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The meeting was called to order at LO. 40 a .m.- -

AGENDA IT@%3  46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

(;EN~AL DEDATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT  ITEMS

Mr * CAMPORA  (Aryentina) (interpretation from Spanish): In the past year,

bilateral and multilateral disarmament talks have been exceptionally intensive.

Yet there have been no practical results liqhteninq  the burden on mankind c-used by

the arms race.

Indeed, L986 has been a year of constant neqotiations,  first and foremost

between the two great Powers. In Geneva, fa example, there was the fifth round of

negotiations on nuclear weapons and outer space issues, and the sixt.h  round is ncxJ

under way. Similarly, there have been meetings in Washington, Moscow and Bern on

nuclear-weapon testing and on the prohibition of chemical weapons. In Stockholm,

the Conference on Confidence and -Security Duilding Measures and Disarmament in

Europe  reached agreement on confidence-building measures with regard to manoeuvres

involving conventional forces.
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In the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva eigniLicant steps have been taken

towarde the drawing up of a convention  banning chemical weapons. Further ,

agreements have been reached within the framework of tho Internat.ional  Atomic

bergy Agency (IAEA) in Vienna, on Qecurity, information and co-operation in the

went of a nuclear accident. Las t1y, the Secard Review Conference of the

CcWention  on the prohibition of biological weapons was held and led to

unexpectedly  positive results.

That remarkable list of forumr devoted to disarmament haa created the

impression that the two nmjor  Powers are genuinely working towards a dialogue that

will move them farther from confrontition. We must believe that the presenoe  of

the two em jor Pwere in all thoee various forumn hae opened the usy for an eXchan90

of viewe ta be held on their respective positions and that that will help to

identify areas of agreement and dieagreement.

World public opinicm has taken it as understood that such negotiations  are

entered into because there ie a resolve to achieve agreements. That in itself i8

an extremely encouraging fl ign. During 1986 we believe that exhaustive dialogues

have teen held on a very broad range of item. Thia may, indeed, have been the

broadest range of diearmanmnt  items oonsiQred on an international level sinoe the

days of the cold war and throughout the alternating periods of tension and adtent

a@ the military allianoes have alternately moved clo. er together and further apart,

tiile mankind haa continued to suffer, now on the brink of the abyss, now in the

very antechamber  of hope.

We believe that there has never been a time like the one we experienced in

1986, in whi& the questions of both nuclear weapons and conventional weapons  have

been the srt,ject  of talks and active negotiations. In 1986 we note that all

disarmament items have been placed on the agenda of various discu66io*ls. In other
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words, a very detailed awarenew of respective pcuitions must have been achieved.

We would like to turn our attention in particular trj 5 nulaber of developnenta  that

have been encouraging beck-e they have shown that the great wall of mistrust is

beginning to show crack@.

During the negotiations held in the Cmferenoa  on Disarn\ament  cm the banning

of chemical weapons, the principle of on-rite inspecticn  has been accepted. We

view that as a factor that must strengthen international  confidence. We also

consider, that the agreement between the acirttista of the two major Powers to

Permit on-site observation of nuclear-weepans  tests strengthens international

cccfidsnnce. Lastly,  we must also refer to the agreement reached in Stockholm on

the observation  of conventional-force manoeuvres in the respective territories of

the two military alliances.

These are very significant examples  shhowing that a certain road has nw been

taken fran which we must not depart. It is essential that internattonal  confidence

be strengthened; it is essential that formulas be worked out that will generate

confidence that. disarmament  agreements will be respected and ccmplied with.

Such is the intent of the undertaking of the eix Heads  of State, among whom is

the President of my country, Mr. Raul Alfonsin,  together with the leaders of

Greece, India, Mexico,  Sweden and the United -public  of Tanzania, which 15 aimed

at creating confidence between the major  Pavers and at bringing their positions

clcser  together. They have accordingly made a specific proposal to them on a

oyatem  that would give each of them the assurance that any agreement banning

underground nuclear testing wauld be strictly co@ied with.

ws note with satisfaction the favourable reception given to this proWeal  by

the six Heads  of State by the int,ernatirnal  ax~~~unity. I am sure that the repeated

references +o it and th, many expressions of support for it our leaders have

received will encourage them to pursue their endeavour.



A/C. l/al/pv.  J
t3- 10

(MF  . Campor  a, Atgen tina)

The remarkable international effort undertaken in 1966 in so many different

surroundings would appear to be aimed at achieving a sound understanding between

the two major Powers at the highest possible level. According TV official reports

that have been issued, the meeting between President Reagan and Csneral

Secretar:{ Gabachev at Rsykjavik on 11 and 12 Cct&er brought them very near to a

historic agreement that would have led to a eubstantal reduction in the level of

both strategic and medium-range nuclear weapons.

The mere fact that it has been possible to reach the prepratury  stags of a

possible canpromise on nuclear weapons is of the highest importance for the cause

of nuclear disarmament. It shows that determined negotiations can lead to results

if their willingness to make reciprocal concessions. We hop that the stage

reached in Reykjavik will serve as a solid basis for a continuat!on  of the

bilateral negotiations o be held at Geneva.

The possibility of reaching an agreement on the rr cucticn  of nuclear weapons,

together with the adoption of a nuclear-test ban, are two gcnals that 85’8 of

paramount importance. It may be that in the course of 1987 1~ portant  steps can be

taken towards the achievement of both those goals.
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It was not possible to reach agreement on the reduction  of nuclear arms in

Reykjavik  owing to the failure to c. . to an understanding about the prevention of

the arms ram in outer epeoh - an item uhich has become one of the major political

problems of our time.

The developnent of a military race in space has been u reality from the very

beginning of the space era. This ie an IMchallengQd asaerticn  and, in fact,  is

well known because scientific literature on the eubject  is abundant. ln the sams

-aY, there have been consistent calls from the internatimal  community against such

a developnent. The international oonrnunity  has no time left to establiuh  a rdgime

to ensure the peaceful use of cuter space; this muRt  be dcne now, for later will be

too late.

At the recent meeting held at Harare, the Heads of State of non-aligned

countries urged the Conference on Disarmament to commence urgent negotiations with

a view to reaching one or more agreemenw,  as might emerge, so as to prevent th,

extension of thu arms race in all its aspect5 to outer Space.

The concept of the peaceful use of space is very clear. for example, the use

of satellites for ccmmlnication , meteaological  observation, the Stu,* of the

globe's surface and education, among -there, is quite obviously all aimed at

peaceful ust?B. Space objecta also include these used as l&oratories tc study

various forms of life in space and other exploratiry  experiments. This form of

activity for peaceful purpcses  halds great premise for mankind’s progress and,

therefore, must be protected; its development musk  be guaranteed for the benefit of

all peoples.

Rut, of course, space objects  can also be used for military observation and

communication and Can be iutegrated into land-based military systems. In addition,
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there is the possibility of using space for arms deployment; in other words, space

could be used to carry out actions with defensive or offensive weapons aqainst

other space objects or land-based objects. The 1967 Treaty prohibits the

deployment in space of nuclear arms and other weapons of mase destruction, but it

does not say anything about any other type of weapon. The exploration and peaceful

use of spa= must be protected and international oo-op?raticm  in this respect must

be developed, as stipulated in the 1967 Treaty.

At the same time, the use of apace for mLlitary  purposes of observation and

commllnication  must be ccmtrolled. In this respect, the iriternaticnal  rdgime for

the registration of space objects must be strengthened, as indeed should the meana

of verification, a5 may Se necessary.

But a totally separate chapter is the use of space for the deployment of

weapons. This aspect requires special consideration because of its scie~~tific  and

technical complexity. None the less, it must be very clearly understood by the

international community that. ice very highest interests lie in an absolute ban on

the deployment of all types of weapons in outer space.

Fur thermore, we must bear in mind that the scientific and technological

development linked to research ncm being carried out.with  a view to the

militarization  of space could also be applied on land. That possibility has not

been fully analysed and it contains a very great danger, since investigation,

research and experimentation of new military elements in space could also be

appl led, through the creation of land-based we.ipons  which use the new technologies

that todsy  are being researched for use in space.

We are sure that the general Assembly at this session will ,;acide, firmly and

determinedly , on the best ‘duly of organ iz ing this task which can no longer be pt

of f , that is, to ensure the peaceful use of space.
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The question  of disarmament includes many diffr&ent  items of varying

impor  tano5. Far tclo often we note with concern a trend simed se establishing an

uracoaptable  division of labour cm the disarmament items. we see that the mo5t

important and serious items - for example, those dealing with nuclear arms, nuclear

testing, outer space natters, or different kind5 of technology aimed at creating

new type5 of weapons - are in fact being removed from the framework of the debate,

consideration and negotiation in UIited  Wations multilateral forums. mt the-me

item5 oi e the reascn for the great nightmares from which contemporary man suffere;

those are also the item5 that incur tremendous expenditures which, if saved, could

indeed be better used to remedy the injustices that prevail today in the economic

relation5 between the developed world and the dwe'oping countries.

@I the Other hand, a eerie5  of items which do not have the aam importance as

the aforementioned are constantly promoted in order to create commitments for

countrie5 which are far from representing a threat of any sort to mankind’s

survival. A rational  criterion should give l.ogical  priority to the trost  serious

and urgent item5 in such a way that the Conference on Disarmament could carry out

negotlatione  cm those items before any others.

We have repeatedly heard reference5 to the need to complement the multilateral

procese with the bilateral process in the consideration of disarmament issue5.

This aomplementatity 15 poseible  only in so far as both processes are linked,

because if they are in fact developed separately then there can be no
\

Conplementarity. That is why complementarity  between the multilateral and

bilateral processes require5 communication between the two spheres. In thi,~

re5Pect,  we express our agreement with the important statement  of the Vim-Minister

of the Soviet Uricn,  Mr. Petraveky, about his country’s po5Ltion  at the Rsykjavik

meeting. Similarly, we hope that a statement by the other major Power on this very

important development in international 11 fe will be forthcoming soon.
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It IR difficult to speak of disarmament without speciCically  referring to the

negotiatiolrs  involving the Conference on Disarmanmnt in relation to the

Canprehensive Programme of Disarmament under the devoted guidance of

Mr. Garcia Mb lee. This la not ‘just one item among many but rather, as is reoalled

in paragraph 109 of the Final Document, are of the principal tasks to be carried

out since it would make it possible to draw up an instrunmnt on the basis of a

sys terra tic order and an agreed calendar, a process of global negotiations towards

general and complete disarmament, which is the goal of all our efforts.

For that reason, as has been npecifically  requested by the Eighth Summit

Conference of HeaZa of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, it would

be important fq the General Asserably  to call on the Conference on Disarmament to

conclude its negotiations in the first part of its serrsion so that at the

forty-first session ti.e General Assembly would be in a positicm to adopt a decision

on that document.

Finally I should iike to refer to the need to strengthen the United Nations

role in nmtters of disarmament. Nothing could be more detrimental in this respect

than slowing down, or postponing multilateral activity. Hence, we must not delay

the holding of the Conference on Disarmament and Development, preparation for which

was the subject of intense and very careful work. It is appropriate that thst

Conference be convened in 1987.

We also believe that a start should be made on the preparatory work for the

third special session of the United Nations General Aosenhly devotsd  to

disarmament, the session to be held not later than 19BA, in aqreemenl-  with repeated

decisions of the General ABsemblY.
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Yr . JACJXDVI’H  DE SZE<;BD  (Rather lands): Since this is the first time

this delegaticm has spoken Lnder your guidglcs, Sir, I should like to take this

QPPortunity  to congratulate you’ officially on Fur assumption  of the chairmanship

and to say that we have full cmfidence  in your ability to guide this Conur ttee

through its rather heavy work-load. We assure you that we will cooperate  with you

to the utmaet extent.

Speaking as representative of the Nether lands, a nation strcngly  conunitted  to

European unity, I wieh to associate my delegatiar  fully with t\e statement msde in

this Committee by the MiniRtRr  of State of the PoreiT and Comonwealm Dffim of

the Wited  Kingdcm,  Mr. Tiraothy  Renter, who spoke on behalf of the twelve metier

States of the &rowan  Coimnunity.

Today I will outline  a number of major abjecti.  es of the Nether lands

Government in the field of disarmament and of lnternaticnal  security. More

speCific1lly,  I will emphasize the conceptual framework in which issues of

dicla&mment  and of internaLiorta1  security have to be placed and &bated. Sut

k)efore starting to do so, allow me to dwell on one important  remnt  event.

On 11 and 12 Occ3ber the leaders of the ulited States and the Soviet r&ion met

in Myk javik with a view to preparing a summit meeting to be held later in the

mibad stAte5. Though other ei~ificant  issues ware (XI the agenda as well,

Presiden::  hagan and General Secretary Gorbachev agreed to concentrate an matters

of arnm control and disarmament. Considering in par titular the declared

prepratiry  nature of that meeting, my Qvernraent  is of the view that Reykjavik

yielded mae elements of agreement than could be expected.

Quite  naturally,  in the Netherlands too there is some disappointment that the

large measure of rapprochement could not instantaneously be crowned with agreement

m all thy subjects discussed. Dr awing, however, on what could be achieved in

Iceland, the respective negotiations should be pursued and brought to a successful
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end. Wc are confident that the mitcd  States  and the Swfet ulion will spare n*

CffOr  t to oonaol ida tc and build on what has been achieved.

Cv the relationship between dissrmawcnt and security, the representative l)f

the Unitcd Kingdom made sane very pertinent remarks. Allow me to a&l a few words

to those observations.

