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I n  t h a  abocmoo  of t h o  Chelmanr  M r .  Qlltierrea (Csrta  Riaal,  Vit344%eirwn,
wened the meetin%.

The  meeting  was called to order at 10.35 a.m.

AUNDA  XTGMB  46 TO 69 (aontinued)- -

84Al’WNPS  ON BPrCC~SIC  DIBARMAMENT  AQENDA  PWiS AND CONTINUATION 08 THE  QEWRAL
WEbATE,  A8 NECEtlBAHY

Mr. PlU8DEHBDOlW  (United kltatoe  of Amecloa)~  Today tha United State8

deleyation in introS,.loing  a draPt reeolution under agenda item 62, Wanera  and

oompleto  disarmament”, entitled “Complianue  with arme  limitation and dieerunsnt

agreement agreementeM, in doaument A/C.l/42/L.59,  dated 27 Ootober.

The United States ie very pleaeed  to have , ae OC this date, the Pollowing

nationa a8 oo-eponeore:  Australia,  Canada,  bkmbiar  Aorta Rioa, C8eohOOlOVakia,

Denmark, Ecuador, Branae,  the German  Demouratio  Republlo,  Oreear,  Iaoland, ftaly,

JaQan,  New Yoaland,  Norway , Poland, Sierra  I&One8 Spain  and Saice.

My Government WOB  meet  gratified tnat laet year’8 rwolution  on thlr subjeot

was adopted  by ooneenaue,  and hogee  that thie body will agahn  eigniiy it0

recognition ofi the uruaial role that aomplianae  play0 in the dirarament  proaego  by

adopting this yearlo roeolution  by aoneenaue. mo 1987 romolution on aowlianoe  ir

virtually idontioul  to ite predeoeeeor  oxoept  that the lart operative paragmph

eeeke to undeeoore  the Lmpxtanoe  00 the eubjeat  by reaommending  it to the

attention of the third epeaiol  oeesion  of the Genrral  Aarembly  devoted to

diearmament.

The United States, as Se well known, ha8 for many years etrwsod,  on the

positive oido, the vital  role that aomplianoe  rith ama limitation and BirarMMnt

agceemente playn in tha preservation and etrengtheniny  OP international reourity
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rind, on the neqative  Ride, warned of the corrosive effect that non-conpliance with

much aqreemsnta can have in undermininq the foundations of international security.

It ia with come deqree of natie.faction  that my Government wolcomez  the

widesprenll  acceptance of the tenet  of compliance in arm8 limitation and disarmament

aqreemente. To be sure, adoptinq  a resolution such ae this, even by coneensue,

doea not mean that the internotional community can reat on ite laurels. Each

nation muet put into practice the principlee to which it eubecribee, that ia,

adhere to aqreementa to which it is party, end co-operate in reeolving douhte about

its non-complinnce. It must also take steps to resolve doubts about the

non-compliance of other Statee. Ignorinq these doubts or turning a blind eye to

actual violations permitv a poison  to spread in the international arena. We need

only look at the history of international affairs in the 193~  to recrlize  the

damage done to the fabric  of world order not only by Statas that failed to comply

but aleo hy States that shirked their duties in addreeainq such non-compliance.

It ia encouraqinq that mechanisma am being developed to investigate and

resolve aueetions about non-compliance. That eome doubts are not juatified by

fact8 in to be expected. Far better to raise the doubt and have It resolved than

brood ln fiilancc  and fear.

It appeara that the international community hae these laet years made a good

bntqinning  hy recoqnizinq that the problems of compliance  and non-compliance exist.

WO need to continue this work. rJlt.imstely we must qrapple with dofininq the role

OF the internatinol  community in caeen in which arma control and disarmament

aqreements are heinq uneauivocally  violated.
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We believe  that thie draft rtnolution  is one atep in the prcceae of

etrenqtheninq confidence in the viability of arms  limitations  and disarmament

aqreemente, aqreementa which can play an important i’ole in preaervinq  peace. We are

qrateful  to ita co-eponnora and we encouraqe  al? aemhers of the First Committee to

join in adoptinq it hy consensus.
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Mr. GRtJNDMAhlN  (German nemccrat ic Republic) : The IJnited Natl~xie General

Assemhly at its forty-second aesaion  faces the important task of making the

necessary decisions for the third special aeaaion of the General Aaaembly devoted

t9 disarmament. With the draft aqenda it hao auhmitted. the Preparatory  Committee

has outlined the framework for the next steps to be taken. We expect from the

special session a comprehensive dialogue on the key iaauen  of diaarmamert, the

safequardinq of peace, and concrete measurea to rid the world of the threat of

nuclear war and 3 Secure  peace through diearmament.

In the conununiaui  puhlishcd  a few hours aqo on the Prague meeting of the

Committee of Foreign Ministers of the Waraaw Treaty Statea,  the fOllOwirSJ,

inter alia, is etated:

“The allied States favour a complex approach to the oueaticns of

disarmament. They reqard it as extremely important that the third special

session  of the IJnited Nations General Assembly devoted to disarma~r.ent  Jive

j?OBitiVO  impulaee  to all negotiations on the various diaarmament protlems and

to the agreement of concrete measures. That aaeeion should contribute to a

nuclear-weapon-free and eecure world and to the emergence of a climate of

truat, openneea and predictability in international affairs,”

On the basin of a realistic assessment of the international situ&t  on and in

the liqht of JXMitiVe trends in Itn development, it iB necessary  to decide upon

ways and meana of impiementinq the disarmament strategy  contained 11,  Lhe Final

IhXnnQnt Of the first special aoasion  of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament. That document has retained its vital  importance and tonicality  t.c

Jate; it s.hows  a I: nse of reality and qreat vision. There is, for instance, no

rlouht that the aqreement in principle hetween the IJSSR  and the united States cf

America on the conclusion of an accord on the complete elimination of a whole class

of nuclear weapons constitutes the JxJlitical  implementation of a< 1eaBt  two key
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p1 inoiplea  of the Final Document of the flret l peclal aeaalon  of the General

Aaeembly devoted to dimarmentent, namely, the priority of diaarmemant and arme

limitation in the nuclear field  and the special rrueponeibility  of the

nuclear-weaps  States which have the largest amenah  of nuclear waapone at their

rl ‘apoaal.

My delegation believea  that the 1978 con8eneum  ham lort nothdnq of Ito

trend-eetting role!  it muat remain a bamim  for action-oriented efforte.

The compraheneir-e peace programme ccaCf1cmed  and l peclfied in detail hy the

States parties to the Warsaw Treaty at tholr Berlin l ulanlt at the end of last May

meets the reouiremente of thu Final Documnt of the flrmt special session of the

General Aeeembly devoted to dishrment  end virtually Offers practical eolutiona  to

all aueetione of arm9 limitation and diaarmamont.

The document adopted by the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and the

Six-State Initiativa conmtitu(e  a conmiderablo part of the international platkorm

for world-wide disarmament offortn.

In the Reykjavik document (of the North Atlantic Treaty Ocganizatton  (NAM))

we find elemente for practical measure8 ae they should be adopted by the epecial

aeaaion. The general debate in the Firet Committee has shown that international

agreement is emerging on thoee dlsarmamont uueatlcnr  which in their different forms

must be tackled with priority in the near future. That la, in our view,

encouraqinq.

IJnlika 1982 when the global international aituati.on  was not conducive to the

course and results of the eecund special aea8ion of tha General Aseemhly devoted to

diflarmament, today there are signs of a growing retiineaa to approach in .s new way

the auestiona of war and peace, disarmament and eecurity.
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AS the Gmoral Reocotery of the Central Conanittee of the Socialist Unity Party

Of Dermeny  and Chairman  of the Council of State of the Gernkm Democratic Republic,

&rich Honeokec, l teted during hir visit to the Federal Republic of Germany from

7 to 1; septolatror  1987r

“lbday the world is at a crossroads calling for new think itlg and action

by al l  tbwe  vested with pol i t ioal  reaponrribility. Ideological and social

difformcaa  mot not be transferred to State-to-State relations, let alone be

rattled by mill tary means. ”

The idea 02 a oonprehoneive  system of international peace and security is

gaining w*c more  support. It ia a matter of complex aolutiont. The course and

reeulta of the International  Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and

Development hevo ehown, for instance, hcu cloee the relationship is between the

otrwgthening  of Cndependence,  eecurity,  the elimination of hunger and

beckwe&neeS,  enauring economic and 8ocial  dwelopmentr and environment protection,

on the one h&nd,  and diuarmament,  on the other. The forthcoming special session

should duly take into account that relationah&.

