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The meeting was called to order at 10.3% a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) : My delegation wishes to pay a tr ikute to

the memory of Mr. Samora Monises Machel, President of the People’s Republic of
Mozambiaue, and to say how saddened we are hy his tragic and untimely d¢ ith,

Mr. Machel led his country in its struggle for independence, and espoused yhe cause
of the anti-apartheid movement, as well as that of the self-determination of
colonial countries and peoples in southern Africa. Mr. Machel was a symbol of the
modern African freedom f ighter. The people and the Government of the Philippines
join the people and the Government of the People’s Republic of Mozambiaue and the
bereaved families in their moment of national sorrow.

I congratulate you, Sir, on your election to the chairmanship of the First
Committee. I congratulate also the other officers of the Committee. Having worked
with you and the Rapprteur in the Special Committee against Apartheid, | have
confidence in your ability to lead the Committee, whose assigned tasks lie at the
very heart of the United Nations qoal of the maintenance of international peace and
serurity.

Modern history is replete with examples of efforts to acheive disarmament
through estahlishing levels of the means and instruments of war. We all. know that
<N some instances aqreement was reached, hut that because o a lack of either

political will or qgood Faith disarmament was short-lived, with war the inevitable

result.
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Ths need of our time is for Member States « in par ticular the major Powers ~

to exercise political will and good faith. In our tire, the ® #S&J are higher than
befae, for they i{imvolve the very survival of civilisation and of the human race
itself.

last year we commemorated the fortieth anniversary of the United Nations, and

the Genaal Amsembly proclaimed 1986 the Interna tional Year of Puce. This year ,

a8 the Secretary-General prepares tO begin his second tern of office, may thus be
regarced as a new begiming in man 's eternal quest fa un iversal peace. We should
be able to put our 40 years of experience to pod use in order to golve the major
problems of our age, foremost amang which are the lack of international peace and
secur ity and endemic poverty in ¢ e third world. All mankind is hostage to the
threat of nuclear war; flash-points of conflict @ ximt all ® romd the globe, raking
it a veritable tinder-box. The prol iferation of both conventional and nuclear arms
imperils us all., strong and weak, rich ad poor alike.

Per haps Governments cannot be faulted if they have set secur ity as their
paramount cbjective: it is their primary responsibility to protect and da fend
their ci tizens. Byt in their zeal to do this they have instead created, with their
fearful machines of war, imecurity for theaelvw and ta the whole world.

The super-Powers are building mountain8 of weaponry, and the United Nations is

piling high mountainas of resolutions. We in the third wald, rho have wmany

millions to feed, clothe and house, would rather opt for mountains of resolutions
leading to victory over mankind 's ancient enemies = hunger, poverty and
oppression - than for mountains Of weaponry threatening our world.

How iromic it is that in this age of instant communication we should still he
straitjacketed by obsolete modes of thinking. Navertheless, there has been a

concern fa the need to integrate services end industries and to manage global
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resourcew .. Cm the regional level, the Assoclatior. ~f Sou th-East Asian Nations
(ASEAN), the Organization of African Unity and the Puropean Community are good
examples of beneficial co-operation. On the international level, we have all
benefited from the servipes of the International Committee of the Red Croses, the
World Heal th Organ iza tion, the thiversal Postal Union, the Unied Nations
Children’s Fund, the United Nations Industrial Development Organization, the United
Nations Pund for Population Activities, the tnited Nations Development Progr amm:,
the International Telecommunication Union and the International Atomic Energy
Agency, among others. The attitude of international co-operation and matual ajd
was evidenced in the recent tragic crises which struck Chernobyl and san Salvador,
where people worked together without regard to ideology or nationality.

Yet, alaa, problems of international peace and security still remain
unsolved. “'he structures which could be utilized to solve those problems exist
within the united Nations. They include the Security Council, the General
Assembly, the Conference c¢cm Disarmament, the Disarmanent Commission and the good
offices of the Secr tary-General., If we were to employ all those instruments of
peace and security we should indeed be one step closer to our elusive goals.
Sadly, it is a fact that those instruments have virtually been bypassed.

Why 1s that so? My delegation submits that there is both irony md cynicism
in our to%+:ance of that situation. WNa tiona spend some $900 billion a year on
military p.ogrammes, whah one adult in three can neither read nor weite and when
one pezaon in four is hungry. In a world of only 5 billion people, the megatonnage
of the world's stockpile of nuclear weapons is sufficient to kill 58 oillion
people. There is one soldier pet 43 persons in the world, but only one medical
doctor per 1,030. It costs $590,000 a day to operate an aircraft carrier, but

every day, in Africa alone, 14,000 children die of hunger and hunger-related causes.
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We have so often heard those statistics repeated in one fam or another that
they have lost their shock value. None the leas, rape ti tion &es not make them any
less true or less frightening. As recently as 19 Octcber 986, Jaes Res ton wrote

in his New York Times column that

“each day Mpscoow and Washington wagether produce siXx new atomic weaponsto add

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

p. E23)

What can we do about this situation? we can either throw up our hands in
frustration and blame those who spearheaded the nuclear-arms race and the spread of
Conventional arms, or keep on encouraging the super-Power 8 to do something about it
before all of us are incinerated.

The problem of dis.. nament is too great to allow defeatism. The price of
defeaticy is too much ‘o pay. something hac indeed to be done. All nations,
working together in concerted action, should put press cc on those few among us who
hald the future of the world in their hands. They hold an awewome respons ibiiity
indeed. They should be constanty reminded of this and shoul.3 be held accountable
for the consequences. But tl en, whom would they be accountable to when a) ] of us
on this Ear th have per ished?

There was widespread disappointment over the failure of the recent gummit
talks at Reykjavik. Bt did anyone really expect the two super-Powers to reach
extensive agreements on disarmament in the Icelandic capital? On the other hand,
Reyk javik may not have set back the peace process at all, hecause both sides seem
to be determined to resume their dialogue, as evidenced by their “post-mortem*
statements. There seems to be an indication also that the tnited States and! the
Soviet Union will in the coming weeks try %o conclude two of the tentative
agreements they achieved in Iceland, regarding curbing nuclear testing and limiting

each gide's arsenal of medium-range missiles. we can take consolation from this,
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and can encourage agreement in every possible area of disarmament and on &very
possible level. we, the num >us majority, dare not be pessimistic, for without
hope there can only be despair.

One encouraging area of agreement is the Final Document of the Conference on
Confidence and Security Building Measures ad hisarmament in Europe. That document
touches on such issuas au prior notifiomtion, verification and other
carfidence-building measures. Burope, where two world wars began, understandably
does not wish *0 be the battleground for yet another war. Asia too, where I come
fram, has been the scene of Wars in modern times.

Within the South-East Asian region, ASEBAN has worked unstintingly to bring
about a just and lasting peace. Its long-range goal is the establishment in
South-East Asia of a gzone of peace, freedom and neutrality. The peoples of that
ragion have experienced war and imvasions 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 Uhited Nations, in
which the great majority of countries are represented. The Philippines bel ieves
that this is still the beet possible forum, where Member States can express their
position on the important topics of disarmament and international peace and
aecurity.

The Philippines reitarates its support for the following among the many
measures that have been proposed in the First Commiitee. First among them is the
need for a comprehensive nuclear_-test-ban treaty. The Philippines believes that
the conclusion of a treaty through the Onited Nations G the prohibition of all
auclear tests by all States in ull environments for all time could constitute a
vital element for halting and reversing the nuclear-acme race. Hence, it supports
the efforts of the (Conference Oon Disarmament towards negotiations on a
cauprehens ive nuclear-test-ban treaty. The Philippines will therefor~ support
draft resolutions which in its view would lead to a cessation of all nuclear tests.

Second is the conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclesr weapons. As
a non-nuclear-weapcn State, the Philippines is in favour of international
arrangements that would lead to security for all States. It believes that it is
necessary ta all States, especially the nuclear-weapcn States, to demonstrate the
political will to reach agreement cm a common approach and formula whichk oould be
included in a legally binding international instrument.

The third is the prevention of an arms race in ou%ter space. As the last
frontier of mankind, outer space must be maintained and used for peaceful
purposes. An arms race there would run counter to the united Nations objective of
general and canplete disarmament wder effective jnternational control, and to

international co-operation in the peaceful exploration and use of outer space,
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The fourth involves the obaservance Of existing international obligations

regarding prohibitions on chemical and biological weapons., My delegation notes
that ajgnificant progress has been made in the Conference cm Disarmament on the
definition and listing of chemicals and provisions for the destruction of chemical
weapons and production facilities. The Philippines welcomes the progress made in
this area by th e Conference on Dizarmament, which will help ensure the
implementation of a ban cm chemical and biological weapons. It urges all Sta tes,
pending the conclusion of a compr2hensive ban on chemical and biological weapons,
to co-operate in efforts to prevent the use of such weapons,

The £ifth measure is the eatablishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. The
Philippines has long supported the ccmcept of nuclear-weapon-free zones and takes
this opportunity to reiterate that support. PFollowing the laudable example of the
Treaty fa the Prohibition of Muclear Weapons in latin America = the Treaty of
Tlateloloo =~ other regions such as the Middle East, South Asia, Africa and the
South Pacific have similarly determined to 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 stored a developed. That
would be one way to avert the catastrophe of nuclear war.

