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The meeting was ca LLetl  to order at 1.15 p .m.- - - .~~--______ - - -

AGENDA  ITI!% 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)- I _ -

G~ZNERAL  D~ATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr . DHANAPALA  (Sri Lanka): Mr. Chairman, I  sha l l  ohserve ru:.e 110 o f  the

rules of procedure, since you are already aware of my sentiments towards you and

the other officers of the Committee. I shall  al.90 be brief  hecause  this is a time

for action in the field of disarmament tind not for words.

(Jnder standably, the repercussions of Aeyk javik have dominated our discussions

in the First Committee this week. Whether it was an opportunity lost irretrievably

or the beginninq oE a new chapter in disarmament is still uncle,3r. We cannot 0L

course conceal our own disappointment that the weekend did not renult in concrete

agreements or even the promise of agreements to come. That failure was not caused

by lack of time. However, we console ourselves over the fact that the post-mortem

report8 on both sides  have dwelt less on mutual recrimination and more *xl the need

to continue to work towards agreement. That is as it should be, and we dre glad to

see the two sides go back to negotiating in Geneva. I t  i s  a  c lear  rea>gnit.ion that

the issues of disarmament and security are too important to allow crIeself  the

irresponsible luxury of sulking in one’s tent.

Another positive development in the bilateral talks between the two most

powerful nations on earth is the emergerw of a holistic view of disarmament and

security. Ccmmon security knits together the several areas of disarmament and the

different qeoqraphical regions. We cannot have disarmament and security in one

reqion and an unbridled arms race and insecurity in othecs. Nor can we abolish one

category of weapons only to construct new weapon systems elsewhere.

A retrospective view of the rmch heralded International Year of Peace leads US

to the concl,usia,  that, whilst we have as yet no siynificant  reduction ir, arms, the

climate in the field of disarmament remains encouraging. With the resumption of
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bil,a tars1 negotiations in 1985 and the important N<rvenheC 1985 swmnit , we know *at

a rider of proposals have been exchanged. The sumesful ooncluaion of the

Stockholm talka and the pitive outcome of the Second  Review Conference On the

Bacteriological (Biologioal)  weapona  Convention were further olluae for

eatiafacticn. There will also be fewer nuclear tasts thil, year than befomr  aa a

~n~~uena,  of the unilateral Soviet decision ~XJ  have a moratorium on nuclear

testing.

The initiatives for dimarmament  have not emerged only from thme who posaous

the largest nuclear arsenals. In August this year, tie countries of the five-

aontinent  peaae  initiative  issued a declaration of far-reading siglifioance,

accompaied  by a document on verification measures. At Harare  the Final

tk?Claration  Of the eiMt.h sumlit  of the Ebvement of the Non-Aligned Countries

contained important principles on disarmament and international security affirmed

by 101 nations. The Reykjavik meting  had the potential of realising  in large

measure the aspirations of the International Year Of Peace. That oppcrtrnity  was

missed. Whence camea su& another?

The First Comittee  is the appropriate multila?aral  forum where we, nuclear

and non-nuclear na tioM , voiae our cmcerns on disarlaamant  and security i8suee hen

addressing the agenda itonu  before UIB. This par our discussions  will necessarily

be curtailed to acme extent. The programme or work will still allow us a full

debate on the various agenda itams and pravi&  opportunities to express  our

collective vi.ews through the draf2 rwolutions we adopt.

However, it ia opportune to sound a note of caution at a time when the

financial crisis of the Ulited Nation8 hat1 rmde ecanomiee neceseary. I know the

etbject  is being debated elsewhere, but our concern to protect the machinery

established by the first special Beaston on disarmament must be eupresaed here. We

dre happy to note that In its report  the Group of 18 makes  no suggestions  for any
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scaling down of the existing multilateral disarmament inetitutione,  both

de1 iberative and negotiating. There is still a danger, however, that mieconceived

idea8 for budgetary savings ~wy be applied across the board seriously affecting

llnited Nations bodies devoted to diearmament. Thie may serve the interests of

those who have never welcomed the multilateralix~tion  of diecueeion  and negotiation

on disarmament issuer, Pbr the non-nuclear md ncn-aliwed  countries in

par titular, this would be a retrograde step, and we hope this ia bane in mind. We

have consistently upheld the principle that we have an inalienable right to diacuoe

and negotiate our canmon  survival, and the institutions for this purpcee must be

safeguarded.

This year w? had looked forward to the Ccmferenoe  on the Delationahip  between

Disarmament and Development being held In Paris, as originally scheduled. Our

disappointment over the postponement oE the Conference need5 to be translated  nw

into hard-headed preparations Eor the success of! the Conference, which must be held

in lY87. The eminent Group of &pert6 has furnished ua with valuable and

perceptive irwrighta to the issues involved. Th is prwidee us wi th a bas is to

fashion an international oonsensus  on a pogranxne of action  we can adopt ~&en  the

Conference takes place. we hope that participation at the Conference will be

universal.

The Indian aCean, 8s Sri Ianka’s immediate security environment, has been of

fundamental i,iportance to us. The great-Power military presence in the Indian

Ocean and tht tensions this generate8 wntinuee to be of sac ious concern to the

littoral and hinterland States. The Declaration oE the Indian ocean as a Zme of

Peaa in lY71 set out the guiding pr inciplea of hw we could insulate  this region

from great-Power rivalries. In lY7Y, the Stntee of the region adopted 11

pr ix$ples of agreement for the implementation of the Declaration. It remains for

an internatimal  ccnference  to he convened for the process of implomentiw  the
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Declaration to go ar. Sri Lanka ccntinuen to be hopef:r:I that the Conference will

be he1.d in Colonbo  after the M Hoc Conmittee haa o>nclu&d ita preparatory work at

a date not later than 1988,

The Committee has been assigned a number of agenda items for diecussion and

action. In a general debata  +t is of course not posllible  to tauch on all of them.

It i5 alao difficult  to make an invidious selection. And yet a010 issues stand out

la urr mt action. mch an isoua ia the comeation of all nuclear test eX@miom.

For aver three decades the qroun&well  of international public opinion for a

canprehensive test-ban tronty has burgeoned. The achievement of a partial test-ban

Treaty in lY63, follwed by the at111 unratified threshold test-ban treaty, and the

peaceful nucleat‘  explosions Treaty, wore rnd0ubtedl.y  the result  of this

international preaeure. Treaty conaaitmenta in tha partial test-Ban  Treaty and the

non-proliferati  n Treaty remain unfulfilled, rhile nuclear te*ting serves the

purpose of facilitating the quantitative and qualitative developrent  of nuclear

weapons.

The deficiency of a step-by-step approach is tha it legitiaires a certain

level of testing. Maewer, the tima lag between the steps distances  the pco@psct

of a comprehensive teat-ban treaty. We should relrtrtd ‘ourselves that it is alsrwt a

quarter century since we had a partial t-t-ban  Treaty and a cunprehensive test-ban

treaty has still not been a&i,evad. The Mexia, Declaration  of the five-continent

peace initiative made a mmjor contribution towards the cessation of nuclear tasting

by the offer of aesir%nce  to achieve adequate verification arrangements. The

Group of Scientific Experts in the Conferen  R cm bisarmaaent has shown  the mY to

organizing  an international eeismic network. : t it3 a feaeible  prograrmne for

establishing  the verification  arrangements we need.
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It is at least encouraging  that the United States of America and the USSR have

placed the nuclear testing lasue  on their bilateral negotiating agenda.

Multilateral work on that important issue remains at a standstill because of a lack

Of consensus in the Conference on Disarmament in regard to the final objective of

all our endeavours - the cessation of nuclear testing. If that be the casQ, where

does the stepby-step approach take us?

The prevention of an arms race in outer space has long engaged the efforts of

my delegation, which has heen supported by the delegation of Egypt in a modest

attempt to keep space from beilrq converted into snothe:  theatre for the arms race.

We have been gratified to see over the years that the Non-Aliqned resolution On

that important subject has emerged as the only resolution in the General Assembly

and that the number of affirmative votes has steadily increased. It is a

reflection 02 the widespread conviction tnat it is urgent that space be preserved

for exclusively peaceful purposes.

Develolxnents  at previous sessions implied a consensus on the basic prinicplcs

underlying General Assembly resolution IU/87. Dissgreement  persists on the course

Of action we should take multilaterally as a logical seowel to this. We are at a

crucial stage, for international action to prevent an nrms  race in space is now

possible. This session presents the opportunity to begin that process while

affirming that exiatinq co,rstraints  munt hold. we can surely agree on the need to

ban offensive weapons like anti-satellite (ASAT)  woqwns,  dismantling existing

systems and prohibitinq the deployment of new weapons. The deployment of weapons

in space will be an irrcveraihle step and is therefore a step that must never be

taken.

The oucst for invulnerability is inconsistent with the renunciation of the aim

of military superiority. The lure of hiqh technnlogy  warfare  is a danqerous one,
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considerinq  recent tragcdiee  caused by the fallibility of technolqy.  A nuclear

war by computer error is a real danger. Naiional security is not enhanced by

extending the arma race into space. It is, on the contrary, imperilled by a

further escalation of the arms race. The lesson of the past 40 years 18 tilat

increasing numbers of nuclear weapons have failed to ensure Sec’UritY.

As a party to the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty, Sri Lanka la concerned at

recent press  reports about Israel’s nuclear cap~hility. we also remain disturbed

over reports of South Africa’s nuclear installations. The vital need for

assurances to non-nuclear countries must be satisfied in the face of a threat of

horizontal and vertical proliferation. The conventional arms race must br GUI Jcd.

