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The meetiny was cal led t o  order  a t  .3.10  p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 4B  I’0 69 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITKClS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : The first speaker  is the

representat ive  of Bulgaria, Ambaseador  Dimiter  Kostov, who, as Chairman of thu

Disarmament Commission, will  introduce the report of the Commission (A/42/42).

Mr. KOYTOV_  (Vulgar  ia)  I I should like on behalf of my deleyation,  Sir,  to

extend to you our eincere  congratulation8 on your election to the chairmanship of

this Committee. I am fully confident that with your experience and wisdom you will

guide us efficiently through the weeks of chdllenginy work that  lie oefore us, M y

beot  wiehee  yo also to the other officers of the Committee and members of the

Secretariat who will  assist you in carrying out your responsibilities.

In my capacity as current Chairman of the United Nations Disarmament

Commission,  I have the  honour to introduce the report; of the Commiotiion  on its 1987

session (A/42/42). As at previous sessions, the report consists of four chapters

end two annexes retlectinrj the reoults of the  Commission’s deliberationti on various

disarmament subjects on the agenda ot:  i ts substantive session  in lYt17.  In

part icular , chapter  IV contains conclusionti  a n d  r~comlnttnddtlc,llu  which July reflect

the p r o g r e s s  on disarmament issues achieved by the Commission in May 1967,

The 1987 session was orqanized  in accordance with  the mandate oE  the

Disarmament Commission as set forth in paragraph 1lM of the Final Document ot’  the

first  special  session 0,6 the General Assembly devoted to disarmament dnd  in heepinq

with the guidelines set by the General  A s s e m b l y  at i ts  thirty-seventh a n d

forty-first sessions in resolutions 37/‘78  H and 41/86  E respectively. In those

resolutions the Corr.nission  was requested to  direct  i t s  a t tent ion a t  each
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substantive session to specific subjwts  and TV make every effort to achieve

concrete recommendations on such subjects to the General Assembly at it% subwent

%ession.

After arduous deliberations during its 1987 substantive session, the

Commieeion adopted by consensus the concrete reco%unendations  it has mada  to the

General Assembly at its forty-secorri; session , ae noted in paragraph 38 of the

report. Those recommendations were either adopted by the four working groups and

the contact group, or by the informal consultation groups, which were respontlible

for the various substantive item% of the agenda. Ii that connection, it should be

pointed out that during its session the Commission had been reauested  to deal with

seven suhstantive items, an unprecedented number. Among  them, tw  were new item%:

the uueation  of conventional disarmament and the ouestion of verification in all

its aspects, both  of which were priority subjects in the field of disarma%+ent.

As members may recall, the Commission again encountered difficulties at its

1987 eeasion, not only in procedural matters but also in bringing about subatantive

results  and concluding its work on some  agenda items: this has indeed been a part

of the ~onn~ission’s  heritage. The work of the Commission and its results, as

recorded in the report, truly reflect the present state of affairs in international

relations.

On the other hand, I wish to point out that during this year the Commission

uas  able to reach eon%eneus on texts in a mmber  of Luportant  areas in the field of

verification and to make substantive progrees on that subject. bkmover,

considerable  progress was made also in connection with the ouestion of the role Of

the United Nations in the field of disarmament, and some consensus texts were

adopted. It should also be noted that some progress was made on the subject of

conventional disarmament, an issue of universal concern.
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Rut rurgrottahly  the Connimmion  couL1 not cxmcLu.le  its work on the item on the

mm6tion  of rmbction  of military budgote, dmupite tha fact th6t  thera ~66 only  onr

paragraph loft OUt6tmnding. i hop it can hs CinalixeU at the current cm66icm of

the Caner61 As8onhly. On tk ourot  ion of the nUcY.oar capability of South Africa,

the Commimslon  made only tuminal progroea thir par. 1 atill mintain  that mcce~~

muld have heon rchlsvrd  hod delegation6 approached this question with leaa

inflexibility and with grrater rsamonahlaneaa. I hope tha  Covriwsion  will he able

to conclude iti work on the subject  at ito next  aubrtantlve  rauaion, T h e  item

rogsrdtnq the arm race  and mclear  disarrument  is generally  cormldared to he the

must.  d i f f i c u l t  o n  tha  dbfpndar the Co*aimion  wadl practically rrcruirsd to

Cormlate,  in miniature, a coqrohensive  program  lf dfsarmment. A t  this

juncture, it night be advisahle for dolegations  to concentrate  on certain 6pecific

issues Pn  the nUcle6r Cieltl.
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The recently  announced agroownt  in principle between  the Sovie’  Unton  and the

United States on the elimination of intermeciistt  enb  rhort-range  nuclear  weapons

might inrpire  some thought in thir  regard, l o aa to prwto  the aultilat8ral

negotiation proceam  on the im#ue  of nuclear dloarmanent. Furthermore, it l hould be

pointed  out that during  thio  roWion  the Commimion  undertook subatantivo

consideration  of the question  of naval aruuntm and disarmament, to which a number

of dolegations  attached importance, and aahioved  ~310  progro~#.

Many membera  of the Commimion  have  recently  pointed out that tho Corrimaion

&ould  licit tho mbot of itvrr on i”,r  agenda and dovote maximum  offort  to a few

iteu  for which chancem  of l uccaam are gtoatoc  than on other items. It ia probably

true that l me of the quo#tionm  undor conaidoration  bavo  been kept  on cho agenda of

the Corriaoion  for too many year.  with no conclusion,  aLthough  it im duly

acklmowledgod  that the abaenco  of a favourable  international  oituation  hm

contributed to ruch  an outcome. To l chituo even a nodicw  of •JCCO~I~ on those

l bjecta, it im indiapemablo  that all ma@orr  of thm Couiasion devote effort to

thorn  with rincrrity  of purpom  and in a spirit  of ceoperation  and l nmation.

Indeed, the imprcvomant  of the rmlationshig  between the two l por-Foworm  and their

alPia8,  aa < tirrcntly demonmtcatod, would significantly  expedite  th@ prcrem~.

With roapect to the organisation of work of the Couii;snor&  in 11907,  wo note

With Logret  that  the Conmimrion  was again not free of procedural at--  organimtional

diff  icultiem  - nanely, the qummtion  of the equitable  dietributim  of chairmafimhipm

among  l ubxidiary bodies and the duration of the mesaion. ~a resiba,a of the

Coarimion  arm awar8, to apond  valuable tire  on doarising  ambAvalent  work foaaats  to

l atiefy the contilictinq  interesta  of various  plttical  and egional  groupa  amunte

to a negation XQL our reaponmibilbtioo. I hope that the experiance  of this year

will not be repeated in tt4  future.
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I n  thim  reqlcd,  the noaee- y pro-mermion  consultationr  would be extremely

useful. Furthermore, owing to the current financial crimia  of the united Nation6

the meeting l ervicem the Commismion  provioumly enjoyed have been considerably

curtailed, thum poring difficultion  for the appropriate arrangement of meeting6

with full qsrvioem for mubmidiary bodice. A concrete recommendation hae been made

in itr report to correct thir  situation.

Novertha  lamm, it mhould b61 notad that, deapite the difficLltiae  the Commiamion

encountered  in organising itm progranrne  of work and eubeidiary  bodiear the

Comnimmion  warn able to allocate th6 limited time available in a balanced manner to

varicum mubmidiary bodies, particularly in light of the difficult times  for the

United Nations.

To conclude, I wimh to echo the rentiment  exprersed  by members  of the

Conmirion  that, au  part of the overall disaraament  process,  the efforts undertaken

in recent yearm  to l trengthen the role of the Commieeion  t4nd improve ite capacity

to deal effectively with the quemtiona within its purview must be puraued, 80 thibrt

the Canmimrion  may l erve am effective machinery for the promotion of negotiationu

on urgent and vital dirarmamant  iamuem, p artlcularly those of nuclear diearmament

and th6  pr6vention  of nuclaar  war, which are closely linked to the eurvival  of all

mankind. The proqreme made during this year on 8ome  agenda iteme may pave the wruy’

to revitalizing  the function aoeumed  by the Commission.