The Germen Demoocatic Ftepublic would welcome it if the third special session

Of the Central AeeenMy dwcced to Cisarmmwit , in keeping with a relevant Soviet

ProPoeal, declared the 1990s a decade of action for a worl? free of nuclear

reayan8. A t  the mame  tints, that would be an important guideline frr continuing the

world Dimarmewnt  Cempeign.

T h e  Special cession  ICI to  adopt e smpreheneive  programme  o f  disarmament. A t

1 te mummer  seaeion, the Genws Conference on Disarmament agreed on certain parts of

the progrennm. Harwer, we note with concern that as the third special session of

the General Aeeeably dwoted to diearmament draws nearer a few States queatinn
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important parts of already agreed texts that are explicitly based on the Final

Document of the first special session of the General  Assemb?y devoted to

disarmament. We take the view that key questions of disarmament, must be reflected

in the programme.

The special session will also receive and dfscuss reports of the Geneva

Conference on Disarmament and of other disarmament forums. It would help

considerably to bring about a successful out-me  of the session if the Geneva

Conference on Disarmament could, at its 1988 spring session, make progress in

dealing with nuclear and space issues , in particular a test ban on nuclear weapons,

accelerate the elaboration of the convention on the prohibition of chemical

weapons,  and submit the draft of a comprehensive programme on disarmament.

The items on the agenda of the United Nations Disarmament Commission are also

of direct importance for the further preparation and holding of the third special

SeSSim of the General Assembly .devoted to disarmamenta Regrettably, it has not

been possible so far to work w t recommendations for the special session. There,

too, a few delegations dissociated themselves from formulations that had been

agreed upon several year 6 ago, in particular with regard to questions of nuclear

and conventional disarmament.

Certain progress has been made in the discussion of issues regarding the

limitation of the naval arms race, verification and the strengthening of the role

of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. Meanwhile, the United Nations

Disarmament Commission has become an inalienable part of the multilateral

disarmamnt  process. It should hajever  carry on the discussion up to practical

conclusions - for instance, pertaining to the role of the united Nations in

verifying compliance with disarmament treaties.
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The further demccratization and internationalization  of the diearmament

process, including the strengthening of the multilateral disarmament process and

full use of its potential, will be a central issue at the apecia’ session. That is

a substantive problem but also an organizationcl  one.

The German Democratic Republic supports proposals aimed at transforming the

Geneva Conference on Disarmament into a permanent organ for negotiations on

disarmament and simplifying its procedures. The indisputable substantive

relationchip between bilateral ano multilateral negotiations must find its

expression in more concrete forms of co-operation.*

We welcome the regular  inlormation from the USSR on its bilateral negotiations

with the Un,,ttd States as a practical step towards that goal and a contribution to

more openness in the disarmament process. The question of how the United Nations

can become even more effective In the disarmament field, in the sense of the first

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, is particularly

crucial.. All possibilities  must be considered to that end. In this connection,

document A/CN.10/96  of the 1. ;t session of the United Nations Disarmament

Commission contains a number of interesting ideas. There have been further

valuable suggestions in recent, times, including  the debate 50 Lc~; in the First

Committee.

The German Uemccratic  Republic  welcomes reflectiont seeking to activate the

United Nations Security Council In the disarmament field. The Council could, tar

instance, hold one cc several series of meetings on nuclear disarmament at thcb

*The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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foreign-minister level, for which, of course, thorough preparations would have to

be made.

We also advocate that tLQe United Nations Secretary-General submit annual

reports on the implementation of consensus resolutions on disarmament, on the basis

Of information provided by &rber States. My delegation shares the view that it is

necessary to reach consensus not only with regard to the adoption of resolutions

but also with regard to their implementation.

Another question is whether the potential of the Advisory Board is fully

used. In the perception of the German Democratic Republic, the Secretary-General’s

Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies can play a more important part in the

co-ordination of study activities on disarmament. In this context, my delegation

supper  ts the principles for disarmament studies that have been agreed upon by the

hdv isot y Roard. It would be highly satisfactory if the Board discussed proposals

for new studies with due regard for those principles, before the General Assembly

reached a decision on their elaboration. Furthermore, it could assist in more

effective organization  of the elaboration process by submitting recommendations for

the direction and scope of the studies, fur priorities  in their drafting, and for

the gen,eral  approach. In its dual function as ;31? a&isory body to the

SeCretXy-General  and as a board of trustees ,os’ the United Nations Institute for

Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) , the Advisory Board is specially suited to make

politically and financially responsible  allocations for study activities between

United Nations groups of experts and UNIDIR.

In addition, it is worthwhile to think about the following. It should be

possible to ensure that the regional conferences organized within the framework Of

the World Disarmament Campaign by the Department for Disarmament Affairs of the
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United Nations Secretariat in co-operation with various countries have an even

greater impact on the other respective regions - that is, to study possibilities of

participation by representatives from other regions and to ensure even swifter

publication of the results. Thus, regional activities would be mbre integrated

than before in the comprehensive world Disarmament Campaign. In this connectionr

the regional centres for disarmament and the co-ordination of their activities

could still play a greater role.

The First Committee should enhance its supper t for the United Nations

Secretariat by proposing topics for meetings of experts or symposiums that are of

special interest to the world public. It would be helpful if possibilities were

found within the framework of the regular budget - for instance, in the Department

for Disarmament Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat - to store, in the form

of a file of data and facts, all disarmament initiatives, whether undertaken by

individual States or on a regional, global, bilateral or multilateral basis. The

information gathered could then be regularly made available to Member States on the

eve Of sessions of the United Nations Disarmament Commission and the First

Commi  t tee. Such information would allow new developments to be taken fully into

accoun  t l

The German Democratic Republic is ready to participate actively in the

in-depth discussion of various initiatives and proposals within the framework Of

the next session of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, at the next

preparatory session for the third special session of the General Assembly devoted

to disarmament, and at the third special session itself.
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We are certain that during the present session we shall reach agreement on the

date and duration of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament.

Reyk javik was a turning-point in the bilateral disarmament efforts of the USSR

and the United States of America. The third special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament should become a turning-point in the multilateral

disarmament process.

Mr. McBDNAGH  (Ireland) : On behalf of my delegation, I congratulate you,

Sir, on your election as Chairman of the Committee. We are fully confident that

your experience and abilities and the skill and dedication of your efforts will

chart an efficient and successful course through our work. The Irish delegation

Pledges you its full support in this task.

The Permanent Representative of Denmark  has spoken already in this debate on

behalf of the 12 States members of the European Community, including Ireland. 1

should like in addition taday to offer the following views on a number of issues

before this Committee to which my Government attaches particular importance.

The past year has seen developments  in the areas of arms control and

disarmament which are of great importance in their own right and which, morewerr

hold out the hope that further significant progress rruy  be attainable in the

relatively near future.

