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The meeting was called to order at 11.05 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)

S’LfiTI!W!WF,  ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT AGENDA I’I’F3lS  AND CXIN’L’INLJATION  OF THE GhWERAL

D53ATE,  AS NECESSARY

Mr. FREIER  ( I s rae l )  i It irr o n  draf t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/42/L.15,  ent i  tied

“Israeli Nuclear  Armament ‘0 and on the report of the Secre tarpGeneral  of the

United Nat ions (A/42/581),  which  boars the same ti tie, that  I  have  to  speak.

!&fore addreesing  the draft reHolution  and the report, however, let me COmmellt

On the general aet.tinq  in which these i tema range themselves.

On any matter pertaininq  to Israel and voted on in this Committee automatic

majorit.iea have enstlred  Israel’s censure in khe past. It is not the merits of

tarael’a case  b u t  t h e  a u t o m a t i c  a n d  massrve  v n t i n q  b l o c  o f  moat  oE the Arab  Staten

and of their cammi  t ted asaocintes  that  have  beAn p\rt in the bnLnnce. The Arab

States do not mince words. Thei r  a im has been and cont inues to  he the undoinq  0:

Lar aeL , and the Committee in calLed  ‘:pon by the Arabs to Lend its prestige to a

campaiqn which contradicts i tn very mission. Dtstortions  of fac t  and qroundlen:;

imputations have been no impediment to such  unrelen tinq harassment CH to

unequitable procedures unacceptable to any other State.
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The Piret Committee and many Btatoe  which entertain normal relations with

Israel have acauioeaed in this  state of affairs .  When damning or punit ive

anti-Israel draft resolutions have baen submitted many States have registered their

ohjoation by voting against partioulorly obnoxioue operative paragraphs, but have

abstained on the draft resolutions as a whole. nut i t  i s  on ly  the  vo te  on  draf t

raeolutiona as a whole which recordtr the feeling of the Piret-.  Committee, and it is

even the c9uality  of minorities which oan come to the rescue of the Committee’s

honour .

Indeed, were Israel to prop%% the Charter of tho United Natione, there can be

no doubt that the Charter would fall victim to the massive howtility of the Arab

Statee, but I am euually certain  that a reepectablo  minority would still have the

courage to stand up for the Charter.

I have mode those remake  booaueo it is important that all those delegations

which are ready to listen know well how Isreal  views draft resolutions addressed to

i t  o r  portaininy t o  f t . ACWJimXIenCQ  by abstention runs counter to the mandate of

thie Committee, which ie to head off dongors and threats of war and to seek

peaceful accommodation. Such ucuuiescenae,  rather, tends to encourage Arab

intransigence against all that this Committee stands for.

Let me dwell in some  detail on what it is that moot Arab Stat\?8 request ths

Committee to sanction.

In WOrd8, the Committee and the United Nstime are treated to Arab threats

againat  I s r a e l , for which I need produce no evidence. Tho L’ommittoe will look in

vain for any threat against any Arab country from any authoritative uuarter in

I srae l . The Arab words are backed up by a military potential, of which I cite only

that  of  Syria, fraa and Jordan as compared with Israol’s. These three countr ios

alone dispose of  wartime armies  amourtiny  to l,Rw,ut~u  rtoldiers, BH eqainst 440,OUO



JP/V0 A/C. 1/42/PV.20
7

(W .-a Preier, I s r a e l )

in Iaraal. They diapoaa of about 10,UUU  tanka, againat  the  4,000 of  whioh I a r a e l

diapaea, and they have 1,342 fighter  aircraft ,  againnt 662 in  Iarrel. Thir arma

potent ia l , arrayed hy declaration againat  Xarael, outetr ipa the military potantiala

of the North Atlantic ‘?reaty  Organizntion (NATO) and the Waraaw Paat oountriea,

whiah are of similar size, by a factor of 4 to 1U.

Israel  has to live with this Asalarad and aatual threat, and to live up to

i t . The Firrt Committee should take cognizance of theao faata and realiza  whore

threata  come from. By blanket acsuiarcence  in draft ceeolutior~a against Iaraal the

Firat Committea will give succour and encouragement to the Arab Statea in the

unconditional pursuit of their auarry.

I  turn  n o w  t o  t h e  nuclaar ra sh . It in aqain  the Arah Staten which reaueet

the Committee to recognizs  an Israeli throat. Competence in the nucI.aac  field h8a

n o t  horn m a d e  o u t  t o  h e  a t h r e a t  i n  a n y  inatanca. It la t h e  d e c l a r e d  policies  of

Qovrrnmenta which determine their stance. This i n  true i n  t h e  cam o f  a l l  Statoa

members of thie Clr,rnmittee, a n d  i t  applien enually i n  t h e  case af I s r a e l .

Repreeentativse have repeatedly heard thin policy: i t  saye t h a t  Ierael  eupportn

non-prollforation, will. n&z  he the fi l Rt country to introduce nuclenr weapon8  into

the Middle Raat, and invitaa ai 1 the Statea of the Middle East  freely to negotiate

d nuclear-weapon-free zone. Inrarll in committed to non-proliferation, but every

Coulrtry AO committed maken  a  Rowereiqn  Aeci~ion on itn non-prr~)llferation  r tanca  by

way of the Treaty on the Non-Proli,ferat  im OE Nixlear Weapone  or a

nuclear-weapon-free mm.

Thin right in n,,t quostionod with respect to any State, and tnrael  would not

h a v e  i t  otherwiRn. tgroel has elected thn roar1  o f  d nuclear-W@apon-free  2(3nel  -13

conceived by the Palmc!  (Inmmisnic>n, n,3nctioned  b y  the General  A~~r?~nhly,  Rnd foIlowed

i n  t h e  precedentn of r,atln Amr+r ic:n and thcl  .C;r,\lttl  P.II: lrlr:.



JP/v@ A/C.1/42/PV.20
8

(Mr.  Freiar, Ierssl)

ferasl  haa compelling reasons to insist  on a nuclear-weapon-free zone, which

implie  free  negotiationr  batwsan the  partners  and mutual  azrangsmanta. I nhall

ttsll the Commfttro why.

