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

AGENDA  ITEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT AGENDA ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENERAL
DEBATE, AS NECESSARY

Mr. RUKASHAZA (Rwanda) (interpretation from French): Since this is the

first time at this session that I have spoken in the qeneral debate on all agenfla

items relating to disarmament, allow me to extend  to you, Sir, the warm and sincere

congratulations of the Rwandese delegation on your unanimous election to perform

the important functions entrusted to you by calling on you to quide the work of the

First Committee at the forty-second session of the General Assemhly. These

heartfelt congratulations are all the more spontaneous and less a matter of duty in

that they are addressed to a worthy representative to the United Nations of a

friendly brother and neighbour country, Zaire. Your experience of international

issues and in diplomacy and your personal oualities are our guarantee of the

successful  performance of the duties entrusted to you. I assure you of the help

and support of the Rwandese delegation, within the limits of its modest

possihilir id:, in your difEicult task of ensuring progress towards disarmament.

My congratulations go also to the other officers of the Committee, who fully

deserve the confidence placed in them.

The problems connected with disarmament are multifaceted and very complex.

! Indeed, when human life Eirst began on earth man immediately started to produce
I
1
i weapons to provide him with security hut also, and ahove all, to spread his
4

6
a

dominaticrn  over all living things, over his neiqhhours, over all his fellows. That
.>i,
[ arms race has not ceased.
k
g Today we are developing weapons of mass destruction that could in a few

seconds destroy all human life on our planet and ,pollute it irreversibly.

': Therefore much  patience is called for so that a mutual climate of confidence may  be
:+
a
c estahlished among nations and peoples so that they accept a minimal level of
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(Mr. Rukaahaaa,  Rwanda)

armaments that will not tx~ a danger to mankind hut will nevertheless guarantee

, their Roaurity.

In my statement I @hall  not touch on all the diearmament  agenda iteme, firet,

hecauee many pre~ioub,  speakers have thoroughly doveloped certain aueetiona and eek

Portb views ehared by my delegationj  and alrio  hacauee , ae work prcqresees  in our

Committee my delegation will , when neceeeary,  speak on indiviAua1 items. We aeeure

the Committee that our pofiition  ie inepired  solely by the United Nations Charter,

which aommits Member States to work for peace and help to develop international

relatione with a view to furthering the proeperity and eocial and economic prcgreRs

to which all pooplae aspire.

Our dehatee are taking place in favourable conditione, in a climate of events

that is indiopueably  of historic importance in the ephere of diearmament. We are

an the eve of the oonveninr;  of the third epecial aeeeion  of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament, which in to ha held next year and the preparations for

which are at an advanced stage. Furthermore, our dehatee are taking place shortly

after the agreement in principle between the United States of America and the

Soviet Union on the concludon  of a treaty aimed at the elimination oP

intermediate-range and ehorter-range miesiles , not to montion the holding from 24

fiuguet  to 11 Septemhor  1987 oP the International Conference on tho nelotlonehip

hetweon  Disarmement  and Development , the rnsulto of which are a source  at’

encouregoment for devolopinq  countries.

Rwanda ifl a small country in the heart of Afrrc:a, without a coaotline or

epeciol  reBourcea. Wo are a peace-lovinq nation and my country therefore hasen itA

dally actionn on the principles of peace, unity and development. Rwanda  has IW

desire for armamonto, because they would aheorh its already limited reaourcee

needed to quarantao tho fundamental .rLqht of its people  to hotter nutrition, better

health and education.
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In our Paurth  Pivo-year  dovQlopmQnt  plan, wo

(Mr. f(ukanhazn,  Hwanda)

have Cocuaod on economic  and

oocial development throuyh food eolf-oufficinncy  to onouro pooco  and nocurity even

more completely for our people; poace and security  within our hOrcPQrR,  in our

subregion, in our oontinent and throughout the world. ‘Phia IH the major  Concern oC

our country, beaause peacu is the pre-conditinn  of the aucces~  oC our AevQlOpmQnt

efforts.

For my country peace and eocurity are the result not of over-arming 80 an to

be Coared,  respected by one’8 poet-s , ccnniderod a military powQr,  but rather of

oonfidence  shared with our neighlmurs, our poor6  - in short with all partners

within and outside of our country. The  a r m s  rncQ i n  inuruaninyly  oophinticatQd

nuolear, eadiobgioal,  chemical, biological and conventional  weopcno, instead of

eneuring peace and eecurity, conetituteo  a aorlous throat to all mankind. Today i t

in ds though mankind ware sitting on a powder key that could explodu at any time,

spreadinq  destruction, doaolation and annihilation. WQ treliove that man, who ban

been able to invent all thesQ sophiflticatod  moans oE deotruction,  should ho wiso

enough not to ahuoe them, and that fully justifies  yonarill and complete

diaermement,  especially since the Punds thus reloasod could lw used for the

peaceful purposes of dovelopmQ;:t.

il Tha Rwandese Republic, which la traditionally and reoolutely  dedicated to
t
: peace and the peaceful oottlemont of disputes, supports  any Initiative diroctorl  at

f
tho rcceloration oP tho prcceo8 of ynneral and complete disO~rmamont.  0t1 the other

hand, we oppooo any action that would make mora diEL’ioult  and Aalay tho disarmament

procaos on our planot and thorofore  increase reccuraQ  to the throat oC use OC

; force, the use 01: existing arsenals, ant1 t h o  t~cup,stlon  OF tcrritorlun by for@irJll

4 armias.

Thus, with regard to nuclear disermamont, my delegation cant irrupt  to havu

.,!

:i

great hopoo of the agreement in principle hetwoon the Unlted States and the !W-‘~Qt
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(Mr. Rukashoaa,  Rwanda)- -

[Inion on the aonolueion  of a treaty on the elimination of short- and medium-range

mieeileN. We hope that the aontinuing negotiations  hetween the two countries will

lead hefore  the end oP the year to a epealfic agreement whioh will km applied

immediately. Cf aoucse,  only one ostegory of!  weapons ie involved, the nuclear

weapon, and within that oategory only a minority of weapons, the important thing ir3

that thie etep towards mutual trust ia taken. It aould create a precedent and lead

to the oono’*reion  of other agreements on this oategory of weapons.

While remaining hopeful ahout the negotiations  under way between the Vnited

Statea and the Soviet union, my delegation ie worried about the trend toward8 the

acouisitlon  of nualear weapone by other States, which r?ontrlhutes  to the

proliferation of nuclear’weapons in the world. My country unetruivocally supports

the creation of nuolear-weapon-free zonea, especially in South AP!~, the Pacific,

the Middle East, Central America and Atriaa. nut we must start hy eliminating from

those region8 the nualear weapona already there , and the oountries concerned mutlt

agree, in particular, to euhmit their nuclear eacjilitiee  to international

verifioation  proaeduraa,  whether those of the International Atomic Energy Agency

(IAEA) or those appliaable under the Treaty on the Non-Pco?iferr+iun  of Nuclear

Weapone. The united Nations and the international community must spare no effort

to ensure  that reoalaitrant Btatee  ahide by the relevant international reeOlUtiOns

and permit verification by ohallenge.

