
United Nations

GENERAL
ASSEMBLY
fWtTY-ARST  SFSlON

OfjiJdol  Records+

FIRST  CDMMITTEE
1 6 t h  meeting

held on
22 October 1986

at 10.30 a.m.
New Yak

--- ---.--  __-_.-.-  -._...  --.  .~ ._-_  --.-  _____.___....__I_  ___

VERBATIM REOORD  OF THE 10th MEETINMG

C h a i r m a n :  M r . ZACtMANN (German Democratic S&pub1  ic)

u3NTENTs

GENWAL DmATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT  ITEMS (continued)- -

Statements were made by:

w. Valderram  (Philippines)
Mr. Ngo  (Zambia)
Mr,  Zarif  (Afghanistm)
Mr. Bel~~ogpg  (hion of Soviet ,Socialist  &publics)
Mr. Ckun  (mited  States of America)
Mr.  Lactenschlager  (Federal Republic  of Germany)
Mr. Kn!.pping  Victoria (Dominican &public)

,/I; ;\T ) 86-63093  2 1 3 - N  (E)



HMS/l A/C.1/41/PV.1(’
2-5

The meeting was ca l led  to  order  at  10.35  a.m.- - -

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (cont.inued)--___

GENERAL DERATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. VALnERRAMA  (Phi l ippines)  : My deleqation  wishes to pay a tr it.jite to.-

the memory of Mr. Samora Moises  Machel, President of  the People ’s  Republic  of

Moznmhi.aue, and to say how saddened we are hy his traqic  and untimely dc ,th.

Mr.  Machel  led his  country in  i ts  struqqLe  for  independence, and espoused  ehe cause

o f  the  anti-*theid  movement, as  wel l  as  that  o f  the  se l f -determinat ion o f

co lonia l  countr ies  and peoples  in  southern Afr ica .  Mr .  Machel  was  a  symbol  of  the

modern African freedom f iqhter. The people and the Government of the Philippines

jo in  the peop le  and the Government  o f  th(* People ’s  Republic of Mozambiaue  and the

bereaved famil ies in their  moment o f  na t i ona l  s o r row .

I  conqratulatr  y o u ,  Sir, on your  e lect ion to  the chairmanship of  the First

Committee. I conqratulate  a lso  the  other  o f f icers  o f  the  Committee . Having  worked

with you and the Rapprteur in the Specia l  Commit.tee  against  Apartheid, I  have

confidence in your abi l i ty  to lead the Committee,  whose assiqned  tasks l ie  at  the

very heart  of  the Hnited  Nat ions  qoal  o f  the  maintenance of  internat ional  peace and

Modern history  i s  rep lete  with  examples of  e f forts  to  acheive disarmament

throuqh estahlishinq levels of the means ant1 j.nstruments  of war. We all. know that

In some instances aqreemei,t’  was reached, hut that  hrcause  01  a lack of either

po l i t i ca l  w i l l  o r  qood  Faith disarmament was short - l ived,  with war  the ineviixhlc

result .
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Ths need of our tilae  i.8  for Wnber  States - in  par titular  the mjor  Powers -

to exercise  political will and good faith. In our tire, the l takr are hi@er  than

befae, for they ilrvolve  the very survival of civilisation and  of the hunran  race

itself.

Iaet  yeac  we comemoratad  the fortieth anniversary  of the ulitbd  Nntions,  and

the Genaal Aneenbly  proclaimed 1986 the Intmna  tianal Year of Puce. This year O

a0  the Secretsry4neral  prepores  to begin hie second  tern of office, may  thus  be

regarbd  as a new begiming  in man *a eternal quvt  fa uI  iv-gal  peaoe. pk  should

be able  to put our 40  years of experience to pod use in order to  eolve  the major

problema  of our age, foremoot  a-g rhich  are the lack of internatiaral  peace  and

S-City  an3  endemic poverty in tl  e third world. All mankind is hoe-go  to the

threat of nuclear war; flash-points  of conflict  l ximt all l romd the globe, raking

it a veritable tinder-box. The pro1  iferation of both oonvmtional  and nuclear arms

imperils ufs  all., strcng  and weak, rich ad poor alike.

Per  hape  Governments cannot be faulted if they have set eecax  ity  (u their

paraaourt  abjective: it is their primary rrpomibility  bo protect and defend

their ci tirans. But in their reel  to do this they have instead created, with their

fearful a&in08  of war, imecurity for theaelvw md  ta the rholo  w&d.

The eupsr-Power8  nre  building mountain8 of weaponry, and the Ilnited  Nation6  is

piling hi*  novrtains  of reeolutiom. m in the third wald, rho have many

~illiana  to feed, clothe and house,  would rather opt for rountaine  of reeol.utfape

leading to victory over mankind ‘a acient  enemies - huger,  pcuuty  and

oppreamian  - than for muntains  of weaponry threatening our world.

How ironic  it is that in thie  age of imtrrt  cammmiaatian  we should  still he

st.raitjacket.ed  by obsolete modes of thinking. Novuthelws,  there haa  been a

cacun  fa the  need to integrati  services end indmtriw  rrd  to manage global
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r esourcew . . Cm the  regional level, tie  AfIsOc~tior.  ?f !?ou  th-East Asian Nations

WEAN), the  Organisation  of African Unit?]  and the Puropean  Community  are good

examples of  beneficial cc*peraticn. QI  the international level, we have all

benefited from the servicae  of the International Conrnittee  of the l&d  Cross,  the

World  Heal t-h  Orga  iza  tion, the mivasal  Postal ~licn, the ml-d  Nations

Children’s find, the bited  Nations Industrial tivelopnent  Drganization,  the United

Nations Fnnd  for Population Activities, the wited  Nations Development Programm*t

the Interllational  ~leaamnunicetion  uliar and the International Atomic Wergy

Agency, ammg  others. The attitude of internatiaral  co-operation and rartual  aid

was evidenced in the recent tragic crises which  struck Chernobyl and San  Salvador,

where people wccked  together without regard to ideology or nationality.

Yet, ultra,  problems of international peace  and security still remain

unsolved. ‘;‘he  structures whi&  could be utilized  to solve three  prableme  exist

within the Ikrited  Nations. They include the Security Council, the anoral

Aseenbly, the  Conference cm Disarmament, the Disarmament Camnissicm  and the good

offioao  of the Seer  tsry-General. If we were to employ all those instrurmnte  of

peace and security we should indeed be one step clcser to our elusive  goals.

Sadly,  it  is a fact that those  instruments have virtually been bypassed.

why ie that so? My  deltgaticn  submits that there is both irary  md Cynicism

in our tD1.*rance  of that situation. Na tiona spend some 3900  hillion  a year ~1

military plogrammw,  *ah  one  adult in three can neither read nor wcite  and when

one pe:em in four is hurgry. In a world of only 5 billion people, the megatonnaqe

of the wal.d’s  stickpile  of nuclear weapons is sufficient to kill 5%  oiliion

people. There is one soldier pet 43 persons in the world, but only one medical

actor  per 1,030. It costs  $5~0,000  a day to operate an aircraft carrier, but

every day, in Africa alone, 14,000 children die of hunger and hunger-relatad causes.



(Mr. Valder  I ama, Philippines)

We have so often heard those statistics repeated in ure  fam or another that

they have lest their shock value. None the leaa, rape ti tion  &es not make  them any

less true or less frightening. AS recently as 19 Octcber ,986,  Jai,ties  Res  ton wrote

in his Mu  York Times column that

“each day H~#oow  and Washington together  produce six new atomic weapons to add

to the near 50,000 they already have”. (The Wew York Times, 19 October 1986,

p.  E23)

What can we do about this situation? We can either thcar  up our hands in

frustration and blame thcee  who spearheaded the nuclear-arms race and the spread of

Conventional arms, or keep on encouraging the super-Parers to do something about it

before all of us are incinerated.

The problem  of die,.  mmmt  is too great to allow defeatism. The price of

defeation  is too IN& ‘0  py. something bar, indeed to be dme. All nations,

working together in ooncerted  action, should put press cc on those few among us who

haI.0  the future of the world  in their hands. They hold an aw&ane  resporm ibility

indeed. They should be constantly reminded of this and shoul.3 be held accountable

for the consequences. Bit  tl  en, whcm would they be acaxntable  to rhcn al 1 of US

on this Rar  th have per ished?

There was  widespread disappointment crver  the failure of the recent sumnit

talks at mykjavik. IUt  did anyone really expect the t%o  super-Powers to reach

extensive agreements on disarmament in the Iceisndic capital? On the other hand,

Ibykjavik  nmy not have set bad  the peace process at all, hecatac  both sides seem

t0 be determined to resume their dialogue, as evidenwd by their “post-mortem*

statbmant6. There seems to be an indication also that the whited  States and! the

Soviet tM10n  will in the coming weeks try :o conclude two of the tentative

agreementa  they achieved in Icelard, regarding curbing nuclear testing and limiting

each  ~ide's  arsenal of medium-range missiles. We can teke  consolation from this,
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and can enooursgo agroement  in every  possible area of disarmament and on JJVerY

possible level. we,  the nw xm  majority, dare not  be pasaimistic, for without

hope there can only  be despair.

he encouraging area of agreement is the  Final DDcunant  of the Cmferenoe  on

Ccnfidence  and Security Building Measures ad nisarmsment  in Europe. That Qcumen t

toudee  on much iaaues au prior notifiomtion, verification and other

carfidence-building measures. Europa,  &ere  two world waru  began, mderetandably

does not wish +D be the battleground for yet Mother  war.  Asia  too, where 1 come

fra,  has been the ecene  of ware in aodern  tima.

Within the South-East Amian  region, ASEAN  has worked unstintingly to bring

&out  a just and lasting peace. Its l--range  goal is the establishment in

South-East Asia  of a rare of warm,  freedom and  neutrality. The peoples of that

ragicn have experienced  war and invasions  in the past. After centuries of mending

strife they deserve  to enjoy peace and progress  in larger freedom.
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All this should be put within the  broader framework of the Wited Mtions,  in

which the  great majority of countries are represented. The Philippines be1  ieww

that this is still the beet possible foCun, where !&tier  Ststes  can express  their

position  on the  important topics of disarmament and international peaa  and

eecurity.

The Philippines reiterates  its support for the following among the many

measures that have berar  propcmed  in the  First Canmiitee. First amcmg them is the

need for a conprehensive  nuclemr-test-ban  treaty. The Philippines believes that

the ccncllreion  of a treaty throu*  the *ited  Nations G the  prohibition of all

7uclear  tests by all States in ~11  environments for all time could constitute a

vital element  for halting and reversing the nuclear-acme race. Hence, it rrupports

the efforts of the Conference  on Diearmanant  towards negotiations on a

caPpreherrrive  nuclear-test-ban treaty. The Philippines will therefor-  suppat

draft resolutions whidr  in its view would lead to a oaesation  of all nuclear tests.

Seccnd  is the ccnclueion  of effective international arrangements to asauce

non-nuc’lear-weapon  States against the use or threat of uee  of nuclear  weapons. M

a non-nuclear -weapcn State, the Philippines is in favour of international

arrangements that would lead to security for all States. It beldsvee  that  i t  i s

necessary ta all States, especially the nuclear-weapcn States, to demonstrate th@

political will to reach agreement cm a oormncn  approach and formula whi& oould be

incluQd  in a legally binding international instrument.

The third is the prevention of an arms raoB  in ou+sr  space. As the last

froltier  of mankind, outer space must be maintained and used for peaceful

prrposes. An arms raoa there would run aountetr  to the united Nations objective of

general and canplete disarmament urder  effective internatiaral  control,  and to

international a-operation  in the peaceful expluation  and use of outer spmce.
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The fourth involves the obbaervace  of exiRt,ing  international obligations

regarding pr&LbitLons  on &emical  and biological weap~~ns. My delegation notes

that eiqiEicant  progreen  has been msde  in the Ccnfecence  cm Disarmament tm the

definition and listing of chemicals and provisiane  for the destruction of chemical

weapons and producticn  facilitiee. The Philippines welcomes the progress nmde  in

thi8  art58  b y  t h e  Cmferenoe  ~l  Diaarmmnt,  whi&  will  hslp  enst#Ke  the

implemmtation  of a ban cm chemical and biological weapons. It urges all sta  tea,

pending the conclusion of a aonpr&eneive  ban on chemical  and biological  weapons,

to co-operate in efforts to prevent the  use of such weapons.

