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1. Sir Satcam BOOLELL (Mauritius): I take this
opportunity to convey to you, Mr. President, my
delegation’s warmest congratulations on your elec-
tion to preside over this very important special
session. Your outstanding qualities and long and rich
experience will be very valuable to us during the days
to come when we start our arduous negotiations on
the final document. Your election is also a deserving
tribute to your country, which has made and con-
tinues to make notable contributions to the process
of disarmament.

2. My delegation also wishes to pay a tribute to Mr.
Mansur Ahmed of Pakistan, who presided over the
work of the Preparatory Committee. We thank him
for charting the way ahead. The report of the
Preparatory Committee [4/S-15/1] gives us a good
basis for the final document that we hope to adopt at
the end of the month.

3. Many speakers who have preceded me during
this debate have stressed the crucial importance of
the question of disarmament in this nuclear era. They
have all expressed a sense of the deep obligation
upon all of us to stop and reverse the arms race, for,
if we fail today, there might not be a tomorrow.

4. The international political context in which this
special session, the third to be devoted to disarm-
ament, 1s taking place gives us cause for cautious
optimism. Relations between the two super-Powers
in the field of security have reached a watershed.
Their strategic nuclear confrontation is now placed
on a new footing. For the first time in the history of
the disarmament process, we have witnessed the
conclusion of a treaty which actually eliminates a
whole class of nuclear weapons, rather than merely
regulating their growth. We are also encouraged by
important progress made on measures to eliminate
other types of weapons of mass destruction.

5. Ten years ago, when we met for the first special
session on disarmament, we were all filled with hope
and high expectations as we adopted what was
universally hailed as a landmark document. Four
years later, alas, when we met again in a climate of
international political tensions, the old ghosts of the
cold-war era came back to haunt us as we struggled
unsuccessfully to advance the areas of agreement

reached in 1978. Instead, we faced the irony of a
situation where the arms race, instead of slowing
down, had actually intensified durmg the intervening
four years.

6. Although the international political climate
seems to be more favourable as we embark upon this
special session, we also have a much longer way to
travel on the road to disarmament than in the past.
Global military expenditure, which was estimated at
$400 billion annually in 1978, grew to $600 billion in
1982 and stands at an astounding level of $1,000
billion today. The total number of strategic warheads
in the nuclear arsenals of both super-Powers has
increased by more than 7,000 since 1978, in spite of
the Treaty on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive
Arms, which was signed in June 1979. The arms race
is now on the verge of being extended to outer space.
The sky is the limit when 1t comes to the arms race.
But as rational beings we realize that we cannot
continue on what appears ultimately as a suicidal
course. We must now turn back.

7. Since the beginning of the disarmament process,
we have always accorded the utmost priority to
nuclear disarmament. We must continue to focus
principally on this vital issue, notwithstanding the
suggestion that too much emphasxs on nuclear arms
could divert our attention from the important ques-
tion of conventional arms, which absorb 80 per cent
of global military expenditure. As we all know, a
nuclear weapon is not simply a bigger and more
powerful conventional weapon; its nature is such that
an all-out nuclear exchange would result in incalcula-
ble long-term disastrous effects on the environment
and the Earth’s atmosphere, leaving any survivors
with only the prospect of slow and certain extinction.
In this nuclear age, a global confrontation would
spare no one. There would be no distinction between
combatants and non-combatants, neutral and partici-
pating nations. All mankind would ultimately suffer
catastrophic consequences. We welcome the recent
proclamations by both super-Powers that a nuclear
war cannot be won and therefore must never be

fought.

8. Before we turn back, we must first stop. We
should stop the production of all types of nuclear
weapons and put a halt to the development of new
ones. In this context, a treaty to prohibit all nuclear-
weapon tests must be negotiated and concluded
urgently to facilitate the aim of ending qualitative
and quantitative improvements of nuclear weapons.
We also view the conclusion of such a comprehensive
test-ban treaty as a necessary complement to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
[resolution 2373 (XXII), annex]. In the absence of
such a treaty, it requires a certain leap in logic to
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons to the nuclear

A/S-15/PV.20



388 General Assembly—Fifteenth Special Session—Pienary Meetings

“have-nots’” while the nuclear “haves’ continue to
increase and improve their stockpiles. We neverthe-
less recognize the inherent danger of enlarging the
“nuclear club,” and we fully support universal adher-
ence to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons.

9. We also call for the conclusion of other treaties
on the elimination of other weapons of mass destruc-
tion, particularly of chemical weapons. The use of
chemical weapons in warfare is a throw-back to
earlier and barbaric times in mankind’s history. It is
a profound and cruel irony that in our supposedly
more civilized era, when we have developed more
humane methods of animal slaughter, we should be
considering the use of “‘that hellish poiscn’ against
our own fellow human beings.

10. In the field of disarmament, the regional ap-
proach is probably one of the best paths to follow.
Regional peace and stability reduce the risk of super-
Power confrontation by proxy and would also help
reduce the demand for conventional arms. Therefore
we support the call for the establishment of nuclear-
weapon-free zones in various parts of the world by
the mutual consent of all the countries concerned in
each region.

11. The establishment of zones of peace in various
regions of the world, as noted in the Final Document
of the first special session on disarmament [resolution
S-10/2], can also contribute to facilitating the dis-
armament process by strengthening the security of
the regional States and international peace and
security as a whole. In this context, we deeply deplore
the attitude of certain States, members of the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean, which continue to
let their strategic and security interests dictate the
work of that Committee. While discussions in the Ad
Hoc Committee have dragged on for more than a
decade, the militarization of the region has continued
to grow, to the dismay of the littoral and hinterland
States. This spcrial session must call for the imple-
mentation of the Declaration on the Indian Ocean as
a Zone of Peace [resolution 2832 (XXVI)] without
any further delay.

12. One of the most important results of the
International Conference on the Relationship be-
tween Disarmament and Development, held in New
York from 24 August to 11 September 1987, was to

rannonize the 1naraacin 1
recognize the increasing relevance of putting equal

emphasis on military and non-military threats to
national and international security. We must now
lend the same sense of urgency to defusing the “‘debt
bomb’ as we do to stopping the ticking of the nuclear
bomb. We in the developing world are confronted
with the profound paradox that nowadays an average
of $200 is spent annually for each person on Earth on
means of death, when millions of our brothers and
sisters have only that amount or less a year to survive
on.

putias

13. It has been estimated that more than 150 armed
conflicts have been fought since the end of the
Second World War and that more than 20 million
persons, most of them in developing countries, have
died from those conflicts. All those conflicts have
been fought with conventional weapons, for the most
part acquired from the major industrialized arms

suppliers. We recognize that it is the sovereign right
of any country to acquire the necessary means of self-
defence. But it is also true that the supplier countries
do little to discourage the sale of arms abroad. Both
super-Powers use arms sales as a key element in
attaining their respective foreign-policy objectives.
The profit motive is another powerful incentive for
promoting arms sales, considering that the major
weapon-exporting countries sell an average of $30
billion worth of armaments annually. About 70 per
cent of the total imports of major weapons is
consumed by third world countries. This huge diver-
sion of resources by developing countries for arms
acquisition stands in stark contrast with the dire need
for social and economic development, for which
those resources might otherwise have been used.

14. This unacceptable situation must be addressed
urgently at both the international and the regional
level. The flow of arms in a region must be regulated
and the level of arms and armed forces kept to the
minimum necessary for security, in consultation with
both the supplier and the regional countries con-
cerned. More stability at a lower level of military
parity and equality and the undiminished security of
all States must be the guiding principles of all
negotiations.

15. A new body whose task would be to help
stabilize regional tensions and also serve as a kind of
alert system could be set up to diminish the risk of
conflict, and hence the demand for armaments. The
resulting non-armament would greatly facilitate the
process of disarmament. We propose the establish-
ment of a standing commission consisting of 10 to 15
members to work closely with the Secretary-General,
who has the responsibility under Article 99 of the
Charter to alert the Security Council to potential
conflagration. That new standing commission would
not be paralysed by the veto and might therefore be
more effective in serving as mediator and perhaps

reconciling disputing parties.

16. All efforts aimed at disarmament will not
completely succeed if we fail to address the one factor
that seems to drive the perpetual engine of the arms
race, that is, fear. Fear is mostly irrational. Reason
dictates the obvious course that we must follow in
this most vital issue of disarmament, especially
nuclear disarmament. And yet we have been impelled
to pursue the opposite direction even if it may iead
us ultimately to self-destruction. We consider that
confidence-building measures can play an important
role in achieving disarmament objectives. More
transparency in military matters and reductions and
restrictions in military deployments are some of the
measures that can increase mutual trust and confi-
dence.

17. Verification by technical and human means is
an important complement of confidence-building
measures to ensure that treaties are being adhered to
by all the parties. We welcome and support the
proposal made by the leaders of the Six-Nation
Initiative [A4/S-15/AC.1/1} for a United Nations
multilateral verification system to be set up. This
capability will certainly strengthen the role of the
world Organization in the disarmament process.



