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The  meet ing was  cal ledfo  order  at  3 .10 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 40 to 69 (continued)

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

Mr* Al-KETAL  ( I raq)  ( i n t e rpre ta t i on  f rom Arab i c )  I I have the honour of

introducing draft  resolut ion A/C.1/42/L.15,  which i.8 aponsocsd by Jordinn and Iraq.

The Confecerlce  on Disarmament  was establ i shed to  provide an opportunity  for

a l l  M e m b e r  S t a t e s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  Nation8  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  e f f e c t i v e l y  a n d  p o s i t i v e l y  t o

negot iat ions  on disarmament  and encourage al l  endeavourE  to bring ak)ut an

atmosphere  favourable  to  pos i t ive  pract ical  eteps  towardn general  and complete

d iearmament .  Obvioutily,  t h e r e f o r e , a l l  countrierj  h a v e  a  v i t a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e

success of  that  Conference. The ruletl of procedure 01 the Conference on

Di sarmament  a f f i rm  this f a c t  a n d  r e f e r  v e r y  c l e a r l y  t.c~ t he  r i gh t  o f  S ta t e s  no t

member8 o f  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  b u t  a b l e  a n d  w i l l i n g  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  i t s  w o r k  t o  preselit

to  i t  re levant  documents  and etudien. That ie w h y  i t  i s  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  Final

Dccument  o f  t h e  t e n t h  rjpecial  session o f  t h e  tieneral  A s s e m b l y ,  t h e  f i r s t  devot.ed t o

d i.sarniamunt  , that .  “All  States  have the  r ight  to  part ic ipate  in  disarmament

n e g o t i a t i o n s ”  (renolution  S-10(2, puca. 28).- --. - Furthermore, in paragraph 120 of the

E’inal  Document, al! Membur States  of  the  United Nat ions  are  urged to  part ic ipate  in

an act ive  and ef fect ive  manner  in  negotiatioQ8 on disacmamznt.

In a d d i t i o n ,  a r t i c l e s  3~ t o  3 6  of t h e  rule6 o f  p r o c e d u r e  o f  t h e  C(>rllLerence  o n

Disarmament adopted by the members oE that Conference grant non,-member  States the

right  to  contribute  to  the  preparatory work of  the  Conference in  connect ion with

important quest ions.

The C o n f e r e n c e  o n  L~it;armament  deals w i t h  i s s u e s  t h a t  a r e  v e r y  :4en!-Jitivc?  an(l

s i g n i f i c a n t ,  b e c a u s e  t h e y  a r e  relat.ed  t o  t h e  s a f e t y  a n d  s e c u r i t y  b o t h  of the world

i n  g e n e r a l  .3nd  o f  indivitlua].  countries. Therefore , logic dictates  that till the
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reaolutione  and recommendations of the Conference on Diearmament muet relate t0

auhetantive  mat te r s  a n d  ahoulU  b e  a d o p t e d  b y  a l l  c o u n t r i e s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h o s e

which have  huge araenale  of  weapons  and the  technical  and economic ahi l i ty

necekaaty  to  uontinue to  develop such weapons and increase  the  stockpilea  and

destruct ive  capability  of  thoas  weapons. T h e  consensus prov i s ion  in  t h e  rulee o f

procedure of  the  Conference took  account  of  this  real i ty  to  provide a  pract ical

chance of al.1 itcr substantive recommendations and resolutions being implemented.

The consensus  provis ion in  the  rules  of  procedure was  not  meant  to  confer  a

r ight  of  veto  tha t  could  be  exercised by  a  State  member  of  the  Conference in  order

to  p reven t  t he  par t i c ipa t i on  o f  o ther  coun t r i e s  i n  t h e  w o r k  o f  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e ,  a8

t h i s  might. m a k e  i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  f i n d  s o l u t i o n s  t o  t h e  m a j o r ,  s e n s i t i v e  iaeuee d e a l t

with  hy the  Conference . The  consensus  rule  was not  meant  to  confer  on a  member

State  the  riqht to  transform the Conference into  a  c losed c lub,  where a  member

colr?.d defend i t s  cwn interests  or  exploit the  Conference for  propaganda purposes

far  removed f rom the  ul t imate  noble goals  of  the  Conference.

Wi th  a  v i ew  to  r edre s s ing  th i s  s i t ua t i on , dra f t  r eao lu t i on  A/C.l/42/L.16  u r g e s

S t a t e s  n o t  t o  ahuee t h e  consenaun  r u l e  80 a s  t o  p r e v e n t  Statea  n o t  m e m b e r s  f rom

exeri:ising  t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  work o f  t h e  Cpnference on

Diaarm,ument. T h a t  w o r k  i s  o f  i n t e r e s t  t o  all c o u n t r i e s  w i t h o u t  e x c e p t i o n .

T h e  (:unaral. As semhly ,  i n  t h e  p r e a m b l e  t o  t h e  dra f t  r e so lu t i on ,  a f t e r  t ak ing

note of the Secretary-General.‘s  report (A/42/552) , r e c a l l s  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly

r e s o l u t i o n s  o n  th i s  ouh;oct a d o p t e d  i n  1984, 1985 a n d  1 9 8 6  a n d  noteu t h a t  those

resol.utionR h a v e  n o t  y e t  l e d  t o  these m a t t e r s  being  dealt with a d e q u a t e l y  j n  t h e

Conference on Dinarmament, Tt is ALRO  r e c a l l e d  i n  t h e  preamble  t h a t  t h e  F i n a l

D o c u m e n t  of t h e  t e n t h  ppacial session o f  t he  (;eneral Assembly  a f f i rmed  t h a t  all

S t a t e s  have?  t h e  d u t y  t o  cnntrjhute t o  t.he e f f o r t s  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  disarmament.
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F i n a l l y ,  i n  t h e  preamble, t h e  f i r m  conviotlon ir expreered  t h a t  a l l  countriee  h a v e

a  v i t a l  interret I n  t h e  LIUCC~II  o f  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n r  o n  diaarmamrnt.

The three  operat ive  aaragraphe  are  very  c lear  and need no explanat ion.  They

read ae fo l lower

N1. Reiteratea o n c e  m o r e  t h e  r i g h t  o f  a l l  State8 no t  members  o f  the

Conference on Diaarmament  to  part ic ipate  in  the  work of  the  plenary ae8aiOna

of  the  Conference on 6ubetantive que8tionel

“2 . Urger  States  membera o f  the  Conference on Disarmament  not  to  mieuee the

rules of  procedure o f  the  Conference ao aa to  prevent  States not  member8 from

exercising  t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  w o r k  o f  t h e  Conferencei

“3. Requerte the  Secretary-General  to  report  to  the  General  Aeeemhly  at  i t s

forty-third sess ion on the  progreae  made in  the  implementat ion of  the  present

renolution.m

W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a l l  c o u n t r i e s  h a v e  a  v i t a l  intereat in  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n 6  o n

d iaarmament . They a l so  have an interert  in  making use of  the  contr ibut ion6 Of

other  countr ies  in  this  very important  and complex area. Therefore ,  we are  fu l ly

confident  that  the  draft  resolut ion now before  the  Committee  wi l l  gain  wide

support. We hope aleo  tha t  i t  wi l l  aleo achieve  a  consensus and f ind a posi t ive

echo in the Conference on Diaarmament.

Mr. TINCA (Romania) : Today I ehould like to offer some comment8 on

agenda item 60, e n t i t l e d  “ R e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  budgets”,  and  in t roduce  dra f t

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.L/42/t.56.

I t  ie a  t r u t h  c o n c e d e d  b y  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l - e x c e p t  t h o s e  t h a t  d e r i v e  t h e

greatest  prof i t  from arms product ion - t h a t  t h e  arm6 r a c e  haa t h e  m o s t  n e g a t i v e

e f f e c t e  on  in t e rna t iona l  peace  and  eecurity, on the  f inancial  and economic world

a i t u t i o n  a n d ,  i n  g e n e r a l , o n  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  s o c i a l  l i f e .
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C o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  s t a t e  o f  p o v e r t y  t h a t  exiete  in  m a n y  countries, spend ing  a

t r i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  o n  w e a p o n s  c o n t r a e t a  a l m o s t  s h a m e f u l l y  w i t h  t h e  impreeeive  effor’

those  countr ies  are  making to  cope with  di f f icul t ies  brovqht  about  by

underdevelopment and by what has already become a chronic increase in their

external  dent  and with  the  c lear ly  exgreseed determinat ion of  peoples  to  devote

their  human and materia l  resources  to  their  economic  and isocial development

proqrammes.

Ali a u q h  a t t e m p t s  a  e  m a d e  t o  j u s t i f y  t h e  p o l i c y  o f  increas4.1q  m i l i t a r y

budgets  by  referr inq to  the  need for  nat ional  secur i ty  and defence,  weapons  of the

nuclear  age cannot  lead to  laat inq peace and aecurityr  they  cannot  help  to

stronqthen conf idence, which seems to  he  a  panacea for  wlvlnq internat ional

problems; and they cannot.  in any way contribute  to the maintenance of internat  iona

peace and secur i ty .

The ser iousness  of  the  problem of  mi l i tary  expenditures  and the  urgency with

which we must  act  to  end this  waste  of  resources  were highl ighted in  the  debates

that  took place  at  the  Internat ional  Conference on the  Relat ionship  between

Disarmament and Development.

Tn i t s  Final  Document ,  the  Conference s tates :

“The world  can e i ther  cont inue to  pursue the  arms racn with

character is t ic  v iqour  or  move conecioualy  and with  SelZberate  speed towards  a

more stable and balanced social and economic development within a more

Rustainahle  internat  ional economic and pcl it.ical order # i t  cannot do both. ”

(A/CONF.130/39,  F i n a l  D o c u m e n t ,  para. 4)

Wi th  ,a v i e w  t o  f o s t e r i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  t h e  Conferenc

emphasized,  in  the Act ion Proqrantme  which i t  adopted by consensus,  the  commitment

o f  the participatinq  S ta t e s  t o  cons ider  further  the  adop t ion  o f  measure s  t o  r educe
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the level and magnitude f m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e s . In addit ion to  bclinq an approach

to d iBarmament , t h a t  w o u l d  b e  a  m e a n s  o f  r e a l l o c a t i n g  a d d i t i o n a l  resourcea for

Bocial and economic  development ,  part icular ly  for  the  developinq countr ies .

Within the framework of icy general position on diearmament prohleme,  and

abc*o al l  on  nuclear  disarmament,  Romania  attache8  very  Bpecial importance to  the

reduc t ion  o f  m i l i t a ry  budqe t s . Throughout the yeare my country’B concrete

proposale on this Bubject  have been submitted to  the  United Nat ions  a8  wel l  aB to

other  bodies and meeting6 that  deal  with  disarmament  i ssues .

Romania hae more than once decided to freeze or reduce its defence

expendituree and to  allocate the  resourceB released in  that  way to  economic and

socia l  development .

Deeply  convinced of  the  importance of in i t iat inq a  dia logue between countr ise

parties to the Warsaw Treaty and members of the North Atlantic Treaty Orqenizatlon

(NATO)  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  p u t t i n q  a n  e n d  t o  t h e  arme r a c e ,  b u i l d l n q  conf:dence and

embarking upon disarmament, m y  c o u n t r y  haa stated  t h a r  t h e  t w o  military blocs

shou ld  beg in  nego t i a t i on s  on  t h e  reduc t i on  o f  t he i r  m i l i t a ry  expend i tu re s . We have

also  appealed to  the  Soviet  Union and the  IJliited Stateo of  America  - becauPb? those

t w o  m a j o r  Powere a re  r e spons ib l e  f o r  m o e t  of  t h e  world’6  m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e s  - t o

undertake negot iat ions  with  a  v iew to  freezing and reducing their  militc.ry  budgets .

Last year Romania once again  appealed tc) the  European countr ies ,  the  uni ted

Statea and Canada to  reduce their  convent ional  waapone,  troopa and mil i tary

expenditure0  uni lateral ly1  and in  order  to  give that  appeal  concrete  meaning and to

demonstrate its deeire to proceed from wordB to deeds my country decided to make a

5 per  cen t  r educ t ion  in  i t s  a rms , armed force8 and mil i tary  expenditures  and to

c o n s u l t  i t s  p e o p l e  a b o u t  t h a t  reduc t ion  by  m e a n s  of  a  na t iona l  referendum.
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Atta inment  of  agreement  on measures  to  freeze  and reduce mil.itary  expendi tures

is c e r t a i n l y  n o t  e a s y . There are difficulties to he overcome and a Bustained

e f for t  mus t  be  made  in  o rder  to  b r ing  the  pos i t i on s  o f  S ta t e s  - i n  par t i cu la r  the

S t a t e s  w i t h  t h e  l a r q e s t  m i l i t a r y  b u d q e t e  - c l o s e r  t o q e t h e r .

I t  i s  p r e c i s e l y  w i t h  t h e  v i e w  t o  o v e r c o m i n g  t h o s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  Roman ia

and Sweden have embarked upon a process of identifyinq and elaborating principles

tha t  shou ld  gu ide  t h e  f u t u r e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  S t a t e s  w i t h  regard t o  a  f r e e z e  a n d  a

reduct ion of  mi l i tary  expenditures  and have begun considerat ion of  a  whole  ser ies

o f  t e chn i ca l  a spec t s  imp l i ed  i n  t h e  m e a e u r e a  f o r  r educ ing  m i l i t a ry  budge t s .

That  process  has  taken place within  the  Disarmament  Commiss ion in  success ive

groups  of  experts . The purpose @f those efforts has been to create common ground

f o r  b u i l d i n g  c o n f i d e n c e  a n d  c l a r i f y i n g  i d e a s  a n d  c o n c e p t s  - i n  sum, t o  f a c i l i t a t e

t h e  beqinninq and  devel.opment  o f  concre t e  nego t i a t i on s  o n  t h e  reduc t ion  o  m i l i t a ry

expenditures .

In 1986 the Disarmament Commission reached a very advanced stage in the

elaborat  ion of those pr inc iples. T h e r e  i s  p r a c t i c a l l y  g e n e r a l  a g r e e m e n t  o n  a l l  t h e

principles  except  one ,  on  wh ich  a l t e rna t i ve  p roposa l s  h a v e  heen suhmit.ted  by

var ioue States.

Those  principles  ref lect  general  agreement  among States  on fundamenta l

aues t i on s  telatinq t o  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e s . They are contained

in the reports of the Disarmament Commission. T h e r e  i s  no p o i n t  i n  eubmittinq t h e

detai l s  here  as  we have already done so  at  previous  meet ings  of  the  Committee.

Perhaps we should, however, emphasize tha t  tho se  pr inc ip l e s  embody  the

lrndorstandinq of  States  that  aqreementa  on the  reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets  should

f a c i l i t a t e  a  r e a l  r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  fo rce s  and  a r m a m e n t s  of  t h e  S t a t e s

p a r t i e s  a n d  shou ld  be  concludcld  as s o o n  as p o s s i b l e ; t h a t  pend ing  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  o f
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those  agreements  al l  Statee , and particularly those that are moat heavily armed,

rhould  endeavour to reduce their military expenditures; that the reduction of

mil i tary  expendi tures  ehould  take place  gradual ly ,  on the basia of  ver i f icat ion

a c c e p t a b l e  t o  a l l , 80 that no State or group of States may ach!,.ve an advantage

o v e r  others and  80 t h a t  t h e  r i g h t  o f  a l l  States  to  und imin i shed  security  and

r o v e r e i g n t y  a n d  t o  t h e  adop t ion  o f  necessary  meaourea  o f  self-defence should in  no

way be impaired.

Last year the General Assembly requested the Disarmament  Commission to

con t inue  the  cons idera t i on  o f  t h e  i t e m  e n t i t l e d  “ R e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  budgets”  and

in that  context  to  conclude in  1987 ite work on the  outetanding  paragraph of  the

pr inc iplee . Although the  Disarmament  Commieelon  made s ignif icant  progress  on LlofnO

important  e lements  of  the  outatanding paragraph, i t  was  n o t  p o s s i b l e  t o  a c h i e v e  a

consensus  on the formulat ion of  tha t  paragraph.