The Non-Proliferation Treaty alone doers  not iahihit local war- snd local  wb;n

are the bane of thr Middle East. It ruffiaee to lietrn to Arab invrctive  and

thrrate to appreciate the truth of my atatoment. Nagot iationa on a

nuclear-weapon-free jns, on the 0th.r hand, and mutual arrangamentr  hilt into it

would definitely act aa a brake on the further ocaurronco of local ware. F o r  i t  ia

inconceivable that States would negotiate a nuclear-weapon-free zone and mutual

arrangementa  and continue to contemplate intermittent,  occasior.vl  wara. Latt. me

tell the Committee, for all the value of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, which of itei

deficiencies are pertinent in the Middle Raatern context.

On the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Director General of the Snternational

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), Dr. Blix, aaid  on 11 December 19811

“The eafequarde do not, of course, reveal what future intention the State

may havo. It may change it8 mind on the auaetion of nuclear weapona  and wieh

to produce them despite poeeihla adherence to the Non-Proliferation Treaty.”

Tn cotlfirmation  of  thip, statement, Reutera reported Colonel QaAdsPi  oq

recently a6 22 June 1907 a8 aayinrjr

“The Arab8  mufit  poasees  the atom bomb  to defend themaelvea, untjl their

numbere reach 1,000 million and until they learn to demllnatg nea water and

unt i l  they  l iberate  Paleatine.R

That if+ a a atement ‘y a Non-Proliferation Treaty eiqnatDry. Co pla thoee

atatemanta wfith the three-month abrogation  clause  and one mry unde;atand  why a

n~lc~l.enr-weoF>on-free  zone i.n thfb non-proliferation i&yirne on which Israel  In.;lnta in

otlr r ~1 ton.
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I invite the Committee to ponder why the Arab Statee refuse to negotiate a

nuclear-weapon-free zone with Israel and what Israel ia to maktt of rruch a recusal.

I have told the Committee that we believe that negotiations for, and mutual

ar ranqementa within, a nuclear-weapon-free zone would at least inhibit. local wars.

The Arab refusal to negotiate a nuclear-weapon-free zone must needs he interpreted

a6 a desire to maintain the option of waqing war against Israel i.n the future as

well. The Non-Proliferation Treaty, aa repreoentatives  know from al1 current wars,

preaerdts  no impediment to such a situation. Alao, the Arabs’ refusal to enkerta in

mutual arrangements with Israel within a nuclear-weapon-frse zone must necessarily

be interpreted as an intention to avail themselves of the licence open to them

under the Non-Proliferation Treaty. I  referred earlier to the limitations 3f the

Non-Proliferation Treaty, as seen by Dr. ~lix, and to the statement by

Colonel Qaddafi. To these I can also add the aualffications  attached hy Syria and

other Arab countries to their accession to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. They

aualify their commitment expressly by statinq  thlrt thejr ohliqationa under the

Tre$lty do not imply recoqnition of Israel.

I put it to the Committee that. it is the most urqent and pressinq busines.?  of

the First Committee in the Middle Eastern  context to i.nsiRt that the Arab States

eit down with Israel  and negotiate B nuclear-weapon-free zone. 1’ P prevent ion of

war and the establishment  oE a nuclear-weapon-free zone: in the Middle East is t.1 c

Committee’s concern, it is not by way of castigating Israe 1 or acCN iescinq in it-3

castiqation  that the Committee wil.1 further its mi.ci?lon. Any draft resc~lut.ion

tendinq to arraiqn Israel will lend encouraqement  t\, Ara!)  intransigence,  which I:

deaiqned  to threaten - in intent, declaration and potential - t h e  exist.ence of‘ n;y

country.

We hope that deleqat ions will contemplate  thr? :ii(jrli fi::nnc:e  ot’ t.hrxi  r vat in<;

stance when the hollr comes.
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There is a last point cf a general nature tu which I shou1.d draw the attention

o f  daleqations. There are initiatives abroad which invite Israel to nave faith in

the  intcrnatio~al community,  or  par t  of  ik, to help the parties in the Middle East

to arrive at an eauitahle settlement. The Committee is undoubtedly an important

international forum, in which Israel can assess the measure of Eaith it mav

entertain in the bon- fides of such international approaches. Accui.est.:erlce  in the- - - -

discrir. inatory  treatment of Israel end in the licence taken hy t,he Arab States to

pursue their campaiqn  with the aid of the Corunittee  is no way of enqenderinq  the

faith in internatioral  initiatives which is  souqht  of  Israel .

t have thus far attempted to bring home to the Committee and to such of its

members as care to listen the settinq in which Israel. finds itself and the

responsibility which att.achea to their vote as members of the Committee and bearer!;

of its mi.esion, and 1 have dwelt on the wider implications of the vo<ing stance

adoptwed hy the Committee. I shall now discuss the report which the

Secretary-General was reauested to submit and draft renolukion A/C.I/42/1,.15.
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The very reauest of the Secretary-General to investigate Israel’s nuclear

potential and report on it is patently discriminatory. No other State which

possesses nuclear competence would accept, or he expected to accept, such

extraordinary treatment irrespective of whether it adheres to the Non-Prolireration

Treaty or not. I challenge  the Committee to institute such investigation of India,

for instance, which has set off a nuclear explosion. I know it will not hecause  it

accepts India’s declared policy against proliferation as an authoritative

expression of i ts stance.

I claim the same right for Israel, as  in&ed every  State claims for  i tself ,

and I have once again, earlier in this staccc!‘,tent,  said what Israel’s policy is.

The mere fact. that numerous Arah swnsors  and their committed associates harass

Israel on any issue and on any occasion does not lend legitimacy to so ineauitable

a procedure.

The report gives eaual weiqht  to the deciared  policy of Israel and to the

views Syr la, Traa and Banqladesh have of its policy. It seems preposterous to me

that. Syria and Iraa, which have sousht legitimacy for their threats  and wars

aqainst I s r a e l  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  4 0  years, have their views on Israel’s policy

juxtapcsed with t’.e authoritative statements made hy the Government of Israel.

Israel is not a mirror image ot those Arab States which threaten it without

respite, and any reference Israel has made to its nuclear competence has only

pertained to cc-operation with other nations and developing nations in particular.