Finally, I ehould  not fail to expreme  my gratitude to all deleqatione  for

their undermtanding  and the bueineemliks  manner in which  they have conducted the

work of the Comnimmion  with a view to fulfilling the task entrusted to it  by the

General Aeaembly. Special tribute mhould be paid to thcj  members of the Bureau of

the Conraiamion - particularly the Rapporteur, Mr. Naehaehibi of Jordan, and the

Chairmen of the variour  working groups, the contact group and the consultation
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qroups, namely, Ambamador  Teja  of India, Mr. Tinca of Romania, Mr. Fischer Of

Uruguay, Ambassador Enqo of Cameroon, Ambassador Alatau of indonesia,  Ambassador

Mellhin  of Denmark and Ambassador  Roche  of Canada - for their co-operation and

assistance. On hehalf  of the Commission, I should also like to express thanks to

the Department for Disarmament Affairs for its invaluable assistance to the

CommiBsbon,  particularly by the Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs,

Mr. Yaeushi Akauhi,  and the Secretary of the Disarmament Commission,

Mr. Kuo-chunq Lin, as well a8 their colleaquee who serve as eecretaries of the

subsidiary bodies of the Commission. Thanks are also due other members of the

Secretariat.

Mr. PHAM NGAC (Viet Nam) t At the outaet, Sir, I wish to extend to you

our warmest congratulations on your election as Chairman of this important

Committee. I am convinced that with your dedication and diplomatic skills you will

facilitate the success of the work of the First Committee this year.

I uhould  also like to extend our felicitations to the other members of the

Bureau and aur sincere  gratitude to Ambassador  Zachmann of the German Democratic

Republic for his efforts in guiding the work of the First Commjttee  during the last

eeaeion  of the General Assembly.

On the threshold of the third millenium,  much has been said about the fateful

optiona  for the future - survive together or perish together. The sole rtational

joint option is interactlon and co-operation. We Rtronqly reject the opposite

course, towards confrontation. We are firmly convinced that peace and co-operation

should he securely built on a foundation of disarmament and security for all.

To our dieaatisfaction, a complicated international situation still prevails.

In their continued search for military superiority, some forces are accelerating

the arms race, attempting to spread it to outer space. with the very accelerated

pace of development of military technology, there is less and less time for
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peoples, States and politicians to become aware of the real danger and the limits

of mankind’s possibilities for stopping the elide towazsls  the nuclear abyss. The

choice for the future must therefore be made boldly  and responsibly by all State8

together, regardless of their social systems and levels of economic development.

The time has come for us all jointly to make the greatest possible effort to rid

humankind of nuclear weapon8  aa well as other weapons of mass destruction.

The recent important agreement on r;,edium  and shorter range missiles achieved

in principle bet ‘&en the Soviet Union and the United States wa8 warmly welcomed by

the whole international community. If the agreement ie realised, it will be the

first step in the procena towards eliminating nuclear weapons since the Second

world War, and the imminent summit between General Secretary Gorbachev of the

Communist Party of the Soviet Union and President Reagan of the United States will

doubtless bring about other accords more siynificant in the field of strategic

offensive weapons and non-exteneion of the arms race into outer space, as well as

in many other area0 which ineiatently  caL1  out to be included in the agenda Of

international dialogue, thus diractL;J _.-*eating conditions to help avoid a nuclear

crtaetrophe  and build a world free of nuclear weapons and vi.olence.

In spite of dieouieting  aspects thst Shreaten  seriously to aggravate the

international situation, the current encouraging trend is gaining strength. This

momentum towards peace and disarmament should be sustsined. Given political will,

disarmament measures can bet-/~  a reality. while the Soviet Union and the united

States are practically moving towards the ultimate goal of eliminating nuclear

weapons, a decieion  by other nuclear-weapon Powers to eliminate this kind of weapon

would he an important contribution to the promotion of peace.
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Experience in pbet decade6  and current new developments show that in the

nuclear and space age the concept of security through nuclear deterrence is

outdated and that if psrsirted  in could only lead to an all-out conflagration and

the complete extermination of life on earth.

In thie connection we fully rhare the aseemsment  of the Non-Aligned Movement

contained in the Final Document of the eighth eummit Conference, held in Harare

laet September, that

“The idea that world peace can be maintained through nuclear deterrence, a

doctrine that lies  at the root of the continuinq  escalation in the cuantity

and auality of -nuclear  weapons and which ban, in fact, led to greater

insecurity and instability  in international relations than ever before, ia the

moat  dangeroue myth in eXi8tenCe.” (A/41/697, p. 24)

New thinking ia rejected by coneervative  forcee. There are all mannerR  of

dogmatista and aceptica in the same  canp, for it ia not eaey to overcome the

age-old view of the purpose  of foreign policy. There is a hoat of problems and

loq- jama. But time demand8  a conetructive  answer to the auestinn,  what in to be

done; it demanda  an alternative to power politics, to nuclear  deterrence and to

nlilltary  doctrines baaed on intimidation.

Our concept of security ie based on a colrprehe,,tsive  system  providinq  eaual

security for States in a nuclear-free and secure world,  without violence in

international relations. We share the view of the Non-Aliqned  Movement that a

State’s peace and eeurity cannot he ensured throuqh the accumulation of armaments.

Aa  the Harare Appeal on Diaarmament atates:

“In fact, the alternative today is not between war 3r peat-,  hut between  life

and death. This makes the etruqgle for peace and for the prevention of:

nuclear war the principal taa’ of our time.” cp.  157)
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The philosophical and moral basis of last Nover”3er’s  Delhi Declaration is the

priority of universrl human values  at a time when the problem of mankind’s survival

has become disturbingly tangible and is dictating the vital need ior new thinking

in world politics.

We hold that all stdtee,  and above of all nuclear-weapon States, bear a

responsibility to contribute to the common cause of the complnte  abolition from our

planet of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. The comprehensive

disarmament programme put forward last January by the Genercl Secretary ol’  the

Central Committee of the C.,mmunist  Party of the Soviet Unicn, Mikhail Gorbachev,

which provides fcr the phased elimination of nuclear and other types of weapor.8  of

maes destruction by the year 2000, constitutes an important contribution to the

process of radical and comprehensive diti-rmament 4;?d demonstrates new political

thinking and a great sense of responsibility for the destlny  of mankind.

The issue of the ~.mmsd~,ate  cessation  and complete and qeneral prohibition of

nuclear-weapon teecs is of great importance. In this connection the forty-first

session of the General Assembly adopted a number ol resolutions, and the Soviet

Union and other socialist countries have taken a number of bold steps to facilitate

movement along this path, including the USER’s  18-month  unilateral moratorium on

all nucle,r  explosions. The willinaness cf thu Soviet L’nion  to restore the

moratorium at any time on a reciprocal basis with the United States keeps the door

open for the immediate cessation of nuclear explosions. At the 1987 summer session

of the Conference on Disarmament the socialist States members of the Conference

submitted  a document entitled “Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and

qerreral  prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.” Viet Nam is in favour of the

immediate solution of the problem of a compiete  nuclear-test ban and, to that end,

the beginninq oi’ full-scale negotiations involving the Soviet Union and the United

States.
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In the struggle to bring about a nuclear-free and non-violent world, such

regional efforts as the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones also have an

important role to play. The implementation of t:re proposals to establish zones

completely free of nuclear weapons depends on the political will and joint decision

of the States concerned in the particular regions. Agreements on establishing

nuclear-weapon-free zones must be in accordance with the generally recognized  norms

of international law and must ensure faithful observance of their truly non-nuclear

status, with suitable verification. The establishment and effectiveness of

nuclear-weapon-free zones also depends to a large extent on the attitude of other

States, particularly the nuclear Powers , with regard to such zones.

As a consistent advocate of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones,

the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam supports the agreements in force in this field:

namely, the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America - the

Treaty of Tlatelolco - and the South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone-Treaty - the

Rarotonga treaty, and actively promotes the burgeoning process of transforming

other regions of the globe into nuclear-weapon-free zones. In this spirit Viet Nam

has reiterated its support for the idea of making South-East Asia a nuclear-free

zone.