The sixth is the convening of the International Conference on the Relationship
between Disarmament and Development. Studies on security, in which the Philippines
has itself participated, have shown that the arms race i8 both wasteful and
ocunter-productive. It is 11lusory to think that more arms buy U8 more security)
the truth is quite the opposite. In addition, the arms race channels to sterile
ends funds which could be used for development. The Philippinea therefore urges

that the Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development be

convened at the earliest feasible date.
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The United Nations has been accused time and again of being nothing more t~«
a deba:ing club, The First Committee, which last year produced 66 draft
resolutions, could perhaps be included in t hat sweeping yet telling indictment.
Last year, however, the Fir at Comnittee showed itself capable of both reform and
innovation. For instance, the Committee was able to trim down Live draft
resolutions on preventing the militarization of outer space to a single coherent
text. In addition, 20 draft resolutions, about a third of the total, were adopted
by consensus. That indicates that a more effective line of action would ¢ for us
to work towards f ewer yet far more effective consensus texts, By avoiding the

proliferation of draft resolution8 on a single issue, we should be doing our share

towards helping the tnited Nations out of the financial crisis in which it finds

itself.

The First Comittee, it seems to my &legation, has the mandate to lead the
way. My delegation therefore supports the establishment of a work ing group, as
proposed last year by the Chairman of the First Committee, which would recomsend
rays to make the Committee more effective and more efficient.

The goal of universal peacs and gecur ity has thus far eluded us these past 40
years. Indeed, a new generation has ma tured to adulthood since the foundation of
the Organisation, a generation that has lived uneasily under the threat of total
destruction. 1t is also a generation which, depending on what the super-Powers do,
has the right to inherit the Earth with its bountiful largesse. The novelist
Herman Wouk said in his mamor able novel about the Second Wald War battle of Leyte
Gul f in the Philippines, “Either war is finished or we are”.

wh ile we cannot turn back the hands of time, we can envision 1986, the
I nternational Year of Peace, as Year (he, during which we can begin to ri d

ourselves of our ol d and present follies. We must overcome or do away with
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obsolete ways of thinking md behaving. we belonq, after all, vo one planet with a
shared destiny. Before it is too late, Let us dutermine to pelze the opportunity
and turn from a destiny of potential destruction to one of creativity.

Iet it not be said that our generation, when {t had the choice, opted for
strl fe rather than reason, let it rather be said that our generation had tne
vision to carve the structures of a just peace, and that on the ave of the
twenty-firflt century we learned to 1ive with cne another in a new rdgime of
m-operation among all mank ind.

Mr., N®© (zambia): My delegation learned with utter disbelief and great
sorrow of the untimely and tragic death of His Excellency President Samora Machel
of the People’s Republic Oof Mozambigque. Presid~nt 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. %e have
wet a Leader who will be remembered by all peace-loving people. Zambia had the
greatest respect for President Machel, and my delegation wishes to convey through
you, Mr. Chairman, its heartfelt cundolences to the brother people of Mozambique.
As we mourn that great aon of Africa, let us be reminded of the fact that this

Commit tee ‘s discussing matters that were of great concern to him.
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The question of disarmament has been one of the major preoccupations of the
United Nations since its inception. In spite of this, however, mankind today
continues to live under the shadow and threat of a nuclear holocaust. The
dangerous arms race between the two power blocs now threatens the very existence of
mankind. The new nuclear and conventional weapons, by their quality and
destructive power, are not only capable of annihilating all that mankind has
developed and cone*ructed through thousands of years of effort ana sa:rifice, but
even mankind itself. The world's power blocs continue » devel op new weapons 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 5tateseven
seem to pretend to be unaware of the fact that nuclear arms pose a most serioug and
immediate threat to the survival of mankind today.

We have always hoped that a day would come when the two supar-Powers would
recognize the need for a disarmament agreement in order to nave mankind from total
destruction. We were therefore disappointed at the failure of the super-Power
summit in Iceland. Once again, a God-given opportunity has been lost.

While we deeply regret this development, we should like to express the hope
that the two countries will continue to explore areas of agreement. We should also
like to remind the international community that the auestion of disarmament i8 80
central to existence that it cannot be left in the hands of a few countries. All
of us must. = actively involved. We must accept the fact that the acquisition of
nuclear weapona coes not reduce the risk 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 has been added to the arms race: thin is the militariza%ion
of outer space. This development {s of great concern to us, because we strongly
feel that outer epace, heing the common heritage of mankind, should be free of
military weapons and should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. We fear
that if the militarisation of outer space continues. we are likely to witness an
expansion of the armg race and an jincrease.’ threat to international peace and
sacurity. we therefore urge the (inited States and the Soviet Union to move
speedily in their negotiations so they can work out an agreement that will
parmanently keep outer space free of military weapons, No argument will ccnvince
us that the militarization of outer space can contribute to international peace and
secur ity.

All of us seem to agrse that there is an urgent need for nuclear diearmament.
In order to achieve our objective, we should work towards a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. we should have in mind a comprehensive test ban that would prohibit
further testing of nuclear weapons in all environments, including underground. My
delegation is in this reqgard unhappy to note that, once again, no consensus could
be reached on the creation of an ad hoc committee on the nuclear-test ban. The
8oviet unilateral moratorium on nuclear teats is a step in the right direction. we
believe that, if all nuclear States took aimilar action, an atmosphere of trust
could be created which would lead to a comprehensive east-ban treaty.

Zambia has always stood firm in its commitment tOo complete disarmament and to
the denuclear {gat ion of Airica. Unfortunately, ¢h » aspiration to denuclear ire
Africa has been undermined by South Africa's acauisition of a nuclear capability.
The acauisition by South Africa of a nuclear capability seriously jeopardizes the
realization of the objective of a denuclearizad Afr'ca and poses a grave danger not

Only to 1inderandent African States but also 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 measuras, It isS
therefore regrettable that efforts to hold a conference in Colombo aimed at
designating the 1adian Ocean as a zone of peace have not materialized. My
delegation w«ishes to reiterate its belief in the imperative necessity of the
Colombo conference. We are convinced that it would be an invaluable step towards
the implementation of the international community’s deaire to designate the Indian
Ocean as 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. This
danger is real. Its close relation to the ongoing arms race between the two
super-Powers should be recognized, It i8 a fact that as the power blocs continue
to develop new weapons, older conventional weapons find their way to third world
countries. 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 nead 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 covntr Lee continue to waste
considerable sums of money, which could be channelled to other important projects
designed to assist the disadvantaged in both developed and developing countries.
While developed countries by and large . ve in extreme affluence, the countries of

the third world live in absolute poverty. It {s immoral in the circumstances for
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any nation to continue to squander billions of dollars while people all over the
world are dying of hunger and disease,

The current turbulent international situation demands that we, the Members of
the United Nations, rededicate ourselves to the cause of complete disarmamentif vYe
are to avert mankind’s destruction.

Hr. ZARIF (Afghanistan) ¢t My delegation joins previous speakers in
expressing our deep sense of Borrow and grief over the sad and moat unfortunate
tragedy that has befallen the fraternal people of Mozambidque. The people of
Mozambiaue, the people of Africa and, indeed, the people of the woild have lost, in
the person of Samora Moises Machel, aa outstanding freedom fighter, a distinguished
statesman and a fighter against apartheid. We share in the sorrow Of the people of

Mozamblaue and we express our deepest sympathy to them.
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i wish tp express to you, Sir, the heartfelt congratulations of the delegation
of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan on your unanimous election as Chairman of
this very important Committee. Since your distinguished human and professional
qualities are well known to us all, | shall refrain from duelling on them, ard thue
also comply with your own instructions to that uffect.

This Committee, dealing with poliiical and security matters, has begun
considering its agenda {tems at & time when an extremely complicated and dangerous
inter national ituation prevails, but when rays of hope are emerging on the horizon
of great-Power r ela tione. In this statement | shall first focus on those two
opposing features of the current situation.