The fifth measure is the eutabliehment  of nuclear-weapon-free zcnes. The

Philippines has lmg  supported the ccmcept of nuclear-weapon-free zones  and takes

this opportunity to reiterate that support. Pbllawing  the laudable example of the

Treaty fa the Prchibition of Hlclear  Weapons in Iatin America - the Treaty of

Tlatelolco - other regions such as the Middle East, South Asia, Africa and the

Scuth  Pacific have similarly Batermined  ts  be free of nuclear weapons. The United

Nations should make every effort to  persuade nuclear-weapon States to curb the

proliferation of sites where nuclear weapons can be etaed  a developed. That

would be one way to avert the catastrophe of nuclear war.

The sixth is the convening of the International Ccnference  UI the Relationship

between  Disarmalaent  and Developaent. Studies on security, in which the Philippines

has itself participated, have shown that the arms race is  both wasteful and

aunter-productive. It is illUSOry  to think that more arms buy ua  more security)

the truth is quite the  oppcsite. In addition, the arms race channels to  sterile

ends funds which oould  be used for developaent. The Philippinea therefore urgea

that the Ccmference  (11  the Relationship between Disarmament  and Development be

convened at the earliest feasible date.
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The  r~-~itsd  Nations  has been accused tiae  and  again of being nothing lore  *"

a deba:ing cl&. The Pitat Coaanittee,  whicfi  last year produced 66 draft

resolutiorlr, could perhaps be included in that sweeping yet telling indictment.

Last year, however, the Fir at Corrmittee  shmred  itself capable of both reform and

innwation. For instance, the Committee was able to trim down Live draft

evolutions  on preventing the militarization  of outer space to a single whereat

text. In addltiar,  20 draft resolutions, dmut  a third of the total,  wetre  adoptad

b y  conssnsus. That indicates that a more effective line of action would be for us

to work towards fewer yet far more effective consensus texts. ey avoiding the

~oliferatioft  of draft resolution8 on a single iseue, we should be doing our share

towards helping  the united  Nations out of the financial crisis in uhi& it finds

itse l f .

The First Co~sIittee,  it seems  to my &legation, has the mendste to lead the

may. My delegat?on  therefore supports the establishment  of a wcrking  group0  a8

proposed  last year by the  Chairman of the First Coamittee,  which would rewrcmd

rays to make the Committee more effective and mae efficient.

The goal of universal peaar  and sea~r  ity has thus far  elu&d  us these past 40

years. Indeed, a new generatim has m tured to adulthood since the foLNatiOn of

the Organisation, a generation that has lived laW~~~ily  under  tl~~  threat of total

destructian. It ie also a generation which,  depending cy\ what the super-Powers  do,

has the right  to inharit the &rrth  with its bountiful largesee. The navel  is t

HerlMn  Wouk  said in his memaable  novel about the Second Wald War battle of byte

Gulf in the Philippines, “Either war is finished or we are”.

bh ile we cannot turn back the hsnde  of time,  we can envision 1986.  the

International Year  of Peaoa,  as Year (he, during which we can begin to rid

oureelves  of our old and present follies. Wa  must overcome or do abmy  with
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obsolete  ways  of thinking md behavhg.  W e  belanq, after all, ICL)  one plmet.  with A

shared destiny. Before i t  ia  to0 late, Let ua  dotermine  to seize  the agqortunity

and turn fta  a destiny of potential destruction tr,  cna  of creativity.

tit  it not be said that our q+meration,  when it  had the choice, opted for

striEe rather than reaacm. I[at  it rather be  said that our geneeatim  had the

visbm  k~  carve the structure8  of a just peace, and that on the eve  of the

twenty-firflt century we learned to live with  cme another in a new c6gime  of

m~wecation  ammg  all  martk  ind.

Mr.  NQ)  (ZalPhia):-0- My delegation  learned with utter disbelief and great

sorrow of the vltimsly  and tragic death 3f His Excellency President Sancca  ~a@hel

of the People’s RapuhPic  of Muzalabique. Preeidvt  Machel  was a selflesb leader who

spent his entire life in search of peace, freedom and justice for his people and

for all mankind. Indeed, his last mission was in search of that peace. W e  have

L,wt  a Leader who will  be remelabered  by all peace-loving people. Zan@ia  had the

greatest respect for President Ms&el, and my delegation wishes to  convey through

You* Mr. Chairman, its  heartfelt cxndolencec  to the brother people of MOZalrb~Ue.

As w @ movrn  that great acn  of Africa, let  us be reminded of the fact that this

Commit tee Is  discussing rapltters  that were of qrrat concern to him.
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The question of disarmament has been one of the major preoccupatfiona  of the

United Nations 8ince  its inception. In spite nf thim,  however, mankInd  today

continuee  to live under the shadow and threat of a nuclear holocaust. The

dangerous arms race between the two power blocs now threatnna  the very existence of

mankind. The new nuclear and conventional weaponis,  by their quality and

destruct ive  power , are not only capable of annihil,ating  all that menkind  haa

developed and conc*.ructed  through thousands of years of effort and  sa5!rAtice,  but

even mankind itself. The world@s  power bl.ocs  continue 3 develop new weapona  and

to maintain stockpiles at levels of destructive  power far greater than could be

justified by any rational military purpose. Some of the nuclear-weapon State8  even

seem to pretend to be unaware of the fact that nuclear arms pose a most ssrious  and

immediate threat to the survival of mankind today.

We have always hoped that a day would come when the two eupnr+owere  would

recognixe  the need for a disarmament agreement in order to nave mankind from total

dest ruct ion . We were therefore disappointed at the failure of the super--r

sunxnit  in Iceland. Once again, a God-given opportunity hau  been lost.

While we deepLy  regret this development, we should like to express the hope

that the two countries will continue to explore area8  of agreement. We should also

like to remind the international community that the oueotlon  of disarmament ie a~

central to existence Yhat  it cannot be left in the hands of a few countries. All

of us must. ~‘a actively Anvol-.red. We must accept the fact that the acquisition of

nuclaar  weapona  does  not reduce the rick  of war but, rather, enhances that risk.

We cannot accept the contention that the massive production of nuclear and

conventional weapons contributes to international peace and security.
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A new  dimension haa  been added to the arms  race: thin im the militari%a~ion

of outer space. This development is  of great concern to uo,  because we strongly

feel that outer epaceP  beinq the comww  heritage of mankind, should be free of

military weapona  and ebould  be wed exclusively for peaceful purposes. We fear

that if the militarisation of outer space continueo ,  we are l ikely to witness an

expansion of the arms  race and an j(ncxea%w threat to international peacr  and

secuc  ity. We  therefore urge the wnited  States  and the Soviet Union to move

speedily in their negotiations 80  they  can work out an agreement that  will

permnnently  keep outer space free of military waponr. No argument will ccnvince

U8  that the militariretion  of outer slp&ce  can contribute to international peace and

secuc  ity.

All of ua  seem  to agree  that there is an urgent need for nuclear diearmament.

In order to achieve our objective, w e ehould  work towarda  a comprehensive t,eat-b8-3

treaty. We should  have in mind  a comprehensive test ban that woulti  prohibit

further teatinq  of nuclear weapons in all environments, including underground. ?fy

delegation is in  this regard  unhappy to note that,  once aqain, no consensus  caul.d

be reached on the creation of an ad hoc  conaPittee  on the nucleacteet  ban. The

Soviet  unilateral moratorium on nuclear teats is a step in the right direction. we

believe that, if all nuclear States took nimilar  action, an atmosphere of trust

could be cteated which would  lead to a camprehenaive  east-ban treaty.

Zambia has always stood firm in ita comnitment  to conplete  disarmament and to

the denuclear izat ion of Air ica O Un for tunate ly , th  ? aspiration to denucllear  ire

Africa has been undermined by South AfriCa*s  acuuiuition  of a nuclear capability.

The acauisition by South Africa of a nuclear capability aeciously  jeopardizQ8  the

realiration  of the objective of a denuclearizad Afr’ca  and poses a qrave danger nok:

Only to indar3ndent  African States but allso  to world peace and security.
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In addition to being committed  to the denuclearization  of Africa, we fully

support the idea of the establishment of nuclear-free zones. It is our belief that

such zones would constitute important collateral disarmament nbeasureR. It i s

therefore regrettable that efforts to hold a conference in Colombo aimed at

designating the Idian  Ocean as a zone of peace have not materialized. My

delegation wishes  to reiterate its belief in the imperative necessity  of the

Colombo conference. We are convinced that it would be an invaluable step tohard

the implementation of the international community’s deaire to designate the Indian

Ocean a8  a zone of peace.

While paying attention to halting the nuclear-arms race, the United Nations

should not overlook or minimize the danger inherent in conventional warfare. T h i s

danger is real. Its close relation to the ongoing arms race between the two

super-Powers should be recognized. It is a fact that as the power blocs continue

to develop new weapons, older conventional weapons find their way to third world

countr ies . It is those weapons that have, since the Second world War, accounted

for the deaths of millions of people and for incalculable destruction of property.

The developing countries continue to face immense  economic problems, partly

because they are forced to spend their meagre resources on arms, which they would

not need  to do if they were sure of a secure and peaceful future. The diversion of

those resources han on the one hand had an adverse effect on those countries’

developmeni ef for ta. On the other hand, developed corntr  Lee continue to waste

considerable 5umt3 of money, which could be channelled to other important projects

designed to assist the disadvantaged in both developed and developing countries.

While developed  countrieo  by and large . ve in exteeme  affluence, the countries of

the third work!  live in ahsolute  poverty. It ie immoral in the circumstances for
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any nation to continue to squander billiona  of dollars while people all over the

world ara dying of hunger and dinease.

The current turbulent international situation demenda  that we, the Membere  of

the United Nations, rededicate ourselves to the cause  of complete d:sarmament if Ye

are to avert mankind’s destruction.

Hr. ZARIF (Afghanistan) t- - My delegation joins previous speakers  in

expressing our deep menso  of Borrow and grief over the sad and moat unfortunate

tragedy that haa  befallen the fraternal people of Morambique. The people of

Hoxambiaue,  the people of Africa and, indeed, the people of the would  have lost, in

the person of Samora  Moises  Machol, a*)  outsLanding  freedom fighter, a dietinguiehed

statemnan and a fighter against apartheid. We ahare in the sorrow  of the people of

Mozanbiaue and we express our deepest sympathy to them.
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1 wifh  ta  express to yc~u,  Sir, the heartfelt  congratulations of the delegation

of the Democratic F&public  of Afghanistan on your unanimous electicm  an  Chairman of

thin  very important Committee. Since your distinguished human and profeseimal

clUaliti@a  are well known  to us all, I shall refrain from duelling on them, ard thue

also canply  with your own instructions to that trftsct.

This Committee,  dealing with poliq.Acal  and security matters, has begun

considering its agenda items  at a time &en an extremely caaplicated and dangerous

inter  national ituation prevails, but when rays of hope are emerging on the haizar

of great-Power r ala  tione. In this statement I &all  fir8t  focus dn  these  two

opposing features of the curremt  situation.

The international comaunity  is now faced with the gravest threat to the

exiatenoe of man’s civilization , a threat characterixcd by an ever-increasing

build-up of the meet  horrendous means of war with greater aopbietioation and

deetrudtive  capability, higher targeting and retargeting accuracy,  vastly expended

fli.ght range and dieproporticnately  enormnus  yield. The lust to aaquire ever-new

systems of nuclear and other weapons of mass detstruction and their means of

delivery illustrates the astotnding  probability that deliberate and well-aganized

material preparations for a nuclear war may well be under way in the warmongering,

imper ialiet circles.

‘RI complete their txenar io for rucb  a war, those foroas  have nuy  unleashed  a

new spiral of the arms raa3, this  time into outer spa . A gigantic programme

aimed at the creation of a so-called impenetrable shield, described as knerica’s

insurance policy, is being implemented at full speed through research  into and

development,  testing and pro&ction of new anti-ballistic-wsapon  systems. logether

with such  notarial preparations  for a surprise nuclear attack,  based con the
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illusion of possible  defence in the event of retaliation, a monstraue  psychological

and propaganda war hae  also been unlea6hed. That warfare has at its core the

infamous doctrines of the admissibility  of pre-emptive or countervailrng  first

nuclear etrike and limited or protracted nuclear war. Such an irresponsible, mad

drive towards the unprecedented escalation of the arma  race has brought the  world

ever closer to the verge of complete annihilation. The danger of the outbreak of

an all-out nuclear confrontation now haunts all #mankind,  whose very survival $6 put

in oueation.

At a time when the most conservative eetimates  rule out the poaeibility  of

civilization  eurviving  a nuclear holocaust , and when many biological, geophysical

and atmospheric  interactions and contractions resultfng  from a nuclear war are not

yet known, the unabated drive towards  plunging our planet into the abyss of a

nuclear catastrophe should  be nuffic$ent  reauon  for all peace-loving humanity to

continue and expand its struggle to curb the arms race and take urgent etePe

towards nuclear diearmament. That is the supreme task of a.ll  mankind, if we are to

secure  any future for this and fort.hcom$ng  generat$ona.

