new forceu

that could enable  the Commission to conclude its work succesefulLy  on the drafting

of agreed principles which would guide the future activities of State8 in the are6

of freezing and redllcinq  military budyete.

The activitioe  of. the I>isarmament  Commission are also linked to the

consideration of a whole group of quustionfl  releltlny  to the role  of the United

Nationa  in tho area of disarmament. In the dialogue being conducted along  those

lines, one Can discern many practlcdl ways for enhanciny the role of the

organization  and ita effectlvensss  in the development  of a real and integrated

disarmament proceae. We should  approactl  those problems not JUSt from the point ot

view  of improviny the orqanlzation  of work and procedurea  but from a broad

political point Of View, bearing In mind the denlre of a constantly  yrowiny n(lmbeK
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o f  Staten  to mska  their  own conetructivs  contribution to  a rubstantive  eolution  of

diearmament prob:*mu. On the  bas is  ot  tne  propoealu  already made and of  the

Keeultn o f  diecursions  i n  t h e  Diencmamsnt  Commission ,  w.  beliov@  t h a t  t h i n  sot  o f

PKoblamR &.oo  could  be coneidered  at the third  epucial  aeeeion of the Goneral

Aesembly  devoted to disarmament.

Czechoelovakla  apptoachae  a l l  thene problemn  i n  t h e  spirit  o f  t h e  princiyloe

of  equi table ,  conetructive  and non-confrontat ional  international  co-OpeKatiOn,

which  in  dn  indispensable  requis i te  for  programs  a n d  a neccnmary  conditiorl  for

tlucceos in the internat ional  community’s aspirat ions  to  f ind  a so lut ion  for  the

burning probleme of  disarmament. An open appeal  for  such co-operat ion is

repretientod by the draEt  reeolw:ion  on international  co-operation for disarmament

which we ahall  present to the Committee at a later dstr.
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Lho  CHAIHMAN_  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  Spanish) I I on11 o n  Ambaauador

BaghoPi  Adeito Nzengeya, Chairman of the First  Commit tee,  who will  rprak  in hi8

capacity a s  rspcoaentative  of Za i re .

MK.,  RAGBENI  AD~I’PO NiWNCEYA  ( Z a i r e )  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  F r e n c h )  8 W h i l e

speaking in my capacity ae  representative of my country,  I cannot but expKo8P  my

gratitude to al l  the members ot the b’I.rst  Committee for their co-operation and the

good wiaher expreaeed  to me rince  I have been Chairman of the Committee. The

vaKiOU8 marke  o f  kindneae  toWardi m e  c o n f i r m  the e x c e l l e n t  r e l a t i o n s  t h a t  exist

between their countries  and mine.

The work  of the Viret  Committee at this forty-secona renuion  of the Gunera

Assembly is  taking place in an atmoepherc in which our thoughts are di rected

toward8  t h e  g o a l  o f  c o n v e n l n y  i n  19BM  t h e  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  aeueion  o f  t h e  tieneral

Aaaombly  devoted to dinarmament. I wish therefore go give a list o f  the

contr ibut ions made by Member S tates  in imylementiny the proviaione  of the Final

Document of the tenth special  sess ion of the General  Asaombly,  the first  epQCia1

ee8sion  devoted to disarmament, held f;or  23 May  to 30 June 197t)r t h e  activltiee

and the work  oE the Conference on Disarmament  in  Geneva}  the second special  EQQs~w~

of !  the  General  Assembly devoted to disarmament ,  held in New York from 7 June to

10 July 198Zj  thn Srockholm  Conference on Confidence- and Security-building

M0aRUKes  and Disarmament in Europe~  the International Contacenoe  on the

R e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  UiEaKmament  tlnd IJevelopmentp  a n d ,  last  but  n o t  least,  t h e

hilateral  neyotiattons  between the two super-Powered  current ly UnUeK way in Moscow.

All  thesis contributions munt  be examined  with a v iew to using them as new elements

in the draftiny  of‘ the programme of action ot the third  special  eesslon  of the

tieneral Assembly devoted to  disaKmWII@nt.

‘ the re fo re ,  i t  would  be deulrable  f o r  the!  Vlr:;t Commit tee to keep in  mirrd  the

eucceesful  completion of the work oL  the third special eeseion  devoted to
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disarmament, in view of t.he progre~e  made in various  forumb,  which ehould be

c a r r i e d  f o r w a r d  t o  the proce,*a  of rldoptlon at thdt trecraion.