With reqard to South Africa, we note with dismay that, although the Heads of

State or Government of the Organinetion of African Unity (OAU),  during their firat

regular eeaeion, in 1964,  adopted a Declaration on the nelruclearization  of Africa,

the apartheid State of Bouth Africa ie hocoming a nuclear State. This eituation  i13

all the more worrying since South Africa is ,q real threat to the peace and security

not only of the front-line States and all bErice hut of ths entire wnrld. w

delegation joins &here in roouestinq  the Gonoral  AnHomhly  to adopt epeciPtc,
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(Mr. Rukashaaa, Rwanda)

immediate mus~61ucea  to br inq &out the denuclQarizstion  of Africa and to safeguard

every region  whose nationals neek C;o be free of nuclear weapons.

Turning now to outer epaae, everyone ehould beer in mind that this ie the

common heritage of all peoplee snd therefore muet  ha ueed for fundamentally

peaoetu: purwees to promote the ecientific,  taohnological,  economic and 8ooia.l

development of all natione, of all mankind. Therefore, we muet  refrain at all

coats from tranefertinq the headlong arms  race on earth, on the ooeana and in the

atmosphere to outer apace, My country believes  thet the explorrtion and use of

apace ehculd be carried out in the intereet and for the sake of peace, eecurity  and

understanding among nation0 an& international co-operation in improving the

well-being of all peopleo,

The history of mankind in in eeeence thQ history of armed conflicts between

peoples etriving to dominate another people or group of other peoples. The results

of theee conflicts, that ir~, the lose of human 1iPQ and infrastructure and the

ecological loQae8, are increetainq  at an alarming rate with the Qophistication  of

weapons. Tho two world wars are et111  fresh in the memory ol mankind. And yet

there are hloody confliote  in many corner8  of the world with the uae of expeneivb

modern conventional weawne,  which ore a heavy hurden on the slender budget8  of

many third world countriee. While the major Poware spend  enormous auma of money to

develop military areenals  of all kind6 , there in terrible poverty in the wOrldI

men dying 04 hunglrr,  living without ohelter, without the right to basic health cafe

or education. That poverty in which nearly two thirds of the world’s  population lo

stagnating ia a very eerioue thrQat to peace ant; security,  a threat that we cannot

comhat with weapons, no matter how sophisticated they may be.

My delegation would like to take this opportunity to Qee~ee at their true

value the encouraging reeults of the International Conference on the Relationehip
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(Mr.  Rukaeha88,  Rwanda)

between Diearmament  and Development, beoauee thie ralationrhip  was highlighted by

the aountriee pactiaipatinq in that Conferenae.

In hi@ statement from thla eoatrum laat September, the Winibter for

Co-operation and Foreign Affaira  of Rwanda aaaeaaed and aet out hie erpeatetione of

that Conferenoe in the following terms;

*T!  J Rwanda delegetion hopee that, in keeping with the ooncluaiona

reached at the end of that Conferenae, apeclfia  proviaione will be adopted to

remove the threat to mankind posed hy ths  arme  raoe and to carry out the

trn~.afera  that would make paeeible epeotaoular eaientifia aonaueete and impose

awareneaR  of the oarrelation eatabliRhed between diearsament and development,

between the neede of eeaurity and the expeatationa of peoples in aeatch Of

progeeee  and ycorrperfty.”  (A/42JBV.9,  R. 37)
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Our Aiaoueeiona  on the eve of the third apeaial session of the General

Assembly devoted to diearmament should he an opportunity for ua to be a8 apeoifio

aa poaaible  in helping to improve preparationa for that seaaion  end thua better

enaure its sucaeaa. My delegation is firmly convinced that She epeoial  session

will aontrihute to the formulation of apeoific,  prtwtiaal  and appropriate meaQUa@

to speed up ongoing negotiationa that will enable us to rohieve results with

far-reaching tepeccusaiona on disarmament, improve the climate of ddtente  ~4

aonfidenae in the wasld,  establish general condition6 for peace and eecutity rind,

finally, atrengthan international co-operation for the improvement of the

well-being 0e all peoples, while reepectinn the national independence of each State.

I would not wish to aonclude  my statement without paying apeciel tribute t0

IJniteA Nations efforts in the disarmament field. As I said at the outset,

dieatmament iasuea are complex and multifaceted, The  General ~esemhly has grappled

with the problem of findinq solutions acceptable  to all parties1  its sfforte are

continuing untiringly and ito relevant bodies are working to find concrete

eolutiane  auickly  in order to achieve the objectives of general and complete

disarmament.

Mr. MARTYNOV  (Byelnrussian  Soviet Socialist. Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): For a number  of yeare  now, the Byelor~ussian  SSR has heen paying

particular attention to the problem of a han on the development and production of

new types of weapons of maae destruction and new systems oE euch weapons and has

t-en undertaking effort6 to achieve progress in this sphere. fn our statement

today, my delegation would like to dwell on this iSWJ9.

In 1948, the United Notions Commission for Conventional Acmaments  fnformed the

security Council that, in its view:
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I . . . Weapons of mass destruction should be defined to include atomic exploeivo

weapons, radioactive material weapons, Lethal r?hemical and hialogical weapne,

and any weapona  developed in the future which have chatecteristics  com$atable

in destruative effect to those of the atomic bomb  or other weapons mentioned

above.H (s/C.3/27, para. 5)

Thus, the posaihle emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction was

already considered realistic by the international community almost 40 years acjo.

The past decades have not led to the creation of euah new types of woapon8,  and we

aan take satisfaction  from that. On the other hand, the development of the world

situation now compels mankind to Look at the possihiLCttes  of scientific and

technical progress not only with greater hope for its new and favourable  t?tuitS but

also with growing alarm - alarm hecause  new discoveries and achievementa may turn

out 20 be unprecedented dangers to the aurvival of mankind. The poeeihle  emergence

of new types of weapons of mass destruction la one of the serious aspects of such G

denqet. The trend towards increasing the material and intellectual resource8

aLlocated  to military teseArch  and development atteats to the fact that this is a

teal threat and we cannot elmply close our eyes to it. At the same time, the woc:Ld

doss not have sufficient tesgurces  for development ark! the basic needs of the

population in many of the least developed countries.*

According to data presented in the 1987 Annual Report of the Stockholm

International Peace Research Institute, expenditures foe military research and

development rose ouickly in the 19808, and the 1986 level exceeded  expenditures for

1990 by 3ll per cent. With regard to the conseuuences  of such expenditures, the

*Mr.  Nashaehihi  (Jordan), ;ice-Chairman,  took the Chair.
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report reaches ths important conclusion that it is not very likely that Lhose

efforts have strengthened security.

Clearly, the building of reliable security must follow another path - that of

eliminating rather than creating weapons. The direction of military technical

decisions, including the creation of new types of weapon0  of mesa destruction, does

not lead to the strengthening of peace and international security. In  the

lahyrinth of modern strategic realities this is not merely a dead-end passage but

the shortest way to disaster. The future and genuine ee%rity depend on [mlitioal

dec,dions. A programme to ensure security through disarmament - first and foremost

the complete elimination of nuciear  weapons and other weapons of maas deatructicn -

is receiving ever broader support, Iqwrtant dvancee have been made or work is

being started on some types of weapons of mass destruction that fall under the 1949

definition; in  these c.Ircumstances, the problem of a ban on the development and

production of new systems of such weapons is taking on special celevanaeg

4t a time when we are making intencive efforts to eliminate nuclear, chemical,

bacteriological.  and radiological weapons, it would ohviouely he unreaeonahle  to

simultaneously leave the door open for the emergence of new types of weapna  of

mass destruction. That view is ‘*.len more ju&ified  for a non-nuclear and

non-violent world, and the objective of building such a world is shared hy the

wideht CirCh  of States.