At the present  session of  the  General  Assembly,  my delegat ion,  having in  mind

the recent developments in the area of transparency and comparability which are the

subject  of  t:le ou t s t and ing  paragraph , haa engaged in  consul tat ions  with  other

interested delegat ions  with  a  v iew to  achieving a  consensus  formulat ion of  the

remr’.nlng p r i n c i p l e .

For  var iou s  r ea sons  i t  appear s  tha t  s u c h  a  f o r m u l a t i o n  i s  n o t  y e t  p o a a i b l e .

Instead, the prevailing view is that we should continue the exercise once more in

the Diearmament Commission next year. Tha t  i s  t h e  purpose  o f  t h e  dra f t  reeolution

I have the pleasure to introduce now, on behalf  of  the  delegat ions  of  Bangladesh,

Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Senegal and Sweden. The draft

r e s o l u t i o n  (A/C.1/42/L.56)  i s  b a s i c a l l y  eimilar  t o  t h e  reeolutianti  a d o p t e d  bY

conuensus  by the  General  Aeeembly  in  the  past .
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In the  draf t  resolut ion the  General  Aeeembly  declares  again  it6 convict ion

that  i t  la poss ible  to  achieve internat ional  agreemente  on the  reduct ion of

m i l i t a r y  budgets  w i t h o u t  p r e j u d i c e  t o  t h e  r i g h t  o f  a l l  S t a t e s  t o  uncimini~hed

security,  aelf-defence  a n d  e o v e r e i q n t y .

The Di&Yrmament Commiesion ie reoueeted to  cont inue  coneideration  of the  i tem

e n t i t l e d  aReduction o f  m i l i t a ry  budge t s”  and , i n  t h a t  c o n t e x t ,  t o  c o n c l u d e ,  at  it8

1988 substant ive  seesion, it8 work  on the  last outetanding paragraph of  the

principlee  t h a t  s h o u l d  govern f u r t h e r  actions  o f  Statea  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  f r e e z i n g

and reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets  and to  submit  i t s  report  and recommendations  to

the  Genera l  Ae sembly  no t  l a t e r  t han  a t  i t s  f o r t y - th i rd  s e s s i on .

The General Assembly drawa anew the attention of the Member Statea  to the fact

t ha t  t he  i den t i f i ca t i on  and  e l abora t ion  o f  t he  pr inc ip l e s  t ha t  ahowld  govern

fur ther  ac t i ons  o f  S ta t e s  i n  freezirq  and  reduc ing  m i l i t a ry  budget8  c o u l d

contr ibute  to  harmonizing the  v iews  of  States and creat ing conf idence among them

conducive  to  achieving internat ional  agreements  on the  reduct ion of  mi l i tary

budge ta.
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Al.1 States , i n  p a r t i c u l a r  t h e  m o s t  h e a v i l y  a r m e d  S t a t e s ,  a r e  l:rged  t o

re in force  the i r  preParedno  t o  c o - o p e r a t e  c o n s t r u c t i v e l y  i n  r e a c h i n g  a g r e e m e n t s  t o

freeze , reduce or  otherwise  restrain mil i tary  expenditures .

I t  i s  cur  hope  tha t  t h e  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  wh ich  I  have  juet i n t r o d u c e d  w i l l

have  the  necessary  support  so  that  i t  can be  adopted without  a  vote .

Those were the views my deleqation wanted to express on agenda item 60. We

cannot  conclude without  s tress ing once again my country’s  special  concern regarding

the  abnormal  race in  weapons  exoendituree and i ts  cont inued interest  in  the

adoption of  real - e v e n  u n i l a t e r a l  - measures  with  regard to  the  freezing and

reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets .

I t  i s  our  s trong convicticrn  that  putt ing an end to  the  waste  of  human and

mater i a l  r e source s  i n  the  i r ra t i ona l  and  h i s to r i ca l l y  wrong  proce s s  o f  arm0

p r o d u c t i o n  is a  F ^ w a y  9f s t r eng then ing  the  s ecur i t y  o f  S ta t e s  and  buildinq

con E idence . Abow a l l ,  i t . vaV-?lld  be  a  pract ica l  way to  a l lev iate  the  economic and

f i n a n c i a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  a l l  c o u n t r i e s ,  d e v e l o p e d  a n d  devlelopinq  a l i k e ,  f a c e  i n

on$ way or anot.her.

M r .  NAZARXIN  ( U n i o n  o f  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c s )  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m

.(, Issian) : We welcome the  fact  that  the First  Committee  i s  paying considerable

attentio;l  t o  q u e s t i o n s  re l a t ed  to  i nc rea s ing  con f idence  i n  the  po l i t i ca l -m i l i t a ry

f ie ld  through  openness  and glasnost  ard the  disseminat ion of  information to  811

States  and the  publ ic  atrDut the  proqress  made in  seek ing ways to  ensure  the

s e c u r i t y  o f  a l l  p e o p l e . T h e  S o v i e t  IJnion  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  o p e n n e s s  i n  t h e  polic  kX1

a n d  m i l i t a r y  f i e l d s  w i l l  h e l p  t o  r e m o v e  t h e  s o u r c e s  o f  su sp i c ion ,  t o  c rea te  a n

atmosphere of  openness and predictabi l i ty , and to  promote yenuine disarmament.  I t

i s  our  beliaE  tha t  openness  i s  a t t a ined  pr imar i l y  t h rough  concre t e  ac t i on s .  We

perceive  a  d irect  re lat ionship  between increas ing conf idence a;,d qreater  openness

i n  m i l i t a r y  a c t i v i t i e s  a n d  m i l i t a r y  sperrdinq.
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An impor tan t  f ac tor  i n  confidence-buildinq  arvl a  r e a l  meaeure  o f  opennealr  Can

he found in  comparing mil i tary doctr ines  and reaching an i.>ternational  accord on a

“clefensiva  stratttyyn a n d  “m111tary  sufficiency”, which would s t ipulate  that  the

st ructure  of a State’8 armed forces  would he  suff ic ient  to  repel  poss ible

aqqresslon  b u t  no t  fo r  engag ing  in  o f f en s i ve  opera t ion s .

T o d a y ,  i t  18 n o  l o n g e r  possible  t o  a p p r o a c h  t h e  re so lu t i on  o f  c ruc i a l

i n t e rna t iona l  p rob lems  w i t h o u t  t h e  a c t u a l  i n v o l v e m e n t  o f  t h e  ; Ihlic.  T o  e n s u r e

such involvelnent, the pub1  ic m u s t  h a v e  f u l l .  a n d  o b j e c t i v e  informctj,on about  a l l

a s p e c t s  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s . Providiny  o b j e c t i v e  i n format ion  to  the  public

can undouhtedly he facilitated by t.he World Disarmament. Campaiqn  that. is heinq

conducted under the auspices oE the IJnitad Nations.

An important  means of  involvl.nq the  publ ic  in  dealinq with  disarmament-related

m a t t e r s  i s  t o  q r a n t  p e o p l e  t h e  riqht t o  ho ld  an t i -war  ra l l i e s  and  demonRt.rationR

and to  express  v iew8 freely ,  p~h:Licly,  and openly . I t  i s  impor tan t  t h a t  s u c h

r iqh t s  shou ld  no t  mere?.y  h e  proclaimed b u t  a c t u a l l y  g u a r a n t e e d  an8 c o n s o l i d a t e d

throuqh l e q i s l o t i v e  a c t s .

We hel ieve  tha t  c)penn?ss and conf idence wou!d be  fur ther  promoted by an

exchange of views on pr inc iples, ways and meant ;  of  at ta in ing thiB qoal. A(: t ing on

t h i s  b e l i e f ,  t h e  S o v i e t  d e l e g a t i o n , toqether  w i t h  s e v e r a l  o t h e r  d e l e g a t i o n s  o f

s o c i a l i s t  countrids,  h a s  s\lhaitted d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/42/L.42,  accordinq  t o

which all  ..,. i.il 4~ S t a t e s  w o u l d  h e  i n v i t e d  t o  t r a n s m i t  t o  t h e  S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l  t h e i r

viewe i n  t.hl* reqare.

We reqard openness and glasnost -7s a way of findinq a common Lanquage  for

co -opera t ion  amon n a t i o n s . Contrary to  the  very  nature  of  openness  are  at tempts

t o  u s e  it f o r  po l i t i c  11 qamesmanship  a n d  f o r  foment ing  po l i t i ca l  and  ideoloqical

confrontat ion. The Soviet  Union stands ready for  a  construct ive  and business-Iike

exchanqe  o f  v i e w s  o n  a l  1 a!ipects  o f  t h e  I)roblema of  opennes s .
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Our p o l i c y  o f  openness  a n d  glaanorrt  17 i n t e r n a t i o n a l  politioe  has ite rootll  i n

the Great October Socialist Ref,olution, the  sevent ieth  anniversary  ot which we are

uommeznocatinq  t h i o  y e a r . T h e  Pirat f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  a c t  o f  t h e  Roviet  9tat.e  w a e  t h e

Decree on Peace, which uehered  in  a  new phalre in  internat ional .  relatlone. It wae

the f i r s t  t ime  t h a t  t h e  a u e e t i o n  o f  renouncinq secrst d i p l o m a c y  and invo1vit.q the

b r o a d  mame i n  r e s o l v i n q  v i t a l  p o l i t i c a l  iaauen wa8 r a i n e d .

Our pol icy  of  openness  comes from Lenin’8 concept  of  peacclful coexis tence,

which provides  for  greater  conf idence and the promotion of  co-operat ion amo,rq

States. Given the exis tence  of  the  nuclear  and space age,  peaceful  cotxiate’~ce

has, i n  p o i n t  o f  f a c t , become aheolute ly  necessary  for  the  aurv ival  of  a l l

mankind. The April 198s plenary meeting of the Central Committee of the Communist

P a r t y  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  Union became a  milefttone i n  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h i a  c o n c e p t .

Notwi th s t and ing  it8 d i v e r s i t y  a n d  h e t e r o g e n e i t y ,  t h e  w o r l d  i n  w h i c h  w e  live ie

an inteqral  wholer i t  Le i n t e r r e l a t e d  and i n t e r d e p s n d s n t . In  th i a  wor ld ,  t h e  morrt

impor tan t  and  c ruc ia l  ieeuea c a n n o t  b e  r e s o l v e d  w i t h o u t  t h e  par t i c ipa t i on  o f  a l l

countr ice and the  poolinq oE e f  forte . 1t i s  prchciealy  thie qoal t h a t  ie hainq

Rerved by the  United NationA.

We are  s tronqly  in  favour  of  increaeinq  the  authori ty  of  the  rlnited Nations

and  o f  m a k i n g  t h o r o u g h  and  meaninqful  use o f  t h e  powera vested  in  1,t and its orqana

by the in ternat lonal communi  ty , The  Soviet  Union and other  nociallnt  countries  are

doing their  utmost  to  ensure tbt the  IJnitod Nat  tonH, t h i e  universal qachinety,  h a s

f u l l  p o w e r  t o  m a k e  a  c o l l e c t i v e  e f f o r t  t o  oeek a  h s l ance  o f  interoats o f  a1.L S t a t e s

a n d  t o  d i s c h a r g e  e f f e c t i v e l y  i t e  p e a c e m a k i n g  fullctione. Th’a was proclaimed, among

other  th inqe,  by  the  Genera: .Secretary  of t h e  C e n t r a l  Conunittee  o f  t h e  Commwdet.

P a r t y  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  U n i o n ,  Mikhail s. Ctorkrachev, i n  hia s t a t e m e n t  of 2  Novembr.

We deem i t  important ,  in  part icular , to enhance the trffect iveneee of the
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fJnited  Nation0  i n  t h e  sphere o f  diuarmament. T h i s  ie t h e  purpae o f  d r a f t

resolution  A/C.l/lZ/L.33,  wh ich  was submi t t ed  by  Czschoelovakia  and t h e

Ilkrainfan ,YSR brld  ia f u l l y  s u p p o r t e d  b y  t h e  S o v i e t  d@?leqation.

T’ra Conference on Diaarmamer .: hae an important  place  i.n the  efforttr to  create

a non-nuclear  and non-violent  world,  a world in which participatinq  States  of  a l l

cant inenta, d If 4er inq eocio-economic  eyeteme ,  membere  o f  political-milttary

alliancee, non-al iqned and neutral  countr ies ,  nuclear  and non-nuclear  Powers, can

w o r k  toqether  on  a  haeia o f  e a u a l i t y . The Special Document adopted at the Prague

Meet ing of  the  Miniaterr for  Foreign Affaire  of  Statee  pnrtlea  to  the  Warsaw Treaty

ests forth our general thinking about ways and meanR of incredginq the

ePfrbctiveners of the Conference on Diearmament.

Providing the  United Nations  with  information about  what  ia beinq dane to

a t t a i n  interr,.rtional  s e c u r i t y  a t  t h e  h i l a t e r a l  l e v e l  should aleo  contribute  t o

incroasinq the  effectivenese  of  tne  role  of  the  Onited  Nat ione.
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The Soviet  delegat ion hae a lready reported the  outcome of  the  Soviet-United State8

meetings  in Waahington nnd Moscow. Today, we would  l ike  to  inform the  Firek

Committee  of  the  result8 of  the  talk8 which were  held  a  few daye cryo Auriny  thu

second  vieit o f  t h e  Minieter  o f  I”.>reign Af fa i r s ,  Mr .  Shevardnadze,  to  Wash ing ton .

The main outcome of the Washington talks wae cn agl’eement  to hold a rsummit

meeting in the United Btatea etarting on 7 December 1987. The summit wi.11

uncompacr1  t h e  e n t i r e  r a n g e  of  I~uu~)B  per ta in ing  to  relationfi b e t w e e n  t h e  t.wc>

countr iee  such au arms reduct ions, human r ighte and humanitarian c~uesticx~e, the

rettlemtilt  o f  r e g i o n a l  conflicte  a n d  probleme  o f  b i l a t e r a l .  relat.ions. The t.wo

sidera h a v e  agreed  tha t  v e r y  subotantial.  preparutory w o r k  s h o u l d  b e  undettakcn  t.o

ensure the  maximum effect iveness  of  the  meet ing.

The two sidee al80 roached ayreemant. on a  pLan of  act ion to  promote  further

t h e  S o v i e t - U n i t e d  State8 did~oguu~  t h a y  d e c i d e d  t o  finalize,  us soon  as poauibl.e,

an agreement on a treaty completely eliminating medium- und s h o r t e r - r a n g t  miuuilee

belonging to  the  Yoviet  Union and the  IJnited State:: wh’.ch would  be  oignoti durinq

Lhe eummit meeting.

In itself, the  conc lu s ion  o f  that a g r e e m e n t  w i l l  t)e e x t r e m e l y  importatrt, tar

i t  wi l l  be  the  firat t ime a  whole  class of  nuclear  weapons has  been el iminated,  the

firot t i m e  a  r e a l  step has b e e n  t a k e n  t o w a r d s  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r  araend.1:;

and the poesibility  of  moving in  this  d irect ion without  detr iment  to  anyone has

b e e n  demonstrated  i n  p r a c t i c e . Tha t  i s  undoub ted ly  an  impor tan t  HUCCX!~~  tc> the

cred i t  o f  tile  n e w  thlnkinq and  the  ou tcome  o f  our  r ead ine s s  t o  s earch  t’or 111utuaL1y

a c c e p t a b l e  .rolutions  while  s t r i c t l y  saftjgua.  liny t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  t!qua.L s e c u r i t y .