We are pleased at the progrees made in the Confcre,Jce  on Uisarmamcnt  On a

convention to ban chemical weapons.

Nuclear disarmament remains the priority issue in the field of disarmament.

While the United States and the USSR have failed to agree on arms reduction in the

course Of six rounds of bilateral talks, the only multilateral negotiating body -

the Conference on Disarmament - has been crippled by a lack of consensus to act on

the nuclear issues on tts agenda.

The complete elimination of nuclear weapons has finally been accepted as a

practical goal by the United States and the USSR. A world without nuclear weapon5

iS therefore within our qraap aa we enter the twenty-first century. It will be a

world where no shields are needed.

The enormous significance of Reykjavik  is the mutual acceptance by the two

super-Powers of the fact that nuclear weapons can he eliminated through phased and

verifiable reductions. We fin.-.lly  glimpse a vision of a civilized  world where

security is ensured through disarmament arrangements and not through the fear and
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intimidation caused by a relentless escalat~w  of the nuclear-arms race. The

achievement of that vision ia our collective responsibility as eaual nations

striving for a better world.

es IXVER  (Belgium) (interpretation irom French) : I should like, sir,

to convey my delegation’s satisfaction at seeing you preside over the work of this

Cousnittee. We know the task you face is a difficult ,?ne,  particularly this year,

but we are all sure that you will discharge your duties in an exemplary fashion.

Wy delegation will do everything poaeihle  to assist you in the exercise of your

important  functions.

The United Kingdom, in itn capacity as President of the 12 countries cL thp

European Community, presented a general outline of the problems related to

A isarmament. I shall highlight some of those problems which my country considers

the most important.

The United Nations has proclr*imed  this year the International Year of Peace.

Peace is the moat precious resource of mankind. It must be persistently pureuad

despite disappointments, the conflicts that still beset Borne parts of the world and

the difficulties found along the path to genuine disarmament in conditions of

stability and, above all, of eaual security for all. All these are reasona for

persevering and not for discouragement. The process of disarmament can only be

gradual. What is important is to set It in motion and reach a first milestone, no

matter how modest.

The Geneva summit and the development of the negotiations that followed it has

given rise to expectations - which were perhaps too optimistic - for the possible

.‘eeultS  of the Reykjavik meeting. The degree of disillusionment that resulted

should not make us lose siqht of the new and promising proposals exchanged last
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weekend at the highest level. Those proposal5 remain on the table. They Cc n

basis for progress , which we hope will be swift, particularly in the direction of

an agreement on the elimination of intermediate-range nucLear missiles.

MY Country  remains convSqoed  that Rsykjavik  will cams to be seen an an

important stage in the disarmament process, the ultiraate atm of which is gradually

b free the world from the spectre of war, be it conventional or nuclear.

The Stockholm Conference ended on a positive note. This was proof that *ele

politics1  will exists, an objective that may hwe been -0 ba!ltily  considered  to be

beya-d  reactr i s ,  indsed, attainahl?.

That Conferenos  did not, of course, oovcr arms reduction, but dealt with

conf id nce- an1 security-building measures. I+lt the result was no less important

for that, because in the field of disarmament nothing will be achieved without

mutual trust. A great deal remains to be dare befcxe  true cmfidence  will have

been establisned  among all onuntries  - confidence uhicb will eventually contribute

to eliminating risks and conseguently significantly reducing arsenals.

The measures agreed in Sto&holm are going to have to be implemented, and only

experience will allow us to judge their specific contribution to the disarmament

p-o-es. This should not, however, keep us from thinking right now about. the

pursuit and furtherarce  of the process begun in Helsinki in 1975. That will be (XI*’

of the items oonsidered at the Vienna review Conference, in which my country will

patticiprte  in a manner both critical and positive and in an open-minded spirit of

realism.
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Nor should the success achieved at Stockholm, important 85 it may be, make ‘15

lose sight of the fact that for 13 years now other negotiation5 have been taking

place in Vienna relatinq precisely to the thorny auestion of the reduction of

forcee in Europe. It would be unthinkable for the spirit of Stockholm not to bv

reflected in the negotiaticns  on mutual and balanced force reductions, eapecia)ly

since proposals have been made to extend their scope. This ambitious tnitiative  is

indeed commensurate with the challenge posed by the situation regarding

conventional weapons in Europe. FL: the decision  to be taken, in due time, on

such an extension 1~111 certainly be influenced by the stage - we hope a positiue

stage - reached by then in the negotiations on mutual snd balanced force

reductions. In respect of these negotiation5 too, the time has come to show the

necessary political. will and a spirit of compromise that takes into account the

lnescap~~le  reauirements of verification.

It seems to UP ** t the Geneva ncgotiation5 have entered a crucial stage,

especially those re?.ated  to intermediate-range system5 - which are of interest to

my country as well.

Similarly, reason5 for some hope remain in regard to strategic cuestions. To

the extent that conrparisons can be made, a substantial reduction of offensive

arse~8al.s  is, for the first time, perhaps conceivable. As for outer space, we do

not see why the parties could not show the necessary realin;rr  and agree on a

solution that would maintatn the anti-ballistic-missile treaty until they aqreed on

a system which would include a defensive element, in the desired conditiclna  of

stahility - an element that we do not think it reasonable  to rejwt out of hand.
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It is within that overall context of the negotiations on the reduction of

nuclear arsenals that we should consider the problem of the cesnation  of nuclear

tests - a problem that has been before the General Assembly for many years now.

Belgium has been paying very close attention to this complex problem. We

understand why it is at the centre of a debate which relates not only to security

aspects but also to the balance in the Non-Proliferation Treaty, which my country

str-ngly  supports.

Belgium wel:,omed  the Soviet decision to pro101  1 itm unilateral moratorium.

That was an important gesture, whose political 5ignificance  we do not

underestimate. The same applies to the Declaration by the six Heado  of State and

Mvernment at their meeting this summer  in Ixtapa.

A moratorium, praibeworthy as it may be, is still a unilateral and voluntary

measure that does not offer all the reauired guarantees with regard to either

verification cr duration. The cessation of nuclear tests is not an end in itaelfr

it should be considered within the ,*lder  scope of nuclear disarmament. Only a

comprehensive nuclear teat-&n treaty, a bAnding  juridical instrument

par excellencp  - the cornerstone of which is a complete verification system - could

guarantee absolute and universal respect.

We know that the auestion  of nuclear testing haa been discussed in contact5

, between the super-Powers, and we welcome that. But it is ilnportant to contribute

t o  ..I cueet for possible solution5 in order to spur on the debate. It was in that

spirit: that the Belgian Minister for Foreign Affairo, Mr. Tindemans,  in his

statement in the general debate at the beginning of this General Assembly session,

put forward the idea of an agreement between the super-Powers limiting the number

of nuclear teats. That  agreement would be linked to a system of exchange of

information on sc!cntific  and tmhnical  data, srJmething  provided for also in the
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threshold test-ban treaty and the peaceful-nuclear-e.rplomions treaty. The problom

of the absence of ratification by one of the parties should not prevent rhat party

from proceeding, voluntarily snd aa a gesture of good-will, to an exchange of

information. Such an exchange of data could prevent mi5interpretations  and

usefully supplement information provided by national observation systems. If,

furthermore, on-site observations a1 1 the necesssry  measurements were to bncome

possible in conditions offering the desired guarantees of scientific objectivity,

reliable data could be gathernd that would allow for better control of the

effective responsiveness of the international seismic detection systnm. Moreover,

there would be fewar problame  in relation to the calibration and etandardiration of

the eouipnent  used.

Hence, Relgium propose5 that, in a first stage, the two super-Powers begin by

agreeing on a minimal programsm  of test., exchanges of information and opening of

sites to inspection, together with the activation of the international seismic

detection system, so an to establish,  on as objective bases an possible, condition5

for effective verification of what could be, in the long run, a system for the

total cessation of nuclear tests. Such an agreemsnt would demonstrate the

determination of the two countries to seek a solution to the problem of nuclear

weapons  in general and the cessation  of nuclear tests in particular. This prapoSa1

should not lead to any reduction in the security of the two countries.

Furthermore, it would  have the advantage of offering a gradual and realistic

approach that could strengthen confidence by neans of greater transparency.

This bilateral, voluntary approach is suggested in order to avoid the

difficultlea that, in the present state of affairs, the internationa1i5ation  of an

information system could pose. In this area too, we must proceed bf st6985 and

gradually. Obviously, nothing would pravent the other nuclear military Ftlwer5 from

I
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aarociatinq  themselves with the aqreement or from takinq the same voluntary

approach. Delqium  would be prepared to join in the preparation of such  a

verification system, blat, obviously, the main parties  concerned should take the

inltiativa  in this.

Din&rmament  comprises more than nuclear aueations, however important they may

be. b?"Ae  proliferation of conventional weapons, including the most advanced ones,

and thsir use in conflicts, wars and various armed confrontations which the world

has unfortunately been experiencing, makea it more than obvious that the

conventional arms race must also be controlled.

In an increasingly interdependent world, these efforts designed to achieve a

balanced reduction of forcea,  like the confidence- and security-building medsUKe?,

cannot he limited to Eucope. In our opinion, a regional approach to those

oue8tions remains the best way to contribute effectively not only to disarmament

but alao to the IBeCUKity of all-

At the international level, 60 far there is only the Geneva Conference on

Disarmament - a forum where multilateral diplomacy is endeavouring to prepare

solutions to the various disarmament problems on a wcrldwide scale, by the

elimination of rntire categories of weapone. Belgium .finds that @-)rurn as inpoKtant

an ever, and we hope that everything will be done to enable the ConEerence  to

continue to play its role.