I am happy to say that such co-operation in the heneEiciaL  uses of atomic enerqy

has flour ished  over the years and continues to flourish with a host of countries.

There is a reference in the report to an “amhiquity” on the part of Israel.

There is certainly no ambiquity in Tsrael’s  repeated invitation to the Arab Iitates

freely to negotiate a nuclear-weapon-free zone. This in a clear and affirmative
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statement of policy. The Commit t.ee should  take note of the Arab refusal to

negotiate on so vital an issue.

As a last remark on *the  report, let me remind members that one repr t is piled

on ‘cop of another as the years go by, and one report at Least was compiled with the

express in jiinction to cone*JLt  the Arab League of Nations. what is Israel supposed

to  m a k e  of t h i s  t r e a t m e n t , so except icnal in concept and execution?

Now Let me speak about draft resolution A/C.L/42/L.15. I t s  preambular

paragraphs make reference to a nucleate-weapon-free  zone. T have amply referred to

this sub.ject. Israel has  jo ined  in  the  consen:;us  o n  a  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n - f r e e  z o n e  f o r

the Middle East i.n the past. and will do so now but ins is ts that the modal i ties

sanctionetl by the United Nations he observed also in the Middle East. A

nuclear-weapon-free zone which excludes negotiations and mutual arrangements as

envisaged by the Arabs just is no nuclear-weapon-free zone.

A .Lso , the preamble invites deep concern

“that the declared Israeli l~j’l icy of attacking and d<?stroying  nuclear

Eacilit ies devoted to peacuFuL purpose’: is a part of its nuclear armament

po 1. i c.: y ” D (PI_“:.  l/42/1,.  15, p. 2)-

This sta tement  ignores entirely that  in 1985 the General  clonference oE the

In terna t ional Atomic Energy Aclency adopted a c esoLu t ion wh ich cons idered  that

ISracl’S  assurances  in  th is  regard,  given on  2  3 !;eptembf~r  19$5,  satisfied  the

with I.sracl ‘s s ta tement  on the inviolability of nuclear iln:;t.>L lat icons dedicated to

peaceful pur posen, and has not s incc reverted to this subject.
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In operative paragrz;#n  1 IsreeL is requested to qive reassurances which none

of the CO-:JponSc’;s  of the draft resolution have cvw cJiVI?!l. Even Non-~Pxliferatiorl

‘CL eaby signntor ! es insist  or1 a three-mm  th cancellation Clause. rf and when a

nuCLear-veapon-free  zone in the Mrddle East is negotiated, Israel  will propose

commitments more binding than the Non-Pruliferation Treaty.

On operative paragraph 2: there is no nuclear co-operation betweer. Israel and

Sou th Af? bca. The IJnl  ted Nations Secretarlr-Cunetal.  is on rcxort(! as saying that

there is no evidence for such co-operation, and 1 turn especiaL1~  to our friend9 in

Africa and ask them not to al.1~ the sponsors of the draf: resolution to vitiate

OIIT  L e1atior.s by insisting on fulsehttods. :r;rar?l’s statements on its p0Li<*y

vis-b-vis South Africa bre on record.---“--

On 3per  ative paragraph 3: r -xesentatives  may recall that I discussed earlier

the inal ienable  r ight  of  a n y  S t a t e  t:, determine  its non-prolif~!r~tiorl  stance and

:;did t h a t  d nucLellr-w~apon-~ree zoncb in the Middle East is the stance on which

I St- .Ael has decided.

Operative paragraphs 4 <and 5 dl:‘e  concr’ary tc, the Iln i ter1  Nations Char ter and

t h a t  <J!: t h e  I”i’:.A. I have reason t.o I-1, ink thiit ~h<j.:a tlevelnpinq  count-r ieo whiclr

(I(,-oper’ate  with Txael. will  <y)ntinue to (1~) so. ‘l’hcy  know that all the co-sponsors

combined have made n3 at tempt, compal able to that made by Israel,  to co-operate

With tilem in :;cienti tic and techntrloqical  ;:reas to the bc?nefi t of all.

In operative paragraphs  6, 7 and 8, the Comni. t tee i:] invi ted tr) continue to
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me&era  to whom thr dignity  of  the J~mmitter matter8 to  face up to their

f espons  ib il ities.

At the General Conference of the Inter national Atomic Energy Agency, 28 member

Statee rose to the occasion aa a similar draft resolution. It should be poarlble

ILI expect  the Fir  at  Cofxlittee  to  act  in a similar apir it .

Mr. KHANWE (Ukrainian Soviet Social ist  Republic]  ( interpretation from

Russian) a In today’s statement the Ukrainian delegation wishes to talk about t.he

problem of proh ihi ting chemical weapons ,  which is  one of the priority tasks in the

field of ldmi ting the arms race and hr inging about disarmament. A8 w i l l  b e

recal led, talks on this question have a long and complicated history. However e

recently at the Geneva Disarmament 3mference  there have emerged clear prospects of

the successful  conclusion of  these talks, This, in our view, is an important

result  of  the constructive efforts  of  both the direct  participants j,n the talks and

the whole in tarna t.ional community .

For a number of years, in its resolutions ths General Assembly has strr -ed

the  importance  of the early concl~rsion of work on an international. convention and

has called upn the States Members to refrain from any act;rn that might hinder the

attainment of that goal. Now,  when the adoption of this his torlc internat-ional

legal document is within our grasp, thtiughtful and  respons ib le  tipproaches to the

problem are par ticula; 1 i vt ta1 , a s  is t h e  mobil ization  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  o f  t h e

St.ates inv:;lved  t o  tdke t h e  d e c i s i v e  s t e p .