The international community 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 most horrendous means of war with greater sophistication and
destructive capability, higher targeting and retargeting accuracy, vastly expended
flight range and disproportionately enormous yield. The lust to acquire ever-new
systems Of nuclear and other weapons of mass dastructionand their means of
delivery illustrates the astounding probability that deliberate and well-aganized
material preparations for a nuclear war may well be under way in the warmongering,
imper ialiet circles.

To complete their scenar io for wuch a war, those forces have now unlershed a
new spiral of the arms race, *his time into outer spa . A gigantic programme
aimed at the creation of a so-called impenetrable shield, described as America's
insurance  policy, is heing implemented at full speed through research into and
develomment, testing and production of new anti~ballistic~weapon systems. Together

with guch mater iay preparations for a surprise nuclear ctcack, based on the
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illusion of poasible defence in the event of retaliation, a monstrous psychological
and propaganda war has also been unleashed. That warfare has at its core the
infamous doctrines of the admissibility of pre-emptive or countervailing first
nuclear strike and limited or protracted nuclear war. Such an irresponsible, mad
drive towards the unprecedented escalation of the arms 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 is put
in auestion,

At a time when the most conservative estimates rule out the possibility of
civilization surviving a nuclear holocaust, and when many biological, geophysical
and atmospheric interactions and contractions resulting from a nuclear war are not
yet known, the unabated drive towards plunging our planet into the abyss of a
nuclear catastrophe should be suf{icient reason for all peace-loving humanity to
continue and expand its struggle to curb the arms race and take urgent steps
towards nuclear diearmament. That is the supreme task of all mankind, if we are to
secure any future for this and forthcoming genexations.

The Reykjavik meeting between Mikhail Gorbachev, General Secretary of the
Central Committee 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 history of International relations. Thr significance of the meeting {s
attested to by the agreements that were about to be reached there. The great
Powers were only steps away from reaching final political agreement on the most
important aspects of disarmamen=.

The sweeping concessions offered by the Soviet Union made it possible to reach
that stage. But, to the great regret a=d disappointment of every peace-loving

human being, of all thoge with a conscience on our planet, the United Staten
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Administration, which seems t0 be eternally wedded to the illusion of world
mlitary superiority, stubboraly refused to take the last and most inportant ® #%50De=
thu8 preventing the achievement 0f any concrete results on any of the topic8 that
wer e discussed.

The logic on whichthe Amaricans based their rigid positions seenB totally
incomprehensible. on the one hand,they finally agreed to the Soviet Union'8
far-reaching anG concrete proposals to reduce andfinally elininate all strategic
weapons, to rid Burope of 811 United States and Soviet med. Q-range nuclear
weapons, t0 limit to 100 the number of warheads on such weapon8 in the Asian part
of the Soviet Union and on the territor, of the United State8 and to phase out 811
nucl ear tests.

On the other hand, however, the United States wishes t0 croas the boundar.es
of the anti-ballistic-missile Treaty and continue research into 2ad tenting ©Of new
end nore sophisticated types of weapons of mass destruction outside the |aboratory
in the context ofthe *"star wars® project.

NOW that all the fact8 about the Reykjavik meeting are known to the
internationai community, we can determine categorically how sincere the positions
of the 8oviet Union andthe United States are on gquestions that deal with the very
existence Of mankind. |t is evident that the Soviet Union, for the sake of the
peace and ® rcurity ofall humanity, went 80 faramto accept virtually all previous
hmerican condition8 on disarmament measures. |n gtriking contrast with the Soviet
stance was the United States position, which manifested, beyomn! any shadow of
doubt, its total dependence on the greedy intereste ofthe military-industrial

super-monopolies in the united States.
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Al t hough no agrsement could be reached at Roykjavik , we wish t 0 bhelieve that
the meeting was not in vain. For one thiag, it proved that, given the political
will, foresight andaserioussense Of rusponsibility, wiadom, courage and
statesmanship onthe part of the negotiasting parties, it i S possible tu reach
agreement on the mMOSt acute problems of our time which have been on our 8genda for
several decades.

Together with the rest of peace-loving humanity, the Denpcratic Republic of
Afghanistan expresses the hope that the hmerican gide, taking account of t he
expressed wishes of the international community and the suprene interests of
manki nd, including the people of the Unitel States, Will come to grip8 with the
realities of the nuclear andspace age and racognize the abiding need to elimnate
all the material causes behind the throat of wuuclear annihilation.

Approximately $4 trillion have been scuandered on the arms race since t he
Second world War. The world's annual expenditure onarmsisrapi dly reaching the
astronomical figue of $1 trillion. The megatonnage of destructive potenti al
accumul ated in the world 8 nuclear arsenalcioneis enough to kill 58 billion
peopl e, every personl2 tine8 over. The sum of $1 billion is epent formlitary
purposes every eight to nine hours, 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 wite.
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There is one soldier fa every 43 persons i, the wald, while there is only
one physician for every 1,030 persons. Por every dollar given as development
assistance $20 sre spent fOor arm production.

Those are sane of the frightening realities that must be pondered by those who
sincerely care fa the present and future of human beings. Those bitter realities
represent hard-core evidence of guilt against the worn-out logic of “security
through force ®. The time has long run out on that primitive mentality. It must
now pe replaced inevitably and eternally by a new way of thinking baaed on a common
search for security through disarmament. Halting the nuclear-arms race and
implementing drastic disarmament measures, particularly in their nuclear aspect,
are a sine qua ncn for achieving that goal.

It i8 our considered opinion that, first of ali, an end must be put

immediately to all nuclear-teat sxplosions, by all States, in all environments, and

for all time.

More than one yea- has elapsed since the Soviet Union unilaterally terminated
all its nuclear tests and extended 1 ta maataium a number of times in response to
the urgings of the non-aligned and other peace~loving countries. While expressing

the sincere appreciation of the pemocratic Republic of Afghanistan for the

reeponeible and bold decision o{ the Soviet Union, we cannotbut £ ® giater our deep
regret that the Government of the United States has turned a deaf ear to the
repeated calls of the international community and conducted 22 nuclear explosions
since the declaration of the mocatorium by the soviet Uniom.

The pretext of reliable verification has lost all its justification in the
light of the Soviet Unfion's reudineas to acoept the strictest control and
monitoring mechanisms. Added to the availability of sufficient technological

verification means is the assistance offered by the Group of Six that would ensure
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complete impartiality of such an exercise. The positive results of the Stockholm
Conference on aecur ity and confidence-building measures in Burope also should serve
a8 a very encouraging factor in the search for appropriate verification mechanisms
for other disarmament and secur ity agreements.

we wish to reiterate our call to the thited States to cease forthwith all its
nuclear tests and to embark cn ser ious negotiation8 with the soviet Uhion on tha
drafting of a comprehens ive nuclea:-test-ban treaty. We also call on the
Conference on Disarmamen® to redouble its e“forts in this direction which, so far,
have been lesa than satisfactory.

| should like now to turn to the question of space weapons which proved to be
the main stumbling-block at Reykjavik. The opening up of spuce to mankind a
quarter century ago which brought about great hopes for the future of all mankind
is Now becoming the source of a serious threat to the existence of our plmet. T
some militaristic and adventurist circles, the planet Earth seems not to be large
enough md they have decided to introduce highly sophisticated military systems
into outer spacs.

By establishing a Special space Command and a Joint Control Centre of Military
Operations in Space, the United States hags concentrated enormous attention on thc
research, develoment, testing, production and deployment of such weapons which
oould be used from the Barth against targets in outer space, stationed in cuter
space for use against space .and earth targets, and launched by high-flying
P-15 fighter bosbers aimed at both earth md space targets. The f {rat generation
of ® u& weapons has already been tested within the strategic defence
initiative (SDI) and mti-satellite (ASAT) programmes.

Much is being made of the so-called defensive nature of tha nuclear-generated

laser and particle-be- weapon systems to be stationed in space. Given their
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gsophistication, undeterminable stations and targets, those weapons have a highly
destabilizing impact. According to plans developed by the Pentagon and the
National Aeronautic and Space Administration (NAsA), those weapons will play the
key role of render ing blind the means of observation and monitoring miiitary
movements and satellite tracking of the other side. That would enhance the
dangerous temptation to launch a surpr ige nuclear attack by reducing the warning
time for the other side and feed the illusion that a retaliatory strike could pe
cr uahed before ok after launch.

The enamous efforts being made to develop such weapons can be measured by the
fact that the United States has allocated hundreds of billions of dollars for the
purpose of military space research, development and testing alone. According to
preliminary conservative estimates, the cost of a space-based defence system may go
as high az over 4] trillion «an unprecedented figure for any previous weapons
system,

Those developments are all taking place at a time when there exists, in Pull
force, a treaty signed and ratified by the United States and the Soviet Union
limiting anti-ballistic missiles and banning their development. The violation of
such a legally binding instrument as the anti-ball istic missile Treaty calls into
question the reliability of the negotiating parties ‘and the validity of many other
documents Which are also the outcome of many years' tireless negotiating efforts.