The session of the Conference on Disarmamen'  that has just ended has not

entirely met the expectations of all its participants. Some items on it3 agenda

WOK0 not taken up, despite the hopes of aome countries. Rut the pictuKQ  is not

completely dark. It should be notr 1 that, thanks to contacts between the

sUpeK-l'Or;aK~J, rome progrese  has undoubtedly been made.
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On the question  of chemical weapons, the recent work on a future convention

fOK e total  prohibition of chemical weapon*  hae made possible  progreee on aome

element= - beeioally  on the doetruction  of l tockpilee of chemical weapons and

production inatallationm and on 801~  institutional ampectm  of the convention, ae

well ae on the drawing up of lieta  of chemical substance8 which are covered by the

convention end are reproduced in the annexe8.

We muot, however, conclude that in the crucial area of verification a great

deal remains 'o be done. The principle of "challenge inepection"  ie still open for

discureion. All the parties  involved in these negotiation6 muat make concrete

pKOpO8ala  on that pKQCim9 paint - and wo are expecting thie of the socialist

countr  ion.
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The decision to extend the work on the convention on chemical weapcne beyond

the uoual seeeiona of the Conference on Disarmament further points to the urgent

need to undertake a total ban of such weapone. Repeated violations of the Geneva

Protocol, which have been pointed out for several years now, ahow that this action

la neceeaary.

One is entitled to ask what ehould be done to hring an end to tboee violationa

while we a fait completion of the work of the Conference on Disarmament  on this

eubject. For its part, Belgium believed in a ayetern  of control of international

trade in a eeriea of chemical eubrtancee ae an effective means of hampering the uee

and possession of chemical weapcne.

Aa the Committee is no doubt aware, the twelve European partner8 have just

decided on an extension of the list of chemical substances subject  to export

COntrola  in all its member States. That decieion is by way of implementation of

the Twelve'e  decieion to put an end to the danger of chemical weapon*. surveys by

the Secretary-General within the framework  of the mission entrusted to him have

proved ueeful, and Belgium wiehee to take this opportunity to thank him and ablaure

him of ita full co-operation.

While the Conference on Diearmament has made encoc aging progrens in the area

of chemical weapons, its record on other items on its agenda is discouraging. This

year the work on nuclear tests has not been reeumr  , owing to a lack of mandate. I

would mention in paasinq the work of the international group of eeiemic experte,

which hae continued itn activities in the area of Verification. It is essential

for that work to be carried out in the cominq yearn. A definitive solution to the

prohleme of verification rith regard to a nuclear-tt-: ban must be sought with the

co-operation of that group of experts, which has already a coneidecable amount of

scientific and technical knowledge.
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What has proved to be impoeeible in the area of nuclear tents hae not been so

in the area of outer space. On that agenda item an agreement was auickly  reached

to reinstate the ad hoc group with an exploratory mandate. Last month in Geneva

the Review Conference on the ConvenLion  on Biological Weapons was held, and the

final document iseued at the cloee of thr.t  Conference ie the very expreaeion of the

will Of all parties to the Convention to maintain and strengthen its authority.

Everything ehould be done 80 that the furtherance of science and biological

knOwledge is not used for pUKpolIQ0  of biological  weapons, which represent a

terrifying threat to mankind and the effecta of which are not entirely known.

The picture I have just sketched is, of course,  incomplete, but it faithfully

reflects the prioritiee  my country has established in the area of arma control and

disarmament. While so many other  aspects could have been broached, Belgium prefers

that stress be put on what is real.ietic  and attainable in the context of

international relations.

Mr. BUI XUAN NRAT  (Viet Nam): On behalf of the delegation of Viet Nam, I

wish fiK6t of all to extend to you, Sir, our warmest congratulatione  on your

election as Chairman of the Committee. YOUK  unanimoue election manifests not only

the trust placad in your diplomatic skills and experience hut aleo the high

appreciation of tho contrihutiom  made by th German DemocratAc Republic to the

common struggle for peace  an8 securiy in Europe and the world afr a whole.

I should like also to ox-end our felicitatione  to the other Officer8  of the

Conueittee and to aesociate myself with preceding speakers in thanking Ambassador

All Alatas of Yndonesia for his effort8 in guiding the work of the First Committee

during the fortieth session  of the General Assembly.

The your 1986, the International Year of Peace, began *rith the shared hope of

the international community for a healthier international atmosphere, after long
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years of teneion and confrontation. The eummit  meeting between the Soviet Union

and t.he  United Staten in Geneva, fn November 1985, was welcomed as an important

premise for improving relations between the two countries and thereby afi a

contribution to lessening teneion in international relations. In this year of 1986

the world has once again witnessed further untiring efforts by rll pace-loving

countries towards promoting dialogue and curbing the arm race. Peace initiatives

of qreat importance  to the destiny of mankind have berm advanced on every continent.

Of particular significance is the proposal to remove nuclear weapons and other

weapons of mam destruction from t world by the year 2UOU. The agreement reached

at Stockholm conetitutes  a positive development, which not only enhances stability

in Europe hut also contributes to a healthier atmosphere throughout the world.

Achieved in Europe, where at present the two largest oppoeinr military alliances

and the highest concentration of nuclear weapons in the world exist, the Stockholm

agreement shows that with goodwill on all sioae and serious efforts a framework for

peaceful  coexistence and the relaxation of tension can be found. The Peykjavik

meeting between the Soviet Union and the United States is an important event in

itse l f . Regrett.ably, the results of the meeting have nM yet met world-wide

expectations, in spite of the goodwill evinced by the Soviet Union. The Reykjavik

meeting opened up a realistic poesihility. We hope that th6 chance which has been

missed will not be altogether lost and that the only remaining obstacle will soon

be removed 80 that agreement may be reached, thus paving the way for mankind to

return to a nuclear-free world.

Tt can he said without exaggeration that the intelnational situation currantly

prevailing is very complicated, frauoht with the danger of an annihilating nuclear

war. The policy of ‘neo-qlohaliem” of the imperialist forces haa created continued

tensiOns  in the world and led to acts of State terrorism, intervention and
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aggression in various regions. The racsnt attempt by the United States to Upaet

the present strategic balance between itself and the Soviet rrnion  haa reeulted in

intenai,va arms-race programmes on Earth as well aa apecific  material preparation

Eor the “star wars” programme. And, what is more, disarmament negotiationa remain

deadlocked; disarmament agreements, including the important agreements, signed

between the United States and the Soviet IJnion, such aa the anti-ballistic miasile~s

Treaty (ABM) and the SALT II Treaty are being threatened with nullification. With

the present rapid pace of the arma ram, and its new directions, disarmament

negotiationa will not only continue to lag far behind the arm8 race but will also

never be able to control it.

InternatiOnal  peace and eecurity  hae alwaye been the deepeet aspiration  of

mankind. It hae also been the objective uf the international communityJs  etruggle

for the past 40 years. During that period we have witnessed both the peaks of the

cold war and the outbreaks of hot waiTB  in many regions of the world. We have aleo

seen rounds of a frenzied arms race , under various military and political doctrine6

which bear different namaa  such MI “massive retaliation” or “nuclear deterrence”

hut are in fact all aimed at gaining military superiority, running counter to the

principle of eoual security netween  Statca.

It has become increaeinqly evident that, in the nuclear and space acre, the

peace and security of a State cannot be ensured through the accumulation of

armamente; rather the peace and security of each individual State, a;’ well as that

of the whole world, can be ensured only on the basis of a new, realistic and

comprehanaive approach to intarnatione 1 lesues and safeguarded within a

conprehensive framework of security, embracing all aspects - military, political,

economic and humanitarian.
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fit their recent eunmit Conference held from 1 to 6 September 1986, the Heads

of State or Government of non-aligned countries reiterated:

“Hietorically,  Statee  have considered that they could achieve security

through the poaseseion  of arms. The advent of nuclear weapons, has, however,

radically changed this situation. Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of

war; they are inetrumenta of mass annihilation. The accumulation of weapona,

in particular nuclear weapons , constitutee a threat to th* :ontinued eurvival

of mankind. It has therefore become imperative that States abandon the

dangerous goal of unilateral security through armament and e*~ibrace the

objective  of common eecurity  through diearmament.”

The threat of a nuclear war can be permanently removed only with the complete

abolition of nuclear weapons. The comprehensive disarmament programme put forth by

General Secretary M!khail  S. Gxhachev  on 15 January 1986 - the gist of which ia

the step-by-step liauidation  by the year 2000 of nuclear weapons and other weapons

of mass destruction - provide8 us with a practical framework for attaining that

qoal.

The eighth summit Conference held in Harare welcomed that highly important

proposal and connidered  that:

“The objectives and priorities of this programme, which aimed at the complete

elimination of nuclear weapons from the face of the earth by all

nuclear-weapon States by the end of this century, were largely in line with

the stance which the non-aligned countries have consistently taken on these

matters.”

We concur in the universal rejection of the “nuclear deterrence* doctrine,

which, in fact, is aimed at legitimizing  the use of nuclear weapons and the

unremitting intensification of the arma race. Recent studies on “nuclear winter”
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have further proved the absurdity of those contentions which, after all, would have

international peace based on the permanent existence of nuclear weapone.