A M  I’tir  ae  the Conference on Diadrmament  1s concerned, it adopted on

28 AUqlltit  19ti7 the report  o f  t h e  A d  lloc  C o m m i t t e e  o n  t h e  Comprehanaiva  Programme  ot

Uisi3rm~ment, ln c o n f o r m i t y  w i t h  decision  41/421  ot 4 December  1Wb.

Au certain delegations were not dn d p o s i t i o n  t o  a d o p t  tinal positions o n  t h a t

draft comprehensive programme of diearmament and there remained areas  Of

disnqraement o n  various  nspecta  ot  the programme, the Preparotocy Committee for the

third special oeevion  of the General Aeeembly  devoted to diflarmement  has therefore

recommended  inclusion i n  t h e  a g e n d a  for that  RBH’  ton o f  an  i tem unt i t l ed

"Conuideration  and adoption of the comprehensive programme of d isarmament” . Tnat

provision will  enable the Conference on Disarmament to ra-establish that Ad Hoc- -

C o m m i t t e e  e a r l y  i n  ita  1908  seaeion  80 ae  t o  r e s o l v e  o u t s t a n d i n g  i s s u e r  a n d  t o

c o n c l u d e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  o n  t h e  proyramme  i n  time  f o r  It t o  b e  submitted  a t  t h e  t h i r d

special  seanion  of the General Arrsembly  devoted  to  d isarmament .

The puryoees  of that comprehensive proqramme  of disarmament are well known to

a l l . One is to eliminate the risks  of war , particularly nuclear war, the

prevention of which cont inues  to  be  the  mos t  p ress ing  anl  uryent  tauk  01 our  t ime .

Ar.ot.her  i8 t o  mrintain  a n d  strvnythen  the  momentum provided by the tirut special

ReuHion  of the General A~k~mbly devoted to dis;armamont  und  to undertake dnd

a c c e l e r a t e  t h e  prwesn of  t r u e  diearmament  o n  an  ayrntld  hatlis ot t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

leve  I.
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rocucity  o f  S t a t e s  i n d i v i d u a l l y . Nat.urally,  c e r t a i n  formU:ile  o r  c e r t a i n

l xpreaeione in that compreheneive  proYramma  may not be agreed to by certain

delegationm,  b u t  i t  ia c l e a r  t h a t  t h e r e  is  a  w i l l  t o  contclbute  t o  t h e  edfequardiny

O f  t h e  Povereiqnty  a n d  independen,x?  o f  a l l  Ytatee.

Therefore an e f f o r t  should be made by those  delegations :o overcome their

difficultiem and to find acceptable Language so that the programme, ot which t.hc

i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  objectivrs,  principlem  a n d  p r i o r i t i e s ,  as  wall  as  the measures  and

phaaeo  of implementation, have been def ined clear ly ,  may be adcjpted by the

Conference on Dioarmement  at its  oemsion  in the spring of 1YBtJ  in  order  to  enable

the General  Assembly at  its  third special seanion  to coneider it and poenibly  adopt

it. This would mean a auccena in the area of disarmament and mark the beginning of

implementat ion of  the Final  Document  of  the TItntn  Special  Session. On the other

hand, once again there Is a danyer that this coming session may join the Pecond

s p e c i a l  cession  i n  f a i l u r e .

My delegation  wishes to addraae to the members  ~.f’  the /rd  Iioc  Committee who

have the task of  finalizing the draftlnq  of  the programme i t s  moat  s incere

encouragement and i ts  beet  wishes for thu successful  completion of their work.

T h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  o n  t h e  preparation  o f  a multilateral r.onvl  tion  o n  tn  3

complete complete and effective prohibition of the development, production,

stockpiling and use of chemical weapona  and on their destruction seemed to have

r e a l  succeata  s e v e r a l  years  uY0, b u t  n o w  t h a t  WY  are  appr<)nchin.)  t h o  third opacidl

eension  devoted to diearmament  my delegation wonders, whether the Ad Hoc Committee

headed by Ambaeradnr  Ekeus  o f  Swadan, i n  rc3:iuminy  i t s  worh  +:sKly  An  LYUB,  will ne

i n  a  p o s i t i o n  t o  s u b m i t  t h a t  d r a f t  convention  t o  thr.b GenQraL  nm.3ll~Lly a t  itn

epecial  seseion.
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Last year my delegation congratulated Ambassador Cromartie of the United

Kingdom, then Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical rJeapons,  on his

efficiency in preparing the convention on chemical weapons. Having worked with him

in Geneva and in New York, I must express my delegation's condolences to his family

and to the Government of the United Kingdom.

