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The meeting was called to order  at 3.15 p.m.

AGENDA  ITEMS  46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

GENERAL  DEBATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT  ITEMS

Sister hfSENAN  (Holy S e e ) :  T h e  Holy See is grateful for the  oppor tun i ty

to address the First Committee and, i n  so doing, would like first of all to offer

congratulations to the Ghairman  and t o  t h e  o t h e r  officers of the Commitcea.

In addressing  the First Committee this year , t h e  Holy See would  like to limit

its statement to two principles that have immediate  application to the field of

disarmament, while not entering directly into political and technical aspects that

are outside the competence  of t h e  Holy See.  The two principles are, first, t h e

roeponeihility  of all States for disarmament  and, secondly, dialogue and

negotiation as indispensable meane in the diearmament procese.

Roth.of  those points deliberately  place  disarmament  within the broader  context

of peace. In this International Y e a r  of Peace  it is important  to recall t h a t ,

while peace c a n n o t  be reduced  to diearmsmsnt,  gradual, balanced and verifiable

disarmament  measures are indispensable  elements  of a n  enduring and true peace.

The first principle may he stated as follows: disarmament is the

responsibility of all Statea and of all peoples. T h i s  responsibility, however,

falls in the first place  on those States  t h a t  are the m o s t  heavily  armed and,

secondly,  o n  t h o s e  actually engaged  i n  conflict or in situations of confrontation

that could break out into open.conflict.

The common responsibility  of all peoples  and States  for disarmament derives

ultimately  from the oneness of the human race. Whatever  the cultural, political or

ideological differences that may divide them, all peoples  have a common stake in

the future of humanity and have not only a right but also a duty to contribute to

t h e  building of a peaceful world, T h e  same holds true for States, which are by

nature  at the service of the common good of their people. T h i s  reeponsihilitY for
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peace has now aeeumed  proportione that go beyond  the limits of any particular

State, in view of the intricate and wide-ranging ties that bind States together,

including treaties, cultural and historical linke or dependencies of the most

varied kind.

This fundamental and growing solidarity among States has found formal

expression in the unired  Nations, where States have freely asaumed a conmnitment  to

take collective meaaurea for the prevention and the removal of threata to peace.

Certainly, one of the graveet threats to peace today is the existent  of atacks of

armaments that go beyond the legitimate needs of wlf-defence, and whore

deetructive  power make8  their we unthinkable.

The United Nation8 addressed this situation collectively when it determined on

a progranune  of action for disarmament in the Final Dc3cument  of the first Bpecial

SerBsion Of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament held in 1978. Paragraph 45

of that Document spells out priorities that have remained the subject of constant

preoccupation and intense negotiation. It irs indeed a sign of hope at the end of

this International Year of Peace to see some progress in certain of those priority

areae,  in particular in effort6 to reduce nuclear arme through hilatoral talks

between the United Staten and the Soviet Unlon, and to ban chemical weapone  totally

through negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament.

The responsibility  for the reduction of nuclear arms, an urgent priority,

falla in the first place on the two major nuclear Powers. It is not theire alone,

however. As Pope John Paul II eaid in his 1985 address to the diplomatic cOrp0

accredited to the Holy See:

“This situation of bipolarization cannot condition the latitude for

action and the possibilities of initiative of the other countriesI  rather,

thie reeponsihility of the two Powers - like that of the permanent members of

the Security Council within the United Nation8  - find6 its justification only

to the extent t.hat  it allows other nations to ap-ume  their place, to undertake
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their initiatives, to sxercisa their influence effectively under just

conditiona and for the good of the world community..

Within this context, the two major nuclear-weapon States, from whom the world

rightfully expecta  concrete reductions in nuclear armr, exercise their

responsibility  fully when they take into account the legitimate tIeSireS ad

security needs of other States , as well as the influence of any bilateral decisions

on theae same States. Thus, bilateral negotiations find their legitimate and

necessary extension in multilateral forums.



F&.1/41/L J.19
6

(Sister ReenanI  Holy See)

The responsibility for the hcilding  of a peaceful world falls, in the second

place, on countries at present engaged in war. Regional conflictp,  in an

increasingly interrelated world, risk beocming generalised. Even should they

remain locallasd, the terrible loss of life and of property, as well as the

disruption and potential destruction of the social fabric that such wars entail,

make them increasingly unjustifiable aa a means of settling disputes. The growing

recognition nf the futility of war is a sign of hope that at some future date war

will no longer be the scourge that it remains today. Those at present engaged in

armed conf 1 ict bear, therefore, a responsibility that they must exercise by seeking

the way of dialogue, of negotiation.

When Pope John Paul II called for a general truce on 17 October, the day on

which the heads of the great religions of the world will bs praying for peaaer he

aaw it precisely as pening  this way to dialogue. In his appeal for the cemation

of all conflict, he stated:

“May  the 27 October truce bs an incitement for parties in conflict to

undertake or to pursua reflection on the motives that have led them to seek by

the use of force, with its cortege of human miseries, what they could attain

by sincere negotiations and rewurse  to the other .rleane  that law provides.’

Still others also bear a doubtful responsibility in local conflicts8 than

who sell arms indiscriminately to the parties ihvolved. unfortunately, the number

of States that am arma exporters has increased in recent years. Certainly no

wuntry can be denied the mans  to defend itself, but those who aeek benefit8 fCoIp

such arma sales cannot be said to be working for peace. On the contrary. Present

initiatives to study this ouestion within the Ilnitei  Nations may help to clarify

the intricacies and wnseouences  of arms sales and transfers of varioue  types.
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Still other wuntries are In situations of confrontation that risk turning

into armed conflict. Very often, those situations  have deep historical roots with

legitimate, if conflicting, interests on both Bides. Again, is there any way other

than that of dialogue and negotiatione  that seek agreeaent  on the higher plane of

the mutual good, the conm)on  interest a.ti the honour of both parties concerned? The

1984 agreements between Argentina and Chile over the southern zone, which the Holy

See was ahle to mediate, are an exangle of such a reference to .% higher good which

eliminated tbe danger of war between the tw countries.

The second point that the Ho15 See would like to address relates precieely  to

the importance of dialogue and its characterietica. It may he stated aB followB:

dialogue and negotiation are the way to peace. Two of the fundamental principle6

of that dialogue are truth an) reciprocity.