International peace and security cannot be secured solely t,lrouqh  sophisticated

military technoloqiea. The arguments in justification of the strateqic  defence

initiative (SUT)  programme  are in contradiction with the conclusions drawr from the

arms race during the past 4U joare. Coupled with the development of nuclear

weapons, the atratcgic  defence initiat,ve  programme enhances first-strike

capability, which qives rise to the illusion that such a strike can be launched

without retaliation and therefore increases the danger of nuclear war. There is

only one way to safequard the security of all peoples, and that is by abolishing

existing types of weapons, rather than creatinq new ones.

The most effective way to Porestall the emergence of new types of nuclear

weapons is to prohibit ail nuclear-weapon tests immediately. We agree with the

assessment made by the Heads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India,

Mexico, Sweden and the United Republic of Tanzania, which was reiterated in their

Mexico Declaration of 7 August 1986, that:

“no issue is more urqent and crucial today than bringing an end to all nuciear

teete. w (A/41/518, p 4)L

Regrettably, Borne  people still seek to neqate the important significance of

the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests in cuantitatively  and

oualitatively  limiting the arms race, paving the way For nuclear disarmament and

el.iminatinq  the danger of nuclear war.

While the Soviet Union has undertaken a unilateral moratorium on nuclear

testing and extended it four times, the United States ha., continued with repeated

nuclear-weapon test8 disreqardinq world public opinion - including in the United

States. The arquments of the tlnited States justifyinq the need to conduct
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nuclear-weapon test0 aimed at quarnnteeinq ‘t.he safety and relinhility  of the

nuclear deterrent” are, by nature, arguments for perpetuating nuclear-weapon

testing. Those arguments are inconceivable, as are aleo contentlone reqarding

verification aa an obstacle to the conclusion of a treaty on the complete

prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Numerous new proposals related to

verification systems were put forth, including that of on-site inspection.

The leaders of the Delhi Six have outlined some additional measures to

facilitate the verification of such a t.reaty, and they have receivad  a poeitive

response from the Sov:et  Union. The Heads of State or Government of the

Non-Aligned Countries strongly declared at the summit Conference held in Harare

that a comprehensive test ban was a matter of the highest priority fo: the

non-aligned countries and called upon the Unl.ted States to join the Soviet Union In

the former’s moratorium on nuclear testing. The continuation of nuclear-weapon

tests hy other nuclear-weapon States, in whatever environment they may be

conducted, is unjustifiable. A moratorium by all nuclear-weapon Staten on nuclear

testinq constitutes a major step towards the early conclusion of a comprehensive

treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests through hilateral  talks

between the Soviet union and the United States, trilateral talks Between the Soviet

Union, the United States and the tlnited Kingdom, or through negotiations at the

Conference on Disarmament in Geneva.

The United Nations haa now adopted numerous resolutiona  on othar important

measures to avert nuclear war. world public opinion has for a long time now

emphatically demanded that all nuclear-weapon States assume a commitment not to be

the first to use nuclear weapons, to be foL,Jwed  hy the aigning of a leqal

instrument prohihiting the use of nuclear weapons and international arranqemente at

an early date to assure the security of non-nuclear-weapon St.ates  aqalnet the use
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or ,hrent of use of nuclear weapons. At its fortieth session, the General Assembly

once again adopted three resolutions - two introduced by the non-aligned or neutral

countries and the other by the socialist countries - crlling  for a nuclear freeze

and stressing the existing propitious  conditions for such a freeze. A oualitative

and auantitative freeze on nuclear-weapon arsenals of all nuclear-weapon States

would greatly help ensure stable factors for bilateral or multilateral negotiations

‘ the reduction of nuclear wecpns. Wa regret that one more year has paaeed

withc h,l Geneva Conference on Disarmament - the only multilateral disarmament

negotiating body attended by all nuclear-weapon States - entering into any

negot ial: ions, or even enjoying  appropriate working mhanisms for the two rclp

priority agenda items, na.n ly, cessation of the nuclear-arma race and nuclear

disarmament, and prevention of nuclear war.

.,/I,
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We hold  that the eetahliahment of nuclear-weapon-free zone@ on the basis of

arrangementk freely arrived at aroag the Stat ur of the region concerned, taking

into account. the characteristics  of each region, assumes  growing significance in

the cond 1 t ionn of the preeent Internet ional ei tuat iorl. We are in favour of plans

to create nuciear-free  zones in various  parts of the world. In the same vein,

Viet Nam rtrongly  supports the desire of the peoples  of the South Pacific to

convert the Yiouth  Pacific into a nuclear-free zone. The Powera within a# well a8

outride the E’outh  Pacific region should recognire  their responsibility  to refrain

from causing pi new round of the arma race , eqntc!ally  in its nuclear aspects, and

to contribute  to the establishmout of a framework of peaceful coexistence and

stahi2ity  in the region. In this epirit, Viet Nam hae stated its support for the

Indonesian proposal to iake South-East Asia a nuclear-free zone.

In contrast to the attempts by the warlike forces to create military and

political confrontation in the South Pacific region, the comprehenr+ive mystem of

security for Asia and the Pacific advanced by the Soviet Union in Vladivostok

earlier this year constitutes an important and practical initiative aimed at

achieving a framewrk of peace’u:l  ~wexiatrnce  in th’ region, corresponding to the

profound aspiration6  of the peoplea living in the region, including the Vietnamese

people.

As asserted in the Aarars  appeal by the Reads oi State or Government of

100 non-aligned countries :+hose  populations occupy two thirds  of the world:

“in fact, the alternative today is not between war and peace, but between life

and death. Thie makea  the etrugqle for peace anr for the prevention of

nuclear war the principal task of OUP time”.

The time has come to back up the flowery wrde about good-will and peace with

specific actions. As declared by the head of the delegation of Viet Nam during the

general debate at the forty-first session of the General Assembly:
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“In a world that must choose between life and death, any rejection of peace

initiatives that could he declslve for the survival of out planet constitutes

a crime aqainnt humanity.n  (A/Il/PV.25, p. 83-AS)

Mr. STEPHANOIJ  (Greece) (interpretation from French) :- - Mr. Chairman, I

wish to heqin hy conqratulatinq  you on behalf of my Government and on my own behalf

and at the same time to emphasize  your lonq experience in the disarmament field and

your contrlhution over the years to the work of this Cornaritcee. I am well aware of

your abilities hecause of your past performance, and I wj sh you succubus  in your

task. I also congratulate the two Vice-Chairmen .,nd  the Rapporteur.

Let me take this opportunity to refer to the exemplary manner in which your

predecessor, Ambassador Alata’, conducted cwr proceedinqs last year and al:30 his

personal contribution  to makinq  the CommIttee’s work more productive.

Mr. Renton, Minister of State at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office of the

United Kinqdom, set forth on 14 October  in a succinct and detailr,d  manner the views

of the 12 States of the European Community with reqard to disarmament. While I

entirely Pndorse Mr. Renton’fl  remarks, I wish alrro  to present some supplementary

views of the Greek Government on certain matter%.

Greece, a country which has heen  traditiona’L1.y and firmly dedicated to peace

and proceduren for the waceful  uettlement of disputes, could not fail to SUppOrt

any effort or initiative cc.lducive  to the spcedinq up of the disarmament process.

On the other hand, we oppose any act or omission impeding the disarmament process

and liable  to result in increasinq  the number  of pretexts for the uue or the threat

of the use of force, military intervention, occupation of terv itory by foreign

forces ati faitn accomplis.
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In that spirit, the Prime Minister  of Greece, Mr. Andreas Papandreou,  took an

active part in the initiative of the Heads of State and Government o six nations

of five continents, set forth in the statements made on 22 March 1984, in New Delhi

on 28 January 1985 and in Ixtapa on 7 August 1986, with the aim of co-operating

with the Governments of the nuclear States and making every effort for the common

security of mankind and for peace.

The problems we are confronting are such that, if we sincerely wish real

progress in the strenqtheninq of international peace and security, we must maintain

a halance  in the search for measures to increase confidence between the two blocs.

The mistrust prevailing among States must be dissipated. Greece is firmly

dedicated to the principle that disarmament and international security are closely

interrelated, all the tire so since security in this nuclear age has wrld-wide

dimensions. In respo~~se  to the present threats to international security, it is

absolutely necessary that all States take every possible measure to promcbte

international peace and security.

Therefore my Government hopes that the two super-Powers, taking account of the

imperative need for the maintenance of the strategic balance, will heed the fervent

aspirations of the people of the world for the early attainment of nuclear

disarmament. In this context, Greece subscribes to any initiative designed to

achieve the mutual and gradual reduction of nuclear weapons of both East and West

to the lowest possihle levels, with a view to their total elimination, and supports

all efforts to seek effective verification  mechanisms.

In that spirit, Greece, which was looking forward to progress at the Reykjavik

meeting on 12 October, is inclined to helieve that the ohetncles encountered will

prove to he only a temporary setback. Conseauently  we hope that t.be differences in

views which cam<  to Liqht can be overcome in subseauent  neqotiat ion8. Set t inq such
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negotiations in motion would be a aonrteuctive and timely contribution  to raisinq

the hopes of mankind for the strengthening of international  peace and security.

As we believe that adequate verificatio. measurem form an indispensable part

of arms control and dioarmamont agreements , the Oraek Government is glad to note

that some progress is diacernihle  in regard to verification. Major differences

which had seemed insurmountable are now kinq dealt  with In serious negotiations,

both multilaterally at the Geneva Disarmament Conferonce and in the dialogue

between the two super-Pcmers.

