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T h e me-tingwas called to order gl 10, 30 a.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 48 ‘PO 69 (cont inued)

GENWAL psBaTE ON ALL DISARMAMENT [TIMS

Mr. m'r.(German Democratic Republic)s On behal f of the deleqation Of the
German Democratic Republic, 1 wish to congratulnte you, Sir, on your aasumption of
the chairmanship of this important Committee. My delegation 18 convincedthat
under your able gquldance our work will be crowned wi th success. [et me assure you
and the other Committee officers of my delegation's constructive support.

In a few days, 70 years will have passed since the young Soviet State, wi th
its Decree of Peace, addressed a peace offer to Gover nments and peoples in order to
“Free mankind from the horrors of war and its consequences”. Today, in 1987, the
opportunity to proceed to disarmament and ensure a durable peace is within reach,
thanks to significant development8 in international relationas during the past few
weeks and months.

The emerging accord on the total elimination of two categories of nuclear
weapons, the medium-range anti shorter-range nuclear missiles of the Soviet Union
and the United States of America, has enhanced the possibility of proqrees in other
important areas of arms limitation and disarmament. Thus, the opportunities to
push open the door to nuclear disarmament are more favourable than ever befove.

Wha. is needed now is more intensive thought on quarantees for a secure world anc
on new rules for coexistence amonqg States, rules which will meet the realities of
the nuclear and space age.

Trat need was taken into account by the socialist States when they proposed
the creation of a comonrehensive system of international peace and security. After
broad and open discussion, the outlines of such a system are already beginning to
appear. It could operate «i thin the Framework of the yni ted Nations and on the

basis of its Charter .
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We take the view that the effectiveness of thr system could he ensured through
Rtr ict observance of the requirements of the Chart.., additional unilateral
commitmenta by States and measures of confidence and international co-operation in
all. areas: military-political, economic, ecological, humanitarian and others.

The implementa*ion of the idea of comprehensive security in the
military-political area, as we see it, would not only shw recognitlon of the fact
that a nuclear war caanot be won and must never bhe fought; above all it would mean
taking steps towards the stage-by-etage elimination of nuclear and other weapons of
mass destruction by the year 2000. The German Democratic Republic therefore
welcomefl the agreement in principle reached hetween the Soviet Union and the United
States on global elimination of their land-based medium-range and shorter-range
missiles. -rhe conclusion of such an agreement and its translation into practice
without ifs, ands or buts would indeed be an expression of a new poli tical
thinking. It would mark the heginning of qenuine nuclear disarmament. Together
with all other forces of common sense and realism, the German Democratic Republic
has contributed, and will continue to contr {hute, its share to bringing about
without delay a double-zero solution concerning intermediate-range missiles. We
have repeatedly ceaffirmed our readiness to guarantee the required verification
procedures on our territory in connection wi th the implemen ta tion of such an accord.

It is therefore of special importance that in the joint communiqué issued
during the official visit of the Head of State of the German Democratic Republic,
Frich Honeck er , to the Federal Republic of Germany, the following was laid down:

“Roth sides stressed the particular importance of an agreement on
intermediate-range systems and declared that the world-wide elimination of

Soviet and United States intermediate-range missiles with a range of over
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500 kilometres woald essentially enhance stability and security iy Europe and

Asia.*

General-Secretary Erich Honecker and Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl shared the
view that the conclusion of such an agreement would have positive effects on other
fields of arms limitation and disarmament as well 18 on East-West relations in
general, and that the opportunity offered should be seized. In their joint
communiqué, both States emphasised their will to contrihuto to the success of
negotiations on arms limitation and disarmament and to continue their dialogue
regarding those questions.

The achievement. of an agreement on intermediate-range missiles would also
expose the untenable character of concepts regarding the so-called limited use of
nuclear weapons, the so-called controllable escalation of nuclear conflicts, and,
finally, the dangerous doctrine of "nuciear deterrence”. At their Berlin summit,
the War saw Treaty States stressed that the current situation in the world demanded
abandonment of the concept of nuclear deterrence. To prevent war and banish it for
ever from the Life of mankind was stated as the most impor tant task. The par tnsr s
in the socialist. alliance further reaffirmed that their military doctrine was
str lctly defensive in nature. They expressed their readiness to co-operate with a
view to overcoming stereotyped enemy images, enhancing confidence in relations
between States with different social systems and their respective
military-political alliances, and promoting a better perception of the other side's
concerns, objectives and intentions in the military field. The participants in the
Berlin summit had exactly those ends in mind when they proposed consul tat ions
between the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the Wareaw Treaty organization
to analyse the character of their respective military doctrines and jointly discuss

the patterns of their future development.
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Why, we ask, should it not be possible to have direct negotiationa between the
two alliances regarding a ‘strategy of defence”? The socialist reace programme,
which was further defined at the Berlin summit, is truly comprehensive and does not
leave outany Kind of weapon. It advocates following the Soviet-United States
accord on intermediate-range missiles with other agreements. proceeding, 80 to
speak, from one zero aolution to another. To that end, the following tasks should
have priority;

First, there should be a radical reduction in offensive strategic weapons,
with a strengther ng of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. The German Democratic
Republic welcomes the agreement recently achieved in Waehinqton between the Soviet
Foreign Min is ter , Eduard Shevardnadze, and the United States Secretary of State,
George Shul tz , on making active efforts towards the formulation of a treaty on a
50 per cent. reduction in the offensive strategic weapons of the two countries. A

key question is, undoubtedly. the prevention of an arms race in outer sp.ce.
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Secondly, there should be @ complete and general prohibition o»f nuclear-weapon
teete as a decisive step .owards endiun, the nuc)ear—arms race, especially in the
qualitative field. The moratorium on all nuclear explosions which the Soviet Union
observed for 18 months has gaiven fresh wmpetus ta the world-wide ettorts for a
conprehensive  test ban.

Recent Soviet activities, the proposal tor "Hagic provisions ot 3 treaty on
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests” which the socialist
States submitted at the Conference on pisarmament at Geneva on 9 June ¢t this year,
the propoeale made by the six-nation initiative for peace and disarmament, and
those of other countries and non-governmental. organisations leave no doubt that
there are no technical obstacles whatsoever that might block the conclusion of j
comprehengive and reliably verifiable test-ban treaty. The comprehensive,
step-by-step negotiations which the Soviet Union and the United States of America
intend to start soon must find the necessary multilateral) complement 1nthe Geneva
Conference on Di sar manment .

Thirdly, the earliest possible conclusion ot a convention on the pronibition
of chemical weapons is imperative. We are aware that even more intensive etforts
will be required from all sides to resolve the rewmaining questions. we cornsider
the demonstrations of methods of destroying chemical weapons carried out in the
Soviet Union for- participants in the Geneva Conterence on Disarmament as a very
far-reaching confidence-building measure. During the workshop at Shikhany a host
of ideas and suggestions were put forward on how to continue at the ueneva
negotiations. We express the hope that no attempts will be made in those
negotiations to complicate the discussions through unilateral steps and proposals

directed against the purpose ot the ayreement.
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The start of the production of binary chemical weapons would be a serious
set-back for efforts designed to eliminate those weapens oompletely. In  contrast,
the ussr, which this year declared that it will forgo the production of chemical
weapons, has made an important advance concession in the interest of the earliest
conclusion of the convention.

Fourthly, it is furthermore of great importance to complement and stimulate
global disarmament steps through regional disarmament measures. Important elements
of global solutions are the proposals of my country and the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic to establish a nuclear-weapon-free corridor and a chemical-weapon-free
zone in Central Europe, and the Polish initiative known as the Jaruzelski Plan.
Similar proposals exist for other European regions and other parts of the world.
Only recently, General Secretary Mikhajl Gorbachev submitted at Murmansk new, far-
reaching proposals for a nuclear-weapon-free North and for peaceful co-oper. ion in
northern Europe and the Arctic. The German Democratic Republic follows with great
interest the upswing of regional disarmament efforts as they reflect indeed the
growing responsibility of all States, large, medium and small, for tackling the
Vi tal problems of mankind.

Fifthly, we consider as another priority measure the intensification of the
efforts for conventional disarmament. In terna tional peace and security could, in
ny country's view, be considerably strengthened if the military forces and
conventional armaments of States were reduced to levels appropriate for defence,
thereby taking into account specific regional charactertics.

One of the fundamental aims af the military doctrine of the Warsaw Treaty
organization is the reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments in Europe
to a level where neither side would have the means to stage a surprise attack
against the other or offensive operations in general, while maintaining a capacity

sufficient for defence.
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Measures aimed at leseening military confrontation and averting the danger of
surprise attack - such as the mutual withdrawal of the most danqerous categories of
offensive weapons from the zone cf direct contact between the two military
alliances « would enhance military stability in Europe and initiate a process of
restructuring the armed forces leading to a non-offensive capability on both sides.

The German Democratic Republic advocates an early start of negotiations,
within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe
(CSCE), on the reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments in Europe and
participates actively in consultations between the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization and the Warsaw Treaty organization regarding the elaboration of a
pcrmanent mandate. The proposals submitted by the States parties to the Warsaw
Treaty in Budapeot in June 1986 represent a substantial basis for such
negotiacione. The reductions of conventional armed forces and armaments should be
8zen in conjunction with the reduction of tactical nuclear systems.

The asymmetrical structures and imbalances in certain categories ot armaments
and armed forces, which are rooted in historical, geoyraphlcal and other factors,
should be redressed, with the side which has an advantage over the other making the
appropriate cutbacks.

The German Democratic Republic is in favour of further confidence- and
eecurity-building meaaurea within the C8CE framework = for example, regarding the
activities of naval and air forces and the restriction of the scale of military
manoeuvres. My country has scrupulously carried out the corresponding obligations
that it assumed under the Stockholm Document of September 1986. Already three
times this year observers from 22 CSCE States were able to confirm the

non-threatening character of the notified manoeuvres on the territory of tne German
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Democratic  Republic. Fur thermore, at the request of the United Kingdom an
inspection on the territory of the German Democratic Republic within the framework
of the Stockholm Document took place. Thoee are active contributions to the
reduction of distrust in the sensitive field of military security, contributions

that will have a favourable impact on ongoing and future diearmament negotiations.