The basis for the prevailing optimism is clear: it is, in particular, due to

the continuing dialogue between the two super-Powers which, for the first timer

offers prospects of an early net reduction in nuclear weapons through the global

elimination of intermediate-range nuclear missiles,
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My delegation whole-hear tedly welcomes the United States-Soviet dialogue and

the prospect which is now offered of a significant nuclear-arms control agreement,

which we hope will be but a first step towards the goal of eliminating all nuclear

weapons. This is an objective to which we note the super-PrJwer  s nave in principle

given renewed support. It is also an objective which is shared by the vast

majority of delegations here, including my own,

fn welcoming these planned reductions we none the less remain deeply Conscious

of the vast quantities of nuclear weapons which will mntinue to be part of the

arsenals of the super-Powers and the other nuclear-weapon States. At the strategic

level there will still exist an awesome capability to annihilate the world many

times wer,  and below that level thousands of nuclear weapons will remain

unaffected by the agreement currently foreseen. The challenge of eradicating this

frightening threat will still remain.
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It is our profound hope Ulat the decision to eliminate intermediate-range

nuclear  forces  (INF) is n o t  merely an isolated event. We trust that it reflects a

deeper and more far-reaching change of attitude towards nuclear weapons. My

delegation has long held the view that whatever degree of stability exists at

present cannot be maintained indefinitely against the background of an

ever-increasing arms raoe. We were not alone in believing that any reasonable

de fence needs had long since been met and surpassed and, indeed, surpassed to the

pint where  further so-called  imprwements  in nuclear-weapon systems. were

themselves a major source of tension. We continue  to believe that tie existence of

these weapons arouses a deep sense of unease , additional to that caused by

politicaL  and ideological differences. We also believe that the refinement of

these weapons does not serve the stated aim of enhancing deterrence, but has

instead a mili tar ily destabil is ing ef feet.

We would like, therefore, to think that an agreement to eliminate one

par titular category of weapons  reflects a greater willingness to reduce dependence

on nuclear arms and to seek imprwed security through a lessening of military

confrontatia. We believe that the prospects have been greatly improved by this

agr cement. It is vital that the impetus should be maintained and that it should be

carried wer into the negotiations on strategic nuclear and space weapons. The

agreement in principle reached last year on a 50-pet-cent  reduction in strategic

nuclear weapons of both the united states of America and the Swiet Union is an

objective  which must be vigorously and urgently pursued, as is the goal of a world

oompletely  free from the threat of nuclear weapons. The achievement of this latter

objective clearly must involve not only the super-P&ters  but all nuclear-weapon

States.
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negotiations to date has been their failure to match and overcome the impetus of

the arms race. Agreements on arms control have been very slaw to come about. ‘BY

contrast, one generation of nuclear weapons has succeeded anotiler  at a pace which

makes the original weapons and their delivery sys terns appear primitive. This race

has been fuelled both by illusions of attaining milikary  superiority and by heavily

funded research. One area where we belreve  progress has been delayed far too long

is that of nuclear testing. Over 1,000 nuclear-test explosions have been carried

out since the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty was concluded. A camprehensive  test-ban

treaty is urgently needed if a qualitative improvement of nuc3ear  weapons with all

its destabilizing effects is to be halted.

We have gained saue hope from the joint statement in Washington on nuclear

testing by the United States of America and the Soviet Union on 17 Septewer.  That

statement envisages full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations before 1 December with

the immediate aim of reaching agreement on effective verification measures. The

willingness to engage in joint on-site verification experiments at each other ‘8

nuclear-test sites, as part of this agreement, is, in our view, an important

development. We would hope that the issue of verification can be dealt with in a

realistic way and can be removed as the major element of contention that it has

been  in the past several years. We believe that questions of verification can be

solved if there is a political will to do so and that this issue should not

cepresent an insuperable barrier to the oonclusion of a comprehensive  test-ban

treaty (CDT). At the same time, we have to register cur disappointment that

agreement  on the complete cessation of nuclear testing has once again been deferred

to an indefinite future.
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In view of the advances made in the bilateral dialogue, and given the stated

ultimate objective of the two super-Pcrwers , we hope that the difficul.ties  that

continue to be encountered at the Conference on Disarmament on the elaboeation  of a

mandate for an ad hoc co;nmi ttee on a CTDT  can nm be over-me. We recognize  the

valuable work that continues to be done by the group of seismic experts in

considering the various problems concerning vet ification, including the work of

seismic da ta exchange. We consider that the time has arrived to agree on a

mandate. This would be consistent with the wishes of the vast majority of the

Member States of the united Nations.

PrqteS8 in these areas has , of course, a major bearing on the strengthening

of the nuclear non-proliferation r&gime. This is a guestion which Ireland

in traduced into the General Assembly some 30 years ago and which led to the

adoption of the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) 10 years later. The NET  remains

one oE the most important arms control agreements reached to date and is a

significant contribution to world stability. The commitment under tat.  zn by the

non-nuclear-weapon States par ties to the NIT has undoubtedly had the effect of

limiting horizontal proliferation and avoiding an even more serious escalation Of

the problem of nuclear weapons. The problems we would face today, had the

proliferation of nuclear weapons not been effectively halted, are unthinkable.

For their part, the nuclear-weapon States parties to the NET undertook to

pursue negotiations in good faith leading to the cessation of the nuclear-arms

racec nuclear  disarmament and a treaty on general and complete disarmament. As we

approach the twentieth anniversary next July of the signing of the NPT, it has t0

be Said, unfortunately, that none of these objectives is as yet in sight. Instead,

the period since the signing of the NPF has been one of continuous expansion
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and development of nuclear weapons both quantitatively and qualitatively. We hope

that the reduction in nuclear weapons now agreed in principle between the

super-Powers represents but the first sign of a willingness to fulfil the

commitment entered into in the NET to pursue a path leading to nuclear disarmament.

A further important dimension of the NoPProliferation Treaty is the right Of

States to complete agreements in oraer to assure the denuclearized  status of their

respective territories. The first special session of the General Assembly devoted

to disarmament confirmed that the creation in certain parts of the world of such

zones could contribute to stability in the areas concerned, to non-proliferation

and to the disarmament process in general. The en try into force last December of

the Treaty of Rarotonga, which established the South Pacific nuclear-free zone, is

a significant arms control agreement in its own right. It is also a welcome

statement of determination to establish a limit to the development and spread of

nuclear weapons which may also have applications in other regions.

We see the twentieth anniversary this month  of another important treaty. This

is the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Dcploration

and Use of Gu ter Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies. This Treaty

is part of an important body of bilateral and multilateral instruments which make

up the present legal regime  applicable to outer space. It has long been recognised

that #is legal regime  is not in itself sufficient to guarantee the prevention of

an arms race in outer space. It is important, however, that there should be strict

compliance with all existing agreements, both bilateral and multilateral,

including, in particular, the 1972 anti-ballistic missile Treaty, and that the

r&gfma  be consolidated and reinforced to enhance  its effectiveness,
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My deleqa tion does not he1 ieve that th- cou te to security and

selC-preservation  requires the ndditlon of new and more advanced tiers of

weaponry. In particular, we do not wish to see the explnttation  of outer space in

a way which enqenders Instahtllty  and anl:lo  a further dlrflenslon to the arms race.

In so far as the development of military strntrqy  based on the use of outer space

in the context of nuclear war is concerned. It is my deleqationls  beliet: that the

only way to avoid the consequences oC a nuclear  war is to ensure that such d Wdr

never: takes place in the first  instance.

The AJ Hoc Committee on Outer Space 01 the Conference on Disarmament has on- -

the basi s of itn mandate usefully examined and identified relevant issues  in the

ared of preventtcn  of the arms race to cutrxr  space. Kt should new he enabled to

begin the task OP ~~ctunl  multildtrral  nc!clc,ti~~tions  to complement the exlstinq leqal

r8gime in outer spacca. We hoI)e that th1.q Ad HOC Committee will he reconstituted

next year with d sufficient mandate to pcoc~d on thts ba:?iR.
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Another area in which the Conference on Diearmament has been actively enqaged

ond where clear proqress IIW seems possible i:~ on a convention banning  world-wide

production and stockpilinq of chemical weapons. such a convention would be a major

ach ievrmen t. This year aqaln WC: have been reminned of the urgent need for a qlobdl

ban on chemical weapolis. The unanimous conclusions reached by the qroup  of experts

sent to Iran and Iraq by the SecretaL  y-General on the use of chemical weapons in

the conflict in that region are deeply disturbinq. Violations of the 192 5 Geneva

Protocol  are tak inq place and these weapons are beinq used against the civilian

population. There is the qreatest possible need to halt these breaches of the

Gneva  Protoool  now. A total world-wide elimination of such weapons must continue

to be a11  urgent objective. We are glad that, in this area, the Conference on

nisarmament  appears to have made c.onsiderable  headway. A convergence of views, for

rxample, on on-site inspection an chall.enge,  when ctrcumstances ‘io require, ad on

seCUr ing adequate verification of non-production of chemical weapons, now appears

to be emerginq . We welcome the new openness that is present in those necJot ia tions

in the more recent past. The visits under taken and planned to chemical-wedp3ns

installations in the IJnited States and the USSR should have the effect of enhancinq

mutual trust, help promote efforts at securinq  adequate verification and advance

the cor~clusion  of a chemical-weapons convention.