In addition, a situation is ,zossihle in which even though there is progress

towards ever lower levels, and finally a zero level, of existing types of weapons

of mass destruction, nevertheless, as a result of scientific disa?ovecies, there may

be developed a dangerous plan for radically changing the military strateyic halance

through the acauieition cf new types of weapons of mass destruction which will not

be evailahle,  at least for some time, to other parties.
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Furthermore, the  cr‘c ..ion of now tyws of woapns  of maus doetruction might

Boom  “justified*@  from the militaristic point of view if thoao woapana  turn out to

ho lean expensive, if they can reaah their targets morn easily and if they can

annihilate enemy Poraea with leas severe and less laeting  conseauences  than nualaar

weapons. ‘rho last of those factors ara capable  of loading to a reduction of the

threshold for the unleaahing of war hy meana  of weapon0  of maaa dl\?truction.

In a summary of the possible and Poreseeable  negative conseauenues  of the

creation of new types of weapons of maas destruction, wo should incluno a sharp

deetal~ilizatior~  of the military strategic situation , a lowering of the threshold of

global milit,rcy  conflict, a new impetus to the  arms race, difficulties in the

verification OP disarmament a1.d an increasa  in the gap hetween the development of

military technoloqy,  on the one hand , and internotionul efforts to eliminate

armaments, on the other.

The aforementioned conoiderationo seem to provide an answer to the question

one sometimes  hears? how timely is the prohlom of a han on new typ of weapons of

mass clastruction?

Our delegation notes with satiefoction  that rn&lly  States are becoming

increasingly aware of the neceosity and urgenay  oE LI solution to thio problems

which MS first raised in the United  Nations by the eccioliat States. Among

others, the )lb:rlI Oeclaretion  on Principlon  for a Nuclear-weapon-Free and

Non Violent World, adopted in late 1966  hy India and the USSI?, lint6 a bon  on tho

manufacture of now types of weapons of mass destruction  as one of the concroto

dinarmament measures that are urgently needed,
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NC. Mat tynov, Uytilocuaoian  YYH)

The delagationo  of Argentina and Egypt. have @Cated that the Qenacal Aeaernhl.y

Pt. it13  t h i r d  opoc~ol  QeCoiOn  &voted  to diaarmamont  shOulB  c4rQ!!ully Conn!doc  t h o

military uses oP 4dv4naQs  111  acioi~o 4~3 technology, in  p a r  timlou the davQl0pn~Qnt

of nw waepons  of m4aa  dcetruction.

The international community hea already done much solid work in this  4~04. I n

the Final Document OC 1 ts first special aeeoion dovotod to diaucmement  the  Qonoc41

AeSembly  notes the need to avert 4 qualitative acmn c4co and to cnauco that

scientiPic  and tcchnolayiaol  4&4ncos  4cQ uoed solely for pQacoPu1 purposes. ‘L’hO

Pine1 Document  states that

“effective me48ucea  should be taken to avoid t.he dangoc  and prevont the

omecgcnce of n4w types of wQapone of mnQ0  destruction basod on new 8cientiC~c:

PCillCiplQQ  and ochicvomanta”.  (CcaoLuCion  S-10/2, p4ca.  77)

OeneC41 Aseelnbly rC8olUtiOnR , mny of them adopted on the ini t ie t iv0 0e the

delegation of the Uyeloruseian 9911,  propose  poosible  appcoachos  for resolving the

pcoblcm raised in t.hQ  Kinal Document  of  the f irst.  Epecial  ooanion  o n  diaacmnmoct.

Wo t&o this opportunity to express wc th4nks  t.0 the  many BClogeti~WQ  th4t

eponooced th089  ccaolutiona and to all wliu uuypor  tad thQm.

The deleyotion of t.he Uyelocusnian  BSH is wnvinced  that. prevention in the

moot effective and practical oppconch to il pcc5iibi  tion of tho developmQnt  and

production of iiow weapons of ma08 destruction. Tho history of dibdcmamont  showo

that it is l!tw simpler to achieve  a tmn on 4 yivcn  weapon he~oco  th4t. WQopOn

becomes  Q p a c t  0P active  riiilltary  ureo1141~. I I !  WQ ace t o  Ike prO(]ceQQ,  thu war k

4ilnQd  Ot pCeVenting  the  emecyence  oL’  IlQW typUfi of woopono  of maoe  dUQtrUC~~O~l mUQt.

bo made Qec ioua and specific) to do th ta , t’hQ OVOl,ltll,n  Of thQ QitUdtiOn  h thib

sphere must bo constantly mtrlL  toced HO th4t  the question IIP hL tiatitly  noqotiation’~

011 banninq  t h e  weapoirs  a311cQr  IiQd  m a y  b e  rai~~Ud ilr yood 1’Lmo. ‘,‘i,e  IjyQlOC  US!;  h S:iH
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beliQVeEI  that the Conference on I)isarmanioiit , a multileteval  body for dioacmament

llCgOti4tiona, iA the  IIKW~ Qff~QtivQ  ~O~UIII POC euuh woe k .

In o u r  view, th9  Conferonce on Disacmamont aould oarry out Quah monitoring

with 4ppcopri4~e  sseistanoe  frown cxgocts. Whun nooaeeacy, it oould make

cQcommendatL3~:~  r”or  sp~ciPic  ncgotiationo on tho IlQW typo0 Of wcepons of m4Q4

dQ8truotion that h&v0  boon idontlPied. UU t  th  it3 in itsole  would  not bo

suLPioient. fib pravent thQ incorpocation 0P euoh weapons into military arsenals,

w0 bOliQV0, ilnmOdi4tel  y upon thQ idon tit!ication  Of a now tYpQ Of Wonpm  Of ma88

dastcuation.  all Statoa muet rQnoulce  the prrratioal development  OP that weepOn and

begin neyotiations  o n  pcohibiting  it .

LRQtly,  it would bo logic41 if? alA St4toe, guided by 4 d~sico  to otrengthcn

eucucity,  would rePr4in from any aceionu th4t  could load to the olnergence of  new

types of weapons <Be  ma08 dostruotion or new syeteme of such WO4pCnO.

The delegation of the Uyelor uanitin  WR in cuccon tly ongaycd in consul tations

with many othoc dole~.f4tions on 4 dr4et rcluolution it bar;  ~copua~d,  together  with a

number of other sponsocn, coiicurning 4 ban on tho development  4nd production of new

typos of wo4pono  OP lll4OQ  dQst.cuotion. Th4t. &oft. ceuolution takes into account the

vi~we Qxpceae~d  in past yoaco by othoc delayatione.  WC holx  to echieve  brand

agceemtnt  almng  nt4tOQ O n  oignifical~t  nlO&&OUrQH  111 thiu aCQ(1.Tt 18 t h r o u g h  uni f i ed

effOCt0 b y  4 1 1  GtotolJ that w e  eh4ll b e  able  t o  dOill w i t h  this ~ecioue  pcoblom.

