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The meeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 52 to 69, 139,' 141 AND 145

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS (continued)

The CHAIRMAN; I call on the representative of the Islamic Republic of

Iran, who will introduce the report of the Conference on Disarmament on behalf of

the President of the Conference.

Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic Republic of Iran); We are very happy, Sir, that

you have been elected Chairman of the First Committee. We greatly appreciate your

visit to the Conference in C'.eneva, and the valuable exchange of views that took

place between you and its members.

I am speaking today on behalf of the President of the Conference on

Disarmament, to introduce the report of the Conference on its work during the 1988

session. Unfortunately the President was denied a visa and therefore is not able

to present the report in person. The report, which appear s in document CD/875, has

already been issued as a supplement to the official records of the General Assembly

(A/43/27) •

The 1988 session of the Conference was held from 2 February to 29 April, and

from 7 July to 20 september. The agenda for the annual session and the programme

of work of the Conference are contained in paragraphs 6 to 9 of the annual report.

I should like to note that during the session the Conference prepared a special

report on the status of its negotiations and its work, and that that report was

submitted to the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to

disarmament. It was issued as document CD/834 and, later, in Supplement No. 2

(A/S-l5/2) of the official records of the General Assembly.

Chapter 11 of the annual report contains, in addition to the text of the

agenda for the year and the programme of work for the two parts of the annual

s~ssion, a summary of the activities of the Conference dealing with the
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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participation of States not members, in the work of the Conference, expansion of

the membership, its improved and effective functioning, and measures relating to

the financial situation of the united Nations.

Chapter III of the annual report deals with the substantive work of the

Conference during the 1988 session. It reflects the discussions held in the

Conference and in its subsidiary bodies, and also provides information on the

positions of various groups and delegations at the annual session.

During the H88 session the Conference considered the question of adopting

appropriate organizational arrangements for dealing with the first thre~ items on

its agenda, which related to nuclear weapons. unfortunately, it was not possible

to agree on the procedural framework for the consideration of those items,

entitled, respectively, "Nuclear-test ban", "Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and

nuclear disarmament", and "Prevention of nuclear war, including all rela ted

matters".

The Conference did agree to establish ad hoc committees to deal with the

following items~ item 4, "Chemical weapons"; item 5, "Prevention of an arms race

in outer space"; item 6, "Effective international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons";

item 7, "Radiological weapons"; and item 8, "Comprehensive programme of

disarmament".

Progress continued to be made in the negotiations on a complete ban of

chemical weapons, though unfortunately it was not possible to proceed at the

expected pace. Appendix I to the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical

Weapons represents the present stage of elaboration of the provisions of the draft

convention, and Appendix 11 contains papers reflecting the results of work

undertaken so far on issues addressed under the Convention. The text of the Ad Hoc
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Committee's report is contained in paragraph 77 of th~ annual report of the

Conference. I should also like to point out that the Ad Hoc Committee will hold

open-ended consultations between 2u Novell'ber and 15 December 1988, and a session of

limited duration from 17 January to 3 February 1989.

The discussions held in the Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race

in Outer Space appear in its report, which is reproduced in paragraph SU of the

Conference's annual report. Paragraph 49 of the Ad Hoc COJllmittee's report refers

to future activities under the agenda item, and it notes the agreement that no

effort should be spared to assure that substantive work on the item will continu~

at the next session of the Conference. It is recommended therein that the

Conference re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee, with an adeauate mandate, at the

beginning of the 1989 session, taking into account all relevant factors, including

the work of the Committee since 1985.

Paragraph 83 of the annual report of the Confel:'ence contains the report of the

Ad Hoc Committee on ~ffective International Arrangements to assure

Non-Nuclear-Weapons States Against the Use or threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons.

Paragraph 21 of that Ad Hoc Committee's recommends that ways and means should

continue to be explored to Overcome the difficulties it encountered in its work in

carrying out negotiations on that question, and accordingly it was generally agreed

that the Ad Hoc Committee should be re-established at the beginning of the 1989

session.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons is contained in

I paragraph 86 of the annual report of the Conference. The conclusions and
I

recommendations of the Ad HOC Committee are contained in paragraph 12 of its

report, which states that the work conducted by that subsidiary body during the

1988 session was useful in contributing furthar to the clarification of different
I
I
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approaches that cootinue to exist with regard to both important subjects under

consideration - that is, the prohibition of radiological weapons in the traditional

sense, and the prooibition of attacks against nuclear facilities. It is

recommended that the Cooference should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee at the

beginning of its 1989 session and that that subsidiary body should draw upon the

annexes to this year's report as a basis for its future work.

Paragraph 90 of the annual report of the Conference reproduces the report of

the Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Prograllllle of Disarmament. Paragraph 8 of

its report states that the Ad Hoc:. Committee agreed that it should resume work at

the outset of the 1989 session with the firm intention of completing the elabortion

of the Programme for its submission to the General Assent>ly, at the la test, at its

forty-fourth session.

~"

I'

I
-.
"

".

';

:'~

I
:!