The Reykjavik meeting between Hikhail  Carbachev, General Secretary of the

Central Connittee  of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, and Ronald Reagan,

President of the United States , was  undoubtedly a very important event in the

recent hietory  of International relations. Thr significance of the meeting is

attested to by the agreements that were about to be reached there. The great

Powore  were only steps away from reaching final political agreement on the moat

important aspects of disarmamen”,.

The eweaping  concessions offered by the Soviet Union made it pos@$ble  to reach

that atage. But,  to the great regret a-d disappointment of every peace-loving

human being , of all thoee  with a conscience on our planet, the United Staten
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Adminlmtr8tlon,  which 8~18 to be eternally wedded to the Illunion  of world

military 8upe1botity, 8tubborlrly  refu8ed  to take the last and moat  important l tap8,

thu8 preventing the achievemnt  of any concrete moult8  on any of the topic8 that

were di8cu88.d.

The logic  on which the American8  b88ed  their rigid  poaitionr  seem8 totally

incomprehensible. on the one hand, they finally agreed to the Soviet Union'8

far-re8ching  and  concrete propo8alr  to reduce and finally eliminate all strategic

weapons, to rid Burope  of 811 United States  and Soviet cried. Q-range nuclear

waapon8,  to limit  to 100 th8  n-r of warheads on such weapon8 in the Asian p8rt

of the Soviet UnLon  8nd  on the territoL, of the United State8 and to pha8e  out 811

nuclear te8t8.

On the oth8r  hand, however, the United States wirhes  to crone  the boundarre8

of the anti-ballistic-mi88ile  Treaty and  continue research  into end  tenting 01 new

and  more 8ophi8ticated  type8 of weapon8 of maam debtructlon  outside the laboratory

in the context of the “*tar  war*’ project.

NOW that all the fact8 about the Reykjavik meeting are known to the

internationak  cornunity,  we can determine categorically how sincere the po8ition8

of the SWiet Union and the United State8  are on Ciue8tiona  that deal with the very

exi8tence  of mmkind. It i8 evident that the Soviet Union, for the 8ake  of the

peace and  l rcurity of all humanity, went 80 far am to accept virtually all previour

hmerican  condition8 on diearmament  mea8ure8. In 8trlking  contraat  with the SWiOt.

stance wa8  the United State8  po8ition,  which manifested, beyon~l  any shadow of

doubt, It8  total dependence on the gre&y intere8t8  of the military-indu8trial

wmr-nonapolie8  in the united statem.
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Although no agreement  could k rowhod  rt  Roykjavik , we wi8h  to believe  that

th8  Meting wae  not in vain. For ono  thiag, it proved that, given the  political

will, foresight and a 8eriou8  8enw  of ro8pnribility, wisdom,  courage and

8tate8manrhip  on the part of the n8gotiatlng  pertie8,  it is po88iblO  to  reach

agreement on the mo8t  acut  probl8m8  of our t ime which haV8 beon  on our 8genda for

8everal  decade8.

Togather  with the rest of peece-loving  humanity, the Democratic Republic of

Afghani8tan  expre8808  the hope that the hricsn  8ide,  taking account of the

Oxpre88ed  wirhes  of the international c-unity  and  the  supreme intere8t8  of

mankind, including the people  of the  Unit& Staten , will ccme  to grip8 with the

realities of the nuclear and space  age and  r.eeognire  the abiding need to eliminate

all  th8 material cau8e8  behind the throat of uuc1ear  annihilation.

Approximat8ly  $4 trillion have been 8nrandered  on the arm8 race 8ince  the

Second world War. The world*8  annual expenditure on arm8 i8 rapidly reaching the

astronomical figure of $1 trillion. The megntonnage  of de8tructive  potential

accumulated in the world'8 nuclear ar8ensl  clone in enough to kill 58 billion

people, every p8r8on 12 time8 over. The 8ua  of $1 billion is epent for military

purposes every  eight to nine hour8, while 20 per cent of the world's population

lives in hunger and 35 per cent of the adult population is deprived  of the  right to

read end write.
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There is one  soldier fa every 43 persons i;.  the wald, while there is only

one Nysician  for every 1,030 persons. Pbr  every dollar given as  davelopnent

a.ysi.gtmce  $20 8re  spent for arm po&ctim-

Those are sane of the friatening  realities that mat  be pondered by those who

sincerely care fa the present and future of human beinge. Thoee  b i t t e r  Kealitiee

represent hard-core evidence of guilt against the worn-out logic of “security

through forca  “. The time has long run out on  that primitive mentalit\r. I t  muat

nOCl  be replaoed  inevitably and eternally by a new way of thinking baaed on a colllllon

search for security throu# disarmament. Halting the nuclear-arma  raw  and

implementing drastic diearmamnt  meanurea , particularly in their nuclear aspect,

are a sine  qua  ncn for achieving that goal.

It is  our  considered opinion  that, first of ali,  an end must be put

immediately to all nuclear-teat ~xpla3ioru3,  by all States, in all environmente,  and

for all time.

More  than one yea- hen elapsed since the Soviet Union unilaterally terminatbd

all its nuclear teete  and extended  i ta maataium a nunt>ar  of times  in response  to

the urgings of the non-aliqed  and other peaoa-lcwing  countries. While expreesing

the sincere appreciation 0e the DerPcratic  -public  of Af*arietm  for the

reeponeible and bold decision oL  the Soviet Union, we cannot but r l giater our deep

regret that the Gwarnment  of the ulited  States  has turned a deaf ear to the

repeated calls  of the international axmnunity  and conducted 22 nuclear explosions

since the declaration of the aaatorium by the soviet Ihim.

The pretext of reliable verifiaation  haa  loet all its justification in the

light of the Soviet U~~M*B  racrdineas  to acoept the strictest  cmtrol  and

mitacing  mechanisms. Added to the availability of sufficient technological

verification means  itr  the assietmce  offered by the Group of Six that would ensure
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-plate  impartiality of such an exercise. The  positive  results of the Stockholm

CCnfOrma  on mecxlrity  and confidenoe-building  measures  in JWropa  alao should serve

a8 a very encouraging facta  in the 8earch  for appropriate verification  mechmiams

for other disarmamnt  and searity  agreemnta.

W n wid’~  to reiterate our cm11  to the Wited Stat-  to cease  forthwith all ita

nuclear teata  and to enbark  cn serious  negotiation8 with the &viet  ulicn  on ths

drafting of a cxnprehemive  nuclear-tact-bm  treaty. We also call (XI the

CCXlhCauM  on Disuaanant  to redouble its oFfor-  in thie  direction which,  80 far,

have been leas than satisfact<W.

I should  like nay  to turn tD the question  of apxoa  weapons which praved  to be

the  ain  stutiling-block  at Ibykjavik. The opming  up of sprce  to mankind a

quarter century ago whit3  brought about great hopas  for the future of all mankind

ia now beccming  the  source of a aerioua  threat  to the exietence  of our plmet. T o

SOT militaristic and advmturiet circlets, the planet Earth seems not to be large

trough  md they have daci&d  to  introduce highly sophistimted  military tryate-

into outer qnca.

Dy rtabllhing  a Special space Coarand  and a Joint Cartrol Centre of military

Cpuaticnm  in Spaoa,  the United  Statea  hss  ccmcatrated mormous  attention on  the

raearCh,  development,  testing, production and deployment of such  weapons which

aJuld  be raed  from the Barth againat targets in outer space, stationed  in cuter

rena  ~oC use  againIJt  spaa  .md  earth targets , and launched by high-flying

P-15 fieter  bolbas  aimed  at both earth md spece  targets. The f iret generation

of l u& weapons  hm  already been tested within the strategic  defence

initiative (SDI) and mti-satellite (MAT) progcSaam.

Wdr  ir  being mada  of tbe  so-called defensive nature of rh&  nuclear-generated

Lamar  md  particle-be- weapon  systene  to be statiared  in opnce. Given their
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sophisticatial, undeterminable stations and taryets,  those weapons have a triqhlY

destabilizing  impact. According to plans developed by the Pentagon and the

National Aercnautic  and Space Administcaticn  (NASA), those weapons will play the

key Kale  of ~e~~&~ing  bl,ind  the means of observation and monitoring miiitilKy

muuements  and satellite tracking of the other side. That would enhance the

*ngeKous  temptation to launch a SUKPK  ice nuclear attack by reducing the warning

time for the other side and feed the illusirn  that a retaliatory strike could  be

CK  uahed before OK after launch.

The enamous efforts being made to develop such weapons cnn  be measured by the

fact that the Writed  States has allocated hundreds of billions of dollars  for  the

prrpose  of military space reselrrch, development  and testing alone. According to

preliminary conservative egtirnstes, the cost of a space-based defence system mSy  go

as high  as o v e r  91 tcilli~n  - an unprecedented figure for  any previous  weapons

Those devel.opaents  are all taking place at a time when there exists, in Pull

force, a treaty  signed and rat.ified by the United  State6  and the  Soviet  mien

limiting anti-ballistic missiles and banning their developnent. The violation of

such a legally binding instrument as the anti-ball istfc missile Treaty calls in-

question  the  reliability of the negotiating parties ‘and the validity OI many other

documents which are also the outcome of many yeaKs’ tireless negotiating effcKts.

Last  year the General Asselably  adopted, by 151 votes, Kesolution  40/87  in

which  i t  rsquestad

I --- the  C~feKWlCe  on Disarmament to re-establieh  an ad hoc comnittee

. . . with a view to undertaking negotiationc 'OK  the  COWhSiOn  Of an agKeemant

or agr cements  , as appropc  iate, on the prevention  of an arms raoe  in outer

apace in all  i ts  aspscts”.
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we regret that the M Hoa Ccnmittee  urn prevented last ysat  frau  making any

tangiklcr  grocJr*las  i n  t h e  f u l f i l m e n t  sf  its mandate.

XI  is  our aarnwt  hop  that ouch an important ireus as the pnkvemtion  Of an

tMIm@  race fur  cuter apaes  will be given thm utmwt priority that it deserves during

the next  aneeefon  of the Ccmferenta  cn Dimrrrmament  md that  the ad hoc ccsmittee  be

ra-a@tabli@hed  to continue  and intanrify  ita work cm the drafting of appropriate

ina tr  umen  ta.

Be fore  mncluding  , I wish  bo  8%~  that the etruggle for peace  and international

aecutity  conetituter  the o~nairstonm  of the foreign  *icy of the ?Bmxfa  tic

FWpub1ic  of  Afghanirtan. Conrada  BInjib,  QlnuaL  &cr*taky  a!! the  Central Comittee

of the Peopl~‘cJ  mlumra tict Party of Af*miotan , raid the follmu ing in th 5.8

mnnect.ion  t

“The IUGCMS  of our efforts  teuardr  revaluticmaxy  rwcmmtructfon  and the

imphncntation  af our creative  plane  can be  effbctively  achievad  mly if

lasting peaa  and recur ity  prevail8 in cut region  and throughout the world.”

MR.  MlfDMCbV  (micm o f  SatArt Ebcia1.W  mp&M.w)  (interpretaticm  fra

8uesian)r  ‘Itrhy th8  Sovi*t  &l~tion  is 8pbaking  in order  tr, &are uom,  of fta

thinking Gxwt  are important aupct of the urtirct  range  of arnm  cmtrol and

disarmmmt  it~gluem that WQ ace disarming,  namly,  control  and verification. fn so

doing ue ace cowincad  that withart  ccntso]L  there is  no confideme - md carfPdence

is a most  ~8mtial far&x wh$m  it amm  bb  amu limibtion  aqraements.  The

strictest  possible cmprahemiva  verificmtion  is a major  element in the disarnvment

: process,
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The importance of this issue is now greater perhaps than e\er  before, because

of the pressing  noed  to achiave  a breakthrough for the better in the international

situation no as t,i:l  overcome  the negative confrontational trends, which have been

qrowinq  in recent ynnrs,  and to clear the way for winding down the arms race on

earth and avertiq  HII  arms race in outer space as well as securing an overal.

reduction of the risk of war and building trust as an integral component of

relation8 between St,ates.

What is needed to accomplish this is new political thinking imbued with an

awareness that, in t.he  present situation, no one can any longer act as he did in

the past. This is fully applicable to the problem of verification too.