Security oonsiats  of political, economic, humanitarian as well as military

ccmqxmcnte, and national and international  security arc no longcc divisi,le. Hence

the need for a oomprchcnsivc and co-operative approach to ntcr national sear ity .

Armaments  arc a symptom of pcrocptione of securi,ty.  Therefore, to achieve

diearmalaent,  we should aim at creating oiroumstanocs , glabally  as well as on the

regional level, that arc pcroeived  by peoples and States as more secure, thus

gradudlly  reducing inocnt..ives  for an arms build up. suoh an environnsnt  of trust

can be induced while making use of existing tools. The Charter of the

wited @&tions  remains the single oomprchenaive md authoritative guideline for

imprwcmcnt of relations between our pcoplee and, by implication,  for increased

in tcr national security . We have good principles) there is no need for new once.

Such novelties would only risk mdernining  the spirit md letter of the Charter. A

true contribution to enhanced intcrnatLona1  security  would be unanS,iguous

oanplianoc with the letter and spirit of the Charter, and indeed of all

in tar national agrecmcnta  . A number of instruments of international law is already

ava ilablc. s:curity  is being indcrmincd by the failure to make proper use of !hCme

instruments.

WuCh has been said in present and past dcbatcs about the paradox of the

concept of nuclear deterrence, which has played a key role in preserving peace in

Europe aver the past 40 years. It ia precisely because nuclear weapons arc so

dee trur; ivc that they make war unthinkable and serve to prevent it. The merits of

the concept of nuclear deterrcnoc were appropriately highlighted in the
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canprehensive study dl concepts of eccurity  (A/40/553)  finalised last year and in

the study (XI detorrena  that cams out irr July of this par.

Clearly, if nuclear weapons wore ever to be used, that would have world-wide

effocte. Inevitably, hcwever, thoee who would suffer most would be the countries

directly concerned. Thus they thomsolves t we the greatest interest in avoidilrq

l uch an eventuality. The Nether lands, together with its par tncra in the

Atlantic Alliance, eeeka the prevention of wy war, whether conventialal  Or

nuclear, throu*  agceeaent8  on all aspects of se-city, military as well as the

other anem. This policy involves dialogue and arms-ccntrol  negotiations in the

East-West context as well as multilaterally, in conjunction with the maintenance of

an adequate deterrent and defence capability, at lower levels  of arnnmcnts  wherever

that oan be age l ed. The Netherlands seeks verifiable arms-control agreements that

wtablish  a stable balance of force at the lowest possible level. lb prevent

doubts about oollplianoc  from giving rise to mistrust  betveen  States, those States

should consent to measuree for the internatiaral  vcrifioation of canpliancc. This

would contribute to improved sea~rity  and increased confidence between States.

Arrm control and disarmament are essential elements in a caaprchensive  security

approach.

While a maximum effort must be ma& to bring about substantial reductions in

nuclear armamenta, those weapons cannot be dieinvented. Unclear weapons are part

of a wider system that has afforded us a relative mersure of stability. This

situation cannot be changed wernight. As was reaqized in the Final mcument  of

the tenth special session of the IJnitcd Gcncral Asscn3,ly, on disarmament, the

rcdrction  oP nuclear weapons can only be achieved in prasee in such a way that the

security of all States  is guaranteed at progressively lower levcln  of nuclear

armaments.
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At the beginning of the 1970s the two Powers which possesned the largest

nuclesr  aresnals,  and as a result bore the greatest responsibility  for nuclear acma

control and disarmament, nmdc a start in the ecaroh far agrcemcnts  aimed at halting

the u&ward spiral of nuclear  armament. We have to ackncvledge,  in retroepeot,  that

these aqccencr\~ks  have had the mintended consaqucnoc of a divcreifioation  of wcapOn

systems and yualitative ref1nsrwnt.c of those systems, largely because of the agcced

quantitative ccilinge. This dcvelopmcnt has given rice to some dineatisfacti*n

&out  the agreed arrangements. Wanwhile,  more aubitioue roads have been set out

Upon. Both side8 are prepared in principle to rc&ce their nuclear arser.al~

substantially. Intensive negotiations are under way to translate that readincas

in to ccncre ta agr cemsn  ta. Our hopes are plaocd on concrete results in thaJe

negotiations.

Puropc  is the location of a singular conoentration  of a divcr8ity  of types of

nuclear weapons. The Swiet Union, having enjoyed superiority for a long time in

conventional offcneive means, has stepped up its capabilities in the nuclear

of fens iv0 arca. This is an alarming dcvelopmemt. The Ncthcclands Government

therefore attaches the utmost importance to progress in the negotiations between

the Ulitcd States and the Soviet mien on intermediate-range nuclear systems.  An

agreement seems possible. Such an agreement, hwcver, should not be undermined by

other nuclear systems of a shorter range that constitute  a threat to the AtlwbtiC

Alliance,  including my country.

The concept of staLility has ..u~  important part to play in, the prooess of arm8

control, arms re&ction  and dinarmament. wasures  in this proccea should inCrC*sc

instead of cndsnger stability. The nuclear problem, therefore, cannot be seen in

isola tian. The conventional itialance  in Europe is a cane in poi.nt. The
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Netherlands warmly welcomes in this cartext  the agreement reached in Stockholm on

22 September on a set of oonfidenoc-  and security-building measures in Europe,

which constitutes an important atcp towards more political and military stability.

&I the f4ininter of mr8ign  Affaira  of the Netherlands,  Mr. Hans van den Broek,  said

on 24 Septetier , hope for the future can be dot ived from the Conference on Security

and Co-operation in i~rops  (CH%). The measures agreed upon, incorporating

prcvis~ons for intcrna*ional  on-site inspection, CM scrvc as a good cxmnple  t*

Other  regions and prwids  an impetus for reaching agrecmcnt in ncgotiat-one on

other eccurity issues. We therefore hope that the proposals introduced by the

&Stern side in the talks in Vienna on mutual and balanced reductions of forces 111

Central  Europa will meet with a satiafactcry reaction from the East.

The partners in the ZSCE prooess  arc now preparing for a new round of

negotiations. WF stress the need for progress in al; aspects of security:

military, coonomic  and humanitarian.

The o*nm~n conviction  that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would

seriously diminish stability and thereby incrcaac  the danger of nuclear war,

induocd  the overwhelming majority of States to unite under the Treaty on the

non-pro11 fcra tion of nuclear weapons. Since tbc successful Review Conference of

the Parties to the Treaty in September 19.985,  that conviction has been reinforced.

Further witness to that is bane by tnc adherence to the Treaty of no fewer than

136 States. The Netherlands, furthermore, supports regional agreements and

arr angemen  ts me0  t ing th is pur pocc, among them the cstsblishment  of

nuclear-weapon-free  zcncs in those parts of the world where consensus exists among

the comtries  concerned.

The Final &xument  of the mvierw Confcrcnoc  undcrsoorcs  the importance of a

comprehensive test ban as a stimulus in the pursuit of non-proliferation. The
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conclusion of a canprehensive test-ban treaty remsine as ncceueary as ever, and we

remain fully comitted  to it. The Netherlands subsoribcs to the view that the

quea tion of nuclear teats, in particular a oaepr&ensivc  test ban, in view of its

importance for the uor ld oonrnun  ity , deserves priority treatment Cn thrt  Geneva

Confsrcnce  on Disarmament. WI call on all MMJC~C of the Confereucc cm Diearnkrmcnt

to mk8 possible the resumption of the work rm this issue without further &lay, as

from the bt.ginning  LE the 1987 session of the ConfCCCrWe.

IWerim etcpe  and agreements, particularly by and between the States that

pS6CS8 the largest nuclear arsenals and thcrcforc  bear a cpsoial responsibility,

are capable of inducing an almospJlerc  of oonfidenoe in which the purpose of a

casprcbcns  ive test-ban can prosper.

We wish to r eoall two AU& inter im approaches. Fir at, imprwed techniques and

prooedures  for vcrifioation  would enable more accurate mcnitoring  of oomplianCC

with the threshold test-ban treaty and the treaty on peaceful nuclear explosicme.

The Netherlands supports the call for acceptance of these new verifioation  methods,

which would remwe the last obstacle to rntifioation of those treaties.

secalaly, the Ncthcrlands wishes to establish a link between propocals  on

rc&cing and ending nuclear tests and early results in the bilateral  arms wntrol

talks which are to continue Ct+.wcmn  the ulited States and ths Swiet UliOn.

EffOCtiVC agCccm8nts  on substantivt  and verifiable arms oar, rol, which will

substantially reduce the nuclear arsenals, appear to reraain possible. We bclicVc

cclat a program can be devised, in parallel with au& reductions, for step-by-step

rtdction  and limitation of nuclear testing, and the ultiuetc  ending of all tests.

Wt wtlwnhe the support for su& a Parallel  approach in the intervention of the

President of the Ihi ted States in the General Assembly.
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I now turn to some) important observations of the Secretary-General  with regard

to the role and capacity of the tinited Nations in the field of arms control and

disarmament.

The Geneva Carferenoo on Disarmament  remains the single multilateral

disarmament negotiating body operating in the framework of the Writed Nations.  We

fully Slbscribe  to the Secretary-Genaral’s  call for high-level attention to, and

expert participation in, the Conference on Disarmament by Metier  States. As in the

past, there is a useful role for this body in the negotiation of future arms

control and disarmament agreements. ~11 menbers  must, in particular, endeavour to

make concrete contributions; they should not be satisfied with the mere expression

of broad political declarations.

An agreement for which the Ccnference on Disarmament continues to play an

extremely useful negotiating role is that on chemical disarmament. The u8e of

chemistry for weapons purposes has beerr  an abhorrent reality since the eprirrq

o f  1915. Public repugnance and the RJ equent unarobiguous  prohibition of the use

of chemical weapons in war has not resulted in precluding their use in regional

conflicts, laoet recently in the war between Iraq and Iran, as confirmed by findings

of ihited  Nations missions that went avsite. Arsenals have been maintained,

tncr eased and modern iaed . The earliest possible conclusion  of a total ban m

chemical weapons has squired even greater urgency in the face of the looming

prmpect of chemical weapons proliferatia.
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Some encouraging pogroms was ada in this Ciold in tbo Cmfersnca  on

Disarmannt  during its 1986 susion. In a nurboc of iqxxtant aroaa,  au& a8 the

verification of non-pco&ctim  md the dutxuctim oL stockpil.~s  and pco&ctim

facilities, thOre  is ground for mm wall-founded  optirim  about furchor  hea&ay.

The Netborland* tried to rsko a contribution to the SolutiO#l  of CBX  of the

outstanding  issues by organirtig  a work*- on the vorifiatian of n-production

of chemical weapons in the civilim dremical indmtry  I in .Tmo of this year.
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The constructive  atnosphera amongat  all participants at that Ccnfarence hold0

promimo for 6arly progroom  in the negotirtion8. It is hopd that ths ideas and

oaIc6pt~ that sprang from the Confor6na  will.  be a w6ful beaim for furthor

diaau8aion, ahwing that a l atiafactory aymtum of v6rification  ia poseible.

Hw6vor,  furthor submtmtivo work n66da  to bo &n6. The remaining - y*t quite

.*86nti41  - quortion CC v6rification  through challong6 inrpctionm  hca not yet bean

beought to a solution  in spite of the iraaginetive  and construotiv6 propoaal mad6 by

the delegation of the Dnit6d Kingdomu

We are glad to note that the Bewnd l~viaw ‘:cjnf6renc6  of the biological

weapons  Convention was held in thr earn@ constructive atmosphere. The Conf l renc6

was wnfronted  with serious problems but eucce6&d  in agreeing upon nome useful and

important neaaur66 to 6trengthen confidence in the Convention. Tblat pitive

r68ult shculd enwurags us in our endeavours tn reach a successfu1 outwrm in the

negotiations cn chemical waapons, which is certainly not beyond our reach-

OutOr  l pac6 should not bsooxm an area of cx~lq?6tition  betw66n super-Powers.

The ‘&thUrlands rharua the axpectatione  raieed  by the efforts of the mitid States

and the Soviet ~nicn to work out effective ;greementa  aimed at prcw6nting  an arms

race in outer  space and at terminating the arm race zn Earth. Meanwhilr,  the

anti-ballistic miseile  Treaty should ba strictly reepect6d. At th6 Sam6 time, th6

Conferance on Disarmament has a duty to examine space-rsbtsd  caIrplem6ntary  i lSu6s

that nave a multilateral aspect.

Like the Secretary-General the NethurlandrJ  remains in favour of agrcMnents

concerning existing and new regions where nuclear weapons - or, whera applicable,

a l l  wsapons  - are proscribed. The outer spar6 Tr6aty and the Treaty cm Antarctica

are good  exmplcs  of such agreemente. Howwer, a word of caution is appropriate.

fkrch arrmg6lDantfr  are of autonomous importance only if they can wunt on the full
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connent  o f  a l l  partiM  concorned. If states - in 6ome instances not the 16JMBt

importsnt  on08 - continua to fail to bring into forcu such rugional arrangements

for them6olve8, the prXpoM6 of those arrang6mentts is thrut6nUd  in its ernrence.