Political dialogue is demanding , and yet it may not be refueed. There ie no

legitimate alternative except that of believing in the supremacy of force, t!rat of

accepting the inevitability  of war. To agree to dialogue iti not to abandon the

righteousness or truth of a position held. It is not to yield to demandr that may

aeem  illegitimate. It is, rather, to agree to recognize  that *here ie a common

good that goes beyond particular interests and that, in many caseB, accommodation

of particular interests is poseible  in the light of this greater good.

The basic principle of political dialcgue  - indeed, of any dialogue - is

truth. As applied to disarmament, this iucludes an adeauate exchange Of

information and mutually agreeable and adeouate meane of verification, a word,

moreover, Bemantically related to the word ‘truth”. The 1986 International Year of

Peace has seen progretra in the acceptance, in principle, of adeouate verification

measurer3 in certain current negotiationa. This ia due in no Binall  part to the

efforts of Beveral States to develop procedures and methods of verification that
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are politically rcceptable  to the negotiating partners. The Roly See hopes that

progeess made in negotiations on verification measures of II chemical-weapon ban

will lead to the rapid conclusion of a treaty that will wnpletely  eliminatn  the

existence of those inhumane weapons. Continued reporta  of their 1183 make the

conclus’?n  of such a treaty all the more urgent.

Truth in political dialogue is also allied to trust, to confidence. while

confidence-huilding measures are not disarmament measures and must not replace

them, such measures on a regiona  level can incr :ase the level of trust in the

region and therefore both lead to and accompany negotiations on specific

disarmament measures. The Holy See is pleased with the successful conclusion of

the Stocitholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and

Disarmament in Europe, as well as with the significant progress made in the

Disarmament Commleeion on guidelines for confiUence-Iuilding  measures >n a gloaal

and regional level.

A second principle of political dialogue is that of reciprocity in relations.

Each State must defend the good of its own peoples and aaaure the full measure of

their human rights and dignity. This is the very foundation of a State. Bach

State hae a similar obligation  to respect the legitimate rights and interests of

other States. True political dialogue and subseaue?t  negot’?tions  must recognise

I-.hie principle. As Pope John Paul II asked, again in his 1905 addrese to the

diplomatic corps:

“HOW can one claim at the international level or in bilateral relations

what fr’le has refused to concede to others in conformity with their rights?’

In political dialogue concerning disarmament, it ie difficult to see how one State

can legitimately challenge another >(, cerning  armaments, when it is increasing its

own arms beyond measure. Similarly, proposals made by a State have little
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credibility when the internal situation and actionm  of the State are not in accord

with them. Strict respect for reciprccity  in dialogue and negotiatione is a

necessary cor.dition for concrete results in disarmament negotiations.

Since dialogue remains an ongoing necessity, it calls for and requirelr

structures. At the same time, such structures give expreesfon  to the common

responsibility of all States for disarmament. The United Nations has a central

role to play in providing those structures. The Holy See, in concluding, renews

its support of the United Natione and its work in the field of disarmament.

Mr. CISSE (Mali) (interpretation from French): 1 should like to express- - -  m

to you, Mr. Chairman, my delegation’s great satisfaction at the skill, dynamism  ( *d

effectiveneee  with which you are conducting our work. Every preceding speaker has

noted that the priviiege  of chairing the political Committee at this forty-first

session is one that you fully deeerve, not only because of your pereanal  qualitieB,

but also because of the outstanding con.ribution  made by your country, the German

Democratic Republic, with which my own enjoys excellent relations.

My delegation would also like to congratulate the two Vice-Chairmen, the

Rapportcur and members of the Secretariat. And, of course, X cannot fail to

mention the remarkable qualities  of your predecessor, Mr. Ali Alataa, who continues

to contribute to the rationalization  of our work.
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The Political Committee is now engaged in a general debate on the ouestionL

security and disarmament on its agenda at a time when the international situation

remains disouietinq  despite certain glimmers of hope.

In this International Year of Peace proclaimed by our Orqanization, the

existence of the political will needed to reach specific solutions on crucial

disarmament issues still remains doubtful.

The arms race continues to have a detrimental effect on the development of

two-thirds of mankind, although the peoples of the wrld regardlesn  of their

political economic and social f3yetema , share the same aspirations to security and,

the,right  to survive, and to justice and Well-beinq.

Interhational  tensions in many parta of the world still feed on unjust wars,

interference in the internal affairs of States and typical acts of aggceeeion

again&t peoples whose Only aspiration6 is to peace, indepenilencr rn,+ 1 ife.

Conflicts and oppos1r.g  interests, particularly between the tw ideological and

milita-y  blocs that dominate our contemporary world, do not seem likely to favour

the creation of those conditions so essential to the implementation of a syetem of

collective security, and wnsecuently of the tranquillity for all that each State

needs for its development,  especially the Statsa of the third world.

These generally  unfavourable trends in the international scene, dangerously

reinforced by a ccnplex world economic crisis, are giving rise to violence in many

parts of the world, violence bringing in its train unresolved conflicts, as in

southern Africa - where the apartheid r6gime is hard pressed, in the Middle East,

in the Iran-Iraa war in Asia, in the Korean peninsula - where scarcely a day dawn.

peacefully, in Kampuchea, in Afqhanietan and in Latin America - where the Contadora

Group is, nevertheless, doing useful work.
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This aomhre  picture ie necessarily reflected in the work ard concerne of the

bodies responsible for cueetions  of diearmament and International security. This

ia clearly shown  by a perueal  of the repcrrts of the Conference on Diearmament

contained in dtxument A/41/27, of the Diearmament CommiaRion  in dccument  A/41/42,

of the Ad Hoc Colnnittee on the Indian Ocean in document A/41/29 and of the Ad Hoc

Committee on the World Disarmament Conference in document A/41/28.

Such a perueal reveals a eerier  cf failuree resulting from an absence, or

insufficiency of political will. The Geneva summit held in November 1985 aroused

legitimate hopes, but it failed to yield any positive results, hecauee the two

super-Powers, on which the fate of the contemporary world depends, are still in a

state of confrontation.

The Tokyo eum?lit seemed  in some atrange way to wipe out the effect6 of a

hila ;eral .rapprcchement, although the Friendship Gamee organized  in MOBCOW  at the

tti?ginning  of July 1986 showed that hopee of such a rapprochement were fully

justified. Above all, the failure of the Reykjavik summit has demonstrated that

the world contintiee to live under the threat of a nuclear holocaust.