20th meeting—14 June 1988 3R9

18. In a nuclear world where disarmament has
become synonymous with survival, our instinct for
self-preservation should impel us to disarm or die.
The first step back has already been made. The
return journey is an arduous one because we have
chosen to travel along the road of peril for so long.
Let us not allow history to judge this session harshly
for failing to move decisively away from the abyss.

19. Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Sc-
cialist Republic) (interpretation from Russian). 1
should like most cordially to congratulate you, Sir, on
your unanimous election as President of the third
special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and to wish you success in your work.

20. Special sessions of the General Assembly pro-
vide a means for focusing the attention of the world
public on the most pressing global issues, and they
serve as an instrument for internationalizing and
concentrating efforts on the search for mutually
acceptable solutions to these problems. The third
special session on disarmament is particularly impor-
tant hecause it is faced with the task of dealing with
the most pressing problem confronting mankind, a
problem which has a direct bearing on its future
survival.

21. The international situation in which this session
is taking place is favourable, on the whole. Influenced
by the new political thinking and bold initiatives, a
positive trend is emerging in international relations,
one that has already yielded tangible results.

22. The Soviet-American summit meetings in Ge-
neva, Reykjavik, Washington and Moscow and their
results have substantially changed the world situation
by causing the threat of nuclear war to recede and
opening the way for the achievement of universally
acceptable agreements based on realism, accommo-
dation of mutual and universal human interests,
reason and political good will. In Moscow the Soviet
Union and the United States not only solemnly
reiterated their resolve to prevent any war between
them, whether nuclear or conventional, and their
renunciation of any intention to achieve military
supremacy, but they also took an historic step
towards a nuclear-free world. The entry into force of
the Treaty between the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Short-
er-Range Missiles—the INF Treaty—has been wel-
comed with tremendous satisfaction throughout the
world, and this has been borne out also by the
statements of heads of delegations made from this
very rostrum. On our agenda now is the task of
scrupulously implementing history’s first measure of
real nuclear disarmament, as envisaged by the treaty.

23. The world community has welcomed the inten-
sive work done in Moscow to prepare an agreement
on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensive
weapons of the Soviet Union and the United States
and to draft an agreement for the preservation of the
Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile
Systems.! A serious step towards confidence and
further accords was the signing of the Soviet-Ameri-
can agreements on notification of launches of
intercontinental ballistic missiles and submarine-
launched ballistic missiles, as well as on the conduct-

ing of a joint verification experiment on nuclear
explosions. Co-operation between the Soviet Union
and the United States in other spheres also is to be
expanded.

24. It should also be noted that the mandate for
negotiations on reductions in armed forces and
conventional armaments in Europe is shortly to be
finalized in Vienna. Efforts to eliminate regional
conflicts are yielding the first results. A treaty has
been concluded on the establishment of a nuclear-
free zone in the southern Pacific, and bilateral and
multilateral co-operation among States continues to
develop. Thus, as has been justly emphasized in
many previous statements, there now exists a favour-
able situation. What is important now is to ensure
that the special session also has a positive effect on
further progress in improving the international situa-
tion and bringing about disarmament. One of its
main tasks, as we see it, is to take advantage of the
momentum imparted by progress in bilateral and
regional fields and apply it to multilateral efforts.

25. It would be no exaggeration to say that in the
recent past the United Nations has been forced to
remain for some time on the sidelines of practical
disarmament measures. It would be wrong, however,
to see only the negative side in the assessment of the
United Nations role. Among iis positive achieve-
ments is the production of important and, we would
even say, fundamental conclusions and concepts in
the field of strengthening peace and achieving dis-
armament. These include the need to ensure compre-
hensive and equal security for all; recognition of the
importance of disarmament, in particular nuclear
disarmament, in building such security; the need to
conduct parallel negotiations in all areas of disarm-
ament; the responsibility for disarmament of all
States without exception, with particular emphasis
on the special role of nuclear and other militarily
significant States; efforts to build confidence and
openness and to ensure strict and effective interna-
tional verification with a view to achieving disarm-
ament goals; the interrelationship between disarm-
ament and development, and the use of resources
thus released for economic and social progress,
including assistance to developing countries; the
importance of public anti-war activities; and, ﬁnally,
the central role of the United Nations in this process
and the need to strengthen it.

26. In addition to laying such a concepiual founda-
tion, the United Nations has taken a significant
number of decisions outlining specific practical steps
and determining both the character of and conditions
for their implementation. Taken together, these
decisions, whose nucleus was the Final Document of
the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, make up a comprehensive
disarmament programme. This is a kind of disarm-
ament charter, which undoubtedly preserves its rele-
vance and significance. It can guide us towards the
achievement of positive results.

A
u

27. Itisour view that the current task is precisely to
preserve and make cffective use of the powerful
potential that has been built up and, by comparing
approaches that have been worked out with the
current requirements of nuclear and space realities,
to chart a well-considered and bold programme of
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concrete action for tomorrow, one that must be
adequate to meet the challenges of our times which
have been confronting humanity with a difficult
dilemma, namely, survival or extinction, peaceful
coexistence or non-existence.

28. The solution, which appears to us both desir-
able and realistic—and ultimately the only possible
one—is to be found in continuous and steady
progress towards a nuclear-free world, a world with-
out violence, wars or weapons. Such a course is
consistent with the purposes and principles of the
Charter of the United Nations and is entirely com-
patible with the desire for general and complete
disarmament.

29. Advancing along this road is not a matter of
idealistic dreams; it is an entirely feasible undertak-
ing. In recent years all the necessary conditions have
been created for it. They are based on an awareness
of the absolutely catastrophic and uracceptable con-
sequences of nuclear confrontation. Incidentally, it
should be pointed out that it is the United Nations
which deserves the credit for the broad international
recognition of this fact.

30. How can we avoid a fatal confrontation?

31. The concept whereby a nuclear catastrophe can
be prevented only by a policy of strength and nuclear
deterrence smacks of the logic of the absurd, and
from the moral standpoint it smacks of amorality. To
imperil perpetually—every day, every second—the
lives of billions of children and adults and all living
things on this planet and to hold the future of
civilization hostage to an accident is, I am sure
delegations will agree, something that is not in
keeping with the morality worthy of the supreme
creation of nature. Furthermore, this concept is in
fact something that cannot be regarded as inevitable.

32. There is a different, sound logic: the logic of
total nuclear disarmament on a reciprocal and verifi-
able basis, disarmament that can be achieved even
before the end of this very century. A serious
practical achievement—the INF Treaty—proves that
achievement of this goal is entirely feasible. Herein
lies the global significance of this treaty. This major
advance did not become possible as a result of a
policy of strength, for otherwise approaches based on
force and confrontation would long since have pro-
duced a whole system of agreements in the area of
practical disarmament. It became possible because of
the triumph of common sense, realism, regard for
mutual interests, the increasing injection of the
elements of new political thinking into the fabric of
relations among States, and the anti-war solidarity of
the general public in various countries. The public
voice has played an essential role in the efforts of the
peoples to achieve a common goal—a truly safe
world for all rather than just for a select few.

33. Now our task is to ensure further steady move-
ment towards disarmament, and in this regard there
are several points to which I should like to draw
attention.

34. What is the meaning of the process of disarm-
ament? Clearly it is to phase out certain categories of
weapons, with the ultimate goal of eliminating them

completely. It is certainly not to replace disarmament
measures with the building up of armaments in other
places or in contiguous categories.

35. Yet this is precisely what constitutes the subtext
of the plans for so-called ““‘compensation” and “mod-
ernization”, which have been so vigorously promoted
since the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-
Range and Shorter-R.unge Missiles took tangible
form. This is anti-disarmament logic. Such plans, in
essence, are designed to neutralize the process of
disarmament, to reduce not missiles but disarm-
ament itself to naught, and to repair the breach in
nuclear arsenals that has been made with so much
difficulty, as a result of the new thinking and new
approaches. One of the most important objectives of
concerted efforts by the entire world community
should be to make disarmament irreversible.

36. We must advance from the treaty abolishing the
first two classes of nuclear missiles to major reduc-
tions and ultimately to the total elimination of all
nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction,
including chemical weapons. We must prevent the
arms race from taking off into outer space on any
pretext whatsoever, including the one of alleged
defence. We must forgo development of new types
and systems of weapons of mass destruction, under-
take steady reductions in conventional arms and
armed forces down to the limits of reasonable
sufficiency and work together towards general and
compl?te disarmament under effective international
control.

37. Undoubtedly, a stage will be reached when the
focus of nuclear disarmament will have to be ex-
panded to incorporate all States possessing nuclear
potential and when the process of disarmament will
have to involve all militarily significant States, and
subsequently other countries too. Preparations for
such a stage, which does not appear to be that far off,
should begin now. From the standpoint of both
common sense, and particularly the new thinking,
such preparations should not mean building up
military potential. These buildup plans cause ex-
treme concern and should be abandoned.

38. The realities of the disarmament process de-
mand that it be comprehensive. This requires a
political will and a bold approach based on the
realism of all the negotiating parties, a search for a
balance of interests and, in the final analysis, on the
principle that it should be good for everyone, rather
than for one alone. Of major importance here is also
the idea of abandoning the “enemy complex” with
regard to other States and acknowledging the right of
every nation to live and develop according to its own
choice rather than by outside coercion.