Despite intensive consultations conducted by the Chairman of that Committee,

several questions on jurisdiction and control , assistance and the definition Of

production on an industrial. scale remain to be resolved. Furthermore, in its

conclusions the report of the Conference on Disarmament indicates that appendix lr

while reflecting the present stage of negotiations on a convention on chemical

weapons, does not bind delegations. This is proof that the progress apparently

made in the area of chemical weapons is ephemeral because it is merely an academic

exercise or speculation but States are not bound by it.

My delegation hopes that all members of the Conference on Disarmament - and my

country is among them - will display political will and adhere to the various

drafts submitted in that field.

Are the general provisions on the scope of that Convention frightening States

because they must commit themselves not to use chemical weapons and not in any way

to help and encourage other States to undertake activities prohibited under the

draft convention or to acquire, produce or stockpile such weapons? This reticence

on the part of certain States explains the complexity of the question of chemical.

weapons, the installation of which may at times make it difficult to distinguish

between civilian and military objectives.

The co-operation that seems to exist in that field, through visits authorizing

States having production facilities for chemical weapons, such as those at Shikhany

in the Soviet Union and the forthcoming one in the United States, shous that there



NH/add

(Ml  . I\n&eni Adelto  NLzenlny*r,-  x+i.rp)_.  ._ _._  _

art poaslbilities  for interaction that could promote neqotiations  on the

elimin8tiOn  or reduction of euch  weapona  and on the implementation ot agreements on

verification.

In any cdee  my deleqation believecl  that the Ad Uoc  Committee Rhould  endeavour- .--

t o  speed  u p  t h e  procase o f  adop*lon o f  t h a t  t e x t  80 t h a t  i t  m a y  b e  euhmitted  t o  t h e

Generaly  Aseemhly  a t  i t s  t h i r d  special  aeseion  d e v n t e d  t o  disarmement.

T h a t  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  seseion  w i l l  aleo t a k e  u p  t h e  proposala  connideced a t  the

second  special  eeneiol>, which were not supporteu  by all  delegations.

The constructive attitude of the States  that took part in the Stockholm

Conference on Security and Co-operstic:n  in Europe is  worthy of mention us  ian  e

towards diearmament  and the etrengtheniny  of confidence and security in EilrOpe

f fort.

.
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The concept of non-recourse to the threat or use of force which the

participating States assumed as an obligation guarantees the territorial integrity

and political independence of each of the States. This is an important step

towards the application of the principle of peaceful coexistence among all European

States with a view to promoting trust, co-operation and international

understanding. The conclusions of the Stockholm Conference will certainly be taken

up at the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

For its part, the International Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development recagnized,  in its Final Document, that the current

arms race takes up an extremely important share of the worldss  human, financial,

natural and technological resources. It is a heavy burden on the economy of all

countries and an obstacle to trade and to internations;& t ? nanolal and technological

exchanges. The world's military expenditures are in striking contrast with the

eCOnOmic  and social underdevelopment and with the poverty of two thirds of

mankind. It is therefore in the common interest to ensure security at lower levels

of armaments and to find the means to reduce the corresponding expenditures.

In this regard, my delegation has noted with special attention the indications

given by Ambassador Butler of Australia according to which the amount of aid given

by developed countries to developing countries , assessed at approximately

$30 billion, is lower than the amOunt  of weapons exported from developed countries

to developing countries, which is assessed at approximately $34 billion; and that

between 1975 and 1985 the equivalent of 40  per cent of the foreign debt of

developing countries came from their arms imports.

This picture should bring an awareness in developing as well as in developed

countries of the urgency of the action programme proposed by that Conference and
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of the nsed  to adopt appropri&te  moasurea  to reduce the level and volume of

military oxyenditures,  an  an approach to disarmament , so as to devote additional

reaourceb  to the financing of economic and social development, in particular in

developing countr ies. This action programme should also be strictly applied by thb?

nuclear-weapons  States and ehould be considercl 1 at Che  third?  speci  1 sess ion of  the

General Assembly for appropriate actforl.