The Secretary-General appropriately recall6 that

"Reap6ct for the l tatu6 of int6rnati~al  civil servants in essential  to a

Secretariat that will enjoy the confidence of ?46mher  States",

and that

“staff muIPburs, in turn, q u6t rufrain from my action that might  KUflUOt On

their pOeitiar  aa international  officials reeponrribla Only t0 the

Orqani2ation*.  (A/4l/l, p. 14)

The Charter la unambiguoue where  it unactll prwieicms  guaranteeing the

internatiOnal  6t6tu6 of thu Writed Mtions  staff ad the corr6apcnding duties  Of

Mmbur States. We wnd6an all actioncl  by Stat66 in violation  of thsir duties in

this respect,  mart r6cenYly  th08e interfering with the exercise of the functions of

the Director  Of th6 Ilnited Nations Instituts  for Oisarmanrrnt  I&s6arch (WIDER).

I hmre tcuchod  upon cnly a few subject& amcng tha multitude that will be dealt

with by thin Committee  in the weeks to come. The Secretary-General has

approprla tuly warnud LIB that the L.npmCt  of th6 ~sseahly's effOrta  can b6 redrod

through lade Of focus and inatkguate ewnoy  in thsir execution, and that the

influenc6 of the Ikrited Nations will b6 6nhMad if discusslone  in its various

diearmansnt  forums can be 60 organized  a6 to minimize duplication and r6ducu the

nu&oc  o f  re8olutions. In our view too, the ca@rsais should bat on defining common

attitud66  and on de-enphasizing  mutual differences. The delegation of thu

?&thUKiandI¶  stands ready to cartribute  to the work of the First Committee in that

CMepect.
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Russ ian) : Discussion in the First Committee is confidently gaining momentum and

bewminq increasingly broad in swpe. We believe that cm6 of its distinguishing

f6atures is the determinatiar  to take practical action and to incr68se the

constructive efforts to achiev6 a breakthrough and start real mwement  towards a

nuclear-free world and global security through disarmsment. The weariness of

rhetoric, which had been grwing in rczent yearr., is clearly giving way to the

energy of acticn.

our wuntry  not arly welwmes this spiclt,  but is doing ite utmost to follow

it through in terms of specific actiar.  New ad wgent proof of this is the Soviet

pcOpOsal  foe a meeting in Xaykjavik. That meeting was a momsntous  event in

intffnatir)i?al  affaice  and in the struggle to end the arms racu, to prohibit and

abolish nuclear weapona, and to eliminatb  the threat of war from the entire planet.

As a r68ult of the Rsykjavik meeting a qualitativdy  new sit*.batiOn  exists.

The struggle for nucl6sr disarmamnt  has rsached a new stage at which  we must make

further efforts to effect radical retictions  in nuclear weapons, and to work for

their eventual total. elimination. The lbykjavik meting pavsd the way for a

possible step faward towards a change for the better, provided that the UIited

Stat68 finally adopts a realistic approach.

AS Stressed  at the meeting of the Coslmittee  of Foreign Ministera  of the States

parties to the Warsaw Tr6sty, hsld at&I&ar66ton  14 ad 15 October, the Srlviet

UfIim and its allies are d6t6rminud to carry on the dialogue and the active

StWggl6  to end ths nuclear-arm8 race and ustablish  a cCXnpr6herMiVO  system of

intmnaticmal  peats and tmcur ity.

At that meeting the I64r8aw Trbaty Stat66 strussed their support for the

position of the USSR at th6 Reykjwik m6eting  ad for- the large-scale and
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far-reaching Soviet proposals put. Ituwdrd  nt that meebtlnq. IYWS~ cn~~en ulmn the

United States and the other countries of the Wrth Atlantic Treaty Orgnnixatlon

(NA’IU) to understand the reslx)n&~ibiI.itictti  involved in the current world :lituntlon

and to adopt, on a batsAs of redlirrm, and respz’nsibility, a constructive al’proach  to

the Soviet Union’s proposal!;, which remain the ma111  subject ot the Sovlet-U1i~d

Sta tes dia lque.

We are firmly convinced that. In the present qunlit.~tLvely  new situation  no one

can ca?tinue to act as be fore. *nt is required today is new appccM&es,  new

political thinking and a new ,~~.litical  @iloso@y rejecting the age-old notions

about the admissibility and acceptability of wars and armed conflicts. That new

political thinking expresses in a concentrated form the collective wisdom of

mank ind ; it is being moulded and introduced into International. practice by the

joint efforts of socialist, non-aligned and most capi t,hLlst countr Les, as well an

those of broad-based public opinions.

Ihdsy, it is no longer sufficient to remgnize that one cannot r tde a white

hase into a nuclear desert. The renl.ltiecl of the nuclear and apace age are harsh

indeed. In a nuclear war the destruction of civilizatior,  would be universal. The

first nuclear strike - should anyone ever deci,de to launch it - would be a fluicidal

act: the last act. Radioactive death and nuclear winter kncm no boundar lee, no

poll ticn1, geographical or ideological boundaries. This threat ban made  aLI States

and social systems equal and has linked them inseparably in a cornnon &stlny.  In

this day and age it has m3de peace the supreme value for all. The key question

WnCerning  relations among State:; boils down tr, this: coext n tence , or no raxiatence

at all.
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Hence it follows that to&y no State can any longer harbour the illuai~n  that

it ?S incapable of making itself F,lvulnerable by military and tecfrnological  means

alone, not even by creating a meet powerful defence, be It on Earth Oc in apace.

Guaranteeing security - and t.he meeting at Raykjavik  confirmed this - Cs

increasingly becoming a political task, end it can be carried oUt only through

political means. I should like to quote in this connection  from the Mexiao

Declara  ti TC , which states:

“If a rep ir*l of Hiroshima on a global scale is to be prevented, it ia not

merely mUce knowledge or new technologies which are needed, but more wisdom. n

(AJ4l/SLB,  p. 3)

Security cannot indefinitely be baa d on the fear of retaliation. The price of

continuing to pursue the doctrine of *deterrence through terror,” which ia employed

tc iuatify  the continuance  of nuclear testing, the renunciation of the first and

set;cnJ  agreements 011 etratagic  arma limitation (SALT I and SALT II) and the erosion

of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballietic  Missile Systems (ABM), is far too

high. An extension of the arm6 race to outer space would represent a Beriom, and

YUite  possibly insurmountable, oblrtecle  to L( nuclear-free world! it would set up an

even narrower dividing ? ine between war and peace and poee a constant threat t0 the

secur i.ty of sad, and every one of UB. That in why the strategic defence initiative

has beca.le a ey&ol of obstructing the cause cf pence, of the concentrated

expession  of militarietic  deeigns and I C the reluctance to remove the nucleer

threat hanging Over mankind, as well as the enbodiment  of a short-sighted, narrow

and selfish approach to the pr&lem of international eemrity.

It ia ent Lrely possible tha t neo-globalists would be happy with hegemony

placed in the handa  of one CJL  two military and space super-Pouere  that would keep
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the entire world within  the nights of their frpnce weapona. Howev 01’ , we find nuch a

prospect loathsome. We are in favour of a juet, democratic and aecure peace, both

cm Earth and in outer ripace.

The emergence of’ uew mean6 of waging war threatena to hand the responsibility

for political. deci.ei.on-making  over to crmrputers. Aa a result, we my all end up as

hostages to technolcgy,  which can malfunction, as has been tragically demonstrated

by the recent acci.dent.8 involving the “Challenger” and the Chernobyl nuclear

pl an L: . Fur thermore, rruh sophisticated  weapons eyetems are being planned that the

agreement on their ccr~~trol will be virtually ‘impoeaible.

The time factor has nw bwoms crucial. Extraordinary inpetue is. needed to

get us moving down the road lzwarda security  - a ratiction  in the level of military

con f r cm ta tion , the a&>ption by all States of a defensive military doctrine and the

limitation of military capabilities to &rat is required for dafenaive needa.

Only disarmament can povida a solid  foundation for the ouilding  of a aerxre

peace. Constructing such an edifice on mouvtaine of weapons  is like building it on

sand. “Security through disarmanmnt”  II that wae the way in w id-r the first special

session of the General Asaetily  devoted to disarmament defined what should be the

main thrust of efforts by Statea in the nuclear and space age. That ie aleo how it

ia defined in the documents of the Harare Conference of Heads of State and

@vernment  of counti  ies member6 of the hvcment  of Non-Aligned Countr ice and in the

Mexico Declaration. Those  are major ccrrtr ibutiona to the new political

ph iloeopby. The introduction of new ideas into the practice of international

relations is served by the proposal of the socialist cormtries  for establishing  a

wmprehennive  s&tern of international pace and security.

Of course, atructuxal  elements of the edifice of global security ehould  be

incorporated into the military as well ae the political, eo7nomic  and humanitarian

fields. It is not a question of wnich should come first - $iearmament
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OK confidence, the Ke&ction of military arsenal5 OK the settlement of regional

conflicts. Wa can and should MYTO aimultaneou5ly  towards 5earIty  on all front5,

not linking progress  on one front with movement  on another but redoubling our

effort.0 in all area*. Hcemvor , in 50 doing, political realism requires  that we

recoqixe  the mique ai~ificance of diearmament  ar a myetem-forming  prc)ce55  that

proVidr5 material guarantees of security  and confi&nclr  and that erect8 a phyeical

barrier againat Ware.

The Coapcehensive  Program of Global &curity throua  Diearma~nt  pu.. forward

by the 8uviet mien on 15 January La6 teproaonta  a fuelon of new political

thiinking  a n d  a  p l a t f o r m  o f  oonsxete a c t i o n s . The pcogranme  envieagee: the

l linjlstion of all means  of ma55 amihilation;  a guarantee of pe5ce in outer SpaCQ;

5imificant Ke&ction5  in arrci foccm3  and  convantionel  weapne  end limiting  t h e

miltary  captiilitie8  of Staten to a level of reasonable  5ufficiency. The core Of

the pcograme !e the plan 7or eliminating nuclear weapon8  from the planet within

this aentury  and an effective ban on speoe 5triku weapons. It5 fmdamentally new

aepeat is the faat that it envirag5r  not merely the final objective but practical

diearmement  neaeures with a pceaimo  time-table and desimed to be implemented

within a hi5torically  l hcrt 5pace of time. The prograglane  15 large 5cale, bold end

ptagmtic. It is very specific both in procedure5 and in the timing of it5

imp1 aenta  tion. Another Of its &aracterirtia5  is that it is drawn up taking fuli

account of prrent-day realitiee. It take5 intn consideration the views and

concern5 of other State.,  inaluding nuclear Staten, and the intereetn of equal

5ecurity  for all, without prejudice to anyone.

OKlO a5peCt'Of OUK program  Of security through  disarmamnt that deserve5

l peaial mention i5 iti pcofeurdly  demxratic  nature. It5 goal is the

5Olfdi5rOluti~  of the co-called  malear Club. We believe that the prestige  and

dimity  of a greet Power should not be aeeoaiated  with nualear or other kind5 of
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weapons but, rather. with it5 contributim  to di8araarent ad to the eetcrbliehment

of security for all, without e2meption.

The huge constructive potential of the pogramo  and of the new polltim

thinking that gave rise to it were alma given vivi~d expreeeion in the pa&a90 of

important Soviet proposals glade at &e meeting in mykjavik. Had they been

acceptzrd, a new ua in the life of nankind  would have been ushered in - e

nuclear-free era.

Of amrae, f&e imeue  of nuclear dimarnemnt  aannot be fully solved bebeen  the

USSR and the ulited  State13 alcne. Dimrmrmt  18 the amcern  of enah md eveKy  are

of us. What is me&d  is vigorous action by all Statee,  truly joint, rany-81-d

and cmcmtratud  efforte devoted to cruaial  aream,  effort@ that m&e use of all the

creative and ingeniam potehtial  of thm world cornunity of naticm.

A nuclear-free world ia the ccmcarn  of the entire intmnatimal camaurity  end

of each and every Stata. The Soviet delegatia. fully agreem  with Poreigr

Minister Andersmn of Weden,  who etatads

"Nuclear diearaamnt.  la not the conaern  of the nuclear Power8 alone.”

(A/4l/PV.10,  p .  86)
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The priority area of nultilatocal  offorts  is the ending of nuclear testing.

It is the simplest, clesrest , and met effective step which wuld be taken

forthwith to wind down the arms race. We believe it imperative to enbark

finally on full-scale talks on the cessation of nuclear explmions once and for

a l l . This reflects the will of the overwhelming -jocity  of Strtes  which are

calling for a stop to be put to the endless chain of nuclear tests designed t-

perfect nuclear arsenals and create epsce weapons. we vbhole-heartedly  endorse the

appeal of the representative of Mexiw, Mr. mblea,  for 1y1 immediate solution of

this question. We entirely agree also with the view of the repcesen~tive  of

India, Mr. hZi, that a w*rehensive prtiibition  of nuclear testing if3 an

impeca  tive.

NOW when horizons of a nuclear-weapon-free world are emerging certain other

questions reaaselessly  ariser how can we work to reach agreement on the

e l iminat ion  o f  nuclesr  w e a p o n s  i f  a t  t h e  8ame  t i m e  t h e y  a r e  b e i n g  continuously

refined? How can one call for trout from partners if one reserves the freedom to

disrupt equality in the course of disarmament?