Last year the General Assembly adopted, by 151 votes, resolution 40/87 in
which i t requested

¥ the Conference on Disarmament to re-establish an ad hoc committee

. with a view to undertaking negotiationt “or the conclusion Of an agreement
Or agr eements , as appropr iate, on the prevention Of an arms race in outer

apace in all its aspects®.
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we regret that the ad Hoc Committee was prevented last year from making any
tangibleprogressin the fulfilment ofits mandate,

It is our earnest hope that ouch an important issuve as the prevention Of an
arme race in outer space will be given the utmost priority that it deserves during
the next mession of the Conference on Disarmament and that the ad hoc committee be
re-established to continue and intensify {ts work cm the drafting of appropriate
ins tr uments.

Before concluding, | wish to say that the struggle for peace and international
security constitutes the cornerstone of the foreign policy of the Democra tic
Fepublic of Afghanistan. Comrade Najib, General Secretary a!' the Central Committee

of the People's Democra tic Party of Afghamistan, raid the follow ing in th is

connectiony
"The success Of our efforts towards revolutionary reconstruction and the

implementation af our creative plans can be effectively achieved only if
lasting peace and secur ity prevails in our region and throughout the world.”

Mr. BEIONDQDV (nion o f Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian)i Today the Soviet delegation is speaking in order to share some Of ita
thinking about one IMPOrtant aspect of the entire range of arms control and
disarmamant isgues that we ace discusasing, namely, control and verification. In so
doing we &re convinced that without control there is NO confidence ~ and confidence
is a most essential factor when it comes to arms limitation agreements. The

strictest possible comprenensive verification is a major cement in the disarmament

ProCesSsy.,
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The importance of this issue is now greater perhaps than ever pefore, because
of the presaing noed to achisve a breakthrough for the better in the international
situation no as tg overcome the negative confrontational trends, which have been
growing in recent years, and to clear the way for winding down the arms race on
earth and averting am arms race in outer space as well as securing an overall
reduction of the risk of war and building trust as an integral component of
relation8 between States,

What is needed to accomplish this is new political thinking imbued with an
awareness that, in the 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, as 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 verification in any form but. also of making the
reauirements 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 issue also was settled, and it became part of the agreements
that were almost achieved and remain only to be finalixed. The lack of any new
political cthinking in the attitude of tbe United States, however, thwarted the
success Of the meeting, and as a consaguence 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 tn
line with the realities of the nuclear age 18 a sine 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 reauired in the thinking of the entize human

community.



RH/7 A/C.1/41/PV.16
32

(Mr. Belonogov, USSR)

In giving material Corm to the new political thinking, the Soviet UG~ ion
attaches particular importance to the problem of verification., We nhave stated more
than once that the USSR is open to verification and {g interrated in it no less
than others.

The attempts that are being made to use references to verification issues 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 uwo longer on the agenda as some Kind of obstacle to greements.
What is needed now is to deal -constructively with that problem, and it is precisely
here that we can frtouently observe the absence of real willingness to strengthen
rer if icat ion measures and confidence. A similar lack of willingness on the part of
one or two delegations of Wastern States had (.o be overcome when the Convention on
the Prohibition of Bacteriological Wweaponas was reviewed and when the convention on
the notification of accident6 at nuclear installations was worked out and concluded
in Vienna, as well as in a number of other cases.

The fruitfulness of new approaches and the need for their implementation were
telling.y demonstrated by the results of the stockholm Conference on Confidence and
Security duilding Measures and Disarmament in Europe. These results have proved
that even in a compiex situation understandings can be reached on problems of
securicvy provided there {s a political. will and desire to do so.

The practical eignificdnce of the Stockholm accords 1lies in the fact that a
set Of political and military-technological measures has been agre:d 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-United 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 forces and armaments in Europe as proposed by the
Warsaw Treaty p smber countr ies.

For its part the Soviet Union has done everything in its powar to contf ibute
to a successful outcome for the Stockholm Conference. In accordance with the
statement of 15 January by the General Secretary of the Central Committee Of the
Communist Party of the Soviet union, Mikhail 8. Gorbachev, the Soviet side has made
new and vigorous efforts to find solutions to the important problems that were
discussed there. As a result of the Soviet initiative, the guestion of the non-use
of force was further explored. On our proposal, solutions were found as regards
the exchange of plans for military activities, the notifiable level of such
activities and the carrying out of on-site inspections.

In Stockholm the Soviet Union demonstrated in practical terms its new approach
to verifioation issues, thereby confirming that today the problem of verification
as such does not exist provided there is in fact a serious desire to seek mutually
advantageous solutions that would lead to the reduction and eventual elimination of
military danger.

The new political philosophy also underlies our initiative for a sizeable
reduction of comnventional armaments and armed forces in Burope. The USSR and its
Warsaw Treaty allies advocate reliable verification at all stages of that process.
This might involve both pational technological means and international forms of
verification, including, where necessary, on-site inspections.

The Soviet tnjon also took a similar aj xoach to verifying the implementation
of the programme, 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 armaments being destroyed and limited would be
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carried out both by national technological neans and international procedures, up
to and including on-site inepectione. The USSR is [“dy to negotiate any other
additional neasures of verification.

W have also proposed that, in the proosss i mpl ementing the nuclear
di sarmament measures provided for in the programme, special procedures should be
worked cut for destroying nuclear warheads as well as for dismantling, converting

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

weapons, the anounts of weapons to be deetroyed a8 well as the sites where they are

to be destroyed would have to be agreed upan. O course there should be reliable
verification, including international oontrol, of the destruction oK converslon

process.
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The USSR is totally in favour of effective and adequate verification, up to
and including the establishment of general international control in conditions
marked by the total elimination ot nuclear weapons everywhere, with the final stage
being the signing of a universal agreement to ensure that such weapons are never
reactivated.

liow that the unilateral Soviet moratorium on nuclear explosions has been
effect fa more than a year, no one =« even including those who have made assertions
to the contrary - can fail to see that the issue of verification is far from being
the main impediment to concluding a treaty on the total prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests; and one need not mention the Soviet position on this issue.

United States equipment located near the Soviet test site and foreign
reporters who have been there have both recorded the same thing, namely, the
absence of Soviet nuclear explosions. That is addi tional clear conf irmation of the
fact that the pretext of the problem of verification and openness ueed by opponents
of disarmament in the past is now invalid owing to the problem's lending itself to
effective solution.

The Soviet Union is prepared at any time and in any place to sign a treaty
proh ibi tir.g nuclear-weapon tests. We favour strict verification in that area, and
in this connection we are prepared to draw upon the valuable recommendations made
by the summit Conference of the Non-Aliqued Movement at Harare and to supyoct the
proposals put forward by the countries of five continents on monitor ing compliance
with the obligation not to conduct nuclear explosions, just as we are ready to
accept the recommenda tions wor ked out under the auspices of the United Nations.

The swiet Union has put forward concrete proposals on seismic verification
and has come out in favour of conducting more thorough research in the field of the

international exchange of seismic data, with a  {ew to ammclﬁg the effectiveness
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O 4l o BOETd we have wroposed that a system be worked cut for the
expeditioue transfer of second-level ® eiemic data and that an i{nternational
experiment in that area by conducted.

In our view, an effective eolution can also be found to the praoblem of
verification of the prevention of the spread of the acme race to outer ® 0O%M @ If
an agreement {s reach prohibiting the introduction of weapons into outer ® peoe, the
Soviet tnion will ge prepared, on a reciprocal basis, to open it* laboratories for
verification of such an agreement.

We feel bound to note that, as far as verifioation is concerned, the so-called
star wars programme, were it to be implemented, would create virtually
insr-mountable difficulties. A number of question8 inevitably arise. For example,
what criteria should be used in differentiating between offensive and defensive
space weapons? How can assurance8 be provided that a space platform wWith missiles,
lasers or other technical devices installed on it will not be used for a first
strike? How would the problems of inspection be solved? Thus, the ® tratsgic
deionce initiative programme, if implemented, would negate the very concept Of
ver ifiontion, including ver ifiomtion of compliance With existing agreements.

The constructive potential of the #oviet position on the issue of verification
is also munifest in the negetiations on the banning of chemical weapons. The
Soviet Union favours the speedy and complete elimination of chemical weapons in the
shortest possible time, as well as of the industrial infrutructure for the
manufacture of such weapons. That elimination should be carried out under strict
control, including international on~site inspections. ov- country favours
continuous Or gystematic internmational inspections of the des truction of stockpiles
of chemical weapons and the manufacture of highly toxic and lethal chemicals for

permitted purposes.
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In April 1986 the ussR introduced at the Geneva Conference on Disarmament
additional far-r: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 0of 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 {nternational verification of compliarce 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 auestior 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 decisions on verification issues.
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The USSR delegation fully supports the drart resolution on verification submitted
by the delegations of Bulgaria and Czechcslovakia in document A/C.1/41/L.1.

