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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITEMS AND QONT INUAT TON oF THE GENERAL DEBATE, AS
NECESSARY

Mr. AL SAIDI (Yemen) (interpretation from Arabie): As this is my first
statement before the First Committee, | should Like to convey to you, Sir , the
congratulations of the delegation of the Yemen Arab Republic on your unanimous
election to the chairmanship of the Committee. It constitutes recognition of your
Well known diplomatic skill. 1 wish also to convey my delegation's congratulations
to the other Committee officers.

The forty-second session of the General Assembly is taking place at a time
when tension is easing in the bilateral relations between the two super-Powers.
This has been especially true since the September agreement in principle between
the USSR and the Uni ted States on the elimination of their medium- and
shorter-range nuclear missiles in Europe. My delegation welcomes that agreement.
We hope that it will be the first step towards the complete elimination of nuclear
terror , and that this détente will be extended to other parts of the wor 14.

In that connection, my delegation welcomes also the agreement between the two
super-Power 5 on beginning full-scale phased negotiations on a comprehensive
nuclear-test ban. We urge the super-Powers to implement the Reykjavik agreement on
a 50 pec cent reduction in their offensive nuclear weapons, My delegation is
grateful for the Soviet call for the total elimination of nuclear weapons by the
end of the century.

My delegation believes that the militar ization of outer space would jeopatdize
international peace and security. Therefore, the United Nations must give priority
attention to the threat that the launching of military objects into space would

pose to the security of non-space Powers. The Organizat ion should focus also on the
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ecological and environmental throat which thr mit.carization of ounter space poses
to our planet. We hope the twO supar-Powers Will not monopolixr the future of
outer ® pacrj their space programmer zhould be aonzidered as an asect of
multilateral disarmament nogotiationr.

Military expenditures are increasing daily, thus thrratrning future economic
and soclal devrlopment world wide. Statistics zhow uz that annual military budgetz
now total 41 trillion. Thin spiral oould be broken by a total prohibition on

nuclear weaponz and their poliferation, and by proven ting the spread of the arms

race tO outer space.

In the same vein, we believe that the money and effort now employed to
increase the effectiveness of conventional weapons could usefully be diverted to
thu el tmination of poverty , ignorance and disease in the wor |d - man’s main
enemies. There is no logic in the argument Of tie major Powers, which demand that
other countr iea comply wji th the provisiona of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear weapons and place thei. nuclear reactors under international safeguards,
while the two super-Powers continue their relentless efforts through nuclear tests
to improve their nuclear arsenale qualitatively and quantitatively, and deploy
nuclear missiles in regions distant from their own territory. That is a cause of
insecurity for many States, which must therefore try to possess the weapons of
destruction and thia depletes their resources. Some countries imagine they will
find security in thia vicious circle.

My delegation maintains that the only one way to break that vicious circle is
as follow8 : First, all States, including Israel and South Africa, must become
pacties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and must place
all their nuclear reactors under International Atomic Energy *gency (IAEA)
safeguards. Secondly, non-nuclear states must have full quarantees that force,
including nuclear force, will not he used in the settlement »f disputes. Thirdly,

nuclear-weapon-Eree zones must be established.
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My drlega tion welcomes the Treaties Of Rarotonga and Tia tololco and ruppor ts
the ® aabliahmont of zones Of peace and nuclear-weapon-free zoner in the Middle
East, the Indian Ocean, Africa and South-Eaat Asia.

The Middle East region is fraught with danger. That is why my delegation
rupported rerolution 41/48 on the establisbhment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
the region of thr Middle Eaet. We believe in that lofty principle and wish to save
our region from the ® courgo Of destructive war.

But these efforts are obstructed by 1s.ael, which continue8 its nuclear
programme and refuses tO subject it tO international sateguards. Each year, Israel
joins the consensus on the establishment Of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle Easty it declarer that it will not be the first State to introduce nuclear
weapons into the Middle East. If that is true, why does Israel not subject its
nuclear reactor8 to international sateguards? Why does it not end its nuclear
collaboration with the racist régime of South Africa?

A report of the Secretary-General makes it clear, beyond any doubt, that
Iscael has crossed the nuclear-weapon threshold. That report goes on ta say that

"1scael appaarr to have a posture of delibsrate ambiguity on this subject,

which has contributed considerably to the alarm in the region and to the

concern of the world community”. (A/36/431.annex, para. 80)
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With regard to transforming the Indian Ocean into a zone of peaoe free of
nuclear weapons, the Deputy Premier of my country rtated our position in the
General Assembly on 8 October, am followsi

“The Yemen Arab Republic reiterates its rojectlon of any military
presence in the Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea and again expresses its
suppor t for transforming the Indian Ocean region into a zoue of permanent

peace .4 security, f.ae from nuclear weapons,” (A/42/PV.30, p. S7=35)

Therefore my delegation supports holding the Conference on the Indian Ocean a8 soon
as possible, so that the Indian Ocean States and others concerned can agree on the
creation of a zone of peace and security there.

My delegation looks forward to the third spucial session of the General
Assembly devoted to diearmament early next year. on thiS occasion it wishes to
express the hope that at that session the General Assembly will focus its attention
On the Final Document of the International Conference on w,e Relationship between
Disarmament and Development.

My country also welcomes the international efforts being made in the context
of the Conference on Disarmament at Geneva to agree on a *reaty to en3 the
development and proliferation of chemical weapons. It has been rcved that
chemical weapons are no less dangerous than nuclear weapons.