The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific and Technical Fkperls  on the Convention

reqardinq  hioJo<JiCal weapons held a mc!etinq at Geneva earlier this year. This was

a wela,me demonstration of the continuinq  commitment of the international community

to enhancement of the effectiveness of this important element in arms control. The

cxchanqe of information, which is a central part of the measures tn improve

confidence and trust , will strenqthen the Convention and help ensure its continued

t el ev ante .
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We are well aware that the arms race is not coneined to weapons of mass

destruction. The rivalry in conventional weapons has also been viq~~~~ously

pursued. That rfrralry does not take place only bewteen competinq military

a 11 iances . Regrettably, it extends to almost every corner of the globe. Just as in

the case of nuclear weapons, the conventional arms race serves only to sharpen

tensions and undermine security. The pace of technoloqy has greatly increased the

destructiveness of conventional weapons, and . ..11s  is vividly demonstrated by the

tragic results of the many conflicts which have taken place over the last four

decades. There is a very real need to control and reduce conventional armament.s

and to do so urqently.

The Greatest concentration of conventional weapons and forces in the world is

located in Europe. Existing efforts to bring &out reductions have produced no

concrete results to date. Hmever  , the Conference on Security and Co-operation in

Europe ((SCE) currently meetinq at Vienna offers an opportunity for a fresh start.

The CSCS has already accomplished very useful work in conftdence-  and

scbcurity-building. A der’ies of measures has been devised to lessen the

apprehensions caused by military exercises and manoeuvres. We look forward to a

successPu1  conclusion of the Vienna meetinq which, among ‘?ther things, would embark

upon a new phase by mandatinq neqotiations upn actual reduction of weapons and

Eorces.

The primary responsibility for dealing with many of the problems besettinq

disarmament lies with the largest military Powers. However, all nations

indiv iduaLLy, and the international community as a whole, also have

responsibilities in the disarmament field. This underline: the importance of the

role which the United Nations has to play” a role to which my deleqation is deeply

commit ted. Por i ts part, the ConEerence on Disarmament has a unique responsibility

for pursuinq multilateral disarmament neqotiations. We can  p i n t  t o  t h e
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achievements of the Conference on Disarmament. However , our de1 ibera t ions would be

lackinq  in seriousness i f  we did n o t  a l s o  p o i n t  t o  a  l a c k  o f  proqress. The dnnqer

of stagnation represents a threat to the crsdihtlity of the Conference on

Disarmament as a disarmament negotiatinq  body. T h e r e  i s a a~mpellinq  need for its

efforts and its work to be marked with success and for concrete proqreas to he

recorded c\n the issues which Irave been on its agenda for many year 14 new and on

which it has not been possible to reach consensus on a way forward.

An encouraging example of the role played by the IJnited  Nations in the

successful conclusion of the recent International Conference on the Rel.ationship

b e t w e e n  D i s a r m a m e n t  and Development.  w recoqnize, of course, that for many

countries the or!tcome of that Conference fell short of expectations. llrrever , we

bc*lieve  that the Conference did achieve valuahle results, and 1arqely  for the

reason that these were agreed by consensus. As my Foreign Minister noted in its

address to the Conference:

“The problems connected with the relationship bewteen disarmament and

deveiopment are important to all countries. They are not 1 ike1.y  to qo away or

to solve themselves over time without collective, immedinte and sustained

intervention.”

The Final Document of the Conference and its action programme represent a

Eramework  for Further activity which we warmly support. We also welcome the

renewed international commitment to allocate+  a proportion of the resources released

throuqh  disarmament for the purposes of development with a view to hridqinq the

economic qap between developed and developinq  countr  ies. We flirther  welcome the

role  that the United Nations will play in undertakinq analysi; the impact of

qtobal military expenditure on the world economy. We believe that the Idea

included in the action proqramme of estah1i.shinq a mechanism within the existinq
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frtmework  oE the United Nations to monitor the trends in milltpry expenditure will

strtnqthen the United Nations role.

The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,

scheduled to be held next year, will be an occasion for the United Nations to

conduct a CornprehensIve examination of the entire spectrum of disarmament

qu.3tions. The international community should seize this opportunity to reaffirm

the objective of general and colnplete  :lisarmament hnd to draw up a List of

practicaL and realistic measures and actions designed to achieve this goal. I n

1978, the first speci.11 session of the General Assembly devob?d t, disarmament drew

up a consensus document, which was a broad-ranging and substantial statement on

disarmament issues. Ireland fu1l.y  supported the outcome of that first special

se94 ion, and our commitment to its results remains undiminished today. with that

cument  as a firm and reasanable  Eoundaiion, we look forward to the exploration of

ways and means of developing and strengthening the commitments it contains dur in<1

the third special session.

There are many arees to which the third special session must devote its

attention. However, the cluestion  o f  n u c l e a r  d i s a r m a m e n t  a n d  t h e  t h r e a t  o f  nuclear

warfare must, in our view, remain central to its deliberations so that an ordered

and EocuC:ed  debate in this area may identify points on tihich concrete and practical

measures can be agreed. We believe that the several factors which together

con’cibuted  to the failure t,f the second special session can and must be overcome.

My delegation particularly rtyretted the FaiLure to reach agreement on a

comprehensive programme (,f di.+acmament. The Conference on Disarmament has since

enqaged In a subst,o iaL ally,dnt oE cfEort i n  this area. We Look forward to its

session in 19HH  to resolve out9tantiing ;s!;ues in time for submission to the th Lrd

special .9e:;:i ion. with a e.Titive Ir,ternational environment and with flexibility

and commitment to ensuring the l>veraLl  success of  the session,  we bf!l ieve that  a
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final document can be agreed by consensus , which will be a significant contribution

to the disarmament debate and represent a landmark global statement on some of the

most important issues besetting the world today-

A number of delegations have expressed concern about the manner in which the

work of this Committee is orqanized. My delegation also believes that our mdus

operandi is in need of substantial improvement. The existing degree of consensus

in the Committee must be broadened if its authority  is to be restored and

strengthened.

We have felt obliged in the past to underline the fact that the

ever-increasing number of draft resolutions coming before us tends to obscure

rather than clarify the very stern reality of our concerns about disarmament

problems. The net effect has been to diminish the authority that the Committee can

and should command. A number of practical proposals have been advanced which would

facilitate the work of our Committee. several of the ideas put forward are

eminently reasonable, in par titular , the proposed elimination of the distinction

drawn between the Committee’s general debate and the exchanges that take Place

subsequentl.y  on specific agenda items. This distinction seems artificial and

largely irrelevant. If the Committee could combine  both those stages of its

proceedings, more time could be devoted to consultations on the many complex and

contentious issues under consideration.
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The suggestion that the Committee might bring forward the date on which i t

begins its work has particular appeal to my delegation. The consensus approach

would be helped considerably by a decision to commence our proceedings at the same

time that other Committees commence theirs. Failing that, we should try to advance

the beginning of our substantive work, at least by one week. Any step in that

direction would provide more time for necessary  negotiations on texts and would

contribute to increasing the number of draft resolutions adopted by consensusI

The relatively late deadline set for the submission of draft resolutions on

disarmament items should be advanced. Such a change would also help us make the

best possible use of’ the time at our disposal. This year the deadline did not

arrive until we had reached the stage at which fully one third of the 66 meetings

scheduled for the session had already taken place.

There are of course other suggestions that commend themselves to our

attention. For example, last year we witnessed several successful attempts to

merge draft resolutions-which addressed the same issuec We welcomed this. The

practice of clustering draft resolutions might be developed even further, and a

serious attempt ought to be made to take up some of the perennial draft resolu25ons

at intervals of two or more years rather than annually, as is now the case.