The social ist  States ,  primiiry  parties  in the talks,  have given concrete

evidence of their readiness actively to co-operate with all the par ticiparts in the

Conference on Disarmament to -dark for the early conclusion of a cOnVQntiOn* At the

ta lks,  in order to Eind  solutions to questions st.ill hindering the conclusion of

work on the conven t ion, they have accommodated the wishes of other St8 tes. As a
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raRult.  the number  of unreaolvod prot>lercls  has heen reduced to a minimum and the

11 if Pe rencefi  have heen nar towed rad ica 1 ly . How,  afl hrln been rrhown  by the

appropriate eaction of the report ot the Conference on nianrmament,  auestionn  of

notification and the elimination of et,ockpilen  of chemical weapons and product ion

facilities have heen larqely relsolved  and all that remain: ia the juridic*al and

technical Fintshinq  touches And the uueetion  of control and t.he monitor  lnq of them

[lKOCt38Z3@tl.
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what ir taking plaor ir a basir for agreement  alro on thr auention  of the

non-produation of  chemical  weapon8  in c ivi l ian indurtry. Fundamental for furthrr

pcogrsrr in thim work ha8 been the l djurtment in the position  of tha Soviet Union

on the monitoring uu~tron, and what ie at  irrue here ir thr  reeditman  to accrpt

the nred for juridical l nehrinrment of the princ,ple of obligatory inrpection -

challenge inrpec t ion - without the right of refursal i;~ such inrpoctionu.

Furthrrmore, the ohallsnge insps!?tion  muat  be carrird out no later than 48 houra

af ter  the  cha l l enge  ir iseurd.

I n  other worda, a l l  noooraary  c o n d i t i o n s  rxiat f o r  t h e  f i n a l  finishing burnt

in the talks for the prohibit ion of  chemical  deaponn.  In this regard,  we have

noted with aatiefaotion  that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in

November-December this year will continue to work on the drr.ft convention. In our

view an important rerult of thir work would be the reaching of agreement on a

mandate for thr Ad Hoc! Committee which would ensure that rrsxt  year work would be

finally concluded on the draft convention, inc luding  i t s  f  ins1 wotdinq. An

eseantial  pee-condition in any efforts in the field of limiting armaments and

diearmament is, of course, monitoring and truet. The strengthening of truet has

been demonstrated by the invitation  by the Soviet Union to vieit  the mtlitary

facility in Shikhany by experts from 45 counkries who for two days obeerved typical

axamplse of chemical weapons and means of destroying them. ALI membera  w i l l  recall,

experts  wil l  he invited also to the epecial  cnemical-weapon destruction  faci l i ty

which ie heinq bui l t  in  the  region  o f  Chapayevak. Among the concrete stepfl

deeiqned to etrenqthen trust, there is the invitat ion by the United States  of

America t.o vieit  the chemical-weapon deetrllction Encility in Tooele in the etate Of

Utah, and other measurea,

In this reqard, it Ce Cmportant, relevant and t imely that the auestion  of  t!le

need for etrenqthsninq t tuet  should he reflected in the draft  resoLut:on  presented
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Ukrainian SSR, for the oonmidrration  of Our

An important conrtituent element, in international effortn to bring about a

radical solution to the problem of prohibiting chemical weaponr  can be reon in the

initiatives of a number of eocial  let coun  tr lea ts, croata  OhemicaGweapon-Cr.0 wxw

in central Europe and the Balkana. We aleo view in thir con text the appeal from

the States par tiea to the War saw Treaty addreaeed to all oountr ier not to produce

chemical weaponn, including the binary and multi-component chemical weapon, and not

t0 deploy them outside their national  territory,  aa well  aa to withdraw ruch

weapono from all foreign territories where they exist  at. prerrent.

At t.he same time, just when the proapeote for concluding the convention  have

become very clear, the  Uni ted  State8 ia ntill re luctant  t.o q ive  up  it@ plaile fo:’

modernizinq  chemical we6Mna by meann  of full-acals manufacture of the binary

w(rapcn, We cannot. fail to be aor  iously concerned by the report from Rou tera On

16 October thifi year that the United State8 President has given inet,iuction6 to

proceed wi th the final assembly of binary ehellc and invoked to th iu end t.he

national  security  intereuts o f  t h e  U n i t e d  States. Those e f for  te cannot  fa i l  to

hinder work cn the international  conventiar prohibit ing chemical  weapona,  and it ia

the Gener-.l  Aeeembly’ci  duty to take a stand on the character of those effor te and

do everything poa~ihls to el iminate the obstacles  that .  st.ill peraiet. in the

concluding stage of our work.

In the couc se of the qeneral debate in our Committee, on 13 Oct.ober  , the

represent.ative of  the Ukrainian SSR expressed the view thatr

,,in view of the extent to which aqreemen t has been reached between the

neqo t ia t inq S ta tes and D ther coun tr i ee concerned, it would be poseible for the
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Firat Committee to conclude its consideration of the question of chemical

weapons by adopting a single resolution on the baais of coneienaue”.

(A/C. 1/42/PV. 4, p. 41)

Such an outcome of our work has been suppor t.ed by many delegations, both in their

atatementa  and aleo in the course of informal coneultationr. we wholeheat trdly

share the view in t) l gard of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical

Weapona,  Ambaaaador i’#K .UB  of Sweden, when he said1

(spoke in Enql ish)

“We therefore welcome that, constructive efforts are made in thin

Commit tee to merge  vat ioua initiatives i.n t.o one sinqle resolut.ion on the ~SBU~!

of chemical weapons negotiations. It would be helpful to the negotiations and

a meeeage of great significance to the world community if the General Assembly

this  year could express  i tself  with one voice on this  issue.”

(continued in Ruoe ian)-

And, f inal ly , such a step would give a practical response to the numerous

appeals to reduce the number of resalu tions, particularly on one and the same

(juestlon. Unfortunately, what has happened is that certain dalaqations - primarily

those who favour atreaml,ining  the Commtttee’e work and combining draft resolutions

and who urge the need for consensus  - have addreeaed their appeals to otl~er s who do

not consider it binding on them. The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR call6 upon

alI interested delegations to redouble their  efforts  to  see to i t  t.hat.  t .he

decisions of thi.a session of the General  Assembly qive clear and unambiguous

Yuidance  for the concLusion of work on the draft convention on the compreheneive

prohihitlon  and destruction of chemical weapons.