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 Uni ted
States Government’s reply in document A/41/422/Ac 1.2 with respect to General
Assembly resolution 40/152 O 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 régime of existing agreements, above all
SALT I, SALT Il and the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile
Systems (ABM), which constitute the foundation of strategic stakility. In that
same document, it ig 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 compliance 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-Il treaty, or
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 adopced at
the initiative of the United States, streeaes that:

*any weakening of confidence in such agreements diminishes their contribution

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

efforts”. (resolution 40/94 L, fifth preamhular paragraph)
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But the renunciation of existing international legal instrument6 and the
circumvention of treaties weaken such confidence most directly. It is 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
armg limitation and reduction is of fundamental importance, especially when it
involves such basic agreements as the two strategic arma limitation talkma (SALT)
treaties and the 1972 Anti-Bal’istic 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 mai n purpose of verification is to promote the implementation of arms
limitation imeasure*, to strengthen the partier' confidence in each other =
confidence that is inherent in the very fact of their entering into an arms
limitation agreement in the first place = and to provide objective information on
the real situation with respect to compliance with the agreement. For that reason,
the principal reouirement that we lay down as far as verification is concerned is
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 adeauate., 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 number of
universally recognized international instruments, including the Final bocument of

the first special sersion of the General Assembly devoted to diearmament.

o
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We are in favour of effective and adeaquate 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 Souiet 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 ification issues and with the entire range of arms | imitation
and disarmament problems.

Mr. OKUN (United States of America) ¢ | am pleased to be here again this
year in the First Committee, an | 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 aquestions 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
principally 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, | believe
that this Committee can take a measure oOf satisfaction « but certainly not be

complacent - with the concrete progress achieved in a number of areas.
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rirst, at the Stockholm Conference On secuity and Confidence Buil di ng
Measures and Disarmament i N Europe, t he participants - 35 Eastern, Western and
neutral and Non-al i gned State8 = adopted a document designed to help reduce the
risk of the outoreak Of war in Europe, provi ded of course that the agreenent is
inplemented  faithfully.

The United State8 welcomes this agreement, which can contribute to greater
security i N Europe = where there in a great concentration Of military forces « and
to inproved relation8, particularly between East and West. Iy Covernnent believe8
that the Stockholm Accord demonstrates that with seriousness of purposeand hard
wor kK, eommon ground can be @ 8tabli8hed on which to build anpbre gecure future.

The  titarily significant and Veri fi abl e measures adopted by the Stockholm
Conference constitute asubstantial advance over those contained in the
1975 Helsinki Fi nal Act. Those measures, by advancing the principle of opennessi
the area of wmnilitary activities, will makesuch activities more predictable, and
opportunities for political Intinmidation wll be [Inhibited.

The 35 nation8 nave committed themgelves to notify each other Of certain
mlitary activities above agreed-upon level8 to forecast such activities at leust
one year in advance, to invite obmerverato certaln nilitary activities amdto
al | ow inspectors to verify compliance with those commitments. |t {is noteworthy
that this is the first accord in which the Soviet Union has agreed to permt
inspection, without a right of refusal, of mlitary activities on it8 territory.

It is ohvious that the type of provisions necessary foreffective verification
of agreements | imiting or reducing force8 would necessarily be very different from
those contained i N the Stockhol m doct went. Nevertheless, the St ockhol m

verification measures could set a ugeful precedent for other, NDre farr .aching
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ayreements and could provide an opportunity to gain experience in conducting
inspections.

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

for the broader spectrum of issues related to the Helsinki Final Act, which
resulted from the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe ((S(E). These
issues will be examined at the Vienna follow-up menrting, which is opening quite
g00n, At. that meeting, the United States will pese for fulfilment nf all the
comnitments made in tha Helsinki Final Act and for balanced progress across the
full agenda of (SCE issues.

The Stockholm Accord itself must not remain merely promises set down on
paper. Sadly, previous Helsi ki commitments have been honoured more in the breach
than in the observance, The proof of success will be in the implementation of the
agre 'ment, The United States will do its part.

At the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, Mr. Cromartie of the United
Kingdom, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Commi ttee on Chemicat Weapons, has overseen a
useful year Of multilateral negotiations on a complete end effective bam on the
development , production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
des tr uction.

The UWnited States has taken note of the movement that has b en recorded in we
draft. ", olling text” of the chemical weapons convention. Bat it is perhaps of
greater importance to realize that a very oansiderable amount of work remaius to ne
accompl ished ~"n i3suves of fundamentil importance to the successful outcome of the

negotiations.
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Poremost among these issues is that of measures for the verification of
compliance with the provisions of the convention, and in particular the issue 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 ig as effective as that provided for in article X of the
United States di:aft convention, introduced at the Conference in 1984 by
Vice-President Bush, is essential for a successful outcome to the negotiations.
Article ¥, by providing a deterrent against violations, constitutes a safety net to
ensure compliance with the convention.

The United States remaing deeply concerned about the continuing instances of
violation of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 prohibiting the use of chemical weapons.
My Government 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 union have recently concluded a second
meeting, in Bern, at which the question of the proliferation of chemical weapons
was discussed.

In the First Committee, as a follow-up action to the reselution which the
United States, together with 25 co-gponsors, 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 introducs a draft resolution on chem cal

weapons .

On 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 ugo. The United States dslegation made

it clear at the Review confeas ance chat it continued to adhere to the Convention,
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and to support the international norm against biological and toxin weapons that it.
establishes. My delegation made it equally clear, however, that the continuing
violation of the terms of the Convention by the Soviet Union posed sar ous
problems. It also made clear the increased difficulties that advances in the €field
of biotechnology pose for verification of the terms of the Convention.

At the Review Conference, the United States delegation noted that a number of
countries had joined, in the Final Declaration, in expressing grave doubts about
compliance iith the most basic orovisions of the Convention, and that all
participants in the Confererr '@ had stressed thn need to deal seriously with
compliance i8¢ ie8, The United States welcomes this recognition of the importance
of taking seriously compliance with existing agreements.

The United States put forward, or joined in endorsing, a number of measure8 at
tte Second Review Conference designed to strengthen the norm established by the
Convent ion. In particular, it supported measures to improve openness in the
conduct of Permitted activ.tles tha: might otherwise prompt suspicions of
Prohibited actions. My Got 2rnment also looks forward to the meeting of technical

experts of States Parties, scheduled from 1 March to 15 April. 1987, to develop the

modalities for the exchange of information and data agreed to in the Final
Declaration of the Review Conference.

With regard to the queetion Of a nuclear-test ban, 1 would recall that the
question was diecueeed by the United Staten and the Soviet Union at the meeting in
Reykjavik. As Ambassador Adelmah noted in hjip etatement on 20 October, the United
States put forward a plan for ratification of the exiating bilateral treaties, tae
1974 threshold Lest ban treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful nuclear expl:sions,
provided adequate verification could be achieved. That would be followed by
further negotiations on testing limitations in conjunction with reductions in

nuclear arsenals. The Unite d States remains prepared to go forwa 4 with that plan.
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At the Conference on Disarmament the United States welcomed the submission of
the report of the Gr-up of Scien. Lfic Experts which describes the results of its
global lest of procedurea for the international exchange of seismic data useful in
the monitor ing of a nuclear-teat ban. The United States also welcomes the Group’s
plans to continue its work by carrying out investigations into the moet modern
meansg of r eoor ding, transmitting and processing selamologlcal data, including the
so-called level 11. or full-waveform, data.

With regard to the establishment of a committee to deal with the nuclear-test

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

to a mandate for the Committee's work on the basis of the Westarn proposal.

while dis :ussing issues on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, I
should like to add a few words about the agenda item dealing with the prevention of
an arms race in outer space. The United States has supported the comsideration of
that iasue in the Conferenc=, and agreed to the re-establishment of an 74 hoc
commi t tee, appropr i{a tely man& ted, in whjch to carry the consideration faward.
The Conference made a good start on its work dur ing the 1985 and 1986 sessiona.
Clearly, c¢he Committee’s mandate has not been exhausted, and the Conference should
again take up 1t8 work under that mandate when it convenes in 1987,

In the nuclear and space talks in Geneva between the nited States and the
Soviet Union negotiations on the range of icsues related t.0 the outer space
environment have continued in the relevant negotiating groups, Given the nature of
those issues, the United States believes that the appropriate forum for
negntiations at this time remalns the nuclear and space talks.