Earlier this week Cameroon submitted a draft resolution (A/C.1/42/L.76) on

rationalisation of the work of the First Committee. My delegation warmly welcomes

that initiative, which will have our full support-

Necessary reforms such as these should help us proceed witn our work in a more

orderly and efficient manner and should facilitate our consideration of the complex

and vital issues which are the concern of our Committee.
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Mr. INZKG  (Austria)r I am speaking on agenda item 61, on chemical and

bacteriological (biological) weapons, and 1 should like to address three points:

first, Austria's position on chemical weapons; secondly,  the Second Review

Conference of the Parties to the Biological-Weapons Convention, as well as the

follow-up action taken by Austria in that regard; and thirdly, draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.41, concerning the Second Review Conference.

Chemical weapons were widely used for the first time during the First World

War. During that war, according to official reports, gas casualties Aumbered about

1.3 millionr  of these, 100,000 were fatalities* The suffering of hundreds of

thousands of people due to the use of such weapons created public outrage and led

to negotiations aAd, seven years after the First World War was overt to the

adoption of the 1925 GeAeVa Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of

Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases - and of all analogous liquids, materials  or

devices - aAd of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare.

Austria's commitment against chemical weapons is of long standing. As early

as 1900 Austria ratified the Hague Protocol on asphyxiating gases. IA 1925 Austria

became a party to the Geneva PrOtcxxL And finally, in 1955, Austria reaffirmed

its commitment in the Austrian State Treaty.

In view of that position, Austria, together with other countries, requested

the Secretary-General  in 1968 to prepare a report on chemical and bacteriological

weapons. That report, entitled "Chemical and Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons

and the Effects of their Possible Use" , qualified this species of arms as a class

of its own, and as armaments that exercise  their effect solely on living matter.

IA his report, the Secretary-General also warns that their large-scale use could

have an irreversible effect on the balance of nature. Subsequently, the General

Assembly discussed chemical and bacteriological weapons for the first time i:: a

separate item in 1969.
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Two years later, in 1971, at the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament,

agreement was reached on separating the two items; bat teriological weapons have

since been viewed as distinct from chemical weapons. Since then, chemical weapons

have been considered independently at Geneva. A number of highly complicated

issues were addressed thereafter, such as the question of the scope of the

prohibition; the question of whether implementation should be immediate or spread

over a period of time? the sensitive question of verification procedures and

whether they should be systematic, by challenge or a combination of the two, and so

on.

In recent years the General Assembly has regularly urgea tne Conference on

Disarmament to intensify negotiations on a convention banning chemical weapons. My

delegation therefore noted with particular satisfaction the progress achieved in

1987 in the Conference on Disarmament's Ad Hoc Committee on chemical weapons. The

fact that the necessity for on-site inspections was commonly recognized,  the fact

that the formulation of lists of certain lethal and super-toxic chemicals succeeded

and the fact that confidence-building measures outside the framework of the

negotiations were initiated give rise to the hope that the year 1988 may finally

bring ahut  the conclusion of a chemical-weapons convention. In that respect,

Austria welcomed the recent invitation the USSR extended to international

representatives and experts on chemical weapons, including those from my own

country, to visit the military facility at Shikhany. Accordingly, Austria welcomes

also the forthcoming visit by Soviet experts to the United States facility at

Toole, Utah, next month.

In that context, I wish to refer to a statement by the Austrian Foreign

Minister in April this year, in which he underlined Austria's willingness to

participate in an international verification system set up by the convention.
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Following the 1971 agreement to separate the chemical and biological weapons

issues, a number of draft proposals were introduced, and the Convention on the

Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological

(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction was opened for signature in

April 1972. By the end of 1986, 107 countries had ratified that Convention.

The Second Review Conference on that Convention, held in September 1986,

represented a particular privilege and challenge for Austria. Presiding over that

Conference, Austria found itself for the first time at the helm of a disarmament

conference. Sixty-three States parties participated, and substantial progress was

achieved in defining the scope of the prohibitions, including the definition of all

biological agents and toxins covered by the Convention. Another significant

agreement concerned the exchange of various data in order to prevent or reduce

ambiguities, doubts and suspicion. The Conference finally succeeded in approving a

provisional agenda for the next review conference , to be held in 1991 at the latest.

Pursuant to the Final Declaration of the Review Conference, an ad hoc meeting

Of scientific and technical experts from States parties was held at Geneva from

31 March to 15 April 1987.
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The expects' report finalising the modalities for the exchange of data and

information agreed to in the Final Declaration was distributed by the President of

the Conference to all States parties on 5 May. According to the experts' report,

the first exchange of data and information was agreed to take place not later than

15 October 1987 and the President circulated a second note verbale  at the beginning

of this month to ensure that that target date was met by the States parties to the

Convention. In this connection, my delegation has noted with satisfaction that an

encouraging number of States parties have so far provided the United Nations

Secretariat with substantive data , as agreed in the Final Declaration.

The relevant draft resolution prepared by Sweden and Austria follows in

consensus language basically the contents of last year's resolution 41/58 A of

3 December 1986. It takes note with appreciation of the work of the Ad Hoc Meeting

of Scientific and Technical Expects , noting furthermore with satisfaction that the

first exchange  of information and data , as foreseen in the relevant documents, has

commenced.

Allow me finally,.on behalf of the President of the Second Review Conference,

Ambassador Lang, to express thanks to those States parties to the Convention on

bacteriological weapons which have so far participated in the exchange of data and

information and all those that intend to do so in the future, thus fulfilling their

obligations and helping to build confidence - an element which is one of the

co!nerstones  of international peace and security.

fir- GUTIERREZ  lCosta Rica)(interpretation  from Spanish): Since this is

the first time my delegation has intervened in the debate in the First Committee, I

have great pleasure in extending my warmest congratulations to you, sir, on your

work in discharging with efficiency the functions of Chairman of the Committee. I

take pleasure in sharing with you and the other officers of the Committee the
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task of guiding the Committee's work , and we are greatly honoured to have been

elected a Vice-Chairman of the Committee at the forty-second session of the General

Assembly.

Also,  I should like to take this opportunity to express our sincerest thanks

to all the delegations which have expressed to us their pleasure, affection,

support and congratulations at the honour conferred on the President of Costa Rica

on his having been awarded the 1987 Nobel Peace Prize. On behalf of the Costa

Rican Head of State, we convey our deepest gratitude.

The award conferred on the President of Costa Rica is interpreted by our

Government not only as an honour but also an enormous responsibility. Our country

has always wanted to play a role in building a stable and lasting peace in our

region. That role is in complete harmony with its expressed will many years ago,

which took on a more tangible form in 1948 when our country unilaterally decided t0

disarm. That event 39 years ago dictates our position with regard to war, peace,

disarmament, security and the relationship between disarmament and development, not

only with regard to Central America but also to the general subject of disarmament

at the world, regional and sub-regional levels.

Our views are especially well defined with regard to the need to achieve

general and complete disarmament at the regional level. We do not wish to detract

from the importance of nuclear disarmament , which we consider essential for the

survival of the human species. The fact is that disarmament for the underdeveloped

areas would have a greater social significance. and a larger impact on the possible

development of the States of those areas than they could achieve themselves.

Disarmament of the large nations, for all its importance for world peace and

security, is of major significance for the developing world only to the extent the

long-standing desires of the underdevelopea countries can materialise so that a



( M r .  CiUtieKKeZ,  UEItd  Mica)____- -.

tilqniticrnct  part of renource~  ia no lontjer  used to acquire weapon8 and maintain

and deploy  armed forces  l,uC to promote i~ltsrnational  development. If thnt ia not

ClCh leved, the dinarmament  of developed nation8 would be of little significance tar

,I”.