The role of the United Nations in disarmament would ae substantially enhanced

if General Assembly resolutions calling for material steps to turn back the arms

race and establish a moral and political climate in which it is possible to embark

on genuine moves to limit and reduce military capabilities were actually put into

practice. The Charter requires every State Member of the United Nations to fulfil

in good faith the obligations assumed by it under the Charter and to give the

United Nations assistance in the maintenance of international peace and security.

Because of the interdependent nature of survival , which has become a reality

of our nuclear space age, all States have a vital interest in ensuring that nuclear
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weapona  ate eliminated  and that the armo race doer not spread  to outer apace=

Co-operation  among all States, nuclear and non-nuclear, larye and small, ha8  YOW

become a vital nocermity  and con.ltituter  a guarantee of the rucceerful  eolution of

thir  very important problem. The potential of the United Natior.6 must  be used a8

effectively aa  poarible  to thie  l rrd.

My ststement would be !,ncomplete  were I to fail to refer to recent

developments at this mereion. The deliberation* (rr the Committee have, aa  uuual,

the benefit of the momentum of the general debate An the Asrembly. Thir year, it

ham  been even more rignj.f  icant. The Heade  of State or heada  of delegation

addreering the Assembly have given the hiyhest  priority and devoted an important

part of their rtatementr to the agreemente  between the USSR and the United Statera

on medium- and shorter-ranye mieriles. Their approval and endorsement can hardly

be conridered merely l ymbolicr for the agreementr affect not only peace and

security in Europe but international peace and security as a whole. For this

reaeon@ the agreements have become a common aeeet, and every nation ie in duty

bound to ensure their implementation. In the final communiqu/  of their meeting

held earlier this month in New York, the countrier  members of the Non-Aligned

Movement called upon the United States and the USSR to avail themselvee  of the

present momentum and ta advance towards the achievement of agreements in order tc

halt and reveree  the nuclear-arm6  race. In thie spirit  we appreciate the

information on the Soviet-United State8  accords provided in the statement of

12 October by Mr. Petrovsky, the deputy head of the USSR  delp  Ition. We are firmly

convinced that the eucceesful materialization  of those  agreements and the fol1owir.g

accords will be a practical contribution to promoting the establishment of a

nwlear-free  and non-violent world.
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I commit my r?eleqa?ion  to the co-operative and resolute aeatch  for aucceaL9  in

our deliherat iona. You,  Mr. clha  irman, a19 well a8 all delegationa, may count on our

flexibility  and open-mindedneaR  in the definhtion  of our met.hode of work and in the

1 anquaqo to he acirq~tad. This ia a  clear  i,ldication  o f  m y  c o u n t r y ’ s  f i r m  s u p p o r t

for the cause of WC,L~?  peace and diaarmament.

.  MANINI  RPJS (Uruquay)  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  S p a n i s h )  rM r - - F i rs t  o f  al l ,

Mr. Chairman, I wish to join in the well-deaerved conqratulationa that have been

exprwaed to you  hy many speakere.

T am not qoinq to add anythinq nev’  with reqard to the position oLC  Uruquay on

(1 isarmament. My country, a  r e l a t i v e l y  amall count ry  in  terma  o f  eixe,  p o p u l a t i o n

a n d  Itmitcrl  refsourcee, hae never had an intereat  in arma. I t  tlaa heen  interented

in mandatory arbitration and the rule of law in relations among States.

Riqhty  years aqo at the pence conference held at The Haque in 1907, Uruguay

propoaed that this should be the caee. S’venty  years  w i l l  h a v e  l a p a e d  sir.ce w e

included in our Conetitution  compulsory arbitration for international conflicts.

We are not involved in international disputes  nor do we have any regional

conf  llctg. We maintain the most peaceful, c o r d i a l  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  o u r  t w o

neiqhhoura - Arqent ina  and Rrazil. With both  we have embarked on an active process

of inteqratton.

Rut neither our locat-ion  in South America nor our qeoqraphical  location far

removed from the major centten  ot tension are sufficient  refuge, Rince  there ie no

area of the world free from the threats posed hy modern meann  of destruction ond

dnrlhilation.

Nations, rich and poor, thoRe  with enormous arfienals  and qreat armies and the

weal:  one8, those located at the nennitive  centres of conflict and the peripheral

na t ionf3 - a l l  f a c e  t h e  r i sk  o f  a n n i h i l a t i o n ; a n d  t h i s  hrinqe ahout  m o r e  irtereet  i n

d if3armament. The qreater the war potential of a State, the qreater the riska,  the
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reeponaihilitiea and the interest in disarmament. No new power or infatuation with

power could free them from catastrophe.

While those \vho  predict the future reflect on cosmic avatars which in

thousanda or millions of years will put an end to our galaxy, man’a  annihilation on

earth at the hand of man is almoot upon UB, not since  today but Rince  yeeterday.

Intel liqence  and science, which created our civilization  in 20,000 yearet  have

gotten out of control and could finish us in a matter of days or hours. This is

not fiction. It is saying cut loud what we all think  and feat.

When in the fourteenth century the Plaque Uescanded  on Europe,  the great and

powerful lord6 Bought  refuge within their cantles in order to survive,  mocking

death in their arrogant isolation while seeking diversion in the Decameron. But

today, with growing destructive forcea  and a new range of weapons, there is no

pceaihility of isolation, refuge or protection. Century after cWntuty,  defences

have crumbled. Walled cities have only touristic value. T h e  Maginot  Lin&  of 1940

was an example. No longer do the seas protect the islands, nor the mountain ranges

protect what they aurtound. All d?stancee  are outdated. The threat is everywhere

and risk is certain.

Only  deterring one Power vis-h-vie another Power hae  provided a fragile shield

for mankind, more or leas localizinq the 10 declared or undeclared wars that are

devastating various parts of the world, while the United Nationa  has not been able

to control them. Each one of these conflicts ha8 the potential to be  the spark

that will make the planet explode.

Let UE be realistic. Let us be pragmatic. of this forty-second session of

the General Assembly we can expect only smaller etepe. The seven- league hoots

continue to he in the possession of the major Powers,  the States which pride

themselves on being members of the Atomic Club or preparing to join it.
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Uruquay  - which is neither armed nor a producer of weapons, which hae neither

embarked on an atomic race nor  poseeaeea any nuclear power-plants - reiterat hat

it will support unreservedly any positive initiative to limit the riake  of ti

militant weapone build-up and  any  tentative efforts at improving prospects,

wherever they or iqinate.

On this road, no step, however small, should be despised. All of mankind’s

proqress  haa  been baaed on small inventions and discoveries. would that we had

qreat leaders whose wisdom would help us to achieve more substantive goals:

The present agreement or convergence in principle between the rulers of the

Soviet Union and the United States  of America to explore the partial dismantling  of

missiles sends forth a ray of hope in thie  dense jungle.

Of qreat importance are the concrete guidelines published in Pravda on

17 September last by the Soviet leader, Mr. Gorbachev. But it is timely to reCzl1

here that a week later, in our General Assembly, the Minister  for Foreign Affairs

of the Soviet  Union added details and spoke of

“unity of word and deed, of thought and its realization and the positions that

are in fact adopted”.

In the meanwhile the United Natione should persevere in preparing a political and

juridical infrastructure for effective disarmament.

We aqree  with the previous Chairman of the Conference on Disarmament,

Amhasaador Sieqried Zachmann,  who said that, to that end, we muRt  perfect and

simplify our method of work. In 1986, some 72 draft resolutions were submitted, of

which lesfl than one third were adopted by consensus. The results were not in

keeping with our qood intention8 or efforts.
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Let ua make each step mure. Let UB take one atop  at a t ime. Let uf3  not

forget the counsel given by Don Quijote  de  la Mancha to hia  valet, Sancho Panza, in

entrusting  him with the government of the Barataria Ielandr “There are few

pragmatic guidelinea,  Sancho, but they muat  be enforced.”
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Mr. ISLAM (Bangladeeh)r Mr. Chairman, it is deeply gratifying to me, and

to rni  delegation, that a person of your eminence should be presiding over our

Committee. I have no doubt that, with your prodigious qualities of head, heart and

intellect, you will succeed in guiding our deliberations  to fruitful results. May

I offer you and the other officer8 of the Committee our warm feiicitationa. I

aaaute  you that within our modeet  capabilities  my delegation will aseist you in the

performance of your onerous reeponeibilities  in every poseible way.