With respect to the negotiations which took place in Washington from 15 Lo

17 September 1987 between the two Foreign Ministers of the super-Powers and which

are continuing at present :n Moscow, my delegation would hope that all the other

nuclear POWerS  would envisage unilaterally or collectively measures aiTed  at

reducing their strategic weapons in subsequent proportions.

Whether it be the  prohibition the nuclear tests, the cessation  of the

nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. the prevention of the ards  race in space

or the prevention >f nuclear war, including cnll  related queetio>a,  all  nuclear

l,owers  ahould feel concerned over the negotiations or consultations which ale

taking place  on these questions, so that the balance of terror may no longer e:  1st

and the efforts of some may not be discouraged by the obetinacy  of others. If thdt

does not occur, th%n all the old notions of deterrence dn@  persuasion will

resurface and confront the nostalgia of military and technological uuperioritv.

One of my predecessors, Ambassador de Souzn  of Urdzil,  Chairman  ot the Firrjt

Committee at the thirty-ninth session ,  stated in 1985 that the internatic?aI

OnVirOnment  was at its  lowest point dnd  that  the concern&i  e:rpressed :,y  cectilln

delegations on tile  increase in the number of resolutions in a given year were due

to the absence of progress in the Eleld  of disarmament and  the paralysis 111

bilateral and multilateral disarmament neyotiations, and he  dddcd: “11  dnd  when
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concrete negotiations are engaged in at the appropriate forums, the number of

resolutions in this Committee will most probably decrease.' (A/Ll/39/PV.62,  p. 81)

The lesson learned from that remark by my delegation is that the number Of

resolutions will be reduced at this session precisely because of this new approach

in the East-West dialogue and the negotiations taking place between the two

Super-Powers, without forgetting, of course , to stress the forthcoming tnird

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. My delegation is

Pleased with the positive response we have received from Moscow and we encourage

the two Ministers to arrange the summit talks in December 1987.

As t.e representative of an African State, I cannot fail to mention the

concern of the Heads of State of Africa to have that continent declared a

nuclear-weapon-free zone and therefore to condemn the minority rigime  of South

Africa for its nuclear  tests.

For the succe55  of the preparatory work of the third special session of the

General Assembly on disarmament, my delegation recognizes  the dynamism and

competence of the Under-Secretary-General of the United Nations, Mr. Akashi, the

Secretaries of the Conference on Disarmament and the First Committee, Mr. Komatina

and Mr. Shorab Kheradi, and we wish them every success in their activities. The

role of the United Nations will therefore be reviewed and strengthened in the

programme Of action of the third special session on disarmament thanks to their

contribution, which we know will be a positive one.

At the appropriate time, my delegation will express its views on the methods

of rationalixing  the work of our Committee.

Hr.  Tj (Senegal) (interpretation from French): Sir, I should like you

to be kind enough to share with the Chairman of our Committee my expression Of

pride and solidarity as we see him guide the work of this important  Committee. The
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harmony and the fraternal and friendly celations  that exist between his country,

ZSite,  and Senegal prompt my delegation to express these feelings. The

effectiweness  artd  com@etunce  he ha8 demonstrated in his lofty post and the lively

support  of the other members of the Bureau are guarantees of the success of our

deliberations.

If there is one road on which the United NatiWH3  has been resolMzely  engaged

in order to contribute to achieving a world of peace, it is undoubtedly the road of

effective disarmament and, conseauently,  the road of real security. In this

regard, many initiative8 have been undertaken within multilateral and bilateral

bdies  in order to identify all the aspects of the phenomenon of the arms race and

to achieve the agreement of all in a common effort to bring about general and

co-late  disarmament under international control.

However, the result of all these efforts is, to say the least, disappointing.

The generous statements on all sides have not always been followed by positive

action. Positive action can only  rest on the political will of all the States Of

the international coriaaunity.

Disarmament is a long-term project. Accomplishing  it requires a keen

awareness, at the individual and collective level of peoples and States, of the

risk8  Of backsliding, which weigh heavily upon humanity, and at the same time there

must  be an awareness of a firm determination to end the dangers imvolved.