Mr. BALACHEV (Bulgaria) s+ Today the Bulgarian delega ion wishes to dwell
on the work of the Conference on Disarmament, particularly On tha questions Of a
nuclear test ban, the prevention of an arms race in outer space, and the complete
prohibition of chemical weapons. My country attaches major importance to the
Conference on Disarmament owing above al to ths mandate entcusted to that unique
multilateral forum for disarmament negotiations.

AR i8s known, however, the present situation is unsatisfactory in so Ear as the

Conference hae become another deliberative organ where no substantive consideration
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is given to a number of priority diearmament iSsuer. The atrengthening of the
effectiveness and efficiency of the Conference on Disarmament is a matter of
interest, not only to the members of the Conference, hut to all States Members of
the United Nations as well, At its forthcoming third special session devoted to
disarmament the General Assembly should Pay particular attention to this problem.
Bulgaria is ready to join the efforts to identify ways and moans of intensifying
the work of the Conference and particularly to strengthen ita efficiency on all
agenda i tems.

We endor se the proposal that the Conference should work throughout the year,
with several intermissions, with a view to becoming a permanent universal organ for
disarmament negotiations. That. would be a practical reatfirmation of the
democratic principle that all States have the right and responsibility to
contribute to making progress in the disarmament process.

| should like now to turn to the specific disarmament issues that are the
subject of my statement, It. is the view of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria that
the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would he an extremely important
disarmament measure in its own right. This in a matter of the highest priority in
the context of efforts to prohibit the development, product ion and improvement o £
nuclear weapons, to achieve their reduction and ultimata elimination, and to
prevent the deployment. of space~strike weapons.

Along with other States members of the Warsaw Treaty, Bulgaria |00KS upon the
readiness for an early conclusion »f a treaty on the general and complete
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests as procf of the defensive character of any
military doctrine, and it calls for the immediate initiation of comprehensive talks
with a View to reaching concrete agreements to that end. We also fully share the

opinion Of the Secretary-General, Mr, Javier pérez de cCuéllar, as underlined in his
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message addressed to ths Confsrsnos on pisarmament, that all efforts should he made
to draft a treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tarts and that new
and innovativs proposals will bs necessary to provide the crucial momentum for
efforts to that end.

Guided by their desire to facilitate the opening of comprehensive substantive
negotiations, the socialist countries have submitted to the Conferenca on
Disarmament a document entitled "Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests”. The document offers erdically new
approaches to the key issu2a of prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests, as is evidenced
aso by the envisaged comprehensive verification measures which range in scope from
announcing the location of testing sites to estoblinhing an institution of
international inspectors who will carry out on-site inspections.

Bulgaria welcomes the agreement reached between the Soviet Union and the
United States of America to start comprehensive negotiations on the prohihition of
nuclear-weapon testing. We expect early positive results ¢-om those talks.

However, this should not doom the Conference on Disarmament to inaction.
Bilateral negotiations and multilateral efforts to draft a comprehensive
international treaty should go hand in hand and complement each othet. Therefore,
it is easential that an ad _hoc committee within the framework of the Conference on
Disarmament should start functioning without delay with the mandate of ensuring
practical progress in the elaboration of a multilataral treaty on the complete
prohibition of nuclear-waapon tests.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space iS one of the paramount tasks of
our age. The deliberations in the General Assembly, as well as in this committee,
have shown most convincingly that the urgency of this question is increasing. The
overwhelming majority of Member States is categorically opposed to the deployment

of weapons in outer space in any form or under any pretext whatsoever. |t is well
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known that space weapons cannot eliminate nuclssr armsy on the contrary, their
introduction would intensify the nuclear arms race, particularly in strategic
wsspens.  The deployment of specs-strike weapons would not strengthen aecurity and
® tability but would sharply destabiliae the intarnational sSituation and increase
the risk of nuclear war. Therefore efforts t0 revise the 1972 Treaty on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Misailes (ABM Treaty) and adopt ita so-called broad
Interpretation are of particular concern to us. such a step would hsve the same
destructive effect and unpredictable negative consequencas as the outright
denunciation of the ABM Treaty.

of Particular concern also iS the reported redirection of the strataqic
defence initiative progrsmme towards intensitiea preparations for the deployment ot
an anti-ballistic missile datence in the near future. As reported in the June

issue of Arms Control Today, there nhave been drastic hudgotrry ceassignments within

the strategic defence initiative programme in favour of off-the-shelf tachnologies,
pacticularly Kinetic weapons.

The threat ot early deployment ot space-strike weapons, whieh would
precipitate a new and even more dangerous round of the arms race, is yrowing mora
real. There can be only one conclusion8 fresh efforts, statesmanship and common

sense are needed to eliminate this threat.
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The deliberations on this issue indicate that the existing international legal
régime concerning outer space is a practical and effective one, providing a
relatively broad and effective basis for arms control in outer space. As the vast
majority of Member States have pointed out, that régime cannot, however, fully
ensure the effective prevention of an arms race in outer spave. The adoption of a
strict universal ban on the deployment of any weapons in outer space would be the
most realistic and pragmatic way of providing such a guarantee. Any such agreement
Could be further strengthened by a reliable verification system.

Of particular interest in this respect is the Soviet proposal to establifh an
international system to verify the non-deployment of any weapons in outer space,
including the establishment of an international inspectorate. The permanent
presence of inspection teams at all launching sites, as well as other
organizational structures which could be created within the framework of the
proposed verification system, would ensure the full confidence of States par ties
that all channels for the deployment of weapons in outer space have been reliably
closed,

A number of partial measures could be undertaken with a view to paving the way
for a comprehensive treaty on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, such
as the prohibition of anti-satellite weapons, the non-use of force against objects
in outer space, and so ot.