At. 3 time when the international situation is marked by violence and tension,

my delegaf ‘on would like to make an appeal. Let UB decide together to commit

oursalvee  reeclutcly to working to promote a creative and positive political will,

to strengthen the United  NatiOnB  aa the principal centre for negotiationa,  and t0

increase international co-cperation in all areas.

Faithful to the ideal8  of the IJnited Nations, the Organization of African

IJnity (OAII)  , the Non-Aligned Movement and the Organization  of the IalamiC

Conference !OIC), my country will continue as alwaya to support all propoaale

directed to disarmament, the strengthening of world peace and the etrengtheninq  of

individual and collective security of States both great and small.



SK/4 A/C. 1/41/W.  19
13

(Mr. Ciss6,  Mali)

Mali will continue to support a8 always, a 11 measurea designed to strengthen

mutual confidence, to create and consolidate denuclearised zones and to maintain

peaceful coexistence and good neighbourliness.

My delegation believes that the main feature of today’s world is the advent of

the nuclear era, whoae potentials to some degree nullify ideological conflicts,

since they no longer have any real meaning, any human meaning, and from a

historical Btand+int  involve 9 fundamental contradiction.

A new world is errrerging hefore our eyes, on the tt eehold of the twenty-first

century, which seems despite everything show the vanity of certain ideas: the

vanity of the wars in mankind’s history, the vanity of the wars of hegemonism

fought yesterday and today, and the vanity inherent in suicidal vicions  of an

imponsible  or fruitless victory.

Conaeauently my delegation would encourage all sincere moves to promote

general and complete disarmament, and true peace, the peace of hearts and minds.

We should like to welcome all such afforts , particularly the unilateral moratorium

already renewed by the Soviet IJnion  which, as yb all know, has ale0 already

renounced the idea of h first nuclear strike.

My delegation would like tc encourage the efforts of the JJnited  States - that

great nation - have contributed, beyond suspicion, to the birth of a positive

spirit, the spirit of Reykjavik, a flame which must all strive to keep alive.

The t~rnister of Foreigi:  Affairs and International Co-operation of the Republic

of Mali, Zr. Wodlbc  Keita, speaking on 8 October 1986 in the General Assembly, said:

“The establishment of a true atmcsphere of peace in the world will be

poseible  only when countries, in their day to day life, scrupulously abide by

the pr0VisiOns of the Charter of the United Nations. We must convince

~uraelvee that peace depends on the will to negotiate and to strengthen mutual

trust and collective necurity, and not on confrontation and violence.
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Wall, for itn part, reaffirma that it will, in its relation8 with other

States, and in particular with ite immediate neighbours, rigorously abide by

negotiation and the principles of good-neighbourliness set forth by our

Orqanization.”  (A/Il/PV.28,  9. 58)

W delegation, because of the facto of the matter, ie bound to feel confident,

for the dynamic process  of peace is indivisible - even better, it ie LrreversiLle.
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Mr. KXBEDI ([Jganda! :II--- I wish to start by expreaeing our deepest shock and

norrow at the tragic death of a great son of Africa, President  Samora Mtchel of

Morambiaue. Precldent  Machel wae a dedicated and leading light ir the fight for

the tots1 lr!eration  of the southern region of Africa, a stand which made him the

target of Phe raciet forces that control South Africa. Hia passing  is therefore a

1080 not o?+ly to Mozambique but alno to the whole of Africat however, hia memory

and inspiraticn  will live for ever.

I would ask the representative of Mozamhio~~e  to accept the heartfelt

condolences of my President and delegation , and the Government and all the peapie

of Uganda.

I extend to you, Sir, my congratulations and those of my delegation on your

election an Chairman of thin very important Connnittee. My delegation 16 confident

that, with your wide-ranging diplomatic experience and renowned ability, you will

conduct the Comitteega  deliberationa with skill and impartiality. My

CongratUlatiOne go also to the other officers of the Committee, and I pledge to you

my delegationgs  full co-operation.

Although 1986 b%e  been declared by the United Nations the International Year

of Peace, the turbulent situation obtaining everywhere in the world barn been a

constant cause of concern to ue all , so much 80 that mankind has been driven to a

state of deepair and apprehension. In an endeavour to alter this ominous situatisn

for the better all the nations, large and small, have untiringly worked for peace

and security. Many ideas and propoaale have heen  put forward, all aimed at

reducing armaments and opposing  war.

The deeire  to aava  mank.?nd  from le scourge of war and total annihilation by

weapons of tieatruction  ha8 been fully ref1ectt.d in the declaration of eminent

personalities  and statesmen, like those of the leaders of the five continents
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during their meeting held in New Delhi and Ixtapa, Mexico. This emm anxiety and

concern for the fate and well-being of mankind was eaually echoed in the political

declaration of the Eighth Sumit Meeting of the Non-Aligned Countries held last

September in Harare,  Zimbabwe. In all those forums the guiding prinaiple  and

coIIIM)n  message has been that the two super-Powers should be mindful. of their

rerponsihility to mankind and take concrete steps to achieve genuine disarmament.

The past year witnessed the holding of a sumit meatinq between the two

super-Powera in Geneva; that wan  indeed a source of relief to all I’tates. In their

joint statement the two euper+owers  declared that a nuclear war Iould not be won

and must  never be fought. They fully acknowledged their responsibility in checkinq

the arms race and reducing nuclear armaments. In the bilateral negotiations on

arms control and dia~rmament  each side boldly put forward a number of proposals and

plans, in‘cluding the proposal for a 50 per cent reduction in strategic nuclear

stockpiles. That was without doubt a most welcome development.

The Geneva summit was followed by the successful conclusion of the recent

Stockholm Conference on Confidence and s xurity  Ruilding Measures in Europe. My

delegation, like others who have spoken before me, hopes that those achievements

will help bring about a disarmament agreement which, in turn, will lead to the

easing of tension in Rurope. In addition, we believe that regional measure8 of

that sort could have a global significance and should therefore be welcomed.