T h e  q u e s t i o n  01 t h i s  a y r e o m e n t  h a d  e s s e n t i a l l y  a l r e a d y  hecrr rcr-folved,  a t  Reykjavik

during the second Soviet-United States summit meet in(J.
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In  Washinqton, both s ides  agreed that  dur  ing their  meet inq in  ’ \c IJni ted

S t a t e s , the Ciner al Seer etary of the Central Committee of the CC ‘: Party of

the  Soviet  Union and the  Pres ident  of  the  United States  would out l ine  an agmda for

further contacts between the leaders of the two oountr ies and would deal with the

q u e s t i o n  oE p r e p a r i n q  i n s t r u c t i o n s  f o r  t h e i r  d e l e g a t i o n s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t-o a  future

tr e, , a  5 1 p e r  cen t  r educ t ion  i n  s t ra t eg i c  o f f en s i ve  a rms  i n  the  Sovie t  Union

a n d  .li~: United States  and an aqreement  an compl iance with  the  Treaty  on l imit ing

an t i -ba l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e  s y s t ems  and  non-w i thdrawa l  f rom i t  o ver  the  agreed  per iod  o f

time.

Thus ,  wha t  is invol.ved  here  i n  essence ie l ay ing  the  founda t ion  fo r  a  fu ture

aqreement  on a  50 per  cent  reduct ion in  s trategic  of fenoive  arms coupled with

(3,51x  vance 0: the  anti-ballistic-missile Treaty  over  an  agreed per iod of  t ime.

Moreover , i t  i s  our  v iew that  that  Treaty  should he  honoured In the  form in  whtch

i t  was  s i gned  and  ra t i f i ed . There are ser ious disagreements between us and the

United  State.r  Administrat ion with regard to  the period for  non-withdrawal  from the

Treu ty which, as the  Commi t t ee  i s  aware ,  i s  o f  un l im i t ed  dura t i on .  As regards

obl igations  OF non-withdrawal  from the Treaty,  however,  the  American s ide  ha*

mention@d  a seven-year  per  iocl whi le  we maintain  the  pr inciples  of  Reykjav ik,  where

i t  was agreed that  there  should be  $1 lo-year period of  n~~~-wi  thdrawal  from the

Treaty. This  problem wi l l  require  further  disuces ion and harmonization. What is

mos t  impor tan t  fo r  u s  is t o  a b i d e  b y  t h e  a n t i - b a l l i e t i c  .missile  Treaty ,  which

r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  f’oundatilon fo r  s t ra t eg i c -  s t ab i l i t y  accompan ied  by  a  40 p e r  c e n t

reduction i n  s t r a t e g i c  o f f e n s i v e  armf3. This means that sys terns banned under the

‘Treaty should not be developed.

It  ha:; been provided that  in  the  early  hal f  of  1988 a  summit  meet inq wiL1 be

hpld i n  the Soviet Ilnicwl a t  w h i c h  the s i d e s  w i l l  a t t e m p t  t o  m a k e  proqress on all
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aspect8  of  Soviet-American relat ione. W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  durinc]  t h e  vi!:it o f  the

Pres ident  of  the  United States  to  Moscow there  will he qood proepects  for  the

aiqninq of an agreement  on a  SO per  cent  reduct ion in  s trategic  offens ive  corms.

At thi6 c r i t i c a l  t i m e ,  t h e  w o r l d  e x p e c t s  m o r e  f r o m  t h e  t h i r d  and  f0urt.h

Soviet-United Stat-.&! summits  than merely  an off ic ia l  acknowledgement  of  decis ions

agreed upon a year ago and more than merely a continuation of the dicueeion. The

growing danger that weapons may be perfected to a point at which they become

uncontrol lable  urges  us to  waste  no  t ime.

That  ie why  the  Soviet  Union wil l  work unremit t ingly  at  these  meet ings  for  a

palpable breakthrough, fo r  concre t e  r e su l t s  i n  r educ ing  s t ra t eg i c  o f f en s i ve

rmamenta and barring weapons from outer space - the  key  to  removing the  nuclear

t h r e a t .

Thu8,  in  a  nutshel l ,  our  concept  and our f irm orientat ion towards  peace have

found  the i r  r e f l ec t i on  in  ac t i on s  i:r o u r  g e n e r a l  c o n d u c t  i7 t h e  international

arena , in  the  Very etyle underly ing foreign pol icy  and diplomatic  work  which is

imbued with  a  desire  for  d ia logue - an honest  and frank dia logue that  takes  account

Of mutual  concerns  and the conclus ions  of  world sc ience ,  w i thou t  a n y  at.tempts  t o

outplay or deceive anyone. We say with  conf idence tha t  the  new pol i t ical  th inking

i s  n o t  m e r e l y  a  d e c l a r a t i o n  o r  a n  appe,ql, bu t  a  ph i lo sophy  ot ac t i on  o r ,  i f  you

l i k e ,  a  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  l i f e . I t  c o n t i n u e s  t o  e v o l v e  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  objectjve

proce s se s  o f  t h e  w o r l d ,  a n d  i t  i s  a l r e a d y  w o r k i n g .

Mr. COMISSAHIO (Mozambique) : On beha l f  o f  the Mozamhicarl  d e l e g a t i o n  I

should  l ike  to  congratu la te  you,  Sir ,  on your  el.ection  an Chairman of- the  First

Committee. It is for u5 a ma* .K o f  honour  and  pr ide  t o  s ee  a  r epre sen ta t i v e  ot

Zaire,  an African and non-aligned country with which Mozambique maintains strong
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t i e s  o f  f r i endsh ip ,  co -opera t ion  a n d  sol.idarity,  pre s id ing  over  the  work  o f  t h i s

Committee. I t  ie our  convict ion that  under  your  guidance our  del iberat ions  will be

nrcwned with success.

1 wish  to  extend our  congratljlations  to  the  other  members  of  the  Bureau.  We

hope that  the  accumulated and combined experience ot the  bureau wil l  lead  us onto

the path of  better  understanding among nat ions, thu s  s t r eng then ing  int.ernational

p e a c e  a n d  a t a b i l i t y . We pledge our full support.

May I  a lso  express  our  appreciat ion for  the  very  able manner in  which your

predecessor, Ambassador Znchmarrn  of the German Democratic Republic, discharged  hia

r e e p o n e i b i l i t i e s  l a s t  y e a r  au the  Cha i rman  o f  the  First C o m m i t t e e .

The aspirat ions  of  mankind that  led to  the  creat ion of  the  United Nat ions  have

n o t  b e e n  f u l f i l l e d . T h a t  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h e  r e a s o n  f o r  i t s  corrtinuc!cl  e x i s t e n c e ,

u n t i l  t h e  a g e  w h e n  i t  h a s  l i v e d  u p  t o  t h e  c h a l l e n g e  a s s i g n e d  t o  i t : the

maintenance of  peace ,rnd securi ty  in  the  world.

That  i s  the  primary purpose of  our  Organization,  as  enshrined in  the  Charter

0t .San Franc i s co . I t  i s  i n  t h i s  con tex t  t ha t  we  attach  clredt impor tance  to  the

role  of  the  United Nat ions  in  the  f ie ld  of  d isarmament. As a consequence, each

Member of  the  Organizat.ion hae an interest  in  the  negot iat ions  on disarmament,  be

“.hey mul.tiLateral, r e g i o n a l  o r  b i l a t e r a l ,  because  i t .  i s  our  common  fu ture  tha t  ia

a t  s t a k e . I t  is w e l l  k n o w n  t h a t  t h e  pLanet we  inhab i t  i s  natul.ated  w i th

convent ional  and nuclear  weapons  that  can destroy i t  several  timer: over .
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Thir i s  why we are in  aqreemant  with  the  qeneral ly  accepted pr inciple  that

security  should be  aouqht  at  lower  Levela of  armament  on8 not  in  the  bui ldinq up of

t h e  arma race . In our  nuclear  era, a 1 1  S t a t e s  must s t r i v e  f o r  t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  o f

c o l l e c t i v e  s e c u r i t y .

A l l  nationu, nuc l ear  o r  non -nuc l ear ,  big or  sma l l ,  poor  o r  r i ch ,  t here fore

h a v e  t h e  leqitir.late  r igh t  t o  maka the ir  bes t  con t r ibu t ions  i n  t h e  d i sarmament

process. Ef for t s  b a a e d  o n  p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  m u s t  b e  d e v e l o p e d  b y  a l l  o f  u s  i n  o r d e r

to build a world free of nuclear: weapons. One of  the  object ives  a t  which these

effOrta murt  be  aimed ie the  el iminat ion of hotbede of  teneione in  the  framework of

regional disarmament.

In southern Aft ica, t h e  ni:clear  capab i l i t y  o f  r ac i s t  S o u t h  Afr i ca  i s  a  ma jor

cause of concern, ao i t  c a n  at  a n y  t i m e  b e  ueilized  b y  t h e  apar the id  regime  for

blackmai l  and to  impose i t s  heqemoniet  deeiqne on neighbouring countr ies .

Mor eove r , one must not forget that when we speak of racist South Africa we speak of

a r6qime tha t  perpetuate8 i t s  abhorrent  and inhuman pol icy of  apartheid ins ide

South Africa, i l lega l ly  occupiee Namibia  and oppressea ita people ,  an8 wages  war

aga in s t  t h e  f ron t - l i ne  S ta t e s  h y  d i rec t  aggre s s ion  and  invatiion and  through  t h e

armed bandits who sow death and human suffering and destroy social and economic

infrastructuree.

For many years now the  iesue of  South Africa’s  nuclear  capabi l i ty  has been

b r o u g h t  t o  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  the  i n t e rna t iona l  c o m m u n i t y ,  i n  par t i cu la r  th i s

Committee. L a s t  y e a r , as  in  previocf! yearb,  we adopted by an tiverwhelminq  major i ty

o f  1 3 9  v o t e s  i n  f a v o u r , resolutior  41/55  B, pntitled  “NucleZIL c a p a b i l i t y  o f  S o u t h

Af r ha”.

It  i s  our  convict ion that  our  Committee  i s  duty-bound to  pursue these

e f f o r t s . We should  l ike  a l l  countr ies  which oppose apartheid and abhor racism to
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j o i n  u s  Cn t h i s  y e a r ’  8 draft r e s o l u t i o n . w e  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  s e e  t h e  virtuOU8

dec la ra t i on s  against  apar the id  be  ma tched  by  prac t i ca l  a c t i on . We must, t.herefore,

p u l l  t o g e t h e r  o u r  e f for t s  BO t h a t  w e  c a n  e n s u r e  t h r t  e f f e c t i v e ,  c o n c r e t e  measure8

a r e  t a k e n  t o  s top  the f u r t h e r  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  S o u t h  Africa’s nuc l ear  capab i l i t y ,  and

that  those :;tatee which collabrate  with  South  Africa ahandon that  policy  of

c o m p l i c i t y .

The possession of  nuclear-weapon capabi l i ty  hy South Africa const i tu te  a

t h r e a t  t o  peace  and  s ecur i t y  i n  A f r i ca  and  in  the  wor ld  a t  l a r g e . Tt is a f Laqrant

v iolat ion of  the  neclaration  on the  Denuclear  izati%  of  Africa,  adopted in  1964 by

the  Ausemhly of  Heads  of  State  and Government  of  the  Orqanization of  African Unity,

which considers  the African cont inent  and i ts  surrounding areas  to  be a

nuclear-weapon-free zone-  _

S t i l l  i n  o u r  r e q i o n , i t  i s  w i t h  d e e p  c o n c e r n  t h a t  w e  f o l l o w  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n

the Indian Ocean reqion. l t  i s  now 16 years  s ince  the  United Nat ions adopted

resolution 2832 (XXVI) declarinq the Tndian Ocean a zone of peace. The importance

of  th is  Declarat ion has already been amply  dnd exhaust ive ly  demonstrated. But,

con t rary  t o  the  l e t t e r  and  sp i r i t  o f  the D e c l a r a t i o n ,  w e  c o n t i n u e  t o  w i t n e s s  t h e

r e i n f o r c e m e n t  o f  0l.d foreign mil.it.ary  b a s e s , t h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  n e w  o n e s  anil the

introduct ion of  nuclear  weapons  in  the  region.

Mozamhiaue, as a  l i t t o r a l  C o u n t r y , stror1qI.y demands the withdrawal and

dismant  lit-icy o f  thoRe mili.tary  h a s e s . We also call  on all Memher States to

col laborate  with  the Ad Hoc Commit tee  on the  Indian Ocean so  as  to  enahle  i t  t0- -

flllfil its mandate  and pave  the  way For the  conveninq  of  the  Inttnrnational

Conference on the Tnclian  Ocean.

Mozamhiaue was  one of  the  150 countr ies  that  part ic ipated in  the  Internat ional

Conference on the llelationship  hetween Disarmament and Development, which was held

here in New York f t om 26 August to 11 Septemher 1987. We consider the outcome of
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the  Conference to  be  a  positive  s tep toward8 meet ing the  need to  raise the

awarenem  of  the  intcrnat  ional community  reqardinq thie relcrt  ionship.

The Final  Document,  which was  adopted by consensus ,  r iqht ly  s tressed that

“The relationship between disarmament and development in part derives

from the fact  that  the  cont inuing global  arms race  and development  compete  for

t h e  a a m e  f i n i t e  r e s o u r c e 8  a t  b o t h  t h e  n a t i o n a l  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l e v e l s . The

al locat ion of  mass ive  resource8 for  armament8 impedes  the  pursui t  of

d e v e l o p m e n t  t o  i t s  o p t i m a l  l e v e l s . ” (A/CONF.130/39,  F i n a l  D o c u m e n t ,  para. lo)

While welcoming the outcome of the Conferer,ce,  we look forward to seeing the

translat ion into act ion of  the  common deterk,ination  ref lected in  the  Pinal Document

and the action programme, especia l ly  the  cmclueion  related to  ways  and means  of

releas ing addit ional  resources  through disarmament  measures  for  development

purpose ,  i n  par t i cu l a r  i n  f a vour  o f  deve lop ing  coun t r i e s .

Speaking of the Conference on Disarmament, the  so le  mult i la teral  neqot  iat ing

body on disarmament iaeues ,  w e  h a v e  read  i t s  repor t  ( A / 4 2 / 2 7 )  v e r y  c a r e f u l l y . Our

a t t e n t i o n  w a s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  drawn  to  the  s ec t i on  on  chemica l  weapons . We are glad

to read in  the  report  and to  hear  in  this  Committee  that  progress  i s  being made

towards  a  treaty  bannrnq chemical  weapons. Mozambique encourages all  State8

member8 of the Conference on Disarmament in their endeavour8 to complete as soon as

pos s ib l e  a  d ra f t  conven t ion  on  the  s u b j e c t .

We are, however, concerned at  the  lack  of  progress  on the compJ.etion  Of a

d r a f t  c o m p r e h e n s i v e  t e s t - b a n  t r e a t y , to  which we at tach high prior i ty .  We

understand that  such a convent ion would have  the  ef fect  of  putt inq an end to  the

development of nuclear weapons. Pend ing  t h e  s ign ing  o f  a t r e a t y  o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t ,

we are  in  favour  of  a  moratorium on nuclear  tes t ing by al l  nuclear-weapon States ,

especia l ly  the  two super-Powers . We  th ink  tha t  t o  th i s  end ,  t h e  s ix -na t ion

ini t iat ive  on peace and disarmament  can play  a  va luable  role .  We urge  the  States
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concerned to  explore  a l l  avenues  so  that  negot iat iona on this matter  may begin  on a

hilateral  level  and in  a  multi lateral  context  within  the  framework of  the  Geneva

Conference on Disarmament.

During the general debate many delegations have expresoed their optimism and

emphaeized the progress being made in negotiations between the United States  of

America  and the  Union of  Soviet  Social i s t  Republice. Mozambiaue, aa a  p e a c e - l o v i n g

country , sharee this  opt imism and join8 other  delegat ionu in  welcoming the

agreement  in  pr inciple  between the  two super-Power8 on the  tota l  e l iminat ion of  an

ent ire  category of  nuclear  weapons: land-based medium-range and uhort-range

m i s s i l e s . This i s  a  his toric  t  rent  in  the disarmament  process . Further, we

welcome the summit meeting between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev

due to take place in the United States beginning on 7 December 1987.
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We consider  this  agreement  that  i s  to  be  s igned and the prospect  of  a

SO per  cent  reduct ion in  Ur,ited States  and USSR strategic  offens ive  arms an

important  s tep forward in  tne world  ef forts  for  general  and complete  disarmament,

Mozambique,  a  non-al igned and nor-nuclear  State ,  s t r o n g l y  e n c o u r a g e s  t h i s  diaLoquc?

between the  two super-Powers  and expresses  the  hope that  i t  wi l l  bear  frui t .