The &4 Hoc Committee established by the Conference on Disarmament under its

agenda item 5 en titled, "Prevea tion of an arms race in outer space”’, has been
functioning for three years now. The negotiations in the Ad Hoc Commi ttee clearly
demonstrate that its mandate has already been exhausted and no longer corresponds
to the responsibilities entrusted to the Conference. |t is necessary for the Ad
Hoc Committee, from its next session on, to focus its efforts on existing proposals

and future initiatives relating to the scope of prohibition and verification, as
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well as on the definition of some basic terms. It is essential that the
negotiations on such an important issue should be conducted on a practical basis.
In our view, the adequate structuring of the working programme of the A4 Hoc
Committee would facilitate the early achievement of concrete positive results.

The People’s Republic of Bulgaria has consistently supported the prohibition
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and their
destruction. Reviewing the work of the Ad Hoe Committee established by the
Conference on Disarmament under that agenda item, my delegation wishes to emphsize
that it has made headway in its work this year. At the same time | should 1 ike to
convey our regret that it has not been possible to elaborate a convention before
the end of 1987.

The plans to begin the production of binary chemical weapons, particularly at
a time when we seem to be close to a solution of the most complicated problems
concerning the convention, are fraught with the danger of hampering and slowing
down the negotiations.

Equally contradictory is the proposal that States parties have the right to
re*a in and, if necessary, replenish their so-called national-security stockpiles
during the lo-year period allowed for the destruction of existing stocks. As a
number of delegations have already emphasized, that idea is not only contrary to
the essence of the Convention under consideration but, if adopted, could encourage
the proliferation of «hemical weapons.

We also call for the resolution without delay of the problems concerning the
order in which chemical weapons should be destroyed during the lo-year period. We
ate convinced, however, that absolutely equal security for States during that
period in any par ticular region or throughout the world cannot be achieved by the
production of additional chemical weapons or by delaying their destruction. Stocks

of chemical weapons, once declared and placed under international control as
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prescr ibed by the oonven tion, Will be complately different in status from
stock;iles of any other wraponr not rubjrot to destruction under any international
instrument, INn a way, those stocks Will be inoperative. Therefore, it is our view
that there {8 no objective necessity for any Statr party to maintain or produce any
atocks Of chemical wraponr if, atter declaration of its inventory of chemical
weapons 10 days atter the oonvrntion entars into force, it finds itself with no or
inaufficient arsenals of ® uoh weapons.

Tho delegation of the People's Republic Of Bulgaria supports the Soviet
oonoept of on-alto challenge inspections in its ent irrty, that is, the inspections
shall apply to any and all objects and locations on the territory of a State party
or under i ta jur isdiation Or control, including those belonging t0 a physical or
loyal subject of e State party, regardless of its location,

We view the proposal to codify thr principle of challenge inspections which
cannot bae refuaed an a contr ibution to real and effective verification,

Theta have been other achievementa in the work of thr Ad Hoc Committen, in
par tionlar its unanimity concerning the need to establish a preparatory commission,
tho additional texts of the draft convention that have been agreed upon, and 8o
on. Vvimits to facilities relating to the destruction of chemical weapons will also
contribute t0 building mutual confidence and trust. 1n this connect ion 1 would
like to mantion the visit o the military facility at Shikhany at the invitation of
the Sov et ' [ON.

The dnlcyation Of the People’'s Republic of Bulgar la calis for the
intennification of neqrtiations and for conferring UPON the Ad Hoc Committee a
mandate that would provide for the elaboration of the final daraft of the
convention. In our view the achievement of that ultimate qorl is a matter of

montha, provided that there oxiats political will on the part of all interested

Ataten,
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In oonclurion I would like to recall that, on the way towards a global
e ottlomont of tha problem of prohibition of chemical weapons, Bulgaria has
undertaken certain additional steps. Along with the Socialist Republic of Romania,
my country is the co-rponror of the initistive to e stabliah ¢ ohemical-weapon-free
zone in the Balkans.

Late |ast year the Council of Ministers of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria
adopted a decree imMpOSiNg certain restrictions oONn the export of chemicals tor
peaceful purposes which could also be used for the production of chemical weapons.

My country will continue to exert unflagging efforts to bring about the
construotivr settlement of all problems related to the complete prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons.

Mr. TANAS |E (Romania)s Our earlier statement was devoted to an urgent
issue of crucial importance, namely, the elimination of medium- and shorter-range
nuclear missiles in Europe and in other regions of the world.

The extremely positive influence ruah a measure would have on the whole
process of disarmament and on the international political climate cannot be ignored

Or guestioned,

We welcome the fact that both the USSR and the united States of America are,
as one Of thelr representatives has stated, “almost there” as Car as a final text
of the treaty eliminating such missiles is concerned, and we hope that the two
ooun tr ies W 111 soon proceed dur ing this year, as was stated earlier, with the

actual conclusion of a treaty on that matter.
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My delegation therefore regards as more relevant, than over the decision
adopted last week by the General Assembly urging the two sides to spare no efforts
in aohioving this year the objectives set forth in their statement of september and
reaffirmed at vhe recent Moscow meeting,

It has »een stated in the Committee that it Would be a ser ious or ror to allow
tho sense Of optiwiam t0o cloud a coal istic, sober assessment Of the global security
situation, Indeed, the wor ld situation is par ticularly serious and complex. Tho
arms race has assumed disturbing proportions. Nuclear tests aimed at the steady
development Of weapons Of mass dr.struction are still going on. Far from
diminishing, the conflicts, crises and hotbeds of tension in various partn of the
world have even worsened. The policy of force or throat of force and gross
interference in the internal affairs of other States goes on unabated. The
persisting world economic crisis affects all States, but its adverse effects are
being felt primarily by the develop.ng coun tc ies, whose Situation la already
dramatic. In the view of Romania and of President Nicnlae Ceausescu, the solo
compelling alternative at proeont is to reverse the dangecoue course of events and
to bar the road that leads to a nuclear catastrophe. A new wor Id war is
inconceivable, for it would meen practically the annihilation of life on out
planet, *ence the need to denounce once and for all the Calse concept held by some
nuclear-weapon Staten, that nuclear weapons strengthen security and contcibuto to
the maintenance of peace.