That was reaffirmed at the Reykjavik meeting, during which, aa  is well known,

the problem of verification was discussed. Having expressed its willingness to go

ahead with deep cuts in nuclear weapons, the Soviet side came out in favour not

only of the strictest possible verific:atiorl  in any form but. also of making the

recruiremente  for it more stringent. In a post-nuclear situation verification must

necessarily be all-embracing and of a kind that would provide full assurance of

reliable compliance with the agreements during every etage of arms reduction.

As a result this ieeue  alao was settled, and it became  part of the agreements

that were almost achieved and remain only to be finalixed. The lack of my new

political chinking  in the attitude of tbe United States, however, thwarted the

success of the meeting, and as a conseouence  the historic opportunity to negotiate

a whole package of agreements that were reliably verifiable was missed.

One of the principal lessons of Eeykjavik is that new political thinking In

line with  the realities of the nuclear age irr  a aim aua non for finding a way out

of the critical situation in which mankind finds itself at the end of the twentieth

century. Profound changes are reouired  in the thinking of the entAre  human

community.
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In giving material Corm to the new political thinking, the Soviet UVion

attaches particular importance to the problem of verificatinn. We have stated more

than once that the USSR is open to verification and iu interrated in it no less

than others.

The attempts that are being made to use references to verification  isauee  in

order to avoid agreements on arms limitation and disarmament are immoral and

disingenuous as well as fundamentally destructive. Broadly speaking, the problem

of verification is uo  longer on the agenda as some kind of obstacle to Igreements.

What is needed now io to deal constructively with that problem, and it is precisely

here that we can frtouently observe the absence of real willingness to Rtrtngthen

‘rer  if icat ion measures and confidence. A similar lack of willingness on the part of

one or two delegations of Vastern  States had to  be overcome when the Convention on

the Prohibition of Bacteriological Weapona  was reviewed and when the convention on

the notification of accident6 at nuclear installations was worked out and concluded

in Vienna, ae  well as in a number of other cases.

The fruitfulness of new approaches and the need for their implementation were

tellingly  demonstrated by the results of the StockJ)olm  Conference on Confidence and

Security ‘Auilding  Measures and Disarmament in  Europe. These results have prOVeil

that even in a compaex  situation understa~ings  can be reached on problems of

securiry  provided there ie a political. will and desire to do so.

The practical eignificdnce of the Stockholm accords lien in the fact that a

set  of political and military-technological measure6  has been agred  upon  to reduce

the risk of war in Europe and to strengthen security and confidence among the

participants in the agreements that have been reached-

In fact what is Lnvolved here is the first major agreement in the

political-military field since the signing of the Soviet-llnited  State8 SALT-II

Treaty. A foundat  ion has been  laid for new agreements, including those for  a

-- ------
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substantial reduction of armed  forcen  and armamenta  in Europe as proposed by the

Warsaw Treaty I)  3nrber  oountr  ie8.

For  ib~  part the Soviet Union has done everything in ite powrr  to contributi

to a eucceesful  outcOmd  for the Stockholm Conference. In accordance with the

atatenent  of 15 January by the General Secretary of the Central Colaittee  of the

Communist  Party of tha  Soviet ~licn, Mikhail  8. Gorbachev,  the Soviet side haa  ade

new and vigorous efforta  to find aolutiona  to the important prcblema  that were

discussed there. As  a result of the Soviet initiative, the question of the non-use

of force was further explored. On our proposal,  solutions were found as regards

the exdange  of plans far  military activities, the notifiable level of wch

activities and the carrying out of on-site inapsctions.

In Stockholm the Wviet vlim  dmaunatrated  in practical terms ita new spycoach

to verifioation isauea,  thereby  confirming that today the problem  of verifioation

as such does not exist provided  there ir in fact a serious desire to meek  =tUallY

advantageous  solutions that would lead to the re&ction  and eventual elimination of

military danger.

The new political philceophy  also underlies our initiative for a sireable

rehction  aIf conventional  armaments and armad  forces in EuCop. The USSR and its

Warsaw Trusty  elliea  advocata  reliable verification at all stages  of that Procass.

This might involve both natiaral  technological means and intanatiaral  for88  of

verification, including, where necessary, on-aite inspections.

The Soviet Union  also took a similar ak,xoa&  to verifying the irapleaentation

of the pcograim?e,  which  they put forward on 15 January of this year, for the

canplete elimination of nuclear weapons everywhere in the world by the end  of this

century . The verification of armament@  being destroyed and limited would be
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CtbKKied  out both by national technological means and intonational  pcocedures.  uP

to and including on-site inepectione. The UBSR  is rsady  to negotiate any other

additional  measures of VeKifimtim.

We have also  proposed that, in the proceee f implementing the nuclear

disarmament meafiucee PKaVidsd  for  in the pKOgKamme,  special proo@dUKee  should be

worked  Out fOK  destcoying  nuclear warheada  as well ae for diemantling,  aXIVeKtinq

a destroying delivery vehicles. At all stages of the elimination of nuclear

weapons,  the amounts of weapons tro  be deetroyed as well as the sites where they are

to be destroyed would have to be agreed upar. Of course  there  should  be reliable

Verificution,  including international oontrol,  of the destruction OK COnVeKskWl

pKoceae.
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The USSR Ia titally  in favour of effectiwe  ard  adequate verification, up to

and including the establishment of general international control in oonditione

marked by the total elimination ot  nuclear weapons everyaCre,  with the final stage

being the signing of a univeraaL  agreemnt  to ensure that su&  weapons are never

reactivated.

NOW  that the unilateral Soviet moratorium on  nuclear explosions has been

effect fa more than a year, no one - even incl.uding  three  who have laa&  assertions

to the contrary - can fail to  see that the issue of verification is far from being

the main  impediment to concluding a tresty  QI  the total prohibition of

nuclear-weapon tests; and arc need not mention the Soviet position on this issue.

vlited  State8  equipont  loceted  near the Soviet test site and foreign

reporters who have been there have both remrded  the smm  thing,  namely,  the

absence of Soviet nuclear exploeions. That is addi  tiara1 clear ccnf  irnntion  of the

fact that the pretext of the problem  of verification  and openness  ueed by opponmts

of disarmament in the past is now invalid owing to the problem’s  lending itself  to

effective solution.

The Soviet ulion  is pcepsred  at any time and in any place to sign  a treaty

proh ibi tir,g  nuclear-weapon  tests. w a fwour  strict verification in that areaq  and

in thie  Wnnection  we are  prepared  to draw upon the valuable recommendations  made

by the summit Conference of the Non-Alirped  Movement at Harare  and tr,  support  the

proposals  put forward by the countries of five continents on mcnitor  ing compliance

with the obligation not to con&ct nuclear explmions, just as we are ready to

accept the reooRlaendstfona  uor  ked out under the auspia?s  of the United Nations.

The Soviet  ulicn  has pit forward concrete proposals on seismic verification

and hae ame  out in favour of wnducting  more thorough research in the field of the

international exchange of seismic data , with a \ iew  to  enhanci/‘q  the effectiveness
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of such l ⌧ohlKlge0. we have yopoaed that a eyetern  bo wccked  cut foe  the

expeditioue transfer of second-level l eiemic data and that an in-cnational

experiment in that area by ccnbrctad.

In our view, an effective eolution an also be found to the pcablem  of

verification of the prevention of the sproed  of the acme race to  outer l pae. If

JHI  agreement ie read  prohibiting the introduction  of wenpons  into out.~  l peoe, the

Soviet Ihicm  will ge prepared, cm  a reciprocal buim, to open it* labcxatoriee fa

verification of such an agreement.

We feel bound to note that, as far Y verifimticn  ie  concerned,  the smalled

star ware  programme, were it to be impleamt&,  would create virtually

inal*-mountable  diffiwlties. A number  of question8 inevitably arise. Pbr example,

rrhat  criteria ehould  be used in differentiating between offenive  and &fen8ive

qmm weapons? How can assurance8 be pcovidrd  that a apace  plalatforr  with missiles,

lasera cr other tedrnical devices installed on it will not be ueed  foe  a first

strike? How  would the problems of inspection  be eolved?  Thus, the l tratsgic

deL.nwze  initiative programme, if implemented, wou1.d  negnte  the very concept  Of

ver  ifiomtion, including ver  ifiomtion of compliance  with existing  agreementm.

The constructive potential of the Soviet  pcrition QI  the iee\w  of verification

ie ale0 hnifest  in the negotiation8  on the banning of chemial  woaponm.  The

Soviet  I.hion  favours the speedy and canplete  elimination of chemiaal  weapona  in the

ehorthet  possible time, ae  well aa of the industrial infrutructure for the

manufacture of such weapons. That elimination droula  be carried out under strict

contro l , including international on-cite inspctiona.  OU.. country favours

continuous or eyatanntic  international  inspections  of the deotruction  of atrackpilr?~

of chemical weapons and the manufacture of highly toxic and lethal chericals  tar

permittsd  purpoeee.
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In April 1986 the IJSSR  introduced at the Geneva Conference on Disarmament

additional far-rt,aching  proposals designed to ensure effective verification of the

destruction or dismantling af chemical-weapons production facilities and also

proposed that provision be made for carrying out systematic on-site inspection8 of

such facilities as well. In this context, the cessation of the functioning of each

chemical-weapons production facility would be ensured by means of strict

verification, including systematic internationa? inspections. Thus, we operate on

the assumption that systematic international on-site inspections will become the

major form of iutetnational  verification of compliance  with the key provisions of

any future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

Those and other proposals by the USSR in the area of verification serve as

clear proof of its willingness to deal constructively and without delay with the

urgent problems of limiting the arms race in all areas, lessening in every way the

risk of a possible outbreak of nuclear war and strengthening security throughout

the world. The Soviet Union’s approach to ouestiol of verification is based  on

its willingness to adopt any reasonable measures that promote arms limitation.

That approach is in striking contrast to attempts to use the verification argument

to bolster an entirely different policy.

Experience in arms-control negotiations, IncLuding  those between the Soviet

Union and the United States, has shown that when there in a genuine willingness to

reach agreement verification presents no obstacle. The Soviet Union has

demonstrated such willingness in practice. There are no weapons our country would

not be prepared to limit or to ban on a mutual basis and subject to the most

effective verification. That approach will continue to guide our attitude towards

the working out in the First Committee of draft dectsions  on verification issues.
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The USSR delegation fully supports the draft  resolution on verification submitted

by the delegations of Bulgaria and Czechcolovakia  in document A/C.l/Ql/L.l.

The auestion of verification is closely related to the problem of compliance

with agreements on arms limitation and reduction. It is aptly stated in the [Jni  ted

States Government’s reply in document A/43/422/Aol.2  with respect to General

Assembly resolution 40/152  0 that such  agreements are designed to promote security

and international stability. Those are worda,  but in actual deed it is  precisely

the United States that is undermining the r6gime  of existing agreements, above all

SALT I, SALT II and the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile

Systems (ABM), which constitute the foundation of strategic stak:ility. In that

came  document, it ie asserted that “compli..nce  can be determined only hy

verification”.

Without minimizing  the importance  of verification of compliance with

agreements, it should nevertheleea by stated that compljance  or non-compliance is

sometimes obvious without any verification - for instance, when there is a

unilateral renunciation of an agreement, as is the case with the SALT-II treaty, (PC

when the 1972 ABM Treaty is interpreted in such broad terms that the meaning of the

agreements reached is actually nullified. Resolution 40/94  L, which was adopted  at

the initiative of the [lnit.ed  States, streeaes that:

“any weakening of confidence in such agreements diminishes their contribution

to glohal oc  regional stability and to further disarmament and  arms limitation

efforts”. (resolution 40/94  L, fifth preamhular paragraph)
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Rut  the renunciation of existing international legal instrument6 and the

circumvention of treaties weaken euch  confidence most directly. It ia regrettable

that it is precisely the country that was  the sponsor of the resolution to which we

have referred that is acting in this way.

The Soviet Union believes that the question of compliance with agreements on

arme  limitation and reduction ie of fundamental importance, especially when it

involves such basic  agreements aa the two strategic arms  limitation talkn  (SALT)

treaties and the 1972 Anti-Ral’.ietic  Missile  Treaty. We stand for strict

compliance with the obligations contained in the agreements concluded and for the

preservation of everything positive that has been achieved so far in the field of

arms limitation under effective control.

The main purpose of verification is to promote the implementation of arms

l imi ta t i on

confidence

l imi ta t i on

the real si

measure*, to strengthen the partier’ confidence in each other -

that is inherent in the very fact of their entering into an arme

agreement in the first place - and to provide objective information on

tuation with respect to compliance with the agreement. For that reason,

the principal reouirement that we lay down as far as verification ie  concerned ia

that it be effective.