As the President of  Mozambique, M r .  ChLssano,  s a i d  i n  h i s  a d d r e s s  to t h e

Genera,  Assembly at  i t s  forty-second sess ion,  on 1  October  1987:

“We

the

the

hope that  the  commendable  ef forts  made and the  f lexibi l i ty  demonstrated  by

t w o  p a r t i e s  w i l l  c o n t i n u e . We look forwar$, t o  s e e i n g  t h e  redouhl  ing o f

polfticai w i l l  o f  a l l  t h o s e  whose contr i h u t i o n  i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  success

of thia endeavour. ” (A/42/PV.20  and  Corr.1,  p .  2 6 )

It .  i s  an  aspirat ion of  a l .1  peoples  to  have  a  world  free  of nuclear  weapons,

w i t h o u t  t h e  t h r e a t  o f  a  n u c l e a r  h o l o c a u s t . We want the end uf the dr,ms race on

Eart.h and  i t s  e f f ec t i v e  p reven t ion  i n  ou te r  space ,  wh i ch  shou ld  ha con:.:lk?red  a

common heri tage of  mankind wd used exclus ive ly  for  peaceful  purpos(::;.

Against  the  background of  t-he present .  pos i t ive  internat ional  relations,  we

be l i e ve  tha t  t he  fo r thcoming  th i rd  Unit.ed  Na t ion8  spec i a l  s e s s i on  devoted  to

disarmament will be able to adopt a colnprehensive programme on diswmament,  thus

making a  valuable  contr ibut ion

s e c u r i t y . My delegation looks

conference.

t o  t h e  materialization o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  pcacr!  Jl.ld

f o rward  to  par t i c ipa t ing  cons t ruc t i ve l y  i n  tha t

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): In accordance w i ttl General

Assembly r solution 477 (V), of 1 November 1953, I  now call on the  ~puty  Permanent

Observer  of  the  League of  Arab States .
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Mr.  MAlJSWHJ.  (League of  Arab States)  ( interpretat ion f rom Arabic) :..-- nl-....ll, .- .). S i t ,

a t  t h e  o u t s e t  I  ~txx~ld l i k e  t o  c o n g r a t u l a t e  y o u  o n  y o u r  a e e u m p t i o n  o f  t h e

chairmanship of  the?  Firs t  Committee . We are sure that the work of the Committee

will be successfu l  i!ndec your  guidance, thanks to  your  wide experienc*l in  the f  ie!.d

of disarmament.

The S t a t e s  anti p e o p l e s  o f  t h e  Arab vlorld, j u s t  e x a c t l y  a s  a l l  t h e  p e o p l e s  o f

t h e  developinq and  cleveioped  coun t r i e s , look iorward to  the  achievement  of  concrete

and s ignif icant  pr~qress towards  universal  and complete  disarmament  and an end to

the arms race. Al l  the  peoples  of  the  v-rid are  looking forward with caut ious

optimism te, the  I’c>tthcominy meet ings  between the  leader8 of  the  two super-Powers ,

and the peoples  c~f the world hope to see an agreement concluded between the two

Super-Powers. The p e o p l e s  o f  t h e  wur Id  I oak f o rward  to  the  e l im ina t ion  o f  two

types  of nuclear  weapons  from the super-Power arsenals ,  namely,  short-range and

medium-range nuclear inisslles. W e  also b e l i e v e  that c o n c r e t e  p r o g r e s s  i s  r e q u i r e d

in  the  area of nucLear-test  b a n s . The special  s ignif icance of  such agreements

s t ems  t’rom  t h e  f:act that t h e y  w o u l d  g i v e  s t r o n g  i m p e t u s  t o  t h e  l o n g  s e a r c h  f o r

solut ion: ;  and the  quest  for  ways  and mearls  whereby a  wide  rango of  mi l i tary  and

pal it ical ~)roblem:; may be tackled in such a way as to create  a favourable

in t e rna t i ona l  c l ima te  fo r  po s i t i v e  co -opera t i on  i n  m a n y  v i t a l  a r e a s ,  e s p e c i a l l y

con;itfc?nce-t)uilding  c3nd a v e r t i n g  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a n d  r e g i o n a l  m i l i t a r y  c o n f l i c t s .

‘l’tlere i 9 no &>i,bt t h a t ,  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e , clear  and f irm principles  must  be

adopt4 for  CCWF  idcnctrbuilding  among al l .  nat ions  on the  bas is  of  internat ional  law

dnd norms and t h e  provisilxas  o f  t he  Char t e r  o f  t he  Un i t ed  Na t ion s . Such pr inciplue

w~ll~.d c:?ncol.lraqe  t.hP crea t ion  o f  a  favour:nble  e n v i r o n m e n t  for the d e v e l o p m e n t  of now

concepts  of col lect ive  secur i ty  that  would  be  based on mutual  conf idence rather

+harr 01’1  mi 1 it.nry miqht . Thus i t  w o u l d  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  avo id  con f ron ta t ion ,  n u c l e a r
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and otherwise, through the o trenq then ing of the fabric of in terna tional

oo*peration i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  s u r v i v a l .

T h e  G e n e r a l  Seer e t a r  iat o f  t he  L&ague o f  Arab  States  wdeh tn express the hope

that.  the next month’s eummi t  meeting in Waehhngton  w i l l .  b e  0 aucceee. w e  hopa t h a t

thoee i m p o r t a n t  negotiation8  w i l l  leti to the  e l iminat ion of  medium-range and

ahort-r dnge nuclear misc ilee. We hope that  agreement-  in  that .  reepect wi l l  in i t ia te

a  prcceee t h a t  w o u l d  l e a d  t.o t h a  g r a d u a l  r e d u c t i o n  a n d  f i n a l  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  a l ? .

nuclear  weapone.

The General Suer etar iat of the League of Arab St@ tea aleo wixh to exprem

concern at  the  increas ing tendency to  extend the  arme race  to  outer  apacor which we

regard a8 part of the common her ;taqe of ail mankind. Hence, it  ahould be uaed

solely  for  peaceful  and sc ient i f ic  purpoeeo and in  a  manner that  would benef i t  all

CDUntr ice r a t h e r  t h a n  c r e a t e  a  grievoue lose t o  all through milita::ixatiorr.

The Internat ional  Conference on the  Relat ionship  between Diflarmament  Jnd

DeVelOpIIen  t, which wafl  held in New York A few week a ago, adopted ita Final Document

b y  conseneus. It. include0  a clear action programme ,  which should b e  examined in

tipth b y  t h e  G e n e r a l  Ausemhly  b y  mean8 o f  d p e r i o d i c  review of all t,he aupecte  o f

that r ela tionehip. I t  alao  e n v i s a g e s  a n  a p p r a i s a l  o f  a l l  t h e  r@RourceB  t h a t .  nluflt

b e  c h a n n e l l e d  f o r  development  purposes  and t h e  action that kxh.xJld  be taken on t h e

in t e rna t iona l  and  na t iona l  1eyels  aapeclal.ly  th rouqh  the  promr>tion o f  national

aecur ity, r educ t ion  o f  i n t e rna t iona l  t en s ion  and  the  danqer  o f  war ,  t h e  obwervance

o f  t h e  p r i n c i p l e 8  o f  good-neiqhbourlinees  a n d  t h e  pcqceful Ret.tlement  o f  disputee.

T h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  C o n f e r e n c e  den&nstrat.ed  c l e a r l y  t-he v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  concept

of the eyatem of univerz;,Jl  peace and recur i ty , whi,ch  hnw b e e n  at,tracting  49 amat

dc-al of in t,er national !3UE)FX)r  t . T h e  Cmference  4130 emphasized  t h e  close link
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between dinarmament and development, t h e  interrelationehfp  b e t w e e n  tha

fltrsngtharlinq nrrd promtion o f  internntlona?. awur ity a n d  t.he e r a d i c a t i o n  o f  h u n g e r

and the  removal  from one planet  of  all form8  of  backwardnaas  through aocia.L and

economic  develogmen  t, t h e  prot.ection o f  tile env i ronment  and  the  nchisvement  o f

un iver  eaL diearmament.
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It i s  fo r  t h e  s a k e  of  theas  u n i v e r s a l  o b j e c t i v e s  t h a t  t h e  L e a g u e  o f  A r a b

Statae, w i t h  t h e  f u l l  co -opera t ion  o f  i t s  member s  and  i~r consu l t a t i on  w i th  t h e

other  governmental  organisat ions  that  have  observer  et-tue  jn the  General  AfMemblyr

aeek to eupport disarmament proqrammee and disarmament fellowships. I t  MI i n  this

epirit t h a t  w e  u r g e  t h e  sponsor8  o f  t he  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  o n  disarmament  f e l l owsh ip s

t o  diacuas among  t h e m s e l v e s  t h e  pooaihility  o f  makinq thoee  programmce a n d

f e l l o w s h i p s  a c c e s s i b l e  t o  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  t h e  a f o r e m e n t i o n e d  qovernmental

orqanizat ia~.~ in  order  that  they  may acaulre  the  much-needed expert i se  that  would

e n a b l e  t h e m  t o  e n l i g h t e n  public op in ion  i n  the i r  r e spec t i ve  reqion”; and qa in

auppor t  Par t h e  U n i t e d  Nationa  and  t h e  i n t e rna t iona l  c o m m u n i t y  i n  the d r i v e  t o

a c h i e v e  t h e  q o a l a  of  disarmament. T h e  Leaque of  Arab  Sta te s  a l so  hopes  tha t  t he

th i rd  spec i a l  s e s s i on  devo ted  to  d i s a rmament  wil.1 be c o n v e n e d  n e x t  y e a r  and  t h a t  i t

w i l l  a d o p t  e f f e c t i v e  measuL’e6  and  formu la te  appropr i a t e  a n d  e f f ec t i v e  i n t e rna t iona l

programmes  w i th  t h e  f u l l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  a l l  S t a t e s , internat  ional and regional

c r q a n i z a t i o n e  a n d  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  a l l  t h e  p e o p l e s  of’ t h e  w o r l d  t h a t  asp i re  to

the qoal.  of universal disarmament.

At  the  preced ing  s e s s i on  o f  t he  Genera l  AsfWmhly,  w e  reFerred in  thiR

C o m m i t t e e  t o  r e l i a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  p r o v e d  Israel.*n acqu i s i t i on  ol’ n u c l e a r

weapon8 and i tR cant inued production and development of such weapons. T h e  I s r a e l i

author itias, t a k i n q  a d v a n t a q e  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  Israel’8  n u c l e a r  ?nRtallations  are

n o t  under  the  s a f eguards  system of t h e  Inte,rnational  A tomic  Enerqy Aqency ( IAEA) ,

a r e  s t i l l  p u r e u i n q  t h e i r  p o l i c y  o f  nuclear b l a c k m a i l  Vis-b-Vis the coun t r i e s  of the

reqion a n d  a d j a c e n t  t e r r i t o r i e s . W e  a l s o  c e l l e d  f o r  p r o m p t  a c t i o n  t o  f o r e s t a l l  t h e

g r a v e  conaeauences  o f  Israel’s i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f ;lucl.ear arms i n t o  t h e  M i d d l e  East

and  i t s  r e fu sa l  t.0 pla,.:e i t s  n u c l e a r  facilities u n d e r i.nternat. ions1 safequards.
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Furthermore, w e  drew a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  p r e v a r i c a t i o n  a n d  constant eauivocation  o f

I s r a e l i  officials In thiR regard. A l l  t h i s ,  o f  courfle, is meant  to  be  a  3ort of

smoke-screen. Joweve r , t he  f ac t  retmaine  t h a t  I s r a e l  h a 8  a d a m a n t l y  r e f u e e d  to

commit  itself to  the  non-prol i ferat ion system.

The  Middle  East. ruqion waiB declared a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  the  General

Aeeemhly a t  ite t w e n t . y - n i n t h  mealon. However , this Committee has continued to

debate thifi aueRtion Rassion a f t e r  aeReion  a n d  h a s  a d o p t e d  numerous  r e s o l u t i o n s ,

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

the  Ml.ddle Rapt. aA a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone. I n  t h e  t e e t h  o f  a l l  t h o s e

r e e o l u t i o n o  a n d  i n  compl#Bte  diareqard o f  a l l .  t h o s e  a t t e m p t s ,  I s r a e l ,  aa ia its won t

vis,-b-via  t.his i n t e rna t iona l  f o rum, has cont inued to  obstruct  the  implementat ion Of

e v e r y  reeolution a n d  frustrate e v e r y  a t t e m p t  hy cateqcrically  refueinq t o  a b i d e  by

internati.onal norms a n d  leqality  a n d  refuainq  t o  a l l o w  cualitative  a n d  q u a n t i t a t i v e

ver i f i ca t i on  o f  ita n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  s t o c k p i l e s . I t  ~FI e v i d e n t  t:aat s u c h  v e r i f i c a t i o n

is  an essential  prereuuiaite  of  any serious  at tempt  to  def  lne the  waye and meana

whereby such a denuclearixed  zone may be declared in the Middle East.

T h e  aittlation  i n  t h e  M i d d l e  Rast. ie auita nimilar  t o  t h a t  i n  southern A f r i c a .

T h e  ohfltacles c r e a t e d  1 the  rac i s t  rbqime t o  p r e v e n t  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  a

nuclear-weapon-frt?e  zone in  Afr ica  are  wel l  known. T h e  Zionist  e n t i t y  haR acuuirt:ll

nuclear  weapons  and in  now manufacturinq  and devolopinq  6xin weapone,  whi le  i t

preventn  the  Ar.11 Sta ten  of  the  Middle  East , just as S o u t h  Afr i ca  preven t s  the

countr ies  of  Houthern Afr ica, from achieving  their  development  qoalR and their

economic and f3ocinl  advancement.

The Xioni~t  leaders have found it expedient. to make t.he Arab Statea  aware of

t-he  f a c t  t h a t  T e l  A v i v  (Ioes i n d e e d  possefls r,llclear  weapoils. This imper ia1 ist
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manifertation  of  heqemoniem should a ler t  any observer  to  the  novel  dimension the

Zionist e n t i t y  hae i n t r o d u c e d  i n t o  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  d e t e r r e n c e . T h e  a i m ,  o f  course,

is not to ensure world peace or maintain peace in the Middle East hut to pursue

IRraeli  agqreaaion aqainat  the  Arab States  and the  Arab peoplea of  Palest ine  and

Lebanon - that  i s , a q a i n a t  t h e  e n t i r e  Arab  na t ion . T h i a  i~ a  p o l i c y  o f  aqqreaaion

tha t  Ilrrael has been coneietently  pureuinq for  four  decaders. I t  ie a  p o l i c y  o f

intimidation  baaed on the imbalance of  power in  favour of  one aide.  I t  threatens

t h e  s ecur i t y  o f  t he  Arab  S ta t e s .

While  the  Arab Statea cont inue to  honour  and carry  out  the  obl igat ions and

reeponaihilities  of membership in the United Natione, Israel doe8 n o t h i n g  af t h e

sort.. The Arab States, however , continue to work within the framework of

internat ional  legal i ty  and have  always declared their  wish to  l ive  in  peace. Thi6

was  made abundant ly  c lear  by  the  peaceful  Fez  in i t ia t ive  adopted by the Arab Summit

Conference in 1982 That w a s  a n  i n i t i a t i v e  baaed o n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l e g a l i t y .  I t

c o n t a i n e d  t h e  o u t l i n e  o f  a  j u s t ,  comprehensive  and laat inq eet t lcment  of  the  Middle

Eaet problem. The Arab countries  want peace in the area in order that they may

devote  their  reaourcea to  every  aspect of  eccial and economic  development .