Ea-lier in my gtat 1t | sroke of the gravo concern that the United States

shares with other nations with regard to compl iance with arms control and
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disarmament agreements. My remarks referred specifically tO the Geneva Protocol of
192% and the biological and toxin weapons convention of 1972, Moreover, a8
Aubaseador Adelman made clear in his statement, those concerns also extend to
bilateral agreements between the United States and the Soviet Unjon, 1In fact, the
concern of the Unitad States {8 universal. We believe all States should comply
Strictly with all their abligations. The future success of our efforts in the
field of armr control and disarmament recuires Nno less,

The United States de.egation will again introduce, witu others, a resolution
on compliance with arms contrcl dbligations, in order to express the strong
oonv stion that the orderly conduct of international 1{fe depends upon compl iance
with commitments undertaken. A reaffirmation of! the absolute indispensability of
compl {anca can contr ibute to the strengthening of the barriers against violations
and to making arm control agreements more effective and viable. Last. year 131
States supported the resolution and none opposed it. | hope that even more States
will jola in approval this year.

There is another issue closely related to that of compliance: the important
mtter o T opemness,of a free exchange of yiews on disarmament issues and related
secur . ty questions. 1Its importance as a productive and reliable contribution to
our work should be recognized, The cause Oof arms control and disarmament would be
wel’' served 1If every citizen of! every nation had the right o question or to

criticize openly the policies of his or her Government.
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As | noted before this Committee last year, to seek openness is to recognize
in a very practical way that openness with others invites a reciprocal willingnes:
to be open, to co-operate, to tolernte, and to build further on a relationship in
which, if there 18 not trust, there is at least greater u -derstanding. It is for
this reason that | raise thia issue again today.

The First Committee can play an important role in the advancement of peace and
disarmament.  But the aduality of its contribution is directly related to the
willingness of Member States to distinguish clearly between empty rhetoric and
ser lona, measured initiatives designed to further the objectives that we all say
are so important. Accordingly, my de egation regrets those occasions when thie
body is used for purposes that are not serious or constructive. Likewise, the
United States opposes the misuse of other United Nations bodiea for disarmament
propaganda that seeks to dilute the proper miasions of those bodieg and makes the
task of disarmament even more difficult.

My delegation has also noted the interest expressed by a number of delegations
in rationalizing the Committee's work, in particular to reduce the burden of draft
resolutions that we consider each year. Their number ig so large that we surely
cannot give them all appropriate consideration, cConsistent With the strong support
of the United 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 United Nations, my delegation welcomes proposals designed to achieve that
objective in the work of the First committee as well.

I should like to conzlude my statement today by recalling a paint which
President Reagan has made many times =« most recently in his address to the United
Nations General Aassembly on 22 September. The President has noted that., at bottom,

it is the lack of trust among nationas that lez#q to the acquisition of armaments,
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and that it wae not armamenta in themselves that caused a lack of trust. The
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 weapons from the
political differences that result in conflict and war. To do so will doom our uwn

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

Walter Lippman once observed, those conferences were “tragically eucceeeful in
disarming the nations that believed in disarmament®, while permitting those bent on
aggression to amass arsenals that first threatened and later breached the peace.

In the nuclear age we cannot afford » repeat that mistake. Our work, whether it
deals with nuclear, chemical or conventional weapons, must result in eauitahle and

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

The United States is dedicated to accomplishing that task.

Mr. LAUTENSCHLAGER (Federal Republic of Germany) : Allow me at the outset

to extend to you, Hr. Chairman, and the other officers of the Committee my
delegation’s and my own congratulations om your election to your important posts,

I am confident that under your guidance the Committee wiltl make further progress in
its work.

On 14 October tte representative of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland made a comprehensive statement on behalf of the 12 member States
of the Buropean 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
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confirmed that the time is ripe for concrete results in the field of disarmament
and arms control. After Reykjavik that goal seems to be within reach.

The meeting was an important landmark in the process of dialogue and
understanding between East and West that has been under way since the autumn of
1984, It proved possible to reduce differences betwe:n the two sides, and in some
cases considerable convergence was achieved on important arms control issues and in
other fields. In the case of intercontinental nuclear weapons, intermediate-range
gystemg 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 is therefore no cause for disappointment. Both sidis are agreed that their
proposals will remain on the table. This holds out the prospect Of tangible
agreements being achieved in the foreseeahle 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 of
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 glocal, mutual zero option for long-range INF advocated by 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, as envisaged in Reykjavik, would be a contribution
towards solving this problem. We now expect the Soviet Union to act in accordance

with its view that the solution of the INF aguestjon 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 agreement on reducing their

nuclear arsenals to the greatest extent possible within 10 years. In t.he Federal

Government'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 offensive and defensive systems. 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 Govermment , the meeting at Reykjavik was thus an
important step on the path towards 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 negotiations; nothing must he lost. The aim must ba to conclude
aqreements wnich . . to the noble goal, as agreed between the united States and
the Soviet Union « 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 detects an encouraging convergence of the
positions held by tt . two euper-Powers on the important aquestion 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 tinited
States at Reykjavik and given greatcr substance. Ip 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. BAs a first step he proposed the limitation of tests to agreed
intervals, which could ultimately lead to the complete cessation Of tests within
the framework of agreed reductions of nuclear weapons,

Decisive importance attaches to solving the problems of verification. |n our
view settling this isgue poses no insurmountable difficulties in view of
technological progrese in the seismological field. In 1985 the Federal Government
submitted to the Geneva Conference on Disarmament a proposal for the progressive
development or a qlobal seismological system for monitoring nuclear explosions.
The Conference's activities should focus on developing this system to the point
where its introduction can be agreed on. We have noted with particular interest
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 we also welcome the Soviet Union 's readiness, as declared

at the Gsneva Conference On Disarmament on 22 July 1986, to participate ‘n the
acquisition and evaluation of so-called level Il data, which are particularly
impor tant for detecting conosaled explosions. As the report now available shows,
the test run caried cut in 1964 under the direction of the Geneva experts produced
good results and showed which problems must be given priority treatment.

The Federal Government Will continue tOo participate intemsively in the efforts
to solve outstanding verification prablems and, as a non-nucl ear-weapon country,

underscore its commitment to the goal of a camprehemsive teat ban by offering its

expertise in this field.

As far as the Buropean area is concerned, the Stodzholm Conference on
Confidence and Security Building Measurer ad Disarmament in Europe already
constitutes an important otep along the path towards greater staoility through arms
sontrol and disarmament. All participants rightly regard the successful conclusion
of the Conferenoe as a victory of reason, responsibility and realism. Por the
first time since 1975, concrete effective arrangement= have been concluded on
security in Burope. Indeed it is the first time that a multilateral acme contrul
agreement has covered the entire Buropean continent from the Atlantic to the Urals.

In the documents adopted on 22 September 1986, the participants agreed, in
accordance with the mandate of the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n
Burope (C8CE) follow-up meeting in Madrid, on a set of new, effective and concrete
measures designed to "make progress in strengthening confidence and security and in
achieving disarmament®. |n this way greater transparency in the military sphere is

to be attained ad misjudgements of military activities asroided. The behaviour of
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States is to be made more predictable, and the risk of surprise attacks and the
fear of attempts at intimidation reduced. The aim in also to improve the
foundations for progress in the field of arms control.

At Stockholm it proved possibi» to develop considerably further the measures
agreed upon in Helsinki and to improve them in substantive terms. The arrangcment &
for early notification of military activities were conaiderahly expanded. The
invitation of ohaervera to manouevres is now ohligatory and no longer left to the
discretion of countries. The most important aspect WasS the agreement on on-site
inspect ions, on e ground or from the air, without a right of refusal. obligatory
on-site inspections have thue been acknowledged an a central element of An
effective verification régime for arms control agreements. This is a fundamental
breakthrough of importance to all arms control endeavours.

Then. meaeurea adopted in Stockholm give effect and expreeaion to the global
duty of States to refrain from the threat or use of force. They muet now prove
their worth through consistent application in k:eping with the letter and spirit of
the document.

Following the Stockholm phase, progress must now be made in other multilateral

armg control forums and every opportunity seiged for the achievement of substantive

results.
At the mutual and balanced force reduction talks, the East should also show a

willingness to consent to a verification régime providing for on-site inspections

without a right of refusal.

Results in the neat iatione on chemical weapons also hinge on th
Soviet Union’s willingness to accept an effective verification régime involving
mandatory inspections. In addition to routine inspections, on which a large deqree

of agreement is emerging in the negotiations at the Geneva Conference on
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Disarmament, obhl igntory on--challenge inspections are needed. The Br [tish proposal
of 15 July 1996 offers an acceptable solution., |If the Soviet union and its allies
follow the sath marked out hy the Stockholm document, the early adoption of 4
con-rent ion 1 i[herating the international community from the ncourge of chemica |
weapons would he possible.