The fundamental problem of our time is to halt the arms race and to proceed
resolutely to disarmament, both nuclear and conventional, because defending the
right of peoples and individuala alike to a better life or to the pursuit ot
happiness necessarily implies, as a basic prerejuisite, defending their right te

life and to a free and dignified existence.
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TO make real advancer on the road to nuclear diearmamant and to promote the
ultimate ohjective of complete diaarmament under international control is a very
complex procesa, and no one should minimize the difficulties auch an exercise may
rnooun ter . Far from inspic ing res!qnation, the situation rather suggests an
increased participa :ion by all States in the disacmanant process, Since nuclear
weapons threaten the whole world and since the problem of peace atfacte all
peoples, all States must take a clear stand and contribute to seeking effective
action to promote disarmament. We believe that it is high time to move on from
words to d~eds, It is high time to tranelate good intentionn into real and lasting
agreementa capable of halting the arms race on Earth and In outer space.

That is the spirit in which | wiah to expreas my delegation’'8 views on Some of
the items under consideration. My first remark is of a more general nature and
concern the current approach to the disarmament process, we may regard as a
positive asset the tact that, within the framework of the recent. dioarmament
deliberations, a prevailing consensus seems to be emerging around Some basic
conceptual  elements,

First, there is a general recognition that In a future world war - which would
inevitably be a nuclear war - there would be neither winners nor losere. Nuclear
weapons would pay no heed to differing social régimes, and such a conflict would
virtually annihilate our planet.

Secondly, it appears that a similar recognition exists as to the need to deal
wi th conven t 1onal weapons, which continue to he the main tools for waging wars and
military intervention in various parts of the world. tn addition, progress in
nuclear disarmament, which is the priority concern, appears to require concrete
action to cut conventional Forces and armaments.

Thirdly, there is a growing willingness to direct the main disarmament effort

towards regions where the greatest arsenals do exist and where the nerve of
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confrontation Liar. The relaxation ot tension in Europe by implement inr
confidence-building and disarmament measurea would not necessac ily in
disseminating confrontation and arm4 accumulation in other regions of the world.

Lastly, diaarmament is by its nature a qlobal major issue of today's
international Life, and ite nolution could not be viewed outside the efforts to get
to a resolution Of such other equally global and major issues as development and
the maintenance of international e4curit.y.

Basing our position on the new realities, of which | have mentioned just a few
elements, we believe that a new approach to disarmament problems is necessary and
possible. Such an approach is to find its expression in a complex programme of
disarmament along the lines Of the programme being considered by the Conference on
Disarmament at Geneva.

In our View, the complex feature of that programme would permit better
co-ordination and correlation between various glohal and partial measured in all
spheres Of disarmament by subordinating them to the single goal of general and
complete disarmament. The formulation Of such a complex ptogcamme on the basis of
proposals from all States would nake it possible to take into account the interests
of all countries, thus ensuring their right to equal security. The programme
should include and stimulate the disarmament efforts of States at the global,
regional, bilateral and unilateral Levels. Negotiations based on the principles
contained in the Final Document of the first special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament should be SO ordered as to develop simultaneously

on several Levels, influencing one another with a view to identifying new

disarmament measures.
Because it would include measures foe the reduction of military expenditures
and armed forces, the programme would also stress the interdependence between

disarmament and developmen t. It is obvious that any reduction in the burden of
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military expenditures can Lead to an increase in the human and material resoucrces
available to carry out economic and social development programmes for the benefit
of all countries, in par tlcular the devrloping countr Lea.

The formulation of such a programme can be accomplished only with the
participation of all states. That is why we favour intenaified negotiationa at the
Conference On Disarmament at Geneva on the draft compcehonrive programmr of
disarmament and still believe that the third special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament would call for a sustainad process for ita
finalization.

My second remark relates to the urgent need to halt and reverse the arms race,
in particular the nuclear-arms race. while discusaions and negotiations ace going
on concerning the actual reduction of nuclear weapons, the prohihition of chemical
weapons and a possible cut in conventional forces and armaments, we should not lose
sight of the equally urgent need to enyage in negotiations on measures meant to
neutralize the self-propelling engine that keeps the arms race in a spiral, Fot it
would be a deep delusion, and indeed a historic error, to applaud and encourage the
reduction or elimination of certain classes of weapons while other systems, even
moce sophisticated and dangerous in their destahiliaing effects, are to be
developed and deployed.

In this context, my delegation welcomes the agreement reached by the USSR and
the United States to begin full-scale, stage-by-stage negotiations on the

nuclear-tusting issue hefore 1 December 1987.
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Never theless, bearing in mind the crucial importance a teat ban would have for
inhibiting the arms race, we believe that measures are needed immediately. That is
why the President of Romania, in formulating the ooneidecatione and proposals
cancerning the major issues before the General Assembly at ite forty-sacond
session, stressed the need for the Aaaembly to urge nualear-weapon States,
primarily the United States and the Soviet Union, to halt nuclear testing and any
other activities designed to develop and improve nuclear weaponry .