39. Such an approach appears to enjoy practically
universal support, as has become clear in the course
of the general debate. There have been quite a few
specific proposals dictated by the desire for a safe
and disarmed world. Many of these proposals have
already been put forward and some have been
embodied in United Nations resolutions, but there
are quite a few new suggestions.

40. For its part, the Byelorussian SSR takes a
positive view of other countries’ proposals and
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deems it essential that the final document reflect a
collective outline of ways to achieve the following
goals: to ensure a nuclear-weapon-free and non-vio-
lent world; to create zones of peace and zones free
from weapons of mass destruction or offensive arms;
to pursue disarmament in such a way as to contribute
to a comprehensive and equitable settlement of
conflict situations; to prevent the militarization of
outer space with proper verification and to preserve
it for peaceful exploration and uses, to cleanse near-
Earth space of pollution and to ensure safety for
peaceful space flights; to establish a complete ban on
nuclear testing; to conclude as soon as possible and
strictly comply with a truly global convention on the
total elimination of chemical weapons and to ensure
the most stringent universal compliance with the
goals and principles of the 1925 Geneva Protocol;? to
embark on a process of reductions in conventional
arms and armed forces and to ensure a transition to a
non-offensive structure of armaments and armed
forces at a lower level; to create conditions in which
non-aligned and developing countries can halt the
buildup of their military potential and set about
reducing it to a reasonable range, and focus their
efforts on economic and social progress; to reduce
substantially sales of arms and to eliminate complete-
ly the black market in weapons, tc prevent the
proliferation of the most destructive types of weap-
ons; to restrict naval activities and armaments, to
extend confidence-building measures to the seas and
oceans and to work out verification procedures that
would permit the limitation of the nuclear threat
from the sea; to reduce and eliminate entirely by the
year 2000 foreign military presence on the territories
of other countries, including the dismantling of
foreign military bases, coupled with appropriate
verification procedures, particularly through the
United Nations; to ban the use for military purposes
of scientific and technological discoveries and
achievements; to observe conscientiously existing
agreements on limiting the arms race and on disarm-
ament and to expand participation in these agree-
ments; to establish confidence as an indispensable
component of relations among States; and to keep the
public in various countries informed about the status
of disarmament and to take their views into account.

41. Practical work in the United Nations on the
criteria of the defensive character of military doc-
trines and the defensive structure of armed forces
could constitute an important element which would
enhance predictability and trust in the military area.

42, It is certainly not easy to put into ~ffect major
disarmament measures. There are objective technical
difficulties which are further compounded by politi-
cal complications, particularly in situations where
great efforts are being made to break up the log-jams
of confrontation, enmity, suspicion and mistrust
which have been piling up over decades. In this
setting it would be totally counter-productive to raise
artificial obstacles, to invent technical catches, and so
on. It is high time to clean this Augean stable
thoroughly.

43. As the disarmament process gains in scope and
depth, the significance of verification is also increas-
ing. It should become comprehensive, stringent and
effective. It should operate on a reciprocal basis and
cover arms limitation and disarmament measures on

land, at sea and in outer space. The goals set at the
present stage in the area of disarmament highlight the
desirability of creating, under the auspices of the
United Nations, machinery for international verifica-
tion of compliance with disarmament agreements. In
this regard, the well-known proposals of the Six-
Nation Initiative appear to be interesting and are
worthy of careful consideration. There is an urgent
need to raise to a qualitatively new level the stand-
ards of confidence, scope and depth of mutual
verification and control over the obligations entered
1nto.

44. The realities of the nuclear and space age call
for persistent and concerted efforts by the States of
the United Nations to ensure the transition to an
integrated system that would embrace measures to
ensure equal security for all, to reach disarmament
objectives, to consolidate confidence and to establish
effective international control on a broad scale which
would apply both to disarmament and to the settle-
ment and prevention of armed conflicts.

45. Those are all major, formidable tasks. They are
simply too big for a small group of countries to cope
with. For the processes of building genuine security
and of disarmament can indeed become irreversible
only if they acquire a global, universal nature. It is
not realistic to have separate oases of confidence and
security in a vast scorching desert of confrontation.
Such oases can become mirages.

46. The United Nations, as the universal organiza-
tion in terms of its membership, is the natural
instrument and channel for joint productive work to
move towards a safe world. We see a great potential
for strengthening and drastically increasing its role in
all aspects of disarmament and confidence-building,
whether conceptual, negotiation or verification. For
its part, the Byelorussian SSR will do its utmost, in
co-operation with other States, to strengthen the
United Nations as a genuine centre for harmonizing
the actions of States and as a guarantor of compre-
hensive security.

47. Many millenia ago the evolution of life created
homo sapiens—the reasoning man. In the world of
today the evolution of political thinking should lead
to the creation of humanitas sapiens—reasoning
mankind. It is the task of the United Nations to
becomce 1ts embodiment.

48. Mr. AZIZ (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): 1
am very pleased to convey to you, Sir, on behalf of
the delegation of the Republic of Irag and on my own
behalf, our sincerest congratulations on your election
as President of the General Assembly at its fifteenth
special session, the third special session devoted to
disarmament. [ wish to assure you of our delegation’s
full readiness to co-operate with you in order to
achieve the great objectives of this session and to
fulfil the high hopes placed in it.

49. We should first recall the general welcome given
by Member States to the Final Document and the
Programme of Action for limiting the arms race as a
prelude to achieving the ultimate objective of com-
prehensive disarmament, which were adopted in
1978 by the General Assembly at the conclusion of
its tenth special session [resolution S-10/2]—the first
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special session devoted to disarmament. The Repub-
lic of Iraq welcomed the important results achieved
during that session, which Iraq viewed as an expres-
sion of the unanimous international political will to
take practical and balanced steps towards eliminating
the threat of total annihilation and replacing the
policies of stockpiling nuclear arms and devéloping
their destructive power by more rational policies
based on dialogue, the promotion of international co-
operation and the strengthening of trust, while not
violating the security and safety of States or adverse-
ly affecting their legitimate right to defend them-
selves or to acquire the means necessary to exercise
that right.

50. The course of events since 1978, however, has
not proved to be consonant with the optimistic
atmosphere in which the first special session was held
or with the hopes and expectations placed by the
international community in its outcome. That has
been particularly evident in the clear failure at all
regional and international levels to attain those
results. The reality of the international situation is
that in 1980 the Second Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons failed to achieve any success worth
mentioning towards agreement on a final act. Anoth-
er reality of the international situation was the failure
of the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, held in 1982, to widen
international consensus in this field.

51. We must, however, welcome the ongoing dia-
logue of the two super-Powers and their conclusion of
the INF Treaty. We should welcome such an agree-
ment not only because it is the first to bring about the
destruction of actually existing nuclear weapons, but
also because it is an important event that will lead to
the strengthening of trust, will help improve the
chances of reaching further agreements and will
provide concrete evidence that insistence on serious
negotiations does indeed lead to new agreements on
the reduction or elimination of other weapons. We
feel, none the less, that such agreements, however
important, cannot be truly effective in eliminating
the threat of nuclear catastrophe and increasing the
sense of security and peace in the world unless efforts
are intensified to conclude a general and comprehen-
sive nuclear-test-ban convention.

52. All the peoples of the world have a genuine
interest in the success of disarmament negotiations.
All countries are therefore entitled to participate in
multilateral negotiations, particularly those that have
a direct impact on their national security. We are not
alone in holding that view. Indeed, there is unani-
mous international agreement on it, and this is
reflected in the Final Document of the first special
session of the Assembly devoted to disarmament. Yet
the doors of the Conference on Disarmament have
remained closed to many countries 2s a result of an
erroneous interpretation of the rules of procedure—
an interpretation consonant with the short-sighted
interests of certain parties, which they place before
the greater objective for which the Conference was
originally established—and as a result of the desire of
those parties to use their membership of the Confer-
ence to push matters of special interest to them. We
hereby call for this aberrant state of affairs to be
redressed without delay, either by enlarging the

membership of the Conference or by placing no other
condition on the participation of States than their
own desire to participate in the discussion of an issue
of concern to them.

53. In our view, the establishment of nuclear-weap-
on-free zones strengthens the atmosphere of confi-
dence and contributes to the creation of conditions
more suitable to and favourable for progress in the
negotiations on the limitation and non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons. For those reasons, Irag has
supported the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-
free zone in the Middle East. To that end, Iraq has
called upon all countries in the region tnat have not
yet declared that they renounce the acquisition of
nuclear weapons to do so and to get rid of any such
weapons actually on their soil. Iraq has called upon
those countries to accede to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty and to place all their nuclear installations
under the IAEA safeguards system. We would regard
such a declaration as an essential expression of good
will. In addition, all the countries in the nuclear-
weapon-free zone would be expected neither to enter
into military alliances with any nuclear-weapon
countries nor to allow any bases for nuclear weapons
to be established on their territories. ’

54. The Israeli entity has always ignored that call
and, instead, has continued to strengthen its nuclear
armament capability, and there is now abundant
documented information confirming that that entity
possesses nuclear weapons. We cannot overlook the
grave threat posed by Israeli nuclear armament to
peace and security in the region and in the world at
large. Nor can we overlook the dangerous and direct
challenge it poses to the nuclear-non-proliferation
system to which all the other countries in the region
are committed.