In this connection the Federal Government welcomes the encouraging progress
made on confidence-building and wverification in a related field at the recent
Second Review Confere. .2 on the biological weapons Convention.

The outcome of the Conference on Confidence and Security Bullding Measures and
Disarmament in Europe also paves the way to new, more exteisive negotiations on
conventional stahility in the whole of Europe, from the Kktlantic to the Urals.

At Halifax the NATC Foreign Ministers astated that th . alliance’s objective i.
to strengthen stability and security in :he wnole 01 Europe through jincreased
openness and the establishment of a verifiable, comprehensive and etab3.e balance of
convent lonal forces at lower levels. There are too many conventional weapons in
%urope, and thero is an imbalance to the West’s digadvantaqeu

At the third CSCF follow-up meeting due to start in Vienna on 4 November, we
intend to continue along tha path successfully embarked upon in Stockholm and make
progress in other CSCE a<eus as well. The Vienna peetiig will deal with the entire

range of auestions concerning securicy,
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Ever since the start of the (8CR we hava advocated that securlty be built ¢ &
broad founda tion. For US, security iS Not just & question of the military balance
but als> ate Of res-ect far human rights and other basic rules of condict amoag
States, economic co-operation as well as opportunities for contacts between paopls
ana the free flow Oof informetion across frontiers. Confidence-brilding can anly ba
accompl ished with such a comprehensive approach. Consequently, all €SO areas must
be turther developed at Vienna in a balanced fashion and fresn impetus impar ted to
that process, which is unique in the world.

We exprc¢ t the Vienna follow-up meeting to provide a fresh impetus, not least
in the field of military security. We must diacuss how, after the Conference on
Confidence d Security Building Measures & | Disarmament in Burope, the process Of
neqgotcia tious concerning conventicmal arms cantrol in the whole of Burop® can be
advanced. In the opinion ot the Pederai Government, the object.ve of such
negotiations must be to establish, in accordance with the declaration made by the
foreign ministers ¢f countries members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO; at Halifax, military stabllity and a situation where not only Western srmed
foroes, but those of both sidas, exclusively serve defence needs.

Concentration of arms-control afforts «. concre*s, practical solution8 to
clearly defined problems - that is the conclusion drawn by the Federal Gover nment
fran the preparatory sSting in Reykjavik and the success achieved at Stockhola.
¥e share the view of the Soviet representative who, epeaking in the Commirtse on
14 October, indicated that what wan now needed was concrete action instead Of mere
declar ations,

«his also determines the direction in which, in the Federal Government'‘s
opinim, the central debate on d’.sarwmament within the United Nations should
v ol it must be geaLed wore than hitherio tO genuina ~pportunities and concrete

appeoaches. [eclaratury appeals and general programmes ure of no use, In the
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Pirst Committee, all countries must strive rYor tanyible answers to the central

question of how WAr can be effectively prevented in this age.

The Pederal Republic of Germany focused on this question with 1ts specific
in itlative for tie preven tion of war, which waa launched two years ago. That
initiative | ;8 o comprehens ive approach: any war, not just a nuclear one, musat pe
weventeu. That ob i ct've must be discussed in the ®{( st Committee with due regard
for all aspects. The Pederal Government remains convinced that the Committee's
debate must concentrate on the fundamentals and orer aqquisites of tangible, glohal
efforts towards the prevention o. war.

Demarding the prevention Of nuclear wa. alone is not guffi..ent, Conventioral
warfare alsc posesa a g eat threat ¥ na tione. It is horrifying *» note the number
of oconfl icts waged by conventional means in numerous ccuntr lgs since the Second
Wortd War and the huge number of lives they nave exacted.

Like its partners in the Atlantic Alliance the Federal Republic of Germany
holds the view that stability and international gecurity rennin de;. wdent on the
determination of countries to protect their existence through autonomous defer-x?
efforts, be it on their own or in league with othexs, The Charter of the Wnited
Nations expressly acknowledges tha legitimacy of such efforts aimed at individual
or collective gelf -defence.

Howaver, in the opinion of the Federal Government that right to sel f-de fence
requires that all countrles should gear their military atamals, the strategy £Or
their use and their practical oonduct strictly to defence neeas. Countr {es with
excess lve arms not geared to defence needs not only deprive their own dev« topaer t
efforts of urgently needed resources, but also force other oountries that feel
threatened as a result to we additional resources for their own security,

resources that thoy urgently need for their own development,
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Another no lees important demand ir this context is that autonomous securlity
efforts cannot, on thelr own, reliably prevent war. They mus t be supplemented by
co-operative efforts. All countries muet therefore participate in arms control
activities, The aim 18 to conclude concrete agreemerts at the regional and the
global level that will strengthen mitual trust and effectively limit arms at the
lowes t possible level. 1Tn our view, this implies above all the establishment of a
stable military equilibrium between the countries concerned. Stability serving to
prevent war must therefore be the true objective of to-operative efforts aimed at
arms control and disarmament.

These co-operative efforts must go beyond factors of the military balance and

cover the entire range of jinternational relationa. Military confrontations are not

caused by military arsenals but by political tensions and confl icts. Thie means
that both military ana political stability must be achieved.

The policy of the North Atlantic Alliance combines defence effoL t8 to ward off
military threats with co-operative efforta for arm control and political ddtente.
This pol ley of the Alliance has made a decisive contribution to the preservatiom of
peace in Europe. Its compi. oniensive approach 18 also reflected in the broad-based
concept of the CS8CE process.

In line with the objective of undertak Lng comprehsusive efforts to etrengthen

security, the Pederal Republic of Germany has, ewer «ince the first special session

Of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1978, advocated the development
of a concept of confidence--building measures applicable in a1l regions of the

wor 1%, It therefore welcomes the fact that. quidel .es for confidence-building
meas . res, which ‘vere elaborated on its initiative, were adopted by consensus,
albeit in prellmmary form, at th is year 'g annual seasion of the United Nations

Disarmamen{. Commission and have now been submitted to the General Assenmbly at i ts

Sy
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forty-first ser m. The reeults Of Stcckholm, especially in the field of
verification, give rise to the hope that agreement on a complete text will soon be
poss ible.

My Gover nment, together with the French Government, has drafted a resolution
on the success of the Stockholm Conference and its perspective for
confidence-building and conventional arms control. We shail be discussing it in
the First Committee. Now, the countries outside Europe must build confidence in
their regions by ensur ing maximum tr ansparency of their military capabilities and
activities. The United Nations should also be encouraged in its efforts for
greater tranepmrency. Here, I especially have military budgets in mind. The
creation of the gtandardized syatem for reporting military expenditures was an
important step, but many more countries should participate in it.

Another impor tmt task of the ini ted Na tiona is this connection 18, in our
view, to obtain greeter transparency of international acme tranefere. Foreign
Minister Geascher proposed to the General Assembly that a rogieter be established
contiining details of arms imports and exports by all countriee. That would
facilitate the monitoring of arms flows and help to solve the problem of excessive
armaments world wide.

Another impor tent sub ject to which the First Cormittee should devote greater
attention is that of verification of arme control agreements. In this connection
the Pederal Government woloomes the fact that at its fortieth session the Genecal
Assembly adopted NEW resolutions ON such gubjects as "Verification in all its
aspects, . “Compliance with acms limitation and disarmament agreements® and
"bjective information ON military matters.” Those initiatives, whose continuation
and advancement the¢ Peder al Gover nment uppe [ ta , are important steps towards a

security debate Within the United Nationa geared towards concrete, practical isaues.
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The British represents tive , speaking on bhehalf of the 12 countries of the
European Comaunity , stressed before the Committee that energetic efforts were
needed in the varlous negotiating forums so that um esolved problems could be
salved. Por this purpose, a 11 oountries rust participate in a responsible fashion
and help to find concrete golutions that are possible now. The United Mations must
not gtand aloof either.

If it proves possible tO meet the need for comprehensive co-operation in
urgent security issues by means of practical arrangements, then countries of
different regions and social systems will be able to requlate their conflicting or
divergent interests in peaceful canpetition an? ~afeguaré world peace through
sense Oof common responsibility.

The succeesful outcome Of the Stockholm Confocence shows that a readiness to
compromisa and persevere in negotiations lead6 to results. All countries should
therefore consider themselves duty-bourd to emulate the example set in Stockholm.

Creating peace with ever fewer weapons is not a Utoplan notion. It is one of
the paramount tasks facing mankind at the end of the twentieth century.