It has bacmme  axtolas tic that politics is the art of the possible. In the

nUClesr space  age a new underatanding is emerging of the art of politics as the

ability and wurage to rise abova na ticnal md State interests and to make

choia4s  - no matter how difficult they may be - in favour of the corm\on interests

of mankind. One such difficult decision  for us was the further extension to

1 Janwry  1987 of our ulqilateral  moratorium on nuclear explosirms.  That was a

practical deed demonstrating the sincerity of our intentions, our determination to

act and, at the sams time, to enwuraje  other0  lo a c t . This action has been

appreciated on i te merits by everyane vho places practical deeds at the top of the

SCalC.
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We hear energetic demands in the Wited  titions  that the Q~ited States should

join the Soviet morator  turn. A Soviet-American and, subaeguently, a multilateral

moratoriuar  would undoubtedly  help to prevent the testing of nuclear weapclne  aleo on

a treaty basis.

The Soviet Unicn is open to any ways and means of verifying the cessation of

tests, including the establishment of a wald-vi& supranational vetifiostion

netwoc k. Valuable rewsassndstiona  were put forward by the Conference of the

Non-Aliwed  Movement in Harare. The Lhited Wtions,  we think, will support the

propooaLs of the five continents for ensuring compliance with the ObligstiOIi not to

carry out nuclear explosions. The Soviet uliar,  we &cLce today, will accept all

reW~ndatiCns  produced under United Nations auspices.

Our delegation is authorised today to affirm that the Smiet Ulion ie ready to

sipl  a treaty on the complete prohibition  of nuclear-weapon tests, at any time and

in any place. Ws are oven prepared to do it here, in the ulitid Mtions  itself o

Wr the Soviet Unicn, any ver aims are acceptable - bilateral Soviet-American

negotiations) trilateral, with the participation of Crest  Britain) a multilateral,

within the framework of the Conference  on Disarmamnt.

Another extremely imP rtant area fa incrrasing  multilateral efforts is

nu&ear di.,armanmnt,  aimed at achieving secure, vet ifiable and verified agreements

designed to bring about a radical re&ction  in and the tot.4  elimination of nuclear

weapona. Today we art presenting a proposal to proceed immediately to an exchange

of views ar these questions among all the nuclear Powers in parallel with the

SovietdmeC  iosn negotia tione on nuclear and space weapons.

Tn the course of such a multilateral ex&aIge  of views a range of substantive,

concrete questions wuld be diecxleeed,  particul.ar:y  the cessation of the
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mawFauture  of fiwicosble and fwicnable  nuclear  mter  ials la the pucpoae  of

developing snd n anufactur ing ueapns)  a 8y8ter for eliminating nuclear weapons,

fmduatal principle8 for approaching  verifiostion  of multiIateca1 measures for

nuclur discltasmnt,  and the time for involving the nuclear Pwer8  in the prooess

of nucleas di8armamnt. That 18 our nw propo8al ad it proceed8 From the premise

that the paCtiCe implrwntation  of nuclear di8armsant  meaaufea affecting other

nuclear Powas  would take place ai'tar a radical reduction of USSR and ulitsd States

nuclvc  ar8enal8  .

We 8hould like to 8ee the Conferen- ~1 Uisummnt  finally get down to

buine8mllke  negotiations m nuclear di8armsaent  and meaaura  for preventing

nuulrar  war.

It lo n o t  jumt. a  r a t t e r  of our 8upporting those idsag. We find acceptable the

pcopomal8  fa the l labaation of aultiIatua1 agreement8 to rebce the .-isk of

nuclur war , 8imilar to the bilateral agreemnt8  wncluded  with the participation

of the USSR in the 1970s. we are in favour of busine8slike  diocuasioh  of the

Proposal8  by the UIibd Natiam  SeoretaryGonual,  Mr. Javier P6cee de Cudllar,  for

the utabli&arsnt  of a ultilateral  nuclear alert centre. Clearly, the very idea

of Ouch a cantre 18 wntradicted  by the oceation of "8tar war8g weapons and the

nualear l ru raae.

The Soviet Unim 8upport11  the democratic demnds  of peoples in various pnrta

of the world fa the creation in thae area8 of nuclea -free rcne~b. The USSR has

taken a pcincipled stand in favour of the eatablishwnt  of OU&I acmes, including a

I.
nuclear-free corridor in Central Europe) srme8 in Northrn  durope, the Balkans, the

korean peninru;,  and Bouth-last  hsia. We call upon all nualesc States to
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guarantee such ,I zone in the South Pacii!ic. The USSR 18 symQethetic in principle

t0 the question of creating a zone of peace and co-operatiar  in the South Atlantic,

a8 proposed by Bran  il, and the idea of declaring the South Atlantic a nuclOaC-fCW

zone.

We do not want to see nuclear weapons t&kirlg  over  new ~rritOrie8.  We want to

s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  non-proliferation rdgime. Canptehen8ive  8trengthening  of that

rdgime is increasingly beooming a paramount tank for multilateral action in the

international arena. Wa, nuclear and non-nuclear States alike, must CwOlVO  this

question together. A reliable basis for such joint action  la the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Mclear  Weapons (NPT), which in practice he8 pawed  its

effectiveneee rnd viability. HOwever, it ia impo88ible  to werlook the growing

nuclear a&itionm of Israel and South Africa or ';o disregard reports about attempts

ta develop nuclear weapons in the South Africa-Israel-Taiwan triangle, an well am

in Pakistan.
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It is neceeeary to ensure, on a broad multilateral bamiir,  the speedy

implementation of the rewnmurndations  of the ih.ird *view Conference of the

Non-Proliferation Treaty, held lant year. on the same baste, efforts should be

continued  to further enhance the role of the Xnternational  Atomic hergy Agency

(IAEA) both in strengthening the non-proliferation rtlgime and in creating safe

conditions for the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

Preventing an arms race in space is the mivueal ana ,~vret.ary concern, and

ConseCluentiy  a high-priority task for the United Nations. At the last session  of

the ulited Nations General Assembly, 151 colntriee  voted in favour of an immediate

Solution for this issue.

The Soviet Union ie deeply convinced of the need for a radical ban on the

development , testing and deployment of space-strike weapons.

At the same time, in this field too, we are not saying “all or nothing”. We

are in favour of important partial steps in that direction. Moat urgent among them

i5 the strengthening of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. In Reykjavik  the USSR

proposed that that specific measure be implemented. The ulited Sates, however,

rejected that approach, which posed no threat to it whatsoever and did not affect

it8 genuine security interests, and flatly refused to confine research, development

and testing under the strategic-defence-initiative progranme  to the laboratiry.

The President conten&d that he needed the programme to ensure that America and its

allies remained invulnerable to a Soviet missile attack. J?or that matter, however,

the Soviet side has proposed that all the etrategic  nuclear weapons of the United

1 State8 of America and the USSR be eliminated ... and under strict control. So the

ques tioq ac toes, and I put it to the United States delegatiar: why would there be

a need to aecure *the freedom of America and its; friends” against Soviet nuclear
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missiles iE no such missiles existed? If there were no nuclear weapons, what

reason would there be for defence against them?

In the light of hat happened in Reykjavik, it has become absolutely clear

that the entire “star wars” venture is purely militaristic in &aracter  and

designed to achieve military superiority over the Soviet ulicn. The chimera of

military supremacy - I cannot use any other word - turned out to be more powerful

than the need to take a necessary step, and prevented the sides from adopting

decisions that might have become h Letor  ic for the entire nuclear and space age e A

turnabout in world history did not occur, although it was possible.

The urgent need to resolve without delay the question of preventing an arms

race in outer space is now, after Wykjavik, felt more intensely than ever before.

The Dnited Nations must speak out in defence of outer space. At the Geneva

Conference on Disarmamant,  negotiations should at last be started cm the conclusion

of an agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space in all

aspects, including the working out of accords on such partial steps as a ban on

offensive space weapons of the “space-to-Earth” and “space-to-space” class,

renunciation of the development of new anti-satellite systems and the elimination

of those that already exist , and ensuring the immunity of artificial Earth

88 telli tee.

The mobilization of the efforts of each and every one of us is also needed to

accanplish another urgent task - ridding the planet of the arsenals of chemical

death. Promising progress has been made at the Conference on Disarmanmnt. Last

April the USSR put forward new proposals clearing the vmy for an agreement which

could be reached as early as in 1987. The bottom line of those proposals is the

elimination in the shortest possible time, in conditions of reliable verification,

of both chemical weap,rln  themselves and the industrial base for their manufacture.
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The plans for the pro&ction  of binary chemical we1 pans that are - whatever

WJalificaticns  are used - designated for Europs are in direct conflict with that

objective and lead to a new spiral in the arms race.

We arlk the United Nations for support in acceLerating  the a&ievement  of the

prohibition of c:hemical weapona and in encouragisg  all State8 to refrain from the

Production of new types of chemical weapons and from tne depLoyment of those

weapons on the territory of tither  countries as well as to withdraw chemical weapons

de@oyed abroad to the confines of the national territories of the countries to

whioh they belong. Here again our position is flexible and open to all ideas,

provided only that they lead to arms limitation and not to an arms build-up.

A very timely proposal has been made by the People’s Republic of China: that

all countries capable of producing chemical weapns refrain from testing,

manufacturing, transferring or deploying them pending the conclusion of a

aDnventi~  on the prohibition  of chemical  weapons.

In our view it would be useful to establish chemical-weapon-free zones in

Europe and in other regions of the world. The Soviet Union supports the proposals

for the establishment of such zOnea  in Central Europe and in the Balkans and is

propsred to guarantee their status , provided the United States does Likewise.

An important sphere for broad multilateraL  efforts should he the banning of

the developnt?nt  of non-nuclear weapons based on new physical principles whose

destructive capabilities come close to those of nuclear weapons or other weapons of

lass annihilation.

Movement towards genuine security through disarmament requires that, along

1 with the eltmination  of weapons of m.lss  destruct.ion, conventional armaments and

arrd focccs should be subject to agreed reductions.
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Th in problem  too ir an urgent one . Bmoaume  of a nuhor of their

characterimtico,  ma-called oonvontional  weapons oomo vary clcme to being weapons  of

mnmm damtruction. Rsportm  clbaut Ulited Stites planm to accolorate  the introbucti~

of the technology  for the rapid oonvormian  of conventional dolivory  vehiclw into

nuclear delivery vmhiclem in NA’IQ’m l ymtmm of arammontm are cawing conmidorablo

alarm. The implrpentation of au& planm woultl l erioumly undmrmine  the vmry

pommibillty  of vo~iFicmtion of nucleu dimarlb!lmmt aaamuru, lower the nuolmar

threshold and throaten to demtabilizo  thr military-•tratigic balance.

In thm retiction  of convmntianal armamentm,  too, the 80vimt UILon and itm

Warsaw Treaty alliem are ready  to go am far mm othmr Stmfxm arm prmprrrmd to go.

That le an er to thoao who todmy raimo th quutlon of convmntional wmapnm. 1

should like to remind thorn that the Soviet Unim and its alllam in thr Mrmaw

Treaty came forward with ocncrote pcopomalm  on vrry auboCantia1  atm In aramd

forces and arrasmsnts  in ELlrop, fror the Atlantic to the Uralm,undmr vary

far-reaching control mecuure8.
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The objective !s significantly to retice  the level of military threat on the

continent. As early as the beginning of the 19908,  under cur proposals, the

redrctiona  would reach 25 per cent on each side, amounting to more than 1 million

mm. AlSO Of great importanor-  vould be success at the Vienna negotiaLions  on the

mutual reaction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe. The Smtet  uliola

al.50 poposes reticing to the limits of reasonable adequacy the arn,d  for--s and

conventional armaments in Asia.

We aCe in favour of establishing reliable barriers to the proliferation of

conventicnal  arms. In our view, it is becoming increasingly urgent to aQpt

measrlree to peTvent  the spread of so+aJled inhumane types of conventional wespons

covered by the 1981 international Convention. We cannot fall to note in this

regard that the delay bv the United  States  and some of its allies in ratifying the

Convention is in fact preventing us becoming an effective instrument of arms

limitation.

The Soviet Union has nc desire to h.ave its troop stationed anywhere  outside

its national boundaries. That question is also open for discussiar,  and we believe

that it tea be settled in circumstances of increasing trust and with the

implementation of measures of military &tents.

In ordrr t0 put ~1 a practical level another disarmament  question - that of

curbing the arms race in the vast expanses of the oceana and seas, we must bgir

talks, with the parti.cipation  of all the major Pawere and other States concerned.

We are in favour of taking measures in this field both at the global level and in

thu regions of the Pacific rend  Ind?a.?  oceana, as well as in the Uecliteraanean.

The Soviet IIion supports turning the Indian Ocean into a zOne of peace, tn

which there will be no r-m for the presence of the naval unitu of foreign States

tiwe coasts are not washed hy that ocean’s waters. in ordar to promote the
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convening wi 1’ delay - not later than 1988 - and the successful holding of an

in \Rr nation21 ~onCz~.iar~ce  on the Indian &ean, we are ready to agree with the Unimd

States and other zmjor naval Powers m freezing md ai~1ficmtl.y r e d u c i n g  all

military activities in the Indian Qlean  area.

We hnvr put forward a canpler of proposals aimed at ensuring peace and

seclrrity  in the bditerrancan. It has beaom necessary to establish within the

framework of the united Wations or outside it appropriate nmchinery  for drawing up

pr actica meaeures  to transform the Wediterranean  into a region of stable pee,

security and oo-opsration.

The Soviet Union proposes that negotiations be yitiated  on the reduction of

naval activities in the Paci fit, particularly those of nuclear-armed vessels. The

Strengthming  of stability could also be promoted by limiting the competition  in

anti-s;lbmar  ine war fr-e - in L. titular , by reaching agreement to *Erain from

anti-submarine warfare in certain areas of the Pacific. That would constitute a

substmtltil  confidence-building  measure.