Nrvert halesti, t h e  problems of r~ucLnrtr  d i s a r m a m e n t ,  bdnniny c h e m i c a l  ctnd

l~acterloLoqic~1  weapons ot mdtla destructian,  and even the manufacrure  or

dc!vrlopment  of weapons  LO extend war to outer apace, uhould  llot  deter us tram our

et’t’ortu  to see conventiunal.  disarmament effected nt the regional level. While

eflorts  to avoid Wdr are making lahrimu  progress  towards attatning  agreements to

eliminate UK limit the pr,oduction  of thitil type of weapon, it i.e necessary to make d

urnt:rdliaed  l*t fective  eflort to attarn conventional  d i s a r m a m e n t  amony less

developed countries. This could have the same effect of releasing large dmount.8  ot’

reeources,  but their use would not be governeu by the kindness OK altruism of

developed countries but by the countries achieving euch  savingo.

In the Light of those circumlitancas, it ie strange that countrles  in a region

01 s u b - r e g i o n  o f  t h e  cnderdeveloped  w o r l d  are  00 l i t t l e  inclir..!d  to  c o m e  t o  t h e

neqotiatinq table lo discuae the dlfficuities  ot their own disarmament. In

com!jar i8on, there are many more meeting0  or negotiations to speak of no

tlloarmdment  ot powerful countries. We exyond much energy and resources in wordy

b u t  u s e  f e w  o f  t n e m  t o  t a k e  s p e c i f i c  ,neaeurye  t h a t  would effectively el iminate the

danqeru  o f  TV w e a p o n s  b u i l d - u p  i n  t h e  world.

we should n o t  f o r g e t  e v e n  f o r  a  m o m e n t  t h a t  all  war8 waged in the world thus

l-,11  hdve b e e n  waqed wit11 conventional weapons. Uespite information  to the et-feet

that in some recent armed conf Llcts chemical and bacteriologicaL  weapons have been

used, a~ have  c e r t a i n  dev~cee  d e r i v e d  Lrom t.I\e d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t.iqh t e c h n o l o g y ,  t h e

truth of the matter  ia that  this  non-conventional war of which we speak 80 much haa

no\ occur  KeaL clnd thal, theret o r e , o u r  effort.8 h a v e  served  t o  a v o i d  i t .
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In our cr>untry, we are especially c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  r e g i o n a l  d i s a r m a m e n t ,  b e c a u s e

so-called localired war has been at the point of beiny unleashed very near our  own

borders. T h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i c y  de f ined  b y  our  President  i s  b a s e d  o n  r e c o g n i t i o n

of  the  fact  that  the s e c u r i t y  o f  a n  utxrmed  c o u n t r y  l i k e  Costs  Nica i s  b a a e d  3n a n

internal policy oriented to tne development of a fair social and economic system

within an effective democracy as much as on an external regioncrl policy designed to

attain a cl imate for disarmament,  development and security  that will avoid a

Conflict among nations of the Central American isthmus.

In  so  far  a s  all  t h e  n a t i o n s  of t h a t  region develop t h e i r  d e m o c r a t i c

i n s t i t u t i o n s  a n d  c r e a t e  t h e  b a s i s  t o  s o l v e  i n t e r n a l  conf l i c ts  t h r o u g h  s u c h  a

rational system, we shall then avert  for ever the danger of war and establ ish the

basis for B system of international SeCUKity  in which the spectre of mass

destruction of men and women will disappear. I believe that this formula is not

Only valid for Central America but is also applicable to the whole underdeveloped

World. It is  for this  reason thet  we believe that  i t  should inspire our efforts

fOK disarmament  a n d  e n a b l e  u s  t o  m a k e  r e a l l y  e f f e c t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r .
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MK. FISCHER (Federal Republic  of Germany): My deleqation wishes to speak

on agenda item 66 and more specifically on some poinLs concerning the auestion of

t h e  rationalizat.ion  o f  tile w o r k  o f  t h e  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e .

Y e s t e r d a y  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  Denmark, i n  his s t a t e m e n t  o n  t h e  s a m e  aqenda

item, made some comments on behalf of the 12 memher States of the European

Community on improvement of the work of the First Committee, comments which my

deleqstion fu l ly  s h a r e s .  H o w e v e r , since t h i s  i s s u e  i s  of special i m p o r t a n c e  t o  t h e

Federal  Republic o f  G e r m a n y , my delegation would like to add some further remarks.

A s  w e  s a i d  i n  t h i s  C o m m i t t e e  a t  t h e  o u t s e t  of our  debate,  t h e  FiKSt C o m m i t t e e ,

in otde. to fulfil its function of being the appropriate forum for qeneratinq  new

i d e a s , approaches and initiatives in the field of disarmament,  must he enabled to

perform this function more effectively than has hitherto heen the case.

For  us the most important  aspect in Kedrc*sfJinq  this situation is the reduction

of the numher of resolutions. This can he done hy concentratinq  on resolutions

that are concrete and can he implemented. Naturally  this m e a n s  t h a t  w e  h a v e  t o

try, whenever possible, to adopt consensus resolutions, which I think Offers  the

greatest possibility for implementation.

The first step in this direction is the reduction of the number of items with

which this Committee has to deal. In this c o n t e x t  w e  a r e  c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  t h e

r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  m a d e  b y  t h e  G r o u p  ( I 18 on the improvement of the United Nations

system indicate the direct.ion  in which we should be headinq. I auote from

r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  3  (h), o n  p a q e  6  o f  d o c u m e n t  A / 4 1 / 4 9 :

“The aqenda of the General Assembly should he rationalized by qroupinq or

merqinq, t o  t h e  e x t e n t  possible, relaterl  items and hy settinq an interval of

two or more years for the discussion  of certain itema”.
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W e  t h i n k  t h a t  w h a t  h a s  heen s a i d  o f  t h e  Ilnited  Nations as a whole hy t h e  Group o f

1R applies also to the First Committee since it has proved successful when adopted

hy other Committees of the General Assemhly.

E v e n  i f  i t  in  not  possible t o  t a k e  o n e  o r  a n o t h e r  i t e m  o f f  t h e  a q e n d a  o f  t h e

First Committee, the number  of resolutions could still he reduced in the courne  Of

the del iheratione themselves. W e  a r e  o f  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  e v e r y  d r a f t

resolution should he thorouqhly reviewed in the liqht of the followinq  ouesticn:

is i t  n e c e s s a r y  for t h e  s a k e  o f  prcqress in t h e  d i s a r m a m e n t  f ield to s u b m i t  i t  this

year, o r  cou ld  i t  h e  p o s t p o n e d  o n e  o r  m o r e  y e a r s ,  a n d ,  i f  I t  i s  s u b m i t t e d ,  s h o u l d

provisions he made in the operative part for the relevant aqenda  it.rm  to he dealt

with after a lapse of more than one year?

My delegation is ready to approach from this anqle any draft resolution

p r o j e c t e d  o r  suhmi  t t  e d .

My Government is encouraqed  that it does not stand alone in its wish to remedy

the situatf.on. M y  deleqatton especially w e l c o m e s  the l e a d  t a k e n  hy C a m e r o o n  - a

country with a well-estahliahed record of takinq initiatives in  the field of

improvinq the workinq  methods of the United Nations in disarmament affairs - in

introducinq draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.76,  on the rationalizntion  of the work of

the First Committee. we reqard this draft as an excellent hasis  for solvinq the

problems hefore Us.

WC  also welcome the fact that the informal qroup  of friends of laut year’s

Chairman of the First Committee, cons:stinq  of scme previous Chairlllen  of the

c o m m i t t e e  a s  w e l l  a s  representatives  o f  regional  groups, has addressed the problem

and considered a numher of interestinq  proposals. M y  <lelsqation  n o t e s ,  hy t h e  w a y ,

that s o m e  of t h e s e  proposals a r e  reflected in C a m e r o o n ’ s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ;  i t  4qlno
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n o t e s  t h a t  last year’s Chairman o f  t h e  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e ,  M r .  Z a c h m a n n ,  swke a t  t h e

beqlnning 1-F this session of an emerging convergence of views on certain aspecis.