This year the work of the Disarmament Conference has, as always, bean followed

by Greece with close attention. The negotiations on the concluding of a treaty

banninq chemical weapons have 3en l ncourag ing , and we have the greatest hope for

the cone) uding of such an agreement in 1987. Our optimism is attributable to,

inter alla, the patience, imagination and spirit of continuity demonstrated by the

negotiators of the States participating in that Conference.
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The impor  tace of an agrownent  ar ahomical oeapone ie so greet that any

Progroee in tbo area of verifiortion, which currently ie the moot contelrtioue point

in the negotiationc., will pave later m be a poeitive  preoedent  for negotiations

on the verification of agreemente on nuclear-arm control. With regard to the

latter, allow me to refer to the document on verification measures  publihed  in

Mxim City on 7 August 1986 an the oocaeiar of the Ixtapa sumi t meeting of .he

six Heads of State from five continents, Wore it wae etated:

“It ie the reesponribilitq  of the nuclear Parers to halt nucloat testing

ae a significant etep to curb the nuclear-arme  raoe. The ulitud States 0e

America and the Brian of Soviet Socialiet  Rspublicm, being the two major

nuclear Powers, have a special reeponeibility  to initiate the Foceee of

nUclear  diearmamsnt  by immediately halting their nuclear teeting. m

Eacilltab ouch an immediate t-t, the six nations of the Five Continent

Initiative are prepsrod to aesiet  in the monimrinq of a mutual nocrrtocium  or

a test ban. * (A/IV510,  p. 7)

Aa a etaunch opponent of any proliferation of nuclear weapona, whether

horizrntal  or vertical, Greece is firmly canmitted to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferati  9 of Nuclear Weapons. The nurPber of States  adhering to the Treaty

hae been rising eteadily,  but we cannot fail to note that little progreee has been

made in the implementation of its article VI *c*.eby

“Each of the Partieo  to the Treaty undertakes to pursue negotiation8  ir

good faith on effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear-acme

race at an early date and to nuclear diearmament  ... “a

*S wae axrectly pointed out in the 7 August Utape  Declaration of the six

Head8 of State,
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I . . . it is clear that continued development of nuclear waapons  by ‘ch-e  who

alrasdy poeeaas them ie detrimental to the efforts to pcevent  the aoquisition

of nuclear weapons by other States which havo mtil now refrained from

aoquir  ing them.” (A/41/518,  p. 4)

To this end the Greek Prime Minister,  MC. Andrms  Papandreou,  &clared at the

waxico city meeting or 7 August 19Wr

“We are determined to do our utmost to help bring about a nuclear

test-ban a8 a f iret step towards the ca~clue ion Of a canprehe~ ive

nuclear-test-ban treaty.*

The Chernobyl aocident,  moceOvec, haa served o a warning against the dangers

which can arise from the gap between progresa in technology and the unforegeen

oDnae¶uences  of human  error. In this regard we can but subwc  ibe to any initiative

to be ta&en by the Internaticnal  Atomic e\ergy Agency towards improving the System

Of safeguards and for the pcwention and mitigation in the future of the negative

impact of such accidents. Moreover, the Agency has been contributing  actively

within the sphere of ita competence  to the limitition  of armaments  and LO

d is ar mament  . The verification of non-poll feraticn  ccsunitmenta  through its

Saf !WaKde  system lo a major oonfidanoe-building  measure.

Greece i6 alr~sya  ready c;o psttictpata  with qooduill  and an open mind, fn any

disarmament  e f fo r t . While reoognizing  that the Sta tea poeseasing  the largest

military arsenals bear a special responsibilit,, Greece believes that that does not

retice the responsibility of other States to participate  in the maintenance of

stability at any level - international or regicnal - thus crntributing  direct,y  or

indirectly to arms retiction  efforts. The positive outcome of the Stockholm

Ccnfererce,  with its encouraging ca\tcibution to the reiluction of the risk of war
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in Europe, has bolstered our hope that the Vienna review mtetinq  of the Conference

on security and co-operation in F&rope  wiLL, with its much broader mandate, prove

to be able to reach tangible UOlUtiOns.

Disarmament is a multi-dimensional process and the danger of nuclear war is

but one side of the coin. Dsst.ruction  of human life is caused essentially bY

conventional weapons, and their destructive capacity has been increasing steadily.

Hence, as we have solermly declared on a nulrbec  of occasions, Greece supports any

effort to brinq about a reduction of conventional weapons to the Lowest  possible

Level, taking into the account the security interests 0e all States. Moreover, we

*hare the conviction that a substantial reduction in current levels of conventional

arms would redice  the risk of nuclear conflict. Thus progress in the area of

mnventional  disarmament will constitute  a decisive step towards the reduction of

tension and the prevention of war at any level of hostility.

The Greek Government also attaches special importance to the prevention of an

arms race in outer spaoe, and to the expansi of tJ3e u9e of outer space fbr

peaceful purposes. The spread of the arms iace to outer space would bring a

dangerous dimeru,icn to the arms race already taking place on Earth. My Goverment

is pleased to see that the agenda of the bllateral negotiations between the United

States and the Soviet ulion also includes space weapons. We hope that those

negotiations will lead to agreements preventing an arms race in space. If sudr a

race were to continue - and this is true of course for any arms race - it would

serve to exacerbate economic inequalities between peoples as well AS social

injustice.

Greece  is firmly committed  to the establishment  of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

That is why it has voted for aL1 resolutions designed to bring about the c~nclJsiOn

of agreements setting up such nuclear-weapon-free zones. In this regard, the

Hellenic Wernment  has mde every effort to pronote the proposal to make the
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Balkans a nuclear-weapon-free zcne. we have done so out of the firm belief that

*uch zmes ten make a major contribution to the prooess of effective disarmament

and si~ific~tly strengthen the non-proliferation r6gime.

Greece ah-tes the conclusion of an agreement cn the total  prchibitia n of

chemical weapons; hawever, pendinq the ccxrclusion Of such an agreement it *uPPorts

Ihe proposal for the establishment in the Balkans of a chemical-weapon-free zcnne,

rrhich  we view as a step in that direction.

Rx ewec , Greece is particularly alive to developnents in the Mediterranean.

hs a Maditecranean country  with a tradition stretching back 3000 years, it fo1lOWs

c1WelY  any COCai  point of tension that could affect not only international

relations  but also any developments concerning the security of the region itself.

Cms~uently,  it haa supported efforti  to strengthen peace in the region. Hence i t

is ready to participate in any init,iatfve  for broader co-peration  and the

unimpeded development  of all the peoples of the Mditezranean. Greece hopes that

the region will be turned into a genuine zcne of peace, fc iendshtp and codpera  tion

among peoples.

As 1 conclude my statement on the views of the Hellenic Government on some of

the agenda items of the First Committee, I reiterate that Greece, faithful to the

establishment of a harmonious order based on the United Nations Charter, will spare

no effort to ensure that any dialogue or negottations for international peace and

*ecucitY  wilL be completed successfully. In this spirit, it seems to me that the

work of the Committee could not be based on a be ter pr incipl*x than that enunciated

IJJ  the mited Nation* study on security concepts, where it is stated: “If the

fundamental provietone of the Charter were strictly observed, the international

situation would thereby be greatly improved.”
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Mr. KAPLLAWI  (Albania): Sir, since this is the first time my deleqation

has spoken in the Committee, allow me, on behalf of the Albmian delegatiar,  to

congratule  you warmly on pour election as Chairman of the First Comaittre.

For decades now the Mited  Mtions, md various organs md mechanisms within

and without it, have been holding meetings, talks and discussions on disarmsmant

issues. B.rt  the bitter reality is that the more there has been talk *out

disarmament, the more there has been proliferatfcn  of armaments and the more the

arms race has been intensified. The simple truth is that there has never been my

real disarmament. We are faoed with a situation in which a nurrber  of big Pauere,

first and foremost the two super-powers - the vlited States md the Soviet ulion,

along with the political and military blocs they lead - have from year to year

continued to increase their milita:y  budgets md arsenals of all types of weapons.

The arms race between the two super-Powers has beconm  today one of the most

negative features of intornaticnal  life, causing qreat concefn to the whole of

mank in d. This is a legitimate concern since the stockpiles of weapons, especially

nuclear weapons, are capable of destroying our plmet several times over - as they

themselves admit. There is no doubt that the stockpiles they have accumulated far

exceed what is required for self-defence. Yet they keep on arming, and tile arms

raoe continues to spiral, from a preceding level to a ‘higher qualitative and more

dangerous level, as is the case with the current militarization  of outer sPLICer

which is being turned into a theatre of confrontation and rivalry from which our

planet Earth coulo be struck.

Well, then, can the rest of us trust the super-Pavers when they state they

have no greater concern than the cause of freedan,  peace and international

semc ity? For , in spite of our great concern, our appeals and our condemnations,

they contit.lle the manufacturfng  and stockpiling of destructive weapons. Does it
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not nom that tbey hare built their security  on the insecurity of the rest of the

rrorld,  to say the least?

The arms race, which goes on unabated, in accompanied  by intensive propaganda

from the two super-Powers, each trying to portray itself as the real chanpion of

disarmalPant  and blaming the other for the la& of disarmsmmt. This war of words

haa become eo K! tualiatic and stale that me can hardly find any<ne  so naxve as to

believe them md not see what is really happening.