55. The Assembly no doubt remembers the Zionist
aggression committed against my country on 7 June
1981, when the Zionist entity attempted to destroy
our Tammuz nuclear reactor, which was devoted to
peaceful purposes and had been placed under the
IAEA system of safeguards and inspection. The
international community was unanimous in its con-
demnation of that act of aggression as a flagrant
breach of the Charter and international law, as a
violation of Iraq’s sovereignty and its inalienable and
undisputed right to the use of science and technology,
including peaceful nuclear technology, in its develop-
ment programmes and according to its own needs
and priorities, and as a direct assault on IAEA and its
safeguards system. Despite that condemnation, the
international organizations concerned, particularly
the Security Council, failed to take the measures
needed to deter the Israeli aggressor entity and force
it to place its own nuclear installations under interna-
tional control as demanded by the Security Council
in resolution 487 (1981). Those international organi-
zations concerned also failed to provide effective
guarantees against the repetition of such aggression.

56. Among the facts that have now become com-
mon knowledge in the international community is
the strong link between the problems of armament
and of preserving international peace and security.
The Assembly is no doubt aware that the Concluding
Document of the second special session of the
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General Assembly on disarmament,’ held in 1982,
stressed that link.

57. However, common realization of this inherent
link will not in itself be sufficient to ensure an
atmosphere of peace and security in the world merely
upon the achievement of some concrete results
towards arms limitation. It is essential that interna-
tional conduct be based on credibility and good will
while working for the achievement of the common
objectives and principles enshrined in the Charter of
the United Nations. That cannot possibly be done
without compliance by the Member States, particu-
larly the permanent members of the Security Coun-
cil, to which the Charter entrusted a special responsi-
bility in this respect, with the resolutions adopted by
this Organization on the issues of international peace
and security.

58. We are raising this point in particular because
we feel deeply that it is a matter which deserves
special emphasis in our debates at this special session
and because reality is the criterion by which peoples
assess the credibility of the resolutions adopted.

59. Our region has in fact been witnessing a great
increase in the use of force, armed aggression,
occupation, expansion at the expense of others and
interference in their internal affairs. The region has
also been seeing an ominous departure from the
Charter, international law and respect for the resolu-
tions adopted by competent bodies, particularly
mandatory resolutions. Nowhere is this better illus-
trated than in the war of aggression and expansion
that the Iranian régime has been incessantly waging
against my country since 4 September 1980 and in
the Israeli aggression against the Arab people of
Palestine and other Arab States. The phenomenon I
have referred to is very evident in both these
situations.

60. Since the beginning of the Iranian aggression
against Iraq and throughout the years of that conflict,
Iraq has recognized the mandate of the Security
Council in the conflict and has called on many
occasions for a peaceful, just and comprehensive
settlement of the dispute. Iraq has also accepted all
the resolutions adopted by the Security Council and
has expressed its full readiness to implement them in
good faith. For its part the Iranian régime, whose
own constitution and ideology confirm how alien in
nature it is to the whole contemporary system of the
international community, has refused to recognize
both the mandate of the Security Council in the
dispute and the contemporary agreements, principles
and bases agreed upon for resolving disputes.

61. After eight years of hostilities that fundamental
fact has remained unchanged. In 1987, having identi-
fied the dangers of the conflict and having seen them
exacerbated to such an extent that they constituted a
grave threat to peace and security not only in the
region but also in the world at large, the international
community was determined to bring the war to an
end. The Security Council adopted resolution 598
(1987) on 20 July 1987, as a mandatory resolution
containing the elements of a comprehensive settle-
ment. That important and unique resolution
generated a sense of optimism in the region and in
the world and was regarded as a major step not only

towards ending the war but also towards consolidat-
ing the role of the international Organization in
dealing with regional disputes seriously and decisive-
ly. Because Iraq wanted peace and acknowledged the
mandate of the Security Council and believed in the
Charter, it accepted the resolution in an official and
documented manner when | came here only three
days after the resolution was adopted and handed the
Secretary-General a letter to that effect.

62. As for Iran, which has never acknowledged the
mandate of the Security Council or abided by the
Charter or international law, it has failed to comply
with that mandatory resolution. The Iranian régime
has pursued a course of manoeuvering, mendacity
and prevarication in order to prevent the Council
from moving on to the stage of imposing sanctions
against it for having failed to comply with the
resolution.

63. Along with all the peoples of the region that
have suffered the ravages of war, we had expected a
serious and firm stand on the question of compliance
with resolution 598 (1987). Yet 11 months have now
been wasted on a series of manoeuvres and futile
attempts that have left onc painful fact untouched:
Iran’s insistence on war and its persistence in threat-
ening the security and stability of the region, as well
as international peace and security. At this point I
should like to ask how long the Security Council
should wait for a Member State to take a political
decision regarding war and peace on the basis of a
mandatory resolution unanimously adopted by the
Council itself.

64. The question that inevitably forces itself upon
us now is, what do we do now? We believe that the
issue is not one of playing a game of manoeuvres or
diplomatic rhetoric, because such a course could
create a very dangerous illusion. The war will con-
tinue and so will its threat to world peace, while the
illusion that something or other is being done to end
the war will persist when in point of fact nothing of
the sort is being done at all.

65. The issue is one of political decision to be
taken by the member States of the Security Council,
particularly the permanent members. Those States
are required to spell out, in unequivocal terms, their
political options. Are they ready to pursue the course
charted by the mandatory resolution, as was the
impression they gave us when they voted for that
resolution 598 (1987), or are they dealing with it as a
merr’e proposal, subject to give-and-take or to bargain-
ing?

66. An undeniable fact in this respect is that Iran
has failed to implement the resolution and has
insisted on continuing the war, as has been made
abundantly clear by its highest officials. How long
will this indecisive situation prevail in the Security
Council? How long will paragraph 10 of the resolu-
tion remain unimplemented? Such a state of affairs is
a grave threat to the credibility of the Council and of
this international Organization.

67. This forum has once again listened to another
representative of the Iranian Government shedding
crocodile tears over international agreements and
over certain details pertaining to the conflict which
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Iran insists upon perpetuating. It is to be noted,
however, that not even once did the Iranian official
make reference to the position of the Iranian régime
on the question of peace under the Security Council’s
mandatory resolution 598 (1987), which embodies
the unanimous will of the competent body in this
Organization concerning questions of war and peace.
Why should he fail to make such a reference? The
answer is well known. As already mentioned, Iran
takes the view that acceptance of the resolution and
its implementation in good faith would establish
peace and security between Iraq and Iran and in the
region, something which Iran has all along refused to
allow to happen.

68. The Iranian Minister has focused on a single
agreement from among the countless international
agreements making up the body of international law.
This selective approach to the implementation of
international law is by no means a new phenomenon
to the Iranian régime. We have tried repeatedly, in
this and other international forums, to draw atten-
tion to the deceptive way in which the Iranian régime
aims, in the first place, to continue its war of
aggression and to achieve its expansionist pro-
gramme by calling for the implementation of such
agreements as would allow it to carry on the war,
while failing to show any readiness to comply with
any legal provision adopted by the international
commnunity that runs counter to such a policy.

69. Working for peace and the safeguarding of
human values entails respect for all international
agreements, notably the Charter of the United Na-
tions. Has the Iranian régime complied, for example,
with the 1949 Geneva Convention relative to the
Treatment of Prisoners of War? The method by
which the Iranian régime deals with the tragic plight
of prisoners of war is a most abhorrent and disgrace-
ful crime. The Iranian régime mistreats prisoners of
war, subjects them to the ugliest forms of physical
and mental torture, practises brainwashing on them
in order to make them change their political and
religious beliefs, physically eliminating those who fail
to respond, and denies them the protection of the
International Committee of the Red Cross [/ICRC].
All these practices are aimed at turning Iraqi prison-
ers of war into a source of political and military
pressure against their homeland. These crimes are
documented in the records of the ICRC and have
been the subject of numerous statements issued by
the Committee.

70. Let us now look into other issues which are by
no means less criminal in nature than the acts
committed by the Iranian régime against prisoners of
war. The Iranian régime has been throwing children
into the furnaces of war and employing them as
human mine-sweepers. This fact 1s well known to all.
How can such a barbaric régime—a régime responsi-
ble for the death of millions of people—dare to speak
of human values and humanitarian considerations?

71. In March 1988 we called upon the Secretary-
General to dispatch a team to investigate the condi-
tions of the prisoners of war, but our request has
remained unanswered to date. The fate of thousands
of human beings who have been suffering under
appalling conditions over many years calls for the
immediate and utmost attention of the Secretariat,

the Security Council and the international communi-
ty.

72. Iraq has called in the past, and calls now, for
respect for all—I repeat, all—international agree-
ments, in the forefront of which is the Charter of the
United Nations. If the allegations of the Iranian
régime are true, why does it not accept this challenge?
The international community is now called upon to
make a correct assessment of the barbaric and
aggressive Iranian régime, a régime that has refused
to recognize the mandate of this international Organ-
ization and which has spurned its Charter. The
international community should also, without hesita-
tion, take the necessary steps to deprive that régime
of all the means of war and aggression, since dealing
with the régime or sympathizing with its deceptive
lies have absolutely no moral justification.