At the same time they reflect new thinking in action.
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Mr. BACAW]l (Egypt) (interprecation from Arabic): on my own behaif, and
on behalf of the Rgyptian delegation, | am happy to congratulate you, sir, on your
election to the chairmanship of this Committee. | assure you of our full
confidence in your conduct of our deliberations 3 contidence based on your wisdom
and diplomatic skill and experience, reflected in your very able work during your
long diplomatic career, work that has included chairing the Conference on
Disarmament in Geneva.

I am also pleased to congratulate th= Vice-Chairmen and Rapporteur of our
Committee. I aeeure all the officers of the Committee of our full co-operation, so
that the Committee may achieve the desired results or enhancing uisarmament efforts
and establisl.ung international stability an. security.

Thie is probably the last gesgion of our Committee to be held before tne third
special session of the (eneral knsembly devoted to disarmament., which we hope will
take place next Bummer. Tnerefore, perhaps we may pause now to take stock Or our
wezk and place consequent recoinmendations before the international community. That
ccl.12 be a positive contribution on our part, which might enable the special
session tw agree on the necessary arrangements to e~hance our work and remedy our
failures and set us on a new course. In this ccntext, | have the followingy remarks
10 make.

Firat, in recent years 3 new disturbing trend has emerged, and it is growing
stronger year by year: the tendency tO separate the various international
organizatlons concerned with international security anu aisarmament « the First
Committee, the Digarmament Commission and the Geneva Conference on Disarmament. |t
is serious to nay that the resoliutions adopted by the First Committee do not aifect

the work of the Geneva Conference on Disarmsment.
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Although we are convinced that each of the three bodies has a specific nature,
and the CoHinference On D..urmament has its distinctive negotiating role, the
difference in the nature of the work done by some bodies does not warrant their
separation. To say otherwise is to question the commitment of some to the unity of
the United Nations syetem and acceptance of that system as a framework for all
international relations matters. That point of view also ignores the obvious fact
that those bodies were established and assigned specific tasks within the framework
of the United Nations system and in accordance with its Charter. Hence, the
differance in the tasks assigned to them or their method of adopting resolutions
cannot be accepted as a pretext for calling for gevaration of those bodice.

Because the Fgyptian dvclegation does not agree with that, it reiterates that
all these international forums concerned with international security and
disarmament are inseparable. The First Committee has a major role in defining the
political directions of Mamber States and of all those bodies. We hope that the
for thcoming special session will affirm this concept, so that co-ordination be reen
the various international fo.ums may become more effective.

Secondly, Egypt ~ and perhaps all other delegations = has noticed the increase
in the number of resolutions adopted by the Committee every year. That in itself
does not worrv us, as long as it is t.he result of a growing concern by the

international community about disarmament. We are prompted to raise the question

because we feel that the quantitative increase has not been an expression of
constructive participation, but, rather, js the result of an attempt to gtrike a
balance with other resnlutiong Oor to use them as bargaining counters in the
negotiating process. 1t is not our intention to prejudice the right of every
Member State to submit the draft resolutions that it deems fit, but. the increase in

the numher of resolutions that we have seen in the Committee has affected their
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credibility and has negative Implicatlone for our Committee’s work a8 a whole. We

call upon the Committee to seek ways and means to make 1 ts work ser loue and
effect lve. This in turn will strengthen 1ts direct impact on disarmament and
create more respect for its resolutions on the part of the interanational community.

The solution may 1lie in %“olding a number of informal meetings to euchange
views on the draft resolutions, particularly those relaced to agenda items
requirlng more than one dcaft resolu tlon. That would avoid any duplication or
over lapping.

The forthcoming special session of the General Assembly wlll be a favourable
opportunity to call upon representatives to intensify their efforts to adopt
resolutions that restore credibllity to the Committee and reinforce the
international community’s respect eor its work.

My third and last point, and perhaps che most important, relates to limiting
the role of multllaterallnm in the disarmament field. We have noticed that 8some
multilateral bodies have thought themselves unable to dlacharge their
responsibilities concerning some matters submitted to them, under the pretext that
those matters are being negotiated bilaterally. That has also been reflected in
the First Committee’s work. The Committee was reluctant. to adopt resolutions on
some substantive aspects, lest those resoluticas influence the conduct of bilateral
negotiations, when it should support and welcome that bilateral concept.
Therefore, we have become idle spectators, unable to patcticipate poeltlvely in
matter 1 of the utmost importance to us.

We are concerned to see multilateral relations an9 diplomacy play this
cosmetic role, which does not reflect its reality in guiding the international
community and detecrmining the ground rules that should govern international

relations at al.1 levels, particularly as regards international security and
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disarmament. The special gesaion should underline the genuine, fundamental role of
the First Committea and all the other multilateral negotiating bodies on these
matters.

We muse 2ecide our choices clearly. It i8 no longec acceptable to pursue
policies that reeult in aggravating irternational confrontation, under the pretext.
of seeking further security, policies that give new gtimulus to the arme race and
congequently waste world resources and wealth, at a time when thousands are dying
of famine or living in inhuman conditions. we must nw join hands and
simultaneously rally international, regional and national efforts in all spheres.

We nw have a golden opportunity to make some progcess towards eliminating the
risk of nuclear annihilation once and for all. We are gathering after the meating
between the Porelyn Ministers of the Super-Powers. There 18 reason for optimism,
since the two have reached an agreement in principle on banning certain classes of
niclear missiles. Egypt welcomes this and all other sincere efforts to achieve
disarmsment and alleviate international tension. we wish them the best in their

efforts, especially those related to nuclear weapons, which are the gravest threat

to mankind
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Such efforts are being made with regard to a region geographically close to us
where weapons of all types are stockpiled, a region where all strategic doctrines
related to the policy of military blocs are to be found. kgypt,; a non-al ig ned
country, does not subscribe to sucn doctrines. While we welcome these eftorts, it
is incumbent upon us to renew our appeal for the intensification of efforts in all
fields of disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament. In this regard, | would
like to refer to the importance of the declaration made by the super-Powers of
their endeavour, in tne near future, to eliminate nuclear strategic weapons and to
take measures leading to the banning of nuclear tests.

It is the responsibility of the whole world to take an effective part in
measures to eliminate nuclear weapons. More than twenty years have passed since
the conclusion of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferaticn of Nuclear weapons {NOT),
which is the basis for an internationul syetem for the prevention of such
proliferation. The current international situation and the tact that renewal ot
its validity will oe considered by its supporters in the near future, will perhaps
provide an impetus for the parties to the Treaty to prove tnat their practices are
in accordance with its spirit. The NPT was concluded as a first step towards
preventing vertical and horizontal proliferation of thoee weapons, a step towards
nuclear disarmament. It is no longer acceptable that, after two decades, the
nuclear-weapon States = parties to the Treaty = while agreeing that nuclear
disarmament is a sensitive and complex issue, argue that they have honoured their
obligations since they have taken part in the negotiations on sume types of nuclear
weapons.

It is also no longer acceptable to have two kinds of non-nuclear weapon States

parties to the Convention. The first kind consider themselves non-nuclear despite
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the proliferation of nuclear weapons on their territories, or because they €njoy
the protection or nuclear shield given by a major Power or because th- we joined
one of the major military blocs. The second kind is subject to all saie¢guards nnd
inspection to verify that they do not possess nuclear weapons and have accepted
inspection procedures, with the result that these procedures prejudice their right
to the peaceful use ot nuclear energy.

It is a contradiction that we are unable to establish an irternational system
that provides mandatory safeguards for the non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Because we are all non-nuclear-weapon
States we are in the same boat, without distinction between those which entered
into security arrangements that include nuclear components and those which declined
to accept such arrangements.

As for the countries that decided to remain outside the traework of the
Treaty, we question the value of maintaining nuclear arsenals for security reasons
as long as those arsenals are, as their owners acknowledged, limited 1n their
capacity as compared with the nuclear arsenals of the super-pPowers. All those who
demand non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament are called upon to translate their
positions into practical steps or initiatives, or to accede to international or
regional arrangments for the promotion and development of the non-proliferation
system.

It is natural that every country should determine its position and policies
and that we may differ in interpreting some issues , particularly the regional or
national ones. We must however agree that nuclear danger is unlimited. Whethur
the initiator or the agressor is the oppressed or the oppressor, nuclear war will
entail disastrous results for all. This should prompt us to parcicipate in a
positive way in the eiaboration of an international system that satisfies us and

protects us from this deadly peril.
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Before commenting on non-nuclear issues, we would like to reiterate out
support for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in different regions of
the world as one of the arrangements that could help prevent horizontal
proliferation of nuclear weapons, and for the development of a nuclear
non-proliferation régime conducive to nuclear disarmament.

We hope that international efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
the Middle East and to implement the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa
may be translated into action. We would like to express . ur regret that Israel and
South Africa gtill have nuclear ingtallations not subject to international
safeqguards. We appeal to them to accede to the NYT oc to permit international
inspection of the-r nuclear facilities as a practical step towards ensuring that
both regions will remain free from nuclear weapons.

Everyone agrees that general and complete disarmament under effective
international control is very complicated and may regquire more time for 1ts
realization. Despite our differences regarding the way or the time needed to
achieve it, one thing is beyond disputer the fact that the extension of the arms
race to new horizons cannot lead to achievement of that objective.  This applies
particularly to the extension of the arms race to outer space. This will utag us
into needless mazes that jeopardize the efforts and agreements made to ward off
this  development.

In keeping with icg firm belief in the necessity of preservinyg cuter space for
the benefit of mankind and of prohibiting its uase for military purposes, Egypt,
together with a number of other countries, suomits each year a draft resolution on
| «@ prevention of an arms race in outer space, in which it requests the
international community to take further effective measures to prevent such a race

since outer apace should be used exclusively Eor peaceful purposes and for the
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benn:fit of mankind. Militarization of outer space would add to the present dangers

of the nuclear arms race.

The First Commitee should make the following specific recommendations to give
impetus to negotiations on this eubjact: first, conslderation of specific
arrangements to alieviate the aggravation of this 1issue and to prevent extension of
the arms race in outer spacey secondly, strengthening of tha legal system relating
to outer spaca with a view to achieving this goalj thirdly, creation of tne
necessary international climate through agreement on confidence-building measures
to ensure the success of negotiations on tne prevention of an arms race in outer
space.