In an area where dark Cloud8 of deepair have alwaye marked the horizon, the

perceptible eilver lining of optimism gladden8 our heart. I refer to the sense of

growing underetanding between the major global protagonists on certain specific

iseues  pertaining to arm8 control negotiations. We are happy at the prospect of an

early agreement eliminating medium- and ehort-range weapona. We hope that the

spirit that thie  will generate will propel the parties concerned towlrrds deeper

cute in strategic  weaponry.

Such rays of hope appear to have penetrated and illumined the multilateral

forum8 as well. The aucceas of the Stockholm Conference on diaarmament in Europe

is indeed heartening. It ie our sincere expectation that this will be followed by

effort8 at conventional arm8 reduction and disarmament  in Europe. Europe in this

reepect ha8 truly provided an example worthy of emulation. The Geneva Conference

on Diearmament ie edging toward8 an understanding on the convention banning

chemical weapone. We wt?lcome this,  a8 we welcome unilateral drcipions  and gestures

of State8 designed to further our goal of arm8 reduction. After all, the

23 nuclear exploeione conducted last year were the loweat in number since 1961. We

are optimistic about the reuulte of the third special session of the Ciener 31

Assembly devoted to disarmament, scheduled for ~.:xt year, to which my delegation

will contribute as best  we can. Perhape we are not inexorably hurtling toward8

B
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mutual annihilation1 perhaps our deatiny ie not inevitably leading towards
):

Ar mayeddon.

Such confidence, however, must not bz tranelated into complacency. L e t  ua no t

forget that last year 36 wars  and armed conflicts were being waged, involving

5 million combatants from a6 many as 41 nations and resulting In  the death of

3 million to 4 million people and suffering for many more.

L e t  uti  n o t  f o r g e t  t h a t  s i g n i f i c a n t  r.uclaar a n d  c o n v e n t i o n a l  modernization

programmes are under wayI and thousands of new warheade will be added to the

nuclear  a r s e n a l s  o f  n a t i o n s  o v e r  t h e  n e x t  f e w  y e a r s .

Let us aleo  not forget that even a einglt:  nuclear teat  exploeion,  however

confined, would incrementally add to the caldmlltoue  pollution of the air we breatne.

And let UB not forget that a painful fratrl.cidal  war ie even now being

relentlessly waged in one of the most renriitive  area8 of our planet, sparks from

which might yet set the globe aflame.

L e t  u s , t h e r e f o r e ,  r e f l e c t , assess  and deliberate aoberly as to how

rationality can guide our conduct in the yeare ahead, particularly in a sphere in

which chances that can be taken are few and results of risks  are horrendous.

1~ is no secret that my country, Ranyiadash,  has many constraints. It  ie

s m a l l  i n  s i z e ,  l a r g e  i n  p o p u l a t i o n  a n d  inadequate  i n  IcesourceB.  O u r  d e v e l o p m e n t

e f f o r t s , therefore, engage all our energies. So it ie not eurpricring  tha : we

should want an ambience of peace, both in the region and the globe, 80  that we can

devote ourselves totally to the solution uf our manifold problems - hence Our total

cosmitment  to the Charter and unequivocal dedication to the cause of peace, though

n o t  a t  t h e  s a c r i f i c e  o f  p r i n c i p l e s . All ojr positions on disarmament issue8 are

i n f l u e n c e d  b y  t h i s  c r i t e r i o n .
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I t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  o u r  w o r l d  i s ,  a s  i t  a l w a y s  h a s  b e e n ,  f a r  f r o m  i d e a l . T h e r e  i s

no need, however, t o  l i v e  a l w a y s  o n  t h e  b r i n k  o f  a  p r e c i p i c e ,  c o n s t a n t l y  h a u n t e d  BY

the fear of a  slip and a plunge into oblivion. We ahall  live in such fear if we

h o l d  o u r  civilization h o s t . a q e  t o  t h e  i n f a l l i b i l i t y  o f  a  s i n g l e  doctrine%

deterrence. There are ,  o f  c o u r s e , many who hold that it has precluded a global

conflict over the last four decades. Others argue that deterrence can be stable iI1

t h e ’ s h o r t  r u n ,  b u t  n o t  i n  t h e  long  r u n . I f  i t  w e r e  s t a b l e  i n  t h e  long  run,  it

would cease to deter in the short run, for if there were no probability of the use

of nuclear weapons in the lonq run they would not deter anybody in the shor t run.

I  d o  n o t  wistl  t o  e n t e r  i n t o  a t h e o r e t i c a l  d i s c u s s i o n  o n  t h e  s u b j e c t . All that. I

w i s h  t o  stress  i s  t h a t  d e t e r r e n c e  is n o  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  d i s a r m a m e n t .

No one is 30 naive as to believe that disarmament can be so easily achieved.

Our age is remarkable for the rapidity of the spread, rather than the curtailment,

of destructive weaponry. However, there is a happy development in the burgeoning

belief that the acquisition of nuclear weapons does not necessarily enhance

secur  i ty . The pro1  ifer ation  of this idea needs to be encouraged, and if this can

b e  a c h i e v e d ,  n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  w i l l  beccme  a  c o r o l l a r y .

If St.ates  are to be encouraged to forsake nuclear weapons, they must be

prwided with adequate security aqainst the use or the threat of the use of such

weapons aqainst them by those that possess them. My ow:?  country is a signatory of

the non-proliferat.ion  Treaty. But how can recalcitrants be persuaded to accede to

the Treaty if bigger Powers , while harping on the need for horizontal

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

if n u c l e a r  P o w e r s  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  c o n t i n u e  t o  i g n o r e  a r t i c l e  V I  o f  t h e  T r e a t y ,  llnder

which they are commit.ted  to pursue arms reduction?
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To that end, a major and necessary reouirement is a comprehensive test-ban

treaty. It would be a major deterrent to the deveiopznent  and cnralitative

improvement in nuclear weapons, and would send clear, positive signals regarding

the political will of the major Powers. May I point out that in the Dhaka

Declaratidn  of South Asian Reads of Government in December 1985, the leaders called

Upon  the nuclear-weapon States for urgent negotiations for such a treaty leading to

the complete cessation of testing, praduction  and deployment of nuclear weapons.

While it is indeed true that nuclear weapons pose the gravest threat to world

peace, as has been so clearly enunciated in the Final Document of the first special

session of the General Assembly devoted lx disarmament, it is also a fact that the

current miseries of war-torn peoples derive from conventional conflicts.

Bangladesh believes that the maintenance of conventional capabilities in excess of

the legitimate security needs of a State can have destabilising ramifications for

the region and the world. States must not indulge in the acquisition of arm8

beyond perceived needs. This heightens suspicion and encdurages  the arms Eace.

Where such excess capabilities exist, there must be reductions. Reductions

must of course be balanced and equitable so as not to affect adversely the security

reouirements  of any State, and so khat stability is enhanced at lower military

Beve 1s. The principal aim of disarmament efforts is, after all, to increase and

no to diminish security needs. My Aelegatian would also urge due recognition of

the need for appropriate weighting in a6ditiOnal  capabilities for weaker States.

Verification plays an undeniably important role in all of this. Bangladesh

wishes to place on record its deep appreciation to Canada for its interest in, and

contribution  to, this particular field. There is need to draft appropriate

::miversal  and non-discriminatory provisions for this purpose. The united Nations

system can and should play a relevant , effective and upgraded role. There should
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aleo  he adeauate  traneparel  y and exchange of data or information so a8 to generate

an atmoephece of peace. Trust is the qreateet deterrent to conflict.

My delaqation firmly believea  that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free

zones on the ba8iR  ot arrangements freely arrived at amonq the States of various

reqions constitute6 a very important positive measure. In thla respect, the St,atetl

of Latin America that forged the Treaty of Tlatelolco deserve our praise. We

welcome the recent entering into Eocce  of the Treaty of Rarotonqa in the South

Pacific. We wish to see the creation of concentric circles  of euch  zones, together

with zones of peace, in every region of the world until ouch time aa  they enconpaaa

the entire globe.