73. Lastly, I must point out that during this session
the General Assembly has heard statements by the
representatives of certain States which claim neutral-
ity and concern for human values, notwithstanding
evidence, published in their own press, of their wilful
involvement in the secret sale of weapons to Iran.
Those States must realize that the scandals about
their involvement in such sales are well known to
world public opinion, and their representatives
should put their own houses in order before coming
here to talk to others, from this podium, about
morality and humanitarian considerations.

74. If the tragedy of the war of aggression and
expansion continually waged by the Iranian régime
against Iraq and the international efforts made to
implement Security Council resolution 598 (1987)
are a major concern to the Arab nation, the Palestin-
ian question is another unfolding tragedy that has
waited a long time for words to regain their credibili-
ty through the implementation of resolutions.

75. The courageous popular uprising of the Arab
Palestinian people on the occupied lands is of
historic significance. It has come 20 years after the
aggression of 1967, a period during which all sorts of
policies of terror and territorial annexation have
been perpetrated. It has come as a stern and coura-
geous historic response to foreign occupation. The
uprising offers eloquent and glaring proof of the
vitality of the Palestinian people, their profound
faith in freedom and their genuine desire for self-
determination. It also provides irrefutable proof that
the policies of aggression, force, occupation and
suppression cannot withstand the firm attachment of
the oppressed peoples to their rights.

76. The uprising of the Arab Palestinian people has
led to the adoption of important international stands
and resolutions which have unequivocally con-
demned the policies imposed by Israel on the occu-
pied Arab lands and exposed the racist and inhu-
mane nature of foreign occupation. Motivated by the
letter and spirit of the Extraordinary Arab Summit
Conference held at Amman in November 1987, the
Arab States have exerted strenuous efforts at the
international level to muster support for the just
causc of the Arab Palestinian people. The Arab States
have set up a ministerial committee of seven to
follow up the developments of the Palestinian upris-
ing and to make contacts with the States members of
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the Security Council. The Council has adopted
resolutions 605 (1987), 607 (1988) and 608 (1988) on
the conditions prevailing in the occupied Arab
territories. Despite those resolutions and all interna-
tional stands in support of the right of the Palestinian
people to self-determination, Israel has continued to
defy the will of the international community for
peace based on discontinuance of the military occu-
pation and on recognition of the legitimate rights of
the Arab Palestinian people.

77. The international community has a duty to
support the steadfastness of the Palestinian people, as
manifested in their popular uprising, by drawing the
right conclusions from the lesson of the uprising.
Foremost of these lessons is the futility of the
illusions entertained by oppressive Powers that poli-
cies of force, suppression and terror can change the
coursc of history. The international community is
called upon to support the aspirations of the Arab
Palestinian people under the leadership of the Pales-
tine Liberation Organization, their sole, legitimate
representative, to achieve their legitimate rights.
Foremost among those rights is their right to self-
determination and to the establishment of an inde-
pendent Palestinian State.

78. The major issue for which this special session
has been convened is highly important in so far as the
achievement of international peace and security is
concerned. However, the direct reality of the grave
situation we are witnessing in our reglon as a result of
the policies of force, aggression, occupation and
interference in internal affairs makes it incumbent
upon us to address the situation because of its close
link to that goal.

79. The achievement of international peace and
security and their protection against threats and
violations is the common objective for which this
Organization was established, to function according
to the collective security system provided for in its
Charter. This objective cannot be achieved unless
our collective international endeavour becomes suffi-
ciently comprehensive to attain it, nor can it be
achieved without commitment to the credibility
needed to ensure the implementation of the resolu-
tions adopted in accordance with the Charter. Other-
wise, we shall all be responsible for entrenching the
feelmg that this Organization has only a peripheral
role to play in international relations, which is
incompatible with the high hopes placed on it by
humanity on the day of its incention.

80. Mr. HEPBURN (Bahamas): There can be no
doubt that the climate is auspicious for the interna-
tional community to pay serious attention to the
question of arms limitation and general and complete
disarmament. If we compare the present with 1978,
when the first special session took place, we can say
without hesitation that very serious efforts have been
made to reduce the threat of a nuclear holocaust. On
the other hand, more nations have increased their
military spending, in part because they are not
certain about the efficacy of a disarmed world.

81. Another factor is that when milestones are
reached in particular areas of concern it is very
tempting for participants to divert their attention

from other matters that are of equal importance and
hold potential danger.

82. The historic 'signing of the Treaty on the
Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-
Range Missiles in December 1987 was one such
milestone. Who would have thought in the early
1980s that this, the first nuclear-arms-reduction
agreement in history, would be signed? But what does
this act mean? It is still a fact that the Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty! signed in 1972 by the United States
and the Soviet Union has not been implemented. It is
in fact an area of major disagreement between the
two Powers, with the United States contending that
the treaty permits strategic defence initiative deploy-
ment and the Soviet Union maintaining that it
forbids deployment. The Soviets are also insisting on
the need for limits on the deployment of sea-
launched cruise missiles. Perhaps these differences
may have lessened at the recent summit meeting held
in Moscow.

83. These facts notwithstanding, this signing can
easily be regarded as the most positive step to date in
the field of disarmament, as it is an actual disarm-
ament measure as opposed to an arms-control agree-
ment. Never before have two world Powers agreed to
eliminate an entire category of weapons, whether
they be bombers, battleships or ballistic missiles.
Although bilateral in nature, the INF Treaty, together
with its materialization and impact, lifts a significant
element of threat from citizens of Western Europe
and Asia within range of those missiles. No matter
how it is regarded, the elimination of this class of
nuclear weapons is a significant step towards general
and complete disarmament.

84. Yet the security benefit of this agreement
should not be seen as its only outcome. Indeed, the
positive example set by those two countries of how it
1s possible to solve long-term problems that once
seemed intractable should be regarded as an equally
important legacy of the treaty. Nevertheless, exam-
ples are useful only in so far as they are followed. It is
the expressed hope of my delegation that the same
spirit of conciliation which prevailed at that time will
continue during the bilateral and multilateral negoti-
ations of this third special session devoted to disarm-
ament.

85. The confidence-building aspect of the INF
Treaty is tangible evidence of the capability to scale
down military confrontation and to diminish the
danger of nuclear war. This effect is corroborated by
the accord concerning verification, and in this re-
spect it can be concluded that new ground has also
been broken, for it will be the first time that
international verification will be applied to the
obligation to abolish two categories of nuclear weap-
ons and to guarantee at the same time that they will
not be produced and deployed again. This aspect is of
great importance as well for the drafting of future
bilateral regional and global disarmament accords.
Indeed it could signify that the basic conflict over
verification and disarmament agreements is finished
once and for all. While the verification issue has
finally lost its function as a political and ideological
instrument for potential confrontation and prevent-
ing disarmament measures, verification is now gain-
ing importance as an element of constructive co-
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operation, It stands (o reason that verification and
arms limitation are co-operative activities 1n th_e
same way as confidence-building measures and veri-

fication are related.

Mr. Moumin (Comoros), Vice-President, took the
Chair.

86. The prevailing atmosphere in the disarmament
field provides an excellent augury for future disarm-
ament negotiations. It cannot but have a positive
impact on the deliberations of this special session
and indeed on the prevention of horizontal prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons. In this same vein, my
delegation sees the establishment of zones of peace
and co-operation and nuclear-weapon-free zones as
major steps towards general and complete disarm-
ament. Similarly, regional disarmament is an equally
important facet of general and complete disarm-
ament. It is to be hoped and desired that these issues
will receive just consideration during our delibera-
tions.

87. During the period leading up to the signing of
the INF Treaty and frequently since, there has been
much talk about glasnost and perestroika. My delega-
tion would warmly welcome during these delibera-
tions an attitude which demonstrated a perestroika
which would allow that: first, a country’s worth can
be measured in terms other than its military and/or
economic power; secondly, due import be given to
the area where the largest amount of resources is
spent, namely conventional weapons; thirdly, the
broad interests represented in multilateral forums
receive as much attention and focus as the pursuit of
bilateral super-Power disarmament agreements;
fourthly, both overarmament and underarmament,
instead of guaranteeing international peace and secu-
rity are threats to them; fifthly, there is indeed a
relationship between disarmament and development;
sixthly, security can be assured with a very low level
of armaments as long as a balance is maintained,;
seventhly, nuclear proliferation is a global problem
which can be addressed only through the application
by all States of the requisite constraints and regula-
tions; eighthly, conventional disarmament is neces-
sary to avoid rearmament; ninthly, confidence-build-
ing measures cannot replace disarmament but must
come out of it; and tenthly, nuclear weapons are
weapons of mass destruction and not weapons of
war.

88. Every success in the bilaterai disarmament
negotiations spotlights the role and effectiveness of
multilateral arms limitation and disarmament efforts
which focus on reaching global solutions.