Naturally,  with regard to queations  of limiting and reducing naval activities

and armaments attention is focusad abme all on the world’s two largest navies,

those of the Soviet Union and the Ilnited Statea. We proceed from the premise that

the measures and ,alke  proped by the Soviet Union in this regard could be between

the Soviet Union  and the KJniteC  States at the first stage, and that oth~vr major

naval Powers could join them SubsWhqentlY  -

A number  of delegations hava raised the questicrn of limiting nuclear naval

armaments. That question Ligured prominently in last year ‘8 Ilnited Nations etudy.

The Soviet Union  is r$ady to consider possible ways to reduce this oomponent  of the

naval capabilities of St43 tea as well., both i n  t h e  ovarcrll cartext  o f  measureq to

limit those capabilitiee  and at the relevant  negotiations on nuclear arms.
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The question  would be KrOlVed  in a radical uy in the proce8m  of implementing th@

PKogKaRW we have propoaod for tho cotrq~lete  elimination of nuclear weapna.

W almo believu  that with regard to increaeing  the safety  of the sea-lane@  and

building confidence the time haa coma to work out a multilateral agreement on the

prevrrtion  of incident8 cn the high soas and in the air epce dscWe them.  We

Kogard  favourrhly  the nay in which the KepresSntative  of Sweden, Mrs. Theorin, has

&alt  w.lth the Stiject. We coulil indeed build bore upon the exiating

&MJiat*nKican  and 8~ irt%citiah  agcamamts  on tbo subject.

A n  tnalimclble  aoeoc&hd  mtter  amtained  in all bibt.ral  a n d  mu\tihteral

agKMlwnt8  h collpr&en~ive  and vary l trict vorificntion  at all rtages of aCme

reductiona,  involving both natimal technical means md intrnational  procedUKeS.

up to and including on-site inspections. The Soviet Union  itx ready to negotiate

ny eddlticnal  verifiartion  meamurm. Furthermore, ie the soviet tmion and the

ulibsd 8tJltOO net out upon the mth of nuclear dlSaKammnt  we hall make our

paition on verifioation even tghter. In a poet-nuc*leal environment, whidl calls

fOK S ~KtocUlaK aenae of reeponaibility,  verification must be real, all-embracing

nd comrincing. It hould give caplete ccnfidmce  in the reliability  of

compliana with agreementa and provib for the riQlt to cn-Sita  ineflct~ms.

Yet MothQfK  inalienable  amKxi8tad m~uKe  in OUT diIIaKmmmt proposals  iS the

freeing Of MteKial  remmroes  and intellectual and technical potential and their

reallocetion to the needs of d~elopent md to the solution  of the other global

probl~a  of today, including the elimination of ec ,nomic ba&wardness,  fartne,

poverty and disease.

The 80viet Unicm  wants ea& arms limitation and reduction measure, each s(. p

towards a safer world, to bring people not arly increased 8ecUKity but also a tea:

imIXovement  in their living -conditions. The 90viet  delegation today  puth forward
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the following initiative. We propoee the emt&lirhrent, Ron agreomnt is reached

on a real reduction in he nilita~~  l priding of Statea:  of an international fund

for aamiJtmCe to developing countries. A portion of the re#ouKceB  acrved by States

RembeKe  of military allisncms  and by other indurtrialized  countries pertici~ting

in ouch agreements would be transferred  to the fmd. Um would also agree to the

imp~ment.atiOII  of the fund's pogra#o and projectm  Wing, in particlllar,  Ubited

Nations ahanne mdcr paper  cmtrol  by the fmd.

We also propose that the partie to disaraaunt agroomenta  - both bila-Kal

and nultilatecal  - accoapany  such agKeOmeK)ti with l tstement@ of the aiae Of funds

thus released ahd the p+opoction of thorn  to be allocatad for asrirtance  to

developing count lea. The Smfiet  Wiion im ready to start negotiations  on the

pf'inciple Of transferring part Of th0 fun& freed in the pK0~eem  of diaarmaunt  to

aesimt the developing ~Ount~ie~~, including the e8tsblirhrrrt  Of appKOpKiatU

internctimal  machinery.

We are disappointed that, owing to the actlonm  of the uhitsd StaUa and sa

Other Western  COMtKielB, the mlted Nations &~ciaion on the convming of ah

international oonferenos on the KelaticnahiP  bebreen disumarnt  and &velopent

has not been cacc led out. The tanks that would faoa euch a cunference  are beco*ing

paKtiCu~aKly urgent, and we should like to see it Convened in 1987.
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wt, offer peaceful alternatives to military assesbly lines. tmtesd  of

competition in building up nuclsac arsenals , we offer co-operation in the peaceful

useof theatan , with the establlshment of an int~natianal  rdgime for the safe

davelOpent  of nuclear power. Instead of mOta~  warsa, we Offer  .atar  peace":

co-operation in a peaceful outer space, the eutablihmmt  of a world spsce

oKg3niZation, the lmplemntation  of large-ocale  projects through joint efforts.

Insteati  of the pro&ction  of! chemical weapons, we offer the pooling of efforts to

develop a psaocfkl  chemical industry. Wa welooms the decision taken at the second

Review Conference on the Conventiou on the Prohibition  of RacteKiological

@iolOgical)  Weamna, recently held at (;oneva, uonmrning the ~'~elopnent  of

pesceful OD-OpeKaliOn  in promising areas of bacteriology.

All of this constitutes  a promising  atmcmphere  for the developnent of the

latest technologies, fa deriving profits and creating jcb~ in both market and

planned eoonollriea, and for sharing ecientific  and tec&nological  achievements with

developing countries.

Cur proposed pKogKanmIe  of disarmament provides for the comprehensive

strengthening of the legal foundation of this process, baaed G: the premiee that

the road to genuine searcity  lies through ti:e attainment of binding and reliable

agreements on arms limitation md re&cticn. At this crucial time, *en we face

the Very urgent task of working out and concluding new accords that would

mterially lessen the threst  of war, it is vitally important to treat existing

agreements carefully and to ensure  the moat  scrupuloue oonpliance with them by all

paKtiCipants and 11, all respects. It is also extremely important  to refrain from

any action that could lead to the erosion or circumvention of euch agreements.
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lb be mure, under the terme of some agreemanta, the parties have the right to

abrogate a relevant colaPitment  in accordanon  with their ayn supreme national

intereats. mday , however, the supreme intereat  of all mankind lies in rehcing

the ephere of the material preparations for war. Therefore, the Soviet Union ia

today propoeing that States should voluntarily  relinquih their right to withdraw

from arms limitation agreements and, of course, that they should abide ecrupuloualy

by the obligations they have aseuned-

The role and responsibility  of the United Nation0 are particularly imprtint

in the collective efforts of Statea. A new era of concrete acticn cunfrcnta the

united Nationa with nw challenges and raquiree from it a serioue  reorganizaticm,

with a view to enhancing its affectivenoes  and prc&ctivity  and to turning it into

a qenui.ne.centie  for harr?c?nizing  the actions of States in order to remove the

danger of war in material term.

The Wited  Uatione must play an tndiepensable and unique role in ensuring

movement towards a world without nuclear weapon6 , a world in which evcryane’s

security will rest upon the nearity of all and upon the strength of right and

morality rather than upon the strength of armammts. It must hecolne  me of the

most important guaranfmrs  of the stability of such a wor,ld. An wan wieely  noted by

Preeident Miguel de la Madrid of &xioo,  the Orgmiaation  must “guarantee peaceful

and rational coexistence“. (_s/‘l/PV.S, p. 22)

The essence of that process, aa WC see it, is to ensure that all States seek

.wlutions  to their eccurity concerns, not as enemies but as partner 8, and by

political means, in particular here at the Wited  Nationa, rather thrm within the
I,

framework of reetricted  military allianoea or thro~~:h n-7 moana of waging war.
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The Soviet Union ie in favour of enhancing the effectiveneae of United Nations

machinery in ths field of disarmamsnt. We are in favour also of holding, in 1988,

a prodctive  third special aeaaion of the General Aeaembly devoted to diaarmamentr

and of the early eetabliehment of a preparatory body for that purpose. We Support

the propoeal of Cyprun  to hold epecial meetings of the Security Council to coneider

queetiona ~nCX?rning  diearmament  and the prevention of nuclear  war. That proposal

lb consonant with our idea of opening dialogue between nuclear Powers that are

permanent membera of the Security Council and of conducting a round-table meeting

of their leaders.

It is important to ensure tnat United Nations decisions on the key iesues of

curbing armaments do not remain ao many teces of paper, and that. all States

respect United Naticne reoomoendatione, partlculIr?rly  those adopted by conSenSue,

and in their practical actions bide  by the political cbligatione they have

aesuncd. We believe that the question  of resolutions  on diaarmae&W)t  pf&lems

raised by the repreeentative  of the United Kingdan, Mr. Renton,  was most timely.

We welcome the question he raised, but we consider that. reducing the number of

resolutions is but one aepect of the approach to the problem. It in no leS8

important to ensure that all Members of the Unitr,d Nationa heed decisions adopted

by general agreement and that consensus - which, aa we all knw, is usually

adrieved at the cost of ~~~moue effort. - actually reflects the willingnees  of

those  concern !d to take appropr late action. For thoae reaaone,  We fully Support

the United Kingdom’s idea of a comprehensive examination of the queetion of

roeolutions on disarmament. This hae a great deal to do also with carrying out

SUCh important tasks a6 implementing  the Final DDcumnt  adopted by coneenaus at the

first spectal session of the General Assembly devo’ced  to disarmament.
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m&Y, the value of time - of oath mcnth, eachweeb and each day - ia

increaeing  encrmou8ly. Wo o a n n o t g o  bad in  t ime to repair  or  a l t a r  e-thing.

There la only ane pact that lenda itself to change: o u r  oamcn f u t u r e ,  trhioh  w i l l

very swiftly bemmm  history betire  we have the time to look round. What that

future will be and aat our balanoa sheet in the eyea of our deacendantm will be

depends on our will and our wisdom.

The Soviet dolegatian  ham oome  to the First Cmittee  at this extremely

important aeaaion of the Crreral AasoQbly prepared to m-operate, in the hope that

the work of this authaitative  body will amtribute  to advancerunt  alcng all the

routes cn the road-ap leading to dfaarmament  and hence to a safe wald for all.

Mr. SIWi NAWAZ (Pakistan):  I have great pleasure, Sir, in l xtinding to

you,on behalf  of ay delagatiar  ad cm my own behalf, o u r  w a r m  fe l ic itat ions Cn r _

election to the chairmanship of thin Comittee. My delegation ia oonfiabnt  that

with your wMe-ranging  l xperirrce and well known ability you will guide the wotk of

the Coxxaittee  with nkill and understanding. I  ahculd l i k e  t o  assure  y o u  of  the

full a-operation of my dolegation in the fulfilment of the important

reeponsibilitiea  that have been entruatad  to you.

I take this opportunity  alao to place on recad our deep appreoiation  of the

able manner in which your predeoeaaa, Mbamaador  A la taao f  Indoneaia,chairedt.he

meetings of the Pirat  ColaRittee during the fortieth aeaeicn  of the moral A~ehly.
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Ae we survey the world diearmament  ucene, we finel little at rrhich to rejoice.

The acme race has b-m a fact of life despite  the uninterrupted flaw of rhewric,

year after year, in support of the came of dimorIrraPmt.  Weapons are rapidly

becoming more eophisticatad  and lethal. Areas once regarded as roeerved for

peaoeful  activities  face the menace of q ilitarizaticn. The throat of obliteration

b y  nuclemr  w a r  is n o  langer a  fignent o f  ou r  imaginatiar. The annual expenditure

on armamtita  has touched - if not excuaded - the astrcnomical  figure of a thoueand

billiar dollars. Mn-aligned countriae  wntinue t o  b e  h a u n t e d  b y  t h e  fear that

their indepandmce  and eoveceignty  rema in hostages to atiitione of global and

regiaral  hegemony. The use or threat of use of force, in violation of the United

bhtiona Charter, corrtinues  to be reeorted to with impunity by powerful nations.

We had hoped that last week’s  super-parer  eunmit meeting would result in

Qcirionr  to dooolerate  the acme race and in the acceptance of new restraints. xte

failure to FoQlua any Ouch decieiars  was most dieappointing, especially when the

two aldee are reported to be on the verge of a breakthrough. However, we caltinue

ta finU enwurageaent  in their expressed determination not to give up their search

for solutions.

The nuclear weapons poeeeseed by the two super-Parers  are enough to destroy us

all meny times over. If a nuclear war were to break out, there would be no

winner 8. A6 lcll9 ae nations poeselrs nuclear weapons, the fate of mankind will

continue to reet on a razocOa  edge. A ceeaation of the nuclear-arm6 race and

w-lets nuclear disarmament must, therefore, remain the foremost priority in our

pursuit of the goal of general and c-plate diearmament. We cannot affwd to let

efforts  towar& that end languish.

WY delegatim  recogniaee that nuclear disarmamnt can come about a-11~

gradually, t h r o u g h  a  series of meaeures. wo know that there is no magic wand with

which all nuclear weapno can b e  m a &  t o  disappear. That is why we attach eupreme
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importance to the achiwement of a comprehensive teat ban. A  n u c l e a r  test  b a n

would contribute more thr 1 any other single st~p  to the objective of nuclear

disarnwu .ent. By stopping the dwelopaent  of new and more sophisticatad  nuclear

weapons, it would put a halt to the qualitative aspect  of the arma raw. It would

lower the reliability of existing warhead8  and thus eliminate the incentive6 for

resorting to the first use of nuclear weakens. A  colpprehenaive  teat  b a n ,  a b w e

all, ie a legal obligation assumed by Statem  par ties to at leaet two internatia\al

treaties.