Mr. GY I (Burma) I-I_-- In the course of the deliberations in this Committee,

t h e  niyni ficance o f  \)ann ing nuclr?dr  t(a:itr, has been s tre:isetl  in the sta temen  te ma&b
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community that, despt te overwhelming in t.ernational  .>pinion and deapi te the ef for tfl

in the 1Jni  ted Nat.ions, ths testing of nuclear weapons continues unabated and there

appear to be ~0 early prospects as yet for the realization of a comprehensive

prohibition of all nuclear t.eata.

From the time that t.hiT iebrra first aroused international concern over a

ClU ter century aqo, no other disarmament, measure haa been aought no long with 110

much dedication by the non-nuclear States. The reason for th is is obvious. A

comprehensive test ban is considered as an essetn tial step Lowards  the ha1 t.ing of

the nuclear-arm8 race. The competition in the qualitative aspects of nuclear

weapons has been a major factor in the fuelling of such a race. Reseat ch and

developnent 01 nuclear  weapona, l ike research  in other military fielder 1s a

self -qenerntinq process in which nuclear testing plays an important role. Nuclear

testing in said to be responsible for t.he technological momentum of such a race.

TherP indeed exists a link between the test  Lnq of nucl.eilr  weapons .&I the

r?acal.at ion of the nuclear-arms race , and It iti believed  that a comprehenljive  ban on

nuclear tests is a prerequisite to the nuclear disarmament process. There arc? I

intie&, assertions that had a comprehensive test-ban treaty been achieved in the

early 1960s when the multilateral nagotiatlons  in the eighteen-Nation  iIisarmament

Committee came very near to reaching an agreement., it could have put effective

constraints on the qualitative aspec:ts of the nuclear-arms race.

Tt has been emphasized  that the,  gravest problem confrontinq  mankind totlny is

to ,ivert  the threat of a nuclear catastrophe, and the prevention OC nuclear war has

become an over r iding  concern of the inter net ion al. commun  i ty.
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A compreheneive  teat-ban treaty oan be conridored  a8 an effoctiva measure  for the

Prevention of a nuclear war. That ir why, in the conritleration of  the prevention

of a nuclear war st the Conforencr on Dinarmament, many delega tionr, par ticularlY

the non-aligned and neu t,r al daleqa  tionl, have propoircrd  that the banning of all

nuclear te8 tr he coneidored a8 a pr iOri.ty mearure.

Of concern al80 is the PraCtiCai  fearibility Of apace weapon8 medO pO88iblO

through research and nuclear tarting, which would apur a new dimension of the arms

r ace in outer apace.

There ie now a trend of thought prevailing that a comprehensive ban on nuclear

teat!ng  is a long-term objective am further teatjng of nuclear weapons ie necesrrary

t.o maintain strategic atability. It is asset t,ecl  that test rxploe ions are nece8sary

to maintain the rel iabi l i ty  of nuclear weaponr. It  is  bel ieved,  however,  that  a

t,est ban under effective compliance procedure8 oould effectively curb the

advancement in nuclear-weapon technology and impose equal and non-dircriminatory

conetraints, thereby enhancing strategic mtability and creating conditions

favourable to fur ther the process of nuclear disarmament.

Commitment8 exist on the part. of the nuclea*-weapon  St.ates, as expreesed  in

international  instruments,  for the digcontinuance of  al l  nuclear tests  for all

time. Such a ,!ommi  tment  ie also impor tan? with regard to the hot izosltal  spread of

nuclear weapons aa its fulfilment would consti t,ute an effect,ive barrier againet the

emergence of new nuclear-power centres with all its dire consequences.

Developments in the past have served t.o show that. in terna tional  public opinion

hae played an important. role in the banning of nuclear tents. The mobil ization  of

wcrld public opinion against nuclear testing ,  which was f irst  ref lected in Genera:

Assembly resolution 39/148  J of 17 December 1984, has indeed played a valuable role

in efforts  to  ban nuclear tests . For it can be said that such concerns of the

international community resulted in subsequent deve1opnent.s  in 1958, t.hat led to
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negotiations at the trilateral level and We first moratorium on nuclear testing,

which was short-lived.

The convolution of the tour se of events relating to the test-ban negotiations

has shown that there has been an inter-linkage of the negotiating process at

different levels, for the trilateral talks, which btegan in 1958, were reconstituted

as a three-Power SukCommi  t tee of the Eighteen-W tion Commit tee on Disarmament I

which came into existence in 1962. Since that time, no other disarmament measure

has been subjected to negotiations, discussions and deliberations as much as the

banning of nuclear tests. Past negotiations at the bilateral, trilateral and

multilateral levels had defined the parameters of a treaty, particularly With

regard to soopa  and verification , and what is now required is a political

commitment to treat a test ban on its own merits and to consider it as an early

object ive .

The prospects for a positive outcome of negotiations on a comprehensive

test-ban treaty , as in all disarmament negotiations, is susceptible to a favourable

political climate. My delegation believes that present developaents  are conducive

to beginning the process of negotiations at the multilateral level, which has bee*

kept in abeyance for reasons that do not appear to be justifiable.

The impending agreement between the two super-Powers on the elimination of

certain classes of nuclear-weapon systems are indeed a major breakthrough in the

bilateral negotiations. Such an agreement would constitute a first step towards

the objectives of the reduction of the remaining vast arsenals of nuclear weapons

in its strategic dimensions. The banning of nuclear tests can be considered as an

important  Confidence-building measure for progress on further measures.

The test-ban issue needs to be considered in the light of new developments.

which relate to the expressed intention by the two States that are the most

significant militarily to deal with verification procedures, the objective of which
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woulr;  be to ratify the 1974 tnreehold test ban treaty and t,o lower progto88iVrly

the threshold with the ultimate obj8otive  of banning all nuclear tratr. Thi8

indeed can bo coneidered  ae an important development. It ha8 rho to ba rrid that

partial meanurea  should be con8idered not as an end in itrolf, but a8 a mranr to an

end and that end ie a conprehensive  test-ban treaty. Thr need alro arbor to take

into consideration  whether 8 particular threrhold 8greed upon can effectively  place

constrainta on nuclear teeting for weapons purpoaea. Potential8  exist in partial

agreements  a8 mea8ure8 for confidence-building,  particularly with regrrd to

vet if Ication and compliance, which could enhsnce the prorpects f(Jr a comprehenriw

teat-ban treaty. It in alro important to consider the role that the existing

mllltil&teral machinery could play for the realization  of thie objective.