I
'i

';'(

I
-I

! J
t I :1

1
,j
'j

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



JVM/5 P,/C.l/43/PV.8
6

(Mr. Mashhadi, Islamic Republic
of Iran)

Finally, on behalf of the President of il:.t..,e Conference, I should like to

express our sincere thanks to all the members of the Conference, the Chairmen of

the AdHce Committees and the secretariat for their untiring efforts towards the

actualization of the lofty goals of the Conference and for their assistance in the

task of preparing the annual report of the Conference to the present session of the

General Assembly. It is our sincere hope that at its 1989 session the Cc:nference

will be able to conclude a global, total, comprehensive and effectively verifiable

convention eradicating chemical weapons from the face of the earth. This would

restore the shattered hopes of the peoples that disarmament negotiations can be

fruitful, serving the interests of mank ind.

Mr. BADAWI (~ypt) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Chairman, it was my

intention to begin by congratulating you and the other memers of the Bureau. But

in accor dance wi th yo ur appeal I shall adher e to rule 110.

Egypt understands the importance attached by delegations to the general debate

in the First CommIttee. At this is the first stage of our work, the debate

prOl7ides an opportunity for us to be informed on states' positions on the various

matters. HOl'1ever, we consider that the challenges that must be met by disarmament

efforts, in particular at the nul tila teral level, require that we redouble our

efforts to engage in further consultations and negotiations amng the various

delegations in order that this Committee's resolutions should ~rOl7ide the

international community with clear guidance.

Egypt'S position on most international issues, especially in the field of

disarmament and international security, has not changed because it is based on firm

fundamental principles, deriving from its Arabic, African and Islamic heritage as

well as its membership in the non-aligned movement. Among the mst important of

those principles are the non-use of force in international relations, the settlement
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of conflicts through peaceful means and, in particular, our des ire to reverse the

arms raea, to eliminate weapons of mass destruction, and to prevent an extension of

the arms race to other environments, such as outer sp;l.ce. Therefore I shall

confine rt¥ comments during the general debate to a ~_ ~lIited number of topics dealing

with recent international events,

This year we have for the first time witnessed the actual destruction of an

intermediate-range nuclear missile in accordance with the bilateral agreement

ooncluded between the united States and the SOviet union which is aimed at

destroying an entire category of nuclear missiles. This is an historic acl.'lievement

that has made us all optimistic and raised hopes that further progress will be made

on the many other forlll.5 of the arms race. The recent progress has been made

because there is now increased awareness that the formidable destruction capacity

of nuclear weapons does not guarantee security. On the contrary, the world has

realized that those weapons represent a great danger and are therefore harmful to

stability.

We also consider that this historic step, although limited, will bring the

world gradually to abandon those doctrines proclaiming that security can be

guaranteed through armed force. More important still, we believe that this was a

step towards more nutual assistance and international co-operation in the area of

international security and disarmament.

It was in this favourable atmosphere that we went to the third special session

of the General Assent>ly devoted to disarmament filled wi th cautious optimism. We

were optimistic because of the achievements made at the bilateral level between the

t;wo super-Powers and the re-establishment of a constructive dialogue between them,

an essential condition for any bilateral or multilateral action. We were cautious,

however, because we are convinced that we were still at thE: beginning of a long and
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difficult road filled with difficulties and obstacles that we must overcome to

reach our goal.

The third special session was held and we are familiar with its results. It

seems to me that among the most important objectives of our Committee, which is

holding its first session since that special session, is to assess the results of

the special session and the prospects for multilateral efforts in the disarmament

sphere. Over the last few months Egypt has taken stook of the results of the third

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and I should like to

share our conclusions with you and to be frank.

~irst of all the special session did not achieve the anticipated results.

Efforts in the area of disarmament in all its forms - nuclear, conventional,

bilatel'l and nultilateral - thfl.i:efore suffered a s£ctback. The special session was

not able to build on the basis of past ach ievements. It was not even able to state

k that all delega. tions reaffirmed the pr inciples, a!ticles and procedures set out in

the Final Dee!?, ation of the fi,rst special session of the General Assembly devoted

to disarmament, which was that session I s najor achievement,. The results were not
"t,"

Ir
if

even at the level of those achieved at the second special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament which some already regarded as fairly meagre.

There are several explanations for this failure.

First of all, certain deleg~tions saw a kind of contradiction between

multilateral efforts in the field of disarmament, that is, efforts made in various

United Nations bodies and at the ConferenCE: on Disarmament in Geneva, on the one

hand, and bilateral actions of the super-PO!Ilers or the East-West bloc, on the
~

{' othel". Those delegations believed that mul tila teral efforts were likely to exert a

negative influence on bilateral negotiations. Thus the session was not able to

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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political climate created by the progress achieved in bilateral negotiations to

give a new impetus to bilateral negotiations or to take advantage of the favourable
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JP/M

~ie also felt that other delegations at that session were pessimistic and were

satisfied with the lcwest common denominatoq they essentially wished to protect

gains already won and strictly to defend their positions and national interests

instead of trying to work for common interests and positions in a positive spirit

and reach a consensus reflecting the present international situation. Thus there

was no serious initiative nor was there a spirit of innovative negotiation, which

is essential for the success of any international action, such as the agreement on

the Final Document of the first special session, the Document of the stockholm

Conference on security and Co-operation in Europe and the Treaty between the United

States of Amer iea and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of

Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles.

Therefore, there was a considerable divergence of views on some topics - for

example, the non-use of outer sp:lce for military purposes, regional disarmament

initiatives, such as the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones or zones of

peace, nuclear disarmament and the disarlll2ment-developmen t r ela tionship. Those

differences undoubtedly reflected fundamental differences between the positions of

Shtes, differences which cannot be taken lightly or underestimated.