The question of a nuclear test ban has been on the internatiaral  disarmawnt

agenda for almoet  three decades and has been the subject of  innumerable  reeoluti~~

in the General Assembly. All scientific and technical aspects of the questicxr,

including the question of verification,  have been etiaustively  debated and

discuesed” Thor e !s a growing corpus of scientific evidence that the existing

means of verification are adequate for the carclueion  of a t-t ban. and yet M

a g r e e m e n t  is, t o & y ,  nowhere i n  si#~t.

While in the paat the negotiation of a comprehensive test ban was linked to

the question of verification, to&y it has been made carditional  on the adoption of

a  whole r a n g e  o f  a  whole r a n g e  o f  o t h e r  far-readring  dimarmamnt meaeuree. Am lcnq

a s  n u c l e a r  weapons exist, it h a s  b e e n  aaid, it will be necessary ta test than. In

other words, a test ban would not be t -ret, but one of the last, measures to be

adopted fa the achiwnment of nuclear diaarnrsnwt. ny delegation deeply regrets

that because of that attitude the Conference on Diearnmmnt  was unable thin year,

for the third successive seesion, to agree on a meaningful mandate for the

eatabliehnsnt  of an ad hoc committee  under the relevant item of the agende.

Hy .¶elegation appeals to thr.  two Powers with the largest nuclear arsenals to

demonstrate the political will needed for the early conclusion of a comprehensive
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test -ban treaty and, pending that , to observe a moratorium on all nuclear testing.

It f0 in  tha t  c o n t e x t  t h a t  Pakixtsn  welaomd  t h e  wrattxiur unilaterally  anpounced

by the Soviet ulion last year. We also wolmd  the ulited States invitation to

Soviet scientista  ti obnerve  and measure  nuoleer  testr  on Unitad Staten soil in

order t 1 ccntribute  to the development  of a more sffeative  varification  eystem-

pakiistsn hex wnsiatentlv  adopted a wmprehensive  yet flexible approad  ti

iuuea of nuclear diaacxenmt. we have supported  all meanurea ubich can curtribute

to this objective, whether they be global or regional or of an interim, partial OK

collateral n a t u r e . 09e au& collateral measure, rhich the internatiaral  commlnity

hax 1-g acaapted,  is the establishment  of nuclear-weakon-free  xarex i n  varioue

cogiona of the wccld,  which would contributa  aiglifiaantly to nuclear

ncn-prOllferaticn  and thus railuce  t h e  risk of  nuclexr w a r . Pak lstan hen

conuiatently  supported the eatabli~rent  of such xmes in various larte of the

gl be. The oonclwicm  of a treaty lset year on the l stabliahasnt of a

nuclear-weapon-free xcne in the South Pacific was, thoreore,  warmly welcmd  by my

&leWticn,  almg  w i t h  a l a r g e  nutiec of others. We ar.’ happy to note that the

BxcrotuyGenual’m  report to the United Nations Grreral  Auotily this year on th\

w o r k  of t h e  Orgenixation  aleo urgex t h e  conc.lueim  o f  agreewnu  on t h e  expaneim

of denualear 1x06 ar ea6. I n  itx o w n  r e g i o n  - t h a t  la, S o u t h  mla - Pakistan  ha0

b e e n  pessing f o r  the eetablishmnt  o f  a  nualexr-weapon-free  xme f o r  wre  than a

deade. We ue aonvinaud  that such a step would be in the interwt of all the

regional States, whih have already made solemn declaratims  not to acquire nuclear

weaponr  . It ia our hope that the other  countrie~~  of South Asia will. also rewqix@

*he mrit iof o&r proposal and join us in our en&avmre b creep our reyim free

f r a  nudeb: ’r wQaponx.

P a k i s t a n  remains  etralgly comritted  ti t h e  g o a l  o f  t h e  naq, JLiferatim  of

nuclear weapons. Its nuclear programme is entirely pexaeful in nature, and it doe8
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not aspire to become a nuclear-weapon State. It23 credentials in thle cultnxt. are

proved by policy assurances at the highest level and the nature of 1 ta initintlves

In the regional context. I car) cnly regret the reference mde in this reqard d

little while ago by the repreeeentativt of the SovieC: Union. Nelther tJ~e Soviet

union nor any other Stnte need have any concern regarding Paklstall’s  nuclear

wo9ramne, which is emphatically peaceful and very lLmlted  in scope.

Another measure of an interim nature pending caapletca nuclear disarmament In

the concLuuion of effective international arrangementn to assure non-nuclear weapon

States against the h or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The extenoion  of HIich

assurances by the nuclear-weapon  States to non-nuclear-weapon Statee  in a legally

binding form - which, in our view, the nuclear-weapm  SQ!  es sre under an

obliqnticm to do - would advance the ultimate goal of a denuclearized wor Id by

removing an i ,bortant  incentive for the non-nuclear-weapon Staten to acquire a

nuclear  capability. We are therefore disappointed that this year, once again, the

Conference on Disarmament made no prosrosa on this important queatibn  because of

the rigid pceiticns  adopted by sane countr  ies _

The threat of an expansion of the arms race into outer eplce Is another matter

whiti wntirrues to cause grave concern to my deleqation. outer ~pa,a,  whi& has

be6.n declared by the international canmunity to be the? common  heritage of mankind I

1s already  being used for military purposeu thcough existinq  eurveiLLance and

wmmunicationa satellites. This situation ie being further aggravated by plnnn  to

deploy  weapons in outer apace for ballistic missile &fen- or tar anti-nateIlite

purposes. Far from prcwirling efLective protectlon  aqaimt nuclear missiles, an

attempt to set up a space-bas d defensive acceen aqa inst the missiles  of the

a&ersary  would only impart a fresh momentum t.o the arms race in both defensive and

0PEens  tve weapons. In those ~ircumstancee,  exi8tinq  l rms-ltmita~lon  nqrsements

would become irrelevant, the nuclear ptalance would be upset and the etrat.egi(:



c
WC. L,‘4lfPV.  10

60.

(MC. Shah Nawua, Pakistan)- - -

anv irunment  would hecome less stable. Everything must  therefore be done to reverse

rnd halt thin trend before  technological  ,. ,delopnenta  rlake  it an ir revareible

process.

We wild xge all qmoe natione  to aaide str Lctly by the existing reetrainte

on the military use6 OC outer space cartainea  In international and bilateral legal.

in~~ulatnti3  and to adopt new measures that w0uia  bsniah the risk ,Jf outer space

being converted into yet another arena ta: international conflict and confrultation.



WC. L/Il/pv.  10
hl

(Mr. Shah Wawaz, Pakistan)-~__ - - -

Ponding the conclusion of canprehensive agreementa tu pevent an arma race in

outer sfkrce, interior meaauroz should  be sdoptaa, parti~rlarly  with a view t:,

dealing with the ih~ba6Kpmdea  of existing apace Paw-

My delegation has been follaring clozely the progress of t!!e talks between the

two super-Powers on nuclear and spcs wenpons tiich  have been taking ,>lace  at

Geneva. We hope that those talks will Lead, at an early date, to signifioant

re&.nzi.tona  in nuclear weapons aa thy prevention of an arma  race 1: cuter apace-

Bowever , althcugh bilateral. negotiatlone zhould ht welcozmd and eupported they are

not aufflcient. Wrclear weapons three ten us all and are tine not the excluzive

aOnc%rn of t.he  nuclear-weapon  Power a. We cannot accept that mankind remain hostage

to the security +y>teresta  of the nuclear-weapon 8 rten, az percrlvea  by them.

Bilateral talks  t)eLreen the super-Pcmera  must therefore be complemented  ana

reinforced by tnuPtilatw~‘al efforts. The Ccnf areoce on Disarmament,  the z ingle

multilateral negotkating body 111 the field of diearmamnt,  pcwi&~ ua with the

rsquiT:ite  forun. Wy delegation therefore viewz with mizgiving t&a tsnasncy to deny

t0 the Conference on Disarmament  the role azeignwd to it by the international

canmun  1 ty ; that can only retard tr~u international diearmane.~t  process.

The 0nP.Y item on tha ayenaa of the Ccnferonce on Dizprmamant on which zaae

tangible progreee waz registered at, i t.e last zeza’ n la that ccarcerning  a ChsdOel

weapme convan  tion. Furthe progreea has, unfortunately, been slowed by the

tendency to view many of the outstanding issues in an East-West dimenaioh. Givsn

the neceezary  political will, my del.egaticn trees no rearron  why that convention

~AouLrl  not be concluded before the end of the next session of the Conference on

Diemmrnmnt. Pskistan,  for itz part, has participated activnly  and constructively

in thha nbgotiatione In that body. We have rplsde  ccncret.: propoaala;  we ahal.

oontlnue  t o  ,)n so to brhig ahnut ,*n early a.tQ 13uccesatuL completion of the

endeavoura  0 the Contbrsn6~ on D~aarmament.
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An allied iaaue - the ban on biological weapons - was the subject of 8 Review

Conference held last ma~th rt Caneva. The &view Conference on the biological

weapons Convention mark8 a si~tflcant  step in strengthening  the Kdgim b,lnning

biQlogica’l  weap3nn and toxins. My delegation ie happy with itra agreement on

important new “eanures  to strengthen the Convention ma reinforce confidence among

the parties. ‘%eKe wnfi rllao a vi& measure of agreement on the need to impK@Je  the

verification and cauplnintn procedures  of the htological  weapons  Convention through

new lega 1 under t ak lngs . We hope that that queetlon  will be taken up in A per  itxlfl

and constructive spirit at the nor’ KsVie,, CrxlfOKeKice  on the convention, to be held

within  five years from nur , and will Lead to tt,e adoption of an a@i tional  protnml

incoKporatir?g  an inrpfovcta Verlfioation  ma canplaints  mchinery  whi& 113 at once

flexible, objective and equitable.

One aspect C* par ticu lar impor  tance to ta developing countr lee is the need

for intensifying international oo*perstjon  in the peaoaful  urea of biological

agent3 and toxins. My delegation feels that the vast pot.ant1a.P  that eXists  in this

field can befit be exploited Lit eetabliahing  effective inetitutimal  lean8 w!.thin

the United Nstione aystem. My delegation is pleased  ‘:hnt the Final Daclaraticn  of

the Ccmfermce  acknowledge< that need in its csll on the united Nation8

8ecrObKy-GenOral t0 aKK&WIge  an ONaminathm  Of thin queation in the appropriate

mitea  Nations b*-

While our preoccupetion with nuclar  disarmament la natural and

un&.rm  tandable I it houli not cbmcure the impor  tmce of arresting  the bull dup of

WnveIILional foras and armammnts  whi& oonsurns the hu1.k of gL&al expenditure r,n

arnm. It 1s biro important to KOmitId  ourselves thaP the arms race ia not always or

exclusively  fuelhd by the East-Wemt  wnfliCt)  it 1s often the result of r+xjional
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twwions  and confLIcta,  of the a&ltiona of largr and Louorful  Cowtries to

dl>minate  t-hair smaller nei*bour  a, and of the rofuaal to resolve diaputea

peacefully  in accordanoa with international law nd justice. It ir therofom in

the reyicnal mntext that many of the cauaee of and aolutiara  for the Conventional

arms  buildup are to be found. Step6  need to be taker ti ,uild mutual  truet and

confidence and promte  good-nriqhbourly  colationa. The rngicna~ diaarmal*lnt

processes need to be tailored to the speci fit situation of sach area. Pak im tan

fu Lly reoc~qnizes  the importanoa  of conventi~al  diuarnarnt and has made eeverel

proposals in this regard in the regional context.

The cloee relatianehip  between diaacmamnt and eecurity  Can hardly be

overemlJlas izad. The diaarnwnent  proceaa can beat make progress in an impcaved

111 ter national  necur ity oituatim. 0n the other nand,  an enviconwnt  of diatruat

and tension is cmdrcive  to the eac.#lation Of the arm race. Reaolu  tion of the

unhrlying  political prcblaa  and conflicts and removal of aiatruat ace therefore

essential far the crea,,ion of the necersary  security cli~te in which diearwmont

efforts can proosed su~~esaEully. It ia in thia oontext that Confidante-building

measures can contrlbute  tiubatantially  to the disarmament proceaa. uy delegation is

pleabed with the auCCeesfu1 conwLwiar  of the Ccmforena, on &Curity  and Confi&noa

Building Measures in Europe, hold in Stockholm. Wa feel that thoee q ea8uf08 are

J3lSO of relevance  tc other regiana of the world which are characterised  by

poLltic,\  and military tefJmioM.

The conp titive rolatiar.ahip  between Uiaarmarnt l nU developlent  hu b-n

reoognized in several studies carried out *under  United NatiOnII  auapicea. It au

shocking aat precious  material and human reau~~eu  should be wasted in the

developme~~t.  and proaotion  of more md more dutructive weapom uhen millionu  of

Psc">L.e in the deVelO$lng  world have to struggle merely to give themaelvoa a
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marqinal ability to survive. t4y delegation was therefore keenly looking focward to

the International C drence  on the ~laticnr;hip  between Disarmanmnt and

Development rrhich  was to be held th la year in Par is. we deeply regret that that

was not poeeit.)e. It is our hope that the current  aeesion of the Qneral Assembly

will take a decision to convene the Conferrrce  at an early date end that the

Conference  will Lead to the adoption  of concrete moaeures for the divorsicn  of

resourcea  Crm the the buildup of arms to the ecummic and social progress of the

developing counts les.