In our own area, we are enqaqed  in the task of implementinq  the Declaration of

the Indian Ocean as LI  Zone of Peace. As a member of the Ad Hoc  Committee

established for the purpose, Bangladesh will work towards convening  the proposed

Conference in Colombo next year. Should the preparatory work not be conpletad in

time, we urqe that the Cotlference  be convened at a date not later than 1990. I

express my deleqation’s  appreciation to the Government of Sri Lanka for offerinq

Colonho  as the venue for the preparatory session next year.

Recently, the United Nations Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development produced a Final Document. Rut that ia not it.s mont

5 iqnif  tcant  product. Tt is the idea qivinq currlrncy  to the concept that will

henceforth continue to be debated aqain and aqain hy those who matter and even by

those who do not. Whatever philosophical position  we may take on thiR  Ca~ue,  I

believe  that it has been uneauivocally  demonstrated that reduced military spending

can contribute siqnificantly  to development.

If nations must waqe war, let it he  on hunqer and dineast.. .f weapon8  k i l l

many, poverty kills  many mclre.
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This Committee provides a forum where all States, big and small, can air their

views, And so they shall. My delegation will endeavour to participate, as

effectively as we can, as we progress in our deliberations. The goal we seek is

not an easy one to achieve.

The Roman Senator, Cicero, summoning up his audience to action in a particular

enterprise said:

“If I told you that the way was not rough nor steep , nor beset with dangers

and traps, I should deceive you.’

Our path is similarly hazardous. Yet it must be trod, and the journey must be

undertaken. Let reason and caution guide us on our way.

Mr. CfiATURVEDI  (India) : It gives me great pleasure to felicitate you,

Sir, on your assumption of the office of Chairman of the First Committee of the

forty-second session of the General Assembly. Your diplomatic skills and great

experience will, I am sure, bring new insights into our deliberations. We look

forward to your stewardship of our work and assure you of the full co-operation of

the Indian delegation in the discharge of your responsibilities. ‘z should like to

avail myself of this occasion to congratulate all the other members of the Bureau

of the First Committee on their election and also to express our appreciation for

the competent manner in which Mr, Zachmann of the German Democratic Republic guided

the work of our Committee last year,

The First Committee is meeting at a very significant moment in the sphere of

disarmament negotiations. Last month we concluded the first International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development ever held. A

certain amount of scepticism had been expressed about the possible results of such
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a Conference; in fact, even about its validity, The positive results are Clear

proof that such doubts were unwarranted. The Final Document adopted by consensus \

states:

"Disarmament and development are two of the most urgent challenges facing

the world today. They constitute priority concerns of the international

community in which all nations - developed and developing, big and small,

nuclear and non-nuclear - have a common and eoual stake. Disarmament and

development are two pillars On which enduring international peace and security !

can be built.* (A/COMF.  l-30/39, pe 14)
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The discussione, conducted at a high political level, deupaned  our

underetandinq of this  relatlonehlp and ita  hearing on human welfata. The

trianqular relationship between security, disarmament and development was explored,

bndinq  to a convergence of views that security can no lonqer he visudliaed  in

purely military terme. In fact, the non-m i tary threats to security have anaumed

increaued  significance  in today’8  interdependent world, The action programme

emphaeizes the need to strengthen the central role of the [Jnited  Nations in this

field and lietf4 a number of activitlee  to he unllertaken.

This reaffirmation gives un  a nonBe  of optimism with  which to approach the

forthcominq  third special  Resaion of the General Ansemhly  devoted tc,  disarmament.

A decade has paaBed  since the firet  such special eeeaion  wag held in 1978, but the

results OF our effortt-i  since have fallen nhort. of our expectations. The

forthcsminq  third anttcial session  will provide UR  wlth a collectjve  opportUnitY

once again to impart the neceflsary  political impetus to multilateral effortkx

towards rl iaarmamcnt  . The First  (lommittee  therelure  bears a heavy raeponfiihility

this  year and our deliherationR  aRnume  special  Importance.

r)the,r  positive trends are also in evidance. In the bilateral framework, the

recent underetandinq between the Ilnited  Statee  and the IJnion of Soviet Socialist

RepuhLicn  ia an encouraqinq siqn. The conclusion of an aqreement on

intermediate-ranqe nuclear forces Ln  the near Futclre  would he a step Ln  t.he right

direction. Its implementation would he the firflt  nuclear disarmament IleaBUfe

reuuirinq  the actual scrappinq  r/i  a certain clirs~  of nuclear weapons. It would

indeed be an accomplishment if it were to open the way to further al\d  much larger

reductions in nuclear  weaponry. We  see it as  a poHItive  First  step  in the

flirer*t.i~r~  o f  r icltlirlq  the worLr1  o f  I  he  mffrI,3ce  o f  ri~lclear  weapone. Given the
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poLiticaL  w i l l , nuclear diearmament  does  not pose an ineurmountahle obetacle  in

terma  o f  e i t h e r  tlecurity  doctrine6  o r  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  rsuch  a s

v e r i f i c a t i o n . The limited glohsl double zero must lead to a genuine, comprehensive

g l o b a l  z e r o .

On the multilateral side, the progreea  made at the Geneva Conference on

Disacllrament  in neqotiationa towards developinq  a chemical weapons convention

deserves mention. A number of complex issues which had seemed rather intractable a

couple of years ago  now seem  much closer to resolution.

Thetee  a r e  h u t  small  BtepB, hut I draw attention to them in the hope that our

work in the First Committee can take advantage of its wider repreeentation  to build

upon them. Our agenda qives  ua the ncope  and eymbolizes  our commitment to the

isRue of disarmament.

In this context, my delegation attaches the higheet priority to the prevention

of nuclear war, and the cessation  of the nuclear arms race and nuclear

d iriarmament. Nuclear weapons are poetulated  by some ae inetruments  to maintain

peace. As far aR  we know, n o  s c i e n t i s t  o r  atrateqiat  hae b e e n  a h l e  t o  d i a t i n g u i a h

hetwaen  a nuclear weapon intended for use as a deterrent and one for offensive

u se . The Final Document adopted by confwnau8  at the first special session of the

General Asaemhly devoted to disarmament states uneau  ivocally:

“Removing  the threat of a world war - a nuclear war - ie the meet  acute

and urgent task of the present day.” (S-10/2,  para.Ll3)

In this  context, i t  urqes  a l l  S t a t e s , e s p e c i a l l y  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  S t a t e s ,  t o

consider meauures  desiqned  to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons

and the prevention of nuclear war through international aqreement, thereby ensuring

t h a t  t h e  s u r v i v a l  o f  m a n k i n d  i s  n o t  enddnqersd.
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One such measure could be a ban on the use  of these weapona  through specific

legal ohligations arsumed  by all nuclear-weapon Powers. This ‘8  what India

pcopoaed  at the second special session of the General Assembly devotad to

disarmament  and this ie what the General Assembly has recommer.,~ed  since, by an

increasing majority, year after year.

While the most effective quarantee against nuclear war is nuclear disarmament

and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, the immediate impact of a non-use

clonventicn  cannot be underestimated. It would remove not only the threat of

nuclear holocaust that looms over our planet hut the legitimacy attributed t0

nuclear weapone as a currency of power. The idea that world peace can be

maintained through nuclear deterrence - a doctrine that lies at the root of the

continuing escalation in the auantity und auality of nuclear weapon8  and has in

fact led to greater insecurity and instability  than ever before in international

relations - is a dangerous myth.

It was this understanding which led the Conference on Disarmament to eertablieh

the subject “Prevention of nuclear war” as a separate item on its aqenda almost

flva year8 ago. However , it is a matter of coneiderahle regret that.  the Conference

on Disarmament has not been able to addreee the subject with the seriousness that

i t  m e r i t s . It has not Found it possible to establish an ad hoc committee even to

consider, let alone negotiate, various measures which could  lead us to an agreement

on the prevention of nuclear war. It is to be hoped that the political commitment

exprczased  at the highest level in November 1985 by President Reagan and General

Secretary Gorbachev that “a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought’

(A/40/1070, 8.  3) can be translated into concrete disarmament measures. Only the

commencement of such an exercise will highlight the fundamental discord between the

perceptions reflected in this joAnt  commitment and the doctrine of nuclear

deterrence which forme  the basis of the continuing arms race.
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Closely l inked to thle  issue is the appeal to the nuclear-weapon States  to

apply an immediate freeze to the production of these weapons and intended fiseile

mater ial. Such proposals have already received the widest endorsement by

Governments and people alike. The arguments  advanced by some  nuclear-weapon States

and their allies that such a freeze would perpetuate existing imbalances are

unacceptable. The achievement of parity in such circumstances becomes a mere game

of numbers and ceaaee  to have any practical relevance when each side possesses such

Rubstantial  over-kill capacities.