We are convinced that verification should be used to ensure the viability of

disarmament agreements. Therefore, in addition to effectiveness, another

reouirement that we set in regard to verification is that it be adeouate. The

principle of the adeauacy  of the verification measures applied to arms limitation

measures - which hae been confirmed by the experience of compliance with .

international agreements in the field of disarmament - is enshrined in a nUmbar  of

universally recognized  international instruments, including the Final Document of

the first special session  of Che  General Assembly devoted to diearmament.
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We are iu  favour of effective and adeouate  ver  ‘fication. We are in favour of

conaidcring and resolving all disarmament and verification problems in a

businesslike and concrete manner, taking a dynamic approach to find mutually

acceptable aolut ions. The Soxlet  Union is ready for such solutiona and will

continue to work consistently  for such solutions.

The USSR calls upon other States to respond constructively to our new approach

to dealing with ver Lfic.9tion  issues and with the entire range of arms I imitation

and disarmament problems.

Mr. OKUR  (United States of America) t I am pleased to be here again this

year in the First Cormnittee , an I was last year during the fortieth session of the

General Assembly, to present the views of the United States on a number of the arms

control issues before this body.

Just two days ago, the Director of the United States Arms Control and

Disarmament Agency, Mr. Kenneth Adelman, spoke before thie Cormnittee on  the outcome

of the meeting in Reykjavik between President Reagan and General Secretary

Gorbachev. That meeting was concerned primarily with uuestione  being addressed in

the bilateral nuclear and apace talks in Geneva. Mr. Adelman spoke  of a mosaic of

arms control efforts - a mosaic in which the nuclear and space talks occupy  a large

space. But there are other parts of the picture , and my remarks today are directed

princip%lly  to those important multilateral  aspects of our work.

It is clear that the past year has been a modestly productive one in advancing

our shared objectives in the field of arms control and disarmament. In addition to

the progress on bilateral issues made at the highest level in Reykjavik, I believe

that this Condttee  can take a measure of satisfaction - but certainly not be

complacent - with the concrete progress achieved in a number of areas.
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First,  at the Stockholm Conferonco  on Security and Confidence  Building

Mea8urea  and DiEarmament  in Europe,  the p8rticipant8  - 35 Rantern,  Wo8tern  8nd

neutral and non-aligned State8 - adopted a docume nt de8igned  to help  reduce the

risk of the outbreak of war in Europe, provided of course  th8t  the agreement io

implemented faithfully.

The United State8 welcom88  thi8  agreement, which can contribute to gr8ater

security  in Europe - where th8re  in a gre8t  concentration of military force8 - 8nd

t0 improved relation8, particUlarly  between  E88t  8nd We8t. My Government believe8

that the Stockholm Accord demon8trate8  that with 8eriou8ne88  of purpow  and hard

work, common  ground can be l 8tabli8hed on which to build a more 8ecure  future.

Th<. iitarily  significant and verifiable measures adopted  by the Stockholm

Conference conetitute  a 8Ub8t8ntial  8dvance  wer  tho8e  contained in the

1975 Releinki  Final Act. Than mea8ure8, by dvancinq  the principle of opennoR  in

the area of military activities, will make 8uch  activities more predictable, and

opportunities for political Intimidation will be Inhibited.

The 35 nation8 have corraitted  themeelves  to notify each other of certain

military activities above agreed-upon level8 , to forecast such activities  at le@8t

one year in advance, to invite Ob8OrVOr8  to certain  military activities and to

allow rnspectors  to verify corpli8nce  with tho8e  conritments. It 18  noteworthy

that thi8  is the first  accord in which the Soviet Union h88  agreed to permit

inspection, without a right of refu8a1, of military 8ctivitie8  on it8 territory.

It is obvious  that the type of provi8ion8  nece8aary  for effective verification

of agreements limiting or reducing force8 would nece88arily  be very different from

those contained in the Stockholm docl, mnt. WOVOrthele88,  the Stockholm

verification measures could set a uceful  precedent for other, more far-r .taching
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ayreements and could provide an opportllaity  to gain experience in ccnhcting

inspections.

The agreement reached in Stockholm can alao  serve as a source of encouragement

fo r  the  braadder  spectrum of  iesuee re lated to the Heleinki  Final Act,  which

resulted from the Conference  on Security  and Co-operat ion in ~%rrope  (CSCE). These

issues  wi l l  be  exanined  at  the V i enna  f o l l ow -up  mRnting,  ?*lich  is  opening quite

soon. At.  that meeting, the ulited  States  w i l l  pese  fo r  fu l f i lment  of a l l  the

ccmmrdtmente  made  i n  the  H e l s i n k i  F i n a l  Ac’L  arrd  f o r  b a l a n c e d  p r o g r e s s  across  the

fu l l  agenda  o f  CSCX  issues.

The Stockholm Accord itself must not remain merely promises set down on

paw. Sadly, previouo  Halel  Iki ccmmitments  have been honoured more in the breach

than in the observant. The proof of success will be in the implementation of the

agre :menL. The  Wiited  States  w i l l  dc i ts  part .

At the Conference on Diaarmsment  in Geneva, Mr. Cromartie of the United

Kingdan,  Chairman of the Ad Hoc Ccmuni  t tee  on Chemicel  Weapons,  has overseen  a

Useful  YeJar  Of  multi lateral  negotiationa  on a CXRqplete  crlLd  effective ban  on the

development , proaction  and stockpi l ing  of  chemical  weapons and on  their

des tr uction  .

The Ulited  States has taken note o f  the mwemrnt  that has  b  en recorded in he

draft. .* ailing  t e x t ” of the chemical weapons conventi~. art  i t  i s  perhaps  o f

greater  importance to  realize  that a very oonsiderable  amount  o f  work remaLAs to  ne

accanplished  ?n  issues  o f  flndamentll  importance to  the  success fu l  outcome of  the

negotiations.
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E’orermst  amng these issues is that of measures for the verification  of

compliance with the provisions of the convention, and in particular the irasue of

challenge verification. Several proposals have been put forward in attempting to

deal  with this vital matter, The United States believes that a challenge

inspection provision that is as  effective as that provided for in article X of the

United States dkaft  convention, introduced at the Conference in 1984 by

Vice-President Bush, is essential for a successful outcome to the negotiations.

Article XI by providing a deterrent against violations, constitutes a safety net to

ensure compliance with the convention-

The United States rssiains deeply concerned about the continuing instances of

violation of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 prohibiting the use of chemical weapons.

MY  Governraent has also expressed its grave ooncetn over the spread of chemical

weapons capabilities, and has increased its efforts to develop measures to restrict

and to regulate the export of chemicals useful in the production of chemical

weapons. The United States and its allies have consulted closely on this guestion,

and the United States and the Soviet ~niou  have mcently concluded a second

meeting, in Rem , at which the question of the proliferation of chemical weapons

was  discussed.

In the First Committee, as a follow-up action to the resolutiou  which the

United States, together with 25 co-sponso~s~ introduced, at the fortieth session,

and which  the General Assembly approved with 112 votes in favour, the united states

delegation intends again this year to introduE  a draft resolution on chemical

weapons I

m the closely related matter of biological and toxin weapons, the parties to

the biological and toxin weapons Convention successfully completed the second

review of that Convention some  four  weeks AJO. The United States dslegation made

it clear at the Review Confa:mus  .:hat it continued to adhere to the Convention,
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and to  support  the internat ional  norm against  biological  and toxin weapons that i t .

establishes. My  delegation made it equal.ly  clear, however, that the continuing

vio lat ion  tif the terms of  the Convention by the Soviet  Union posed B~RC ouB

probl.ems. lt also made clear the increased dif f icult ies that advances in the fiebl

o f  b iotechnology  pose  for  ver i f i cat ion  o f  the  terma of  the  Convent ion.

At the Review Conference, the United States delegation noted that a  number of

countries had joined,  in the Final  Ueclaration, in expressing grave doubt6  about

compl iance ;ith  the most  basic  2rovisfone  of  the Convention,  and that  a l l

part ic ipants  in  the Confererr  :e had atreesed th r) need to deal ueriouely  with

compliance it36  les. The United State8  welcomes this recognition of the importance

of  taking ser iously compliance with exist ing agreements.

The United States  put forward, or  joined in endorsing,  a  number of  measure8 at

tte Second Review Conference deeigned  to strengthen the norm established by the

Convent ion. In part icular ,  i t  supported measures  to improve openness in the

conduct  of  Permitted activLties  that  migh t otherwise prompt euepicione  of

Prohibited actions. My Gor  3rnment  also looks forward to the meeting of technical

experts  of  States  parties,  scheduled from :I  March  to  15  Apri l .  1987,  to develop the

modal it ies  for  the exchange of  information and data agreed to in the Final

Declaration of the Review Conference.

With regard to  the queet ion of a nuclear-test ban, I  would  reca l l  that  the

question was diecueeed by the United Staten and the Soviet Union at the meeting in

Reykjavik. A6  AmbaReador Melman  noted in hie  etatement on 20 October ,  the United

Staterr put  f o rward  a  p l an  fo r  r a t i f i ca t ion  o f  tlae  exiat ing bi lateral  trea+.iee,  the

1974  threshold Lest ban treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful  nuclear  explaaions,

provided adequate veri f ication could be achieved. That would be followed by

further  negot iat ions  on teettng  l imitat ions  in  conjunct ion with  reduction61 in

iiuclear  arsenala. The  JJnJtq  d State8  remains prepared  to  go  fo rwa  6 with that  Plan-
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At the Conference on  nieacmament  the mited  States  welcomed the  submi6sion  o f

t h e  r e p o r t  o f  t h e  Gr,  rip  o f  Sciorl.  lfic  Btperte  whi&  deecribes  t h e  reoulte  o f  itn

qlcbal  lest  o f  procedurea  for  the  internaticnal  exchanqe  o f  aeiamic  data lrmeful  in

the monibnc  lrrg  o f  a  nuc lear - teat  ban. The United  Statea  also welcomes the Group’s

plans to catinue  i t s  work  by carrying out investigat ions into the most modern

nvans of r eoor  ding, transmitting and processing  seiemological  data,  including the

so-cal led level  I I . o r  fu l l -wave fo rm,  data.

With regard to  the  establishment o f  a oomnittee  to  dea l  wi th  the  nuclear-terrt

ban agenda item, the Conference on  Disarmament should agree without further  delay

W J  a mandate for  the Comnittee’s  w o r k  an  the basis  of  the ~eetarn  proposal .

Mile  difl  :ussing issues on the agenda af  the Ccnference  on  Disarmament, 1

should like to add a few words about the agenda item dealing  with the preventiar  of

an arms race in outer space. The  wited  States  has supported the cocmfderatim  o f

that  lnsue  i n  t h e  Ccnferenc?, and agreed to the re-etitabliehment  o f  an  r3  h o c- -

connni  t tee, appropr is  tely  man& ted, in whfch  to carry the considerati.cn  faward .

The  Ccnference  made a good start  on its  work &ring  the 1985  and 1986  aaesium.

Clearly, rha Committee’s mmdate  has not been exhausted, and the Conference should

aYah  take UP  its  work under that mandate  when  it rx)nvenea  in 1987.

In the nuclear and space talks in Geneva  between the ulitpd  States and the

Soviet  UniCn  neyotlations  on the ranqe of issues  related t.o the outer specs

environmen!  have cantinuod  in the re levant negotiat ing groupi. Given the nature of

those iesues, the Unit-d  States bel ieves that the appropriata  forum f o r

neqntiations  at  this  t ime rermins  the nuclear and space talks.

Fr7ylier i n  m y  stat+ It  I qoke  of  the  gravo concern that the United  States

PhareR  with other nations w i t h  rdbgard  t o  ccmpliance  wi th  arms contro l  and
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disarmament sgreenentn. My remarks r e f e r r e d  spscitically  t o  the  Gemeva  ProboWl  of

1’325  and the biological and toxin weapons convention  of 1971. Moreover, a8

Anbauuador  Adelman nmde  clear in his crtatement,  three  cOncerna alao extend to

b i l a t e r a l  agreement9 between  the Unitid  %stxs  and  the soviet  ~nkm. 111 fact, the

cmcern of the Wited Ststes ie mivuraal. W s believe all  States  ahouLd  cunply

Strictly with all their obligationa. The future nuccez~~~  of our efforts in the

field of &rnr  control and disarmament r~uiree  no lees.

The ulited Strrtea  de*eqiation  will again intro&oe,  wiC;r  others, a resolution

on  caoplimcs with aeme  cmtrol  obligationa, in order to express the stronq

conv  :tion  that the orderly conduct of international life  depends upon  c~mpl  iance

with mitmenta  tmdertaken. A reaffirmtlon  of! the absolute indispensability of

uoaplisnca  can oontxibute  to  the strengtheninq  of the barrier8  against vtolations

~z1  to making arm ccntrol  agreements more effective and viable. Last. year 131

States supported the reeolution  and nane  owned  it. I hope that even more States

will joill  in approval this year.