Mr. KNIPPING VICIOR.A (Dcaminican Rapublic) (interpretation from

Spanish): Although at the beginning of our wor k, Sir, you urged us to omit
congra tulations, allow me none the less to discbey your suggestion, since it 18 the
wish cf the delegation of the Tominican Republic to congratulate you om your
excellent conduct of our debate and extend that recognition to the other officers
of the Committes,

1 should li{ke to make a brief statement of principles, stating the position of

my Government on several anpects Of the items before the Committee. Although I

come from a small, developing country = a opuntry which does not have the slightent

poss ibility of posmessing .aiclear weapons - [ cannot but take thin oppor tunity to
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participate in the debate, since there is no doubt that both disavmament and peace
are universal. ooncerns, of equal interest to the great Powers that possess nuclear
weapons and to the rest of the {nternational community.

That concern over disarmament issues could not be more valid, leqitimate and
mani fest , for it involves the very survival of the human race. It has not escaped
the reason, logic and understanding of peoplesB that the outbreak of a nuclear
conflagration would necessarily 8ow the seeds of total self-destruction and the
annihilation or the human race « henpe the importance of this question. We can
thus state, without fear of exaggeration, .hat a possible nuclear disaster
oon:titutes the greatest problem facing mankind today.

Given *he recognition uf this terrifying prospect = total holocaust = and the
conviction that the principal purpose of the United Nations is to “save succeeding
generacions from the scourge of war”, disarmament issues = particularly nuclear
disarmameat - are accorded highest priority in the United Nations. Furtharmore,
this w.challenged ccanpetence of the Unitrd Nations on disarmament guestlons is
rooted in 1t8 organic characteristic of universality, since it would be nonsensical
were the security of all States and the very survivay of ma: € ind to depend 0 the
secur ity interests of a handful of nuclear-weapon States. Conseguently, we cannot
overlook the fact that the (mited Nations represents the organized international

community of States of the contemporary world. The central role of the

Organization and its primary responsibility in the field of disarmament d rive from

that fact.
Although the work of tisc United Nations in the sphere of arms | imitation and
disarmament has contributed to creating a resurgent awarcmess of the need for

dinarmament as a key element in the quest for peace and Inter national security,

contr lbuting to the conclusion of important treaties and agreements 8mON¢ various

Stytes and to the adaption of numerc s resolutions relating to this question, the
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zims race = both nuclear and conventional - hes nevertheless continued apace
quantitatively or qualitatively.

Leaving aside for the moment the question of the adverse consequences of the
arms taco on the developiry countries, | should 1 ike at this point, to focus
attention upon current trends and developments in disarmament activities at the
Uni ted Nations.

U~Zer the provisions of Articles 11 and 26 of the Charter, which attribute a
central role and major responsibility to the organization in the sphere of
disarmament-, the United Nations has been carrying on a series of activities whose
ultimate aim is general and coample te disarmament under effective international
ocontrol. Among those activities, special mention should be made of the two special
gesr.ions of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmament and the creation of the
Conference on Disarmament and the Disarmament Commission, the United Nations
Institute tor Disarimame..t Research, the advisory Board on Disarmament Studies and
other deliberative bodies and var ‘ous specialized agencies dealing expressly with
disermament , including, naturally, tho work of this First Committee,

For my delegation, this constant United Nations activity geared to reaching
world disarmament has one very interesting and pcomising feature: there has been
the gradual emeryence of the view that any use of nuclear weapons would be a
flagrant yjclation of the Chartec of the United Nations ana, in fact, a crime
against mankind. In that respect, it could be stated tnat a true legal awareness
of this view has been growing. Similaily, a result of that continuing work has
been the increas ingly clear need for an efiective inter national instrument

prohibi ting the threat or uase of such weapons ayainst the territories of

non-nuclear-weapon States.
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Although the Conference on Disarmanent has not yet been able to begin
® UltilateKal negotiacions on a treaty prohibiting all nucl ear-weapon tests or a9
cubing the arms race and nucl ear dis«rmament, it {8 clear that he urgency of
arriving at agreenents on these questions has been gaining ground in public
awareness, Accordingly, we urge all States, particularly the nuclear-weapon
States, to give due consideration o these questiona, not only in the |ight of
their particular interests but al SO bearing firmly in nind the interests of the

entire international community.
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In that regard, the delegation of the Dominican Republic wishes to express its
support for the initiative taken by the Heads o ¢ State or Government of Argentina,
Greece , India, Mexico, Sweden and the Uni*ed Republic ¢ Tanzania, who, moved by a
genuine desire for peace and international co-operation, urged the nuclear-weapon
States to suspend all testing, production and deployment of those weapons and their
delivery systems, 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 gubstantial resources from the arms race %< social and
economic  development.

In the same spirit, my delegation cannot fail to express its vievs 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 dialugue between the wo. greatest nuclear-weapon
States provides an opportunity for the leaders of those two ¢reat Powers to
acknowledge the tremendous responsibility they bear before international public
opinion to assist 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
conventional or nuclear, to he decided by those two great Powers. We firmly
believe that other States have an inescapable obligation to co~ perate in attaining
that noble and urgent goal. My delegation also believes that we should strengthen
the role of the United Naticns in disarmament matters. |n that respect, it should
be pointed out. that one way of contributing to the achjevement of that objective
would be for States periodically to inform the General Assembly and its bodies

spacializingin disarmament, such as the Conference on Disarmament and the
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Disarmament Commission, about the measures adopted or agreed upon in thelir
bilateral negotiations. Wwe share the view that bilateral and multilateral
negotiations in diearmament are not mitually exclusive; on the contrary. they are
complementary, since, in the final analysis, all such negotiations have hut one
bane ficiary - mank ind.

The Dominican Republic, a party to the Treaty prohibiting nuclear weapons in
latin America, considers that we should cchtemplate the possibility of reaching
more agreements of this nature in other regions of the world, because there can be
no doubt that agreements such as the Tlatelnlco Treaty are an effective way of
foster ing disarmament,

Just as we reocognize the urgent priority that should be given to nuclear
d 18ar mament , we identify ourselves fully with the International movement seeking to
draw Up a treaty prohibiting the development, production, use and stockpiling of
all chemirzl and bacteriological weapons. We vigorously condemn the hateful
practice of using those deadly weapons, which do so much hrr n to mankind.

Similarly, we reiterate our view that outer 8space, the common heritage of
mankind, should be used solely for peaceful ends, for the well-being and benefit of
all the members of the international community.

In view of the uncertainty created by the arm8 race, we urge that greater
efforts should be mads to react agreement on a freeze of nucluar weapons, & freeze
which a«‘scording to the General Assembly, although it may not he an end in itself,
would nme the ]less constitute a first etep to preventing the continuing
quantitative and qualitative increase in nuclear weapons.

In the same context, we share the view that mother effective satep leading to
dissrmament would be the adoption of a convention banning the use or the threat of

the ufe of nuclear weapons in my cltcumstances.
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I now turn to the question of the adverse conseauences of the arms race for
the developing countries. Beyond the dreadful threat represented by nuclear
weapons, whose destructive capacity is unprecedented in mankind-s history, the arms
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 -tous 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 yUnited Watio-s, it is estimated
that worldwide military expenditure today exceeds $900,000 million a year. which is
approximately equivalent to $2 million a minute.

It is clear that as the arms race speeds up the danger of provoking a
senseless and irrational conflagration is increased. Moreover, there can be no
doubt that that situation in turn increases international tension. thus creating a
genera; feeling of fear that. gives rise to greater instability and insecurity in
international relations.

The diversion of & large part of those military expenditures to the promotion
of socio--economic development would help to bring about the necessary conditions
for the creation of a hrtter world and the establisl.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 {ts conseauences,
represents a non-military threat tc international peace and security - hence, the

intimate r -lationship 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
Development. We must exert our very best efforts 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 delegation of the Dominican Republic cannot disregard the fact that
although nearly a decade has elapsed since the historic tenth special session = the
first special session of the General Assemhly devoted to disarmament = it has thus
far been impossible to make any subatantive progress in thin area. We are
therefore concerned about this state of affairs, which indicates that it {8 still
necessary to mohilize international 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 delegation of the Dominican Republic believes it {8 becoming
more urgent every day for all States to contribute substantially to halting and
reversing the arms race. In a world which is increasingly interdependent, it is a
logical imperative to devote &ll possible efforts to reaching harwonious, peaceful
and clvilized coexistence8 and that cannot be achieved if we do not foster the
conditions for peace, development, equality and justice upon which human relations
should be baaed.

The CHAI RMAN; | should like to inform the Committee that the following

delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for this afternoon'sa meeting:

Uruquay, Cuha, Italy, Thailand, Morocco and Cameroon.

The meeting rose at 1.0% p.m.