The leaders of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania, in the

six-nation initiative,  have repeatedly called upon the nuclear-weapon States to

halt all testinq, production and deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery

RystemR,  to be followed by euhstantial reductions in their nuclear forces.

At the eiqhth  non-aligned summit, held in Harare  last year, the leaders of the

non-allqned countries emphasized the increasing risk of nuclear war as a result Of

the continuing escalation of the arms race, especially in the nuclear field. They

stated:

“the  qreateet peril facing the world is the threat to the survival of humanity

posed by the existence of uclear  weapons. Since annihilation needs to happen

only once, removing the threat of nuclear catastrophe ie  not one issue among

many, but the most acute and urgent taRk  of the present day.” :~/41/697,

p . 23, 24_,

Another issue very closely related to the aualitative  aspects of the nuclear

arms race is the nuclear-weapon-test ban. For mc:e  than three decades the

nuclear-weapon Staten have  ignored the repeated appeals of the world community to

end nilclear-weapon  testinq and thus  bring to an end the onqoinq  proce68  of

development and refirement  of yet more lethal weapons.
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For a long time the inadequacy of verification wao  put forward as a

juutification for not undertaking euch  a commitment, but thin can no longer he held

to be true. Developments in seismic monitoring, the offor made by the leader8 of

the six-nation initiative to verify  a moratorium, the results of the deliberations

of the Group of Scientific Experts of the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva and

the poeeibility of the eetabliahment of an international eeiemic network clearly

indicate that verification can no longer be used  a8  a pretext to delay the

commencement of negotiations on a nuclear-test-ban treaty.
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The maintenance of confidence in stockpile reliability is 4180  cited as a

reason for continued teatiny. Such physical inspect&on, as part of a systematic

and detailed surveillance programme, is the only way, according to some, to ensure

stockpile reliability. Once again, scientific  evidence indicates that such random

testing would provide very little useful information. This is not to deny that

there are technical iseueo  associated with such a treaty, but we must emphasioe

that the basic question is not technical, but political. Given political will, the

neyotiations  in an ad hoc committee in tieneva could  help us to move closer to what

is possibly the earliest appeal in the sphere of nuclear disarmament, which was

first voiced by tuzientists, some of which had even  worked on the Manhattan Project.

In receflt years one of the central objectives of the Non-Aligned Movement and

01  the six-nation initiative and a major concern of the United Nation5  nas been the

prevention of an arm6  race in outer space. The recent developments with regard to

research into proposed weapon systems to be located  or aimed at targets in outer

space give cause for concern, as they are likely further to exacerbate the already

precarious conditions created by the arms race on earth. What is more, pursuit  of

them will serve to unravel such existing arms-control treaties as the

anti-ballistic missile Treaty and the outer-space Treaty. F@r an increasing number

of developing count I: ies, satellites provide access to a technology that can have

immense benefits for economic development, especially in areas like remote sensiny,

meteorology and communications. The development of anti-satellite weapons is

therefore a mdtter  ot great  concern. That concern was  sultabiy  reflected in the

Mexico Declarrtion  issued by the leaders of the six-nation initiative, which states:

“It  is particularly urgent to halt the development of anti-satellite weapons,

which would threaten the peaceful space  activities of many nations. We urge

the leaders 01  the United States and  the  Suvlet  Unit>11  to dyree  on d hdlt to

?

%I,
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further tests of anti-satellite weqqonta, in order to facilitate the conclusion

of an international treaty on their prohibition.” (A/41/518, p. 5)

To be comprehensive and effective such a treaty must not only ban testing,

development and deployment of all anti-satellite weapons but also eiininate

existing ones. The related sensitive iosueu of verification are complex enough

today. Once such weapons are deployed , the problem will become even more

difficult. Last year, in resolution 41/53,  which was adok”ed  by an overwhelming

majority of 154 countries, the General Assembly requested the Conference on

Disarmament to establish an ad hoc committee with a view to undertaking

negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to

prevent an arms race in outer space, The report of the Conference on Disarmament

indicate8  that the Ad Hoc Committee established for this item has advanced and

developed further in its work and recognixes  the inadequacy of the exietinq legal

cigime  applicable to outer space. It is to be hoped that following such

recognition it would be possible to move forward and undertake specific and

concrete measures which would prevent the extension of the arms race into outer

space.

Like most resources at our disposal, time too is in short supply. We can

hardly afford the luxury of devoting the limited time available to tlie Committee to

less important matters and to partial nleasures ot disarmament when the work on the

most crucial issues of disarmament remains paralysed. Whole good is not the enemy

of better, a choice does have to be m3de  when both are competing for scarce time.

We must underline our priorities. Issues blt!Ch  as expenditures by developing

countries on conventional weapons, and nuclear-weapon-free zones, have their place

for discussion but must not divert our attention from the central issue - nuclear

disarmament.
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A number of independent findings by scientists have shown that a nuclear war

fought on even a minimum scale will lead to 4 nuclear winter. Faced with such a

scenario, declaring an area a nuclear-weapon-free zone ie not necessarily the best

guarantee that it will remain unaffected. So long as the nuclear-weapon Power6

insist on ensuring their security by using OK threatening to use  nuclear weapon8,

in complete disregard of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States, no place on

earth is riafe, regardless of whether OK not it has been declared a

nuclear-weapon-free zone.

The year 1986 was celebrated as the International Year of Peace. At i ts

conclusion, the Secretary-General, J a v i e r  P e r e z  d e  C u e l l a r ,  s a i d :

“Humanity stands today at a crossroad. One road, mapped in the ChaKtez

of the United Nations, can lead to peace through multilateral co-operation in

Kt?solving  the problems of our interdependent world. The other road, well

travelled throughout history, is marked by self-interest, by huge stockpiles

of arms and by limited vision. I n  a  nuclear WOKld, this path can lead to

self-destruction, while the first can lead safely to a new century  that will

be a century of progress and peace for all the world.”

We would like to believe that on the evolutionary scale we have wrested from

nature a certain control over our own destiny ana, with that, freedom of choice.

The issue is this: have we also similar’v developed control over our  own minds  to

enable  us to make the rational choice? What is needed is a new way of thinking

that must encompass a realization that nuclear weapons cannot lead to security,

that no country can be secure if its potential adversaries are insecure, that

security must be common, shared and indivisible. It is to be hoped that tnis new

thinking l.ies behind the forthcominy  ayreement on intermediate-ranye  nuclear
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f o r c e s , for only then can it generate the momentum so necessary to lead us to our

cornmod. accepted goal of general and complete disarmament  unter effective

international control.

Mr. GBEHO  (Ghana) I I should like to congratulate the Chairman on his

election to his demanding office; my felicitations are also sincerely offered to

the other officers of the Committee on their election to their various posts. I

trust that under his chairmanship the Committee will effectively address the issues

before it. I should also like to use this opportunity to extend to the former

Chairman, Ambassador Zachman of the tierman  Democratic Republic, appreciation for a

job well done last year.

I wish, if I may, since this is the first time I have spoken in the Conunittee

since our Under-Secretary-General, Mr. Akashi, took office, to pay a personal warm

tribute to him for now being at the helm of the Department for Disarmament

A f f a i r s . I have had occasion to work with Mr. Akashi and his team of stalwart and

educated staff members, and I have no doubt that we are in very capable hands.