89. It is clear that all States and peoples have an
interest in seeing international peace and security
strengthened. Their right, duty and desire to co-
operate to this end is evidenced by the representation
in this Hall. To use to the full the great policy
potential of a multilateral mechanism such as the
United Nations is not just an imperative of interna-
tional democracy but alsc an increasingly urgent
matter if practical results in the disarmament process
are to be achieved. That some 25 heads of State or
Government have decided to afford to disarmament
sufficient importance to warrant their presence goes
a long way towards the promotion of the kind of

spirit that will lend itseif to compromise, conciliation
and considerable progress.

90. For many years, particularly since 1984, negoti-
ations towards a global ban on chemical weapons
have continued at the Conference on Disarmament.
France, Iraq, the Soviet Union and the United States
are the only countries whose possession of chemical
weapons is confirmed, but at least 11 other States are
believed to possess them. The Conference on Dis-
armament is in broad agreement on prohibiting the
possession of chemical weapons, on destroying exist-
ing stocks and facilities over 10 years and on
verifying prohibited as well as permitted activities,
including some form of on-site inspection. Only last
year the Soviet Union agreed to mandatory on-site
inspection without a right of refusal. Therefore,
although the conclusion of a global convention
remains a distant project, it is reasonable to expect
that some further progress will be made during the
next few weeks.

91. The Final Document of the 1978 special session
on disarmament points out:

“In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear
disarmament, all the nuclear-weapon States, in
particular those among them which possess the
most important nuclear arsenals, bear a special
responsibility.” [Resolution S-10/2, para. 48.]

That the two major nuclear Powers should be the
forerunners in concrete action to halt the nuclear
arms race is further borne out by the fact that they
possess 95 per cent of the world’s total nuclear
weapons. Encouragingly enough, this is beginning to
be realized and recognized by them, as the joint
communiqué of the November 1985 Geneva summit
meeting states that a nuclear war cannot be won and
must not be fought. Further, the treaty on interme-
diate-range nuclear forces can be seen as the most
significant indication of the acceptance of this re-
sponsibility by these Powers.

92. This reality notwithstanding, the super-Powers
alone cannot effect general and complete disarm-
ament. It is no secret that virtually all the wars fought
since the Second World War have been fought in
developing countries ‘with the use of conventional
weapons. The super-Powers have cleared the way for
progress on all aspects of the arms race. This great
opportunity afforded us should and must be taken
advantage of. General and complete disarmament 1s
the desire of all States and a goal towards which all
States can contribute, even if only at the level of
facilitating negotiations between those who are actu-
ally in a position to effect change.

93. It is very tempting for militarily insignificant
States to assume the attitude of “This is not my war”,
but in the Bahamas we have first-hand experience of
what it means to be caught in the middle, being a
transit State in the drug route between Latin America
and North America. The whole Bahamian society has
suffered greatly both locally and internationally as a
result. The problems between the consumers and the
producers have now become our concerns. No longer
can we stand back and say, “Let them work it out.”
Bahamians have had to wise up and play their part in
the war against drugs in their own national interest.
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We are now called upon to fight a war which landed
on our doorsteps uninvited, unprovoked and certain-
ly unwanted.

94. The activities of the Bahamas in the field of
disarmament have always been characterized by an
attitude of granting assistance wherever possible to
the maintenance of international peace and security,
thereby encouraging others into action. It is this
attitude which characterized our activities in the
chairmanship of the recent session of the Disarm-
ament Commission, and it is in this same role of
facilitator that my delegation will perform during this
special session.

95. Mr. BIERRING (Denmark): First of all I wish
to express the pleasure of my delegation at the
election of Mr. Florin of the German Democratic
Republic as President of the third special session
devoted to disarmament. We feel confident that,
under his able guidance and with the competent
assistance of the other officers of the Assembly, the
session will lead to fruitful results.

96. The Vice-Chancellor and Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany has
already spoken on behalf of the 12 member States of
the European Community [8th meeting]. Denmark,
of course, fully shares the views expressed in that
statement.

97. Denmark welcomes this opportunity for the
international community to address itself at a high
political level to the vital questions of disarmament.
The third special session on disarmament is taking
place at a very propitious moment which offers better
prospects for disarmament and arms limitation than
perhaps ever before. When the second special session
on disarmament was held in 1982 the international
sky was clouded, and it proved impossible to bring
the session to a successful conclusion. In the period
preceding this session we have witnessed important
progress in bilateral nuclear arms limitation and
disarmament negotiations between the United States
and the Soviet Union, as well as a general improve-
ment in East-West relations.

98. The treaty on intermediate-range nuclear forces
constitutes a historic breakthrough, eliminating a
whole class of nuclear weapons. Its unprecedented
provisions for rcductions—and, furthermore, for
asymmetrical reductions—as well as for verification
procedures that seemed highly unrealistic a few years
ago, have consequences far beyond the scope of the
treaty. The treaty is thus a most significant first step
towards further progress in arms limitation and
disarmament. We also welcome the important pro-
gress that has been made in the strategic arms
reduction negotiations and hope that it will soon be
possible to conclude an agreement on a 50 per cent
reduction of the United States and Soviet strategic
nuclear arsenals. While negotiations proceed, there
must be continued compliance with existing arms
control agreements in spirit as well as in letter. My
Government attaches particular importance to the
preservation and continued observance of the Anti-
Ballistic-Missile Treaty.

99. The final goal must be the total abolition of
nuclear arms, but in the meantime it is—in the words

of Foreign Minister Genscher—*‘essential to reduce
the reliance on nuclear deterrence through a co-
operative security policy.”

100. The world-wide arms race is a symptom of
mutual lack of confidence, rather than its cause.
Fortunately, it is now increasingly recognized that
arms control and disarmament cannot be considered
in a vacuum but that measures to remove mistrust
and create confidence are essential ingredients in the
disarmament process. Arms limitation, disarmament
and confidence-building are processes that mutually
reinforce one another. Therefore, it is of particular
importance that the United States and the Soviet
Union have initiated a sustained dialogue at all levels
and on a wide range of issues, not only in the arms
limitation and disarmament field but also covering
regional conflicts, human rights and co-operation in
general. This offers prospects for an era in which we
shall finally be able to move on from what some have
termed peaceful coexistence to peaceful co-operation.

(Mr. Florin (German Democratic Republic) re-
sumed the Chair.)

101. However, progress has been made not only in
the bilateral negotiations between the United States
and the Soviet Union. In Europe the process initiated
by the Helsinki Conference in 1975 has brought new
results. The Stockholm Conference made a valuable
contribution to the establishment of a system of
confidence- and security-building measures in Eu-
rope.

102. It is hoped that the Vienna Follow-Up Meeting
of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe will soon be able to register further steps
towards the gradual dismantling of the artificial
barrier between East and West in Europe. We are
also looking forward to the establishment within the
framework of the Conference process of a specific
forum for negotiations on furthering conventional
stability in Europe. The goal is the establishment of a
secure and stable balance at lower levels of arma-
ment, the removal of disparities prejudicial to stabili-
ty and security and, as a matter of high priority, the
elimination of the capability of launching surprise
attacks and initiating large-scale offensive action. We
earnestly hope that these negotiations will start later
this year.

103. The positive bilateral and regional develop-
ments | have described should act as an inspiration
for our work in this third special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The
situation offers a unique opportunity for a positive
and constructive contribution to the world debate
through the United Nations multilateral system and
thereby for a revitalization of the United Nations
role in disarmament. It is hoped that this session will
be able to meet this challenge.

104. The first special session devoted to disarm-
ament adopted a Final Document, which contains
the most comprehensive set of principles and guide-
lines for disarmament ever worked out by the
international community. That Final Document still
provides an important basis for our deliberations and
should be recognized as such. However, our delibera-
tions should first and foremost be forward-looking.
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An evaluation of developments since 1978-1982
brings certain disarmament aspects into focus. It
would be natural for this session to register and
acknowledge the greater emphasis and importance of
conventional disarmament, verification, confidence-
building measures, openness in military matters, and
regional initiatives.

105. The primary responsibility for disarmament
rests with the major military Powers. However, all
States, individually and through multilateral co-oper-
ation, have responsibilities in the disarmament field.

106. It is a source of great concern that the multila-
teral disarmament machinery has been able to show
relatively few results in the past decade.

107. The negotiations at Geneva on the global
elimination of chemical weapons are one of the more
encouraging developments. Denmark welcomes the
progress made in recent years. Chemical weapons are
cheap, relatively easy to produce, highly mobile and
easy to hide. Their effects are abhorrent, and reports
of their proliferation thus give rise to great concern.
Despite the prohibition of their use contained in the
1925 Protocol,? the international community has
witnessed repeated use of these weapons in recent
years. This has underlined the urgency of reaching an
agreement on a global convention completely ban-
ning chemical weapons from the face of the Earth. In
the meantime, any use of chemical weapons must be
unequivocally condemned.

108. The negotiations in the Conference on Dis-
armament have shown the participants’ growing
readiness to work towards a verifiable ban. It is
important that all sides take an active part in these
negotiations. Although a number of major difficulties
still remain unsolved, the outstanding problems do
not seem insurmountable. It is important, however,
to preserve the momentum in the negotiations.
Given the necessary political will, it must be possible
to reach agreement on the outstanding problems. A
convention must be effectively verifiable; however,
we should not aim at unrealistic levels of certainty. It
is possible to reach a degree of effectiveness that
makes the remaining danger of non-compliance so
small that it is no threat to security.

109. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucle-
ar Weapons, to which more than 130 States are now
parties, remains one of the most important arms-
control agreements reached to date. The non-prolifer-
ation régime has made a significant contribution to
world stability. The successful outcome of the Third
Review Conference, in 1985, confirmed the commit-
ment to non-proliferation by the parties to the treaty.
Since its entry into force no non-nuclear-weapon
State party to the treaty has acquired nuclear weap-
ons. The non-proliferation régime-—and strong inter-
national support for it—should see to it that the
nuclear option will never become an attractive
solution to perceived security needs. Any introduc-
tion of new nuclear-weapon States is bound to have
extremely destabilizing effects, triggering unforesee-
able developments. Reports of the nuclear ambitions
of certain countries in different parts of the world are
extremely worrying. The positive effect of the Non-
Proliferation Treaty on international peace and secu-
rity has benefited all States. We welcome recent

accessions to the treaty and urge those who still stand
outside the non-proliferation régime to recognize
their responsibility and join it.

110. In July we can celebrate the twentieth anniver-
sary of the signing of the Non-Proliferation Treaty.
The third special session on disarmament should
mark that occasion by contributing to the further
strengthening of its régime. Denmark, together with
the other Nordic countries, has prepared a memoran-
dum on nuclear non-proliferation [4/S-15/14, an-
nex]. We shall seek the inclusion in the final docu-
ment of this session of appropriate language on the
importance of preserving and enhancing the non-
proliferation régime.

111. The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in
various parts of the world could be an important
contribution to non-proliferation and the disarm-
ament process in general, especially in areas where
not all countries have acceded to the Non-Prolifera-
tion Treaty. In accordance with the Final Document
of the first special session on disarmament, nuclear-
weapon-free zones must be based on arrangements
freely arrived at among all the States of the regions
concerned and taking into account the characteristics
of each region.

112. The conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-
test-ban treaty also remains a vital issue on the
international arms-control and disarmament agenda.
While not an end in itself, a comprehensive test-ban
treaty would be an important step towards nuclear
disarmament and would enhance the non-prolifera-
tsion régime’s attractiveness for non-nuclear-weapon
tates.

113. Denmark welcomes the bil: talks between
the United States and the Soviet Union on all aspects
of nuclear tests. We are encouraged by recent devel-
opments and look forward to the ratification of the
threshold test-ban treaty* and the Treaty on Peaceful
Nuclear Explosions’ as a first step towards a compre-
hensive test-ban treaty. Over the years Denmark has
urged the earliest possible conclusion of a treaty
banning all nuclear tests, in all environments, by all
States, and for all times.

114. It is regretiable that the Conference on Dis-
armament again this year was unable to agree on a
mandate for an ad hoc committee on a comprehen-
sive nuclear-test ban. The role of the Conference on
Disarmament in negotiating an effective and verifi-
able comprehensive nuclear-test ban is important
and is complementary to any bilateral negotiations or
understandings on the matter. The international
community must continue to call for a ban on
nuclear testing. Maximalist positions, however, may
be counter-productive to strengthening the multi-
lateral role that the Conference can play towards a
comprehensive test-ban treaty.

115. This session also addresses the question of
verification. The necessity of adequate and reliable
verification in arms control and disarmament has
gained widespread recognition over past years. The
Assembly should reaffirm this recognition at this
session. Verification procedures are first and fore-
most treaty-specific. There is, however, scope for an
important supplementary multilateral role in verifi-
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cation given the consent of all parties involved in an
agreement. The role of the United Nations would
primarily be to provide a data and service base. The
question should be, as has been suggested, the subject
of an expert study on existing and possible United
Nations activities in verification of multilateral arms
control and disarmament agreements.

116. Naval armaments and disarmament have re-
cently gained attention. As a maritime nation, Den-
mark must defend freedom of navigation on the high
seas. However, confidence-building, openness and
transparency are important concepts for naval as well
as for other disarmament areas. The role of naval
forces must be examined in an overall military and
political context, since they represent an important
element in the global strategic balance.

117. Multilateral disarmament deliberations since
the last special session have been characterized by a
growing awareness of and increasing concern over
the conventional arms race. The burden of the
conventional arms race in terms of the diversion of
resources from economic and social purposes is an
urgent problem in a large number of countries and is
often a serious obstacle to social and economic
development. There is an urgent need for all States to
explore what each can do to initiate or facilitate
efforts aimed at conventional arms limitation and
disarmament.

118. We regret that no progress could be registered
with regard to conventional disarmament during the
Disarmament Commission session a few weeks ago.
We are, however, encouraged by the interest in
conventional disarmament and problems related to
conventional weapons which has been manifest dur-
ing the general debate of this session. We also noted
that reference to conventional disarmament consti-
tuted a substantial part of the Secretary-General’s
opening statement [ /st meeting]. The concern of the
Secretary-General has been expressed on many occa-
sions. We welcome his very pertinent remarks, which
we hope will contribute to keeping the issue of
conventional disarmament at the forefront of the
multilateral debate on disarmament in the United
Nations. The United Nations should be capable of
addressing the complex issues of conventional dis-
armament systematically, substantially and with vig-
our. We believe that the third special session offers
an opportunity for the international community to
expand the area of consensus in the field of conven-
tional disarmament as well.

119. There are thus encouraging, though still incon-
clusive, signs that we may finally have reached a
turning point in our efforts to come to grips with the
senseless arms race that has harassed our globe for
decades. Bilateral and regional initiatives have
shown the way, while the multilateral process of arms
limitation and disarmament in the framework of the
world Organization has lagged behind. What is not
lagging behind, however, is technological innovation
and sophistication. It is therefore imperative that the
negotiation process catch up and keep pace with
man’s ingenuity in science and technology.

120. Mr. AL-SHAHEEN (Kuwait) (interpretation
from Arabic): My country’s delegation is extremely
pleased to see you, Sir, presiding over the meetings of

the third special session on disarmament, after the
steady success you achieved in chairing the work of
the Assembly’s forty-second session, including the
resumed session imposed by subsequent circum-
stances. We are confident that by virtue of your
prudence and excellent conduct of the work of these
meetings, this third special session will realize its
purposes.

121. Although all international actions concerning
disarmament acquire absolute significance in view of
the undeniable fact that nuclear weapons constitute
the greatest danger to mankind and its survival, this
third special session convened by the United Nations
on the question of disarmament is of special impor-
tance because it is being held following the Soviet-
American summit in Moscow. It may also be viewed
as an integral part of this phase in which the
significance of disarmament measures in relation to
the achievement of world security and the reduction
of intense international and regional conflicts is
growing.

122. The conclusion of the treaty on intermediate-
range nuclear weapons has opened a door leading
towards halting the nuclear-arms race and achieving
nuclear disarmament. Although the world communi-
ty welcomed the progress attained in bilateral negoti-
ations, such bilateral negotiations should be comple-
mented by multilateral negotiations, since every
State in the world has a vital interest in negotiations
on nuclear disarmament. The existence of these
destructive weapons in the arsenals of a small group
of States does not mean that their effect would be
confined within those States. Rather, the quantitative
and qualitative development of such weapons ex-
poses the vital security interests of the States of the
world, whether they be nuclear-weapon States or not,
to sudden danger.

123. We concur with many who think that the
present holds favourable opportunities unprecedent-
ed since the Second World War as a result of the
great dynamism ensuing from the active resumption
of East-West dialogue. Thus, participants at this
important session are under an obligation to utilize
this new international climate and translate it into
effective and positive moves and steps to promote
the mechanism of multilateral negotiations.

124, We may all have seen

demonstrations in which hundreds of thousands of
individuals representing different peoples expressing
their dismay over the repeated use of this nuclear
weapon, that took off from the area surrounding the
United Nations buildings last Saturday to march
through the streets of New York City. Similar
marches also took place in many other countries, all
of them directed towards a simple, unanimous goal
and will—the complete elimination of the terrible
spectre that dominates the world

125. World public opinion, clearly reflected in the
gathering at this special session, has resolved that
incompetent official policies with regard to restrain-
ing conflicts and halting the race towards destruction
can no longer be tolerated, nor can differences of
opinion and conflicts over supremacy be the cause of
the permanent absence of a common denominator
that would unite all sectors of the world community
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and direct their energies towards lasting peace and
security based on the norms and morals governing
mankind through messages revealed from heaven
over untold centuries.

126. While our world spends about $2 million each
minute on the arms race, by comparison 50 per cent
of our chiidren in the third world use polluted water
which exacerbates their wretchedness and suffering.
Yet the annual armaments budget in the world equals
the total income of 2.6 billion people living in the 44
poorest countries.

127. There is no doubt that all the countries of our
world are obliged to exert every possible effort to
reach the goal of eliminating nuclear arms. Regional
arrangements to limit weapons can contribute to the
international efforts to reverse the nuclear-arma-
ments race. Hence, there have been the noble at-
rempts of those who are conscientiously working in
rnankind’s common interest to keep the different
parts of the globe free from nuclear arms and who
have attempted to give the subject priority at United
Nations discussions since the 1950s.