The anxiety and expectations of all nations were further heightened recently

by the news that the two super-Powers would hold what wan termed a preparatory

meeting in Reykjavik, Iceland. The outcome of that meeting appeared to be a

disappointment to everybody; however, both sides have stated that Reyr  !nrik  waa not

a complete failure after all. We understand that agreements of fairly major
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significance were in prompect  in Roykjavik  am far am strategic mnd

intermediate-range weapon8  wore concerned, mm well am other aspects of East-West

relations. The one clear mmmmmgm  dimcernible  fram theme dmvelopentm  im that

disarmament agreements are pommible. On the bamim of what came of Reykjavik the

leaders of the two super-Powerm should, despite the temporary metbmck,  continue

their tireless efforta mined at creating a mafer world for mankind.

While we h lieve that special remponeibility  for the maintenance of

international peace and security remtm with the nationm with the largest military

arsenala, we believe eoumlly that mrmm control and dimmrmament  mu6t not be left

exclusively in the handm of the moat powerful Gtatem. Thore immuem  are a cone rn

of all States. It must therefore be the remponmihility of all States, big mnd

umall,  develaped and developing, to mddremm themmelvem to thome issuem mo am to

enhance the process of effective, all-round dimarmament.

It is the honemt view of my delegation that the ever emcmlating nuclear-armm

race poses a real threat to international peace and mecurity and that the ultimate

aim of nuclear dimarmament  l hould be the cowlete  prohibition and total elimination

of all nuclear weaponm. A8 a first l tep toward8 mohievfng thmt goal, the two

super-Powers should mutumlly  agree to atop the tooting,  pro6. Aion and deployment

of all typem of nuclear weapons. At thim juncture, we wish to mcknowledge and

Commend  the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explomion. declared by one of the

eupar-Powers and extended up to early 1987. Furthermore, we believe that in the

event of the super-Powera agreeing to halt all nuclear-weapon tentm,  that mhould be

followed by multilateral negotiations for a comprehensive teat-ban treaty to which

all Statem should accede. The conclumion of much a trea5y would be a milestone in

the prevention of the further Mrirontal  and vertical proliferation of nuclear

weapons.
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I wish now to addreae myself to the issue of conventional disarmament - a

subject that is of equal concern to all of UB. My delegation attaches great

importance to the question of conventional disarmament and feele that it should be

considered together with the oueetion 3f nuclear disarmament, because the two

issues are interrelated and influence each other.

To ue in the developing world the sale and transfer  of conventional weapons

are a cause  of great concern. Aside from being a drain on the scarce resources of

our treamur  lee, conventional weapons inflame national and regional conflicts, and

hence affect national and regional peace and security. The international community

should therefore address itself with the same aerioueneaa of purpose  and co’Icern to

the ouestion  of conventional disarmament.

I wish also to addreae myself to another subject of equal importance to un in

East Africa - the aueetion of the Indian Ocean. The presence of great Powers in

that Ocean and the tension that that generates are naturally a major co’lcern to UB

as littoral and hinterland Statea. The Declaration of the Indian Ocean aa a Zone

of Peace in 1971 by General Assembly  resolution  2832 (XXVI) acts out the guiding

principles on how the Indian Ocean could be insulated from great-Power rivalriee.

Uganda, a hinterland State of the Indian Ocean zone, eupports  the Declaration nnd

strongly opposes foreign military pressure  and L+oild-up in the Indian Ocean. We

call for the necessary arrangemerltn  to be set in motion for the convening of the

Colombo Confersnce that will pave the way for the implementation of the Declaration.

Another unreeolved aucation  that appears every year on the agenda of the

General Aeeembly 02 our Organization  since 1965 la the implementation of the

Declaration on the Denuclearii?at.ion  of A+rica. This ieeue is of paramount

importance to the international community when viewed within the context of the

maintenance of regional and international peace and security.
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The racist minority rdqime in South Africa ie a threat to the peace and

Becur  ity of that region. The minority rdgime’e policy of apartheid and ite

constant incurslone into the front-line States with the intention of deetabilizing

thwc States are further indications of the magnitude and ser iousncea of the

Bi tuation in the region. our concern ie even further nagrifled  by the fact that it

haB been @Btablished that the racist minority regime has attained nuclear

c.npab11iey. Coupled with this is the secret collabmntfon  between that regime and

Israel, which ia equally known  to have nuclear oapability.  Thoee two re’gimes, by

virtue of thtlr collaboration in the clear field, pose  a threat to the security

of the African continent.

The inter national oorrmunity  , while thereforo continuing to condemn all nuclear

collaboration between the racist  minority apartheid rdgime of Suth Africa and any

other State, Bhould  endeavour ta bring about the expedi tioue lmplcmcntation of

General  Aseenbly  renolution  2033 (XX).

The subject of the relationeh ip between diearmamcnt and devclopnent has

attracted a lot of interest UI the part of representativee  who have spoken before

me. This 1~ because the abject  ie of tremcnQue  interest  to all of us, and

eepccially those of us in the developing world. At its tenth Special BCSBiC0, the

fiest devoted  to disarmament,  the General Araembly emphasizcd this in its Final

Document, where it wae stated that

“In a world of finite reeourcee  there is a cloee relationehip  between

expenditure cm armament@ and economic and social development”. (rcSolUtion

s-10/2,  para. 16)

The saw message  hae been echoed by the panel of eminent perecnalities  on the

rela tionehip  between disarmament and development. We therefore support the call

for the convcn ing in 198’7 of the postponed United Nation6 Inter national Confer cncc
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on the Relationship betveen Disarmament md Development. The nations participat’ng

irk the preparatory  process for that Conference have already agreed that diearmamant

and development, which are distinct proceclses in thenurelvezI,  should  be pursued

~eriouEly,  because they both strengthen psaa and security  and promote  prosper ity.

1 wieh to consider a little further the issue of disarmament and dweloFent,

with special reference to the continent cjf Mrica. My delegation agrees that the

fruits of acit?nce and technology should be utilized to prwerve life, educate

people and eradicate disease and poverty from our midst. Africa qpreciates  the

fact that the peaceful application of science and technology could tackle very

8Wiftly  SOme of it8 moat  preesing &veloplenial  prablems. With the appl ica tion of

nuclear science, Africa could tomorrow he rid of moeguitoee,  tee-tse flies and

other ecourg@!e  that today inflict untold auffe? ing on its people and animals.

Uganda therefore advocates the establidrment  by Africa as a uatter  of urgency and

high priority of a regional nuclear r-ear& centre to achieve the above

objectivea,  with the aseietance of the Ulited  Netions, its agencies, jntereated

*ember States of the Crganization  and the international cormnunity as a whole.