However, we must be honest here. The world has already overcome complex

difficulties, at both the bilateral and nultilateral levels. The setback of that

session did not result from the fact that thF! idea of holding a session devoted to

disarmament was wrong. one such session has already been successful. The tru th is

that that session had no possibility of succeeding. Why? It was because of the

position of those delegations that believed that its success would effect and

negatively influence what their countries consider to be their highest interests.

If we add the lack of active and innovative participation by a nurrber of
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The special session showed that there was active opposition to a global

philosophy of disarmament efforts, with the particil-.:':tion of all countries. There

is similar opposition to questions of disarmament being considered globally in all

their forms - that is, a linking of negotiations on different types of weapons.

That gives reason for both concern and surprise. How can we say that armed

confrontation in one region would not have repercussions on others while the armed

forces of tb~ two major blocs are deployed on the seas and oceans, when all

scientific stUdies affirm that the use of nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass

destruction would have devastating effects on the environment and the planet's

resources? How can we allege that regional conflicts are limited by their very

nature and would have no effect on the rest of the world? Can we believe +-hat the

sea lanes, the crossroads of the five continents, would remain safe if an armed

conflict were to break out in the Middle East? Can we believ<" that the security of

the Medi terraneap and Europe would still be guaranteed and that they would remain

stable and far from the conflict? Can we believe that markets ar,d international

trade would remain stable and prosperous if a world war broke out, or even if

regional conflicts broke out? We are all aware tha t raw ma ter ials are produced in

one continent, used for manufacture in sold as finished products in others.

Can a reasonable person accept the statements made by some, particularly the

nuclear Sta tes and their all ies, that only cer ta in ca tegor ies of weapons should be

the subject of negotiations, while they state during negotiations between the two

blocs that there is a fundamental, essential relationship between the var ious types

of weapons and their launch ing vehicles?

Although a limited number of delegations bear the greatest responsibility for

the final outcome, we all bear the responsibility for the failure of the special

session.

!
t.
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As I said at the beginning of my statement, I frankly consider that the

JP/MO

clear philosoPlY - that we share a joint present and joint future and that we must

positions and practices that emerged during the third special session were indeed

very serious. They were in clear cootradiction of the Charter, which is based on a

work together to preserve international peace and security.

from our experience, we found no structural or organizational defects. Experience

has shown that the idea of holding such conferences is indeed valid, as are its

objectives. Therefore, any attempt to correct our errors from a procedural or

organizational p:>int of view would not be very useful. We have no other course but

strictly and fully to respect the Charter, Article 1 of which states that the

purp:>ses of the United Nations include~

"To maintain international peace and security, and to that end~ to take

effective collective measures for the preven tion and removal of threa ts to the

peace".

To achieve that purp:>se, the Article says, the United Nations must~

"be a centre for harmonizing the actions of nations in the attainment of these

fa

th

ot

corrmon ends." tr

Ar ticle 2 states: wi

"The Organization is based on the pr inciple of sovereign equality of all

its Melli>ers."

Those are purp:>ses and pr inciples to which Egypt subscr ibes and which it fully

supports.

The first true test of the intensions of the members of the international

community and of its ability to act in concert in the field of disarmament is

l.
whether the international community can cope with the urgent problems of disarmament
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during the next stage. Let me explain. We expect the General AsselTbly at its

forty-third session to adopt a resolution to prepare for the Fourth Review

Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Weapons. That is a decisive stage in the Treaty's life. The parties to the Treaty

can show t.'le whole world whether they are acting seriously and effectively and

demonstrate whether the Treaty's objE:!ctives are still valid and that the Treaty can

oope wi th the dangers of the present and the challenges of the fu ture.

Egypt supports the Treaty's objectives, and has done so since the first day

since it was opened for signing, despite our reservations about the validity of the

philosophy of nm-proliferation as a disarmament instrument. We supported it

because we were convinced that it was not possible to overestimate the danger of

nuclear weapons and that the international oommunity had to treat it in a special

way, which cannot be imitated or applied to other types of weapons. We supported

it despite the warnings of some who thought that it would legitimize a

fait accompli, carried out by the nuclear-weapon States, on the me hand, and by

those Sta to.es that had abandoned the idea of a~uir ing nuclear weapons, on the

other. we did so because we are convinc.ed, first, that reason will finally

triumph, even if we have to wait a long time, and, seoondly, that the whole world

will work to take nuclear disarmament measures.
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While we agree that preparations for this fourth conference should begin, we

must also say that the conference will not succeed merely because there have been

good preparations in the sense of the adoption of organizational and procedural

measures. The success of the conference will not be ensured merely because the

parties to the Treaty meet to try to produce a final declaration reflecting their

agreement on the legal interpretation of the articles of the Treaty and their

desire that the Treaty be implemented in the distant future. Success will be

ensured only if the conference is prepared correctly, if positive and specific

measures are taken to reaffirm the dedication of all parties to the spirit of the

Treaty and the determination to see it implemented in the near future.

Among the elements that will be decisive for the success and validity of the

Non-Proliferation Treaty, we would list the following.

First, the nuclear States parties to the Treaty must take quickly - before the

convening of the fourth conference - measures of disarmament, particUlarly in

regard to strategic nuclear weapons and a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear

tests, thereby reaffirming their commitment to the objectives of the Treaty and

encouraging states that are not parties to adhere to it. Indeed, it is

inadmissible that 20 years after the entry into force of the Treaty its objectives

have still not been attained.