In discussions relating to disarmament, the international community gives
priority to weapons of mass destruction immediateby after nuclear weapons. Among
the weapons that have with good reas» gained growing attention, are chemical
weapons. The Geneva Conference on Disarmament has made substantive progress
towards conclusion of an agreement banning the production of chese weapons and

calling for their destruction.
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The First Co.mittee acknowledges that achievement, as well aa the need to
vonclude such an agreement. we hope that the remaining issues under negotiation
will be settl:l so that another achievement may be made in the field of
conventional digsarmament. However, we regrec that the Conference on Djisarmament
did not concl «de an agreement, particularly since it has become obvious that the
impadiment to achieving that goal is 3 lack ot political will to eliminate such
weapons once and for all and to pledye Not to produce other, more sophisticated
weapons.

In conclusion, I should like to mention tnat tne deliberations in the
Committee are taking place right after the International Conference on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Developm« ut. 7That Conterence, within limits,
was euccessf ul. It underlined the close relationship that exists between
disarmament and development, particularly as it affects developiny countries. It
represents a constructive forward step that deserves support. Additional measures
must be taksn to examine the celationstip in a practical and truitful manner.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian) + The Soviet delegation tully shares the View gxpressed by many States not
only that the emerging bilateral Soviet-United stastes movement towards ~isarmament
18 not only conducive to the undertaking of muit ilateral ettforts to achieve
security through disarmament, but that it should be viewed as an organic par” »f
the intensification of such efforts in all areas.

We are convinced that the jnternationalizaciocn of the concern for security
building, both in the military and in other areas of internacional relations, is
taday a necessity. It is a result of the growiny interdependence of States and of

the realities of the nuclear and snace ages. 7he world We live in end which we
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muet pass on to succeeding generationu is too small and fragile for milit y
competition and too vulnerable, both economically and ecologically, for us to
continue to waste our energies and resources on preparations for universal
annihilation.

Common 8ense, the inatinct of self-preservation and the ethical norms ¢,
civilization demand that all of us transcend the limits of our national exper ence,
accept the reality of the world community and realize that we all, whatever our
geographicel or ideological divisions, are residents of “man's world”, in the
phrase of intoine de sSaint-Exupéry, the Yrencn humanist writer.

This means organizing life in our common planetary dwelling in such a manner
that che security ot all may guarrntee the security of eacn and every one, and that
such security may be ensured by solid guarantees of mutually beneficial
co~upecation and by the primacy of international law.

In the article bv Mikhail S. Gorbachev, "The Reality and the G.arantees of a
Secure World”, the States Member& of the United Nations and tne world community are
invited to engage in a wide-ranging and creative exchange of views on ways and
means of achieving that world order.

I doubt if anyone seriously challenges the idea that a reall: solid security
edifice, built to last as it were, can be built by using a mixture that doe8 not
contain a nuclear ingredient. The concept or genuine gecu.ity for all is
incompatible with the policy of intimidation and with the absurd and immoral
situation in which the entire world is held nuclear hostage.

We regard nuclear weapons not as an inevitable element in stability but,
rather, as a destabilizing factor that undermines not only the security of the side

against which they are aimed but also the security of the side that possesses
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them. Such weapon5 are also the main obstacle to any genuine democratization of
relation5 among States and to their real equality and joint responsibility.

An attitude of nuclear arrogance toward5 international dialogue is
unconscionable. Those who insist on boycotting such a dialogue, on whatever
pretext, aetting themselves up against the world community and ignoring its
expressed will, are in the final analysis only doing harm to themselves.

Today, it is imperative to bring the military and political conduct of
nuclear-weapon States into conformity with the fundamental conclusion that a
nuclear war must not be fought and cannot be won. We fawour a determined
intensification of the effort5 of the whole of the international community with a
view to preventing nuclear war, to achieving nuclear dinarmament and to entering
into a substantive discussion of the entire range of nuclear issues in all
multilateral forums.

The Soviet union keeps the General Assembly and the Conference on Disatmament
regularly informed of the progrese at the bilateral Soviet-United Stateb5
negotiation5 in Geneva. Although a certain awount Of confidentiality is useful 1in
the conduct Of such negotiations, the world community must be made aware of the
work beinq done and of che progress being acnieved.

We believe that it is precisely because of the strenyth of collective reason
and the expressed will of the whole of the world community that there now ex1sts a
real and feasible opportunity to create a nuclear-free and safe world before the
end of the century., What is involveo 18 a nuclear-free future for all, and
disarmament questions cannot therefore be fully resolved solely within the
framework of bilateral united states-UsSR talks. The creative participation of the

Governments and peoples of all countries is requi red.



RM/8 A/C.1/42/PV.5
24-25

(MC. Pet roveky , UsSR)

The building of a nuclear-free world covers the broadest possible gamut ot
action. It cannot be confined to reductions in weaxisting nuclear arsenals, but must
include the strengthening of the régime of the non-proliferation ot nuclear
weapons, the establishument of denuclearizeu zones and, finally, guarantees against
the reconstitution of nuclear weapons.

We were impressed by the proposal made by the Foreign Minister of Norway,

Mr. Stoltenberg, to raise the level of political participation in meetings of main
United Nations bodies and to hold periodic meetings of the security Council at the
foreign-minioter level. We are thinking alonq the same lines. A more eff icient
United Nations involvement in dealing with the problew ot tho elimination of
nuclear weapons could, in our view, be facilitated by using the potential of the
Security Council as the body which, under Article 26 of the united Nations Cnarter,
is reeponaible for drawiny up plans for establishing a system for the regulation of
araaments. The Soviet Union is in favour of convening, atter the necessary
preparations, a special meeting ok meetings of the Security Council, possibly at

the foreign-minister level, 1o discuss the goals and objectives in the tieid oL

nuclear disarmament.
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Apart from addressing the issues of reducing and eliminating nuclear weapons and
creating the necessary conditions for that purpose, the proposea excihanye of views
could Provide an outline of specific measures conducive to ridding the world of
nuclear weapons and providiny universal ;uarantees against tneir recocstitution.
This whole range of problems, of course, is extremely complicated and
multiiaceted. No one can have ready-made prescriptions dealing with them. A great
many things will have to be reassessed, thought through and reworked.

In our view, jt is essential here not to engage in academic arguments about
whether or not a nuclear-free world is possible = that it is possible is quite
obvious todays we must focus our efforts on working out specific steps towards
nuclear disarmament and on formulating agreed measures to be taken in the event of
a breach or an attempted breach of a comprenensive agreement on the non-use and the
elimin. .ion of nuclear -.2apons. Even now it is clearly possible to evaluate in
advance and prepare collective measures for preventing nuclear Piracy.

Also of major significance would be a reliable system of measures to prevent
an attack against nuclear facilities and an international convention on that
subject, steps to prevent nuclear terrorism, and international legal legal
arrangements governing liability for nuclear dawmage.

A practical issue = one whose resolution is long overdue and ror which the
international community bears a historical responsikility = is the yenerual ana
complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. We have consistently sought
full-fledged negotiations on this subject, both at the Conference on Disurmament
an& on a bilateral basis «ith the United States of America. In a matter of such
high priority as banning nuclear tests, it 1+ extremely uwportant that full use be
made of all possibilities, bilateral, trilateral and multilateral. The Soviet

Union believes that bilateral, tr i Lateral and multilateral negotiation.; should
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complement one another, and that progress in one should lead to success in the
others, bringing us cloteg, in the end, to a tesc ban. We are in tavour of the
immediate initiation of practical work on the substance of thie problem at the
Conference on Disarmament, where the soclalist countries have put forward tne basic
provisions of a treaty vn the subject.

The Soviet Union p:efers a radical. | ..1 uti1ons the rmmediate cessation of all
nuclear testing. But it is also ready, in a ccnotructive spirit, to study other
proposals as well. To paraphraoe the well-known statement Of the rrench historian
and diplomat Jules Cambon,it may well be aid that in conducting talks it is not
enouv,h to be sure you are right; it 18 necessary also to take into account the
opinions of your rartners.

The General Assembly has expressed the view that it would be of 8Ome use to
notify the United Nations of nuclear tests. The USSR, having thoroughly analyzed
this question, decided to support in yrrnciple the appeal issued by the General
Assembly at its forty-first session to that nffsct. As members will recall, the
USSR publishes reports in an established format about its explosions, ana we are
prepared to communicate such notifications to the United Nations, viewing this too
as a step towards enhancing the Urganization's role in matters or military security.

It is important that in the future the world community should not slacken its
attention to the problem of banniny nuclear tests. we should like to see the
Assembly at its forty-second session come out vigorously in favour of an early
solution. It is entirely feasible, both technically ana politically. Every
measure to that end would be an important practical step towards a nuclear-free
world and towards ensur ing that new types ot nuclear weapons are not developed.

Generally  speaking, the most important problem the world community must

resolve on the way to eliminating the nuclear threat 18.tuv guarantee that the
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elimination of certain types ot weapone will not be accompanied by a build-up of
other weapons or by the oevelopmenc of weapons based on new principles ot pnysics.

Preventing the spread ot the arms race to outer space is indispensable. Une
does not need tne unbridlea imayinatron of those who pade the tjilm Star Ware to
understand the unpredictable conseyquences, includir . nuclear consequences, of the
spread of the acme race to outer space. Such plans are obviously not in keepiny
with the purpose of eliminating nuclear weapone, as is proclaimed by their
advocates. Awareness is growing that tne development ot weapons pased on
fundamentally new principles will not only undermine existing stability = which is
already fragile enouyh = but will also make the overwhelming majority of the world
community totally dependent on the will of the space Powers. That situation would
not be very different from the era of colonial empires. The world community will
therefore have to mobilize its efforts to prevent the emergence of space empires.

Strict compliance with the anti-baliistic missile Treaty régime is an
indispensable element in the prevention of an arms race in outer space. We mention
this in the uniteu Nations since we ace convinced that that bilateral document is
an integral pact of the system of international law and that it is related to the
8¢ urity interesta not only of the USSR ana the ynited States but of the entice
international community.