'FhiE paxi tian was also affirmed in the 14$ Oaclaration and Programme  of

Action,adopted  at the Hinieterial  Pegional  Conference on Security, Disarmament and

Development in Africa, held frcrn  13 to 16 Auqust  1985. That Declaration marked a

concr eta step toward  reoogn  ition of thin triangular rela tionehip.

Like eweral other metiere of the Orgnrlization of African ulity  (OAUr, Uganda

is a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of r&clear  Weapons  and therefore

has a particular interest in article IV (2) of the Treaty, which etatee that

“Par ties In the Treaty in a poeition  to do so shall also co-operate in

ccntrihuting  alone or together with 0thc:i States a international

organizationa to the f!lrthur developrent  of the applications of nuclear energy
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for peaceful purples, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon

States Qarty to the Treaty, with &e consideration for the needs of the

developing areas of the world”. (resolution 2373 ,(XxX1), annex_)

Be fore concluding, I should  like to toud,  very briefly on tvo equally

important subjects on our agenda: the shjecta  of chemical wgtapons  and of an arms

razz in outer space.

Chemical weapons also pose a serious threat to mankind and we tl ?1 that the

internatiaral  canmlnity  has not yet dealt with this issue sufficientl) AL though

the u3e of chemical weapons was outlawed in 1915 by the Geneva  Protocol,  those

deadly weapons continue to be stockpiled in the arsenals of major military Powers-

Mr eover , there are disturbing reports to the effect that an increasing nuder  of

other States are developing Csm too.

while we supper  t the efforts of the Secretary-General in upholding the

authority of the 1925 Geneva ProtDcol , we wieh to reiterate that there is an urgent

need to free the world from the scourge of dremical  weapons and other agents. I

therefore urge the international canmurity  to do all it can to arrive at the early

conclusion of a comprehensive, e ffecLive and verifiable convention on chemical

weapons.

Finally,  my delegation urges that ollter epace  continue to be the heritage of

all, and that its me therefore rennin restricted to peamful uses and purposes

aimed at benesfi ting the whole of mankind. That situation should not be compromised

by the introbction into outer apace of weapons of warfare and destruction.

Mr . AL-ATASSI  (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic- - -

take this opportunity, Sir, to congratulate you QI your election to the

chairmanship of the First Comaittee. With your diplomatic qualifications

experience, you will surely guide our work to the desired c~nclUeiOn. Thl

1 1:

and wide

s is all
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the more clear since you belong to a country, the German Democratic Republic, that

is making a contribution to international peace end security. I wish also to

congratulate the other officers of the Committee on the confidence in them shown by

the Comi ttee.

The world today remains deeply concerned, frustrated and even despairing, by

the failure of the efforts to achieve genuine nuclear disarmament. We have all

stressed the threat to the world posed by nuclear weapons and made proposals for

serious efforts to eliminate nuclear weapons. yetl despite ad1 our efforts, the

already huge arsenals of nuclear weapons continue to grow and the nuclear-arms race

is escalating, so that the predominant feeling among the world public is that the

very survival of mankind is threatened and effective steps must be taken to improve

the situation.
.

The challenges facing the world today are many. The nuclear threat is the

greatest of those challenges, but there are others as well, and the international
I

community must speedily find effective ways of dealing with them. These challenges

include the development problems faced by the majority of the countries of the

third world, the problems of the environment and its resources and the problems

arising from interference in the internal affairs of States and from attempts by

imPerialiSt  e?ountries  to achieve hegemony and domination. All these problems lead

to tension and disrupt relations between States , and in addition there is the

problem of the existence of the odious racist r6gimes in southern Africa and

occupied Palestine l
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Such rhgimes  may further deatahilize  these regions and conaeauently may jeopardise

regional and international security.

These auestinne  and issues lead to miegivlnge  and to a lack of confidence

amonq States. They also lead to the exacerbation of tension,  a eenae  of

inF,ecurity, the attendant increase in armaments. and entry into the spheres of the

arms race. Achievement of disarmament in the duty of the whole international

community hecause  the danqera of the arms race affect the whole wcrld. It la an

international responsibility, not limited to certain countries. It is true that

the nuclear Powers, especially the two super-Powers, bear a special responsibility

in eliminatinq the spectre of a nuclear war as well afl prcmotinq international

peace and security.

However, we maintain that there is no alternativ+-  to the unanimous

responsibility  of all States through the international Orqanization  which nurtures

a l ; efforts aimed at curbing the arms race, especially the nuclear  one. Prcceedinq

from this premise our international community has to encourage the continuation of

dialogue and meetings between the Soviet Union and the United States, to urge ihe

two States to reach mnre nuclear aqieements and to give a strong impetus to the

bilateral negotiations.

The task of preventing a nuclear catastrophe is so important that it should

not he left to the nuclear Powers alone. The fate of all mankind in now at stake.

Therefore, it is necessary, in our view, that all the countrise of the third world,

especially the non-aliqned, should play a leadinq role in these momentoun  issues.

We wish to pay tribute to the resolutions of the 1 lhth Summit Conference of the

Non-Aliqned Countries held in Harare concerning the issues of disarmament and of

averting a nuclear catastrophe.

Lack of confidence lo a factor that still plays a great role in disarmament
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and the arqs race. Despite the progress achieved in confidence-building,

verification and communication sybtemm, we still have a lofig way to go. Here, we

have to express our optimiam regarding the positive result8  reached by the

Stockholm Conference on Conftdence  RJildinq and Security Measures. We believe that

the success achieved in Stockholm wtll  lord to a strengthening  of the atmosphere of

confidence. We maintain that confidence-building ~II only possible through dialoque

because dialoque will ease tension and remove misur&rstanding.  Hence, my country

had hoped ti. the meeting between the General Secretary of :he Soviet Communist

Party and thr American President, Mr. Reaqan, at Reykjavik would pave the way

tow:trda  solvinq many ptobleme of the world, foremost among which is curbinq and

reverRinq  the nuclear arms race as well ae easing tenaion.

If ihe nuclear-arme race poses the greatest danger to mankind, it becomes all

de more acute i\nd ,he dang3z of a confrontation ir intensified should such an arm8

race he extended to outer apace. The Syrian Arab Republic, based on its belief

that outer space is the common heritage of mankind, reaffirms that all the

countrieu of ths world have the common responsibility to take the necessary nnd

effective measurea  to limit  the uee of outer space exclusively for peaceful

purposes. There should be an agreement concerning the non-militarization  of outer

space and a commitment not to eprcad any weapons to it. Therefore, the ineietence

of certain States to lnilitarize  out.er apace , confirms their deoir~ to continue

eecalatinq armaments in order to achieve greater domination, hegemony and

superiority.