At leaat  let us not forget the fact that they themelves  are now increasingly

saying that nuclear war cannot be won, that the use of only a fraction of the

nuclear araenale  would bring &out  nuclear winter cn Earth, which would make our

planet practically uninh&itable. Naturally, this question arises: If a nuclear

war cannot be wan, rhy ehould the super-Powers then cartinue  their arms race, the

a~ilNJ~tiUl  of StOckpiles  of nuclear md other weapons?  We are inclined -

justifiably a0 - to suspect that, since they alme have the capacity to destroy Our

@anOt and sin08 they remind us of that time and again, all this is aimed at

forcing mankind tn accept the statue of being hostage to their nuclear blackmail

and to behave submiesively  and act acrording  to thdi wishes.

If our plmet is the habitat  of al) mankind, then who gives them the right to

make it uninhabitable for all of us? Nations and peoples will not allow themselves. .

to become hostage to the super-Power nuclear blackmail, for if this were to happen,

the latter I*ould  then be givsr) a free hand to decids the fate of other peoples and

countries.

The super-Powers should not be allowed to play on the sincere desires and

aspirations of the peoples for genuine disarmament and avoiding the threat of warp

particularly a world conflagration. It is also squally important to tell the

peoples the truth and to speak realistically to them about this threat, so as to
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avoid creating a distorted and illusory picture cx idea about  the WoblaQ of

disarmament, world peace and security.

It is a fact that the rrorld  situation has bean exaoecbated: new hothedu ot

tension and conflicts have been added to those that already existdr,  making it even

more explceive  in Some  KegionS. The continuous accumulation  of war aramals  of the

aggressive blocs of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty a, the European continent, the

increasing military presenae and activities of the super-Powers'  fleeta in the

MediteKKMeafI, the ccntinued occupation of AEghmistan  by Soviet troofJs,  the 0~”

inbKfeKOtloe  and threat%  of aggression by the United States  against Niosragus,  the

‘gues and plots hatched up by the super-Powers in the Middle East ad

elsewhere - all are Clear proof of the growing aggressivmesa of American

imperialism and Sariet social-imperialien, of their relianoa,  as never before, on

the foKQ of arms and nuclear blackmail for the attainlnsnt of their he-pmonistic

goals.

Their frenzied arms caos should also be viewed in this oontext,  as psrt and

parcel and a concentrated expression of this policy.  The huge abodtpiles  of

weapons, whether conventional  OK nuclear, were not accumulated by themselves OK

accidentally. They are the direct consequence of a &&finite policy which cannot do

without these weapons - the policy the super-Powers are pursuing today. Weapons

cannot make war of thermelves  and by thesmelvea. Someone has got to u)e them to

start war. War is the continuation of policies by other means, that LN,  by means

of weapons. This is precisely aat is happaning in our days: The aupor-Powers are

embarked on a road along which they are bound to continue, prompted, as they are,

by their policies that seek WC ld domination aleo by means of War.

These dangerous developnents  in the international situation annot be

concealed OK ameliorated by the super-Prwers' demaqoqy nt~nrt arm; ccrrtrol,  pcnxr
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and diearmament, nor by the big fuss they make &out  meeting8 md encolntars  *eY

hold in Vienna, gnwa, Stoaholm  0~ myVCjav&.

There was a tinrr,  uhen mankind hailed the fact that the human mind md

intallact  had been able to conquer outer apOe. There waa hops that such great

acccmpliShmenta  - thou* there were many pcdrlens calling for sti1utiCS here On OuK

planet - would serve the Caune of real scientific pKOgCOSm  and would redound to the

service mnd bmefit of mankind. UI x turately,  jwt the oppceite has happened.

titer  spsa~  has been fillad with the supar--era* spy Satellites,  s~ce orbiting

statlone, missiles and mti-satellite wespons. ue are witneS83ing the misuse uf

OUtOK SF03 f0K ldlttal  y pUKpoCHM3, as if the weapona  deployed on Barth, in

unpreoedented  aDtnts  md proportions, were not mough. Hence mankind is now being

threatened fKOm mother  direction: OUteK SpSOb,  which the SUpK-PWOKS  are ti.iKnit’g

ir*. a new place d’armee tram which to hlt the plmet.

The recent sumnit  meting between the l~&KS of the United States and the

Soviet Ulion in Ibykjavik, in tiich arnm ca,trol  was allegedly the mjn topic of

the talks, @hawed very clearly that militarization  of outer apLca represented the

nain bargaining dip.
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Y the Scviets, proceeding fca selfiti intereete  md not fro0 their

COnlX+Kn  irrr ~?Rarmament,  insisted  cn oonfininq  for the time being the expaciments

on this p~ogramne  to labocdtory  researdl, the hericm ~~istcation  mde it

eXpl.lcitly  clear that it would go (311 with its own programme. Both SUpK-Pa#OKS are

undorlbteoi.y not worried about the danger this new qudlibtiV0 Stag0 in the OKIPS

race pCe%&ltS  fOK mankind.

mat they are actually worried about is that one side should gain supremacy

f ‘er the other. They are also ccncerned &art  the calculations each has made  at

tbi8 time, to extract maximum profit in the military,  l clonomic and political fielde

by engaging itself, fully OK  partially, in a ~o~rammu  of militarisation of outer

qxloe e All the fues follcuing  upon the Mykjavik  meting aims also at creating the

peychcsis lhat werything  in our wald cbpebda an the super-Powas, that it is they

who make rain OK SWISI 10% and that, nence, the coat of u should wait for them to

come  to agreement and be generous UIOU#K  to bring disarmaitient OK peace as a gift to

US.

As the Chairman of the dalegation of the People’s Socialist Rsprblic  Of

Albmia  put it. *hen epeakAng in the gmeral debate before the General Aeeenbly  on

30 Septamber  last%

“WO cannor: allow the role of the international aonnunity and the United

Nations to be re&aad  to pcovidtng  a backdrop for the scmcriorr the

~U~C-kMOKu  are ~epating OK acting as ah audience which w?ll take note of

the results of their secret diplomacy." (A/41/PVU17, P. 32)

The Cmferenca  on Ccnfidance md Pecurity  building  Maaaures  and Disarmamant  in

Europe, aPong  rith the Stockholm cbcument  It pco~d, have lately been described

as a big success. In this oonnaction, mention is mad8 particuht  ly of the 42-day

advance notice about military ~~xercises, the inspection of military activities and
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zcnee, the participation of cbaervees  in certain exercises Md so on. It wcia not

in vain that the super-Pmere  oonc'entrated  thair effort8 to come 1-o an agreement,

especially on the issue of inspecticn. This was insisted upon under  the pretext of

the verification of military sxerciaefi.

We think this in tact legaliaee the super-Pavers' mi!.ftary  control over the

Uuropem colntriee~  it leqalizea  the American and Soviet interference and diktat on

iSSUeC'  having a direct be ring cn thoee countrl.es'  defence and aavereignty.  In

reality, the Stockholm Qcument did nothing to re&ce  or restrict military

emrcismm what it really did was to define rulea on bar to carry out military

exercisee,  thet is, go cn with war preparations in a civilised  IMMBK. fmd the

fact iS that nilitsry  emrcisee and manoeuvre6 by the two super-Parers  and their

military bloca have been constantly intensified Md their offensive &aracteK

accentuated. At present it is becloming ever more diffiarlt  to tell military

exerziem  frcm a possible  military attack. Such exercises are becoming pKelUdeB to

acta of war and aggrersicn, as was the came with the knerican air raids  against

Libya in APK il of this year.

The meaS and ooaann, which cover 70 per cent of our ql&e,  have also be-me

the scare of inteneive  military activity by the tuo super-.owe~a.  The

Wditerranean  is a typical caee in point. The military fleet6 and waeshipe of the

two super-Powers have for years now been cries-crouinq  this basin and threateninq.

With their gunboat policy and over' acti of aggression, the countries and peoplea

of the regiur. The super-Power0  would 1 ke the MadfteKKaneM  to become accustomed

to the permanent  presence of their fleets near the territorial ~a:&,, p of its

oourtrles - something rhicfi ta ta,tamourt to acceptfnq  de facto r)xt.?nlion of the

super-PCWerE'  boundariee cloee to Mediterraneen  ahorea. Hcwev ei , the k*d! terranean

peopl.ee  cannot but see that the SUplK’POU~s’ prenence and ti~ti military activity of

their Elects and warships in this b&in brings about ita ilitar,!  and political
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poliuticn,  rJhi& Is even more danqeroua tha pollution of the environment. hat

which they are &iQItly  worrred.  Therefore, it I8 of parannunt iaportrna  to

cleanse the mditerrmean  cf the Ciret kind of palluti~  l o ae to facilitate ita

cleansing of the second kind.

The unbridled arm8 race, which is cpbblinq  up every year odaaal n abrial

resources and hi*ly qualified human foCcO@~, ie taking place at a time rhon tens of

millicns  of FJtople  die of hunger, direase  and epidemica and whan  hundredm  of

millions of others live in ccnditionr  of extreme poverty and misery. It ie

t.beKefOKe  no accident that the imperialist Powers, primarily the two super-Pareta,

being aware of this fact, and that this year alone they will spend aromd

9600 bileicn  fOK military pUKpOaW3, have made  it a point to pea& about the great

value of allocating the funds freed fran diearmament to be urnd for development.

ISlt reality has shown that these are ccooodile tears. As of nar, not one penny ham

been taken from their war budgets and given to other oourtrlee  for development.