I n  ccncLu0  i o n ,  WQ c x p r  ooe  chc hop t.h4t st I te f o r  ty-uec0nc’l  QeQQion  t h e

Genocal Aeoombly  will make 4 mu jor contcib~~  tion 1’0 pcev~ntiny tho QinecgoncQ  of nQw

w”w-ma  of ‘nauu  c~of~tcuctil3ll  4nd tlleceby  f.acilit.ate  [XogCQao toW4cCjQ 4 noWnucle4r,

non-violent  world.
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Mr. Mt!tISZT~  (Hungncy) 8 I wish today to addcoos  the ieeuo of

raAiologioa1  woapeno. El! Porte to ban cadiologioal wea\w>ns  have a lonq hiotory. An

oacly afl 1948 a drrted Nation63  forum , the Commiaoian  for Conventional Armaments, in

itfd  ce~olution of 12 August 1948, alaooified nuclear weapona,  uhemical

(baatacioloqiaal)  weaponb and cadiologioal weepone ae weapon8  of ma.80 Clostcuotion.

SillOo then the disarmament community has been uoneidocing in one form or another

tho prohibition of cediologiual  weapon8 , somotimee  together with othoc type6  of

acma.

Multilateral negotiation8 aimed at their total ban entered Into o IIIOCO

intensive phone in 1979. It was in that year that the Confecenae on Diearmament,

thBn knavn PB rho Committee on DLeacnment, included ae a eopacate item of its

egenda the question 0e caBiologiaal  weaponf8, in the larger oonbxt  of new typoa of

weapons of ma88 deetruotian. Since 1980 that question hae been diaoureotl in a11

ad hoc working group, while Prom 1984 on , en AA boa Committoo of the ConPeconca on

Disarmament hae been oet up annually to oonduot negatietlons an the iedue. The

yoar 1980 was colevant for another raaaon too: it wee then that the icha of' the

pcohibition  of deliborate attack6  an nuuldar facilitioo woo introduced and a&W3 to

the original subject mettec. Thw, the t.ask of the Conference on aioacmament  that

Of oosuriny  negotiations  with a view to elaborating  a treaty ‘Jr  treot.ioe

yc oh ib i tiny the development , pro&at ion , tatoakpiling  4t1d  uee 0e radialogicol

waopone - we call thie *teeok A*, or cadiologioal weapons in the traditional

eeneo - end prohibiting all attaoks on nuolear Paoilitioo,  which WQ cell “tcuck R”.

I went to omphaoise that it was gonec;rlly cecogniaea  that tho two queotiono  -

prohibition of’ traditional radiological waepane end o ban on nt.taaks ayainnt

nucloor  IYaailities  - were both impoc tent ~~eueo  requir  inq solution end that. the

Conforoneo on tUeecmement wae the appropciato  Eorum to Aoal wi t~i  them.
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The fact thet we had before ua two distinct, but in a certain weY

intocrelatod, questlone gave the problem of approaoh  A eignif!ioant  role p .!Q

very boginning. Thoocetioally  there ace two poesibilities~  either the eo-o~llnd

unitary appcoaoh,  under which we try to eocmulate the elementa of one t~oaty

covering both ieeuoe,  with working groupe divided according ta the main tcQetY

olomonts,  o r  1.1 ?o-cslled duel approach, where epeoial  working groupo are set up

on the two 91 ..one with a view to focmulating  treaty elements separately.

Underetanc3ebly,  the method of woe k took on epeoipl  impactanae end hen always beon

the sub jout a: longthy debate.

Thio phase, pceliminacy  to the nogotiatione, could not bo avoided thie year

01 UICC. Delegations in the Conference on Disarmament shwad  a eigntficant  degree

oe ~laxibility  end opt.& e0c the eeoond method. Accocdingly,  no objeation  was

reieed  to a new etruotuce of negotiations t.hcough an appcopriate  oeparation  of

“tracka”  A and t) .
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As a rasurt  ol! th is  tho yuo~tion of  the prohibi t ion of  raclioloyioal weapono in

the traditional sense of the word and tho ban on attaaks agafnct nualoar facilities

wae aoneideced  eeparatoly  in two contaut gKOUQ0 under the guidance Of a

ao-ordinatoc  in oaoh group. Two dolegationu,  those of Japan and Endonooia,  agreed

t o  aat a e  oo-ordinators. At this point X should  like to thank the two

Qo-Ocdinatoce,  Mr. Hadi Wayarabi of Endonociio  and MC. Bedaaki Numata of Japan for

their devoted snd vory able work.

We are of coucee LPWCIC~  that by ohooelng  this motkod of work the Ad noo

Committoo, after having triad the oo-oalled  unitary ayproPch for tnree uoneouutive

yeaCal  in foot went buok to tho yooition  of the early 19UOe, to the eo-celled

double-trook aQl)rOaUh. 1 would hasten to add tilet at the came time we did our beat

to uafegUaCd  tha intellectual and professional contr ibut ion to  th is  pause buriny

t h e  so-oolled  u n i t a r y  approauh  ao well.

Thio timu wo wanted to oxamine  whether thorc  is a botter posoibility of

identifying and, ao far uo poooiblo,  formulating preaiooly the plasitions OE

different iloleyotiono whon tho prooose  of formulation ie not overburdonod and

over-aomplicatod by tho oomploxity  of the relationehip  botweon tho two dietinat

problem issues.

In this ondoovour,  tho Ad lloc Committee yavo ovidonoo  of oonoidecable

realiem. Zt was not on a wild-goorro  chaao to L’ormulate  poeitions afJcoptable  to all

duriny thio uxercioo. Instoed  it concentrated its work on clearly ninppiny out

different positiona ao ae to huva au uompleto  a regieter of the goeitione  a8

goosible. This woe a ~uccuoeful  try, even though we ace aware that nobody can be

eatiefiod  with that much. So what were we able to accomplioh at thick yoor’tr

eoesion?

We succoedod in  ident i fy ing the possible  o lements for  the two convantions. Wa

further succeeded in draftiny treaty elements and nlternativee  to them, where
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cliCPorolrcoo  in positiolln clearly cxiflt. 1m1oqatinr.e  w i l l  f i n d  t h o  roeult of!  this

yoar ‘Q work in annoxon  T and l’T roupoctivaly  ot’ the roper t of the Ad Iloo Committoo

on Ipadioloyical  W0apo1Vl  under the \laadil\cJo, HP~~nilrl~  aloments  for an ayroeaont  on

th0 prohibition  of radioloqlcal  weapons’* and “Possible elomcntn  relevant to the

ycolribition  of attaokn ayinst nuclear  Cacilitios”. Mavbors  will  f ind that t h e  two

at.tachmonts  in tho ~nn~nns  ace full of alt.ernatl~oo,  and oven so every eocond

formulation iu .~o~~~atotl  with an astoriak  or wLth  special “nu16oce”  indicatinq  the

oxintonco  0C further  dinsontiny  oyinionfl. Wan it, conseqcontly,  a Putile

exorcise? I do not think so.

In our oollor aesossmn t the two conlact qroups under  tho vet:  y intell iyon t

yuidanco  of their  co-ordinatoc~ t h u e  clearly  exposed  ill1 oxistinq Viewe, a.11

pofls  ib lo solution olomon  ts . They ther @by laid a sound boa is for in tor sessional

re f l ect ion  a 5  wall PO f o r  a good doparturo  t o w a r d s  flppreachinq the  different  ViQws

at noxt year’s  ouseion of the Confotence  on Disaftnainon~~.

in t.hio hasis I have the honour to introduce on behalf of the Swedish,

Japilneso  and Indononian dolecj~itions, a.4 wall a s  m y  o w n  tlel.eyation,  draft reoolutloib

A/C.l/42/L.9 cntitlod, *I GRI) er al and complr te d inar mamen  t 8 PKohibi  tiOtl Of th5

dov elopmon t , pr oduat iou , stockpiling and use ol? radiological weapons”. The draft

resolution takes not+

“of  the?  p a t  t  oE  t h o  rqx)r t  0P t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  o n  1)isorinament  o n

its 1997 ae~siofr  that deals with the guost.ion  of radiological weapons,”

and ospXia1  ly

“OL:  the ~ecc~rnlle~~~~ation  of the ConPerence  on DirIarmometlt  that the Ad Hoo

Commit toe on I~dioloqic,al  Waapono  should be ro-es tabl. ished at the beqinn  in9 of

its 1966 0~‘~s ion ‘I.