However, the  po s ture  o f  IRrnel.,  LtR con t inued  re j ec t i on  o f  t he  peace

in i t i a t i v e  and  i t s  con t inued  occupa t ion  o f  Arab  t e r r i t o r y  conetitute a  m a j o r

o h e t a c l e  t o  prcqress  i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n . N o t  c o n t e n t  w i t h  this, I s r a e l  Reek8  t o

undermine the development of the Arab countries. The moet glaring example of that

w a e  iota a rmed  a t t a c k  o n  t h e  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t y  d e v o t e d  t o  p e a c e f u l  uriee i n  I raa .

Not  content  with  the  obstruction  of  every peace in i t iat ive  and the  undermininq

of development , Israel  has  introduced nuclear  blackmai l  int  .I the  Middle  East ,  and

i ndeed ,  i n to  the  African con t inen t , where  i t  cant inues  i I :I nuclear  col laborat ion
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w i t h  t h e  racist South A f r i c a n  rdqime. Thie collatxxation  poeee  a  serioue t h r e a t  t o

Afr i can  S ta te s , especially  t h e  f r o n t - l i n e  c  Juntries. It  iu no wonder that  the

P r e t o r i a  r&qime  share8 Tsrael’R refusal  t o  hiqn the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  T r e a t y .

Reqardlefis  o f  a l l  thiR, t h e  Leaque o f  Areb Stata, its  members,  and indeed the

errtire world look forward to the day when peace, s e c u r i t y  a n d  s t a b i l i t y  w i l l

prc?vail  everywhere. The peoples  of  the  world at tach qreat  importance to  the

forthcoming meetinq  between the leaders of the two euper-Powere  and look forward to

the  conclus ion of  aqreementa  which wi l l  avert ,  thz danyer of nuclear war and spare

humanity ite dtre consequences.

W e  be1 leve tha t  the  pr inc ipa l  reeponaihility  for  maintaininq  in te rna t iona l

peace and eecurity  l ies  wi th  the  members  of  the  Securi ty  Counci l ,  especia l ly  ithl

permanent mc?mt)erR. l’he prov i s i on s  o f  t he  Char te r  m a k e  i t  i m p e r a t i v e  f o r  those

Member S t a t e s  t o  w o r k  i n  earneat  t o  a c h i e v e  t h e  noble qoals o f  o u r  Organ i za t i on ,

foremost  amonq whi.ch in the  ohliqation  to  avert  another  world  war.  Thie could be

achieved by estahlishinq  a cc,1 lective security system in a manner that would eneure

ntahility  and economic  prosper i ty  for  a l  1 the  peoplf!s of  the  world.
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Mt. ADAM (Sudan) (intsrpretat  ion from Arabic) I In  th i a  br i e f  s t a t e m e n t  I

shall conmnent on agenda itetntt 57, 64 and 69. Thesa item@ are of  e spec i a l

importance to my delegation and my statement will complement the statement I made

to this Committee on 21 October.

Sudan  base s  i t s  po l i cy  o n  t h e  f i rm  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  arma r a c e  i n  o u t e r

space muet  be averted 80 that  outer  space wi l l  cont inue to  he  free  of  weapons.

Accordingly,  we do not  jo in  othste,  who bel ieve  tha t  the  arms race should be

orqdnized  there and tha t  current  preparat ions  should be based on various  sc ient i f ic

and  pol i t i ca l  t h e o r i e s . W e  b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  s i m p l e  fac t  t h a t  a n  i ncrea se  i n  the

d e f e n s i v e  c a p a b i l i t y  o f  a l l  Sta%es a n d  o f  t h e  s u p e r i o r i t y  o f  State6 i n  t h a t  a r e a

wi l l  natural ly  g ive  them more conf idence, w h i c h  w i l l  l e a d  t h o s e  S t a t e s  t o

c o n t e m p l a t e  t h e  pos s ib i l i t y  o f  a t t a c k . Furthermore,  increas ing the  defens ive

c a p a b i l i t y  o f  S t a t e s  w i l l  l e a d  o t h e r s  t o  d e v e l o p  l a r g e r  a n d  m o r e  c a p a b i l i t i e s  o f

of fence. Thus,  the  present  trend towards  es tabl i shing defence systems in  outer

rpace w o u l d  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  det,erioration o f  a l r eady  bad  i n t e rna t i ona l  r e l a t i on s

and  w o u l d  jeopardize t h e  pos s ib i l i t y  o f  s t r eng then ing  the  c l ima te  o f  t ru s t  be%we8n

the super-Powers - a  c l i m a t e  c o n d u c i v e  t o  a  ceusation  cf t h e  a r m s  race .  In

addit ion,  i t  would lead the  world  to  a  new aual i ta t ive  arms race  which would ,  in

t u r n ,  l e ad  to  an  i nc rea se  i n  t h e  o f f e n s i v e  n u c l e a r  capabilit  o f  t . h e  t w o

super-Powers  and conseauently  to  an increase  in  the  possfhility  of  nuclear war.

We bel ieve  that  the  establ i shment  of  such a defence system in  non-nuclear

outer  space would draw at tent ion away from our bas ic  convict ion,  which i s  tha t  we

must put  an end to  the  nuclear  arms race on Earth because such a  race  is  a t  a  very

dangerous  s tage and threatens  the  wor ld .

We aupport  the  scient i f ic  approach of  the  two super-Powers  directed towards
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e l i m i n a t i n g  medium- a n d  shor te r - range  miaeiles  in  Europe  and  the i r  e f for t s  to

cone-lude  agreements and broader conventiona  in order to halt the nuclear arena race

and free  the  world from tha t  poaaihility.

The outlook would be better  if both supq.r-Powers  could agree to a global

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n  o n  t h e  c e s s a t i o n  o f  a l l  t y p e s  o f  n u c l e a r  t e s t s  i n  a l l

environments  and i f  both super-Powers  were to  adhere more s tr ict ly  to  the

prov i s i on s  o f  a l l  conven t ion s  cur ren t l y  i n  f o rce  on  the  non-pro l i f e ra t i on  o f  all

nuclear weapons. C u r r e n t  a t t e m p t s  t o  g i v e  a  broader  i n t e rpre ta t i on  to  t h e  le t ter

and  sp i r i t  o f  t he  an t i -ba l l i s t i c  miaeilt!  T r e a t y  w o u l d  l e a d  t o  f u r t h e r  p r o g r e s s  o n

o f f en s i ve  weapons  i n  ou te r  space  and  wou ld  cur ta i l  t he  po s s ib i l i t y  o f  teBtB l ead ing

to  their  deployment .

For all  the ahove-mentioned  reasons we support the agreement concluded on

15 April 1987 between the super-Powers to co-operate peacefully on matters

concerning outer  space and we express  the  hope that  any pos i t ive  resul ts  that  might

ensue from that agreement will  prompt them to renounce the militarization  of outer

space.

Frankly speaking, the niilitarization of outer space would mean that the world

had reached a  point  of  no return in  that  race. We therefore  support  multi lateral

c o n v e n t i o n s  o n  o u t e r  s p a c e  c u r r e n t l y  i n  f o r c e  ,~nd a re  i n  f a vour  o f  b. lqing t h e

preaeilt  gaps  in  the legal system in  order  to  supplement  and expand the  scope of the

preeent  s y s t e m . Fur t hermore, WC appeal to the Ad Hoc Committee to pursue its workI_-

fur ther , to  prepare  concrete  measures  to  prevent  a  nuclear  arms race  in  outer  space

in a general and comprehensive manner. The continuance of the arms race on Earth

an<1 i n  o u t e r  upace w i l l  n e v e r  give t h e  w o r l d  t h e  security i t  de s i r e s  regard leas  Of

the  e f fo r t s  made  by s t a t e smen  in  t ry ing  to  justify the i r  theories  o f  n u c l e a r

deterrence and the  balance of  Eorces.
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Ae i n  t h e  pas t ,  Sudan  suppor t s  t he  d ra f t  r e so lu t i on  en t i t l ed  “Preven t ion  Of  an

arms race in  outer  6pace” (A/C.1/42/L.43)  Buhmit ted on 27  October  1987.  We are

convinced that  the  reasona we have  g iven are  val id  and we hope the  draft  resolutiori

will  he adopted by consensus.

I  now turn to  agenda i tem 64 ent i t led “Third special  sess ion of  the  General

Assembly devoted to disarmament”. A t  i t s  f i r s t  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n  d e v o t e d  t o

disarmament, the General Assembly adopted a Final Document  which has become the

main pi l lar  in  the considerat ion of  disarmament  i ssues  both within and outs ide the

Ilni ted Nations. At  itn second special  sess ion devoted to  disarmament  the  General

Assembly proclaimed the World Disarmament Campaign and also reaffirmed the

importance of  the  Final  Document  of  the  f irst  Bpecial  sess ion devoted to

diearmament. I t  r ea f f i rmed  t h e  n e e d  t o  s t r e n q t h e n  t.he r o l e  o f  t h e  rlnited Na t ions

in all areas  of  disarmament.

We reca l l  very  wel l  the  dif f icul t ies  encountered by the  Preparatory  Committt~e

a t  i t s  mce t inq  th i s  year  b e c a u s e  i t  had  dec ided  tha t  i s  dec i s i ons  ahou ld  b e  t a k e n

by consensus. W e  t r u s t  t h a t  thz,  t  w i l l  n o t  jeopardize  t h e  bas i c  p r inc ip l e  a t  t h e

forthcoming third special session devoted to disarmament and that at  that session

the  General  Assembly  wi l l  a t ta in  i t s  noble  object ive  of  searchinq for  v iable  means

to  implement  the  obl igat ions  contained in  the  Final  Document  of  the  f irs t  special

Session of the General Assem~~ly devoted to disarmament.

M y  d e l e g a t i o n  j o i n s  i n  expre s s inq  t h e  v i e w  t h a t  high p r i o r i t y  s h o u l d  b e  g i v e n

to nuclear  disarmament  and to  cal l ing at tent ion to  the  dangers  of  nuclear  war as

t h e  c e n t r a l  t h e m e s  of  t h e  w o r k  o f  t h e  forthcominq spec i a l  s e s s i on . Sudan attaches

e s p e c i a l  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  t h e  f o l l o w i n q  issues to be discussed durinq the third

s p e c i a l  seasion o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Asvemhly devot.ed  t o  disarmamerbt: maintaining and
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s t reng then ing  the  sp i r i t  o f  tha Fina l  Document  o f  t he  f i r s t  epecial  aeseion  devoted

to disarmament  and not  weakening i t )  s trengthening the  role  of  the  United Nationr

in  the  f ie ld  of  disarmament, s i n c e  t h e  Orqanization ia t h e  o n l y  internatFona1  body

responsible  for  the  maintenance of  internat ional  peace and aecurityi
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the need for  respect ing and accept ing the  principles  of  obaervanse  and of

v e r i f i c a t i o n  a s  t w o  e s s e n t i a l l*onditions f o r  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  a l l  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

nego t i a t i on s  on  the  r educ t ion  o f  conven t iona l  and  nuc l ear  weapons1  t h e  farthzoming

special s e s s i on  shou ld  examine  the  r e su l t s  o f  t he  f i r s t  two  spec i a l  sessions, in

ordar to  assess successes  and fa i lures  anti in  order  to  comple’.e  what ,  remains

outstanding  a f t e r  t ho se  f i r s t  twc  s e s s i on s !  t o  r ev i ew  the  r e l a t i on sh ip  b e t w e e n

disarmament and development as an effective means of reducing and sl;>win~ down the

unbridled arms race in  accordance with  the last  paragraph of  the  E’ln~,!,  Document  of

t.he International Conferexe  on the Relationsh!p  between Disarmament and

Development.

For a l l  t h e  a b o v e  r e a s o n s , we support  the  draft  re.lolution on the  convening of

that  sess ion,  contained in  document  A/C.l/42/L,6.

With respect to agenda item 69, e n t i t l e d  “ R e l a t i o n s h i p  bet*reen disarmament and

development” , i t  i s  our  v iew that  the  Intcrnat;onsl Conference which was  held

recent ly  at  United Nat ions  Headquarters  concluded that  i t  was  necessary  to improve

t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t  a t  p r e s e n t  i n  o r d e r  b e t t e r  t o  e n s u r e  progress.  in  the

economic and social  spheres  2nd to  prepare new formulas  of  the concept  of  securi ty

wh ich  a re  no t  r e l a t ed  to  f u r ther  m i l i t a ry  bu i ld -ups  - i n  o ther  words ,  t o  s t r eng then

internat ional  cooperation  for  the  good of  mankind in  economic and social  terms,

p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s .

The  th i rd  spec i a l  s e s s i on  devo ted  to  d i s a rmament  w i l l  dea l  w i th  th i s  que s t i on ,

but  we bel ieve  that  there  i s  a  need to  cmphasize  another  matter  vhich is  of  concern

to  developing countr ies , namely,  f inding an acceptable  formula  for  putt ing the

resources released by disarmament to good use in development programmes, and we

th ink  tha t  t h a t  s e s s i o n  c o u l d  g i v e  s e r i o u s  considerakion  t o  t h e  estabLish*nent o f  an

a p p r o p r i a t e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n s t r u m e n t  t o  d i s t r i b u t e  ttlose a v a i l a b l e  resolirces;  i n

other words, t h e  fo r thcoming  spec i a l  s e s s i on  shou ld  d e c i d e  o n  tha t  in s t rument .
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Sudan supports  the draft  reso’lutio:1 in  document  R/C.1/42/L.74 of

27 October  1987,  aiKJ we express  the  hope that  i t  wi l l  be  adopted by conaensua.

Mr. ZAlW3XKY  (Czechoslow  uk I a) I As the general debate on disarmament in-..._..

the rirst Committ.ee  i s  c o m i n g  t o  a  c l o s e , new highly  important  events  c losely

llqaked w’~h OUL’  e f for t s  are t ak ing  p l a c e  a n d  E;haping t h e  w h o l e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  agenda .

Predominant i; the furtner  development of the tl!.al.ogua bet.ween  the USSR and

the United States of America. The jo int  announcement  that  the  leaders  of  the  two

countr ies  wi l l  meet  at  Washington beginning on I L zmber  ok thiil year  and  s ign  a

t r e a t y  o n  t h e  t o t a l  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  Unit.ed  S ta t e s  and  Sov i e t  i n t e rmed ia t e - range  and

shorter-ranqe miss i les  iti a  true  mi les tone on the path to  disarmament. The

conclus ion of  that .  treaty , t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  ehorcugh  cons idera t ion  o f  a  fu ture

t r e a t y  o n  SO-per Tent red*vctions in  United Stat-es  and Soviet  s trategic  offens ive

arms and on the observance of and non-withdrawal from the .:‘reaty on the Limitation

of Anti-Ballir,tic Missile Systems for an agreed per ioc ,  could become a real basis

for  the process  of  nuclear  disarmament  and the beginning of  a  new era both for  the

two nucl.ear-weapon  States  anI1 for  the  world.

These  developments  should  a lso  g ive  a  powerful  impetus  to  a  further

intensi f icat ion L,f the  constr’llct ive and meaningful  de1 iberations un the ent ire

ranlIe of disarmament lqques  now before the First Committee.

An important event dir t,ctly  related t.o our present. work took place lat t  week

a t  Prague, the  capi ta l  of  Czechoslovakia, which hosted tt,e sess ion of  the  Committee

of Foreign Ministers cS the Warsaw Treaty member Statea on 18 and 29 October.