*at the impr ia! let Powers haue been &inq  is robbing other oountriee,  especially

the developing cocul tries, of great financial and mterial ~eaourcee  through a-m

sales. The United Staten and the Soviet ulion are at prenent the biggest arm

dealers. They accost for 75 per cent of this ugly Tad+ on a world exile- They

Sell  the largest  number  of weapons to the most sensitive regiona  where there are

cmqoinq  local ccnflicts and warn, whi& they thenmelves often incite in order to

preprre  the ground for their ntilitary  presence, to sow anath and to reap pKOfitX3

and to pave the wy for their danina tion.

Albania has always been and remains in favour of real dicrarmamnt. It ham

st!pported and wil *mtinue to support any conatKuctiVe  and realistic ateP in thr

dir wtion of true and effective disarmament, in favour of peace and stab11 ity in

tune Balk an-. , Europe and the world at large. Put qenuine and effective dioarieament

can be possible  only if it ia begun by ellminatinq the aggreesive  super-Pauer
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blocs, NATO and the Warsaw Treaty, and iC American and Soviet troops, miss tle8 and

military  baees are packed off and sen@ home.

In axpresainq  its viewpoint and position cm disarmament issues, which are oC

g:eat conoern to the whole of mankind, the Albanian delegation will, as it has

altmp dare, be making at this aeasicn too 1 ts nodes",  con tr ibu ticn to the dcba to

and the diecnssions on this p&lem  in en objective and realistic manner.

Mr. DIMEVI (Ghana): May I first of all ccnqratulate you, Sir, and th@- - -

Other OffioeKs of the Cormrittee, on YWJK  elections to such high and demarrding

P-t=. The Ghana deleqation  iB curfident  that under your able leaderehip the

GomPittee  will csrry  out its work successfully.

Statements made 80 far have again .mderecored the urqency of curbing the 8Kms

K8Ce3. In spite of the Caners1 Assembly's objective of general and complete

disar moment  , the arms rao.3, particularly the nuclear-arms race, continue8 to qKow

by leaps and bounds.

A year aqo today the C;enaral  Assetily proclaimed 1986 the International Year

of Peace. The aim was to focus attsntion  and encourage reflection cfr the

rWUiKemente that would bring peace  to Our contemprar,’  world, in particular the

speedy elimination Of the deep mietrust  and suspicions that have fuelled the arms

race.

+PinSt this background, Ghana had hoped that the talks laet weekend between

Secretary-General Gorbadbev  and President Reagan would lay solid grounds  for

meaninqful arms mntrol and disarrment,  particularly in the area of nuclear



SK/l1 A/C. I,/4 upv.ll
46

(Mr. Ixlntevi. Ghanal

Indeed, we viewed that weekend meeting HIS particularly important becaur~s  those

twQ leaders represent the countrien that poaseaa 95 per cent of the world’s total

nuclear arRenal8. We were thorefas disappointed hy the outcome of the talks. OCr

diaappoinbnent  was all the greater eince the t.wo lea tere came very clcma  to

rea&ing khat could have been a niqificant agreement, had they but appcoaded

Ilcykjavik with much greater flexibility and with Open minds.

Instead of seeking to apportion blame for &at went wrong  in IIsykjavik, Ghana

ie of tie view that the two countries should exert further efforts to narrow their

differences throucjr  the bilateral negotiating forum in Geneva. The issues involved

are SO important for all that tthe  international oomnunity expects that the talks

will be pit back on tiack befae too long.

This Conrnittee  is therefore meeting at a critical time. Ite work will oome

under close scrutiny more, perhape, than at. any time since ite inception. People

will be asking what this Con\dttee  will do in the present situation  of stalemate

and uncertainty.

In the view of the Ghana delegation, the Comnittee should renew its appeal to

all  courtriee  - particularly thase po6aeeseing nuclear weapons  - to reaffirm their

Omdbttent  t0 the pcincipletr and purposes  of the Final mament a&pted at the end

of the first epscial session of the General Aesetily  d-ted to disarmament eight

years ago. In  ehtxt, the Committee ehould remind the major nuclomr Parer8 and

their military allies of their special respormribilitiea,  as contained in

paragraph 28 of the Final Comment of that anera Aflsen3,ly se8eim.

over the past decade, the General Aseetily has given SpWifiC  mandates  to the

Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to initiate appropriate negotiations with a

view to proticing draft treaty texts ar the priority disarmament items agreed upon

in Pragraph  45 of the Final mcumunt:. Fhllwing  the renewed conwnitment to the

principles and purposes  of the Writed Nmtions Charter exprdssed during the fortieth
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ann iver sary celebra tiona, ane would have thought that the spciCic  mar&  tea

transmitted to the Geneva multilateral  body by General Assembly reeolutions

40/80 A, 40/94 L and lo/l52 Q, urging, among other things, the elaboration of a

oolpprehenrive test ban, would have provided further impetus. It it3 therefore a

matter  of deep regret, a8 one can see from the report contained in ckxument

A/41/27, that the Ccmferenaa  on Diaarmam@nt  was unable to take concrete action

because of the attitude of a few delegations uhiah, as in the past, apparently

<lontinued  to insist that the negotiationa  promed in a bilateral forum.

A canprehensive test-ban traty remains a key isbue for disarmament; i.t is the

first practical step to curbing the qualitative developnent of nuclear weapons.

The Ghana delegation supports the si*c-na tion initiative In this regard and welcomes

the positive response by the Soviet Union, which ha@ extended ita unilateral

moratorium to January of next year.

Admittedly, bilateral negotiationa  are important, ainc, they prwicb  a

platform from which the two countrien with the largeat nuclear arsenals can face

each other and negotiate in detail. It is Ghana’s view, however, that progrees  in

bilateral talks could be greatly accelerated in a multilateral forum which, being

neutr al, is well placed to narrow differences which the two might not be able to

resolve in a bilateral forum because of national biases and commitments. The fact

of the matter is that the survival of mankind cannot be left to the perceived

security considerations of a few nations.

Verification is, as is nay widely acknwledged,  no longer oonsidered  an

insurmountable obetacle to ccmcluding a comprehensive teat-ban treaty. The Group

of Scientific Btparte of the Conferer,ce  on Disarnvumnt  haa demonetrated that there

are no varificatim  problene to which te-hnical solutione cannot be found. Indeed ,

recent joint. initiatives by scientists from the USSR Academy of Sciences and their
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counterparts  fsom the united stat.ea have further demonstrated that no are can

oontinue  to insist on verification as a pa-condition for meaningful progress

towards a canprehensive test-ban tresty.

Ghana ur(;as the nuclear-weapon States, particularly the major Statea,  ta heed

the appeals of the 1nternatiaHa : commlmity  aId to freese their weapons arsenalsr

enter into a mutual aoaprehensive  test ban and cease the manufacture and deployment

of nuclear weapons and delivclry vehicles.

The growing arms race continues to absorb resources that could have been used

fa meeting the pressing social and eccnomic needs of millions Of people. It i s

EOC that reason that Ghana had welantnsd  the international conference on disarmament

and development which waa to have been held last July in Paris.

We were not expecting the non &VstpOned  Paris international meeting rcI be a

pledging co?ferenoe. On the cOntracy, we in Ghana had thought that the Par iS

confer snca ubuld prw i&s an opportunity for evolving a corrmon  approach cm how to

start correcting existing contradictions in our contempary  world, in which

mflliM8  go without shelter, medical care and the basic necessities while the world

continue8 to refine and stickpile  instruments of destructicn.

We hope that the current session of the Qneral Assen&ly  will decide a new

timstable for the conference. It is also Ghana’s hope that the postVement  has

provided an opportunity for reflection and that ?&tier States which have been

oitting on the fence will now extend the support necessary for the success Of the

oonfec  ence .

A comprehensive  ban on chemim1  weapons remains another pressing disermanent

ieeue. Ghana notes with satisfaction the systematic negotiations in the Cmferencs

on Disarmament on the issue of a chemical weapons ban. It. is Ghsna’s hope that

outstanding technical and political issues will be resolved and a treaty capable of

attracting universal adherence will be prepared. Similarly, we welcome  the outcome
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of the secmd Review Conference on Bscteciologioal  (Biological) Weapons and the

m-going negotiations in the Cmfetenocr on Disarmament with respect to radiologios1

weapons.

We share the deep oonarn about the currant trend pointing to an extensicn  of

the arms race from this plaet to outer mpace.  Ghana remins ccmmi tted to the

ueaaful wee of outer spaoa  and is therefore naturally conoorned that if the

present trend is not reversed it will set in train resctions  that could seriously

undermine ulitatd  Nations disarmarnt  efforts.
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Ghana therefore urge8 that the existing bilateral and multilateral agreement8

regulating the se of 8pace be 8erioualy re-examined for any ilprovement8  in order

to ensure that outer space remains the conmum  heritage of nankind.

I now turn to the report of the United Nation8 Disarm8ment Commi88ion,

contained in document A/41/42, before the Conxsittee. In spite of the excellent

efforts exerted by the cOlMlli8SiOn'S CMirman, Amba88ador  Wagoner  of ths Federal

Republic of Germany, the conclueiow  of the Cossnis8ion  on the variou8  agenda item8

fall below expectations, Thi8 ia part lularly  true a8 regard8 agenda itom 6,

relating to South Africa’s nuclear capability. The problem of South Africa’s

nuclear capability is the re8ult  of betrayal of tru8t  on the part of 8om nuclear

Member States of the United Nations.