A comprehensive  teat-ban treaty wou1.d  be an international agreement of

world-wide ecope and, aa euch, it would be neceeeary  to deal with the ioaue in it8

multilateral dimension to make it poesible  to transform the goal of banning all

nuclaar tests, as announced hilaterally,  into an early objective. It i s ,

therefore, neceaeary to take stock of the existing  situation 8t the Conference on

Disarmament, where negotiation8  on a test ban have been kept pending contrary to

the United Nation6 mandate, ae expreaRed  in the Final Document of the firrt rpecial

eesaion devoted to diaarmament (resolution S-10/2), and  to  start rea l  negotiations

in parallel  with the bilateral  ini t iat ive6 that  are heinq taken 80 that  the rtcrted

objective to ban all nuclear teats for all time would become more meaningful.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I  ca l l  on  the  rsprerontative

of Sri Lanka, Mr. Wijewardane, who will introduce the report of the Ad Hoc

Committee on the Indian Ocean (A/42/29).

Mr. WIJEWARnANE (Sri Lanka) : The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the

indian Ocean (A/42/29) has been prepared pursuant to resolution 41/87 of

4 Lecember  1986.
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In accordance with i ta mandate, the Ad Hoc Commit tee held two 889s ions earlier

this year at united Nations Headquarters. The first session took place from

23 March to 3 April 1987 *nd the second session from 22 June to 10 July 1987.

Altogether the Ad Hoc Committee held 17 formal meetings, as well as a number of

informal meetings during these two sessions. In addition, the Working GrouPI

established in accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee’s &cieion of 11 July 1985,

held 11 meetings in the tour se of the two sess ions in 1987 l
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1 am pleased to inform the First Committee that once again the Ad Hoc

Committee, within the time allocated and the resourcee made available to it,  wa6

able to recommend to the General Assembly  a consensus draft resolution for ita

adoption at  this  seeaion. Thie draft  resolution is contained in part  III  of  the

report of the Ad Hoc Committee (A/42/29)  now before the Committee. Part f of the

report is an introduction, while part II contains a report on the work of the

Ad Hoc Committee. Permit me, at  this point, to thank Member States for their

sustained interest and active participation in the work of the Working Group and

the Ad Hoc Committee.

Permit me also briefly to provide the First Committee with some background

information on the work of the Ad Hoc Committee and that of its Working Group. Ae

Member States may recall, the Committee decided in 1985 to establish a Working

Group with a mandate to identify, expand and facilitate agreement on aubetantive

issues re1atil.g to the establishment of a zone of peace. During the year under

review the Working Group continued to work under this mandate. T o  f a c i l i t a t e  i t e

work, the Chairman of the Working Group, Ambassador Nihal Rodrigo of Sri Lanka,

presented to the Working Group an informal paper which contained a list Of

20 points. There were intensive negotiations and discussions within the Working

Group. The Group made progress in its work, and it was agreed that the Working

Group should continue to function within its mandate.

while the substance was  being dealt with within the Working Group, the Ad Hoc

Committee held discussions on various issues, including an exchange of viewe on the

papers submitted by delegations to the Committee. As in previous years, the Ad Hoc

Committee sought to give adeauate time to the discussion of both procedural and

substantive issues.
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The draft resolution that the Ad Hoc Corirmittee  recommends for doption hy the

Asnmbly  has only 2 preamhulnr  pnrnqrapbi  and 13 operative paragraphs.

Tt will be noted that An operative paraqraph  5 of the draft remlution the

General Assembly

“ReaueSts  the Ad Hoc Commit:.ec  t.o hold three  preparatory  sess ions in  l.988,

each of a duration of one week, one session of which could be held at Colornl’w

in  accordCIce  wi th  a  der:iniorr  t o  he t a k e n  h y  the Ad  Hoc  Commlt,:ee  a t  its Ei&st

session in 1988”.

ny operative paraqraph 6, the General Rsaernbly  would rtcruest. the Ad Hoc

committee,

“should the preparatory work not he completed to enahle the conveninq of thP

mf9rence  I n  1 9 8 8 , to complete the remnininq work dur inq its subzieauent

Resfiiona  in order to enable the conveninq of the Conference at (lolombo  at an

early date, h u t  n o t  l a t e r  t h a n  1 9 9 0 , in consultation with the hobt country”.

The t.hird special session devoted to disarmament is scheduled to he held next

year. AS i n d i c a t e d  in  opera t ive  parnqraph  9  o f  t h e  tlrnft reso’lution,  the  Ad  Hoc- -

Committee is recuested to present a report on its work t,o the special session.

Tt has been my qood fortune as Chairman oE the r\d Hoc Committee to have the

full support and co-operation of all the members of the Commltt.ee. T f-u 1 1 y

appreci lte the co-operaticn, qoctlwi 11, acc:ommndation a n d  understandinq t h a t  they

hav?  ex tenderi  to me. nuri.nq i tn preparatory sesr,ions  next year, the Ad Hoc- -

Committee will, au st.ated in operat.ive parCtqraph  7 ,

“qive  sericufl  c o n s .  leratior  t.0 way!; a n d  mean53  o f  m o r e  e f f e c t i v e l y  orqanizinq

w o r k  i n  t.he A d  H o c  (Yommittee  t-r)  enVlt)lr:  i t  t o  flil t-i1 i t s  m a n d a t e ” .--_.
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I am confident that, given the ntrcessary will and Rpitit  of co-operation, t,b

Ad HOC Committee will he able to discharge its mandate fullv and pave the way for

the opening of the Conference in Colomho at an ear.ly date - hut not later than 1990.