Secondly, a close examination of the various articles of the Non-Proliferation

Treaty is required in order to eliminate any gaps or contradictions that have

become evident over the years. The most obvious contradiction seems to be the lack

of guarantees for the concrete and effective security of the non-nuclear States,

guarantees that would protect them against the use or threat of the use of nuclear

weapons. Egypt emphasizes that the practice whereby parties to the Treaty that are
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members of military alliances and are protected by the nuclear umbrella of those

alliances are placed on a equal footing with the other nuclear States prevents the

adoption of practical measures to guarantee the security of the latter group of

countries.

Thirdly, the parties to the Treaty must engage in consultations on the two

elements of the Treaty: disarmament and co-operation, to ensure the peaceful use

of nuclear energy; the objective is a greater synthesis of those two elements,

which can lead to the fulfilment of the purposes of the Treaty, thereby making it

more attractive to those States that have definitely given up the nuclear option

but that are not yet parties to the Treaty. To that end, perhaps States that are

not parties to the Treaty should participate in those consultations at an

appropr iate stage.

Fourthly, the parties to the Treaty, and in particular the depositary States,

should study ways and means of entering into discussions with States that are

believed to have undeclared nuclear progralTllles, in order to prompt them to adhere

to the Treaty or to subject themselves to the International Atomic Energy Agency's

system of safeguards and international inspection of their nuclear installations.

Indeed, if the parties to the Treaty continue to disregard the gravity of the

position of those States, the credibility of the non-proliferation system as well

as the serious intention of those parties to face the true nuclear dangers will be

placed in doubt.

Fifthly, all of us, whether or not we are parties to the Treaty, should take

advantage of the opportunity prOlTided by the process of preparation for the fourth

conference of parties to review the Non-Proliferation Treaty - the last such
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ccnference before the Treaty must be renewed, in 1995 - to give new impetus to

international efforts to put an end to the arms race and achieve disarmament in the

the near fu ture.

Egypt inv-ites the two groups at opposite extremes on this auestion - one group

exaggerating the adlTantages and the other, the drawbacks of the Treaty - to stop

engaging in these exaggerations and to participate with us in making practical,

constructive efforts to protect the world from the dangers of nuclear weapons and

to achieve nuclear disarmament.

In our continuing efforts to maintain international peace and security, and in

accordance with our aspiration to achieve world disarmament measures, particularly

in the nuclear sphere - which is an important stage in the achievement of

disarmament - we must adopt measures to prevent a worsening of the arms race in

var ious regions, especially the Middle East, which is the most dangerous region

since it has experienced bloody wars over the past 40 years, involving great human

and mater ial losses.

I emphasize that Egypt is a peace-loving country. It has been working

constantly and tirelessly for the achievement of a climate of security and

stability and a just peace in the region, so that the peoples of the region,

including the heroic Palestinian people, can live in freedom and dignity, in peace

and secur.ity. iIn that regard, in order to reduce tensions in the region and

protect it from nuclear dangers, Egypt has endorsed the General Assentlly

resolution, adopted unanimously in 1974, calling for the establishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. That initiative must pass from the

stage of deeds. In that connection, I would draw attention to the recent dangerous

events in the region, which threaten to start a new spiral in all forms of the arms
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race - nuclear, technological and conventional. For no aspects of the arms race

should be examined in isolation. Security is in fact indivisible. Egypt intends to

maintain the security of its people as well as its sovereignty.

1 should like to quote here from the statement made by the

Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs of Egypt on 13 June 1988,

during the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;

" ••• I wish to state before this AsseJOOly in all frankness that Egypt will

never allow a nuclear arms race in the Middle East in which one State would

become superior to another, a situation which would threaten security in the

area and in the world at large. Nuclear technology is not the monopoly of a

few) it is accessible to all. Egypt will not remain complacent and will take

all necessary measures to ensure its secur ity and the secur ity of the region

once it is convinced that nuclear weapons are being introduced into the

region.

"From this rostrum I wish to call on Israel to accede to the

Non-Proliferation Treaty and to place all its nuclear facilities under the

International Atomic Energy Agency's system of inspection and verification, so

that the peoples of the region may be sure that its nucle~r programmes are not

oriented towards military purposes." (A/S-15/PV.19, pp. 27 and 28)

We must avoid the horizontal proliferation of the arm:;, race to additional

regions, but we must also prevent the vertical proliferation of the arms race to

new horizons, which would make the problem still more complex and serious.
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Each year Egypt, in collaboration with Sri Lanka, submits to the First

Commi ttee a draft resolution aimed at ensur ing that outer space shall be used only

for peaceful purposes and at preventing the extension of the arms race to that

area, which is of such vital importance to mank ind. Here, I should like to share

Egypt's keen concern \vi th regard to the extension of the arms race to outer space.

The results of· the bila ter al negotia tions between the two super-Power s in th is

matter are not encouraging. The endeavours made within the Geneva Conference on

Disarmament have not yet borne fruit. The international community is still far

from achieving its goal of an international convention preventing the extension of

the arms race to outer space. FurtherlOOre, we are now seeing new members being

admitted to the "space club", if I may use that expression, while no appropriate

international regulations exist to guarantee that space will not be used for

activities that violate the security of other States and of the international

community as a whole. Egypt will continue to co-operate fully with the delegation

of Sri Lanka in submitting to the First Committee a draft resolution reflecting

lf: this position, which remains unchanged and which is also in line with the position
r

adopted by the MOI7ement of Non-Aligned Countries. We hope that other delegations

will show flexibility and that the draft resolution will enjoy greater support, so

that, together, we may avoid opening a new chapter in the arms race.