Given the global significance of the prooleuw of preventrng an acme race in
outer space, the Soviet Union, togeth : with an ovecwhelming majority of the States
Members of the United Nations, is in favour of active talks at the Conterence on
Disarmament to solve this problem. The establishment of a world space ocyanization
for the purpose of supervising the prevention of an arme race in space and
co-ordinatinqg the peaceful uses of outer space would contribute to effective,

comprehensive decisions by the entice world community to ensure the peaceful
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exploration of outer space. Such an organization would be an important part of
machinery to jnternationalize the efforts of States to ensure security and
co-operation.

The prohibition ana elimination ot chemical weapons and the destruction of the
industrial baee for producing them conatitutes one of world community’s moat
important disarmament oojectives. Thanks to joint ettorts by all participants, tne
talksg at the Conference on Disarmament on formulatiny a convention on the
prohibition and elimination ot chemical weapons have now entered tneir tinai

etage. The Soviet Union haa taken a most active part in these efforts.
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In 1987 we submitted proposals for the dieclosure of locations of chemical-
weapon storage facilities, on verified total destruction of their stocks, and on
mandatory challeng2 inspections without the right of denial. only recently we
supplemented mutual efforts by taking yet another major etep and proposing on a
bilateral basis a verifiable exchange of data between the USSR and the United
States of America on their chemical arasenals prior to the signing of the convention.

The number Of outstandiny queetions has now been reduced to a minimum and
differences on them have largely been narrowed dowrij all major yuestions on the
convention have in fact been resolved. What we need now 18 to complete this work
immediately and make vigorous efforts to briny the talks to a conclusion as soon ag
possible. It would be unforgivable not to solve now the problem of the complete
prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons. It is important to bear in mind
the time factor in the talks, to sustain their momentum, and to prevent them from
becoming a routine procedure. All the necesesry conditions now exist for signing
the convention as early even as 1988, This historic opportunity must not be
missed. The importance of concerted efforts to this end by participants in the
Conference on Lisarmament cannot be overestimated.

We are realists and we are not proposing to eliminate nuclear weapons and
other weapons of mass destruction while leaving everything else untouched. The
Soviet Union is equally interested in ensuring that a nuclear-free world would not
mean a return to the pre-nuclear world, where in the first half of this century
alone we experienced two foreian invasions. Any possibiiity of a third world war
must be excluded, both in the process of nuclear-weapon reductions and in a
post-nuclear situation.

In paving the way to a nuclear-free and subsequently demilitarized worla, it

is not too early even now to think about how Security can be ensured at every Stage
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of the diearmament process. fThe Soviet Union would like to see¢ the adoption Of
specific measures to prevent war in general, both nuclear and conventional. It
would be of great importance, in our view, for the nuclear Powers and States
members Of military and political alliances to renounce the first use of nuclear
and conventional weapons and the use or threat of force in relations among States
and blocs in all conditions and in all circumstances.

These jdeas Of ours have been echoed at the current session in the statement
by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Spain, Fernandez Ordofiez, to the effect that

*security in the world today can and should be achieved on the basis of, among

other things, a balance of forces at the lowest possible level.”

(A/42/PV.13, p. 102)

It is our view that the movement towards a nuclear-free worla can proceed stage by
stage in terms of both the composition of the participants and the coverage of arms
with security and strategic stability eteadily strengthened at every stage ana
throughout the process. At intermediate stages of this movement, agreement should
be reached at least on a reasonable sufficiency of both nuclear and conventional
arms and on maint lining strategic stability at ‘the lowest possible level of this
suff iciency.

A powerful boost in that direction could be yiven by negotiated agreements on
defensive strategy and military sufficiency, providing for a structure of the armed
forces Of States that would be adequate to repel any possible aggression but not

sufficient for engaging in offensive action. A first step towards that would be

the supervised withdrawal of nuclear and other offensive weapons from national
borders with the subsequent establishment of sparsely-armed strips and

demilitarized zon~s along borders or Lines of contact between military alliances.
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It is necessary to reach agreement urgently on radically reduced Levels of
non-nuclear arms. This also calls for concentrated international effort and
collective wisdom. We cannot put up with attempts to distort the sense of
disarmament by those who, wnile obstructing the elimination of nuclear weapons, are
already talking about the need to supplement nuclear deterrence with so-called
conventional deterrence = in other words, who want to impose another round of the
conventional arms race. | believe that Mr. Andersson, the Minister for Foreiyn
Affairs of Sweden, is undoubtedly right when he emphasizes that it would be a
serious set-back if the intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) agreement were
followed by an arms puildup in other areas.

The problem of reducing armed forces and conventional armaments s ot
particular importance for the European continent, where two 3-mitlion-stronyg groups
equipped with the most sophisticated conventional weapons are facing each other.
Nor should it be forgotten that . .ope is glutted with nuclear reactors and
chemical facilities whose destruction, even if accidental, would be tantamount to a
nuclear strike.

A sweeping programme of reductions in armed forces and armaments from the
Atlantic to the Urals was proposed by the socialist count ries as far back as
July 1986. ‘Ine ideas contained in that programme wer.: amplified and supplemented
at the Berlin meeting of the States members of the Political Consultative Committee
of the warsaw Treaty Organization, held in May 1987. Tangible progress towards
reducing the threat of war in Europe is also the goal of the series of proposals
made by the Polish People’s Republic, known as the "Jaruzelski plan”

Despite the urgency of curbing the conventional arms race in Europe, it should

not be forgotten that that programue is global in nature and it is only right and
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logical, therefore, Jsor it to be the subject of increasing attention in the United
Nations.

The international community has already g¢aid a loud “No” to tne use of the
so-called inhumane kinds of conventional weapons: a Convention has been concluded
to that effect and it is now in force. The task now is to ensure that the aumber
of countries parties to that Conventlon is increased and that all militarily
significant States, without exception, ratify it.

The Soviet delegation is authorized to state that the Soviet Union has no
objection to Sweden's proposal to consider in this context the yuestion of banning
laeer weapons designed to kill personnel, and this includes the question of
formaliring guch a ban in the form of an additional protocol to the Convention.

We are very much concerned about the naval situation. 1t jg difficult to
speak of global security when vast tracts of oceans on this pianet are filled with
weapons of destruction. International debate on the problem of curtailing the
naval arms face is taking place in the United Nations Commission on bisarmament.

There has been some movement there and the best should be made of that.
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The Soviet Union advocates opening talks on the limitation and reduction of
naval activities and naval armaments. we have No objection to the first etep
towards such talks being the discussion of confidence- and security-building
measure8 for naval communicatione.

Great opportunities have been opened up by regional approacnes to measures
designed to limit the naval arms race. Ensuring calm and peacefulness in the
Mediterranean is long overdue, as is meeting the need to briny back warmth and
cordiality to the waters of the Indian Ocean. The Soviet Union favours
implementation of the United Nations decision to convene the international
Conference on the Indian Ocean in 1988. We wish to see the Indian Ocean a zone of
peace. Early practical implementation of the lUnited Nations Declaration to that
effect would be helped by establishing international guarantees of the safety of
shipping in the Indian Ocean and t.he seas, atraits and gulfg adjacent to it, by
solving the problem of safety of air communications and developing collective
measures against terrorism in the sea lanes and air lanes of tne Indian Ocean. We
should all do our utmost to ensure that the Pacific Ocean lives up to the name
given it by Magellan.

The international community is becoming Increasingly awara that the arms race
not only undermines global security, but also slows down development, exacerbates
the economic backwardness of entire regions and diverts colossal resources from
meeting social and economic needs. Therecently concluded International Conference
on the Relationship between Disarimament and Development demonstrated the resolve of
an overwhelming majority of States to channel scientific and technological progress
exclusively towards meeting the needs of development and global prLosperity.

A broad international dialogue on this challenging problem of today’s world

was begun for the first time at the Conference. The work of the Conference
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not only bore out the existence of an integral link between the two processes, but
also pointed to possible concrete international action to make disarmament a factor
for development. It is here that the need to internationalise the efforts and the
desire of the international community f ) closer interaction make themselves
particularly clear. As hag rightly been pointed out by the Foreign Minister of the
People’s Republic of the Conyo, Mr. Ndinga-Oba, the Final vocument of the
Conference,
“establishes the basis for a process which must be continued and strengtheneo
with real political will so as to achieve the objectives of disarmament and

development as set forth in the Charter.” (A/42/PV.7, pp. 79-80)

In our view, a constructive and action-oriented discussion of the question at the
current session of the General Assembly could Play an important part in enhancing
the authority of the United Nations and its role in promoting development through
disarmament. Those who have so far chosen to stand aloof from this important
matter must show respect for the will of the world community and begin to act in a
new, responsible and democratic way. If every specific arms reduction measure is
complemented with practical action to reallocate resources thua released to
development purposes, this will create solid material guarantees of sec.rity for
all.

The internationalization Of the disarmament process should be carried out not
only at the global level but also at a regional Level. The Soviet Union is
actively enyaged in the search for solutions to tne problem of ensuring regional
security + We have proposed a series of measures to strengthen sSecurity in the Aaia
and Pacific region. Jn his recent audress at Murmansk, the General Secretary ot
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

Mikhail s. Gorbachev, out | ined Soviet iniltlat wves des gned to establish a zone of

peace in the north of the planet - in the Arctic.
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The intensification of multilateral disarmament efforts demands that the work
of the entire disarmament machinery be put i1nto top year and that a constructive
search be conducted for ways and means of moving towards a nuclear-free world on
the basis of a balance or interests and ensuring equal security for all States.

The forum in which the efforts to move towards a nuclear-free future should be
internationalized is the Conference on Disarmament. We should like to see the
Conference functioning on a year-round basis, with two or three breaks, so that it
would ultimately become a standing universal disarmament negotiating body.

The importance we attach to the effectiveness of the Conference on Disarmament
was emphasized this year in the statement made to the Conference by
Eduard Shevardnadze. The Soviet Foreign Minister offered a concrete programme,
calling for making the talks more productive and effective and intensitying the
search for solutions in all areas of the Conference’s work.

The Conference should not become used to a situation in wnich in fact it is
not discussing questions of a reduction of nuclear arms , even though they are on
its agenda. Wwe believe that. these questions should be put at the top of its agenda
today.