My introduction of thitr yea)‘@8  report would noC ho comp1et.a  unless I paid a

tribute to the Secretariat for  the close co-operation and O?saistancd  extended to

UB. I thank them all, particularly the outgoing Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee

on the Indian Ocean, Mr. Kherrrdi, whose return to tha Ad Hoc Committee te aenbr

adviser was warmly welcomed,

Refore concluding my introduction of the report (A/42/29) prepared hy the

Ad Hoc Committee on the Intllun Ocean, I  should Like to  draw the  a t tent ion  of  the

Committee to the fact that the report and the draft resolution are the result of

protracted negctiationa,  cOnflU.~tat~OIIs and diecussiona, ,311 in the int.erest of

arriving at a coneeneua. My colleagues in the Ad Hoc Committee and I, therefore,- - -

hope that in the First CommLttee  too we shall see acceptances  of the report and the

draft resolution by conAenauR.

Mr. KORSGAARD-PEDERSXN  (Denmark ) : I should like on behalf of the,-

12 memher States of the European Community to make some commenta  on fwh-item  (b) of

aqenda item 62, “Objective information on military matters”.

The Twelve remain convinced that a better flow of objective information on

milit,ary capabilities could help to relieve international tension and cr,,trihute  to

the building  of confidence among  States on a qloh.al,  regional or subregional

level, lt in, at the same time, an important prereautAitP  for the concludinq  of

ver ifiahle arms-control and disarmament agreements.

In the C’inal  Document. of the tenth special session of the General Assembly,

the fir~lt special ae!naion  devoted to dicnrmamsnt, Member  States a r e  encouraqec’l  to

enBbre a bettf?r  f l o w  of’ i n f o r m a t i o n  w i t h  ~vqard t o  t  tw v n r  ioIl!; .I::pect.s  ot

d iaarmament.



NR/fc A/C. 1/42/PV.28
29

(Mr. Koragaard-Pedereen,  Denmark)

The Twelve have consistently  supported  a freer and more open flow of uRefu1

and objective information on military matterrs. The netttl  for a better flow of

objective information on military capnhl  li ties la reflected in draft. raaolLltion

A/C. 1/42/L.22,  amonq whoee spontrors are morn@ man! of the Twelve. We, of course,

support that draft resolution. Ae part of the natural contrlhutfon by demtxcntic

Governmenta to a free and open debate on military matturu,  member  Statea of the

European Community have conaiatently implemented a wide vnrtety of menauren  whose

aim la to contribute  to the wideat  pos~ihle level of openness in military rdAt.ters

in yeneral. Extensive objective and puhl ic. 17 available  information on military

matter8  is thus provided for hy Borne  of the Twelve.

The adoption of me(Iflurea contrlhutinq to greater opennenB  and transparency

helps to prevent mieperceptione  of the military capahilit.inR  and the intentionn of

othsra, and theae constitute practical and concret:tT confidence-hu i ldinq mei?iRurt*8  of

a military nature.

An important and valuable First  step towards greater  opennenn and transparency

tn this field in the int.ernntlonal nyRtcm for the fztandartlized  report  lnq of

militflry sxpenAiturrt8, adopted under the nuspices  nf the rJni  t~cl  Nnt ionn. Tho

report inq matrix of the Ilnl ted Nat.iGns, estahl.  iRhed  throuqh General  Ansemh Ly

r e s o l u t i o n  35/142 I3, provideR  a universal. t’rumc?work  wherrthy Statan w:th c;if Ferant

eocidl  and economic RyetemA  can ~upp1.y information about , ?ir 1r11 I itary

expenditure8 in a comparable  and ntin-pre  judicial form. A n  incr~a~lnq number of

Stjtee  have provided annual reports on mil ttary exp@ndlt\lr~R it; conformity with the

international. ayatem  for Htandardized  reportinq, as can bt+ seen in the lat.crnt

report of the Secretary-General on this iscjuc?.
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We wish to reiterate the importance we attach to the application of the

reportinq instrument hy the broadest possible numhsr of Statem,  and in particular

by the major military Power-a, hut also by a variety of countries belonging to

different ragionn  and with different hudqetinq  and accounting eyetams.
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The outcome of the oxIjc?rts’ m e e t i n g  o f  t h e  review  (lonfarencc-!  ~>f’ t.hfh pdrt.tas  to

t h e  hio’irxlicnl weapons C o n v e n t i o n  h e l d  ear1te.r  t h i s  y e a r  I n  G e n e v a  i~ a n o t e w o r t h y

contribution  tc> the i n t e r n a t i o n a l  e n d e a v o u r s  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  f l o w  ,>f informntion in

the (1 isarmament f ie Id. The adoption of a numher of measures for the exchanqe of

informat ion in  matters  reletsii  to  the  Convent ion wi l l  help to onhanne the

implementat ion of  the  pl-ovisians  of  the  Convent lon and contrih~lte  to  strenqt.heninq

it3 a u t h o r i t y . This exchanqa of information includt*s  data ahout.  l~~tnxrator  ie~l and

research cent reR, hioloqi.c:nl  reeearoh  r e l a t e d  t:o t h e  (!onvantion a n d  otlthretikn o f

unusun 1. ti inenn~n. The exchanqe of  such in format ion is  a  usefu l  contr Ihllt.ion to

i(:;lnt. confidoncc-hut LdInqqreatar  opennesn tn mi,ltt.nry  mat.tera. I t  is a l s o  a  ntqntf

measure which deserves full. support..

Mr.-_ IrrrtlEI,f8K:N  (German ikmwratic  Repuhl  tc) : My de

i n t r o d u c e  t o d a y  t,he d r a f t  rf!solutiona e n t i t l e d  “ N o n - r i s e  o f

prevent  ion of nut Iedr war” (A/C. l/42/1,. 7) an*:  “Ohl fqat  ionrr

to effect  Iv+* disarmament neqot  lat ions” (A/C. l/42/1,.6).

leqation w o u l d  1  ikp t o

nuclear  wtrapon+  and

of Sth3t.cf.i  t o  cclntr ihtrtc

nuclear war, wh i(*t: i.* co-sponsored hy Cuba, t he ilunqar  ian l%~~pl~~’  FI Itc?p\ltJl  1~:  and the

Social  1st Repuhl 1~: of’ Nomani ,a, addresses the  main  auest-ion  of  our  t  1mc+,  namflly,  the

a v e r t  inq o f  t.he danqer o f  a n u c l e a r inferno’  R threatening  r,rank  ind. Proc:efvl  inq from

parfiqrdph  50 o f  t h e  Final brx:clmcnt  o f  the f irat Rpecial :.~~ssioon  of the-h  Gerwral