T h e s e  a r e  e n c o u r a q i n q  s i g n s  w h i c h  n h o w  t h a t  this C o m m i t t e e  f inally has

recoqnized  the urgency of the matter , which is vc’~y well illustrated .by the number

of draft resalutions  submitted by Committoe  memhers this year. we have again heen

able  t o  s e t  a n o t h e r  rmord, w i t h  78 draft  r e s o l u t i o n s  includinq t h e  draft on t h o

Indian Ocean.

In conclusion let me appeal to the memhers of  the Committee to combine our

efforts so that  the current  very promisinq review of the work  of this Comlittce

will lead to true rationalieation  of its work. Let UR all make this the last year

of a record number of draft resolutions.

Mr. AL-KKTAL (Iraa)  (interpretation from Arabic): I  shall  speak in

regard  to i t e m  6 8 , “Israeli nuclear armament”.

Israel’s lonq-standinq nuclear policy has consistently aimed at developinq

Israel ’s n u c l e a r  capabilities  a n d  t h e  u s e  of such capabilities  for militnry

purposes. Th-1s Israel has sought,  sometimes single-handedly, sometimes in

collaboration with racist South Africa and other countries, to acquire all the

nuclear components rwuired  for the manufacture 07 materials essential For the

production and possession of nuclear devices and the vehtcles nf:eded to launch them

aqainst  specific tarqets; such vehicles include warplanes and rockets.

There is consensus in the hody of published  literature on the suhje:t that

Israel does indeed possess the capability to produce nuclear weapons. Iflrael,  In

fact, has an arsenal of nuclear weapons that in shrouded with a mantle of  secrwy

and amhiquity  created with the help of its friends and al?Lcrl. T h u s  t h e r e  h a s  heLYn

a nucceasive series of  vaque statements and leaks .?f amhiquoua, even contradictory,
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infor.ration  with the aim of creating an atmosphere of fear and terror as part of

Isradl’s  scheme to achieve its aqqresaive  and expansionist ambitions in the Arah

wnr Id.

Isra.:l  has ,unq heen endeavuurinq to produce nuclear armaments, beqinninq Ln

the 195Us, when, durinq tto Admlnisl.ration  of the late President Eisenhower, the

United  States expressed concern over Taraeli movements In the nuclear Field. Mofit

recently, in 1986, there were reportn in The Times of onl concer,linq information

supplied hy the Inraeli  technician Mordechai  Vanunu after he stopped workinq  on the

Dimona reactor and on the test1i.q of the Jericho IT rocket. The imp1 ications  nf

this information went beyond the 1:Iddl.e East reqion  to af:ect the Soviet Ilnlon,

which expressed its cone rn over ?hose most recent devnlopments. The informat  ion

on Israeli’s nuclear capability  and its possession of a nuclear atwnal  of .i)U to

2UU nuclear warheads is available from  d i f f e r e n t  scurces  t h a t  I  s h a l l  n o t  c i t e .

Thert  IR nr. need to qive all or to uuote  all ollr sourcem.
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Suffice it to refer here to the two reports of the Secretary-General (A/36/431

and A/40/520), and the report submitted to this session (A/42/581), which states:

“While there is wide speculation, Israel itself has neither confirmed not

denied its nuclear capability. As noted in the 1981 study, Israel’s nuclear

activities, the anbiguity  of its statements about its nuclear policy, its

refusal either to deny or to confirm reports abouts its nuclear potential and

its unwillingness to adhere to the Treaty on the NorrProliferation  of Nuclear

Weapons or otherwise accept safeguards on all its nuclear activities have

bogether  conveyed the strang impression that it does in fact have the

potential to produce nuclear weapons. Although the United Nations does not

have conclusive proof that 1srae1  possesses nuclear weapons, circumstantial

evidence, together with the factors just cited, would seem to indicate that

Israel has developed the necessary technology and has the means to manufacture

nuclear  Weapons,  if it so chooses. ” (A/42/581, para. 50)

I also refer to ‘the discussions in the General Assembly over the last few

Years, records of the conferences of the Int.ernational Atomic Energy  Agency, the

reports leaked from the United States Central Intelligency  Agency, and published in

a number of mass circulation newspapers, such as the The New York Times and The

Washing ton Post, the news stories carried by several newspapers and magazines, such

as Der Spiegel and the Soviet New Times, as well as to publications issued by

strategic studies institutes, such as the Centre for Strategic Studies at

Georgetown University and the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. In this

connection , it nray be useful to refer to the statements made by some Israelis#

including Yuv al Ne ‘eman, world figures like Paul Warnke, the former United States

Under-Secretary of State, and other American military experts, such as Tony

Crossman,  Richard Ziehl and many others.
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The consistent policy of successive Israeli Governments in the nuclear field

has been not only to accuire  nuclear weapons, but, above all, to spar? no effort

and stop at nothing in the drive to make the Israeli entity the only.nuclear  Power

in the Middle East and thus making it capable of imposing its terroristic

aggressive and expansionist policy on the cauntries  of the region. Hence, the

Israeli policy proclaimed ouite  openly by Israeli officials of attacking and

destroying at will any peaceful nuclear facility Israel considers detrimental t0

its nuclear hegemony over the region. It was in the context of this malignant

policy that the attack against the Iraai nuclear installations was planned and

launched on 7 June 1981. It was in line with that policy that the Zionist leaders

repeatedly declared their intention to attack time after time nuclear installations

that, in their view, would threaten or impair Israel's status as the only nuclear

Power in the region. The policy of armed aggression against peaceful nUClear

installations continues to be an integral component of the overall Israeli nuclear

armament policy.

Canseauently, at its thirty-first session on 24 September 1987, the General

Conference of the IAEA took up the westion of Israeli nuclear capability and the

danger it pases and adopted its resolution CX: (XXXI)/I?ES.470, in which it called

upon Israel, once again, to place its nuclear facilities under the safeguards of

the Agency in compliance with Security Council resolution 487 (1981). The

Conference also reauested the Director-General of IAEA to examine the

implementation of General Assembly resolutions 41/93 and 41/12  in so far as they

concern the Agency.

Israeli nuclear armament poses a grave threat to international peace and

security and is likely to have an extremely negative impact on the international

safeguards system and the peaceful uses of nuclear power in general.
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Given the available infotrclation  and data, the United Nations and its

specialized agencies should make it one of their top priorities to force Israel to

acquiesce to the will of the international community and thus save the Middle  East

region  from the scourge of nuclear proliferation. We also believe the United

Nations should take the necessary action Ed enforce its resolutions with regard tQ

the Israeli nuclear facilities which are the only major nuclear facilities in the

region and Israeli nuclear activities and to subject them to international

scr utiny . Those facilities are the only nuclear facilities in the region which

have a major nuclear potential  and are not subject to international ccntrol.

Iraq, in condemning Israel’s nuclear armament policy, wishes to remind the

internatiOnal  community that dealing with this agenda item is extremely necessary

in VieV Of Israel’s refusal to renounce the nuclear option and the continued and

growing nuclear threat Dosed by Israel’s nuclear policy. There is mounting

evidence that that policy has become an established Israeli strategy regardless of

the dire cowsequence&  it is sure to entai l .

I am pleased, on behalf of Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq,

Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, MaUtitatIia, Moroccm Oman@

Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, the Sudan, i%.e Syrian Arab F&public, Tunisia, the

United Arab Emirates and Yemen, to submit draft resolution A/C.b/42/L.15,  the

preamble to which recalls the most important resolutions adopted by the Security

Council, the General Assembly and the Conferences of the IAEA that have d bearing

on Israeli nuclear armament and calls upon Israel to place its nuclear facilities

under IAKA safeguards. The most recent of these was resolution GC(XXXI)/RKS.470

adopted by the General Conference of IAEA at its thirty-first session.
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The preamble refers to different united Nations resolutions, the latest of

which is resolution 41/93, in which the General Assembly condemns collaboration

between the two racist entities in Pretoria and Tel Aviv in building  their

respective nuclear capabilities and the grave threat posed to peace and security in

Africa and the Middle East as a result of such collaboration. The last paragraph

in the preamble expresses deep concern vis a vis the declared Israeli policy of

attacking and destroying at will nuclear facilities devoted to peaceful purposes

and the fact that that policy is part and parcel of Israel’s overall nuclear

armament strategy.
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The most important operative paragraphs in draft resolution A/C.l/42/L,l5  are

the following  . First, operative paragraph 1 reiterates the Assembly’s condemnation

of Israel’s refusal to renounce any possession of nuclear weapons. This is only

natural inasmuch as Israel has failed to renounce possession of nuclear weapons and

that refusal  runs counter to the efforts being made to keep the region free frc:;\

nuclear weapons.