The internationalization of efforts to establish the fundamental principles ot
comprehensive security in the military fiel! in effect leads to an even greater
entrancement Of the authority and role of the United Nations. Where, if not at the
United Nations, can we make the greatest possible multilateral efforts to achieve
security for all?

A big contribution to exyandiny the dialogue on ways ot achieving security for

all in the military field should be made at the third special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We are ready to discuss substantively

with all Member States the practical tasks and agenda for the special session. We
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believe that the session could also solve questions related to enhancrag the
effectiveness of multilateral gisarmament mwachinery. The Soviet Union proceeds on
the basis that the special gession should be oriented towards achieving new
progress in arms limitation and reduction and makiny more active use of tne United
Nations potential in this area.

The Soviet Union advocates the revitalization and maximum use, in matters ot
disarmament, of such United Nations mechanisms as the Security Council, the General
Assembly end the pisarmament Commission. We also attach yreat importance to the
Secretary-General’s role.

The General Assembly coula request the Secretary~ueneral to submit to it
annual reports on the disarmament process, in which he would report on the
situation with regard to the implementation of ceneral Assembly resolutions on
disarmament, particularly those adopted by consensus, on the bagis of information

received from Member States. We believe that that would be particularly useful.
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Becausc the Secretary-General acts as the representive of each Member of the
Organization, all countries should yive him the maximum support and help him to
carry out his important mission.

We are impreseed by the ideas ot the United Kingdom NnnNd some oth~r western
countries about examiningthe whole question of disarmamert resolutions and
considering the possibility of reducing their number. We believe th at consencus
resolutions are particularly important. we should work to have resolutions adopted
by consensus, but it is no less important to secure consensus at the stage of their
implementation, sgo that the consensus reflects the readiness of the parties to thean
to take action in the field of disarmament.

It is essential to put into effect the Final Document of the first special
session ot the General Assembly devotea tO disarwament and also, tor example, to
implement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace and resolutions on
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle kast and on accession
to the Convention on so-callua inhumane weapons.

It also seems high time to take a fresh look at the potential of the Advisory
Board on Disarmament Studies, which brings together prominent experts on
disarmament f rom many couantr 1es. ‘That body could undoubtedly play a more
substantial role.

The Soviet Union supports the work of the United wat:ons Institute for
Disarmament Research (UNIDIR). The Soviet delegation has been instructed to
anncunce today another regular Soviet contribution to tht UNIDIR Fund in the amount
of 200,000 roubles, or $20,300.

There is an upsurge or activity in the world situation toaay, characterized by
a virtually unanimous desire on the part of the world community to end the threat

of self-annihilation, with movement in ali areas towaru- security through
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disarmament. True, the activity 1a not the sam= or uniform everywhere, but its
pace 18 quickening, though here anua there it is still peing held back by certain
braking mechanieme. We believe it {a eeeential now to create all the necessary
conditions to accelerate aimultanooue, parallel and uninterrupted movement in ali
areas.

As ancient philosopners used to say, the present is the gateway from the past
to the future. Now this gate iS opening for us on t0 the path to a
nuclear-weapon-free wor 18, which 18 takiny tangible shape. We must pags throuyh
this gate without delay and head boldly towards mutual truot and understanding.

We «ore convinced tnat the 19908 could become a de. 4e of building a
nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world.

Mr. LAUTENSCHLAGER (Federal Republic of uermany): Refore beginning my
Statement, | should like to convey to you, Sir, my delegation's cangratulatlons on
your unanimous election to chair the Committee. We are convinced that your
well-known competence and experience in the subject-matte -8 before the Committee
will lead to the success of our work.

I should also like to take the opportunity ot the presence ot the head of the
Department for Disarmament affairs, Under-Secretary-tieneral Akaahi, the
Secretary-General of the J(onference on Disarmament, sr. Kowatina, end the Secretary
of the Committee, Mr. Kheradi, to thank them for etfectively contributing co the
success of the multilateral daisarimament process.

Let me initially reter to the statement made yesterday by the Ambassador of
Denmark, speaking on behalf of the States members of the European Community. We
fully endorse the views expressed in uis statement..

A year ago I emphaeized to the Committee that the time was ripe for tangible

results in the fields of arms control and disarmament. Toddy it is not
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12 months significant and gratifying progress has been made in this area. An
presumptuous to speak of legitimate hopesa of an early harvest. Qver the last
agreement on the complete elimination of United States and soviet
intermediate-range missiles is within reach. We observe a certain acceleration at
the othar tables of the Geneva neqotiatione between the United Statee and the
Soviet Union, too. There have been major advances in the negotiations on the
world-wide prohibition of chemical weapons. A United Statea-Sov iet under standing
has been reached to begin neqotiatione before 1 December this year on a
comprehengive nuclear-test ban. As regards conventional arme control, che Vienna
mandate talks on reductions in the whole of Europe are proceeding well. The
disarmament dialogue, then, is forging e¢'ead on a broad front with clear aims and a
de: ire for results.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany unreservedly welcomes this
development, which it has emphatically encouraged and supported. We Germans are
the only nation in Yurope which is partitioned alony the divide between tiaet and
West; armed forces and weaponry are more densely concentrated on German soil than
anywhere else in the world. For tnat reason, progresa in arms control and
disarmament is a Eundamental German interest.

The Federal Government will therefore continue to press By vigorously as
possible for further moves in this direction. Its guideline will remain the
coherent and comprehensive concept of arma control and uisarmament adopted at the
last ministerial meeting of the North Atlantic Council, held at Reykjavik In
June 1987. This concept must now be translated into practice. Besides an
agreement on the complete elimination of United States and Soviet

intermediate-runge missiles, the concept includes the following; a 50 per cent
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reduction in che stratejic offensi'ée nuclear weapons of the United States end the
Soviet Union, to be achievad during the c¢urren: Genava negotiationsy the global
elimination of chemical weapor sy the ® stablishmnnt of a stable and secure level Of
conventional forces, by the elimination of disparities, in the whole ot Europe;
and, in conjunction with the establishment of a conventional balance and the global
elimination of chemicat weapons, tanyible «na verifiable reductions of American and
Soviet land-based nv.lear missile systeme of shorter range, leadinyg to msqual
ceilings.

Allow me to evaluate these jnaividual areas brietly from a German point of
view.

In the field of nuclear systems, tne Unitead States and tune Soviat Union ayree
in principle on the elimination of their land--basea intermediate-range missiles in
the 500~km to 5,500~km range. We expect that the text of the agreement will e
brought a yood deal closer to completion at naxt week's Foreign Ministers® mooting
fn Moscow and that it can be signed at a summit wmeeting before tne gny ot this

year. This agreement Will be of histuric siynificance.
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The following points, in particular, should be highlighted: for the first
time in the history of arme control, y category of weapons ic no.: Just to be
limited but completely eliminated) the aim of pacity of both aides = at zero in
thio case -- is to be acl.ieved through tne reduction of disparitiei. This is
imporcant as a principle for future disarmament in other spheres &s well. The
agraement will contain provisions for co~operatl e verification measures to an
ewtent which seemed inconceivable only a ahort time ago. This, too, establishes a
principle for the future.

The Federal Government regards thia as an endorsement of a North Atlantic
Alliance policy which it has supported from the outset. The Federal Government
called conaistsntly, on the one hand, foe necessary defensive etforts when it was a
matter of counteracting the nuclear imbalance in the intermediate range and on the
other, was equally resolute in wurying that the lojqic Of the so-called two-track
intermediate-range nuclear forces decision of 1979 be converted into negotiated
co-operative solution acceptable to all concerned. The global double-zero oyt 1on
which i# now emerging is a major contribution to greater stability in gurope.
Through thy statement on the Pershing-l A systems made by Federal Chancellor Helmut
Kohl on 26 August this year , the Federal Republic of Germany smoothed the way for
an agreement which implements tnig option.

The acceptance, in principle of an INF agreement set in wotlon a procesgs which
must be made irreversible. This means that further steps in the other areas have
to follow. Arms control must cover the entire military balance of power, so that
potentially deetabilizing disparities and exceesive potentials can be eliminated
wherever thuy exist. Greater stability and security in the nuclear sphere, too,

are possible and necessary at luower Levels.
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Wth regard to the strategic nuclear potentials of the super-Powers, we expect
that the nhalving of the existing arsenals agrved uponin pr # nciple by
Presi dent Reagan and General Secretary Corbachev at the Genevasummit in 1985 will
be carried outand will be acconpani ed by provisions governing the future structuie
of strategic potential5 = provisions that Will strengthen strategic stability. We
assume that in this context both sides are in a position to reach agreerment on the
level of predictability required in the Eleld of strategic defensive 8ystems. AN’
requisite framework for a compromise was outlined i n Reykjavik: namely, adherence
for acertain tine to the Treaty on the Limtation of Anti-Ballistic Missile
Systems.

An INF agreement al so necessitates an arns-control régime for short-range
nuclear systems. In terns of lard-based missile systems with a range below
500 kilonmetres, the Soviet onion possesses an enornMous preponderance over the
United States. The aimof our arns control policy is to establish equal veilings
at a lower level.

The signs of a forthcoming reduction in the nuclear arsenals nake. it all the
NOre urgent to correct the conventional disparities which currently weigh upon the
West, thereby €l imnating the danger they pose to peace and security. Wwe see good
prospects of instituting negotiations Within the framework of the Conference on
Security and co-operation in kurope (CSCE) proucesa, on conventional stability in
the whole of Europe, with a view to ensutring a secure , conprehensive and verifiable
balance of forces at lower levels., Talks invoiviny the 23 nenbers of the two
mlitary alliances on a mandate £or such negotiations are encouraging. The Federal

Republic of Germanv has a special and vital interest in these talksand is playiag
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a correspondingly active role in them. We hope for a reault from the mandate talks
by the end of this year and for the gtart of the negotiations proper during the
coming year.

The satisfactory outcome of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and
Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe has considerably stimulated
the disarmament dialogue between West and East. In particular, the implementat ion
of the Stockholm document hae been an encouraging experience. The exchanges of
.annual calendare, the early notification of major military activities and the
obgervation of military sianoeuvres have led to greater openneas and transparency in
the military field and hence to greater predictability. The first inspections
carried out under the terms of the Conference Document have made clear to all
participants that this inetrument of verification can do a great deal to strengthen
conficlence. |If the East were to show similar willingness at the Mutual and
Balanced Forcee Reduction negotiations to agree to a verification régine as
proposed by the West which provides for on-site inspections without right of
refusal, thie would be a major contribution to the launching of negotiations on
conventional arms control covering the whole of Europe.