“the Conforenco OII Disarmament tl> o.>ntinue its negotiations on the sub jtct
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with a view  to a @rompt  ooncluoiol~  0: ito work, takinq into account all

PUO~OPlO  presented to tbo Confsrence  to this end and drawing ulx)n the annexes

to it8 report an a bouin of its future work, the rouult  of which should bo

eubmitt.ed to the General Aeeembly  at its Poe ty-third eeaaion”.

Finally,  it asks the General neoembly

“to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third oeooion  the item

entitled ‘Prohibition of the dwalqpment,  production, stockpiling and use of

radiological waa~nsV8’,

We hopa that the draft resolutioc will draw wide support Prom delegations in

the First Commit.too  and that it will he adopted by ~onf3enauB.

Mr. IDULE-AMOK0  (Wanda);  We are speaking with a profound aonse oP

honour and joy, not only because you. Mr. Chairman, have an impccablo  record  aR 13

diplomat, hut also becauea you hail from a fraternal country that has very close

historic,  geographic and cultural bonds with my own. Your prooenco a.3 Cha irman

will undoubtedly enrich the deliberatlone  oE the Committee.

Exactly one weak ago today, my President  and Head of Stat.0,

Mr. Yoweri Musevani, while addressing thy General A88embly,  ohallangod the

international community in the following terms%

“Hew are we entering the twenty-first. century? Do we enter it as a

planet whose scientific discoveries and spiritual  values hava provided (3

common purpose for survival? Or I&J we enter the next century poised to use

our space-age technology to prepare the ennihila tion oE 1iEe on Ok’-  Planet.?”

(W4WW.45,  p. 6)

In reference to other international pexe  campaigns that refuse t.o take due

account. of the eocial conAit.ions of peopla~,  my Head OP State warned that

I
!

“d more Eundamental  commitment to the improvement. oE out socio-economic
I

conditions ie the prime imperative of our times. A hungry man cannot he 9aM
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to en joy a full life) a eick man ia an incomplota human bQing. . . . it is

imlx,onihlo  to guarantoo tho human dignit.y of tho poop10 in a atate of poverty,

diaQaae, iqnoronce and economic  backwardnose. In those circumstances, such

uffortu will be rendarod poriphoral  to the real human rights problems

which . . . are baeod  o n  t h e  consequencoe  of underdavolopment.”  (pp. 7-o)

To ua# thoreforo,  it 0eema outright. moral poeversion  to perceive eacurity in

aolely mili tory terms. A now thinking hau already amergod  and ie taking groundr

that one is secure in 80 Ear aa hie social and economic environment is hospitable.

Tho a0curit.y of an individual, or of a nation for that mQt.tae,  cannot be mea8Uted

by the shoer possession  of sophioticated  instruments of death and destruction.

It Is from this premise  that we approach the question of security in itfi

globnl  dimensione. Security concepts that 90 not addr eae thomoalvee  to ths social

and Qconomic imperatives of our times are futile. That is why WQ must reject

anachronistic military and strategic doctrines that inblame the arms race, aw

saoda of international discord and endanger international peace and eocurity.  When

the Conference on the l7Qlationehip between Disarmament and Dev0lopnQnc convened

last August, it was our unr0lenting  hope that concret.e plans wo’clld be mapped out. to

realioe  national and international security in universal terme. We are deeply

dismayed that, though the link between diearmament and development wae r0cognized,

the Qetablishment of a fund that would have boen a tangible con&equence of the

dinarmament  procetls could not gain popular rQception. We hope that this iaeue will

COnstitute one of the prooccupations of the third special session of the General

Aseo~nl~ly devoted to diearmament.
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Amongat the numecoue  reporta to hQ conRidered  at this neeaion is one on the

IJniteA  Natione Conference for the Promotion of Tntornationnl Co-operatian  in the

Peaceful JJaefl  of Nuclear Rnerqy held at Geneva in March and April 1987. Aa you are

no doubt &ware,  the Conference was not nhlo to agree on universally acceptshle

prinaiplae  for international co-operation in the peaceful use af nuclear enorqy.

That ia yet another qlaring oxamplo  of a case in which efforts to promote

international co-operation and harmony have heen thwarted throuqh the denial of the

fruits OP technolcqical  development to the many hy the few.

Tt qoes without sayinq that hoth doveloped and developinq  countries would

hOnefit  from advances in the nuclear field. Even though small countries like

IJqanda cannot afford nuclear power inatallatione , we couL3 ntiliae nuclear science

in aqr icultural, vster inary, hydrological, medical and other fieMs. That is why

JJqanda  has heen urging the United Nations through 1t.s spealnlized agencies,

particularly the International Atomic mnergy Agency, to assist the Orqanixation of

AEcicon  rlnity to hoat  a seminar on nuclear science for peace and development in

Africa. We do not helieva  that the henefitR  OF technical development should he the

domain of the chosen few. We are somewhat perplexed when rluhious criteria are used

to determine who does and who does not oualify to receive nuclear technoloqy.

A tragic Qxample of this is the nuclear co-operation rendered to the racist

Pretoria rdqime by some Members of the Orqanixation, a practice that must call for

universal denunciation. We have said hefore, and we reiterate today, that

apartheid i~ a crime against humanity and panes a serloun  threat tc international

peace and security.

We are deeply cor,~cious of the many entreaties made here that realim should

charactarize disarmament neqotiationn and &~liheratlonn. One of the pertinent.

results of such entreatlen is the ayreernent in principle rr!acherl between the Soviet
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Union and the United State8 of Amecioa to diemantle their intermediate nuclear

forcee. It ie our fervent hope that thie marks the beginning of a stage of

far-reaching eignifioanoe in disarmament negotiatione.  It ie hoped that Bn early

agreement will he achieved,  leading to the oonolueion of a aoqxeheneive  treaty on

nuclear teeta, a ban on chemioal  weapon6 and the demilitarization  of outer apace in

order to aohieve general and complete diearmament  under effeative  international

control, having due regard to the central role of the United Nationo in the field

of disarmament.

Mr. JAEXZ!R (Denmark) : I have the honour to speak on behalf of the twelve

States member8  of the European Commllnity on item 62 (c) of our agenfla,

“Conventional diaarmamantr report of the Disarmament Commiesion”.

While nuclear arms  reduction remains one of the higheet  priorities for the

countries on whose behalf I apeek , the Twelve have consistently streesod that

conventional disarmament is an integral and essential part of the overall

disarmament process. We therefore welcome the wideepread and growing awarenaee  in

the international community of the prefssing need to achieve concrete resulta in the

field of conventional arms limitation and diaaemament. This hae also beon clearly

illustrated in the Committea  by the number of statements made on this subject by a

wide range of countlies made and hy the number of draft resolutions submitted.