Operative paragraph 2 reiterates the condemnation of the co-operation between

the racist r&gimes in Israel and Pretoria, despite numerous international calls to

discontinue such co-operation and despite the repeated statements by Israeli

officials about the status of that co-operation. Howeve;,  none of those officials

have categorically denied such co-operation in the past, nor have they provided any

convincing evidence that such c-operation has ceased.

In operative paragraph 3 the Security Council is requested once more to take

urgent and effective measures to ensure that Israel complies with Security Council

resolution 487 (1981) , in which, inter alia, the Council called upon Israel to

comply with Security Council resolutions and to place its nuclear facilities under

the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency. In this connection we

would stress that Israel was the only Power to be made the subject of such a

resolution by the Security Council. It therefore bears sole responsibility for its

implementation.

In OwratiVe paragraph 4 all States and organisations  that have not yet done

so are called upon to discontinue co-operating with and giving assistance to Israel

in the nuclear field. In so doing they would contribute to saving the region from

a nuclear holocaust.

Operative paragraph 5 reiterates the request to the International Atomic

Energy Agency to suspend any scientific co-operation with Israel which could

contribute to its nuclear capabilities. That paragraph is in keeping with
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resolution 470 adopted by the General Conference of the International Atomic Energy

Agency in September 1987.

In operative paragraph 6 the International Atomic Energy Agency is requested

to inform the Secretary-General of any steps Israel may undertake to place its

nuclear facilities under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.

In operative paragraph 7 the Secretary-General is requested further to follow

closely Israeli nuclear activities and to report to the General Assembly at its

forty-third session.

Most of the paragraphs I have cited were contained in the resolution adopted

by the General Assembly on the same item at the forty-first session. we hope that

Member States will support draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.15  this year, as they have

done in earlier years.

Mr. HAIDER (Pakistan): In its statement today my delegation will be

addressing agenda item 61concerning chemical and bacteriological weapons, a

subject that has been before the General AssembPy  since 1969. In recent years

considerable progress has been made in the Conference on Disarmament in negotiating

a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The latest report of the

Conference on Disarmament now contains a fairly well developed text of the draft

convention on chemical weapons. At the same time it is evident from the rolling

text that a number of difficult issues remain, the resolution of which will require

compromises on the part of all the parties to the negotiations. If the necessary

political will is mustered, the convention could, in our view, be finalized in a

matter of one year.

The convention is no longer a distant goal. It is a real possibility.

Pakistan is keenly interested in a comprehensive , effective, verifiable and

equitable ban on chemical weapons and has been participating fully in the

negotiations under way at Geneva. While we are gratified at the steady progress
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bsinq made at Chose  nego t iat iona , we ~lao find it diquietinq  that chemical weapon*

(VO  being aaIuired  today by an inctoasing nutior of countries. Wo deeply deplOKe

the use of those weapone in violatia,  of the Owrwa Probacol of 1925, as KepOKtd

by the United Nationa Secretary-General in his report to the ZIecurity  Council

l ~lt0K this year (S/186s2). Reporta  of the uoo of ahomical  weapons in other Parta

of the world havo also persisted, but, in the l bamao of adquate verification

machinery, their trufh or OthOKwiBe cennot bo dotornined. Theme dwelopmente serve

to underscore the ueqency  of concluding en international ban on the production and

stockpllling  of chemical weapona, with l ifectivo votification  provisions.

My delegation does not undereetimate the oomplenity of some of the ieeusb that

remain outstanding, among them the queetione  of ahellongo  inDpection*

non-pKodUctiOn of nuclear weaponn in civilian industry,  or&r of destruction, and

orgenizational  matters. ~11 those ieouo~ hwm bean l xtenmivmly discueeed  in the

Conference on D!sarmament  and, while  there bar boon #ome narrowing of differences,

no solutions have yet been fomd. 8amid.s  the. politicelly difficult problems, it

Will 4100 be noceeaary  to agree on the dotaile  of oertain  outstanding t.echnical

rrmttere. In addition,  a n u m b e r  af articlee o f  t h e  proponed  c o n v e n t i o n  h a v e  Still

t0 be considered by the Conference on Disarmament,  among them articles X and XI,

dealing respectively  wlth asniatence  and with economic and technological

co-operation.

PKwistons  on challenge inspectton  will heve a central place in the prop8ad

convention, both as a means oE providinq  ccmfidenco  in ito implementation and in

order to deter violatton. To be effective, thoeo procedures will have to be

expedl tious  , non-d LSCK  imlna tory and mandatory. Although thoaa pr inci plea now Beem

t o  he qencrally  a c c e p t e d , the taak of translating thorn into agreed pKOcedUK0  haa

ncjt been easy. Consul  tat ions CeKK ied out by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee

h a v e  l e d  to some t:~,nverqence  o f  viewe a.8 Kegat&  t,he i n i t i a t i o n  o f  t h e  proceae  o f
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challenge  inspectiua,  but the crucial  question - how to resolve  a situation in

which  the challenging  State and the challenged  State are unable to agree on haw the

h8~CtiCUl  i8 t0 be Conducted  - reraaine. Xn the view of my delegation  this is a

lQ3tter  ulhkh could appropriately  be entrusted  to the executive council.  proposed to

be establi8hed  mder the convention.  As is generally  agreed, time is of the

essence in Challenge inspection,  and if doubts about compliance  remain  unresolved,

confidence in the convention  would  be seriously undermined  and its viability  put at

stake.
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The organizCrc  ion to he set up under the convention will play a key role in its

implementation. I ts composition, structure  and functions should he hapled on

democratic principle8 and provide for the representation of States parties in

accordance with the princple of eauitahle qeoqraphical  and political halance.  We

are qlad that  there is  today qrowinq support for that approach.

ArticLes  X and XI of the convention are of special importance to the

developinq  countries. My deleqation has trken particular interest in article X,

dealinq with assist.ance. In that rsqard,we  have suhmitted to the Conference on

Disarmament a detailed proposal envisaqinq  collective measures of assistance to a

State party faced with a chemical-weapons threat from another State, whether a

party to the convention or not. We Ceel that credible assurances of assistance

could add siqnificantly to the effectiveness of the convention and to i ts

universality and viability.

EaualLy  important are the provisions of the proposed convention concerninq

economic and technoloqical  development. Article XI, which deals with that  subject,

should, in our view, incorporate the ohliqation of States parties not to impede

international co-operation in the peaceful uses of chemical science and technoloqy

and ensure that the benefits of research in that field are made freely nvailahle  to

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

A Lot of hard work remains to he done hefore we can conclLle  a

chef ical-weapons  c o n v e n t i o n . We should therefore lltilize  every opportuni+.y  to

carry forward our ncqotiations. My deleqation is lookinq forward to the

forthcoming inter-6eseLonal  work  o f  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  o n  D i s a r m a m e n t  o n  t h i s  subject.

We hope i.hat  all other deleqationa will participate in those neqotiations  with a

sense of urqency  and in a spirit of compromiue.
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Before I conclude my statement, I should like also to place on record the

Satisfaction of the Pakistan deleqation at the results achieved at the Ad Hoc- -

Meetinq of Scientific and Technical Experts from the States Parties to the

Convention on hioloqical weapons, held at Geneva earlier this year. 1 t 1~ our hope

that the modalities for the exchange of information elanorated at that mertinq will

hp widely implemented, thus contributing to promotinq confidence amongst States in

this important area.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French) : The followinq  delegations

are scheduled to speak at the next meetinq of the First Cammittea: Kenya, the

Central African RepuhLic, the Ohserver of the Holy See, Congo, Qatar and Malaysia.

The ,*eting rose at 12.15 p.m.