The siqnificance o f  the  s e s s ion  was  i n t en s i f i ed  by  the  f a t - t  t ha t .  i t  was  h e l d

at  d t ime when the  Soviet-American didloque entered a  new and s ignif icant  stay@,  at
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a time when real perspectives were heralded for the conaluuion  of a Soviet-Amerioan

treat,y  that  would e l iminate  medium-range and operst lonal- tact ical  mierrrilee. Thua,

for t h e  f i r e t  t,ime i n  h i a t o r y , the idea of nuclear dirarmament har rsachad the

p o i n t  w h e n  itn i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  lo j u s t  a b o u t  t o  beg in .  T h e  par t i c ipan ta  in  t h e

Prague sess ion welcomed the  fac t  that  the  Morcow meet ing  between th:a Soviet  Foreign

Minister  and the  United States  Secretary  of  State  wau uesful  and product ive ,  tha t

Rcine aerioue  h a r r i e r s , which had ar ieen at Ganeva, wore overcome during that

meet ing and that  the  regulat ion8 of  the treaty  alro concerning Perehing lA miseilea

were def in i t ive ly  formulated. The Foreign Minieters  of ths Warsaw Treaty  countriefl

gxpreeeed  fu l l  auppor t  f o r  the  conclueion  o f  t he  Sov i e t -Amer i can  t r ea ty  on  the

e l im ina t i on  of m e d i u m - r a n g e  arrd o p e r a t i o n a l - t a c t i c a l  mieeilee,  f o r  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e 8

concerning the cuta in the number of strategic offensive weapons rnd for the

prevention of an arme race in outer apace. In  th i e  connec t ion ,  t he  State8

par t i c ipa t ing  in  the  aeeaion aupporLed  t h e  n e w  S o v i e t  injtiativee  a imed  at  b r i n g i n g

closer  t o g e t h e r  t h e  Rtandpoints  o f  t he  twc  parties  regard ing  a  50 p e r  c e n t

reduction i n  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  s t r a t e g i c  o f f e n s i v e  weapons, eubject  t o  etrict

obfxervance OF t h e  T r e a t y  o n  t h e  L i m i t a t i o n  o f  Anti-Rallistic  M i s s i l e  SyRteme,  w i th

the proviso  that  nei ther  party  shall withdraw from the Trc-Jty for  at 1eaRt  10

years, and durinq which the propoaal waa made to Zktclare a moratorium on all

a c t i v i t i e s  l i nked  w i th  the  p roduc t ion , teeting and deployment of medium-range

missilea a n d  operational-tactical  m i s s i l e s .

The Minister6  underl ined that  i t  ie extremely  important  that  no act ion he

taken that  miyht  compl icate  the  materialization of  the  present  arra2qementa

regarding the  Soviet-American ta lks . I n  thie c o n n e c t i o n ,  i t  ie caueilg  eecious

concern that  certa in  representat ives  in  the  West have  come forward wittr qpeale
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that the forthcominq liuuidation  of U;lited  St&tea mi~silan in Europe be

“compenaat4  for * b y  t h e  oro&t,ion o f  n&w milltecy e t r u c t u r e a .

Aa i t  tranapirefi  f rom t h e  communiczu6  a d o p t s d  a t  t h e  P r a g u e  8(3881,on,  t h e  agenda

included an t i l l -round an3 deep considerat ion of  tne crlrrsni, 5s2tuat.ion in  the  world

l,nd a n  dnalysis o? t h e  u r g e n t  t a s k s  of t h e  cltrugg1.e  for peace. AR  f a r  a s  t h e

s i tuat ion In RurDp and the  world in concerned, t h e  Miniritera  atated t h a t  i t  ie of

a complicated  and controvoraial  character .

On the one hand, there  are hopeful  and encouraging prorrpects, yet  the

developmenta  justifiably  rais ing apprehension have cont inued, I t  i s ,  a b o v e  all,

n e c e s s a r y  t o  Rtop t h e  cont!nuing  armB r a c e  i f  t h e  internat.ional  c l i m a t e  la t o  IW

improved. It i n  necctrrsal y t o  s o l v e  t h e  contradictione  t h r o u g h  a dinloque,  t o

d e v e l o p  c o - o p e r a t i o n  b e t w e e n  c o u n t r i e s  w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  eocial  IaysternR.  The  s e s s i on

of  the  Committee  of  Forelgn Minilaterfil  came to  the  conclus ion that  a  radical  turn  ta

ite i nproveme t  in  postlihlcrl  and at ta inable . The eeflsIon  suggested concrete and

real  waye toward8 the achievement of  this  a im.
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T h e  point ie p t r  titularly  t o  f o r m  a  comprehensive  s y s t e m  of  i n t e rna t iona l

peace and ~ecwr  i ty , Ihi8 iti the only  r sal way of  smut inq peace and avert ing the

danger  o f  war  in the  pce s sn t -day  wor ld ,  which  i s  80 fu l l  o f  r i sk s . I t  ia necessary

algO 10 r e m o v e  t h e  threat.  repreeerrt.ed b y  nuc lear  wea:mne and  o ther  wealnna o f  maRa

destruc:t(km  ynd to  c e a s e  t h e  dangerous  arm& r a c e  i n  ether  f i e ld s .

A Comprehanerve  system  of int?rnational peace and aecur ity muAt. be ennured  in

the poli tical, I-: iii tary r economic, acological  a n d  h-jmani  t c r  ian f i e l d s ,  aa only in

th I8 way  wil l  i t .  become  a mmplex and raa1l.y ef fect ive  sys tem. lrr t h i s  r e s p e c t  the

P r a g u e  session o f  t h e  c o m m i t t e e  o f  F o r e i g n  Ministers  lmderlined  the  s i gn i f i cance  o f

human Kigh ts and auppor bd the proposal of the Soviet Union for the convening in

Moecow  o f  an  a l l -European  canference cancerninq theoe  prob lems .

I t .  WaB po in ted  ou t  t ha t  i t  watt impor tan t  tha t  the  issue o f  ebtabliahinq

t h r o u g h  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  e f f o r t s  o f  a l l  U n i t e d  Nation% Metier  Statee, a  s y s t e m  o f

mmprehensive  s e c u r i t y  b e  cons idered  in  a  mne t ruc t i ve  manner  a t  t h i s  t he

forty-second seefJion  of  the  General  Assembly. Being of the apin ion the t such a

system should f u l f i l  its funct.ic,n  o n  t h e  baeis a n d  within t h e  f r a m e w o r k  o f  t h e

Uni ted Nations Charter, ths Ministers advocated the enhancement. of the role OF the

General Assembly, t h e  S e c u r i t y  C o u n c i l  a n d  t h e  Secretary-Gcnzral  o f  t he  [Jnited

Nations  and expressed the  v iew that  a l l  States  should give them the  qreatest

pooaible swppor t ,  w o r k  t o r  t h e  qr e a t e r  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t h e

Uni ted Na tione and i ta ina ti tu tions and s tr ive to enable them to augment their

cont.r ibwtion to t h e  s o l u t i o n  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  i s s u e s . They expressed thei: hope

that  the  General  Assemt>ly would  g ive  a  new impetus to frwltful  in ternat ional

d i a l o g u e  o n  those isetwes  and  upqr ade  i t s  con ten t  in b o t h  v a l u e  a n d  p r o f u n d i t y .
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Tt is our f i r m  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h i s  year’s d e l i b e r a t i o n s  i n  the First C o m m i t t e e  On

a w.stom of  c o m p r e h e n s i v e  s e c u r i t y  w i l l  lead to  p rac t i ca l  atepn towards  the  gradwaL

implement-a t.ion of that concept ,  as wel l  as  to  the  s trcqqthen  inq of the  role  of  the

U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  i n  a l l  s p h e r e s  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y .

Some of the highly  topical i terns m the agenda of the Firet Committee are

related to  regional  approaches  to disarmament  and to  conf idence-bui ldinq.  The

P r a q u e  s e s s i o n  ptiid s p e c i a l  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  implementatia  o f  s u c h  medraures  in

Europe.

T h e  S t a t e s  wr t.icipatinq An the  s e s s i on  d e e m  i t  a  prioe i t y  t o  a c h i e v e  a

substant ia l  reduct ion of  armed forcee and armaments  irr Europe. T h a t  i s  t h e

d)jeCtive  underly ing t.he jo int  programme charted by them in  Budapest  in  June 1986.

In th i s  c o n n e c t  ion t h e  WI inters emphasized  t h e  n e e d  t o  a c c e l e r a t e  t h e  formulation

of a m a n d a t e  for  fwttrre t a lk s  w i th in  wh ich  the  s ecur i t y  inWrests  o f  a l l  t he

part ies  would be taken in to  account . T h e  S t a t e s  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  ilession

rea f f i rmed  the i r  p roposa l  t o  ho ld  a  meetinq o f  t he  Ministers for Foreign Affairs o f

the  States  participatinq in  the  Conference on Securi ty  and Co-opern+ion  in  EuroPr

at which cf decis ion wow1.d be abpted on the opening of  far-Keachinq  ta lks  with  a

v i e w  t o  Limitinq  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  t h e  a r m e d  f o r c e s  -Id t a c t i c a l  n u c l e a r  ad

conventional. weapons in Europe and redwcinq military expenditures accordingly,

ad.justinq t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  L e v e l s  t h r o u q h  a d e q u a t e  L i m i t a t i o n s  a n d  a v e r t i n g  t h e

danqer o f  a  surpr i a e  a t t a c k .

It  would  be of  +lla jor  importance for  the  s trengthen inq of  cnofidenze  in Ewrop

if  the  proposal  of  the  States  part ies  to  the  Warsaw Treaty  to  hold  consul tat ions  on

mil.it’ary  d o c t r i n e s , wh ich  i s  addre s sed  to  the  me t i e r  S ta t e s  o f  the Nor th  A t l an t i c

Treaty Orqcmization  and which was put forward in Berlin in May 1987, Were

t mpL emen ted.
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Also, the establishment. of nuclear-weapon-free and chemical-weapon-free zanes

i n  t h e  Mlkans, Fn Central Europe and in the north of Europe would contribute to

t h e  a m e l i o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  s i t ua t ion  in  the  con t inen t  and  b e  g r e a t l y  c o n d u c i v e  ta

freeing the wor Id from those kinds of weapons of mass deetruction. I n  t h i s

connectiar  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  u n d e r s c o r e d  t h e  n e e d  t o  g i v e  e f f e c t  t o  t h e  r e s p e c t i v e

proposals of the German Democratic Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist

Bepubl ic , the Socialist.  Republic of Romania and the People’8  Republic of Bulgaria,

as well as to implement. the plan for arms limi ta t.ion and the building of confidence

in  Central  Europe put  forward by the  Pol ish  People ’s  Bepublic.

The Minis ters  voiced the  opinion that .  the  States  si tuated along  the borderl ine

between the  two pol i t ico-mil i tary  groupings  should adopt  concrete  measures  to

reduce  the  l e ve l  o f  m i l i t a ry  con f ron ta t i on  and  s t r eng then  con f idence ,  i nc lud ing

reciprocal .  removal  of  the most  dangerous  types  of  of fens ive  weapons.

They also  suppor ted the  recent  proposal  of  the  Union of  Soviet  Social i s t

B e p u b l i c s  f o r  o v e r a l l  r a d i c a l  r e d u c t i o n  o f  t h e  l e v e l  o f  m i l i t a r y  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  in

the nor th of Europe and in the Arctic, the  t rans format ion  o f  tha t  r eg ion  in to  a

zcne of  peace and co-operat ion, and the holding of  ta lks  to  that  end among the

Sta tee mncer  ned.

The Warsaw Treaty member States are thus proponents of an indivisible Europe,

a Europe of peace and co-peraticn , of  the  bui lding of  an al l -European house in

which an atmosphere of  good-neighbourly  relat ions  and trust ,  coexis tence and mut.ual

undero tanding would pr wa il.

of d irect  re levance  to  the work of  our  Committee  are  the  conclus ions  of  the

Prague meet ing concerning the  issue of  the  veri f icat ion of  and compliance with

arms-con tr 01 and d is ar mamen t agr eeme’a  ts . The St.ates  par ticipar:inq  in  the sess ion

highlighted the need to work cut. ,  a t  b o t h  t h e  n a t i o n a l  a n d  t h e  international l e v e l ,
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a  st.rict a n d  e f f e c t i v e  v e r i f i c a t i o n  s y s t e m , i n c l u d i n g  o n - s i t e  inspect.ion. such a

system of v e r i f i c a t i o n  w o u l d  prcvide  A  r e l i a b l e  g u a r a n t e e  o f  s t r i c t  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h

al l .  d isarmament  agreements  and ensure  wit.h carta int .y  that  the  obl igat ions  ensuinLl

therefrom would not be violated  in any circumstances. The ver i f icat ion system must

cover all aspect8 of disarmament,.

It w a s  f u r  thermore  et.ated  t h a t  t h e  a l l  ied  s o c i a l i s t  S t a t e s ,  s t a n d i n g  up t o r  a

comprehensive approach to disarmament issues, deemed i t  ext.remely  important  that

the third special  sess ion or the  United Nat ions  General  Assembly  devoted to

disarmament  give  a posi t ive  impetus to  a l l .  the  ongoing ta lks  on var ious  disarmament

problems, that  i t  be  conducive  to  under  s tanding on concrete  measures  in  this

sphere, t.hat it be or ien ted towards real progress towards a safe,

nuclear-weapon-.free  wor ld  and  tha t  i t  make  a  con t r ibu t ion  to  the  e s t ab l i shmen t  o f  a

po’ i ti cal atmosphere based ar confidence, openness and cal.culab il i tY in

int-ernPQ-ional affaire.

The Warsaw Treaty  member States  consider that  i t  in urgent  nm as  never  before

that al.1 S t a t e s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  auymetlt  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  t a k i n g  effectivf.’

s teps  in  the sphere of  disarmament. That  object ive  must  be  pursued also  through

the  i n t en s i f i ca t i on  o f  t he  work  o f  t he  rtspective  int.ernational  forums ,  eFpecia*.lY

the Geneva Conference on Dioarmament. A special document en ti tiled “Wwards

increas ing the  ef fect iveness  of  the  Conference on Disarmement  in  Geneva” was

adoptc?d a t  t h e  P r a g u e  s e s s i o n .
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The  S ta t e s  par t i c ipa t ing  i n  t h e  s e s s i o n  propose  t o  devo te  the i r  e f fo r t s  a t  t he

prOsent s tage of  the  work of  the  Conference on Disarmamast  to  the  solution of  the

f o l l o w i n g  cruc ia l  isauee:

First ,  the  complet ion of  the  draft ing of  the  Convent ion on the prohibi t ion and

destruction of chemical weapons. The States members of the Warsaw Treaty comider

that there i s  every  prereauieite for  i t s  aucceasful complet ion in  the  near future

and are  ready to  cont inue conetructive  co-operat ion with  their  partners  in

negotiations with a view to overcoming the remaining obetaclea 10 as to make it

poss ible  to  proceed promptly  to  the  general  and complete  el iminat ion of  chemical

weaponn and  of  t h e  indJstria1 bas i s  o f  the i r  p roduc t ion .

Secondly,  the  progress  towarda  complete  prohibi t ion of  nuclear-weapon tests .

The StaterJ member8  of the Wareaw Treaty regard the halting of nuclear-weapon tests

and their  general  and complete  prohibi t ion as measures  of  pr imary importance in  the

e f f o r t  t o  h a l t  t h e  arme r a c e . They euggest  se t t ing  up a specia l  group of

a c i e n t i e t - e x p e r t s , who would prepare  without  delay pract ical  proposals  for  a System

o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g . The drafting oi such an agreement within the

framework of the Conference on Disarmament and the comprehensive Soviet-American

t a l k s  o n  l i m i t a t i o n  a n d ,  u l t i m a t e l y , c o m p l e t e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r  t e s t s  w i l l  b e

complementary  t o  e a c h  o ther  i n  the  pur su i t  o f  a  s i n g l e  o b j e c t i v e . They are ready

to consider in a construct ive  manner any other  proposals  and ideas  a imed at  a

s p e e d y  s o l u t i o n  o f  t h i s  i s s u e .

Thirdly ,  the  States  members  of  the  Warsaw Treaty  bel ieve  that  a  sol id

foundat ion has  been bui l t  at  the  Conference on Disarmament  for  pract ical  and

effect ive  work in  matters  re lat ing to  the  prevent ion of  an arms race  in  outer

space. The socia l i s t  countr ies  have put  forward concrete  proposals  to  that  end.