The production of ever more advanced weaponry has, unfortunately, been a
constant characteristic of the armr race. But at the present stage an extremely
dangerous fact. is that the application of the most recent developments in science
and technology to military purpoaes is increasing the scope of the arms race and
its harmful effects on society as a whole. All this casta doubt on the very
relevance of the entire concept of Uisarmament and even arms control as instruments
for enhancing the peace and security of States.

The arguments adduced to justif the programme of placing new strategic-weapon
systems in outer space are no longer convincing, for in the nuclear era the
security of all States, including the nuclear States, is not a problem of
technological supremacy but is rather a political problem. From its inception, the
decision to move rowards the development of space-based strategic Systems has been
seen as a source Of mistrust, tension and animosity.

In ever growing numbers, politicians and experts are coming to believe that
the developncnt of weapon systems for outer space would destabilise international
relations. In fact, even the intention of placing such systems in outer space
increases the danger of the use of nuclear weapons either because of a

superiority or inferiority complex, or hy aceident.
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ALso, the militarisation of outer space is a factor that stimulates the
technological improvement of conventional weaponsy it Lo no accident that in the
context of the development Of space weapons there in increasing talk about the need
to strengthen and moderniao conventional stockpilea. We should Like to take this
opportunity to reaffirm romania's firm poaition against any measure aimed at the
militar iaation of outer space, and to state that all nations should be allowed to
make use of outer space solely for peaceful purposes.

In that connection, we support the convening under United Nations auspices of
an international conference ON the question of! the use of outer space for peaceful
purposes. That conference should be entrusted with drawing up a programme for the
use of ovter space and space technology for thr benefit of the economic and social
davelopment Of all countries, first and foremost the developing countries. It
should aleo adopt a treaty in that field and create a special body within the
United Nations to deal with questions ralating to outer apace.

In a broader context, we are of the opinion that the time is ripe for the
United Nations to deal seriously with the the deep implicusticas of progress in
modern science and technology for international relations as a whole in the coming
decades, and to adopt appropriate measures to ensure that scientific research will
be used solely in the interest of the peace and development of all peoples.

We believe also that the third special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament cannot escape addressing this subject and that it must devise
measures to restrain research and technological development far military purposes.

My third remark concerns the enormous resources squandered each year to
produce deadly weapons. The recent International Cowvference on the Relationship
between Disarmament and Development was as clear as possible on that subject. In

one of the consensus conclusions contained in its Final Document it is stated that
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“The continuing arm8 race is ® b8orbing far too great a proportion of the

world’8 human, financial, natural and technological resources, placing a heavy
burden on the economies of all oountrie8 and affeoting the international flow
of trade, £ inance and technology, in addition to hindering the process of
conf idence-buildingamong States. The global military expenditure8 are in
dramétic contrast to ®  coomio and social underdevelopment and to the misery

and poverty afflioting more than two third8 of mankind”’. (A/CONF.130/39,
section ||, para. 3)

The Conterrnoe further found that

“The relationship between disarmament and development in part derives
from the fact that the continuing global arm8 race and development compete for
the same finite resources at both the nation8l and international Levels. The
alocation of massive resources for armament8 impede8 the pursuit of
development to it8 optimal level.

“Considering the present resource constraint8 of both developed and
developing countries, reduced world military spending could contribute
significantly to development . . , promoting equitable economic and
technological co-operation and . . . pursuing the objective6 of a new
international economic order”. (paras 10-11)
| have quoted the Final Document of the International Conference on the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development with the intention Of expressing,
in words agreed upon by consensus, the basic concern8 which over the years have
sustained the initiatives, proposals and unilateral measures undertaken by romania
on the subject of freezing and reducing military budgets. 1t is wi th a sense of
urgency that we again call on all enuntries, and in particular on those States with

the Largest military arsenals, to devoke increased attention to this matter.
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A8 is well known, Romania, together with Sweden, has taken t.he initiative
within the United Nation8 of identifying the principle8 governing the activities oi
States in negotiation8 on freezing and reducing military expenditures. Thene
principles are intended to harmonise the view8 of States and promote the
commencement of negotiation8 on concrete measures to freeze and reduce military
spending.

Al though the Disarmament Commiasion tried again this year to find an
acceptable formulation toe the remaining pr inciple, which relate to transparency
and the communication O data, it was NOt successful in adopting the ® nttre et of
principles as a whole. We hope to f inalize our work soon, bearning in mind the
positive developments in the positions of some States, which nw recognise
transparency as a relevant principle.

The Commission will probably have to take up thin subject again , given the
expectation that the developmenta to which | have alluded will consolidate
themselves and the greater readiness in various quarter s to face the evident need
to end military spending. At this session, my delegation will submit a draft
resolution to that effect as well.

Meanwhile, we cannot but emphasize the importance of the appeal the General
assembly addresses year after year to all States, in particular the moat heavily
armed States, pending the conclusion of agreements on the reduction Of military
expenditures, to exercise self-restraint in their military expenditures with a view

to reallocating the funds thus saved to economic and social development,

pa-ticularly for the benefit of developing countries.
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disarmament , based oOn the principle of the equality of all Sraves, an ® (tabR)L.rh@d

by the ficrst special neanion of the General Assambly devoted vo Alsarmament,
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In this context, we firmly believe that the forthcoming special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament should solemnly reaffirm the central role

and primary responsibility of the United Nations in the field of disarmament and
Set forth measures to involve the multilateral forums even further in a meaningful

debate on disarmament.
The United Nations should effectively direct its efforts towards promoting the
political will of all States, first and foremost the nuclear-weapon and other

strongly armed States, in order to arrive at concrete agreements for the cessation

of the arms race and for disarmament.

It is unacceptable that, on the pretext of financial difficulties, ideas or
proposals are put forward to reduce the activities of the multilateral mechanism in
the field of disarmament, especially at this crucial time which calls for the
intensification of all such activities.