I· I cannot conclude my statement without referring to the growing danger facing

the African cootinent. Certain international corporations have been attempting to

dump nuclear or toxic waste mater ials on that continent, mater ials neither created

in Africa nor emanating from African industries or activities. Those who commit

such crimes do so in the belief that acts forbidden in other regions of the world

are legal in Africa and that the value of hl,man life in Africa is less than in the

developed countries. Are such actions acceptable? Can the international oommunity
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accept such a division of the world into one that claims to be developed and

civilized and one to which those qualities are denied? The Organization of

American States (OAS) has acted in unity and with a new vigilance to safeguard the

safety and secur ity of the Afr ican peoples by adopting a resolution condemning such

actions and calling upon the international community to make sure they do not

recur. The OAS has called upon the international conununity to establish a legal

basis for prohibiting the dumping of dangerous nuclear and industrial wastes in

such a manner as to endanger human health and human life. Egypt welcomes the

African proposal that this subject: be discussed at the forty-third session of the

General Assembly. It supports international efforts designed to establish an

international regime for the treatment and transportation of nuclear and toxic

industrial wastes. Egypt believes that the Cairo declaration on the dumping of

toxic waste naterials and the protection of the environment is a positive step in

that direction. We also welcome the OAU resolution of the Organization of Afr ican

unity on the subject. Egypt calls upon the states and Governments of the world to

give high priority to this Rubject and to establish a consistent international

regime to deal wi th toxic nuclear and indus tr ial was tes.

Mr. TAVERAS GUZMAN (Dominican Republic) (interpretation from Spanish) ~

Allow me at the outset, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Government, people ar.d

delegation of the Dominican Republic, to congratulate you on your election to

preside over the First Committee.

Al though the Dominican Republic is a small developing country, peaceful and

peace-loving, without any pretentions or any aspirations to become a leading actor

in the insane arms race, it is a fervent defender of peace and international

security and a vigorous champion of the prohibition of both the use and the abuse

of trade in, and production of, biological and chemical weapons. Accordingly,
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we coodetm, both legally and morally, the merchants of death and the arms traffic

itself, the sole purpose of which is to profit from the extermination of peoples.

The industrialized countries, and in particular the two super-Powers, which

account for approximately 80 per cent of military expenditures, bear the primary

responsibility for reaching agreements on the limitation and gradual reduction of

nuclear and h igb ly soph is tica ted conven tional weapons.

Therefore, our Government welcomes any progress related to the recent accord

on the reduction of nuclear weapons by the two super-Powers. However, we believe

that the united Nations, the universal synbol of multilateralism, must play a

pr incipal role in the achievement of international secur ity through disarmament.

Our delegation, which represents a developing country, finds it regrettable,

indeed unconscionable, that we should still hear ignorant, irresponsible or - even

worse - self-interested voices arguing that there is no link between disarmament

and developnent.

As a.n example, one need only note the figure of over $900 billion a year in

military expenditures, a figure that represents some 20 times the sum total of the

assistance allocated to development in all its forms.

Our delegation is firmly convinced that intellectual exercises at the

m.ultilateral level, such as the recent third special session of the General

Assenbly devoted to disarmament, albeit inconclusive, have demonstrated the ability

of the countries of our planet to meet peacefully to analyse and discuss all

matters connected with world peace. I am sure that, given a little more effort,

openness and political will, we can achieve our objectives.
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Our delegation, representing a country which signed the Tlatelolco Treaty,

urges other Membs-:, States to follow the example set by the Latin Amer ican countr ies

in creating nuclear-weapon-free zones. Accordingly, our delegation supports all

efforts to create a zone of peace and co-operation in the south Atlantic.

Neither nuclear weapons nor highly sOP1isticated conventional weapons provide

any security to the world as a whole. The theory of the balance of terror, of one

nation being stronger than another as a source of security, is fallacious. These

dead:,.y weapons bring fear, not security, and fear is not security. Security is

synonymous wi th peace. And there will never be peace if there is no development <

Mr. "ZAPOTOCKY (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): The

discussion taking place in our Committee on disarmament auestions provides the

international community with an opportunity to strengthen and develop the positive

tendency which is already making itself felt in this key area of international

relations. Therefore, it is particularly necessary that we make full use of its

fruitful potential, of the consistent application of the pr inciple of

multilateralism, and strengthen the role of the united Nations in the disarmament

field.

Our work should conclude with the adoption of agreed upon conclusions

reflecting the political will to resolve disarmament questions through joint

efforts on the basis of a balance of interests. In so doing, moreover, we should

be guided more and more consistently by approaches enbodying new thinking, enabling

us effectively to carry out negotiations and come to mutually acceptable agreements

useful for all.

We are beginning our work soon after the third special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament. The experience of that session should make

possible a more effective co-ordination of efforts aimed at a business-like

•
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AP/at

and productive resolu tion of di.sarmanent issues. At the same time it has shed

light on the major obstacles. The seF'"';.on, although it did not produce an agreed-

upon final document, became an important forum at which constructive approaches

emerged, and proposals were made on all aspects of disarmament problems. OUr work

today should mke rational use of all the various ideas stated there.