Notwithstanding this positive bal ance in respect ot the Conference Document
there is etill scope for improvement of the confidence- and security-building
measuree adopted at Stockholm. In aduition, it is necessary to agree, duriny a new
negotiation phase, on a further net of confidence- and secur ity-building measures
which build upon the Stockholm results. That is why the Federal Republic of
Germany together with its Western partners at the CSCE Follow-up Meeting in Vienna,
has eubmitted a proposed nandate to tnat effect.

At the current CsCE Follow-up Meeting in Vienna, our interest is not confined

to progress in the security field. we also seek proyress in the implementation of
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human rights, in scientific, technological and cultural exchanges and in exchanges

of information. To thia end, we are ready to join our g£astern European neighbours

in the comprehensive co-operation envisaged in the Final Act of the Helsinki CSCE.

West and kast can only gain from co-operation. Confrontation would deprive them of
all prospects of progress.

The encouraging development of Bast-west relations should also pe vigorously
harnessed to bring about the early completion of the Geneva negotiations on
chemical weapons. Next to an INF agreement, we consider the conclusion of a
convention on tne world-wide prohibition of chemical weapons to be of paramount
ioportance. The aim here is the prohibition, elimination and destruction of an
entfre category of particularly insidious weapons throughout the world. The draft
text of the convention is already weil advancea, which means that the goal is
attainable within a relatively short period.

During the 1987 session of the neyotiations at the Geneva Conference on
Disarmament, considerable movement occurred. Progress was achieved in the fields
of challenge inspections and non-production control’, while we also observed
encouraging developments with regard to confidence-building. However, more
intensive work, geared to success, is needed in Geneva if an early and satisfactory
result is to be achieved. We shall continue to make appropriate contrihutione to
this end. The use of chemical weapons and the danger of ever-wider proliferation

underline the urgency of the need to eliminate this horrifying category of waapone.
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Another source of encouragement. is the prodgress made in an adjacent area, that

generated in 1986 by the Second Review Conference of the parties to the Convention
on the prohibitlion of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of

Bacter iological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction. The
Federal Republic of Germany welcomed from the outset the proviaion on exchangee of
information adopted at that Conference with a view to making the contractual
fidelity of the States parties to the Convention more transparent, and we
co-operated in its formulation. In our recent first release of information we
provided substantial data and we expect the other States parties to do likewise.

Another important subject is the nuclear-test ban. The Federal Government
continues to attach the same great importance to the earliest possible adoption of
a comprehensive and effectively verifiable nuclear-test ban. we welcome the
agreement to begin negotiations to this end at an early date that was reached at
the talks in Washington between Secretary of State George Shultz and Foreign
Minister Eduard Shevardnadze and recorded in a joint statement. We understand that
the initial step taken at those negotiations will be to agree on effective
veriflcation measures that will .ake it possible to ratify the threshold treaties.
We have long advocated a step-by-step approach to the test-ban question because we
are convinced that experience proves the fu tility of an all-or-nothing policy .

The brunt of the responsibility for the reduction of nuclear tests and their
complete cessation naturally falls upon the nuclear-weapon States. Despite the
fact that it is a non-nuclear-weapon State , the Federal Republic of Germany has
never regarded its role as that of merely an interested onlooker. On the contrary,
we have participated actively in the Conference on Disarmament in the establishment.

Of a test-verification concept based on a world-wide seismic monitoring gystem.
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This participation includes the providing of faclilities at the seismological
institutions in the Federal Republic of Germany.

Conf idence-hu il1ding, arms control and diaarmament, as well as tangible steps
to strengthen security and safeguard peace, ace a world-wide requirement that
transcends the framework of East-West relations. This will be the key subject of
the disarmament discussion during coming weeks here in the Fir at Committee and in
the General Assembly.

The agenda reveals a number of focal points. [ cannot deal with all of them
within the scope of this general debate. The diverse initiatives on the problems
of nuclear weapons rightly play a ore-eminent role. That, however, must not lead
to comparative neglect of the problems arising in connection with arsenals of
conventional ~ weapons. We therefore urge that the Committee avoid minimizing the
many aspects of conventional-arms control in the light pof the nuclear debate. oOur
Joal is the prevention of any war, be it nuclear or conventional.

The considerable number of draft resolutions on chemical weapons is renewed
evidence that the world’s nations ace calling for ‘the control and elimination of
those weapons. | have already sgaid that, in our estimation, the world-ride
elimination of chemical weapons is making qood headway. |In this situation
localized approaches and regional solutions are not helpful. what is essential is
that the final obstacles to world-wide prohibition should be removed in Geneva.

If I may highlight. another point, the Committee will also try to bring about
greater transparency and comparability of military exper liture. We ate convinced
that this is an important contribation to confidence-builuiing. My Government is
one of the few that has provided data ever since the standacdized reporting syst -m
was established within the United Nations. If a significant number of Member

States do likewise, the strategic situation will hecome a little more calculable.
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We shall also have to analyse and evaluate the result of the Internationel
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and uvevelopuwent. The Conference
has raised important new issues and has helped to clarify existing ideas on the
relationship between excessive armament6 and underdevelopment. It has also founa
answers to some questions. We welcome the fact that the Conference was able to
adopt its Final Document by consensus.

Finally, we shall be preparing another important conference, namely, tne third
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. That special
session will give us an opportunity to define the current disarmament situation and
to discuss our future course, provided that we use it as a forum for reaching
agreement on future steps. with that aim in mind, my Government is wiiling to play
an active and co-operative role.

I nave highlighted only a Pew points in a long agenda. In principle, we
expect the debate in the Committee to underline the world-wide interest in
Universally acceptable solutions to disarmament problems, chereby enriclhing the
specialized negotiations in the various forums. To that end we hope for specific
and objective discussions; practicable and workable proposals are called for, not

Utopian visions. Only co-operative discussions between sovereign and equal States

can foster progress.

I should like to make one last, important point. This year’s working
programme is fresh evidence of the central role played by the United Nations in the
discussion of arms-control and disarmament matters. We regard the Unitea Nations
as the paramount and universal organ Por generating new ideas, approaches and
initiatives. It does, however, need to improve its working methods. The First
Committee, above &ll, must be able to fulfil its function more efficiently than is

widely perceived to be the case. We seek to help the Committee to deal in
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substantive and fruitful debates with the key jgsues of gecurlty and disarmament.
In our judgement, neither a series of monologues nor the compulsion to reaffirm
pastresolutions can contribute to that end. For that reason, we call once more for
a critical review of the Committee's procedures. We are willing to play an active
part and to make specific proposals to that end.

Let me eay in conclusion that the new momentous developments between West and
East, which entitle us to he very hopeful today, only became possible because an
attitude of co-operation replaced one of confrontation. Co-operative thinking is
gaining ground throughout the world. This ar {geg from a growing awareness that
States can organise their security better together than in competition, not to
mention confrontation. It arises from a growing awareness that the central problem
of war must be el .ninated once and for all and that the use of force to resolve
local and regional conflicts can never be justificd, On the threshold of a new
century mankind has other urgen. tasks to perform, tasks that demand a supreme
effort - stabilizing the world economic situation, Eighting poverty, controlling
diseases and epidemics, safequarding and strengthening human rights, and p »tecting
our environment so as to leave our planet habitable for coming genecations. ALL of
that can be achieved only through co-operation, not confrontation. |et us walk
with firm unwavering steps along the path to a more secure and peaceful world. Tt

us tread this path together.
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is my ficat vislt to this Committse, but thnre is a long tradition of British
Ministers participating here. we ccme because we believe the questions under
consideration are vitally important. Disarmament ie not the concern of an
vxclusive club. 1v matters to the whole wor 14, [It. affect8 all our futures.
Evuryone has the right and the duty to contribute to the debate. We should all be
open to new 1deas and neu approaches. Tho United Nations and the First Committee
have a wvital role to play.

May I gay, Sir, tha. | am delighted that you are presiding over this important
work. 1 am confident that under your chairmanship the session will be positive,
pr act ical and for ward-look ing .

Let me make it clear at the outsut chat | associate myse.f completelsy with the
statement made yesterday by the Parmaneut Representative of Denmark, Mr. Ole
Bierring, on behalf of the 12 merbers of the European Community.

The United Kingdom is completsly sincere and frank about its policies and
doctr ines on security and ¢j scrmament. we do not seek to score cheap propaganda
points. we do not play to the gallery. we are consistent.. And | can speak today
wit!! espacial confidence: the British people reaff’ ¢med stronaly their continuing
suprort for our approach, in our genwral election in June this year.

we know that cur policy of defence and deterrence, which is, of course, shared
with our allies, he. rept the peace in Europe for over 40 years. This has not just
safeguarded Europ 3 1 : has brought benefit te the entire international cowmunity.

But disarmament is not an end in itself. Disarmament without security is a
step backwards,. In arms control, our basic goal is to maiatein, and where possible
enh ance , the security that has been established, but, of course, to do so with

lower levelis <f weapons.
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Progress can only be made through painataking and detailed negotiations
between the States concerneds between the Stases that have the weapons and those
wh security is put at stake by the reduction or abolition of thaae weapons. The
« jreemants that emerge must be verifiable) they must be legally binding. Above
all, as I have emphasized, they must maintain and enhance security. So, 0 f course,
it {3 esgentjal t-hat wsecification provisions be effective. Those prov igsions must
guarantee On a continuing basis the necessary degree of confidence that the
agreements are actually belng respectea, If we succeed in all this, we ghall also
be making important progress towards our goal of improved East-West relations.

We have a saying in the United Kingdom which qoes, “The proof of the pudding
is in the eating. * We believe that the approach and the policies | shall outline
do indeed provide good eating. Wwe are at last at a avrage where there ias the
prospect of the gorts of arms-control agreements that are effective, that will
endure, and that can make a very significant contributi ;n t0 improving the
international atmoaphere.