There 18 another ieeue  clmcly  related to that of compliance: the important

matter o f  opemass, of a free exchange of viewe  on disarmament issues  and related

socur  j ty  questions. Its inportanob  as a productive  and reliable  contribution to

our work should be reooqized. The cauee  of arII*i  control  md  disarmament would be

well eerved  iE  every citizen of! every nation had the right to question or to

criticize  openly the policies of his or her Government.
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Aa I noted before this Committee la6t  year, to seek openness is to recognize

in a very practical way  t.hat  openness with others invites a reciprocal willCnqnesr*

to be open, to co-operate, to tolernte, anal to build further on a relationship in

which,  i f  there ia not trust, there is at least greater u ,derstanding. It la  for

this reason that I raise thia issue again today.

The First Committee can play an important role in the advancement of peace and

disarmament. nut the auality of its contribution  is directly related to the

willingness of Member Stateu  to distinguish clearly between empty  rhetoric and

Rer  ioua, measured initiatives designed to further the objectives that we all say

are a0  important. Accordingly, my de egation regrets those occasions when thie

body is used for purposes that are not serious or conmtructive.  Likewise, the

JJnited  States opposes the misuse of other United Nations bodiea for disarmament

propaganda that seeks to dilute the proper missions  of those  bodies  and makes the

task of disarmament even more difficult.

My del.egation  has also noted the interest expressed by a number of delegations

in rationalizing the Comnitteo’s  work, in particular to reduce the burden of draft

resolutions that we consider each year. Their number ia so large  that we surely

cannot give them all appropriate consideration, Consistent with the strong support

of the tlnited  States for the recommendationa of the Group of High-level Experts who

recently suggested concrete steps for enhancing the efficiency of the operations of

the [Jnited  Nations, my delegation welcomes proposals designed to achieve that

objective in the work of the  First committee as well.

I should  like to con’zlude  my statement today by recalling a paint which

President Reagan has made many times - most recently in his addrems  to the united

Nations General Assembly  on 22 September. The President has noted that., at bottom,

it is the lack of trust amonq  nationa  that laz!q  to the acquisition of armaments,
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and that it wae not armamenta in themselves that caueed  a lack of trust. T h e

United States believes that in all our efforte, both multilateral and bilateral,

this  point should  be kept prominently in focus.

In the long  history of peace-making, no policy has proved more shortsighted

and no error more mischievous than to eeparate questions  of weapona  from the

political differences that reeult  in conflict and war. To do so will doom our own

efforts to the fate of the disarmament conferences between the two world wars. As

Walter tippman  once observed, those conferences were “tragically eucceeeful in

disarming the nationa  that  believed in diearmament”, while permitting those bent on

aggres6ion  to amaee  arsenals  that firet  threatened and later breached the peace.

In the nuclear age we cannot afford 3 repeat that mistake. Our  work, whether it

deals with nuclear, chemical or conventional weapons, mubt  result in eauitahle and

verifiable agreements which move ua  away from, not towards, the brink of conflict.

The United States is dedicated to accomplishing that task.

Mr. LAUTENSCHI,AGER  (Federal Republic of Germany) : allow  me at the outset

to extend to you, Hr. Chairman, and the other officer6  of the Committee my

delegation’s and my own congratulations ora  your election to your important pets.

I am confident that under your guidance the Committee wirl make further progress in

ita work.

On 14 October tte representative of the [Jnited  Ki.ngdom  of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland made a comprehensive statement on behalf of the 12 member States

of the Eurman  Economic Community (EEC). My delegation would like to add a few

observations to that statement.

In the opinion of the Government of the Federal Republic  of Germany, the

meeting between Preaident Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev in Reykjavik

P
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confirmed that the time is ripe for concrete results !n the field of disarmament

and arms control. After Rsykjavik  that goal seems to be within reach.

The meeting was an important landmark in the procees  of dialogue and

understanding between East and West that has been under way since the autumn of

19R4  * It proved possible to reduce differences between  the two sides, and in Borne

cases considerable convergence was achieved on important arms control issues and in

other fields. In the case of intercontinental nuclear weapona,  intermediate-range

systems  and questions concerning a nuclear-test ban, the two sides made greater

advances than ever before. The fact that Reykjavik did not produce palpable

results ia  therefore no cause for disappointment. Both sides are agreed that their

propOsale  will remain on the table. This holds out the prospect Of tangible

agreements being  achieved in the foreaeeahle future.

AR far as the Geneva negotiations are concerned, the Federal Government feels

that there are now good prospects for early results in the field oE

intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF).

The two sides reached agreement on the elimination of long-range

intermediate-range nuclear forces (LRINF) in Europe and on a global  ceiling of

100  warheads, the delivery vehicles to be deployed only in the Asian part of the

Soviet union and on United States territory. That would reduce the Soviet Union’s

destabilizing  superiority in this category of weapone and produce a result very

near to the gloixl, mutual zero option for long-range INF advocated ky  the Federal

Government. Such a long-range INF agreement should, however, take account of

short-range INF systems in such a way that no new grey area in disarmament emerges

and that the existing imbalance is not perpetuated. The continuation of

negotiations on those systems, aa  envisaged in Reykjavik, would be a contribution

towards solving this problem. We now expect the Soviet Union to act in accocdance

with its  view that the solution of the INF auestion  is not contingent  on anv
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conditions and to carry on neyotiation  in Geneva on the basis of the progress

achieved at Reykjavik with the aim of initiating an early reduction of long-range

INF. Any approach that envisages a limited geographical separation of

nuclear-weapon systems in Europe and creating a partial and arbitrary

nuclear-weapon-free Zone would only sidetrack the basic purpose of eliminating

those weapons.

In the field of strategic weapons, too, the structure of a future agreement on

a 50 per cent reduction of the strategic arsenals of the united States and the

Soviet Union within five years is now also emerging following the Reykjavik

meeting. Moreover, the two sides ace basically in aqreement on reducing their

nuclear arsenals to the greatest extent possible within 10 years. In t.he Federal

Cavernment’s  opinion, that  point is of paramount importance. All efforts should

now be devoted to translating this objective into practice. To do so it is above

all necessary to settle the important problem left unresolved at Reykjavik - that

of the future relationship between offensCve  and defensive syetems. In this

respect, too, fundamental agreement was reached to the effect that predictability

as regards defensive systems must be achieved for the next 10 years. Proceeding on

this basis, the negotiation8 in Geneva should concentrate on finding a co-operative

solution that does justice to the interests of both sides.

In the opinion of the Federal Government , the meeting at Reykjavik was thup an

important step on the path towarils  far-reaching agreements in the field of arms

control and disarmament. What  has  been attained so far must now be made the basis

of further negotiationsI  nothing must he lost. The aim must bn to conclude

aqreements wnich  l i v e  u p  to the noble goal , as agreed between the united States and

the Soviet Union e n 8 January 1985, of preventing an arms race in apace and

terminating it on Earth. Thanks to Reyk javik, the conditions for doing 80 are

better than ever.
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The Federal Government also detecta  an encouraging converqence  of: the

poeitions  held by tt  : two euper-Powers on the important auestion  of a comprehensive

nuclear-test ban. The remarks  made by President Reagan on a teat ban in his

address  at this year’s session of the General Assembly were confirmed by the United

States at Reykjavik and given qreatcr  substance. In our view this and the attitude

now adopted by the Soviet Union towardu the verification of nuclear tests and the

process of reducing them open up a realistic path for achieving a comprehensive

test ban step by  step.

The Federal Government advocates agreement on a comprehensive nuclear-teat ban

at the earliest possible date. In April of this year Chancellor Kohl publicly

suggested that the two super-Power8 adopt a graduated approach, which is now being

discussed. As  a first step he proposed the limitation of teeta to agreed

intervals, which could ultimately leti  to the complete cessation of tests within

the framework of agreed reductions of nuclear veapone.

Decisive importance attaches to solving the problema  of verification. In our

view settling this issue  poses no insurmount.able  difficulties in view of

technological progress  in the seismological  field. In 1985 the Federal Government

submitted to the Geneva Conference on Disarmament a pro@oeal  for the progressive

development Of a qlobal BeismolOgical  system for monitoring nuclear explosions.

The Conference’s  activities should focus on developing this flystem  to the point

where its introduction can be agreed on. We have noted with particular intereet

the increasing support for this project.

In the letter he sent to the New Delhi Six in July of this year,

Chancellor Kohl thanked them for thejr  readiness to make the territory Of their

countries available for the purposes of seismological verification.
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In this comection  w e also welcome the Soviet ~lion  Is readiness, aa declared

at the aneva  Cmfermoe  on Msarmaarnt  an  22 July 1986, to participate fn the

aquiaition  and evaluation of ro-called  level II data, which are particularly

irportant  for detecting conoealed  explosions. As  the report new  available shouts,

the test t~1  carried cut in 1964 mder  the direction of the Geneva experts produced

good rrulta  and showed which problem@  must  be given priority treatment.

The Federal Government will ctntinue  to participmte  intermively  in the effcrts

to Solve  outstanding verification probloma  and, as a non-nuclear-weapon  country,

underscore ita commit-t  to the goal of a caaprehemivs  teat ban by offering ita

expertise  in this field.

AB far am the European area is concerned, the Stodzholm Ccnference  on

Confidence  ad Security Building Measurer ad Disarmament in Europe already

con8titutm  an iapoctant  otep alcng  the path towards greater stauility  through arms

cmtrol  and disarmament. All participants rightly regard the succeseful  ccnclu8iOn

of the Ccnferencm  M a victory of reascn, responsibility  and realism. Ptx  the

fir&  time since  1975, cancrete  effective arrangements  have beem  concluded on

aearrity  in  Ibropia. Indeed it is  the  firat  time that a multilateral acme oontrd

agteemrrt  haa  covered the entire Europe&  continent  from the ktlantic  to the Urals.

In the docuanta adopted cn  22 Septenber  1986, the participants agreed, in

wcadma  with the mandate of the Conferawe on Security and Co-operation in

mLlrq  (aa)  follar-up  meeting in mdrid,  on a set of nw, effective wd concrete

measure8  dwigred  t9  Wake  progress  in atrengthming  confidence and eecurity  and in

achieving diearmamt”. In this  way greater tranqxtrency  in the military sphere  i6

to be attained ad miajudgenmta  of military activities s,roided. The behaviour of
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Statea  ie to be made more predictable, and the risk of surprise nttacka  and the

fear of attemptR  at intimidation reduced. The aim in also to improve t.he

foundations for progreRa  in the field of arm  control.

At Stockholm it proved po66fbi? to develop considcrahly  further the meneure:l

agreed upon in fleleinki  and to improve them in substantive terms. The arranqcment fi

for early notification of military activities were conaiderahly expanded. T h e

invitation of ohaervera to manouevres  is  now ohligatory and no longer left to t.he

discret.ion  of countries. The most important aepect  was the agreement on on-e{tP

inspect ions, on e ground or from the air, without a right of refusal. Oh1  iqatory

on-site inspections have thue been acknowledged an a central element of ?n

effective verification regime  for arms control agreements. This is a fundamr>ntal

breakthrough of importance to all arms control endeavours.

Then. meaeurea adopted in Stockholm give effect and expreeaion to the qlohaJ

duty of States to refrain from the threat r)r use of force. They muet now prove

their worth through consistent application in kjeping  with the letter and opirit  of

the document.

Following the Stockholm phase, progress must now be made in other multilateral

arms  control forums and every opportunity seized  for the achievement of substantive

reeulta.

At the mutual and balanced force reduction t.alka,  the East should al.ao  chow  a

willingnees  to coneent  to a verification r6gime  providing for on-site inspectinne

without a riqht  of refusal.

Reeulta  in the ncb’,r4tt  iatione on chemical weapons also hinge on th +

Soviet Union’s willingneea to accept an effective verification riqime  involvinq

mandatory inepectione. In addition to routine inmpectione,  on rhich  a larqe  deqree

of agreement is emerglng in the negotiations at the Geneva Conference on
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disarmament, oh1  iqntory on--challenge inspections are needed. The Rr  itish  proponnl

of  15  Ju ly  1996  o f fe rs  an  acceptable  001uCion. I f  the Soviet union and it.?  al)L~

foll.ow  the Jath marked out hy the Stockholm document, the early adoption of  n

con-rent ion 1 Iherat!ng  the international community from the ncourqe oi  chemiaa I

weapons would he ponuihle.