It is encouraging that dur ing the general debate the wish to adopt a

business-like attitude and a substantive approach to problems has clearly prevailed

Concrete proposals are being heard and there is a growing degree of opennr s in

the interests of consensus. This has been demonstrated, for example, by the

substantive and stimUlating statement of the Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of

the Union of SOITiet SOcialist Republics, Vladamir Petrovsky, and by representatives

of a number of other countries. A realistic and effective approach to disarmament

questions is being demonstrated in the SOITiet-American dialogue under way and, in

particular, of course, in its most important result, the Treaty on the Elimination

of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF Treaty) which was ratified

dur ing the meeting between the leader s of both coun tr ies, th is year in Moscow. We

see its significance in the fact that for the fiJ:st time'"in the history of

civilization the idea of disarmament was in fact implemented.

As one of th_ eight States which participated in producing this Treaty and the

means for its verification of it, we clearly feel its favourable impact on the

strengthening of general security and stability. The signing of the Treaty was a

crucial moment opening the way to further fundamental measures in the nuclear

disarmament field. we believe that the possibilities for the conclusion of a

Treaty on 50-per-cent reductio~s of strategic offensive weapons will not be

undermined by delays in the negotia tions.

Discussion at the present ses~ion of the General Assembly has compellingly

demonstrated the extensive and broad support existing for the adoption of that

Treaty.
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Treaty. Here we fully share the view regarding the need for strict compliance with

the ABM Treaty during the agreed-upon minimum period. Thus, we could ensure that

a reduction of military arsenals will be carried out in cooditions of stability and

equal secur ity. This naturally is the fundamental prerequisite for any disarmament

measures.

At the present and crucially important stage, which is also an encouraging

ooe, the central role and primary responsibility of the united Nations in the

disarmament field is making itself felt with ever growing determination and

purposefulness. Today we cannot evade priorities laid down by the entire

international community. Indeed, there is a need to step up efforts to implement

them and, first and foremost, to internationalize the solution to problems of

nuclear disarmament as a whole, which indeed is the conmon cause of mankind.

Overall plans for the gradual elimina tion of nuclear weapons and all other

mea' ~ of mass destruction are in keeping with this demand and the spirit of our

time. First and foremost of these plans is that put forward on 15 January 1986 by

the SOviet leader, Mikhail Gorbachev. Another is the proposal made at the third

special session by the Indian Prime Minister, Raj iv Gandhi. These are proposals

which can free the world ooce and for all from the fear of mass annihilation and

can allow it to enter into the third millennium in totally new cooditions, when

everything will serve the peaceful development of civilization.
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r" so doing they are in keeping with fundamental universal interests and

requirements. Because that ts so we cannot be satisfied with a situation in which

such a fundamental and urgent natter as the cessation of the nuclear arms race and

nuclear disarmament has for years now been discussed only at informal plenary

meetings of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament. The goal of the Conference after

all is to pcoduoe concrete agreements. In so doing it has to strengthen the

international legal order of wich a nun'ber of treaty obligations on the prevention

of nuclear war and the elimination of the nuclear threat must be the most important

elements.

We continue to be firmly convinced that the first agreement in this area must

be that of a full and complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests, in other words a

measure that, without threatening the security of any State, rejects the logic of

the nuclear arms race, the negative results of wich are ever more horrendous means

of mass destruction.

A top priority in our view should be active work on preparations for a

nultilateral treaty to that end at the Conference on Disarmament. Therefore at the

present session of the Ccnference, bearing in mind the positions of all groups of

States, CzecboslOlTakia has submitted a compromi.se draft mandate for an ad hoc

conmittee on a nuclear-test ban, which should be established without further

delay. we propose that such a Conunittee, as a first step towards producing a

treaty on a nuclear-test ban, should begin substantive work on concrete inter linked
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questions of the treaty including its structure and scope, as well as on

verification and compliance. We hope that this realistic compromise approach,

wic:h does not prejUdice the position of any State on these issues, will receive

the unanimous support of the United Na tions General Assembly this year.

in

its

tow

we attach great importance to the bilateral negotiations under way between the

Soviet Unicn and the United States on the limitation of nuclear tests and the

arms

and
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ultimate goal of a complete cessation of them. The joint verification experiments

carried out this year in both countries are a positive result of the new atmosphere

of openness and constructive co-operation. We hope that in the very near future

the bilateral Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear weapon Tests and the

Treaty on Underground Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes will be ratified.

That would be the first concrete step and it could be followed by further measures.

The initiative of convening a ct)nference of States parties to the partial

test-ban Treaty submitted by Mexico and some of the non-aligned countries we

consider to be a manifestation of political determination to reach a decision on

this problem. We are convinced that the problem of a nuclear-test ban and other

issues of nuclear disarmament at the present stage require the participation of all

nuclear Powers. If today they were to take a positive stand here that would be a

significant contribution towards speeding up positive developments.

Among the J'OC)st important objectives of efforts to limit arms and to ensure

general security we also see the strengthening of the regime of the nuclear

Non-Proliferation Treaty. Nearly 2u years have elapsed since its conclusion. We

are conv inced that in future there should not be an increase in the nunber of

members of the nuclear club but rather that it should be dissolved as a conseauence

of the elimination of nuclear weapons, as is being proposed by the Soviet Union.