There is a compelling need to act in a constructive spirit at the Geneva

Conference on Disarmament taking into account existing proposals, in order to reach

a successful conclusion of negotiations on questions on the agenda of the

Conference, in particular the drawing up of an international convention on the

prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons.

It is also necessary to keep increasing the role and usefulness of the

Disarmament Commission’s activities and to improve the organization of its work so

as to reflect the pressing need for concrete action to promote negotiations on

disarmament agreements.
The United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs would, in the future, be

called upon to play an increasing role in assisting the process of disarmament. We
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take this opportunity to congratulate Mr. yasushi Akashi on his appointment as its
head and express our confidence that, under his guidance, the Department will,
within the limits of existing resources, find the ways and means to stimulate and
maltiply the efficiency of its staff.

The views put forward by my delegation in the context of our deliberations are
based on the need to make a joint effort to take a qualitative turn in our
activities and promote genuine negotiations on effective disarmament measures -
first and foremost nuclear disarmament measures. Such an objective is realistic
because it is at the very root of the will clearly expressed by the peoples of the
world to live in peace and devote their efforts and resources to free and
independent development, safe from the threat of war.

Mr. BATIOUK (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian) : My delegation wishes today to address the item on the prevention of an
arms race in outer space. In 1985, in starting the Soviet-United States dialogue
on nuclear and space armaments, both parties - at the highest 1evel - undertook to
speed up negotiations ON preventing an arms race in outer space and ending it on
Earth, limiting and reducing nuclear weapons and strengthening strategic
stability. This agreed formula for negotiations was no accident. It was the
accumulation of the experience of many years of negotiations and represented a
mutually acceptable basis for ensuring progress in disarmament with neither side
trying to achieve military super ior ity.

The genuine role of the negotiations for strengthening international security
through disarmament is to prevent an arms race in outer space and end it on Earth.

The role is not to substitue one kind of arms race for another but rather to keep
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outer space peaceful by not deploying weapons there and to reduce the number Of
weapons while at the same time maintaining parity at the level of reasonable
sufficiency .

Down through the centuries, from the very beginning of technical progress,
more and more advanced weapons of destruction have been used to defend man and t©
ensure the security of States. As a result of the improvements in military
technology, each time military actions have taken place, greater and greater
numbers of the peaceful population hve per ished. Finally, in our time, military
technology has reached a level where war using nuclear weapons will spare no one.

Today’s weapons leave N0 State any hope of defending the lives of its
population through military technology. This upsurge of new and ever-newer weapons
in outer space, according to Star Wars plans, will significantly increase the
probability of that destructive military technology will move from its present
state of being on the brink of war to the state of being over the brink, and
mankind would move from a situation of struggling for survival to a situation of
non-existence. It would be illogical and useless to try with one hand to curb the
arms race and with the other to open the door to some space Powers thus enabling
them to break into outer space with weapons that would constantly hang over the
heads of all States and would not add any feeling of security or inspire any
gratitude towards the creators of such evil projects.

The fact that the arms race is being established in outer space under the
title of strategic "defense" initiative cannot deceive anyone. Even on Earth this
is being carried out under the heading of "defense”. The reality is that the
establishment and the development of Star Wars weapons will inevitably crank up the
arms race in every direction. Tt is therefore necessary from the outset to impose

an effective international ban on space weapons.
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Why ia the United States so insistent on working on the idea of building and
deploying space weapon systems? Officials in Washington have stated repeatedly
that thay are not going to rmbark on my nagotiations to limit thr ® ¢S4V ¢S
defense initiative; since thay have the prospects for a defenaive ® yrtam which will
make nuclear miasiles praotiaally obsolete. One may recall the statement of United
States Becretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger , who raid, referring to 8DI, that if
tho United States wore able to build ® uoh a system whloh would ho ® ffeotivr and
which would make Soviet weapons ineffective, the United Statea would be ® his to qo
baak to a situation whrn thr United Statea was the only country with th4 nuclear
weapon. ‘Thus, the real goal pur rued by the advocates of transfarr ing the arma race

into outer space is the achlievement of unilateral superiority.
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On 22 October of this year, the very same day on which the representative of
the United States, Mr. David Emery, assured us that the strategic defence
initiative promises to strengthen international security and strategic stability,
one could find in America completely opposite assessments of the efforts by the
United States Administration to sow a minefield of near-earth space-strike Weapons
at any cost. In explaining to its readers why an agreement to reduce strategic

missiles is impossible when the implementation of the strategic defence initiative

is under way, The New York Times, in an editorial, wrote:

"There is no way the Russians will agree to reductions if they fear their
remaining offensive missiles will be negated by an imminent american defence
system. Apprehensions will be acute if they judge that sys tern too half -baked
to resist an initial attack, but possibly effective against a ragged Soviet
retaliation - in other words, as the shield to accompany an American first
strike. Moscow may also fear the use of space-based weapons as part of a

first strike.” (The New ¥ork Times, 22 October 1987, p. 334)

As YOU can see, defence stabilization and the peaceful mask of the strategic
defence initiative all fall away when these things are viewed in the light of
common logic. For us it is quite clear that the strategic defence initiative is a

new stage in the arms race. It is an attempt to achieve strategic superiority by

rejecting the limitations required by the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Ball is tic Miss ile Sys terns. It is also totally clear to us that the road to
true security is to be found not by adding new types of weapons, especially weapons
accessible only to a few space Powers, but rather by limiting and reducing
armaments under strict international verification allowing for no loopholes. The
Soviet-American anti-ballistic-missile (ABM) Treaty of 1972, which was concluded
for the purpose of limiting the strategic nuclear-arms race, is obviously a

necessary component of the process of reducing strategic weapons as well.