The United Nations has envisaged disarmament and the regulation of armaments

as among the key elements in the establishment of the international security

system. Its first resolution, of 24 January 1946, was, it wiil be recalled, aimed

at the elimination of the atomic weapon, the first explosion of which occurred

barely two days after the signing of the Charter , as well as any other weapons of

mas&  destruction which might be developed.
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Those hopov  and aspirations, however, have not heen  rcalized. Pour decade:3

after the first explosion the world has not only witnessed countless nuclear

explosions of greater destructive capacity than the explosion of 1946 hut has al%)

had to put up with a qrowinq number of Member States which possess either the

weapon or the potential for manufacturinq  it. It would seem, in the circumstancen,

that the bitter experience of the Second World War, with its human carnaqe  and the

vast physical destruction it caused, has suddenly been forgotten. Thus, the world

continues to move perilously on a course of self-destruction, towards conflicts

whose consequences could undoubtedly qo beyond past experience and launch mankin<

on its final road to certain extinction.

In its search for a solution the United Net ions has endeavoured over t.he year:1

to address the problem through several approaches. While its ultimate goal  has

remained general and complete disarmament, it has moved from partial. disarmament

measures to the pro-‘lamation  of disarmament decades, from the holdinq of special

sessions to the implementation of regional disarmame,?t  measures, from the

contemplation of conf  idence-hui Id inq measures to t hcb holdinq of an International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development. These var ioun

efforts to evolve an effective system  for dealinq  with disarmament and its rC)latc?d

issue6  show the international community’s stronq  faith in the need for new

attitudes and policies which alone can hr inq new life to the long-ater  ile

disarmament scene.

In Spite of the recent reports indicatinq  a serious commitment on the part of-

nuclear Powers to take positive steps in this direction, the fact remain8  that t.he

spectre of total nuclear annihilation continues to haunt humanity. It  1~ theteforc?

o u r  sharerl  responsihiLity  t o  d i r ec t  a l l  ou r  e f f o r t s  to layinq  a  solid  b a s i s  f o r

international co-operation which would eliminate the  awesome threat that the arms

race poses  to humanity.
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In thie  regard, paragraph 45 of the Pinal  Document of the tenth special

aeaeion provide6 urreful  guidelines by designating  priority disarmament iaauea  which

ahould be addreeeed. The General Aseembly, in turn, has elaborated on these issuea

with epecifx  recommendations, which have been tranemq.tted  to the Conference on

Diaacmament. Nine years after the adcption of these guidelines, however,

negotiations over the priority isnues continue to qtind  very elowly.

The reconstituted  Conference on Diearmament is almost paralysed by it8

inability to devise a framework for consideration of these priority issues. Tn

epite of conceeaiona by the Group of 21, the Conference has been bogged down by

ideological and domestic political considerations. Its report (A/42/27) now tef~re

this Committee ha8, 3~ in the case of past repcrts,  failed to Bhow  progrses in

siqn! ficant  areas. Fundamental differences remain on several key issues. Perhales

nowhere hae thin been tncre clearly demonetrated than in the paragraph8 dealing with

the issue of a  comprehensive  nuclear-teat ban.

Ghana has consist  .ntly euppvrted  General Aasem’  :. y reeo,utione  o n  t h e  issue df

a com:,reheneive  test-ban treaty. We strongly believe that the concluajo,1 of such R

treaty should t% among t he highest priorities of the JJnited  Nations. We believe

aleo  that *a comprehensive test-ban treaty is the litmue teet of real willingneso

to pursue  nuclear disarnament”. We therefore recall with regret that the historic

opportunity offered Ry  the soviet unilateral moratorium 011  testing was allowed to

slip away. Tt in even mere  regrettable that the opportunity was wasted in view of

the offer of the Soviet  authorities to submit the sincerity of their intentionn  to

ver if tcation.

Ghana reaffirms support for renolution  41/64  A, of 3 December 1986, in

particular the establishment  within the Conference on Disarmament of an ad hoc

committee with a speciffc mandate Co commence neqotiatione.
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The proliferatiirn  of nuclear weapona is another area of concern to my

Government. Ghana is a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Weapon8 (WPT)  . We acceded to the Treaty, which now has a significant number of

signatories, in the hope that it would serve a8  a check on Member States which

might wish to join the nuclear club. Regrettably, our expectations have proved

vain, NOW  a significant number of countries either possess the bomb  or have the

potential for manufacturing it. Even more regrettable is our disillusionment over

the failure of the nuclear-weapon States to adhere faithfully to the commitments

undertaken under article VI of the Treaty, in absolute betrayal of the trust

reposed in them by the non-nuclear States parties to the NPT.

About two decades ago to this day the Reads of State of Africa, in their

wisdom, decided to keep the continent of Africa free from nuclear weapons. That

decision reflected a commitment to the objectives of non-proliferation as enshrined

in the WPT  and the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones as a means of

fostering co-operation on other wider regional issues.

The apartheid South African r&gime,  however, has consistently frustrated the

African initiative by its clandestine nuclear programme and persistent refusal to

sign the NPT. It was therefore a surprise that a move by African delegations,

including my own, at last September’5 meeting of the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA) in Vienna  to deny the apartheid r&ime access to IAEA  facilities was

thwarted by friends of the racist rhgime.

South Africa’s continued nuclear activities and the problems with regard to

the ilrplementation  of the Declaration on the Denuclearization  of Africa are already

well known. The matter has been raised in this Committee and other United Nations

forums on coulrtless  occasions. Some delegations, for one reason or another, have

not gone beyond paying lip-service in what should have been a matter of universal
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aonaorn. Tne faot  i8 that South Afrioa a006 it8 nuchar  capahilitirn  aA  an

ioAtrum@nt  for pArpetuAting  Apartheid  and for dAAtabilising  the front-line StateIB.

Itr nuuldtar  aapability  and tha  proviAion  of MphiAticAtOd  mApon Are the major

fActorA  in t h e  racist  rcigimo’a  continclod Crurtrrtion  o f  the 1AgitimAt.e  aApirAtic?nr

of the  Namibian  poaple  to aelf-determination  and national. independence. I n  view of

ita record  Of vsccilation  And drlooit,  one  wonderA whathor  the reported announcement

that the  south African Government will Aign the NPT could not be  yet another ruse

intended to take  the internAtionAl community for a big tide

It is our hopa  that the frienda  of South Africa And those  delegationA  which

~Apouar  the cause of the apartheid r6gimo  will prevail on that country to sign the

Treaty ,  ~8 i t  has promised  to  do.

Univorusl  accorrion to the Trasty  would ~11s~ the  feat6 of nor nuclest States,

in partioular  Amall  CauntriA6  such 118 my own , And halp promote the climate  for

atrenqthening international  peace and mecur  ity.

Thia brings me to the ausation  of the cesestion  of the nuclear-acme race And

nuclarr  disarmament. Ghana balievaa  that a comprehe:Caive  ttaaty which would ban

for over the production, development, stockpiling and um  of such weapons would

have A tremendous impact on the world scene and augur wall for the future of

mankind. No effort, therefore, ohould be spAred to attain this objective..
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In this regard, we welcome the recent reports that the United States O f

America and the Soviet Union have agreed in principle to conclude a treaty banning

United States and Soviet land-based shorter- and medium-range missiles. As the

Secretary for Foreign Affairs of Ghana, Dr. Obed Asamoah, said in his statement in

the General Assembly on 24 September this

"is a great leap forward on the road

fundamental objectives of the United

ward. (A/42/PV.l0, p* 93)

The whole world is waiting to see how the

opportunity after Reykjavik. Perhaps the

never been better. Much of the suspicion

year it

to the achievement of one of the

Nations - that is, a world without

two countries will utilize this historic

climate for meaningful negotiations has

and mistrust which in the past have

impeded meaningful negotiations would seem to have been dispelled by the recent

efforts to establish effective dialogue and communication between the two

countries. The opening of the Rrasnoyarsk radar facilities for inspection by a

United States Congressional delegation and other gestures of sincerity and good

will in our view provide the appropriate climate for meaningful negotiations.

These two countries together possess about 95 per cent of the world's most

devastating weapons. The world therefore has an intrinsic interest in the ongoing

developments. It is our hope that the agreement will open up further East-West

negotiations and give an impetus to the disarmament process.

No reason for stockpiling nuclear weapons - whether deterrence or the

so-called defensive doctrine - can in any way diminish their awesome threat to

humanity. The argument that deterrence provides stability is flawed, since it does

not take into consideration the inescapable tension and deep mistrust entailed by

the concept of deterrence. We believe the surest way to avert the danger of

nuclear war lies in the elimination of nuclear weapons. until nuclear disarmament
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ir achieved, all ahould obeervo  their Charter obligations - in particular, the

obligation to refrain fron; the threat and use of force and to resort to peaceful

aettlament of disputea.