Syria hopea +h* L the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva will make every

poesi:>le  effort in order to stop the extension of the arm race to outer space.

One of the most important reeults of the first special session of the General

Aasemhly devoted to disarmament ie the creation of a multilateral negotiatinq body
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to study the issucn of disarmament and to achieve complete and comprehensive

disarmament. The Cou’hfsrence  on Disarmament in Geneva is one of the most iwortant

achievements of that. hieesion. Rut what is regrettable is to see the Conference on

Disarmament today ~l~,rn  zalysed, ineffective and inactive in achieving what the whole

of mankind is arp.!.r:ing  to. The Conference on Disnrmament haa not been ,lble do tar

to draft an international treaty that would commit the nuclear Powers not to use

nuclear weapons. A ban on all nuclear testn is the first task of that COnfcrenCc.

However, it has not been able to contribute in this respect.

The nuclear-tc!nit ban has been unilaterally  cryatalized on the part of the

Soviet Union. My country wishea to commend its position in this respect. In the

meantjme  it appealrJ to the other party to follw suit in the interests of mankind

a8 a whole.

Chemical weapons and the danger of Its production on a large-scale baa become

one of t.he major preoccupations of thr?  international commullity. Syria maintains

that a comprehensive ban, prohibition and the need for cowlete  elimination of euch

chemical weapons has become one of tne moat  important iseu I which we all have to

confront moat eerioualy. We have to reach agreements concerning that. Hence, we

urge the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to continue consideration of such

issues with a view to reaching that qoal.

The creation OF nuclear-weapon-free zones lo an important step on the path of

qeneral and complete diesrmament. This would reinforce international peace and

security. The Syrian Arab Republic supported the Declarations  of

nuclear-weapon-free zones in the Indian Ocean, Latin America, Africa and the Middle

East, proceeding from its belief that it ia of paramount importance to create such

nuclear-weapon-free zones. Regarding the Middle East, and despite the resolutions

of the General Aaeembly confirming and reaffirming this :act, year in and year out,

this zone in the present situat!.on  is not fret from nucla?r weapons.
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Yerae la the only party that possesses the nuclear weapon and it rsfuxes  to

auhject its installations to inspection by the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA). Different pretexts on the part of Ierael concerning the need to

conduct direct neqotiationa among the States of the area, in a way similar to the

Treaty of TlateLolco, id a form of hyprocrisy. The Treaty of Tlatelolco ia an

understandinq  amonq the Statea of Latin America, where there is no invader, no

aqgreeeor or occupier of the landa of others; while the situation in the Middle

East la based on anneration, invaeion and the occupation of the territories  of

others. Israel’s approach is no different from the approach of the racist rhgime

in South Africa which la armed to the h.lt wi,th nuclear weapons, like Israel. They

co-operate in the nuclear field, in broad daylight, and with the co-operation  of

cectaiin Weetern countries in such a way ~8 to contravene the provisions of the

Non-Prolifirati.on  TrePty.
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The creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Rant leads L I to the

nuclear armament of Israel, which in a source of concern aml fear for the peoples

of that region and for the whole international community. The several rellolution~

adopted hy the General Assembly every year concerning Israeli nuclear armament

reflect the concern of the international community regarding Xaraeli  nuclear

activitiee. So far Ierael is refusing  to 8ign the Non-Proliferation Treaty or to

subject its installatione  to International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspection.

It ie instructive to recall in this respect for the benefit of the members of

the Piret Coxwnittee reports concerning Israeli nuclear activity in the American

Press last year in connection with the smuggling of krytron devices from America to

Israel and concerning tt R sale by a certain mineral conpany  in Luxsmbourg  of

certain amounta  of uranium t,:, Israel, illegitimately  and in such a way as to

contravene  international control measureB.

I hardly need to recall today the recent report in The Sunday Times of London

revealing the eecrtte of the Ieraeli nuclear arsenal on the batsie of what wae

atated by the Israeli nuclear expert, Mordecai  Vannnu, who worked for 1U years in

an Ieraeli nuclear bomb factory. This stated that Israel at present has between

1UU and 200 nuclear bombs, and that the nuclear bomb factory is underground, in the

Negev deeer  t, next to the Dimona reactor. Thus the nuclear threat to the Middle

East ae a result of the nuclear weapons pomesmed by Israel la an eetabliahed fact.

I cannot discuee  disarmament issues without dealing with the link between

disarmament and development. The gigantic expenditure on military budget0 hae

impeded economic and social development in a.11 countries of the world. This

excessive expenditure haa occurred not only in the developed, nuclear Statea,  which

hnvc repeatedly doubltll  their military budgets, but altao in certain developing
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countries with very modest revenues. Those  small States, in order to preserve

their independence and resources , allccato  to armament very high percentagea of

their national revenue, which should be devoted t raising the living standards of

their peoples.

Here the close relationship hettween  disarmament and development becomes

CryBta  1 clear, and this matter has been analysed in valuable studies carr, XI out by

the nni tetf hat ions. In this context, we beliove  that the General Assembly should

reaffirm this year the necessity of holding the International Conference on the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development in 1987. The Preparatnry

Committee, in ita three meetings dr* ng 1986, laid the foundations of the work of

the Conference, the theme of which i8 tne reduction of military expenditure and the

use of the human and physical resources released thereby in the interest8 cf

development in the third world.

The Syrian Arab Republic maintains that international peace and security are

jecpardlzed  by the continuance of the policy of the arme race. Indeed, no one can

deny that ‘.he arms race, especially jn its nuclear aepefct, constitutes a grave

threat to international peace and security and jeopardizes  the very survival of

mankind. However , the threat to international peace and security has various

sources: recourse to violence, the use of force or the threat of force, recourse

to a policy of aggression and interferance in the internal affairs of &her Slates

all jeopardize  international peace and security.