The Twelve believe that the aim of the process  of conventional disarmament

should he to seek effectively verifiable  arm8  control agreements leading to a more

stable  end secure balance of forcee at tha lowest  possible level.

It ia conventional weapons that have caused  the lose of many millions of livoe

in countries  throughout the world. Because of the global 1, liferation of

conventional arms and technical developments in this area, the aevaatating powor  of
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these arms now exoeeds  anything the world hae ever seen in the conventional field.

Furthermore, the expenditure on conventional weapons is a eecioua economic etrain

on a large numbar of countries. Ae almoat 9u per oent of all military spending is

Used for conventional armaments and foroes, not only the major Powera,  hut all the

States of the world muet become involved in the prooees of conventional diearmament

in order to release the financia’.  resouroes  needed to make a major impact OH the

world’8 eo?ial  and economic problems.

Efforts to achieve oonventhonnl  disarmament should he pursued on a global, an

well as on a regional, level. The latter approach may ~~11 prove to he the moot

practicable for achieving progress in the foreseeable future, In that context we

support the draft eeaolution on regional disarmament submitted by some members of

the Twelve.

The docun.ent adopted hy the Conference on Confidence- and Security-building

Meseures at Stockholm in September 1986 was a major contribution to the huilfliny  of

trust hetween Statee. The concrete confidence- and security-huilding measures

embodied in that document represent a significant oontrihution  to European security

as well a8 to international peace and security in general. WQ  hope to see further

progress in thie field.

Conventional disarmament is particularly important in Europe since our

continent is the geocjraphical  area in which there in the heaviest concentration of

armed forces in I:he  world, The Twelve attach the greatest importance to achieving

further progress in promoting stability  through the estahlionment in Europe of a

stable and secure balance of conventional forces at lower levels. We support the

draEt resolutio. suhmitted by States memhers of the Twelve on confidence- and

security-build tng measures and convenkional  disarmament.
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At the remeet of the General Aeeemhly , the Disarmament Commission coneidered

the ouestion  of conventional disarmament at ita session in 1987. we have noted

with satisfaction the r(hport by the Chairman of! the Disarmament Commifleion on the

substantive coneideration  of tho auestion of aonventional disarmament. The Twelve

pnrticipated  actively in the deliberationa in the Working Group on that item -

presided over by a memhrr of the Twelve , and although no concluaiono were agreed

upon, we think that thg copott of the Working Croup constitutes a solid  hasis for

further negotiations at tho Commission’s moating next year, We support the draft

rosJution  on this subject (A/C.1/42/L.12)  introduced by a Zltato  momher of the

European Community.

In conventional disarmament, n8 in other areas of disarmament,  increased

information, openness and transparency are prereuuisitos for tho aahievement  Of

agreement on reduction6 of armed forces. The Twelve have consistently advocated a

more free and open flow of objective informotion on military matters. The need for

trdInSParonc?Y,  openness and reliable data is reflected in the draft resolution

submitted hy some members of the Twelve (A/C.1/42/C.22). We oE course support that

resolution.
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The Twelve aleo note with intereet the draft reoolutious  introduoed  by other

states, inoluding  thoee eubmit tad by Chin4  and Peru, whioh we are ~lx&Qing

aarefully  and positively.

Tn looking ahead to the thicd  epacia' %sioa OS tho Oonocal Aooambly  dovotad

to dieacmament, we believe that it ehould offer an opportunity to expand the ama

of uoneeneue  with cogacd to conventional dieacm4mont  in the light of devulopmonts.

in thie field in regent  years.

I am 4leo speaking today on behalf of the twelve lhembec  Statgo oY the Y~copo4n

Community in order to make come commoate  on aganda item 60, onticI.ed  "#eBuction  of

military budgets”,

The l'welve  hove aurreistently and aotivoly ouypocted  ondoavouco towacdo

international agceement.e  on effeativo  dioacmament  me44ucee that aould oontcibuto to

ceduoing military budgete. Yuoh agroomonte  uhould  lead to tangibla maaauroe of

acme limitation and etcmo coduction  and to inccecloed eacucity at the lowwst poooiblo

level of military oapability.

Global milittxy  syondin~  is 4boocbin~~  a oubotcrntial portion of the human,

financial and technological ceeouccee  of the world, and coal and offactive

reductiona in military expondlturoe uould hove fuc-ceaohing  benoficiol  offoutu  on

domestic, swial and economic aonditiona  in iill oountcioe.

As tho military budgoto ace 4 hoovy  burden 01. ;ho eaonomioo of  a l l  uountclue,

it ie obvioue  that f!oc  Governmsnte i n  inauetci4li~od,  40 w e l l  40 in devaloping,

c o u n t r i e s ,  t h e r e  d00uia  ba 0. otcong  mutual  intocust in eeuking  t o  codur;o  t h e  heavy

military opunding  without dlminiohiny  uecucity , thecoby inoroauing  the allocation

of notion41 mid finonciol  ~~L)UU~COQ  for a number  of urgent humanitsciu~~  r~ooilu. Thu

benefitn that might be obtained by the reduction of militury  budget9 WQKB  aleo

considered 4t the recent United ketionw  Confererrco  un tho Itelationuhiy  botwoer~

Uiepcmament und Devolopmont.
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Tho Twol.ve havo for many yooce omphaoi&oJ the neooeoity  of eetabliehing agruod

methodo of meoeucing  and comparing military oxpondituroe. ~caneyuconoy  and

aomparability  ace neaeoa4cy pceceyuieitea  for etacting  negotiations of 4gCeemente

on their cuauOti0h

AlI illQXXt4llt  Oteg  in thitl UiCocti011  wan the c4uoliUilfmd4tiol~  in lJ4llec4l Atieombly

ceeolution S/142 I), wt~iuh providoo  a univecoal  l'camewock whereby Ytatee oan royott

to tho Succotory-c;onocul alx)ut  their  military exyonditucoo in 4 standardised L:orlli.

The etanaocdixod international cepoctiny inetcumont of tha United Nation8 haa

PKOVQd to bo 4 valuable ficot etoy making it poooiblo  tar all Member  Ytatee,  whioh

havo aiffocont  budyetiny syatomo , to supply u4uful information on their military

expondituroe,  I;hocoby  oontcibuting to ycu4toc  tcanopucenoy  in this field, Wo

thocefore ucyo othoc oountcios , end ospoaially  oountcies whoco information on

InilitGCy  blldyotu  if3 ld’ f’ully  4V4ilab14 ECOIII  p u b l i c  uour~~~,  to In&e UQQ of tblo

Unitod  Nationo reporting tiyotom.

'I% United Notiono  ohould play 4 oontcol  cola in otimulcltiny nogotiationo  on

aio4cmumunt ine4euco9 th4t oould load to tho coduotion of military expenaitucoe.

All Mlnmboc  6t4tQ’d  ohould thoruC’oco  co-o~,orato with ttru Ocyaniaation  with 4 view to

aiucuseing  una oolviny tho pcoblomo colotod  to thie pcocaoo. 13y supplying tho

Yourotecy-Gonor  w i t h  illtocmation atwut  fhOiC  IDiLitPry  ox~Yo~~ditucoe,  Mornbor  Utatoe

WOuia  UU~~UKL  tb.2 0tgd~4tm h ~4rCyhcj  out  iti3  UO~Y in this fiou.
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outotanding  l~ouoo uenaecning  t h e  v i t a l  pcinaiploe UC tcanHuacenay  a n d

comparability. ‘211~ Ceduotion  o f  mllitacy  budgoto ohould  tucthocmoco  00 aonoidorod

at thu third ogoaial  sasefon  of the Oenecal Aseombly uevotc.4  to disacmament~ The

‘fwelve  hoPe t h a t  t h e  outoome  o f  t h o  Committee’e  uonsidecation of t h i s  oubjoot w i l l

refleat  thee0 point0 of view.