. -
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Along with many delegations who have stated the positions of their governments
at this session, the Ukrainian SSR advocates strict observance of the 1972 ARM
Treaty by both sides and calls for the adoption by both parties of mutual
obligations not to break out of that Treaty for at least 10 years. Par agraph 1 of
Article V of the ABM Treaty binds the signatories not

“to develop, test, or deploy ABM systems or components which are sea-based,

a ix-based, space-based, or mobile land-based . "

For more than 10 years no ambiguity has been found in that provision of the Treaty,
and it was only after 1983 , when the United States announced its plans to construct
the strategic defence system, did there appear the so-called broad interpretation
of the Treaty =~ an interpretation so broad that the provision neither to develop,
test or deploy is now interpreted to mean the exact opposite.

At the Reykjavik summit meeting last year and during the past week in Moscow,
we have once again had confirmation that the United States strategic defence
initiative, along with the broad interpretation of the ARM Treaty, are the main
obstacle to reducing all the strategic nuclear forces of the USSR and the United
States of America. Such a reduction is essential to the ending of the nuclear-arms
race and to taking meaningful and substantial steps to eliminate the nuclear
threat. Without an agreement on strict observance of the ABM Treaty there can be
no agreement on the reduction of strategic weapons,

At the same time, the Moscow meeting demonstrated that this year there is
indeed a chance of concluding an agreement on medium~ and shot ter- range missiles.
Work is also going on with regard to the problems involved in the strict
verification of the provisions of that agreement, and fur thet specific measures
have been proposed by the Soviet side to find mutually satisfactory solutions on

the whole complex of interrelated questions concerning a radical reduction in

L s arepdo R .

rs
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strategic veapons, linked to rtriot. ohsrrvanoe of the ABM Treaty. A great
contribution to the solution of the problem of the demilitarization of outer apace
could be made through multilatrrnl neqotiating machinery. The Conferance on
Dirarmamont oould continue {ts fine tradition of preparing international agreements
On outer space after giving thr relevant negotiating mandate to its Ad Hoc
Committee ONouter ® pAD0. There iS a solid basis for business-like and purposeful
work on a multilateral basis. Thr initiatives Of the 30virt Union to oconclude a
treaty banning the deployment Of any type of weapons in outer space oontinur to be
timely, as does the oonolurion of a treaty banning the use Of force in outer space
and from outer space against the Earth. rhuse have been rubmtttrd to the United
Nationr tor consideration.

Other countries represented iN the Conference on Dirarmamont have ®  ubmittod
inter o ating proporaln, and suggestions have boon made with reqard to partial
meAsures of disarmament as well. Suah partial measures could lead to & ban on tha
drploymrnt of weapons in outrr space. The Conference on birarmamrnt could beqin
drefting an international ® grommont to e nauro the immunity of artificial earth
® atellt tes, which carry NO weapons of any kind.

More ovor, it im imper tant to seek ways tOo pr e vent thr oonrrruotion of new
anti-satellite ® yrtrmrandto ® liminaothosethrt ® Irrady ® XIOJ4@ we hope the
Conference Will consider the proposals made by the UASR ON verification meamuten
aimed &t preventing an e I'MI' race in OUlIT space. Those proposals include the
entablishment of an international system of verification to maintain the peaceful
status of OUtrr space and provides for the permament prasence of inapeotorm gt all
facilities for launching objects INtO outrr space, aw wall as for mrk tng available
to thrm all pertinent data about launches and about obija ts being launched,

The Confarence ON NDinarmament L a a uniyque multilataral nagotiating hody that

oan draft thr tent of a multilateral treaty or agresmaits on all aapewots of
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prevevting An arms race in outer Apace. Thr report of the Conference on
Disarmament contains enough information to convince us that its Ad HoC Committee ON
outer space could begin work on these items in 1988, A now upward spiral in the
arms race, in outer space, is in our opinion inherent in the concept of Star Wars.
There is A need for broad co-operation among all Statea in developing and
researching outer space f Or peaceful purposes.

The proposals made last Aummrr by the Soviet Union pave the way for such
co-operation. | am referring to its suggestion that the international community
consider A Atop-by-stop programme f Or joint Action in the peaceful conquest of
outer space. At the heart Of that suggestion is the convening Of AN international
conference Or A special session of the Geaneral Assembly tO conaider the problem of
space IN all its aspects. The proposal also calls for the ® rtrhlirhmont o 2 world

space organization and for the drafting of a plan of international co-operation for

the 19908 and for 10 to 1% years beyond that.
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It is necessary tO focus efforts on aclving euah social And economic
development problems common to all countries as those relating tO communications,
navigation, rescue, remote sensing of the Earth, studying And protecting the
environment, creating a world-wide meteorological servica, And developing new
mater tale And technologiea.

The leading space Powers could help create an international cantre Cor joint
research on and production of various kinds of space technology at the request of
developing countr iesy that 1dea would open vast possihilitias Cor joint efforts by
States i n the peaceful conquest of outer spaca.