In this connection the Federal Government welcomes the encouraqinq proqreas

,nade  on confidence-bui lding and verific.ation  in a  re lated f ie ld at  the recent

Second Review Confe!re.  .e on the biological weapons Convention.

The  out.conw  o f  the Conference on Confidence and Security Rulldinq  Meanuree  and

Disarmament in Europe also paves the way to new, more extel;:iive  negot iat ions on

conventional  stahi l i ty  in the who le  o f  Eu rope , from the ktlant.ic  to  the  IJrnlr;.

At  Hal i fax the NATO  Foreiqn Ministers  titated  that  th s a l l iance’s objective  1.

to strengthen stability  and security in ::he  w n o l e  01  Europe throuqh jncreased

opnnesn  and the establ ishment of  a veri f iable,  comprehensive and etab3.e halance  o f

convent lonal  forces  at  lower  leve ls . There are too many conventional weapons in

Yurope, and thero is  an imbalance to the West’s  disadvantaqe,

At the third CSCE  follow-up meeting due to start in Vienna on 4 November, we

lnttind  to continue along tha pat.h succesofully  embarked upon in Stockholm and make

progress in other CSCE a?ecs  a s  we l l . The Vienna reeti1.g  w i l l  dea l  w i th  the  ent i re

ranqe o f  ouestionu  ceqcerning  security.
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Ever since the ntslrt  of the (BCI$  we hava  advocated that security be built r. e

broad founda  tlon. mc  us, security  is not just  a qusntion  of the  milXtacy  baLanor,

but ala.3  ate of reelsct  far human  rtghte  and  other basic rulee  of ccniArCt  amlg

StatiS,  eonnomir:  co-oparation  an  well  aa opgortunitiets  for  contacts  between  people

and  the free flow  of information  ocrosa  fra?t.iera. ~~fidence-building  can mly  be

acconpliehed  with euch  a mnpreheneive  approach. C~saquantly, a l l  CSCX  aroe8 mot

be turther  developed at Vienna in a balmoed Eaahion  and from iopetu8  hpsrted  m

that  procms, which ia  unique In  the world.

We exp.c  t the Vienna fnllow-up  meeting to  prcrvide  a fresh impetus, not lust

in  the field of military Recurity.  W I  muet  diacuse  how, after the Carference  On

Ctnfidence rd Security milding Measures ar I lMsarmanmnt  ia &rope,  the  pcoosos  of

negoptia  tiouo  ccncc?rninq  conventicmal ‘arm  carts01  in the whole of EWop  can be

acbanced. Tn the ~pioim 01  the Faderal  Government,  the objectrve of suds

negotiatiQna  mu8t  be to  establish, in acccxdance  with the  declaration ade by the

forei*  minif3tera  of countries lne*ers of the North Atlantic ‘FreaQ  Organiratiar

(NA’lDj  at Halifax, m ilitary  nt&ility  and d situation t&are  not only W-tern  armed

foroodl,  but those OC both sitles, exclusively serve defana  nee&.

Ccncentraticm  of arms-control efforta  6,  ccrbcre%,  practic:al solution8 to

clemrly  defjned  prcbleme  - that ie the ~nc111~ion  drawn by the  hdeeal  Govecnrrnt

fran the  preparatory sting in Reykjavik  and  the aucceee  achieved at StDckhob.

IQ  ahhare  the view of the Soviet repraeentative  who, epeaking in the Cr#ii.tao  an

14 October, indiaated  that *at  wan now needad  WUI  ca-~cret.e  action inatwd of IHO

declar  aticne.

.hie also determinea  the dIrection h which,  in the Fsderel  r&Verru@ent’e

0pAn  ion, the central  debate cm  d’.earwment  within the mit*d  Nationa  Would

BvOl.*l@ lt  must be qealeil  “lxxe  than hither’co  to genuina  qportunities  and concfote

ap~KOBt%lhes. IreclaratWy  appeals a n d  ger~eral  programmes tie Ot  no  UBe. 111  th*
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Firflt  ccllmlittee, a l l  corntries  mucst  s t r i v e  for  tan$ible  aneuere  t o  t h e  central

queetton  OF how war  can be effectively prevented in this age.

T’hc  FBderaI  kpublic  o f  Germany  Pocueed  on  t h i s  question  w i t h  its specific

in Ltlative  For  t i e  pcevan  tion  o f  w a r , which  waa launched two yeacu  ago. That

inittatho  I d3  4 comprehehemive  approach2 a n y  w a r ,  n o t  just  a  n u c l e a r  una, muat  b e

prevent&l. That ob  1 ct’ve  rupt  be discussed in the Pir tit  Coarmittee  with cRre  regard

for all aepwzts. The Fkderal  Gwernaent  renminu  canvlnced  that the Cnnmnittee’~

debate muflt  concentrate on the fundntwntals  and prerzqulnitee  of  tnnqlhle,  gl&nl

efforts towardfl  the prevention 0, war.

Demardinq  the preventton  of  nuclear war  alcoe ie  not ~uffL~,~ent. Ccnventioral

warfare also;  pwee  a g:eat  threat tc na tione. It is horrifying c3  note the nutier

of ccnfl  icts  waged hy  ronventicnal  means in numeroue  csuntr  \es since the Second

Wor.Cd  War and We  huge number of lives they nave exacted.

Like ita  partner8  fn the Atlantic Alliance the Pledera  -public  of Germany

holds the view that stability and  international eecurity rennin dnl.  *dent  On  the

bteKmination  of cOuntrie8  to  protect their existence through autinoraoue  defer-x?

efforts,  be it on  their  own or  in league with others. The Charter of the mtited

Nations expraenly  acknowledges ths  legitimacy of au&  efPorte  aimed at individual

0r  collective aelf  -deEence.

Hcuever, in tie  opinion of the  Pbderal  Government that right to eelf-defance

rmuire*  that all countries  should gear their military actsrmal6, the strategy for

their uee  and their pr~.~cttcaL  mnduct  strictly  to defence neene.  Qnlntr  1tw1  wdth

excessive  arms not yeared  to  defence needs not only  deprive their own dew* Iopaer  t

e f fo r t s  of:  urgently nee&d reacurcee, but aleo  force other wuntriee  that feel

threatened as  a result  to we addCtinnq1  reBourcBB  for their own RecuritY~

reaouroB8  that thoy urgently need for their <wn develo>ment.
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Another no lees il~portant  demand ir  this context  is that autonomous eecurity

ef forts  cannot ,  on their  r*rn,  rel iably prevent war. They mua  t be supplemented by

oo-operntive  e f for ts . Al l  cormtries  muet there fore  participte  in arnm  control

activitiee. The a im ia to  ooncludtt concrete aqreenwbrxts  at the reqional  and the

globa l  leve l  that  wi l l  s t rengthen nutual  truf3t  and ef fect ively  limit  acme  at  the

lowee  t  portaible  leve l . In our view,  this  impliefl above a l l  the establ ishment of  a

arable  mil itary eguilibrium  between the  oorntriee  crncerned. Stabi l i ty serving to

Prevent.  war muat  there fore  be the true object ive  o f  to -operat ive  efforta  aimed at

arnu  cuJtro1  a n d  diearmament.

Theee co-operat ive  efforta  mudt  go  beyond factors  o f  the  mi l i tary  balance  and

cover the entire range o f  internatiaJa1  relationrr. military  confrontatione  a r e  n o t

caused by military arsenals but by po l i t ica l  tensfonu  and conf l  ictrc. Thie means

that  both military ano po l i t ica l  etability  must be achieved.

The  plicy  of  the  North At lant ic  Al l iance c-Mines  defence effor  te t o  w a r d  o f f

mi l i tary  threats  with co-operat ive  efforta  for  arm ccntrol.  and  pol it ical  detente.

This  po l  Lcy  o f  the  Allianoe  haa  ma& a decis ive contr ibution to the preservation  o f

peace in Europe. I~IB caapr  &eneive  approach ie  a lso  ref lected in the broad-based

concept  o f  the  CS<E process.

In l ine wi+h  the  ob ject ive  o f  undertak  Lng conprehweive  efforts tro  8tragthm

eec,urity, the Paderal  Repub l ic  o f  Germany hae, eirts %lnce  the first special se-ion

Of the Seenera  Asserably  devoted  to  dimarmallltfnt  in  1978, advocated the developront

of  a  concept  o f  conf idence- -bui ld ing  maa6ures  appl icable  i:r qll  reg ions  o f  the

war  Jd. I t  there fore  we lcomes  the f ac t  that. guide1  .ea  f o r  confidence-building

mea8.uen,  rhich  .rere  e l a b o r a t e d  o n  ite  i n i t i a t i v e , were adopted by cormane~,

albeit  in prelimrnary  form, at  th  ie year ‘e annual  se~eion  o f  the  ulited  Nntione

Disar~meM.  Commia~ion and have now been submitted to the General  Assembly  at i ta
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f o r t y - f i r s t  eer  m. The reeultrl  of stcckhohn,  especially in the field of

verification, give rise to  the hope that sqreemnnt  011 a oo1p91et.e  text will soon be

pma tble.

My Qvernment, txqatber  with the French Government, hae  drafted a resolution

on  the succeea of the Stockholm Conference and ita perspective for

confidence-building and conventional arme  control. We Wall  be discuaeing  it in

the First Connittw. Naw,  the countries outRide  Europe muat  build confidence in

their regions by eneur  ing maximum traneparency  of their military capabilities and

activities. The Ulitad Nations  ehould  aleo be encouraged in its efforts  for

greater tranepmrency. iinre, 7 especially have military budgete  in mind. The

creation of the etmdardLned  eptem  for reporting military expenditures was an

important step, but meny  more countriee  should participate  in it.

Another impoc  tmt task  of the uli  ted M tiona is thie  connection i~, in our

‘-4  IbV , to obtsin  greeter transparency of international acme tranefere. Foreign

Minister  Gcrm&er  proposed to the General Aseenbly  that a rogieter be eetabliehed

containing  details  of armm  imports and exporte  by all countriee. That would

facilitate the manitoring  of ernn  flowe  and help to solve the problem  of exceeeive

armaments world wide.

Another impor  tent ati ject  to whim  the First Cormitt-ee  should  devote greater

attention is that of verificetion  of arm ccmtrol  agreements. In this  connection

the Rdersl  Govocnmant  wol~mes  the  fact that at its  fottiath easicn  the *nac:al

Aeeenbly  aQptad new resolution@  on such e&jects  as “Vsrifioation  in all  ite

aspects, . “Compliance with arma  limi.tation  and diearmemant  agreements”  and

“Objective  information  on military nmttore.”  Thoee  initiatives, whose  ualtim-mti~n

and advancement thu  mdrbr  al &ver  nmen  t : upp t ta , are important atepe  towar-  a

eecurlty  debate within the IhiteU  Mtion~  geared towarde  concrete,  Practical  i~ue@~.
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Tha  British represents tive , speaking on behalf  of  the 12 courtriee of the

European C-unity  , etreseed before the Colnmittee  that energetic efforta  were

needed in the various  negotiating fauma  so  that unteeolved  problem could be

salved. RX  this purpoue,  a 11 countries  lnust  participate in a reeponaible  fashion

and help to find concrete nolutions  that are possible now. The UIited hhtions  muet

not stand  aloof either.

If it prwes  peaible  to meet the need for conprehensive  co-operation in

urgent security iesuee by means of pc&ztical  arrangemente,  th8n  oountriee  of

different regions  and aoctal eyeterns  will be able to  regulatn  their conflicting or

divergent intareeta  in peaceful canpetition mC ?abguard  world peace through i

nutme  of oomxm  reeponeibility.

The sucoesaflll  outooras  of the St.ockholm  Confc:cence  ahowe  that a readineea  to

c<apranise  and persevere in negotiatione  lead6 to ref3uLts. ~11  cmmtriee  should

therefore consider themselves  &ty-bound to emulate the  example set in Stodrholm.

Creating pena,  with ever fewer weapons  is not a rJb3pian  notion. It ie one of

the paralPount  tasks facing mankind at the end of the twentieth century.

Mr. KNIPPIblG  VIC~OIDR.A  (LWininCcen  ~apublic)  (intorpcetatiar  from- -

Spsniah): AlthouQl  at the beginning 01’  our wx k, Sir, you urged W I  ti  omit

ccmgra  tula  tiona, allow me ncne  the less to diedmy  your euggestion,  since  it is the

wish cf the delegntron  of the “)ominican  Republic  to congratulate you on  your

rxcollmt  conduct  of our debate and extend that reoogrition  to the 0th~  officer8

Of! the Comnittee.