128. Since those pioneering efforts were crowned
with the first treaty on the establishment of a nuclear-
free region, in Antarctica, signed in 1959 by 35
States, the symbols of mature human awareness have
continued their sublime struggle to broaden the bases
of these treaties to include all parts of our globe.
Despite their inability to do so in other areas, they
have concluded two other treaties, one in Latin
America in 1967, and the other in the South Pacif-
ic—which, by itself, constitutes one sixth of the
globe’s area—in 1985. Each of these treaties was a
gigantic stride in the international and regional
march towards the prevention of nuclear arms prolif-
eration.

129. We, therefore, cannot afford at this time not to
stress the necessity for the achievement of such
treaties on the practical, actual and implementational
level in regions of such strategic importance and
weight as the Middle East and Africa, if the world
community wants to maintain its collective security
and ward off the dangers of human annihilation. But
whenever one addresses that question in those two
regions one is confronted with the racist entities in
Israel and South Africa, bent on stockpiling nuclear
arsenals which they use io biackmail and terrorize the
indigenous peoples of the area and to impose their
dﬁ)minance, hegemony and regional expansion on
them.

130. Israeli nuclear armament has become one of
the menacing and negative factors of the security
balance in the Middle East area. While the Zionist
entity allows itself to bombard an Iraqi nuclear
reactor serving peaceful purposes, as indicated by the
consensus of all international resolutions, we find
that its nuclear ambitions extend to its associate
racist entity in South Africa, where Israel continues
its shameful co-operation with the apartheid régime
in Pretoria in the field of nuclear armament, notwith-
standing the international condemnation of and
protest at this blatant armaments collaboration.

131. May I be allowed to reiterate what I referred to
on a previous occasion, namely, that it is a noble

thing to think seriously of those who might be killed
by nuclear arms in the future. But, it is also very
important that we make a greater effort to put an end
to the suffering of the victims of human carnage who
are currently being killed by conventional arms.

132. The Second World War might have been the
last human calamity in Europe, but we have to be
aware that since 1960 about 81 wars have broken out
between the peoples and countries of Africa, Asia
and Latin America, whose toll has surpassed 12.5
million people.

133. In our area, in particular, we have suffered
from six wars over the last 20 years, among them the
Iran-Iraq war which has been raging for eight years,
in close proximity to my country, Kuwait. Its de-
structive effects and enormous dangers extend to the
security of the Arabian Gulf, a vital international
economic artery, and to the Arab region. Its compli-
cations have an impact on all States of the world that
have common interests with us.

134. While the Kuwaiti delegation lauds the consis-
tently positive Iraqi stance towards all just and
peaceful solutions, as currently embodied in Security
Council resolution 598 (1987), we equally add our
voice and effort to the entire world’s sincere appeal
to Iran to respond seriously to international efforts to
restore peace, security and stability in the area, in a
manner that serves the interests of all.

135. Kuwait considers that it is imperative to
establish a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear
tests as the most effective single measure in restrict-
ing the nuclear-armaments race. If unjustifiable
obstacles still impede defining the role of the United
Nations in the prohibition of nuclear tests, we are of
the view that General Assembly resolutions 42/26 A
and B and 42/27 contain the elements that might
constitute a clear basis for this definition.

136. We also urge continued consideration of the
issue of the security of States that do not have
nuclear arms. It is the issue for which the Third
Review Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was °
convened in 1985. We re-emphasize the importance
of conventional disarmament and regret the lack of
concrete progress in this field, as was recently openly
recognized by the co-ordinator of the concerned
working group in the Conference on Disarmament.

137. We hope that the work in the Conference on
Disarmament on a draft convention on chemical
weapons is now entering the final stages of the
preparation of such a convention which cannot be
accomplished without the co-operation and political
will of some Governments.

138. I am also pleased to e..press on this occasion
the full support of my country for the leaders of the
Six-Nation Initiative, who expressed their willingness
in the Stockholm Declaration® to present a common
proposal at this session aimed at mandating the
United Nations to promote the establishment of an
appropriate multilateral system to ascertain the com-
pliance of States with the regulations concerning
nuclear non-proliferation and to ensure that the
system not be confined to the countries possessing
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advanced military technology. We also support them
in focusing on achieving a treaty on a comprehensive
prohibition of nuclear tests, and we appreciate their
initiative in offering their assistance to monitor any
halting of those experiments.

139. The Charter has given all Member States the
right to individual and collective self-defence, which
does not mean that some States have the right to hold
the future of mankind and its survival hostage to
their nuclear policies.

140. As responsible representatives of the peoples
of the world, our efforts should not be restricted only
to making sketchy and marginal amendments to the
existing nuclear structures, or partial or temporary
reductions in the arms race; we must rather endeav-
our to create an effective structure for world security.
The super-Powers have to be convinced of the fact
that nuclear war cannot be won, and it is in the
interests of all humanity that they demonstrate their
seriousness in the reduction of their military budgets
and the execution of the action programme adopted
by the International Conference on the Relatlonshlp
between Disarmament and Development.’

141. In conclusion, I should like to underscore the
importance of the central role and major responsibili-
ty of the United Nations in the sphere of disarm-
ament and its role as an effective mechanism in
verifying disarmament and the compliance of States
with relevant agreements. Moreover, the roles of the
Secretary-General, the Security Council, the First
Committee, the Disarmament Commlsswn the Con-
ference on Disarmament and all relevant organs
within the Organization should be enhanced in a way
that befits the principal role of the world Organiza-
tion in maintaining international peace and security
and its function as a world forum with a strong
impact on world public opinion.

Scale of assessments for the apportionment of the
expenses of the United Nations (continued)*

142. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Rus-
sian): 1 wish to draw the General Assembly’s atten-
tion to document A/S-15/18/Add. 2, which contains a
letter addressed to me by the Secretary-General,
dated 14 June 1988, in which he informs me that
further to his letter of 2 June [4/S-15/18/Add. 11,
Dominica has made the necessary payment to reduce
its arrears below the amount specified in Article 19 of
the Charter. May I take it that the General Assembly
duly takes note of that information?

It was so decided.
AGENDA ITEM 3

Credentials of representatives to the fifteenth special
session of the General Assembly (continued)**

() Report of the Credentials Committee

143. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Rus-
sian): The Assembly will now consider the first report
of the Credentials Committee [4/S-15/36). 1 shall

*Resumed from the 5th meeting.
**Resumed from the st meeting.

now call on those delegations which wish to speak on
the Committee’s recommendation.

144, Mr. SUMAIDA (Iraq) (interpretation from
Arabic). On behalf of the Group of Arab States, |
have the honour of drawing your attention to our
objection to the credentials of Israel’s delegation to
the third special session devoted to disarmament.
Our reasons for this objection are as follows.

145. First, Israel’s failure to comply with Security
Council resolutions relating to the question of Pales-
tine, the situation in the Middls East and related
matters violates Article 25 of the Charter.

146. Second, Israel has failed to implement General
Assembly resolutions relating to the question of
Palestine and the situation in the Middle East which
call for the restoration of the inalienable rights of the
Palestinian people, including the right to return, the
right to self-determination and the right to establish
its own independent State in Palestine. Those resolu-
tions also emphasize the need to end the Israeli
occupation of Arab territories, in accordance with the
principle that acquisition of territory by force is
inadmissible, as well as the need to ensure Israel’s
withdrawal from all the territories occupied since
é}9617, including Jerusalem and the Syrian Arab
olan.

147. Third is Israel’s failure to implement General

Assembly resolutions on other items related to the

%uestion of Palestine and the situation in the Middle
ast.

148. Fourth, Israel has violated human rights in the
occupied Palestinian territories and the other occu-
pied Arab territories, and in particular the provisions
of the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection
cl)g 4Céivilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August

149, Fifth, Israel’s annexation of Palestinian and
other Arab territories, including Jerusalem and the
Syrian Arab Golan contmues thereby violating the
provisions of the Charter and the rules of interna-
tional law.

150. Sixth, Israel continues its aggression against
Arab States and has extended its aggression to
Lebanon, Iraq and Tunisia.

151. Seventh, Israel continues to co-operate with
the racist régime of South Africa, particularly in the
nuclear and economic fields.

152. Eighth, the credentials of the Israeli delegation
to the third special session devoted to disarmament
were issued in the occupied city of Jerusalem, in
violation of Security Council resolutions, particularly
resolution 478 (1980), and related General Assembly
resolutions, particularly resolutlon 35/169 E of 15
December 1980.

153. Ninth, Israel refuses to accede to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and has
failed to comply with the provisions of United
Nations resolutions calling upon it to place all its
nuclear facilities under the international system of
safeguards and control.
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154. The Group of Arab States has submitted a
formal letter on this subject and has requested that it
be circulated as an official document [4/S-15/41] of
the General Assembly, under agenda item 3.

155. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Rus-
sian): 1 invite members to turn their attention to the
draft resolution recommended by the Credentials
Committee in paragraph 18 of its report [4/S-15/36].
In the Credentials Committee, that draft resolution
was adopted without a vote. May I take it that the
(}‘en;:ral Assembly wishes to adopt the draft resolu-
tion’

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution S-
15/1).

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.

NOTES
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Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of Underground
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Soviet Socialist Republics on Underground Nuclear Explosions for
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"Final Document of the International Conference on the Rela-
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