Today,  however, we must recognise  that after several decades of proposals,

negotiations and in too few cases partial progress, the resu3 ,5  at the end of the

198Us, a decade which was pmclaimed  to be the Second Disarmament Decade, are

broadly negative in comparison with the goals laid down to the extent that no

sfqaificant  result has yet been achieved in the area of disacmament.
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Far from being a subjective evaluation, this is a proven fact, supported by

StatifStiCS  and by a great number of specialized  studies that early on brought out

the flagrant disproportion between the unimaginable sums devoted to armaments and

the basic need8 of mankind, on the one hand, and the vast stockpiles of weapons

accumulated by States and their actual security needs, on the other.

It is a fact that we cannot deny, much less ignore. The world in which we

live is in a state of over-armament, and that over-armament must be limited and

prohibited if we want to avoid a disastrous tragedy for mankind and its planet.

That is why this Committee , a body intended to discuss and establish

guidelines for disarmament and international security, should be used not to

continue to deplore failure or to lapse into resignation but rather to persevere

along the road prescribed by the Charter  and already being travelled - particularly

in 1978 and 1982, when the first and second sessions of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament were held.

Indeed, it is a question of pursuing, with determination and in an atmosphere

of mutual confidence, a joing search for ways and means of achieving real progressI

a search in which priority would be given to halting the uncontrolled growth of

excessive weaponry, a search that would lead to the taking, at long last, of the

first step towards true global and regional disarmament, in nuclear, chemical and

conventional weapons.

In this regard we have taken heart from the improvement, albeit tentative, in

East-West relations, upon which the status of international relations essentially

depends. Long characterized  by mistrust and suspicion, East-West relations, rather

than merely being improved or normalized, should, as we see it, be irreversibly

bound Up in a noble vision of the higher interests of humanity and the common

destiny of all peoples.
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Wo Jntorprot  the l oroement in prirwiplm  rocontly  roeuhed  by the United State*

Of Amoriaa  and the Union of Soviet Bocialiat  Republica on the elimination OC

mmdium- and  l hortmr-range mi88iler  from EutOQe and the gocd  intmntiOn6  de!WXWtrated

by both  countri.8  in the area oe l tratogic weapona ,  chumxal  weapon8  and nuclear

te8ting  a8 harbinger8 of  a new dynamic8 that rhould lead to an era of  Q8aCe.

Seaaure  i t  ir imbured  with jwtice and tolmrance ,  a n d  beceuoe i t  eotablinhee  equal

d ign i ty  iOr 811 nation8 and people8,  peace i8  the option the international

C'XMUnity mult choO8a. If  the option of w a r  iu cho8en, selfi8hnees,  prejudice and

intolerance win out over all  other cOn8ideratiOn8.

It i8 t0 be hoped that the current meetings and those Qlanned  tor the near

(uture  between Soviet and American l eader8  wi l l  b e  ured  o*:Lckly  to go beyond the

Qreeent  8tage  of good intentions and will eat them reeolutely  upon the road towards

conoludinq bi latera l  agreement8 on the priority area8 of disarmament, among which

nuclear diearmament should have tirut  place.

Wo can never over-emphaelze  the danger for mankind poeed by the nuclear-arm!4

cam. Too  often, Qrioritiee  have been  defined and a pKOgKa~.JM? of action drawn up

l 88entially to prevent a nuclear war and to halt the vertical and horlzontai

proliferation of nuclear weapons.

If 8lmoSt  nothing has been done so ftit,  it  is  because .!XJ  po l i t ica l  wi l l  to

achieve concrete result8 has beer1  l ack ing . The generosity of thu appeals contained

in numerous rerolu:ions  adopted here every  year on thie question  haa  been met with

t h e  8trangthening  a n d  improvLny  o f  destc~rctive  power , parttcularly  by thoea  who

under the Charter have a special  rneponsibility  for the maintenance?  o[

internationel  Teace  s n d  security.

Ales, we mall  countries  have no recourse  other than to claim ~,ur rioht:~,

which derive from the universal aspiration to peace and which compn1 us tc>  act to
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prevent the common destiny of mankind being left to t&e mercy  of the vagaries of

the relationships between that minority of States with the power to decide whether

or not to destroy the world. That is why my country unhesitatingly joined in

public initiatives to launch the World Disarmament Campaign. Thanks to the

participation of all, it may well renew the enthusiasm and collectivs  efforts Of

peoples everywhere to overcome the obstacles and hesitancy that prevent them from

embarking more resolutely upon negotiations on nuclear disarmament=

While that stage has not yet been reached, our efforts must be devoted to

strengthening and expanding the nuclear non-proliferation r&gime. The overwhelming

majority of our countries which, by signing the Treaty on the Won-Proliferation of

Nuclear Weapons (NPT),  formally renounced a sovereign right, have every reason to

demand that the nuclear Powers, for their part, commit themselves to providing

trustworthy guarantees that such weapons will not be used against the small

countries.