Thin year we shall aLso take a deoisian on the dat8 for the third epecial

session of the General AsaemJ3ly devotnd  to di6arNment,  tiich ia t0 be held nnt

later than 1988, and on the eetabliehment of a Lxeperatory comittee  for that

purpose. My delegatia: attach- great importance to that epecial session es a

means for revitalising the diearmamnt proceeu, which has been characterized  in

recent years by stagnation end stalennth. we lock fcxward to working in cloee

m-operation with others who share our hope in making the third  epecial  session on

3iearmame.tt  an hportant  mileetcme cn the road to a lilore  secure md peaceful wcrrld-

Mr . Ross~Ips (qp UI;)  t We are in a rapidly deteriorating world of

insecurity , anarchy and torcor lap. An intsedepemdat  world of numerous movereign

nations cennot ~*-‘xjreee  towarda  international peace and security without an

*ffectively  ,Ounctioning  organination. Indeed,  ue have the ulitad Nntions. fUt

dhen it was eeteblished,  although all the other Charter prwisicnm  were coillplied

With, cm0 provision was 5ypaesed - the meet important pcoviaion of the Chartar  -

namly, that in Article 43 of the Charter for a United Natiana Bbrce. On that

dependa,  f i r s t , the l llf?OKCeability of the decinion6 of the Bscurity ComciL,  the

main organ of the United Naticne whose decisive must be enforculahLe,  and secondly,

tha validity  and l ftcct of t’le ComciL ltoel aw, consoquenLly,  the very heart and

purpoue  of the United Na tiure as an instrument oC pctr.ca  and recur tty.
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The abeence  of e l.hiLad  Wetlone  fOKw deprivee the Security Cou~~cil  Of it@

effectiveness in maintai.?ing intarnational  peace  and security and order, and is the

cause of the preaent  situation in our world - insecurity, anarchy  and terrorisn~.

Undeclared but pernicious warn are in progreea,  on the cne hisnd, ;r.d the Secxlrity

Council and ita effectiveneee are paralysed, on the Other.

Over all these yeare we have gone on piling weapon upon weapon, both nuclear

and other armaments, reaulting in new levels of destructiveness. Disarmament

efforts, hcwever,  have been conducted over the years without effect. The ‘eeaon is

that. there has been no parallel effort Matsower  directed toward6  international

security. Without i,lt4rnational  security, there can be no diRarmaNnt.  In

coneequena,,  efforts to re&ce the arms race prme futile, year after year.

In the abeen- of international sear ity, there can be no nLtiona1 eecurity

except through increasing 4KNIWMtS. Hfjr~ce  the acme race re0ultE. withrut a

eyetern of order and security in conformity with the Charter, nations will continue

+~XI  ES,&  their eecurity through the canpetltive  accumulation of armamente  and there

will be no r-nd  to the arms raa.

The drawback of nuclear weapons 15 thet they are atmospheric  in their

functiun. Scientific research has ho ght c*lt the reality that the nuclear weapon

18 practically  unuesble  aa a mean0 of warfare. Why? Bocauee it ta abnoepheric ir.

its effecter, and it haa been established  that the fall-out fKm a nuclear attack

Wil 1 erouqh the effect of the winds, most probably return in a short time, causing

parallel damage to the attacking country.

The nuclear weapon ie tbue rendered  p,ractisaLLy unuerrble; yet t.here is a

continual accumulation of nuclear weapons. Thie ehow~ that either the reality that

the nuclear uaapon  ~111 also str Ike thn country that  usee It ie not being duly

taken into accost  , or that it ie heinq caner lookec3  becaulrc  of the aaw iced momen turn

of nt-Y8’agon  ism, Ln t.erm”  of the continued ln(-rease  In nu.:lear  arnu3ment.s.
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Now, this eituati3n  io one that calls for an appropriate reaction. In the

resolution  that was adopted last year, whiti  was initiated by Cyprus, we brouqht

out the need for the Security Council to become tnvolvsd  in ditcarnlamenr. It is

raaolution  40/1!51 A of 20 January 1986. It was adopted by an overwhelming

mnjorlty,  yet nothinq ha8 been drne. The SecurLty Council has done nothing to

involve itself in the qu?stion of disarmament, contrary to the provisions of

Ar title 26 of the Chartec.

The purpose of this statement is mainly to draw attention to that  resolution,

rhich was adopted last year by an weruhelminq majority and still remains

unimplemented by the .Sec,lrity Council, which has failed t> proceed to take measures

to become involved in disarmament  ar.d thue to canply  with the provisions of

Article 26 of the Charter. My purpose is to draw attention to this failure ot the

sfxurity  Co~cil. I do not know why the !&curl ty Council  avoids deal. inq wi th

disarmament, though the Charter provides that it shall do so.

MC. MOREL (France) (interpretatia  frcm French): The Minister  of State_^-

of the Wited  Kingdom, the current presiknt of the ‘Ilrelve,  last Tuesday rn‘i&  a

R& tement on behalf of the menher countrise of the europear Commurj  ty which

reflected the views of nw deleqation. tb did 80 witi even greater authority than

his pce&ceeeor s I past years not only becalled of the Community ‘R enlargement to

a7ntrirI  Spain and Portuqal  but irl~o because of the signing rant De(V.mber  of the

uI iqlle European dbcument  , which for the first time t&ndies  the will of the ‘bPlve

u3 m-operate  clo~r~ly on the var (ou@ aaplcts  of security. Today 1 should llktb to

give a more detailed presentatioli  of Francez~  own viewe  on the recent development

in the pltate  of international flecurity  and on the pronpects  for multtlnteral

rl~qotiationn  that are under w:*.
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The r-scent evolution of the atste of international security has for a year now

been marked by q-eat activity that, all in all, ham led to positive results.

Appreciation may of course diffe.’ on the morrow  of the meeting in Reykjavik, but we

must give full weight to all aapecta. The stalemate in Iceland that was so

spectacuiarly  evident must not b ar-exaqqerated#  to dramatire it rould  not be in

anyone’s interest. The disagreemnnts  are not new. Each of the parties has made

substantial efforts. yet it rr.uet  not be undereresticated,  because a feeling

persists of ;i lost opportunity, even failure, that io felt by all. Governments,

like worid opinion, have the same feeling, and that could unnecessarily increase

miatruut.

It would be better therefore to kcJp  a certain perspective and to consider the

result of that meeting for what it is: revelatory of the true difficulties. Those

dif ficutier,  were already km)wn, and thtv have been confirmed at the highest level.

Reykjevik strengthens the analysis my country has presented for 1101110  time. A

lasting improvement in international security dOes not depend first and foremcot on

a possible cessation of nuclear tests, or on the elimination of medium-range

nuclear wes:mns in Europe, but rather on the drastic reduction of 8trateqic  weapona

by th3 USSR and the United States, which presupposes an undrrmtanding  01) the

maintanance  arm-l interpretation  of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty and t.he

relationship that could exist between offensive and defensive weapons.

Furtherr!ore, the very ambitious nalure of the proposals put forwar.?, the

intensity of the neqotiation, and clear-cut nature of the ftnal  dioagre*meat have

confirmerl that the two partiee  have qauqed the reai priorities and have had

recourse to all their political means in order to solve them. After s0 many yearri

0r uncertainty, of reciprccal l ccuaationm and presmrrao  of all kindu, the

relaunching of dialoque is l ncouraqinq, and the final dis~~qreement does not

undermine that faot.
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Indeed, perhape  o n e  c a n n o t  m a k e  a n y  direct comparie;ona w i t h  t h e  negotiations

on earlier documents. The IIALT-X  and SALT-II agreements remain major  points  of

reference and have made it possible  little by little to build up a major pact of

what I would call the basic grammar of the talks on etrategic weapons that have

b e e n  u n d e r  way for some 17 yeara, But  those a g r e e m e n t s  deal  w i t h  a m u c h  narrower

field and era i n  fact aimed at l i m i t i n g  o v e r k i l l  capacity,  not ending it, whereaa

t o d a y  w e  a r e  s p e a k i n g  of  t h e  radical  reducrion of  etrategic offeneive  weapona,  both

Sovier  a n d  Ameridan. O n e  c a n n o t  b u t  express t h e  h o p e  of eecing verifiablr progreee

in t h a t  a r e a .
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We believe, and continue to point out on every possible occasion, that lhe

anti--ballistic missile Treaty, a legal instrument  which ia in full. force, without

any time limit, and which has played decisive role in ’ 10 maintenance of stratsgic

stability, must be rtrfctiy  comp.liad  with. We c3rtainly  appre late the magnitude

of the challenge represented by new tehnology applied to space deience.  An

aqreenent must be readed,  and It will not be simple to wnclude  it. But calling

that ‘I’reaty into question will not increase stability.

Having emphasized that the ‘priority liven to the drastic rehcticn  of American

and Soviet. strategic weapons was fully justified, I muB  t recall anothc4 imperative

need - the re&ctim of cmnventimal weapons. Let us su pose for a moment that it

had %t?n  possib1.e  to reach a canpcehensive  sgreement at Ilsykjavik. it would

immediately have raised the question of the imbalance in oonventional  weapons in

Europe, which more than 3lJ years ago was the site of the original deployment of

nuclear weapons, an imbalance which is  still a fact of life to&y.

That is why we welcane with great eatiefactim the first step represented by

the agreement reached at the Stockholm Cmfeeiena. The document a& *tad by the

35 participants was the result of seven years’ work, if we include the drawing up

of the negotiating mandate in Madrid nnd then the negotiations themoelves in the

Swedish capital. I remind the Canmtttee that the agreement results fKcm a propoeal

made by my country, e&ml tted m 25 May 1978 by the Preei&nt  of the French

Republic during the first.  special nossim of the General Assetily da oted to

disarmament. This new type of agreement on wnfibnca-building  measurs  . between

the 35 countries of the Cmference on Cmfidence and Security Building ehaauree  and

Disarmament in Ellrope (CSC!B)  perhap  did not at that time receive all the attention

it deserved. The Cmte,alce  to open in Vienna in three weeka’ time will allow it

to be put in a better perspective.
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Even if Limited, that first result is 0;‘ a historic maracter. It represents

PI ogress for all the European o-untr ies, which are to experiment with new

contractual practices of information and verificatim,  which will make It POflSible

to ensure for the first time on the continent t.he almost complete trancparerrcy and

predictability of military activities. It also comes within the gr+*ter  p0J itical

design of the CSCE, which is not concerned only with disarmament aspect*;.

There fore, a process has been launched involving on a basis of strict equality each

of the 35 Exopean  countries, whatever  their size, their choice of eecurlty  methods

or their social system. We believe that framework is pnr t:cularly  appropriate for

stactinq  on new stages towards wnventional  disarmament, whose importance  no one

will deny. That is the 6ense of the appea : nmde by the Atlantic All lance in

Halifax last tiy, which called for bold new steps.

However, the Stockholm agreement also cmcecns  the whole international

COIII’IIUI~~~~, particularly those who deal with disarmament issues in this body, who

will be able to draw very useful lessons from the Final Dxument. I vrou1.d aum til*m

up a8 fol. L-Y-. the establishment of trust.  in the military field depends on the

procedures adopted and precise actions taken, rather thn, general statements;  the

contractual practices make it possible to respect the freer’om ?f each St?nte; trust

can be established only if a detailed and rigorous system for verifying canpliance

wit-b the aqreements  is presided  for. a tangible sign of accr*p?t.ancn irr good faith of

common r 111.  r’1 U It ir; thu:; that it was po6sIble , according to the formula defined in

Ma& id in IYHO, ?r) qive cff’ect  and exprennlon  to the principle of the non-use of

focc.u, i n  a rtrqional  Cromrwork tll.lt n~~?mn  Ic) ~MA pnrt.tcularly  appropr in te fo: the

control of convent Llx~;11 wc~.~pxn:~.
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As well  a~ considering the nuclear and conventional thrsate,  we must hear in

mind rhe threat posed by chemical weapons. Here the past year has b6ea productive,

though not decisive. It is trus that in Geneva  negotiations on drawing up a

convention banning eurfi weapons have become more active than ever before. A

decisive t-ale in the speeding up of the negotiations is undoubtedly played by the

fact that chemioal  weapona  have been used several timee in several regions  of the

world it, flagrant violation of the Cm6va ProtQcol, with the r inJc that each year

the number of countriee  pseeaaing  such weapons will incre;-e. If priority ie to

be given within the Confermca  on Disarmament to any agenda item, it should aur6ly

be given to negotiations on banning chemical weapons, in order to iemovc?  the

serious and growing thrsat  they present to the whole of the international

community.

However, my delegation is very much aware of the efforts to be made and the

difficulties tr, be ov6rcom6  in order to achieve the result that we desire. we do

not agree with the optimism of those who think the negotiations obn be conclud6d

next year or that the objective. is within our raach. On none  of the key sectora  af

the convention hada w6 yet been able  to reach a satisfactory conclusion.