I refer, of course, to the most encouraging signs emerging from the bilateral
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union. It seems likely = and
w2 must all hope that this will come about . that these negotiations will culminate
in a global double-zero intermediate naclear forces agreement. Indeed, perhaps
that will happen later this ear. | do not need to rem’nd this Commi ttee that it
was the West that put forward the idea of a global zero agraement. That was our
goal as long ago as 1981.

et us pause for x moment and look at what happened. 1nthe 19708, the
Russians retused to negotiate about intermediate rnuclear forcessy they would not

accept the zero option and, indeed, temporarily walked out of the Geneva talks.
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The Rugsians then attempted to brrng the British and French nuclear deterrents into
the argument. And finally they resorted to Linkage with the strategic defence
initiative, turther to muddy the waters.

The alliance stood firm. The agreement that is now taking shape is possible
only because we and our allies refused to he deflected from our objective. We were
obliged to deploy Long-range intermediate nuclear missi{les in reaponse to the new
and serious threat posed by Swiet &8-20 deployments.

As a politician I well recall the vocal opposition that deployment aroused in
gome quar ters. But we persevered. And now our approach, our resolve, is paying
dividends. The United Kingaom welcomes wholeheartedly the prospect of a
double-zero intermediate-ranqe nuclear forces agreement.

That of course, would remove an entire category of nuclear miassiles = a
previously unattainea and almost. unimaginable achievement. Assuming adequate
verification arrangements ace worked out, as they mguat be, the agreement will help
increase trust between East and West. We also hope that greater conf Ldence will
extend to other areas of arms control and lead to progress thece as well.

The next priority in nuclear arms control is 50 per cent cuta in the strategic
ar senals ot! the super-powers. This is an immensely significant qoai for all of
us. We believe it must be pursued and achieved without unjustified linkage to
other arsas,

We also naturally share the goal of the un ed States-Soviet bilateral
negotiations of preventing an arms rage in outer space. VW& bhal ieve f irmly that
this #1ill ne achieved only throuah an agreement between the ynited States and the
Swiet Union, which, between them, possess the overwhe'ming current and potential

military capability in space.
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A lot of nonaenee is, tam afraid, sometimes hoard on the question of the
military use of apace, Let metake thin opportunity to restate our fundamental
view, which reflects the Camp David Four Pointa,

First, the Western aim is not superiority, but rather to msintain balance,
taking account of Sovlet deployments. We are determined t 0 enhance deterrence, not
to undermine it.

It follows, as the United States has made clear  that strategic defences other
than those permitted by the anti-ballistic missile Treaty would not take place
wi thcut negotiation. |If there jg to be a transition to a strategic balance placing
more reliance on defence, it would be bent accomplished on the basis of agrsemant.

We are also determined to reduce conventional armaments and forces. We need
to tackle the current imbalance between East and West. It fs important to recall
that we need nuclear weapons, not juet to quarantee our fun&mental security, but

because of the threat posed by the huge Soviet conventional superiority »
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This is a question that needs urgent. attention and concerns us as Europeans
particularly. As Mr. Biecring recalled in his statement, gurope has the largest
concentration of conventional forces anywhere in the world.

In order to negotiate geriously on these matters, both sides must share a
common data-base. This ig vitals indeed it is obvious and self-evident. Greater
opennesa and exchange of information on military matters - yreater glasnngt is a
prerequisite of serious negotiations.

We and our allies and partners are as open as we can be about our military
resources and our military postures. The united Kingdom publishes every year
exhaustive statistice on its military spending, but the Warsaw Pact States have up
to now failed to provide similar information. Those statistics that are available
suggest that Soviet military spending increased by about 50 per cent in real terms
between 1970 and 1985. There is little sign that the pace of this growth has
slackened.

The Soviet Union now proposes that we should compare military doctrines. Doe g
this mean dincussing the numbers, structures and dispositions of the armed forces
themselves™? If it does, we welcome ity we are all in favour. Discussions of those
kinds are the key to progress) abstract discussions are not. If it does not, if it
means something else, then frankly that proposal is a waste ot time.

We welcome the inspections and observations that have been taking place on the
basis of last year’s agreement at the Stockholm Conference on disarmament in
Europe. They ahould ehow that there is nothing to fear from greater openness.

Against this background, let e stress that we attach major importance to the
retting up of new talks between the 23 members ot the North Atlantic Treaty

( cganization (NATO) and the Warsaw Pact. They should consider convent ional torces
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in Burope, from the Atlantic to the Urals. here, again, our aim is ta enhance
recurity aud atability at lower levels of torcesa. we want to eliminate the
capability for surprise attack and large-scale offensive action.

The Vienna Talkes on Mutual Reduction of Forces and Armaments and Associated
Measures in Central Europe ace still under way. We Will continus to play our part
in them. we also look torward to new negotiations in tne Conference on disarmament
in Europe on further confidence- building me sures.

1 have spoken so far gt bi lateral and Last-west negotiations. 1 wanted first
to explain our attitude towards them. | recognize the great significance that all
countries of tne world attach to their progress. But | now want to turn to an area
of multilateral neqotiatiane. We are convinced that here, too, praymatism and
realism can :ar fruit.

There is one particular area of multilate:al wok where we can welcome major
progresst we and our allies remain firmly committed to an effective, verifiable,
global ban on chemlcal weapons, which sateyuards Western security. Indeed , this
was identified as an arms-contro. priority i * the talks between my Prime Minister,
Mr 8, Thatcher, and President Reagan at. Camp #avid in wovemker ot Last yearj it was
subsequently endorsed by the whole ot the alliance in Reykjavik in June.

The British delegation has played a leadiny part in the neqgotiatiorrs and has
submitted a series of working papers on key issues, such as non-production and
challenge inspection. The British chairmanship of negotiations last year was, |
think, generally acknowledged to have moved the process forward significantly. We
and our allies remain firmly committed to continuing this work.

we must all continue to work constructively together towards resolving the

problems that remain. W e weicome t h e yrecent avolulion in the Soviet position gn
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challenge verification. We also weloomo the confidence-ouilding visit that the
Soviets arranged earlier this month to one of their many chemical-weapons
establishmenta at Shikhany.

Those are all small steps in the right direction. Although they do not in
themsleves resolve the difficulties , we are determined to persevere. The urgency
of the taek before us is uynderlined by tne fact that one country, lrag, is
repeatedly using such weapons in a current confiict. We can see on our television
screens the terrible potential of those weapons to wreak suffering and death.

We also welcome the outcome of the Biological Weapons Review Conference
Experts meeting earlier thie year in Geneva. The United Kingdom delegation played
its full part. That Conference worked out a geries Of realistic
confidence-building measures designed to help strengthen the bioloygical weapons
Convent ion. Those are practical and useful measures; they deserve the fullest
support. We call on all pariies to the Convention to yive that support
whole-heartedly.

A coneiatent theme Ok thir statement and of our policy nas veen the neea tor
realism and pragmatiem in aisarmament, The same app.les in muliilateral bodies,
such as thins Committee, which are not of course in tl. meelves negotiating forums.
The role of this Committee and similar bodies, such ag the Disarmament Cowmmission,
should be, first, to promote the right political atmosphere far progress in
disarmament  negotiations) secondly, to eeek commnn approaches; and, thirdly, to
make specific constructive suggestions which may be of value to those boules
actually charged with negotiating responsibility.

We hava recently witneeeed a multiiateral conference which, in our view, lost
its wayj which failed to live up to the important role which we believe the United

Nations should be playing in this field. 1 refer ta the International Conference
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on the Helationehip between Visarmament and Development, which ended here in New
York about a month ago. 1 cannot say that tne results of that Conference justified
the effort. An opportunity was missed for a serious study of the roal

relationships  between  disarmament, development snd the intimately connected gubject
of security.

We made clear our yiews on the Final Document at the Conference itself; other
major aid donors made similar criticisms. We very much regret that a Conference on
such important issues was not more practital and constructive. Such meetings can
only harm the credibility of the United Nations. They are a drain on ats
f inancee. Who can doubt that the money expended juet toz that Conference and its

preparation could have been better rpent = perhaps on a practical aid project in a

developing country?
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I do not make this criticism lightly or destructively. | mako it because the
issues are 80 important that we Hhould all ce prepared to learn from our mistakes.
I make it above all because we must be honest with each other if we are to work
together effectively.

The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament is
due to take place next year. It will be an opportunity to restore the United
Nations role and credibility on drsarmamant issues = an opportunity we must not
miss. It is vital that the session give balaunced attention to the full range of
4 inarmament issues. It should be realistic anc torward-looking. It should look
constructively at the possibilit .3 ¢ promoting genuine and concrete progress in
arms control. Above all, it should be 2pen-minded, and the views of all countries
ghouli be given proper attention.

Finally, | turr to the work ot this Committee at its present session.

We ghould not weary each other with long speeches about our desire for peace.
We all want peace and security. Wnat we should discuss here are practical steps to
make peac: more certain for all our countries and peoples. The last thing we need
is declamatory, propagandist resolutions which bear no relationship to the teal
world.

There is only a lunited amount of time at our disposal. There is only a
limited amount of money. The First Committee must play its part in renewtny
respect for the United Nations and for the principles for whicn the Unitea Nations
was founded. 1 am confident that under your leadership, mr. Chairman, ve shall be
able to do so.

As the last session betore the scheduled gpecial session, this session has

particular significance and respoasibility. 1t iS true « and we very much welcome
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this = that in recent years, and in particular last year, there huve been signs of
greater realism .and pragmatism in the Committee’s work.

New consenguses have emerged on vital principles, such as verification and
compliance. There has been a growing recognition of the importance of conventional
arms control, and the role of confidence-building measures and of transparency. It
must be our united task = the task of all of us here = to further this desirable
trend.

Mr. HORN (Hungary) (interpretation from Russian) ¢+ The 5 tatementa made
during last yeac's general debate in the First Committee g¢ive a good reflection of
the expectation5 of a profound and positive change in the international
atmosphere. Among recent events which give hopes of pragreads, developmenta in the
Soviet-American relationship stand out. The concrete and comprehensive approach tc
the key issues of security policy has proved productive.

Although one :.annot speak of a loag-term strengthening of positive trends ox
of a breakthrough until the efforts made in connection with them are tranelated
into concrete disarmament and arms limitation accor's, the sympathetic assessments
by representatives of great Powers and the implementation of concrete, far-reaching
measure5 may show that the favourable trends will continue in the longer run as
well.