Mr. RAM08  tNJBTUti (Honducae) ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  Spanion)  I In this ficet

statement by WC dclagation,  it ia my plaaeure to aeooaiato myself with tho many

QxpCo9eions of! oonycatulatione oxtancted to you , Sir, on your olootion 48 Choir:man

of this Committee on aaoount of your well-known expocienae  and qualifications,

whlcl\ wil l ,  I  baliuva, WBUCQ the auaueea  ofi’ our  meecr~~yu.

I should alno like to expceso aongcatulations  to the other offiooco  of' the

committoe.

Later I shall refer to other item@ on out ayenda,  but I should now like to

expceae  views on a topio to which my d~logotion  attauheo ycaat impoctnnoe,  oince  it

ehould  guocantoe  peooo  and ueoucity t o  ull cogiono in the world.  W e  ace concorned

~vec the Paac pcevsiliny  in tho world buouuoo uf the oontinuouo dovoloyrnont  of

coworrtionai  and othoc devoutating  wo3p~ne.

The delegation of Itonducoo hoe lictorrad  with clpeuial interest to the dobute

that hoe taken ploao in which wu heucd u doecclytion  oI’ thrr climate  in wh~oh tho

world ia ovo~ving. We hope  that thu anguiohs9  voiuao  of  011 nntiono,  in p3ct,ioulaC

of! thoeo  not yoaeonoiny  nuolflac  wu~ponu ,  will LJo cloocly hoard b y  thoLJo yoldJuouing

euoh WQ3QfYntl  of maSS  dostruotion. Tha nualoac Powecu boa r  an enocmou9

cosgonoibLlity  to the human cauo. ‘6’ho  PLK0ady  wrtll--known  Lutul  conooyu(1noou  tllilt

would aciso  from tho UUQ of’ nuulolac  wsupono  ~EJ util: valid. I t  Le like o U3mocloe

Sword honqing over  mirnkind  fit could tc@gioully  Loud to tho total annihilation  of

I any oiyn of 1lCw 011 our planat.
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Thio eplne-ohilllnq  Rituatlon hae heen g iven come initial  juntlPioatiOn

herrauee of the polltloo-military  rolatlonehip of a hi-polac oharaotec.

Nevectheleee  these relatlonshlpfl, lnetead of making  the world more atahle end

aeouro, have intenalfied  the degree  OP mlotruot and only helped to hclng ua

lnexorahly oloser to dieaeter. we hope that we can dleaern  R glimmer of hope with

lent ¶aptemhec8e  agreement 0P principle, which ia deeiqnud to eliminate the

intermediate-range nuoleer mleaile and we hope that thie will aloo extend to other

type8 0e weap0ne  o f  maee desttuation. we hope that this will enable  the volcoo  of

the lntert~otlonol  community asking  for dloacmament  to be more clearly heard.

Talks to reduce preoent levele  of weaponry la the reoponeihility  of all

nations not only to king a halt to the insane acme rnce, hut aleo to make pr~gceen

eltW the peth tO diearmament  ln  order t0 eneure etahillty  for mankind. Them

f!lcet stepo should he encouraged and my delegation weloomee  them, hoping that the

qoodwlll  will encoucaqe those ltstoe to create a general olimate of confidence that

will lead to an effective eqceement on diearmament  anA the edoptlon  of cOntCo1 and

vorlYlaation  mcasuree nocefieary  to  ensure complianoo. It in Important that the

awareneee  of euch graat  ptobleme he translated into action, thuo avoiding the dlCe

worse of warning hecoming  a reality. In November 1986, it wae stated that in a

nuclear w&r there can he no victors end that euch a war muet never 1~ waged. Mu

hope thet the present climate will Lead to detente and underetaru¶lnq.

My  country, ao one that does not ponseao nucloac woapone, endocseo the terma

nubmltted hy the Ad #cc Committee to the ConEeconce  on Disarmament and to thio

eaNnitteR I
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We understand L,he need to havo an effeotive guacontoe  egn;net  the ueo or

threat  of use of thfe  type of  wealNon  by those states that pcesose them. Countriee

auoh aa ouee certainly hope that the super-Powers will agree on world diearmament.

The faot that Hondurae  is in a denuoleariaed zone and does not posoess nuoh deadly

weapons doe8 not exempt it from the devaetating effects of a poesihle  world war.

We are indeed Aefenaelesa and therefore muet resolutely support any effort to find

a common formula to overcome the differenoe8  that still exist. This general, Ir~ic

approach muet he set forth in a legally binding instrument that Includes safeguards

eor its propclr implementation.

ft is crucial that nuclear-weapon Statee take account of the legitimate and

pressinq concerns of our Statee as a faithful expression of t.he necessity  of

creating a system of relations between States that are bound together by

understanding and not intc .,rance. We must not dissipate the positive climate that

has been created. Tho non-nuclear-weapon States should view positively  anything

that may lead to world peace.

In more specifio  terms, there is a real pceoihility  that the climate of

uncertainty and tension that has prevailed in Central Americo  over the past eicjht

years will hecome a thing of the past, The agreement reached at Guatemala by the

five Central American Presidents is an edifying symhcl of hope and understanding.

A little progress  h a s  hean mnde , and WQ hope that those first steps will lenI to a

stable and lasting peace in each country of Central America and to a harmonious

system of co-operation among the five States of the region, all o(: which muet

contribute to  the effort. Development in the region has been halt.ed, and that

flitustion  must  he overcome. We need the help of all countries 111 attaining  those

gcala.
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I ehould  like to reaffirm that my Government will Cult-1 all the undertakill9s

agreed upon in the Guatemala agreement aa & contribution  to peaoe in our continent.

The overall panorama in the field of diearmamant is mOee promising than in the

paet. It is important that negotiation8 within the Conference on nisacmament

receive renewed impetus to consolidate and strengthen that boay so that it may

serve the principles set forth in the United Nations Charter. Aocusat ions and

reoriminatione must give way to co-operation and understanding, especially among

those who hold the fate of our planet in their hands. The achievement of agreement

in this area ie no easy task, hut we should not continue to waste our time and

resources in statements that reiterate the will to negotiate without putting that

will into practice. We muet now make genuine efforts to attain the objectives

towards which the great majority of nations are striving.

At the threshold of the twenty-first century we must ensure that future

generations live in a world free from nuclear weapons. We must eliminate the

pOssihility  of a nuclear holocaust and channel the world’s  natural and financial

resources, which are now being wasted in the nuclear-arms race, in other and more

henefiatal  directions, fulfilling the hope of the world’s peoples that mankind may

he freed from fear, disease and hunqer.

The CHAIRMAN: Same representativea wish to speak in exercise of the

right of reply. Before calling upon them, I draw the Committee’s attention to the

followinq decision of the General Ansomhly:

“Delegations should exercise their riqht of reply at the end of the day

whenever two meetings have been scheduled for that day and whenever such

meetings are devoted to the considaeation  of the same item.