It is true that important proqreas, the most significant progress,  has been

made with regard to the destruction of etockpilea. Methods of destruction and

cc*rtco1  systems, * ,luding  intarnatimal  on-site control, have been the subject of

agref*menta in principle which oan serve as an example for other parts of the

conventiun. Such agreement haa yet ta be rsached  on the pace and order of

destruction, in order to eneure a balance in the security of each country

involved. III that regard th6 French delegation  in 1985 made  proposals that WQ hop

will mutribute  to allming  progrusa  to be made in the dabatxa.
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With rag;3 to autboriaad  activities and adquate  controls, we have also nude

noticeable progress. But much remains to be done. Despite our h o p e s  a t  t h e  end of

the last sessiar,  IA agreement haa  pt been reachad on the claeaification  of key

precursa:s  and their wntrol  or on the rdqine governing super-toxic  cheaioalm  and

their verification.

It must also be aaid that we et111 trave a great &al of terribcxy  to cover -

the destruction of pcoaction writs, or putting them to new u6e6, mdeK with the

newmary controls. At preamt  on this question we still have only a very genayal

t’camework  with little contrnt.

Finally,  the quution  of inspecticar  on challenge has not yet  been resolved.

My Aelr*tion appreciated and supported the effort of the ulitsd  Kingdom in

presenting a draft which is both effective and realistic and which should  en&lb

progress  t o  b e  a d o . The outlIne  that I have given cleacly sets out, alongside the

Keasma  for hope, the aream where efforts need to be mad6 to adieve the targetI3 we

h a v e  s e t  oucoe2vu.

lore  PnWally, t h e  f u n & m e n t a l  wnditione for security  h a v e  n o t  &anged.

Deterrarce  continuoa  to b e , as it will for  a long time y e t ,  a  Qciaive  e l e m e n t  at

the World  level. At the same tine, it continues to be a subject of intecnational

deba te . We regard It not as a categorical imperative,  OK aa an inviolabl6

pfinciple,  but au an unavoidable part of life, the product of a history  that no one

can rewrite. It ie indeed essential  to 666k, with the support of all canc6rneG,

b e t t e r  searcity  for  every S t a t e . 0ut the corrplexity of the interplay of power in

the world of today preclude8 radical solutions or abrupt changes. We rewfpiae  the

VhW Of those &‘I0 would wish that the world were governed by dirferent  principle

and that the security of everyone could be est&limhed on a new basis. However, i t

is  our duty to t a k e  t h e  w o r l d  a s  i t  11s a n d  as i t  wi l l  c o n t i n u e  to  develop.
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Aa the Prmch Prim Plinister,  Hr. Jaoquee Chirac, har said, there be no

alb3KnatiVe to deterrence within human grasp. With or without the strategic

defence initiative, t h e  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n  wil l  ccntinue  to be  an  essential  facts in

international M~JK ity for Europe and the world. After the last world war and the

cold war, rhich were marked by the emergence ol! nuclear weapon8, ny corntry  chose

to uee deterrents  against the more powerful in order to detarmine  - from a position

of weakness - the card1 tions of its independence md survival. We see I. reaaon -

political, diplcmmtic  or even i2OKal - to change that policy.
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It is France ‘Y w ioh tn take into account the aepirations  of thoee who, by

choice O K  by  necetisity, are in a different situation; we are therefore not

satisfied at the present situation and are cuntinuinq to seek waya o f  assucinq  Less

precar tom wor Id recur 1 ty . We consider that the very great daily tireat  posed to

billions of people does not come from the ewlatence of nuclebir  weaPon8, but from

wnventional  armed (:tjnfl icte, from ideological,  political and terrorlet  violence,

and fKaP continuing int.ernational  eccnomic  imbalanc6. Thooe are the area8 OF true

urgency and of greatest need ; we muet wnatantly  see to it that. they are taken into

full account in debates and negotiations in international disarmament forum. That

ia my COUntcy’s  view of multilateral disarmament  negotiations.

The first queetim  &hat comes to mind involves tha very role those

negotiaticne  should pLay  t.owards  bilateral negotiations - principally thoee be**reen

the Soviet Union arbd the United States - and regional negotiations. How are the

tasks to be allocated? The answer would  appear to be obvious: ensuring the

c~plementarity  of the v: rious exercieee. Dut this must be well organized , and

that is no smal.1  matter in the comparatively intenee current stage of

negotiations. ~a& country must. offer its opinion ar the division of work and

K66ponsibilitiee  in the irreplaceable fKam6work  of the First Committee,  the

Disarmament Commission and the Geneva Conference on Disacmam6nt.

I think it particularly oprtune to recall that that A_i*:ioirr\  cz:not be based

on extreme nWdels, either -here the two great Poware  would he reepons ible for

dealing with the major matters, 1r?aving only aewndary  items and pointlerps d~~~~ate

to multilateral d&cussion, or on the other hand tiere the internationaL  communtty

would dictate to the partlen  ajncerned the contant  and modalities of their

negotiatConz3. No prr-qreus  can be made through hierarchical eubordinat!on  of the

biLateraL  to the mul%.tlateral  or vice versa. only through case-by-case  qood
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management of the complementari  ty of b tla teKaI , req:onal and wild forums can the

international ccmnutrity  make ptogress  in all angoing necptiaFLon8.

I turn now to the current. prospects in the various major areas. I have

already spoken of chemical weapons and shall not do so again. I would only

underscore our great interest, 41 the general framework of the chemical-weapons

Convention, in the need for specific efforts to discourage the spread of the use of

chemical weapons. I would recall also the importance we attach to the procedure

for considering possible violations of the Geneva Protocol.  prohibing  the use of

chemical weapons. Thanks to the means available to the Secretary-General, that

procedure is a Keflectitn  of the international  comnunity's  vigilance.

Prance ts pleased t L the Review Conference on the biological weapons

Convention, held last .September in Geneva, adopted a final decl araticn  calling for

the implementation of measulres  to increase ccnfidence  in compliance with the

Conventicn by parties to it. Those measures are only a first step, but they are a

step in the right direction. They should be fully implemented, and the experts who

will meet in Geneva I.n Apcil 198 7 have an extrem+,ly  important task in this regard.

We hope that in the flrture States parties will, individually and collectively, &J

.rl L in their power to strengthen the authority of the Convention and confidence in

Ongoing  bilsteral negOtiatiOtI5 on outer spz.~~  have, In ouz view, lent gKeateK

interest to the various proposals put fcxward by France Over the past eight years,

advocating the establishment oi an international. satellite monitoring agency and

the strengthening of the internatimal  legal rdgime on the subject of outer space,

with a view to preventing the deployment of destabilising  systems and to

supplementing notification tn3chincKy.
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With regard to the question  o OUtr-K Rpl%Ce, the work of the hd Hoc Commit.tee

on the prevention of an arms race in outer cpaoa has mnfirmed  the imprtant role

of the Conference on Disarmaiient  in this area, in parallel with the bilateral

Soviet-United Stat.eFs  negotiations. In particular, the Ad Hoc Connni ttee

methodically continued its consideration of the existing legal  rdgime  a~ the

military uses of outer apace; this must be continued in greater depth with a view

to KeacfiinCj  an agreement regarding gaps in existing pCmiSiOnS, which iS essential

if We are to make pcogress towards specific measures. We consider *hat the uork of

the Ad Hoc Committee has already shown that the immunity  of space objects could be- -

souqht in a realistic manner, inter alia throu* confidence-building and

notif ication measures. We hope that next year the Conference on DiEi8KmLWIIent  will

again establish the Ad Hoc COIWI~ ttee with a mandate similar to this year ‘6, which

rem'~s &tally  valid at this stage of our work-

In connection with nuclear questions, the question of testing has been rnuc:l

debated and I shall cnly recall France’s position. I n  O U K  vitw,  a p o s s i b l e

nuclear-test ban is an integral part of more general negotiations and cannot be a

kind of prerequisite. We cannot agree with various attempt5 to make the

renunciatiar  of testing into a sort of litmus test of international  morality.

There can be no general rule, when all the fact,s show that each country has its own

special situation. Can one equate, on the one hand, the two super-Powers, which

for more than 30 years and through hundl2ds Df explosions have been accumulating a

wealth of experience, and, on the other hand, my oxn country, which must guurantee

the credibility of its minimal deterrent? Clearly, these are qualitatively

di fEerent situations. Compelled to rely on OUI cMn means, we cannot aqree to the

imposition of the planned obsolescence of our security measures.
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More specifically, criticism cf various  kinds ccntinJee to be levelled at us

W i t h  regard to our PrndeKgKOUnd  testing  i n  the Pacific. On cad, occasion UC have

been able to show that the critrcism  was based on no abjective  factor and was fq

fact a reflection of discrimination against us. We continue to work OI I the basis

of the results of the in-depth scientific study carried out by the 1983 Atkinson

misstc?, composed of experts designated by the countries of the region.

There has been no equivalent of the Atkinson mission, for cne cannot canpare

that lmgthy  mission by adcnwledged  specialists wi ,I the short visit recently

mounted by another nuclear country to show certain excavations to a few hand-picked

journalists. The Atk insco mission reflected OUK readiness,, openness and

w Lllingness to engage in dialogue; these were shown also by the welcome given last

February in Paris to the delegation composed of the sponsors of the Raroinnga

Treaty cn the denuclearization  of the South Pacific. Hatring had the hanc K of

leading those talks on behalf of my country, I wieh to enphasize our great interest

in them. We were able to set out most frankly our paeitiocl  cn that Treaty. Cm the

pretsxt  0; establishing a denuclearization  rdgime - without any reason, given the

absence of any threat of proliferation in the region - the Treaty would attempt to

impose a dgime discrimrnatory  with regard to France. Far from rejecting

discussion, we have stressed OUK wish to continue cons1 1 tatione  through regular

exr anges  on sealcity mattors with the countries OE the region. That shows our

total willingness, once having stated our disagreements in principle. We cannot

endorse our own disappearance, but we exercise OUK Legitimate rights in the Pacific

with the greatest openmindedness and the fullest reSpect for the legitimate

interest5 of our neighbours in the KegiUl. We hope that they will show the same

respect and the same openmindedness.
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I have alreac’y  spoken of our intereat  in the Stockholiu  Cmferance,  and ahall

say no more  on oonventicnal  disarmmmnt,  apart t!roe  strlting that we bux.~Ul be eager

to see the subject dealt with aoce directly in the framework of the Ccnfertmce on

Diear.aamnt. Could we not invitn each group of countriss  or es& regional body

ccncerned to put before the Conference ita own experiences in thie area? That kind

of l~athodical couparism would  be of great intereat. I wish tnerefoore to state our

aupFrt.  for Peru ‘8 pcqnnoals  in tb is regard.



A/C. I/ 4lJPV.  10
31

(Mr. Rorel,  Prance)

on the subject’of  disarmament studies and research, I must mention my

country’s keen amcern with regard to the situatim of the ~irectmr of the united

potions  institute  for Disarmament Research, Mr. Liviu Rata, who is being

arbitrarily held in his country , a situation that has for many months defied the

Secretary-General’s authority and deliberately flcmted the most bxic rules Of

international civil servige, My country hopes that a solution will be found in the

very near future. The last se.m38cn of the Advisory Board for Disarmament Studies

evidenced  the broad disapprtrval that had been aroused - notwithstanding the usual

political or regional differences - by the attitude of the authorities concerned.

I nclw Come to a subject that could represent a major contribution to our work

on disarmament but that may go beymd its actual framework. I am speaking of the

Internaticmal  Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

The meetings of the Preparatory Committee have revealed the difficulties involved

in laying the groundwork for a consensus that could lead to concrete measures.

Indeed, that is the broad sense of the initial proposal made by France three years

ago in an attempt to establish an effective link becJeen secul:i& disarmament  and

development , even if ft were necessary to take realistic and thus progressive steps

in order to do so. Owing to the lack of agreement on substantive items, we had to

call last spring for the postponement of that Ccmference. we took that position

aft@r very careful analysis of its implicaticms and with a full awareness of the

real, difficulties that might ensue with regard to organization  of the Caaferencz.

As we minted out at that time, however t we continue to be interested in #is

project . We are concerned #at the best possible conditions are provided for its

s uxess. The French author ities have recently suggested that it be held within the

framework of the third special session of the General Assembly on disarmament, to

be held in 1983, in order to allow time for all Statw ta make careful preparations
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and to ensure the broadest possible hlqh-level participation by all States.
*

however, Lt was made clear that If d conseneus emerFs in Pavour of 1987, France,

for its part, would have nc objection. In that case, of course, the Ccn..crence

might be scmewhat  different tram the one initially suqgestt-d,  and it would

cerresent  the launching of a process in &ich we would, in any case, participate

very actively by putting forward precise poposals. We beljeve  that the first

meeting, in 1987, should be convened preferably in New York-

Sigt Years ago, durir.q the General Assembly’e  special session on disarmament,

Prance put forward three major guidelines  for multilateral disarmament, namely, thf-

legitimate right of erery St.ate  to security, the particiption  of all countries in

disarmament and consrderation  of the regional dimbnsion.

The recent chanqee  in the international situation and in disarmament

negotiations confirm both the **ell-founded  nature of such broad categories and the

trelaendous amount  of work t’lat remains to be done in order to give them full

?fEect.

The CHAIFU4AN;-.--- Pe fore ad jour ning , I would like to inform metiers  of the

Committee t&t the following delegations are inscribed cm the list of speakers for

this afterrrc 1’s meeting: SC i tanka,  Belgium, “iet Warn, Albania, Greece and Ghana.

The meeting rcse at 1.15 p.m.