Tw decades ago African Read8 of State and Government unanimourly  re8olved at

a sununit ,,steting  in Cairo to keep the continent of Africa free from nuclear

weapons. That resolve was an expression of the collective Gommitmsnt  to the

strengthening of international peace and security, the concern for the Irffects  of

the spread of nuclear weapons , and support for the objective8 of di8armament.

In document A/5730 of 10 September 1964, containing the Declaration adopted at

Cairo,  Africa reoue8ted, among other things, the convening of

“an international conference for the putpow  of concluding an agreement on the

denuclearixation  of Afrj (A/5730,  p. 2)

Not only is 4t a fact that the reouested conference never took place, but it 18

also obvious that the a8surance8 upon which the African leader8 based their

declaration - namely, that

“nuclear State8 would undertake to refrain from relinoui8hing  control of

nuclear weapons and from tran8mitting  the information neces8ary for their

manufacture to States not possessing  such weapons”,
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while

“States not possessing nuclear weapons would undertake not to manufacture or

otherwise acauire  control of euch  weapons” (A/5730,  p. 2) -

were, at best, pious intentions which the nuclear Member States were not ready to

carry out.

The fact of the m tter is that, in spite of the declared good intentions, some

nuclear Member S;ates  have, because of the needs for South African UCaniUmP

unwittingly encouraged and assisted the racist rbqime to develop a nuclear

capacity. The result is that Africa now has a nucleat  Frankenstein ever ready t+,

create a clieaetet on our continent.

Africa views with serious concern obstacles posed by South Africa to the

creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in our continent. The possession of nuclrar

weapons by the racist  South African chime conetit.utee  an ominous threat to African

States and International security.

It is the view of the Ghana delegation that, notwithstanding the failure of

last spring’s session of the Disarmament Commiaa.on to reach a unanimous cOnClU8iOn

on the issue of South Africa’s nuclear capability, it remains the primary

fespon5ihility  of Members of the United Wations  to monit.  rr closely the activity of

the racist dqime and to take appropriate colle ,tive action to eradicate apartheid

and eliminate the racist r&qime’e nuclear power.

The work of the Conferenue  on Disarmament in Geneva, the sole multilateral

negotiating body, inevitably  comes into sharp focus when we assemble in this

Committee. We have a duty to make observations that could facilitate the work in

that important body. In that spirit, my delegation rlas observed that last year a

total of 67 resolutions were transmitted b!* the General Aa, oly to the Conference

on Disarmament. ‘t’bose resolutions I tflect  the importance of the question of

disarmament. However, it may be asked whether, in the time at its disposal, the
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Conference on Diearmament was abLe to carry out an in-depth examlnatlon  of all the

reeolut ions. This aueetion is particularly pertinent since tho Conference would

seem to be already over-burdened by outetandinq disarmament iesues involvinq lonq

and protracted negotiat.iona. Z-chaps the Committee would wish to qive thifl matter

serious thought when submitting its recommendations to the General Aesemtlly.  We

certainly want disarmament; but perhaps it would be realleth  if, in Helectlnq  what

should be transmitted to Geneva, we concentrated on key issues that could be

cleared auickly rather than eer..linq  everything to the already over-burdened

Conference s Disarmament.

Those were the preliminary remarks of the Ghana delegatton. We shall ~ptdc on

other specific disarmament issues at a later rstaqe of the tft!liberatLons.

The CHAIRMAN: WC have heard the last repreeantatlve  whose name was

inecr .ed on the list of speakers for thts afternoon. However, the repreeent,qtive

of Romania wishes to speak in exercise of the riqht of reply.

I uhould  like once again to remind mer w?cs that, in acclrdancc with the

relevant General Aeeeembly  deciaton, the number of interventions In exerclsc  of the

right of reply by any delegation at a given meeting is limited to two; tho Firnt

intervention should be limited to teu minutes and the seconi to five mini ‘:es.

I now call on the representative of Romania.

Mr. TINCA (Romania) : I have ablked with Rome reluctance to he al Lowed to

speak now. The Romanian  delegation has had the prfvileqe of never having  exerclrisd

its right of reply In this body, which all of us wish to maintain aa a reepectab1.e

WY. Today, however, I have been forced to hreak new qround - I can even say that

I have been provoked “lto doinq so.

My delegation sincerely reqrets  that durfnq the meeting thts morning two

deleqattone referred t) a subject having no bearing on the ~erioue and complex

issues concerning disarmament  and international peace and security which thie
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Conmlttee  has been considering Prom the beginning of the general debate here. The

accusations and allwationa  made b, t.hoce two deleqatione were,  regrettably,

cnrelettm  and rash. They cannot be - I emphaaiaot they cannot be - viewed, to Bay

the leaut,  ar * constructive  contribution t<b the Comdttee’e  debate thio week.

Even lam - I ampba*ixn  again: even lean - can thoy be viewed as a contribution to

a rstiafactory  8olution  to the so-called problems related to the United Natil .m

Institute  for Diai,fmamen*  Research (UNIDIR)  - solutions which, I can inform the

COIllllittee,  are being oought by the Secretary-General and Romanian  hutharitiea,  wb0

remain in contact.

--~.. .----A.
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It would be impolite of me to take the time ot the Committee at thie late hour

in elahoratl.nq any lonqec on this subject. We are concluding a week of intoresting

dehate and c well-deserved weekend ie before ue. Revertholuss  my delegation

reserves its riqht to return to this matter at a later stage if the need should

arise.

STATENIWI’  BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN: Arr  we come to the end of the Cirrt week OC our COamittee’s--.-

deliberations, I hope T may be permitteS to make a few remarks, mainly Of a

procedural nature.

First of all, I should like to take this opportunity to exprose gratitude to

deleqac :Ona which have made atatemerlts ,“uring this period Car the conmtructive

manner i~r which they bave Cocueed their attention on the itoms being dealt with by

the First Comaittee,  issues which bre of such vital significance to the

international community at large.

I am grateful also that in the course of our proceedings delegations have made

oincere efforts to comply with the nppeal I made earlL*r,  to arganixe  our work in a

manner that would ensure the effective utiliratinn of the time and YesOurces made

available to the Committee. \s a result of the co-op&atim Of delegetion8 in this

respect, the Committee wee ,sble  to hear no fewer than come 41 l prakers during the

Clrst week of the general debate.

Banad on thie enmendable  eftort, I Ceel embolderred now to urge delegations to

try even harder, eo that we m;y be in a paeition  to exaeod  the Gino reaord  that we

have establiehod to date. In this context I could perhaps point out that, on

-cuasion, certain difficulties  heve emerged ae a result oC Yaet-minute adjuetmerrte

by deleqations with respect to inecription  m the lint of l peakare, although 1 am

r le that that has occurred for valid end L.n avoidable reaeone.
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mile  I am on the subject of the optimum use of the cnnC3rence  factlitles

accortkd  to  us, I should like also once again to underline the importanoe  of

starting our meetinqs very punctually  aa scheduled, so as to avoid the possihili  ty

of a spill-over  bepnd  the time allocated k, us, and with a view to obviating the

need 1 r any niqht or we&end meetlnqs,  to the extent feasible.

A t  This ut;n9’, I should nlao like to mint. out that this year more delegations

than in the past appear to have indicated their witi to make statements in the

general debate on disarmanmnt  items on the agenda. I would therefore at this

st.we, once again recall thtt. the CommitteeUs programme of work, as contained in

documents A/C.1/41/3  and ~sv.1, does not preclude the rirfrt <DC  any delegation to

make a statement of a general character during the period to be devoted to

EtatW!enUJ  on speciftc  dinarmament items, which will  comnence an 24 Octrbber  1986.

The Secra ariat has already taken no of the delegations that wish tC, 11u ii1

themuelves of that opportunity. I urge those deleqations  which wish to make

statements on specific disarmament agenda items to inscribe their names on the 1 Lst

of sperkers a8 soon a; possible.

FurthernxXe,  as I pointed  out at our ocganieatiortal  meeting on 8 T)Ctober, I

should like once acain to urge those delegations &icb intend to submit draft

reeolutiona  on various disarmament agenda items to do so at the earliest possible

date and to proceed also to in traduce  themn  if possible, even dur ing the second

phase oC the Connittee’s  work which la, inter alla, ta be devoted to statements on

specific di*armap  *rt agenda i term, so that other mehers 9f the Committee nay

address their conments  to those draPt reeoluticne. Whiie I am on this subject  I

wish once mae to reiterate that the Chairnr-  and the other Offic(Kb  of the

Cormnittee  are fully at t.he disposal of! the various deleqatims,  as considsred

necessary, for purposes of carrying out the consul ta tlons that may he required  wl th

respect IX) any particleIar  draft reeolutirne.
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Finally, I sho!*id  1 ike to inform th,- Committee that the Ruceau of the

Conmd ttea- is scheduled to hold itn nex; meetfng  on Tuesday, 21 October, at

9.30 a.m., whep it will address a number of issues in connection with the

Committee’s programme of work and t.imetahle. In addition, it could take up the

question  of the modalities to he pursued with c* pect to the suqqestion advanced at

1 meeting by Amhasaador  Ali Alatns of Indonesia,

and subseouently referred to by some other

the Cor.ratittee’a  organizationa

Chairman at the last session,

deleqations.

Refore adjourninq the meeting, I should like to inform the Committee that the

following  delegat ,ons are inscribed on the list of speakers for Monday morning’s

meet inq: Malta, RJlqaria,  C&e d’Iwoire, Czechoslovakia and Yuqoslavia.

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m.