The  S ta t e s  par t i c ipan t s  i n  t h e  P r a g u e  s e s s i o n  u n d e r l i n e d  t h e  n e e d  t o  a c t i v a t e

t h e  w o r k  o f  t h e  Confe:rence  a l so  i n  t he  o ther  c ruc i a l  d i r ec t i on s ,  t a k i n g  i n t o



JSM/ve A/C. L/42/PV.31
52

(Mr. Zapotocky, Czechoslovakia)

account  the  re levant  resolut ions  of  the  General  Assembly  which ref lect  the  wi l l  Of

the  overwhelming major i ty  of  States  of  the  world.

We propose that all aspects of the work of the Conference on Disarmament be

cons idered  f rom a l l  ang le s  a t  t he  th i rd  spec i a l  s e s s i on  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly

devoted to  disarmament  with  a  v iew to  increas ing the  ef fect iveness  of ‘  the

Conference.

In  th i s  c o n n e c t i o n ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p r a c t i c a l  measurea  c o u l d  be cons idered  and

agreed upon.

First ,  putt ing the work  of  the  Conference on a  more intens ive  foot ing by

making it work throughout the year with two or three breaks. The auxi l iary  organs

of  the  Conference, in  accnrdance with  i t s  general  mandate,  should work not  on a

year-by-year hau is, hut unt i l  their  work is completed.

S e c o n d l y ,  p r o v i d i n g  f o r  a  m o r e  a c t i v e  inlfolvement  o f  exper t s  and  s c i en t i f i c

centres  exis t ing in  var ious  countr ies  in  the  work on the  prohlems facing the

Conference. This  miqht he done in  var ious  ways, especial.ly  b y  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a

consul tat ive  counci l  wi thin  the  Conference.

Thirdly , on the  bas is  of  agreement  among the  part ies  to  the  Conference,

h o l d i n g  min i s t e r  ial. sessions in  t imes  o f  c r i t i ca l  impor tance ,  i nc lud ing  occa s ions

whelk  d i f f i c u l t  i.es o f  a  substantial  n a t u r e  a r i s e  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t h e

d e l i b e r a t i o n s . Se s s ions  a t t ended  b y  min i s t e r s  wou ld  give a  po s i t i v e  impe tu s  t o  the

p r o g r e s s  o f  t h o s e  s i g n i f i c a n t  t a l k s .

We consider  i t  useful  to  enable a l l .  countr ies  that  are  not  memhers  of  the

Confq*rence on Disarmament  to  contribute  to  i t s  work . It i s  c u r  o p i n i o n  t h a t  i n  t h e

future  the  Conference might  hecome a permanent  universal  organ of  disarmament

nego t i a t i on s .

The States members of the Warsaw Treaty declare that  they are ready to

p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  J c o n s t r u c t i v e  manr-r i n  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  an? implementatio )f a l l

I *
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constete  prmsals aimed at activating the Conference on Disarmament and increasing

it8 effectiveness, regardless of their source.

In conclusion, I should like to underscore our firm belief that the ideas and

propoeals put forward in Prague by the Sta;lrs  members of the Warsaw Treaty

correspond to the common desire of all States Members of the united Nation5 to make

genuine progress in the fields of both disarmament and international sc.curity  and

will give yet another fresh impetus to our joint efforta.

Mr. AZIRIWE  (Nigeria) : Having spoken earlier in the Committee, my

delegation would now like to devote this statement to the question of effective

international arrangement5 to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons under agenda item 56.

This is an item to which the Nigerian Government attaches great importance,

not only because of its relevance to the non-nuclear-weapon States, which represent

the majority of mankind, but also to the entire international community as a means

of enhancing international peace and security. Over the years, this item has been

mast extensively debated in this Committee, in the Geneva-baaed Conference on

Disarmament and in other disarmament forums. Yet for various inexplicable reasons1

it has surprisingly not been accorded the priority consideration it deserves.

Coxpared  with many other items, this ouestion  has, indeed, held great promise for

reaching an agreement - if only it had been approached with objectivity and a sense

of urgency. This is borne out by the widespread support, in principle, both by the

nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States for the conclusion of an international

cxmvention on this item. In addition, there is the overwhelming global

satisfaction that over two third5 of the States Members of the United Nation8 have

renounced, through international legally-binding instruments, under the

non-proliferation Treaty, the nuclear optiorl, which shvdld  provide a reciprocal

platform for the negative security assurances.
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In our opinion,  i t .  IS only  fa ir  that  those  wlro have made th is  supreme

s a c r i f i c e  a n d  h a v e  e n t r u s t e d  t h e i r  s e c u r i t y  v o l u n t a r i l y  t o  f r a g i l e  i.nternational

disc ipl ine  and the  humanism of  other  States  should he  qivan leqally-bindinq

assurances aqa inst  the  use or threat  of  use  of  nuclear  weapons,  pelldinq nuclear

disarmament.



FMt3/13 R/C.1/42/PV.31
56

(Mr. Azikiwe, Niger ia)

My c¶elegation  does not want to start enumerating to the Committee the dangers

Of nuclear weapons , eince they are well known. However, t h e  c o n t i n u e d  r e t e n t i o n  o f

nucle,Tr weapcnrr b y  t h e  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  S t a t e s  a n d  t h e i r  r e f u s a l  t o  p r o v i d e  e f f e c t i v e

amNanCe8 to  non-nuclear-weapon States  aga inst  the  use  or  threat  of  ;IBe of  such

weapon8 c,ln o n l y  *encourage  o t h e r s  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  e f f i c a c y  o f  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s .

N;gti..  ia acknowledges that th,+ u n i l a t e r a l  declaiationa made  b y  t h e  five

nuclear-reapon S ta te s  on  th i s  i t e m  a r e  utieful. However, as we are all  aware, t.hose

d e c l a r a t i o n s  h a v e  n o  legal e f f ec t . They lack mandatory power and could be

repudiated by  any of  one of  them uni lateral ly . A b o v e  a l l ,  u n i l a t e r a l  decl :rratione

can  and  ehomld never  be  accep ted  a s  sub s t i t u t e s  f o r  1egall.y b ind iny  internat,ionaA

instruments . I f  unilateral declnrationm w e r e  s u f f i c i e n t I t  w o u l d  n o t  be necessary

to negot iate  internat ional  dgteements on any disarmament  i tems.

M y  d e l e g a t i o n  i s  f u l l y  a w a r e  o f  t h e  d i v e r g e n t  m i l i t a r y  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  t h e

non-nuclear-weapon Staten  and the di f f icul t ies  confront ing the Conference on

Dioarmament  i n  i t s  e f for t s  t o  f i nd  ; s o l u t i o n  t o  the q u e s t i o n  o n  t h e  baslr~ o f  a

common  EormuLa. We be1 ieve, however, that  i f  a  common formula  proves  Impotiaible  -

which seems  to  be  the  case  - other  al..ernative  approachet  should  be  explored.

I t  ie witltin thI.8 c o n t e x t  t h a t  Nigc.ria  w i l l  b e  p r o p o s i n g  a  n e w  dpproach on

r:rie que s t i on  i n  wh ich  non-nuc l ear -weapon  S ta t e s  w i l l  b e  c l a s s i f i e d  i n t o  c a t e g o r i e s

in mcordance  w i th  the i r  pecu l i a r  s ecur i t y  s i t ua t i on s ,  w i th  agreemen t : ;  t o  he

n e g o t i a t e d  ir. r e s p e c t  o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  c a t e g o r i e s . My delegation  Wil l ,  d t  the

appzupriate  t i m e , elaborate on this new approach. M y  delegat  on  i s  convincxd  tha t

this  new approach,  wilen unvei led, w i l l  p r o v i d e  t h e  n e e d e d  breakthrauqh for  ttarly

agreement  on this  i tem. Of cotlree, we !JilL have the r,ecessary  consultations; and

w i l l  b e  w i l l i n g  t o  l i s t e n  t o  v i e w s  a n d suggeatics,ls  o n  w a y s  o f  makincl  t h i s  dn id<al

proposal  acreptable  t o  a l l .
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Nigwria  Eeelu  thvrt ull nualaat-weapon  Stater should uhow greater  commitment

and understanding on th is  issue, othorwira the improouion  will b e  c r e a t e d  t h a t  t h e

nuclear-weapc.-  State:: s e e k  only  t o  perpetuate  their prerrnt militar:(  s u p e r i o r i t y

and deny others  the  riclht  to political  digni ty ,  legi t imate  freedom and undiminished

s e c u r i t y . My ceigation believes that the nualear-weapon State8 have a

respcnoibility  Co dstiute non-nuclear-weapon Otater of their commitment by attendiny

t o  thetle !.eqitimatc  concerns . Unleao  thl,s io c l e a r l y  demonotrated,  t h o s e  w h i c h

hrve adhered to the 1960 Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapon8 callnot

be expected to  fee l  vindicntod, and thoar which have  not  accepted the  Treaty  wi l l

bs j u s t i f i ed  i n  m o v i n g  uven fu r ther  away  f rom it8 o b j e c t i v e s .  T h e  impression tha t

ther? arc! two cicteyoriet;  of :  States  - one endowed with a 8eny1e  of responoibility  in

managing nuclear weitpon~:;, whi le  the  other  cannot  be  trueted and mr;et be prevented

from cacqulc’rng nuclear weapons - uhould be eradjcated,  as i t  is  inGeed demeaning,

f a l s e  and 1irol;t  unaccepta!3le. My delegation hoprts  that with the new approach to be

propo&sd  in due course  by  Niger ia  i t  wi l l  be poesible  for  the  nuc le t r -weapon Statcfi

t0 participdta a c t i v e l y  i n  I hc! rclawant  nego t i a t i on s  i n  the  Con ference  on

Diearmament  to  PdciJ.itaie the  conclus ion of  the  much-needed ef fect ive  internat ional .

c o n v e n t i o n  on t.he lsf3ue.

In thir; connection, let  me camphasize that  the  conclusion of  agreements  un

negative sccur i t y  ils;;?” . antes should not  be made condit ional  upon the implementat.ioll

o f  o ther  co1 lateral 111t!a:iure8. A l l  o t h e r  meauures  ehould  b e  t r e a t e d  s e p a r a t e l y  a n d

in their: own right. Niger i.a believes that State8 which have not renounced the

n u c l e a r  o p t i o n  in c~ lr?ynl.ly b ind ing  inttrnational  inetrument  al.60  shou ld  b e

e l i g i b l e  f o r  ncqativc  s e c u r i t y  aB8urance8, deepite  t h e  queetione  b e i n g  r a i s e d  about

the level that some of them have actually reached in developing their nuclear

c a p a b i l i t y .



MB/13 A/C.1/42/PV.31
58

(fir. Azikiwe,  Nigerria)

My delegat ion  hopee  that .  when this  matter  comes up for  considerat ion in  the

appropriate  forum oubsequent  negot ia t ions wil l  enable  us  to  overcome the  remaining

obataclea  I to  pave  the  way for  an early  internat ional  convent ion.

We RAMPS B~JSTOS  (Honduras)  ( in terpreta t ion  from Spanieh)  8-__I.--- With regard

Lo rrgenda  Item 53, “Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the

Twelf th  Speci.al  Session of  the  General  Ageembly, the delegation uf Honduras would

like to  rav iew activititre of  the  Secretary-General  on Sub-i tem (a) in  accordance

with Lhe mand;ite  g iven him in  resolut ion 39/63  F,  of  12 December 1984,  on regional

disarmament. Such ac,tivities,  which are deeigned to promote and encourage

diearmament  in  var ious  regions  of  the  world, i n c l u d e  a  particular  e f for t  and

approach  to  oxpsnd the  f ramework  for  the  s earch  fo r  speci tc s o l u t i o n s  t h a t  w i l l

help  to  mai-rtain and etrengthen world  peace and secur i ty .  we also support  the

e f for t s  o f  t he  Uiearmament  Comrnieoian  to  co -opera te  i n  the  a t t a inmen t  o f  t ha t

o b j e c t i v e .

D e e p i t e  t h e  u r g e n t  and  l e g i t i m a t e  ef for t s  a n d  t h e  a p p e a l s  o f  t h e  internatior,Al

community  to  reach agreement8  that  wi l l  overcome ttlneion ard create  a  c l imate  of

con f idence  and  s e c u r i t y  i n  t he  va r iou s  r eg ions  i n  con f l i c t ,  t he  a rms  race  con t inue s

to  increase  to  unimaginable  level8  of  term8 of  both the  qual i ta t ive  improvement  and

the accumulation of nuclear and conventional weapons. T h e  t h e a t r e  of  con f ron ta t ion

has  expanded  and  there  i e  a  s t a t e  o f  i n s t ab i l i t y  and  de te r io ra t i on  o f  soc i a l ,

e c o n o m i c  and  po l i t i ca l  cond i t i on s  i n  those area8 wh ich  ha s  g i ven  r i s e  t o  cr i t i ca l

s i t ua t ions  wh ich  a re  a  s e r i o u s  t h rea t  t o  i n t e rna t i ona l  peace a n d  s e c u r i t y .

Eaced w i t h  th,tse f a c t s , the  act ion of  the  United Nat ions  has  unfortunately  not

been adequate . E f f o r t s  made i n  certai.?  situation8 h a v e  n o t  b e e n  f r u i t f u l . In  thie

context ,  we note  with  concern that  decisiune adopted by the  Securi ty  Counci l ,  in

ite search  for  v i a b l e  s o l u t i o n s  t o  such cclnflicts have  b e e n  r e j e c t e d . This
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frustrate8 the  purpose s  and principle6 in  the  Char te r  and  jeopardizee  t h e  a b i l i t y

o f  t h e  Organisation  t o  a c t .

However ,  in  the  midst of the  crisis that  bosets  us , t h e r e  a r e  i n  come region8

where  there  are  serioue conf l ic t8  new wind8 of  change which itxreaee our  hope of

agteemento  being roached that  wi l l  encourage the  parties to  f ind a  way to  hal t  the

arms race and thus achieve etable and permarr.ent peace.

such a  situation exista in  Central  America, an area which is subject  to a

series  of  c ircumstant ia l  problems which have brought  about  a  c l imate  of  mietrust

and instabi l i ty ,  and in  which the l imits  of securi ty  have  been exceeded,  to  the

detr iment  of  the  fragi le  environment  of  detente  which prevai l s .
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A s  a  r e s u l t  o f  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n , since 1983 the Government of Honduras has

Urgently appealed for  a  regional  peace  agreement  entai l ing a  ser ious  considerat ion

of diearmament. Ever since then it has been a fundamental purpose of Honduras’

f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  - and thio  has  guided i t s  behaviour  throughout  the  negot iat ion

process  in  Central  America  with  the  Contatlora and the  Support  Groups  - thoroughly

to  analyse  arms i s sues  with  a  v iew to  reaching agreements  tha t  wil l  lead to  the

ha l t i ng  o f  t he  a rms  race  i n  the  a rea . That would encompass not only arms

l im i t a t i on s  b u t  a l s o  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  fc c e s  t o  t h e  l e v e l  a b s o l u t e l y

n e c e s s a r y  f o r  d e f e n c e  o f  s o v e r e i g n t y  a n d  t e r r i t o r i a l  i n t e g r i t y  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e  of

publ ic  order. We cons!.der  this  agreement  should  be  subject  to  effect ive

Fnternationar  con t ro l  and  ve r i f i ca t i on  a s  a  f undamenta l  s t age  in  the  peace  proce s s .

We are  therefore  pleased that  among the  procedures  to  establ i sh  f i rm and

las t ing peace in  Central  America  that  were adopted in  the  ci ty  of  Guatemala  by  the

Central  American Pres idents  and are  unanimously  supported by the  internat ional

community ,  account  was  taken of  Honduran ini t iat ives , including that  of  proceeding

in the i ure  to the  conclusion  of  agreements  on securi ty  with  the act ive  mediat ion

of the Contadora Grc up. This  s taqe i s  s t i l l  pending,  and my Government  standti

ready to work towards agreement to cjuarantee  peace, democracy, development and

securi ty  in  Central  America.

Final ly ,  we welcome the  establ i shment  of  the United Nations  lierjion31.  Centre

for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America, and earnestly hope that

i t s  a c t i v i t i e s  w i l l  f u r t h e r  p r o m o t e  t h e  e f f o r t s  o f  o u r  peoples i n  t h i s  ared tu

improve a  c l imate  of  peace and securi ty  in  our  region.