ARwmhly dt?vot.ed  to cl i narmament  , t.hc d r a f t  rczsollltion cal 1~ u p o n  all nuclrdr-w%iWn

S t a t e n  t o  follow the cxam~>le o f  the Peoplf~‘a tIepIth i(: of Ilhina and t htr union of

sovte!t Soc:ialist r3c.puhl  ten and t o  llndertakp not.  t o  hp thcb flr~t t.o IIEW nllc:lc?~~r

weapons.
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international instrument of a leqally hindinq  chsracter  lirying down the ohliqation

not tc? he the firut to UA~ nuclear weapone. The adoption of allch an ohlic-jation by

aL.1 nuclear-weapon States wou1.d  constitute d siclnif  icant confidence- and

Recur i ty-hu ild ing meaaure. At the same time it in a decisive  criterion for a

military doctrine directed to defenca.

In the condition8 of our nuclear and Rpace  aqe, the prohlemr  facinq mankind

can he Rolved only by workinq toqether, that in by political meane, by

reeult-or ientated neqot iat ions. ThiR recoqnition ifs taken into account in the

draft resolution entitled “OhLiqat  ion of States to contribute  to effective

cl isarmament neqot iat ions”. All Staten - large, medium and smal.l - must contribute

their share t.o t.hat  proceR8; therefore, d r a f t  roaolution  t.6 e x p l i c i t l y  indicate8

the need fnr hiLateral  and multil.ateral disarmament negotiationa to complement and

stimulate each other.

AA particuLarLy  important RtepR to he t.aken in the Field nf disarmament, the

(IraFt resolution underlines the need to conclude an arlreement  on the elimination Of

t.he Land-haHed  inter-r)  edinte- and shorter-range  nuclear miflaileg of the Union of

!iovier. Socialist  Rep~lhlic~ and  t  ,e rrnlted Statee;  to  r e a c h  d e e p  cl1t.a tn the

nt.rateqic  offensive arms  of the  Union of Soviet social i~t- Qepuhlics  a n d  t h e  United

Statee whi le  maintaininq  and Rtrenqthenincl  t-he anti-ha1 LigtiC misfi?;es  Treaty

regime;  to  reach a  complex  t? and general prohihttion of nucLear-weapon  teeta;  to

Finalize without further delay the convent.inn  on the prohthi.tion of chemtcal

weaponw  ; and  to  intc?nRify  all e f for ts  in the  f i e l d  of  cow twtional  disarmament.

The draft resoli11 inn invites 1-he  Geneva Conference on Disarmament to

r’oncentrate tt4 work on the suhstant ivc nntl  priority items on its aqendi  and to

proceed to neqottations on A nllclear-llest  hnn, on t,he cessation  of  the  nuclear  at-rnK

race and nllclenr  di~~nrmement,  on 1-k I>r6~v(~nt  icxl of n\l(:‘ear war and on the
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prevention of an armn race in outer apace  without further delay, an well. aa to

finalise  the draft convention on the prohibition of all chemical  weapon5 and on

their  destruction.

The implementation of those recueats would he in line with the ideae and

proposal8 submitted  in the document entitled “On Rnhancinq t.he Efft?CtiVent?aR  of t-k

Geneva Conference on Diearmament” adopted at the recent Praque meeting of Foreiqn

Minieters of the Warsaw Treaty memher Statefs.

A8 in previoua years, my delaqatfon is lookinq forwarci  to trustful and

succeaeful  co-operatioc  with the Aeleqation of Yugoslavia for a merqinq with draft

resolution A/C.1/42/L.7~,  thue  following not only in words hut. al.Ao in deeds  the

reaueet to reduce the number of draft resolutions on the same subject-matter and to

increase the number of reeolutiono adopted hy conseneus.

Mr .  ROSSIDES  (CypruR) I wieh to introduce draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L. 13 of 23 October 1987 under item 63 of the General Aseembly’s aqenda

entitled “Review and implementation of the Concludinq  Document of the Twelfth

Special Session of the General Assembly”. Our concern 1~ the cant inuincj  encalnt ion

of the  armCI race . We are now at the forty-second anniverRary  of the IInitccL

Na t ionrl , and the arms race has beebn continuing for all those years. Cons I der inq

that the Security Council has never dealt with the crueRtion  of disarmament,  thi.R

draft reoolution calls upon the Council to comply with Article 26 of the Charter

and hold a session  of the Council for the consideration of the escaLat.ion  of t.he

arms race, with a view to hrinqinq it to i* halt.

Artic1.e  26 of the Charter provides that the Security Counci.1

“Bhall  be reffponsihle  for formulattnq . . . plann t o  he submitted to the Membcrn

o f  t h e  Ilnited Nattons f o r  t h e  estnhlishment  o f  a  system f o r  t.he reqlll atton of

i3rmaments”,
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whereas  Article  11 of  the  Charter,  dealirlg with disarmar-ant,  aaylr  tha t

“The General Aaaremhly may consider the general principle9  of co-operation

in the maintenance of international peace dnd security,  including . . . the

regulation of  armamentn”.

When it apeaks shout the regulation of armamenta it says that the Security

Council  shall  be rssponrrible - and I emphaeize  the word “ahal.1”  - for dealiqq with

the quest  ion.

Au far a8 I know the Security Council ha8 ignored and bypassed the reeolutione

adopted hy this Committee and the General Assembly, contrary to the provieionfi  Of

the Charter and contrary to General AeRembly  reeolution 39/63 K, adopted on

12 December 1984, which calle upon the Security Council to comply with Article 26

and to hold a eeries of meeting8  devoted to the consideration of the escalating

arms  race with a view to brinqinq it to a halt.

The  purpoee of  this draft  resolution therefore ia to bring to the at tent ion  of

t h e  Secur i ty  Counc i l  i t s  reeponaihility  to  ac t  accordinq to  t h e  c:harter, ~EI  I  h a v e

expla ined.

T h e  meetinq  rose a t  1 2 . 1 0  p.m.