The conclusion of the agreement jin principle on the elimination of goviet and
American medium~ and shorter-range nuclear missiles {3 an event of the utmost
twpozrtance. Shariny the aspirations of the world*s peoples and Governments, the
Government of the Hungarian Paople's Republic is convirced that full implementstion
of the double-zero option may lead to a breakttrrouyh in disarmament. The agreement

may prova more convincingly than any reached wso tar that even modern nuclear
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weapons can be eliminated, if the parties succeed in dealing with the security of
the countries of the continent concerned on a unified basis, aisreyarding the
narrow approach of national secur! y interests.

My Government is ylad to ghare the view that the agreement is indeea Of
historic significance, as it is the firat accord ever negotiated since the
appearance of the atomic bowb on the elimination of two categorren ot nuclear
weapons. It accentuates the importance of continuing a process which started amid
extraordinary difficulties. The ultimate goal, the complete elimination ot nuclear
weavons, cannot remain a mere aspiration, and further eff:. , tg must be made to
secure {t,

Another positive consequence of the double-zero option ayreement is tnat, in
the light of recent experience, it may serve as a new point of departure for
multilateral disarmament negotiations. This poosibillty could be strenytheneo if
signif icant progress were made, in the wake of the current accord, in several
fields of the Soviet-American arms limitation and diearruament talks. It would be
an extremely important step forward if at the summit meeting the parties could sign
an agreement in principle on a 5v per cent Cut in strategic offensive weapons and
on strengthening the anti-ballistic-missile Treaty.

Strengthening détente by substantive meas''7es ip tne military field could be
significant by giving an impulse to the continuing Process in several otaer key
area8 of disarmament and acme limitation. Preventing the deployment Of weapons in
space and creating guarantee8 of the use of outer space for peaceful purposes are
issues of decisive importance in this context. Another sucn area is the Complete
cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, for which a good basis As provided by the

agreement in principle on starting substantive bilateral talke on a broad range of
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questions and resclving outstanding problems of verificaticn. In this tield, tooO,
multilateral disarmament diplomacy certainly has much to contririte tO the solution
of outstanding problems.

My Government is convinced that there {8 a close link between bilateral and
multilateral efforts, but in neither area should progress be held up while we wait
for results to he achieved in the other. Multilateral diplomacy has an important
part to play in reaching a complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests; it can contribute

greatly to making a reality of tne desire tor great-Power co-operation in moving

cioser to the ultimate goal.

In the field of security policy more and more regional 188ues are seen to have

global relevance. Therefore, studying their interrelationahips is growing in

importance.
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In recent yearn there have been some rather lively debates about the concepts
of security policy. The causes of related polemics are to be eought In the
unprecedented acceleration of changes in mankind’s overall development and in the
belated tesponses given to it in security poliev practice. Those changes affect
the security of States so profoundly that practice muet draw from theory the urgent
conclusion that the approach baaed only on selfish interests of national security
has become obsolete.

The contradictory nature of specific changes is manifest in, among others, the
constantly changing effects of issues within the scope of multilateral security
policy. At the same time, the development proceeaes ot civilization cause a number
of formerly marginal problems to be treated as ones of strategic importance.

Thus, for instance, it is now clear to almost all nations that action against
terrorism and the safety of peaceful nuclear or chemical plants or of satellites
for peaceful purposes are questions of strategic significance and that their safety
can be satisfactorily guaranteed only bea way of negotiated agreements. There are
more and more activities and installations on our planet whoae undisturbed,
faultless and continuous operation i8 a strategic requirement, which can, to a
lesser and lesser degreee, be secured within national or regional frameworks. The
varying scope, but increasing degree of strategic vuluerability or sensitivity, of
national societies are important features O these proceeeee.

It is becoming more and more obvious that the concept of international
security is rnceadily widening and now extends beyond the direct military sphere to
the political, economic, environmental, humanitarian and human rights fields.
Therefore the establishment of a modern comprehensive system of international peace
and security baeed on existing political, institutional and financial frameworks it

becoming a matter of increasing urgency.
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as a result of appropriate international effort this system could bc made
capable of identifying, on a continuing basis within :he framework ot the world
organisation, those conflicts and focal points of tension that pose global threats,
the easing and settlement of which call for concerted international action. |n our
view, the task would be to nelp create, by mutual agreement, a set of specific
conditions required tor the management of such conflict5 and tiotbedsa of tension.

In the light of last year’s debate on this question in the First Committee, we
support the position of the sponsors that the United Nation5 is the most
appropriate international forum for assessing the various concepts of security and
for defining and taking whatever political steps might be deemed necessary. The
international community is fully capable of: ensuring that the interests of all the
parties concerned are properly expressed and that no single country feels itself
excluded from participation in advancing this process.

We think that the consideration of this item provides an opportunity for a
substantive dialogue on the comprehensive issues and concrete problem5 of
international security as well a0 for mapping out concrete courses Oof action in
accordance with the principles of mutual interest and consensus.

Thus, for instance, the sensitive issues of a ylobal nature whicn, in our
opinion, justify an exchange of view5 include different security policy concepts,
military doctrines, and questions concerning the restriction of military activities
in time of peace, verification of compliance with the existing arms liimitat. :n and
disarmament accords or sufficient military openness.

The basis of the proposed system - and the essential pre-condition = is the
system of collective security provided for in the United Nations Charter. The
threats to international peace and security are constant. They grow in intensity

and become of global scope and, consequently, the methods of, and the frameworks
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for, resolving or eliminating them are also subject to change. The search for
appropriate method8 and structures can be based only on the principles and purposes
of the Charter and cannot be effective exoept in close interaction with t hem

Even now, the United Nation8 18 constantly searching for and creating for
itself the most suitable forma of action, in full compliance with the letter and
spirit o f its Charter, In the Charter as well asin t he covenants, declarations
and terolutionr adopted by Member States on the basis of consensus the United
Nations has created broad frameworka for ali factors in international politics to
set out on efforts to golve or alleviate their problems by peaceful means at the
early stage of their emergence. For further progress, wnat is needed i S the
systematiaing, strengthening and constant updating of those possibilities.

Modernization naturally presupposes a certain change of tunction and gradual
shifts i n the mechanism of disarmament forums. Accordingly, followi ng the
agreement8 on acme limitation, the disarmament forums should also deal with
military  development programmea, national as well as regional, and address
questions of registering the @stablishea levels of armaments and preventing t he
deployment of new systems of weapons. The United Nations would be the beet forum
for discussion of these problems, including the co-ordination, control and
registration of military data and military doctrines. In view of its denocratic
character, the world Organization could guarantee international confidence in
respect of these delicate problems, and create a climate of confidence which might
even lead to the dismantling of military blocks.

Historical experience shows that the cause of diearmament is a true refl ection
of the pattern of relations between countries with daifferent socio-economic systems

and bet ween the leading great Powers.
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From the etandpoint ofelimnating the threat of nuclear War, the cessation
and total prohibition of nuclear-wesyoc teste iS stili the decisive qaestion that
cannot be avoided. It is a source of concern that nmultilateral negotiations on the
conmpl ete cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests are still beingdel ayed
at the Geneva Conference on disarmanent, although the wealth of experience
accumulated at that forum would, given the necessary political wiil, make it
possible to start successful negotiations.

W are encouraged to note the narrowing of the range of issues still hindering
the successful conc: eion of negotiations that have gone on for nmore than 10 years
on the conplete prohibition and elimnation of chemical weapons. In the wake of
the latest Soviet initiatives, the significance of which was also welcomed in the
report of the Geneva Conference on disarmament, it is wow neccesary to speed up the
negotiations and to take the political decisions still required. It my thus

become possible to elinmnate, before long, another category of weapons of mss

destruction.
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In the summer of last year two international agreements on nuclear safety were
elaborated at Vienna in l¢.5 than one n th, under the auspices of the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Those agreements have already entered
into force and clearly testify to the possibility of solving even the mos:
complicated problems if the necessary political will exists. Such a spirit and
such an approach are also required in neyotiations on “he prohibition of

radiological weapons and on the creation of guarantees for the safety of nuclear

installations.

Confidence- and security-building measures have become an independent nnd
sovereign domain of arms limitation and disarmament and an effective instrument for
strengthening security by political means. The Stockholm document of last year has
opened a new chapter in the promotion of disarmament in Europe. Its implementation
could offer concrete practical experience for other regions of the world as well.

Military détente in Europe, its promotion, and the strengthening of global
security have become matters arousing special attention and growing interest. It
is now evident that a reduction in East-West military confrontation can contribute
substantially to a relaxation of tension in other parts of the world as well.

Although they are progressing more gluwly than desired, the talks among
23 States within the framework of tne Conference on security and Co-operation in
Europe (CSCE), on the basis of the Budapest Appeal of June 1986 by the States
parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the response to it by the countries ot members ot
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) hoid out the possibility of beginning
negotiations of paramount importance un disarmament in Europe 1inthe near future,
as well as on the strengthening of security and confidence. The success of such
negotiation5 could result in a far-reaching breakthrough, similar to that made by

the great-Power accord, towards a radical reduction in East-West military
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confrontation. Given the quality and quantity of the armed forces and armaments
involved, a multilateral agreement on convention31 disarmament and on the
strengthening of security and confidence could also result in a genuine renewal
with regard to global security.

on the basis of its historical experience , national conditions and
foreign-policy principles, the Hungarian Peu_.le's Republic has a vested interest in
seeing such a bre=xkthrougbh as soon as possible and in seeing it continue. Wwe have
been working towards such a breakthrough in recent decades in our immediate area
and also in united Nations forums, even during periods when real chances of success
were much slimmer than they are now. A constructive dialogue among the great
Powers, systems of alliance and countries with uifferent social systems have oy now
become a reality. This may lead to the establishment of mutual confidence, which
is indispensable to lasting co-operation. The United Nations and other disarh.ment
forums must be tnvolv2d in such co-operation and, by achieving concrete results,
elaborating multilateral disarmament accords ana co-orciinating security interests,
must contribute to the attainment of the objective set forth in the Charter: to

gave present and succeeding generations from the scourge of war.

The meeting rose at 1.05 P.M.