The forthooming fourth review oonference on the implementation of the Treaty in our

view should become a means first for seek ing a new impetus to universalize it and,

in particular, the unequivocal need for consistent and full implementation of all

its provisions, including those which bind parties to the Treaty to make efforts

towards nuclear disarmament.

One high priority of the negotiations on disarmament is the prevention of the

arms race in outer space. The overwhelming majority of Menbers of our Organization

and of the entire international oommunity have spoken in favour of that. The

j I
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dangerous policy of seeking to justify the benefits of Star Wars projects is of

great concern to the united Nations. The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva

should do all in its power to decrease the threat from outer space. Here we favour

the beginning of practical negotiations on questions which, during preliminary

discussions, have been defined as relevant to this sI;ilere. we believe that among

such questions is that of the establishment of an international space inspection

agency, a ban on anti-satellite weapons and ensurinl!, the inviolability of space

objects. The General Assembly at its present session should reach unanimity

regarding the need for stepping up negotiations in that area.

The attention of the international community is now focused on a particularly

important objective, that of working out a 1lJJltilateral convention on the complete

and effective prohibition of chemical weapons in the Conference on Disarmament in

Geneva. That objective is all the more urgent since more data is coming to light

on the extreme dangers of these weapons. We welcome the fact that this year also

significant results have been achieved at the negotiations, bringing closer a

solution of the remaining problems and the conclusion of the work of preparing a

conven tia'l.

A major contribution to the work of the Ca'lference was the SOviet memorandum

on a 1lJJltilateral exchange of data a'l chemical weapons and the proposal to conduct

exper imental inspections at chemical facilities at both national and international

levels. In th is connection CzechoslOlTak ia has declared that it does not possess or

produce chemical weapons. We are prepar ing further measures through which we hope

ca'lcretely to prollPte clarification of questions dealing wi th verification. We

believe that mutually acceptable forms must be found for including in the

verification system of the convention verification both of laboratories and of the

production of extremely toxic chemical agents which in future might be used for

military purposes.
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We believe that the adoption of the Convention will be facilitated by the

position of France, which was stated by President Fran~is Mitterrand in the

general debate of the General Assembly. We have always believed that security must

be ach ievt::d through p:>litical measures and not through increasing the nuntler s of

weapons.

We have no doubt that within the framework of the convention on chemical

weapons we will also be able to achieve unanimity on the auestion of the means for

reliably ensur ing the secur ity of all the parties at all stages of chemical

disarmament. A serious obstacle to the conclusion of the convention, in our view,

is the beginning of the production of binary chemical weap:>ns. We are concerned

with the possibility of their deployment in Europe. In trying effectively to

prolOOte a global ban on chemical weap:>ns, and, at the same time, to strengthen

stability in our region, we have proposed, together with the German DelOOcratic

Republic, to the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, the establishment

of a chemical-weapon-free zone in Central Europe. It would be possible to carry

out within that zone comprehensive tests of the verification regime prop:>sed by the

global convention. That proposal continues to be relevant and we believe that its

constructive nature will be correctly understood.

Taking advantage of this opportunity, I should like to give an assessment of

the useful work of the tr ilateral negotiations between the delegations of the

German DelOOcratic Republic, Czechoslovakia and the Federal Republic of Germany at

the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, which is facilitating mutual understanding

on a numer of issues deal ing wi th the ban on chemical weapons. We view as

constructive the prop:>sal to convene a conference of States parties to the Geneva

Protocol of 1925 to strengthen interndtional legal obligations to ban the use of

chemical weap:>ns. We should also like to emphasize the need for business-like and

I
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



BBS/ed A/C.l/43/PV.8
37

(Mr. Zapotocky, Czechoslovakia)

non-cQ'lfrQ'ltational negotiations on how to prevent the development and production

of new types of weapons of mass destruction. Czechoslovakia views positively the

CQ'lcrete proposal of India to prevent the abuse of sophisticated technology for

military purposes, presented at the third special session. In that proposal we

also see Q'le of the ways to strengthen the role of our Organization in the

disar~Bment area.

In our view, t:r.e Member States of our Organization today must try to see to it

that appropr!ate international machinery in the disarmament field functions wi th

full effectiveness, and, in particular, that the effectiveness of the major the

Conference 00 Disarmament in Geneva, is considerably enhanced. CzechoslOl1ak ia

attaches the highest priority and significance to the results of the work of that

CQ'lference and is doing all in its power to make those result tangible and

concrete. We believe that the work of the CQ'lference should not once again

consider disarmament questions in general, Mlich is being done at the United

Natioos. The Cooference should, in fact, see to it that the will of the

international community as expressed in resolutions of the "General Assembly are

embodied as speedily and fully as possible in concrete disarmament agreements.

This requires making full use of negotiating instruments and methods created by

j" that CQ'lference. Based on the needs that experience has shown, we must think of

V1yS to imprOl1e them and to work out methods that will allow us to meet the demands

of multilateralism and, at the same time, to enhance the effectiveness of the

negotiations.

Guided by such criteria, one year ago the prague meeting of the Committee of

Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty made

concrete proposals regarding the enhancement of the effectiveness of the Conference

00 Disarmament. In agreement wi th our allies, they were presented and explained in

the statement of the Minister of Foreign Affairs at the Geneva Cooference in
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February of this year. We propose to step up the schedule of work of the

Conference, in which there should be no unnecessary breaks. That applies

particularly to issues on which significant progress has been IlBde in the

negotiations, and here the Conference should work on a virtually year-round basis.