We all have a stake  in world peace. This i m p l i e s  t h a t  *r’e  should  a l l

co-operate in revereing  the present unhappy trend in international relations. I n  a

wor Id where massive expenditure ,  e s t i m a t e d  t o  reach t h e  t r i l l i o n - d o l l a r  l e v e l  b y

the turn of the  century, is  incurred on arms , while millione  of mankind lack

shelter and the basic necessities of life, disarmament and development undoubtedly

are the two major challengea facing the worid today.

That was  why the Government of Ghaha welcomed the convening of the

International Conference on the Relationehip  between Disarmament and Development,

belt;  from 28 Auguet tc  11 September this year here at the Unitad Nations. The

conclusions of that Conference might not have satisfied the conceens  of every

delegation. The fact that we were able to adopt n consensus  docum nt, however,

ehould be a source  of encouragement. We believe the Committee should take up where

the Conference left off to keep up the momentum. The Ghana delegation will

co-operate with any delegation or group of delegations in thio regard.

The arms trade in conventional weapons deserves no less attention. I n  h i s

report on the work of the United Nations submitted to th 3 General Assembly at its

current sesssion,  the Secretary-General placed the problem of conventional weapons

in its proper perepective,  when he saidr

nThe a c q u i s i t i o n  c f  l a rge  q u a n t i t i e s  o f  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  a r m s  b y  d e v e l o p i n g

countriee  places a severe  strain on badly needed resources while adding

nothing to the strength of their economies. Fur thermore, it adds  to  e x t e r n a l

debt and creates a Pecondary  demand for imports that increases their

dependence.” (A/42/1, p. 9)



JP/ad A/C.l/lZ/PV.7
48

(Mr, Gbeho,  Ghana)

Met  conflict@ rince  the Second World Wac  have been oentred in the doveloping

countris6. Both paet and present  cor.L’licta have born or are being fought with

conventional weapona. The ongoing Iran-Iraq was  ia an exaellent l xunple ot  the

diaarrter that conventional weapone  can came and the urgent need to move  away from

such wospons. This placer patiticular  importance on conventional diaarmubent.

The Final Document of the tenth special  searion  provided adequate pr~~eduro#,

in paragrapha 81 to 85, for addreraing  the iaoua. Wr hope that utgont attention

will continua  to be given to thir area of the  arma  race, without prejudice  to the

scale  o f  prioritiee  eatabliahed  i n  that  Document. It goem  without saying  that we

all have a responsibility to see tha,.+ tha root caumel  of the conflict8 in the

developing countries  are eliminated. Thin implie  an  obliigation  to r e f r a i n  from

all acts  of subversion and the fomenting of local confliote  which can bo l xploitwi

by third partier.

There  ie one particulr  bright spot - the negotiationa on a chemical-weaponr

ban - which deeerveo  mention. There ie a dirtinct  poaaibility  that in the not too

dirtant  future we may see  an agreement banning such weapon&

We note and welcome the  commendaL4e  progreer being mado  in the Confar  rice  on

Dirrrmament  on the draft treaty. We apirlaud  those  countrior  that have orqtnized

work#hope  and offered facilities with a v ;,.IJ  to overcoming technical and political

sensitivities that might atand in the vay of the speedy conclusion  of a draft

t reaty. For a credible treaty the current ,regotiation#  almuld, among other thinga,

eeek  to produce a document that would be an improvement  on the 1925 Geneva

Convention1  in particular, it chould  close all loophole8 in that Oonvontion,  in the

light of the exteneive  use  of the banned neaponr  in current conflicta. The

negotiation6 should also be directed towards the search for adequate l afeguardo

against private  firma and individualo  that may wish * *-  trko  advantage of loopholes



Jwed A/C.V42/w.7
49-w

Wt. Oboho,  Ohana)

in their  national loghlationr to over- thr prohibitionr  and romtriationm that

may  be l nrhriwd in tha ttmty.

Ar in  tha paat, the Dirarumnt  Corrirrian  bar again admitted  6 report on

umlotod  work  rftot itm thrar-wrok  Mting lart rpring. Apart from the little

pragroro  mado  on the item  relating to the role of tha  United Nationr  in the field

of bimarmnt, no rignifiarnt  prograra  VII regiaterad with rempaat  to thm other

r&x item  whiah tha Cmirxion  rxarinod. Thai  warn  not unexpwted, given the

mtrOVWaia1  nrturo  of xomx of the l grnda itou.  Noverthelorr,  and without

quartioning  the motiver of any partnw, my  dolryation  ix rmxxod that, for rxarsplo,

M dolrgationr  would 90 to tha mxtoe that they have  in the part to protrat the

twixt  South Aft&an  rdgimx  in it8 praatioo  of tha  wil ryetan  of l mrthaid.

maningful prugrorx  dmmdx  8 ronawed  xpproaoh, involvfnq  radioal  rovirion  o f

proxent  hardened l ttitudoa. Any l ttolrpt to find an army  way out by aalling  for the

dolotion  of any of the itou  on the ground  that the  Carirrion hr l xhaurtod ita

romourao#  would  rmount  to xn abdication  of roxponribility  l d a 1-k 02 faith In

the hunwn  spirit. ghana uould oppow  any muah IOW.

The auortion  of onhanaing  th l ffoutivonorr of thir  Comitteo’m  working

methoda ham  l nga9od the attention  of mmral  dalogrtionr.  Uo  support thr ptopoaal

that preunt  rnd  part Chairwn  rhould l xahxngo vion  on thm mmttor. The alu@toring

of rorolutionr ham proved a valurblo  method of wdwing  the nurbor of draft

rexolut  ionx. It haa  almo helmd  avoid dupliartion  of drafta  anb final texts which

rhould k transmitted to the 0anav~ Confermao,  abody  ovarburdwmd  with uork,l  TO

uoqhmant  them rffortr, dolegationa  rhould refrain from introduaing  draftr  notoly

becmuao  they wirh  thair  nwor  to be xmaouiatd  with one or other iram to l ofo a

propaganda point.
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In  our view, the objective  should be the introduction of initiatives  that

would have  a eignificant impact on the diratmanent  procase. Fur  therlrare,  we  should

avoid long, drawn-out dabatom , ae at the 1996 sos@ion,  on issuer that take up the

time and ceatiurces of the Comittoo  merely to rratkafy  ideological diffmroncer  of

ambaerass a particular group of d*legationc. That im not to imply that wo  wish to

deny the sovereign right of delegation@  wirhing  to expraes  their Covorn-nt’a

viewpoint. The truth ie that what thir Cummitteo  roquiroo  at thim  crucial llownt

is not an exponential growth in the number of draft resolution8 but rathac

selective practical initiativea  that will advance it@ work.

It goes without  saying almo  that r-11  delegations which in the pact have ude

themeelvea willing sponsora of draft rrsolutionr  should reapprairo  their

attitudes. Uncommitted small  dolegation  could allocate the rasourcea  available to

them in much  a way ao  to eneure  that the draft cuaolutiona  that leave thir

Committee are balanced and objective, with the neceaoary  impact on United Nation8

efforts in the sphere of diaarrament  and arm control. What we, a8 uull

delegations, should remetit  i s  t ha t  wsaponr , whether Pecahing 116  or M-20*, are

all inatrumento of destruction  and not RUIUUI  piecer. Ideological difference@ ray

give rise to confljcte,  but woapona  kill with the l ame crue1t.y  whether they ace

from the East or froa the Wart. IRt UE therefore be guided by objectivity and

&void  being swayed by a particular delegation OK group of delagationr  in

deLermining oue  support for draft raaolutiona.

In conclusion, we wimh to roaff  irm tihana’  6 commitment to peace. Since joining

this Ocganization  we have worked LireLessly  for the attainaent  of that objective.

We shall therefore continue to aamociate ouraelvee  courageously ard single-lindedly

with international efforts to prcuote conditiona  appropriate for world peace.

The meeting rose  at 4.50 p.m.