It is high time an appropriate legal instrument was adopted clearly setting

forth clear and unequivocal guarantees of the security of non-nuclear-weapon

States, Those States, because of the generosity they have shown, have a right to

be freed from the fear of being an easy target for aggression or the threat Of

aggression by the nuclear Powers.

In this regard the States of the African continent are particularly concerned

because there can be no doubt as to the acquisition of the secret of atomic weapons

by the racist r&gime  of Pretoria , which has thus trampled upon the 1964 Declaration

by the African Ueads of State and Government on the denuclearisation of the African

Continent. Instead of continuing to express doubt in this connection, as they did

at the last session of the Disarmament Commission, the sceptics must finally agree

t0 join  in the efforts of the international community to avert this menace. The
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nuclear Powers have a decisive rule to play. The African States and all

peace-loving peoples expect those Powers, through precise and restrictive

commitments, to guarantee respect for the status of the nuclear-weapon-free zone in

Africa by refraining from any collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear

field. In  the hands of the proponents of apartheid, nuclear weapons pose an

incalculable risk that the world cannot and must not accept.
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We are well aware of the irreparable crlnsequences  that would result from the

use of nuclear weapons; none the less, that should not lead us to give secondary

status to the question of conventional weapons. Their massive use in numerous

armed conflicts - of which the developing world has almost been the exclusive

theatre in recent years - has had devastating effects in terms of the loss of human

lives and of material and ecological destruction, not to mention the huge financial.

resources diverted from other areas to acquire those weapons.

The Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament clearly defined the approach to be adopted in the reduction

of convantional weapons and armed forces. The responsibility of the States which

possess the largest arsenals has been clearly established with regard to the

opening up and pursuit of negotiations in this field and the to conditions which

should, of course?  guarantee to all an equal right to security. We are happy to

note the continuing efforts carried on for some years now in certain regions,

especially in Europe, and by certain countries such as the People’s Republic of

China. We hope that those efforts will extend to all regions of the world and

inspire the multilateral negotiations on this question which have already begun.

As the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament

approaches - the convening of which we envision for next year - the bitter memory

of the deep divergences which we saw and observed helplessly during the second

special session in 1982 must remain clear in our mind so that we may avoid a

repetition of the same errors and avoid being once more the protagonists in the

same dialogue of the deaf. To that end, future sessions of the Preparatory

Committee  should be used to open the way for broad consensus on the document that

will be adopted as the outcome of the spec;.al session. In our view, the final

document, the result of expanded and deep thought , should lay down the oasis ior
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common aation, yiven the faat that mankind now faces  the challanye of an age which

hae  amen the  appaaranam of third-ganeration n u c l e a r  weapons.

Wo  are  l i v i n g  t h r o u g h  t h r  last  days o f  tho1980e, which has bean proclsimed the

Second Diracmament Daaadr. Yeneqal,  g u i d e d  b y  ite leadere, dec ided  a t  the  outeet,

aa i t  d i d  m o r e o v e r  at the  rtact  of the  Firet  Dimarmament  Decade, to live theee

yeare  i n  ita  o w n  way, rooted in  ita  o w n  c u l t u r a l  h e r i t a g e  a n d  g u i d e d  o y  it.8  h i e t o r y

meiked by friendehip,  tolerance and harmony. That medna  that f r o m  t h w  v e r y

beginning we were aonvinced  that the Second Dinarmament Decade would have no

meaning if our attitude l imply remained one of atatemente. Therefore, w h a t  w e

needad  t o  d o  w a r  t o  c h a n g e  o u r  habite  of  thinking and ol’  behaviour by makiny  peace

the constant  c r i t e r i o n  a n d  referenca  point for o u r  dai ly actions.

Like any event , thir  decade ,  which for the second consecutive time we have

dovotod to promoting diearmement, i s  cominy  to an end and it will  end. So that it

doer not remain mere ly  a  paseing  epieode, It  in  necesenry  t h a t  the  efforts

under taken  to  roetore  peace  a n d  bui ld  a  safe and just  wor ld  ehould  be laetiny  and

permanent  l ndeavoure.

The meeting roae clt  4.5’-.