Thr major space Power 8 - thr United States and the Soviet Union ~ have A
spacial role t0 play in the peaceful conquest Of outer space. Surely® veryono
remember s the handshake in space between Soviet And United states cosmonauts, On
17 July 1975, in Earth orbit. That handshake was A genuine symbol Of the fact that
with good will and an awareness of thair responaibilities, the USSR and the United
Stateas can find areas nf large-scale, mitually beneficial co-operation, with a
®  gnifiarnoo Car beyond the boundaries of purely bilateral intercats,

IN that context | we walcome the NSW Soviet~Uni ted Staton agreement on
co=operation in the study and ume of outer apace for peacaful purposes, niqnad on
15 Apr il this year. In our view, thinin e ner lous con tr ibu t lon to strengthen ing
the basia f o0 r the peaceful conquest of outer space,

Outer apaca L the common hert taqe of MNNK ind, and all mankind munt share
common interests thare, Theane ara contrary t o the Interests only o f those for whom
the arms race in good husinean nnr | who want to achieve mil Ltary dominance hy using

ous] 1I00% weintend to defend this view of ours with all nur strength,
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Mr . MN STULPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany) : During the general

debate in the First Committee this year, nearly all speakers have expressed their
appreciation of the most encouraging developments in the bilateral United
States-Soviet negotiations. We whole-heartedly wel¢-me the agreement in principle
reached by the United States of America and the USSR on the conclusion of a treaty
on the world-wide elimination of their intermediate- and shorter-range nuclear
forces, that is nuclear missiles with a range between 500 and 5,500 kilometres. We
hope that treaty will. be signed in the near future. we have likewise noted with
satisfaction the commi tment by both parties to wor k for an early agreement on
drastic reductions in their strategic offensive arms.

Today | should like to draw attention to another area in which this year’s
developments give rise to optimism: the substantial progress made in the
negotiations on a world-wide ban on chemical weapons justifies the hope that an
early agreement is possible. My Government attaches the highest priority to
achieving a convention on the prohibition of the development, production,
acguisi tion, stockpiling, transfer and use of chemical weapons. It is high time
the human race were free from these inhumane, cruel and insidious weapons. We are,
furthermore, appalled by the recent violations of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, which
were unambiguously established by United Nations fact-f inding mission. 2 are also
very concerned at the reported proliferation of chemical weapons. These
developments make an early, effective and global ban on chemical weapons even more
urgent.

The negotiations on chemical weapons that are being conducted in the
Conference on Disarmament have, this year, under the very able chairmanship of
Ambassador EBkeus, brought us considerably closer to a convention. Cm a number of

impor tan t issues, in particular in the field of verification, a convergence of

views has been brought about..
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We may be satisfied with what has been achieved so far this year. However,
Chore is no reason for complacency. A lot of work remains to he done and a number
of technical and VITy complex issues need to be resolved. we are called upon to
intensify our ® fCortr to work out w.fective and acceptable solutions, in particular
with regard to the veritication oOf a glohal ban on chemical weapons.

The important agreament in principle achieved this year on mandatory challenge
inspections murt be translated into reliable treaty proviaions, A number of
complex details and political decisiona have be tackled in doing so.

The monitoring of the chemical industry is another area which requires
particular attention from the negotiators in Geneva, The possiblility Of use of a
given chemical for military purpoaea should be the decisive criterion,
Non-production controlr are to make sure that N0 chemical weapons are produced
after the coming into force of a convention, The verification mechanism which has
be be ® 8tablinhed to that end must he manageshle and effective. 1t should not
place any undue or un justified hurden on the chemical industry, The future
dAevelopment of the chemical induatry for peaceful purpomes Must NOt he interfnred
with.

Boar ing in mind that ver ifiahility is of paramount impor tnnce for the
viability of a convention and for building the confidance neceasacy for entering
{nto an agreement, we mumt amcertain that the verification aystem under
consideration aswures all parties t 0 a conveation o f compl lance and permitsd
clarification of any situation which could he econaidared amblquoun or which glven

tise tO doubts about comy! iance.
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Apart from the problem of working out the detailed provisions of a chemical.
weapons verification system, some other important questions require cat eful
considera tion., | should like to draw attention oriy to the importance of
establishing the necessary conditions to guarantee the effective and smooth
implementation of the convention, Thus, we have to tackle, inter alia, difficult
questions Concerning the functions and interrelationship of the organs Of the
organization to be established by the convention. Al SO, concrete provisions On the
preparatory commission, which will operate in the period between the signing and
the entry into force of the convention, need to be worked out now.

Furthermore, the order of destruction of chemical weapons needs to be worked

out in a way that ensures the undiminished security of all States parties t& a

convention.

As will have become clear from my brief remarks on these still-open questions,
the negotiations have reached an advanced stage. We are now called upon to pursue
vigorously our common goal of concluding at the earliest possible date a treaty
which will free the world once and for ail from the scourge of chemical weapons.

We are thus looking forward to the inter-sessional work of the Ad Hoc Committee on

Chemical Weapons scheduled to begin in November.

My Government is prepared to contribute in every possible way co achieving
further progress and tangible results as expeditiously as possible. Thus, we
favour an intensified work schedule for the negotiations within the Conference on

Disarmament, and we hope to proceed to the final drafting of a convention & soon

as possible,
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) ¢+ I had announced earlier that
draft resolutions to be submitted by delegations wete to be deposited with the
Secr etar iat by 6 p.m. today, as agreed by the Commi ttee. So that all draft
resolutions may be deposited by that hour, 1 propose to suspend this meeting for
half an hour to permit oonsultations on this subject. I shall then inform the
Committee of the results of those consultations, which will relate to the

submission of draft resolutions on all disarmament items: agenda items 48 to 69.
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The meetingwas suspended at 4.30 p.m and resumed at 5.50 p.m

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I can now give you the
results of the consultations t hat have been held. They were useful and positive.
We can agree that the deadline fur the submission of draft resolutions should be
today, 27 Cctober 1987, butowing to certain technical problens that sonme
del egations have encountered, we can allow an extension of an hour and a half.
Draft resolutions that are in the process of being finalized will have to be
submtted to the Searetaviat by7.30p.m | take it that there is no objection.

It was so decided.

The neeting rose at 5.55 p.m