The negotiating IlBchinery of the Conference could be considerably strengthened, by

agreement on the establishment of working committees on all priority questions,

with a mandate to carry out concrete negotiations. Wlen required by circumstances,

the Conference could hold meetings at the level of ministers of foreign affairs.

That would make it possible to overcome significant obstacles that impede progress

and to create an impetus for achieving agreements where a final step needs to be

taken. All States should be given an opportunity to make their contributions to

the negotiations. The present practice of the Conference in this regard should be

further strengthened. The object of theSle and other possible measures to be taken

in this area should be to raise the quality and increase the dynamism of the

negotiations in the Conference in full accord with the demands of our day. Thus,

we would hope that the Conference on Disarmament would act as a IIlOdern and highly

effective mechanism for international interaction. we see it in the future as a

con tinuing un iver sal body for disarmament negotiations.

The 1 imi ted r esul ts of the wor k of th e Confer ence th is year once aga in

demonstrate that the measures proposed to enhance its effectiveness are absolutely

necessary. In proposing those measures, of course we take into account the fact

that a major prereauisite for progress is still the political will of States, on

which depends both the content and the form of the negotiations.
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In an era \llhen the weapons of war created by man can annihilate life on earth

many times over, almost nothing is comparable in terms of significance to the

complex and enorllDus task of protecting the environment. In bringing that up in

this forum, we in no way intend to infr inge on the very responsible work of other

united Nations bodies which, in fact, deal with substantive aspects of the threat

to the environment which are linked to man's peaceful activity.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



JB/l2 A/C.l/43/PV.8
41

;lovakia) (Mr. Zapotocky, Czechoslovakia)

I earth Here, we also share the concern that was voiced at the present session of the

General Assembly and which was heard consistently regarding the problems of the

IP in
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storage and elimination of toxic wastes. All of these questions certainly require

effective solutions which will ensure the ecological security of all States and

will be in keeping wi th the interests of the economic and social development of

each country.

On this subject, Czechoslovakia has its own concrete proposals to make. But

we cannot fail to recall the real threat the arms race represents to the

environment. This has also been pointed out by States members of the warsaw Treaty

in the document of the Political Consultative Committee, entitled "Consequences of

the Arms Race for the Env ir onmen t and Other Aspects of Ecological Secur ity" which

was adopted in July in Warsaw. In that document, we em{i1asized that a nuclear war

would inevitably lead to total ecological catastrophe.

~ should like to point out that significant damage to the erNironment is

caused by any armed conflict. The environment is negatively affected by the

production, storage and transportation of various types of weapons - nuclear,

chemical and even conventional.

Nature is alsolegatively affected by the wasteful use of non-renewable raw

ma ter ials and energy sources for mili tary purposes. The extension of the arms race

to outer space is also extremely dangerous to the environment.

These extremely urgent and press ing questions must also be resolved, and that

is possible only on the basis of the broadest and most open international

co-opera tion.

A solution must be based on the interdt~pendence of today's wor Id and the

interlinkage between the processes taking place in it. It must be based on a whole

range of approaches aimed at achieving the highest goal of mankind, t.lle survival of

civilization.

··1
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Our Organization should also turn its attentioo to questions of the reduction

of armed forces and conventional weapons in Europe. We hope that, as a result of

international support for an intensification of the all-European process, the

presf'nt debates will have a stimulating effect 00 the successful conclusion of the

Vienna meetings in the upcoming weeks and on the opening of negotiations in the

area of conventional weapons in Europe. This is particularly so since a realistic

coocept of their reduction is gradually being formed.

Work twoards and achievement of this reduction would not only substantively

decrease the danger of military coofrootation on our cootinent, but would have

extremely favourable effects on a global scale. We believe that a basis for

agreement on such a coocept could be the joint proposal of the Warsaw Treaty

countr ies made last July. It proposes that in three carefully balanced stages,

there be IDJtual elimination of asymmetry in various types of weapons and, after

that, substantive reductions of armed forces to a level where the military

potential of both sides is exclusively defensive in nature.

We are also convinced of the need for the greatest possible reduction of the

risk of military confrontation along the line of cootact between the two major

military-political alliances.

Together with its allies, Czechoslovakia has made a proposal to that effect.

It has proposed that there be IlUtual elimination of the most dangerous offensive

weapons from the zone along the line of contact. This is one of the most important

measures relating to the military-poli tical aspect of Czechoslovak ia 's far-ranging

initiative to create zones of confidence, co-operation and good-neighbourly

relations along the line of cootact between states parties to the Warsaw Treaty and

States members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), a proposal put

forward this February by the General secretary of the Central Committee of the

Czechoslovak Conunun is t Par ty, Milos J ak es.
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Czechoslovak ia proposes that active efforts be made so that the negotiations

Q'l disarmament be undertaken in an atmosphere of trust and openness, in order

reliably to ensure strict compliance with the agreements Q'l limiting weapons and to

promote disarmament, and that obligations undertaken be subject to comprehensive

verification. This, too, is an objective of our concrete proposals.

As one of the sponsors of the draft resolution for the establishment of

international verification machinery regarding implementation of agreements to

decrease tensiQ'ls, to reduce weapons, and on the military situation in regions of

conflict, we believe that these questions are among those that require an active

role on the part of the United Nations. Our delegation will state its point of

view on these and several other agenda items in greater detail in one its

statements at a later data.

The meeting rose at·11~55·a~m.
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