The desire for domination and hegemony is one of the reasons for tenoion, and

it too ponen  a threat to international peace and security. There 3~9 certain

countries that pursue a policy of annexation and expansion, and Bo not respect the

right of peoples to live in aace and to self-determination. The doctrine of
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such Statee  constitutee  a threat to inter:~ational  as well a6 regional peace and

security. It 1~ useful  to recall damaqe done to the international situation hy the

conduct of certain countries because of the implications for international Peace

and 6ecurity. That conduct 16 made more serious hy the fact that certain countries

possess nuclear weapons; I refer to the rCgimes in Pretoria and occupied

Palestine. The poaeeeeion of tho60 weapon6 may have certain serious implications

for the r&gimee in clueetion. My country will deal with this in detail when we

diecusa  the item on the strengthening of international peace and s-curity at a

later staqe of the work of our Crxmnittee.

My country, a6 a Mediterranean littoral State, will raiBe the auest?on  of

removinq the foreiqn naval fleets in the Mediterranean, since they endanger the

security of the littoral States and their territorial integrity.

In conclusic~n, Sir, my delegation wi6h6B  to assure you of itB full

co-operation.

Mr. THOMPSON (Fiji): The world waited, literally with hated breath, for

a 6ucceBsful outcome of the Iceland BUIImit. so much was expected. The

di6appointment was de 31~ felt everywhere. Nevertheless, a new plateau waB

e6tah:iRhed and it ie most gratifying to note that the two super-Power6 are still

actively Bearching for the common ground which eluded Them in Reykjavik. We

sincerely hope that decisive reductions in nuclear weaponry will noon  result and

that the disarmament process  we have all lonq prayed for will hegin in earnest.

Yet again we will jotn in the consensus on moving towards a comprehensive

test-ban treaty. OUC support fOC the principle  of banning all nuclear t66tB in all

environments for all time remains steadfast. As waB 80 aptly Btated hy

New Zealand’fI  Deputy Mini6ter  for Foreign Affairs in the General ASBembly  recently:



f-/w A/C. 1/41/PV. 19
34-3s

(Mr. Thompson, Fiji)

“No other Birqle etep would do so much to elow the remorseless advance of

nuclear-weapon production and experimentation, or to establish confidence in

the will of the nuclear Power8 to eliminate nuclear weapons from the world’s

arsenals. It would be a truly univereal  arms control measure.”  (A/41/PV.13,

p.56)

We helieve that all countries have a role to play in achieving a greater

measure of international disarmament. Small States  like some of us in the South

Pacific can qive tangihle expression to the objectives of disarmament by

constitutinq, as we have done, nuclear-weapon-f’ ee zones. Such modest

contr lutionf3,  In suffictent  number0 , could encircle the world with interlockinq

zones free of nuclear weapons.

The Sout.h  Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty, commonly known a8 the Treaty of

Rarotonga has now heen signed hy 10 countries and ratified by four. It ie expected

to come into force within the next two months. We are pleased to learn that mOBt

nuclear-weapon States are giving positive  coneiderdtion  to signing the Protocols.

We remain profoundly affronted by France’s blatant inseneltivity  to the

leqitimate concern of South Pacific Statta concerning itB continued nuclear testing

on Mururoa Atoll. In his statement in this Committee on Friday, 17 October 1986,

Amhasnador Morel of France wrote off:’ South Pacific sentiments when he said:
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“On eac,h occasion we have been able to ehou that the critici6m wad based

on nn objective  factor and wa6 in fact a reflection of discrimination against

UR.” (A/C. 1/41/PV.l~,  p. 79)

He then patronizingly  claimed:

“On the pretext of estahliahinq  a denuclearization  rbgime - without any

ieaBon, qiven the absence of any threat of proliferation in the rogion - the

Treaty would attempt to impose a r&lime discriminatory with regard to

France.” (A/C. 1/41/PV. 10, p. 79)

And he went on to make the aatoniehing  aseertion  that, having etated France’B

disagreementa in principle, that country’s a’ -roach would be to exercise it6 righta

“with the qreateBt  openmindedneae.”

He topped this off by concludinq that France would

‘exercise our legitimate riqhts  in the Pacific with . . . the fulleet  reepect

for the legitimate intereglts  of our neighbour6 in the region. we hope that

they will Bhow the same respect and the Bame  openmindedntes.”

(_A/c.1/41/Pv.10,  p. 79)

To illustrate that these concerns are not confined to the countries of the

South Pacific, the matter waB considered  at the mjst recent meeting of the

132-memher African, Caribbean and Pacific States (ACP) - European Economic

Community (REX) Joint AfIBemhly at Vougliameni, Greece, from 22 to 26 September thi6

year. The Joint Aseemhly  coneiete  of parliamentarianB  who represent the whole

6pectrum  of pclitical affiliation of ita member State6 and can thus be coneidered

jointly representative of electoral opinion in the European Community and the ACP

States. That meeting adopted a reeolution  which, inter alia, recognised  that

France waB the only State conducting nuclear teeta in the Pacific and that

nuclear-test accidents could not he precluded. The meeting remembered the tragic

example of Chernohyl, that chi’linq reminder of the fallibility  of pundits
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presumptuous enough to give gratuitoua assurances on the safety of nuclear

material. In operative paragraph 4 of ita relrolution, the Joint Aeeembly

“Exhort8 France furthermore to end ite nuclear testing in the Pacific

innrediately  and take effective measurea  to prevent further radioactive

contamination au a result of previous teete”.

Many other delegatione in their statements in the general debate have

expressed strong support for the South Pacific Nuclear-rrr%-Zone  Treaty and the

principles on which it is founded. France, therefore, is becoming increasingly

belated  and conspicuous by its continuing defiance of regional and international

opinion.

_Mr. NASBASHIBI  (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic) : It gives me great

pleasure,  on behalf of my delegation, to extend to you, Sir, our congratulations

Upon your election an Chairman of the First Committee. I would also like to extend

congratulatione  to the other officers  of the Condttee,  and I wieh you and your

colleagues every mxxezI6 in your endeavoure to further the Committee’s work.

I would also like to expresa our thanks  and appreciation to your predecer!sor,

the Permanent Representative of indonesia, Mr. Ali Al&as,  for the diplomatic akill

with which he guided the Cumnittee’s work at ite last session.