“The number oE interventions in the ererciae  of the right of reply for

any deleqation  at a qiven meetinq should he limited to two pQK  item.
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HThe first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for any

delegation on any item at a given meeting should be limited to 10 minutes and

the second intervention should be limited to five minutes.” (Deoisiun  34/401,

paras. S-10)

I shall now call on those repreiaentativee  who wish to egeak in exeroiee of the

right of reply.

Mr. PRIEDERSDOIW  (United States of Amarica)r I nave aeked for the floor

today in order to set the record straight regarding some remarka made this morning

by the representative of the Soviet Union. In his statement, Ambassador Nazarkin

pointed to various initiatives the Soviet Union has taken in regard to

chemical-weapons negotiations at the Conference on Dieurmament. Unfortunately, he

also stated that the main obstacle which oan delay the talk8 seems to be the desire

Of some States to gain time for developing binary weaponn, and he questioned the

einoerity of the intentions of those who are resuming chemical-weapon production.

If this were simply another case of the Soviet Union taking unwarranted credit

for the achievements of others, our delegation would not intervene. Progroes  is

prOgre88, and it is not important who receives the accolades 80 long as there is a

convergence of views and continuing progress towards a chemical-weapons

convention. I: cannot, however, sit by while the sincerity of the Unitea  States

delegation is called into question.

The Soviet statement accueed  the United Statao of sowinq mistrust and lacking

sincerity with regard to the chemical-weapona negotiations.

The United States delegation re]ects  those charges.

hmbassador Mezarkin  linked both of those allegations to the scheduled United

States binary modernizatiorr  programme. This modost binary programme, approved with

deliberation and nil due coneidcration by the A&~lnistration  and the ConyresEt is

necessary to correct in BOIII~  small  measure the liuy~ SovLet build-up in chemical
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weapons, which continued unahated until early thio year, when the Soviet0  first

admitted poeseesion OP chemioal  weapane  and later announced they had oeaeed

produation.

The rJnitod  State8 welaomed this admission and announaement oP Qeasation,

partiaulerly since the united Statee unilaterally aeaeed produotion of ohemicol

weapons in 1969 and hee not produced any of theee munitiona for 18 yeare.

During the 18 yeare of the JJnited States moratorium the immenee Soviet arsenal has

heaome  a threat to the eaourity of the llnited  Statee and our allies in Western

Europe. This imbalance  is hoth threatening and deatahiliainq.

During the long United State8 moratorium and the continuing Soviet build-up we

continued to negotiate in good Paith on a ahemical-weapons  convention in Geneva.

Ae Will he recalled, Vice-President bueh  eubmittrd a convention on behalf  of

the IJnited State8 at Geneva  in 1983, which contained meny oP the inopection  and

verification features ignored  and opposed  hy the Soviets  until thie year,
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The Soviet statement also referenced a new proposal of the Soviet Union On

bilateral exchange of data. In fact, what the Soviet frnion did was to accept lock,

stock and barrel the 1984 proposal of the United States - a proposal that, despite

the persistent importunimgs of the United States delegation, the Soviet llnian had

hitherta refused to address substantively.

Ambassador Nazarkin also alluded to a prOposa1 which the Soviet 1rnion put on

the negotiating table for mandatory challenge inspection without the right of

reEusa1. If this so-called proposal sounds familiar it is hecause it was first

presented in CD/500, the United States draft conventional weapons convention

introduced in the Conference on Disarmament several years ago. Mandatory challenge

inspection is a concept only recently accepted by the Soviet union.

In other remarks which do not appear in his fiistributed  text,

Ambassador Nazarkin seemed to state that the Shikhany visit was the first of its

kind. Re may he forgiven for failing to mention the workshop for Conference on

Disarmament representatives hosted by the United States at Tooele, Utah, in 1983,

since his Government chose not to attend. We are pleased that the Soviets have now

agreed to pay such a visit to Tooele.

In each of these instance8 it is perhaps inaccurate to describe Soviet conduct

as new initiatives. They have siwly cuit saying no. This is not to disparage

such movement of the Soviet delegation, because it has enabled the Ad Hcc Committee- -

on Chemical Weapons to make unprecedented headway.

The United States believes that progress on chemical weapons was made at

Geneva this year. We anticipate even more progress at the intersessional and

bilateral meetings later this year in Geneva. Certainly we are hopeful ahout

prospects for progress in 1988. But we are not negotiating a chemical weapons
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convention in Geneva for the sake of a convention, OF measuring our progronn

egainet artificial deadlines, pseudo-urgency or generated pressure appllnll  hy

neqotiating States poseeasing  a preponderance of stccks. Our purpose tn haing  in

Geneva working on a chemical-weapons han is to attain a conventinn  thot enhanceo

the secur i ty  not  only  of the Uni ted States of Amorice and ito al l ies,  hut  oC all

States throuqho\Jt  the world, Cheracterizinq the role aI the United Statoe of

America in this process as mistrustful and insincere doae not contrihuto [JOoRitivOly

to the efEorts  of all of \JS to hen chemical weapons.

Mr. MOREL (Francs) (interpretation from French) : I am speaking  in

exercise of France’s right of reply following the statement made this morning hy

the representative of the Soviet Union on the auestion of chemical weapons. Ilo

alllJl3ed  to two countries and, hecause of the way he doscribed their pcsitiono, a

very serious substantive comment by France is necessary. We cannot allow that

description, althouqh  general and a!,parently Indirect, to confuse the point a(l view

which France has expressed regardinq chelllical weapons, in particular, Aurinq  tho

last few months, and which I went into in qreat detail in lny statement, ttr INI

presented ~FI  it has been presented this morning hy the representative cl: the sovltrt

Union.

The posi t ion stated is  ours. Tt hat-~ heen and remains our  psitlnn. wtoco iH

no ouestion of two countries havinq made a joint chl>lce. The prohlern is  ariitc?

different; I speak of whet concerns the French Government, and France io makincl

this proposal from its own tn>lnt of view. We are fn no way trying to tlefentl  67

[)4rCiculer  right with reyarrl to one or other type ol’ production. W e  are tryin<{ 1~

remind all pertics to the  convention of a real prnh’lem, that of oeclrrity, whic:h

jeopardizes  the credihi 1 i 1:~ :inA prt,per functionin*j  oF the convention dur inq the
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first  1U years after itn ontry into force - t h a t  i s ,  d u r i n g  t h e  rtraee o f  t h e

Aeotructib:  of stocks, of which we stress the necessity, which is disputed by

ncne . Eaual seourity  is essential t’or all parties at all timoe during the

implementation oP the convention, hut  particulal Ly dur ing the f i rst  10 years .

I ehall not gu back over  the substance of the clue&ion, hut I holieve that-

rather than engage in an exnggerated or polemical presontetion  of our position, it

would he better to undertake 4 thorough study at thie prohlem of securit!’  that

faces all countries. Thin is a real problnm. The debates in Geneva seems to

demonstrate that this cue&ion is appreciated. We do not claim to propodo  n Pinal.

sclut ion. We have submitted a certain numher of ideas to the negotiators  at the

Conference on Disarmament. If we stresn thio point it is hecausb for a long time

new this prohlem has been deferred; it has bsnn  said that it Rhould he discussed

later. Our argument at a time when negotiations  are hebq stepwJ up, when the

real stakes are on the table, 1s that later will he too late. This is .q scrioua,

urqent problem which deserves somethfny better than a caricetura  af the position of

m y  country .

The meetinq rose at. 4.4U p.m.