Mr. VAN SCHAIK (Netherlands) : I  a m  s p e a k i n g  on  a  dra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  untler

aqenda item 66 (b) ,  on the report of the Conference on Disarmament. O n  behall.  of’

t h e  sponeors, A u s t r a l i a ,  B e l g i u m ,  Can,lda, D e n m a r k ,  F r a n c e ,  Federal  Republic of

Germany ,, Iceland,  Italy , Japan, Norway, Spain, IJn~ted Kingdom ot Great. t3r itain illl~.
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Northern Ireland and my own delegation, I wish to introduce draft

resolution A/C.l/42/L,61  on the report of the Conference on Disarmament. The

d e l e g a t i o n s  t h a t  h a v e  s p o n s o r e d  th i s  draft r e s o l u t i o n  s i n c e r e l y  h o p e  tha t  i t  w i l l

be accepted by consensus. It  is in  our  v iew of  great  importance that  the  work that

i s  be ing  under taken  in  the  Confetence  w i l l  i n  th i s  way  f i nd  recogn i t i on  b y  t h e

General Assembly.

It  i s  not  the  intent ion of  sponsors  to  express  an Opinion on OK to  give  an

evaluatfon of  the  work that  bus been undertaken. In other deaf t KesOlUtiOnS,

no tab ly  the  s epara te  d ra f t  r e so lu t i on s  on  the  d i f f e ren t  subject&  b e i n g  c o n s i d e r e d

in the Conference on Disarmamant ,  countr ies  have  an opportuni ty  to  formulate

recc,ilunendations  o n  p o l i c i e s  t o  b e  pur sued  and  or i en ta t i on s  t o  be  g i ven  to  the

work. This  draft  reeclution  merely  seek! : t o  r e f l e c t  t h e  s t a t e  o f  atfairs, t o

con f i rm  tha t  d i s cu s s ions  and  nego t i a t i ons  have  Kaached a  c e r t a i n  s t a t e ,  as  i s

r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  r e p o r t .

A  lo t  o f  hard , ronstructive work has been undertaken in the Conference on

Disarmament ,  wh ich  f in i s  i t s  exl~rcasion  in t h e  r e p o r t . The report also summarizea

d i f f e rence s  o f  v i ew , carefully worded in languaye on which agreement has been

reached in Geneva. Sn t h e  v i e w  lxf t he  sponsor s , t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  d e s e r v e s  i t s  r e p o r t

to meet with consensus in the Assembly, as it &net with consensue among 40 Member

States two months .qo in Geneva.

We would welcome! any procedural suggestions that would improve the text and

meet  that  purpoec. W e  c a l l  u p o n  a l l  d e l e g a t i o n s  t o  h e l p  d i s p e l  a n y  p o s s i b l e

impression ot. conflict+ng  positions between Geneva and New York, of a division

between what has been agreed  upon in Geneva and what SUbs8quently  will be

recommended by the Assembly. W e  s i n c e r e l y  b e l i e v e  t h a t  euch a  r e s u l t  wi l l  b e

p o s s i b l e  o n l y  If cc)nHenaus i s  r eached  on  a  d ra t t  r e so lu t i on  o f  a  pKoc@dural  nature

ouch tin t h a t  we have t~ubmitted.
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Mr.  (;ARCIA  ROBLIX  (Mexico)  ( interpretat ion from Spanish)  : I t  is my

honour to  introduce draft  resolut ion A/C.l/42/L.52, on agenda i tem 48,

“Lmplementation  of  General  Assembly  resolut ion 41/45  concerning the s ignature and

ra t i f i ca t ion  o f  Addit lanal P r o t o c o l  I  o f  t h e  T r e a t y  fo r  the  Proh ib i t i on  o f  Wclear

Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlateloko)“.

The i’raft resolution  in  oponsored by the  delegat ions  of  the  fol lowing

coun t r i e s : Bahamas, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,

Guatemala, Haiti,  Nicaragua, Pa,,ama, Paraguay, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago,

Uruguay, Venezuela and Mexico.

The  f i r s t  paragraph  con ta in s  an  impre s s i ve  l i s t  o f  r e so lu t i on s  adop ted  by  tho

Assembly concern ing  the  sicjrrature  a n d  ra t i f i ca t i on  o f  Add i t i on  Pro toco l  I  o f  t ho

Treaty fo: the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of

T l a t e l o l c o )  ,  s i n c e  i t  i s  n o  m e r e  c o i n c i d e n c e  tha t  th i s  yeat, 1987,  w e  commemorate

t h e  twentie:.h  a n n i v e r s a r y  o f  t h e  o p e n i n g  o f  t h a t  T r e a t y  f o r  s i g n a t u r e .

The second preombular  paragraph draws at tent ion to  the fact  that  within the

zone of  appl icat ion of  that  Treaty ,  to  which 25 sovereign  States  ;1Lreatly  are

p a r t i e s ,  t h e r e  a r e  s o m e  t e r r i t o r i e s  wk ‘.ch, i n  s p i t e  o f  n o t  b e i n g  dovereign

p o l i t i c a l  e n t i t i e s , dre Ireverttleleee  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  t o  r e c e i v e  t h e  b e n e f i t s  d e r i v i n g

f rom t h e  T r e a t y  throiqh  i t s  A d d i t i o n  P r o t o c o l  I , t o  w h i c h  t h e  f o u r  S t a t e 3  t h a t

d e  j u r e  o r  d e  f a c t o  a r e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e m ,  t h o s e  t e r r i t o r i e s  m a y_ _

become part ies . The d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  a d d s  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  faiL t h a t  t h e  p e o p l e s  O f

some of t.hose territor ie:; dre deprrved  of such  bene f i t s  w i thou t  be ing  ,liven the

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  expre:;s  t h e i r  {Jpinion i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t i o n .

It also rsc~~lls  t h a t  three o f  t h e states to  wh ich  the  Add i t i ona l  Prorocol I  is

opened - t h e  Ilnitecl  Kin(J(~om  ot Gredt  t3ritain  arld N o r t h e r n  I r e l a n d ,  t h e  K i n g d o m  o f

the  Netherlands  ~IIC~  ttlc: United :il.ates of: America - b e c a m e  par t i e s  t o  t.hr sa id

P r o t o c o l  i n  l9h9, 1971 ,IIU!  LVHL,  rerlpectively.
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The draiit reeolution concludes  with  three  opera t ive  paragraphs,  in  the last of

which, as  i s  u sua l  i n  such  cases, a  r e q u e s t  i s  m a d e  f o r  the  i nc lu s ion  o f  t h i s  i t em

i n  t h e  p r o v i s i o n a l  a g e n d a  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Aesembly a t  ite fo r ty - th i rd  seesion. I n

the two preceding paragraphs ,  w h i c h  f a i t h f u l l y  r e f l e c t  t h e  f e e l i n g s  o f  L a t i n

Amer  bca, the General Aeeembly

“Deplores  that  the  s ignature  of  Addit ional  Protocol  I  by France,  which

took place on 2 March lY79, bar not  yet  been fo l lowed by the  corresponding

ra t i f i ca t ion ,  notwithatapding  t h e  t i m e  a l r e a d y  a l a p o e d  a n d  t h e  pressing

invi tat ions  which the General  Assembly had addressed to  i t”  7 and

“Once more urges  France not to  delay  any further  such rat i f icat ion,  which

has been requested so many times and which appears all the more advisable,

s ince France ia the  only  one of  the  four  States  to  which the  Protocol  is open

t h a t  i s  n o t  y e t  p a r t y  to  i t ” .

I  beiieve i t  r e l e v a n t ,  b y  w a y  o f  a n  e p i l o g u e , t o  r e c a l l  a  f ew  po in t s  tha t

should be borne in  mind in  this  connect ion. They are  as fo l lows.

In the  current  year  we are  commemmorating  the  twent ieth  anniversary of  the

open ing  to  nilnature o f  t he  Treaty o f  T l a t e l o l c o  a n d  i t s  t w o  A d d i t i o n a l  P r o t o c o l s .

T h e r e  a r e  a l r e a d y  2 5  s t a t e s  partien  t o  Chat Tteaty. A d d i t i o n a l  P r o t o c o l  I I ,  a s  i s

wel l  known,  has  entered into  force  for  the  f ive  nuclear-weapon States  to  which it

it3 open. Addit ional  Protocol  I , ae i s  s t a t ed  in  the  penu l t ima te  paragraph  o f  the

dra f t  resolution  I  a m  i n t roduc ing , ha3 a l r e a d y  e n t e r e d  i n t o  f o r c e  f o r  t h r e e  o f  t h e

four  S ta t e s  t o  wh ich  i t  i s  open . F r a n c e  i s  t h e  o n l y  o n e  of tho se  S ta t e s  t ha t  ha s

not  yet  become a  party  to  that  inst.cument, de sp i t e  hav ing  s i gned  i t  on

2 March 1979,  that  i s ,  more than e ight  years  ago. Aa t he  Un i t ed  Na t ion s  has s t a t e d

on aevercrl  occa8 ionf3, i t  would  not .  be  fa ir  tor  the  peoples  of  the  territoriee

s i tua t ed  w i th in  the  zone  o f  applic3tion  of t h e  T r e a t y  o f  Tlatelolco for wh ich
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States  to  which Additional Protouol  I ir open , t o  use t h e  terms o f  t h e  T r e a t y ,

“ d e  jure or  $e f a c t o  a r e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y  rerponeible”  t o  bo depr i ved  o f  the

benef i ts  deriv ing from the Treaty  “without being given the  opportuni ty  to  expreea

their o p i n i o n  i n  t h i s  connrction”.

The CHAIRMAN (intorprotation  from French), I  s h a l l  n o w  c a l l  o n  t h o s e

repreoontat ivee  who have  requerted  patmf.rsion to  speak in  exercise  of  the  r ight  of

r e p l y . I should like to remind member8  of the Committee of the procedure we have

agreed on in  this connect ion.

s. .&HIi.UX-GHAHVEHCHI  (Islamic  R e p u b l i c  o f  Irsn) t Since terms  such AS- -

“misuse of  the  rules  r.,f proaeduren and *miaueing tho Conference on Disarmament for

propaganda” hava hew aimed at my country, I should like to mnk,  some comments here,

In fact  we are  l iving today in  a world  of paradox. T n e  I r a q i  r a p r c s c n t a t i v e

in  his in tervent ion asked that  the  Conference on Disarmament  change ito rules  of

procedure so that his country would be able to take part in the work of the

Confsrence. I f  the ahoe f i t s  o n e  foot ,  ft m u s t  f i t .  t he  c thcr . Whf:n  we prcuentod

our draft  resolut ion on chemical  weapons  to the  meeting of  non-al igned countr ies

l as t  week , ta be submitted as the Movement’8 drtlft reoolution  to t.W (:ommitteo,

ironical ly  enough only  one delegat ion - which happened t.o be Lhe delegation that

cXpres8ed strong opposi t ion to the  rulee  of  procedure  - minuned the  ruler.;  o f

procedure and prevented the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries from adopting it..

I  real ly  do  not  know how the  Iraqi  delegat ion can just i fy  i t - s  clouhle-standard

approach  towards  consensus. M a y b e  i t  lo 30 onthusiaetic a\wut att.entlilg  the

del iberat ions  of  the Conference on Disar,nament  because i t  wi~;hc::; to  teach the

members how to use c!lemicel  weapons without the s l i g h t e s t  piln!l  cbf c(?r~!-rci6jnC(?.
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Mr.  AGKETAL  (Iraq)  ( interpretat ion from Arabic)  r I  am indeed surprised

that  the  representat ive  of  Iran assumes that  my s tatement  thie morning wa6

addressed to  him in  part icular, though I d?d not mention any State by name. My

s t a t e m e n t  was on1 i n  g e n e r a l  t e r m s .

1 am  aleo surpr i s ed  a t  h i s  s t a t emen t  abou t  h i s  d ra f t  r eeo lu t i on  regard ing

chemical  Wedpons and his c la im that  Iran submit ted that  draf t  to  the  Movement  of

Non-aligned Countries and ,Laq was the only State which prevented the unanimous

adop t ion  o f  I ran ’ s  d ra f t  r e so lu t ion . The non-al.lgned  States  are  represented in

t.his chamber. Tney ore ful ly  aware that  nothing of  the  sort took  place  and we were

no t  p re sen t  Jit that m e e t i n g .

A l s o  w e  a r e  f u l l y  a w a r e  t h a t  the non. allgi..ed  coun t r i e s  recognire t h a t  a  l a r g e

nu nber of the members of the Non-Aligned Movemz? t  do  no t  suppor t  tha t  d ra f t

reeolution  a t  a l l , s i n c e  i t  d o e s  n o t  r e f l e c t  a  s i n c e r e  i n t e r e s t  i n  a  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f

the use of chemical weapons ,  which are being ueed by Iran in  the  current  war.  It

is a selective choice of one component and one aspect of d larger issue regarding

the war. Iran’s  ins is tence on perpetuat ing and prolonging the war and i t s  refusal

t o  a c c e p t  thr: mandate  of  the  Securi ty  Counci’ t o  resolve  a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i s p u t e

is  the  core of  the  problem.

PRWRIMME  OF WORK

‘Ihe CHAIHMAN  (intergretat ion from French) : We have concluded the second

stage of  our  work ,  devoted to  s tatements  on speci f ic  d isarmament  agenda i tems as

wel.1  a s  the  con t inua t ion  o f  t.he g e n e r a l  d e b a t e .

In accordance with our programme of work and the Committee’s time-able,

tomorrow the  Comlkittee  wi l l  take up the  th ird  stdc!L of  ita work,  that .  i s ,  t.he

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  a n d  decisions o n  araft reanl.uti,>ns  dealiny w i t h  dlaarmament  ,-yenda

F tems.
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(The Chairman)

In the light of consultations I have held with other members of the Committee

a s  we l l  a s  consu l t a t i ons  w i th  de l ega t i ons  and  g roups  t he r eo f ,  J sha l l  b r i e f l y

out l ine  the  next  phase  of  our  work,  particularLy  for the  next  three  days  of  th is

weeh,
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The Committee meetings planned for Wednesday, 4 November, and Friday,

6 November, w i l l  be  t aken  up  w i th  the  i n t roduc t ion  and  d i s cu s s ion  of  draf t

resolut io  Is on di.sarmament.

In  th i s  con tex t , now that the Committe has concluded the second stags of Cts

work, I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  u r g e  a l l  d e l e g a t i o n s  t h a t  w i s h  t o  i n t roduce  d ra f t

resolut ions  or  to  make comments  on those  drafts  to  inscr ibe  the i r  names  on the  l i s t

o f  speaker s  as  soon  a s  po s s ib l e .

In  v iew of  the  large number of  draft  resolut ions  before  us ,  i t  would be

des irable  to  leave some of  our  t ime open for  the  holding of  consul tat ions .

Consequently, I propose that no meeting l,f the Committee should be held on

Thursday , 5  November,  so  as  to  enable  delegat ions  to  hold  the  necessary

consu l t a t i on s  and  pos s ib l y  t o  r ece i ve  i n s t ruc t i on s  f rom the i r  r e spec t i ve  cap i t a l s .

Starting on Monday, Y November, the  Committee  wi l l  take decis ions  on draft

resolutiors  on the various agenda i terns.

As I  s ta ted  yes terday, i t  i s  my intent ion tomorrow to  present  to  members  a

document containing the Chairman’s suggestions regarding the programme w, +ch groupa

together  var ious  agenda i tems, on the basis  tif which the  Committee  wi l l  take a,*tion

o n  t h e  d r a f t  resclutionr and  dra f t  dec i s i ons  be fore  i t .

I  should Like to  ask the  Committee  whether  there  are  any object ions  to  the

proposa l s  t h a t  I  h a v e  j u s t  made. As there  are  none, 1 s h a l l  a s s u m e  t h a t  t h e s e

proposals  are  acceptable  to  the  Commit tee .

It. was so decided._ _

The meetin  ro se  a t  5 .35  p .m .