1 hould  Iike  to make n brief statement of principlea,  otating  the poeition  of

my Government on several anpeats  of the iteme  befae  the Canittee. Although I

mile from a ~~11,  developlnq  country - a  cxluntry  whi&  does  not have  t,he  elightei~t.

~Seibility  of possea9inq  N,~ucleor  weapons -. I cannot bht  take thin opp0c  tulity  to
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part ic ipate  in  the debate, wince there is  no doubt that  both disarmament  and peace

are universal .  ooncerna, of  equal  interest  to  the great  Parers  that  poeseeP.  nuclear

weapons  and to  the  rest  o f  the  internatiaal  commclnity.

That concern over disarmament issues aould  not be more val id,  Leqitimate  and

mmi  fest , for i t  involves the very survival  of  the human race. IL has not escapr?d

the reason,  logic and understanding of  peopLes  that  the outbreak OE  a  nuclear

ccnflaqratim  would  necessar i ly SOW  the seeds of  total  se l f -destruction and the

annihilation oi  the human race - hen*  the importance of  this  quest ion.  We can

thus  s tate ,  w i thout  fear  o f  exaggeration, &at  a possible nuclear disaster

oonrltitutes  the greatest pl‘oblem facing mankind to&y.

Given +be recowition  c,f this  terr i fy ing prospect  - tota l  ho locaust  - and the

convict ion that  the pr incipal  purpose  of  the United Nat ions is  tx~ “save slrcceeding

generariorm  f rom the  scourge  o f  war” , disarmament issues - partiaul.arly  nuclear

diaarmmU3it  -. are accorded hiNest  pr ior i ty  In the United  Vations, L%rth.xmore,

this ulchallenged  ccanpetence of  rhe  Ulibd  Nations on disarmament qlx%tiOns  is

rooted in  Ltfl  orqnnic  characterist ic  of  universal ity,  s ince it  would  be nonsensical

were  the  secur i ty  o f  a l l States and the very survival  o f  maI %  ind to depend UJ  the

*emrig  interests  of  a  handfur  o f  nuc lear -weapon States . Consequent.ly,  we cannot

overlo&  the fact  that  the Ulitad  Nationa  reprclsents  the arganized  internat ional

mmuniw  o f  S ta tes  o f  the contemporary wor ld . The central role of the

Ckgmiaation  and its primary responsibi l ity in  the  f i e ld  o f  diearmament  d ‘rive  f r o m

that  f a c t .

ALtiouqh  t h e  wxk  o f  4;r~  united  Nations  i n  the s p h e r e  o f  armn  LLmitation  a n d

disarmament has ccmtrlbutr4  to  creat ing a  resurgent mwaroness o f  the  need for

dinarmament as a key eLerM)nt  in  the quest For  peace and internatiabal  security,

ccntributin9  to  the  cxmcltmion  of  important  t reat ies  and  agreements amulq  var ious

St3th8 a n d  t o  t h e  adop;rion o f  numrc  ‘1s  r e s o l u t i o n s  relallnq  t o  this  queuti(m,  the
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E’I~\B  cac9  - both nllcleac  and c*,nventional  - hes  nevertheless continued aPoe

quantitatively or qualitatively.

heaving  aside for  the moment the question of the adverse consequenoes of the

arms taco (*I  the developicl oointries, I should 1 ike at this point,  to focus

attention upon current trends and developments  in disacmanent  activities at the

Ihited Nations.

Wzec  the ~ov1sicms  of Articles 11 and 26 of the Charter, whi& attribute a

central role and majoc  respormibility to the Ocymization  in the sphere  of

disarmament-, the whited  Nations has been carrying on a series of activities whose

ultimate aim is general and czanplete  disarmament under effective intecnational

oontcol. Among those activities, special mention should  be made  of the two special

sesf,ionri  of the General Assenbly  devoted to disarmament and the creation of the

GU’IfeCenoe  on Diearnramsnt  and the Disarmament  Colanission,  the United Nations

Institute tot  Disacinama.t  Research, the A&f  isccy  Doard  m Disarmament Studies and

0th~  deliberative bodies and vnc  ‘ous special.ized  agencies dealing expressly  with

disc.cmament  , including, naturally, tho work of this Ficst  Cosnaittee.

For my delegation, this oonsta:lt  United Nations activity geared  to reading

world  disarmament has one very interesting and  promising  feature% there has bran

the gradual emec~~nce  of the view that any use of nuclear weapons would be a

flagrant vic,,l.ation  of the Chactcr  of thr,  ulited  Nations ano,  in fact, a CCim

against mankind. In that respect, it oou1.d  be stated tnat  a true legal awaceneea

of this view has heen  growing. Similat  ly , a result  of that continuing work  has

been the b~ceas  ingly  clear need for an eflJ>ctive  inter national instrument

pcohibitinq  the threat or u)e  of such weaponn  arlninst  the territories of

nCn--nuclear-weapon  States.



SK/l4 A/C.l./4VpV.l6
6!%70

( M r .  Knipping  Victor  .a,
Lkminican l&public)--

Alti9ouN  the Calference  on Disarmament has not yet been able to begin

l UltilateKa1 negotiadone  on a treaty prohibiting  all nuclear-weapon teeth or a9

cubing the aram race and nuclear dibwmament,  it ie clear that he urgency of

arriving  at agreements on these questions has been qaining ground  in public

awaru9eM. Accordingly, we urge all statw,  particularly the nuclear-waapar

8tabe,  t0 give due consideration im  these questiona, not cnly  in the light of

their particular  intereots  but also bearing firfly  in mind the interefjte Of the

entire int*rnatAonA  oonmunity.
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(Mr. Knipping  Victoria.e-’
Dcminican  Repuhl  ic)-

In that regard, the delegation of the Dominican Republic wishes to express  its

support for the initiative taken by the Heads  o c State or Government of Argentina,

Greece D India, Mexico, Sweden and the United  Republic c Tanzania, who, moved by d

genuine desire for peace and international co-oper.ltion, urged the nuclear-weapjn

States to suspend all testing, production and deployment of those weapons and their

delivery systemsb with the aim of proceeding later to a substantial reduction of

their nuclear forces. Similarly, those six leaders publicly recognized  the role

that  the United Nations should play in this field and reaffirmed the urgent

necessity to transfer substnntial  resources from the arms race t;  social and

economic development.

In the same  spirit, my delegation cannot fail to express its vieva  on the

recent meeting of the leaders of the two super-Powers in Reyjkavik. Whatever the

immediate results achieved, my delegation believes  that such meetings necessarily

have a constructive impact. The dial,+ue between the two greatest nuclear-weapon

Staees  provides  an opportunity for thL leaders  of those two treat  Powers to

acknowledge the tremendous reeponsihility they bear before international public

Opinion  to  a8BiBt  in efforts Co achieve a better world, free of the nightmare of

destruction  and poverty.

My delegation believes that we should not leave  disarmament, whether

convent iona l  or  nuc lear , to he decided by those two great Powers. We firmly

believe that other States have an inescapable obligation to co-’  tmrate  in attaining

that noble and urgent goal. MY  delegation also believes that we should strengthen

the role of the United Naticns  in disarmament matterm. In that respect, it should

be pointed out. that one way of contributing to the achievement of that objective

would he  for States periodically to inform the General Assembly and its hodies

speaialkzinq  in  disarmament, such as the Conference on Disarmament and the
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rliearmament  Commi~ion, &out  the measure3  adopted QC  agreed upon in tneir

b i l a t e r a l  necptiatime. We rihare the view  that  bi lateral  and mult i lateral

negot iat ions in  diearmament are not nutually  exclusive;  m the contrary. they are

~mplementary,  s i n c e , in the f ina l  analys is ,  a l l  sudr  negotiat ions have Mt  one

bane f i ciary - mank  id.

The Dominican Republic, a  party  to  the Treaty prohibit ing nuclrar  weapons in

latin  America, considers that we should  cclternplate  the possibi l i ty  of  reaching

more agreements of  this  nature  in  other  regione  o f  the  wor ld ,  because there can be

no doubt that agreements such as the Tlatelolco  Treaty are an e f f ec t i ve  way  o f

fosterlnq  diearmament.

Just  a8 w e  remgnize  the urgent  pr ior i ty  that  ehould  be given to nuclear

d iear  mament , we  ident i fy  ourselvee  fu l l y  w i th  the  international  movement seeking to

draw  up  a  treaty prohibit ing the developnent,  production,  use and stockpi l ing of

a l l  chemirzl  and bacter io logica l  weapons. w e  vigorc)uely  conderm the  hate fu l

practioe  of using those deadly weapons, which do so much hrr n to mankind.

Similar ly, we  re i terate  our  v iew that outer spoca,  the commm  heritage  of

mankind,  ahoald  be used sole ly  for  peaoeful  endfj, fo r  the  we l l -be ing  and  benef i t  o f

a l l  the  metiera  o f  the  internat iona l  ccmmulity.

In View  of  the uncertainty created by the acme  race,  we urge that  qreater

ef forts  should  be nade  to  reach  agreement m a freeze of nucla>ar weapoM,  a freeze

which acording  to the General Assembly, although it may not he an end in it.self,

wou ld  nme the lens  constitute a f i rst  etep to  preventing the cmtinuing

quantitative and qualitative increase in nuclear  weapxns.

In the 8ame  context, w e  ahare  the view  that  mother  e f fect ive  fitep leading to

dimarmnment  wou ld  br  the adoption o f  a mnvsntim  banning the use or  the  threat  o f

the uee  o f  nuclear weapons in my circumetmcaa.
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I now turn to the question of the adverse conscouences  of the arms  race for

the developing countries. Beyond the dreadful threat represented by nuclear

weapons, whoue  destructive capacity is unprecedented in mankind-s history, the arIM

race imposes other heavy burdens on the intern tional community as a whole and

particularly on the developing countries. Rveryone knows that each new generation

of weapons, whether conventional or nuclear, is costlier and deadlier than the

pre *ious  one. That endless spiral of military expenditure has a significant effect

on national hudgets, and does particular harm to the social and economic plans of

nations.

According to statistics presented here at the United  Natio-ta,  it is estimated

that worldwide military expenditure today  exceeds $9Ou,uuu  million a year. which is

approximately eauivalent  to $2 million a minute.

It is clear that as the arms race speeds up the danger of provoking a

senselzsfl  and irrational conflagration is increased. Moreover, there can be no

doubt that that situation in turn increasen  international tension. thus  creating a

genera; feeling of fear that. gives rise to greater instability and insecurity in

international relations.

The diversion of e large part of those mil:tary expenditures to the promotion

of socio-,economic  develoImrent  would help to bring about the necessary conditiOnS

for  the creation of a brtter  world and  the establi&,ment  of peace. We must not

lose sight of the fact that in today’s world socio-aconomic tensions are threats to

international security, and that underdevelopment, with 111  itn  consaauencea,

represents a non-military threat tc international peace and security - hence, the

intimate r slationship  between development, disarmament and peace.
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For all those very valid reasons the Dominican Republic  has been supporting

the planned International Conference on the Relationship  between Disarmament and

nevelopnent. We must exert our very best e f fo r t s  to ensure that the General

Assembly at this session can arrive at a decision on the date and venue of that

very important meeting which, in our judgement, should not he postponed further.

The delegat ion of the Dominican Republ ic  cannot disregard the fact that

althouqh nearly a decade has elapsed since the historic tenth special  session - the

f i rst  specia l  sess ion of  the General Assemhly devoted to disarmament - i t  has thus

far been impossible to make any subatantive progress in thin area. We are

therefore  concerned ahout  this  Rtate  of  a f f a i r s , which indicates that it ie st i l l

necessary to mohilize  internat ional  public  opinion more effectively  on issues which

by their very nature should be given very special  attention and unauestioned

priority because, as we have repeatedly said,  they involve the very survival  of the

human race.

To conclude, the delegat ion of  the Dominican Republic  bel ieves it  is  becoming

more urgent every day for  a l l  States to contr ibute  suhstantfally  to  ha lt ing  and

reversing the arms race. Yin  a  wor ld  which is  increasingly interdependent,  it  is  a

logical  imperat ive to  devote all  poss ib le  e f for ts  to  reaching harbslonious, peace fu l

and civilized  coexistence8 and that cannot be achieved if we do not foster the

condit ions for  peace,  development, euuality  and justice upon which human relations

should be baaed.

The CHAI IWAN  : I should like to inform the Committee that the following- -  - -

delegations are inscribed on the l i s t  o f  speaker8  f o r  this afternoon’s  meeting:

Ilruquay,  Cuha, Italy, Thailand, Morocco and Cameroon.

The meeting rose at 1.0-m.I___-. _ . . . .