The most seriouri danger facing the world today ie the continued escalation in

nuclear arm. The international community is endeavouring to study  all the

appropriate waya and means to achieve cowlete  nuclear diearmamerat, aware se it is

of the dangers inherent in the nuclear weapona being developed and manufactured hy

the nuclear-weapon States. The super-Powers, which have a gigantic potential for

the production of such sophisticated weapcnry, bear the greateet reeponsihility  in

this connection. Under the provisions of the [bited Nations Charter, the

super-Powers are Buppoeed to bear the primary reeponeihility for the maintenitixe  of
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international peace and security. It may be that they have been prevented from

carrying out that task because of Lhe pervaeive rivalry and competition betwec?

countries and their reliance on military force as a means of dealing with each

other. That imbalance hae  led to the Bpirallinq arms race and to the acouiaition

of armaments, particularly nuclear armaments, which have hecome ever more

destructive and lethal..

Jordan, like all peace-loving countries , continues to pin great hopelr  to the

summit meeting held at Reykjavik between the leaders of the United States Of

America and the Soviet Union. Whatever the results, we still view that meeting a8

a positive step towards understanding and constructive dialogue for the benefit of

mankind, one that augurs well for the hopes of all peoples for stability and social

and economic development. We believe that it will help to lay the foundation for

mutual trust between the two Buyer-Power, as well as helping to further talks on

issues related to nuclear disarmament and curbing the proliferation of nuclear

weapons. Jordan hopee that both partiee will make use of all available

opportunities to continue their dialogue, with a view to achieving progress in

solving the outetanding  problems between them.

Jordan views the United Nations aB a body through which all disputes can be

Bettled peacefully, in order to avoid exposing the world to mdre terrible rivalry

and attempts to acauire and develop weapons of mass destruction. Some countries

are obliqed to allocate :” large part of their resourceB to armaments instead of

meeting the reauiremente of their social and economic development. Reports refer

to the vast sums spent on weapons, particularly nuclear weapona, and those sums are

increasing every year in a manner that causes anxiety and fear. All this is

occurring at the expenee of development in the developing countriee. It. wan for

those reasons that Jordan Bupported the convening of an International Conference
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On the Relationship between DisArmAment  snd Development  thAt WAB  nchedcled  to take

plsce at PAr is this year. We hope thAt At this session of the General Assembly

Appropriste  ArrAngerents can be made snd guidelines lsid down for meetings of the

Preparatory Committee for the International Conference , so that it can be held in

1987. The International Conference sbould strive to KOACh  Agreements on curbinq

the AIIW KACe And On the realhcatiou  of the vast  material reAourcee thus realized

to social And m?OnOrnic  develqmnent, pArticulArly  in developing COUntriO9. such

Agreements would slso AmEht those countries to emerge from the financial cr isle

from which nrcrny  of them are suffering.

The arm race, and particularly the nuclear-Arms race, has resched An

unprecedented level. Mankind todAy is facing the threat of self-annihilation

hecause of the stockpiling of the most destructive of all the weAponA  ever

produced. .To avert the outbreak of a nuclesr  wAr , we must hslt and reverse the

arms race. The Stetes  with the lsrgest  nuclear ArAenals  have a particular

respor:sihility  to embark on nuclear dissrmament , curb the proliferation of nUdeAr

weapona  and work to avoid the use or threat of use of euch  wespons.
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In this connection, I should like to refer to the note by the

Secretary-General on Tsraeli  nuclear armament, A/40/520, dated 9 Auquat 1985. That

note statee that Member6 of the Ilnited Nations have over the years shown increasing

concern regarding the danger of the introduction of nuclear weapons into the Middle

East, particularly in view of reports that Israel has developed A nuclear mapon

capability. This has also heen  affirmed in rclcent  press reports, which have

clearly revealed the BeCrAt of the Israeli nuclear arsenal, on the bAaiS of

information given by the Israeli technician Vanunu, who worked for 10 years in a

nuclear bomb factory. Big statement has heen  confirmed by A technical

invest iqa+ qroup formed by British and American specialists.

It has been proved that Israel now hae between 100 and 200 bombs  and that the

plant where nuclear weapone  and hombs are made is located under the Negev desert,

or adjacent to the Dimona reactor. It added that Israel has the capability  to

deliver those weapons to targets in neighbouring countries.

Israel has pursued A policy of camouflage in regard to tte nuclear

inetallatione. Since the end of the 19Sus, Israel has acquired nuclear and

technological material by illegal means. It was assisted in that undertaking by

the racist  rkgime of South Africa. I should like to refer to the fact that the

General Aeaemhly, at its thirty-ninth session, noted with concern the continued

Israeli refusal to agree to not to produce or acouire nuclear weapons, despite the

repeated appcala  of the Genersl  Assembly, the Security Council and the

Internat  ional Atomic Energy Ayency (IAFA)  . It has also rejected the proponal that

it should place its nuclear installations under the IAEA eafeguarde.

The General Assembly harv also condemed  Israel for its continued reft,sal  to

implement  Security Council resolution 487 (1981). The General Assembly reaueated

thr Security Council to investigate Israeli nuclear activities and the

collaboration of other parties, States and institutions in those activities.
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The General Assembly haa also reiterated its csll to the IAEA to put an end to

any scientific co-operation with Israel that might contribute to strengtheninq

Israel's nuclear capahillties. It t-a’aa  also reaffirmed its condemnation of the

Continuing co-operation between Israel and South Africa, which 'jeopardrzea the

security of the entire hfrican continent.

The continuation of IsraelOs  aggressive approach is confirmed not only by the

occupation of Arab territories and the di Nplacement  of their population, but also

by the aggression against economic installations, bUCh AS the aggreasion A+inst

the Iraai nuclear reactor, which was used for peaceful purposes,. and w&s eubject to

the full aafcquard of the In'ernational  Atomic Energy Agency.

Jordan hafl  A~WA~B  supported the resolutions of the General Assembly which call

for the, establishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region o: the Middle

Eaet. ?I& last resolution was A/40/82 dated 12 December 1985. That resolution

refers to the repo-t  of the Secretary-General contained in document A/40/442 and

Add.1,  urqee all parties directly concerned to consider seriously taking the

practical And urgent steps reouircd  to im:,lement the proposal to establish A

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Fast in accordance with the relevant

Ke8OhtiOn0 of the General Aseembly  and, a8 A mea!Mi  of promotin  this objective

invite.>  the countries concerned to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of

NUClear  Weapons.

The rerolutiori  call6 upon all countries of the region that hAVe not lone so to

agree to place all their nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy

Aqency safeguards and to desist from developinq or pro&cing  nuclear weapons or

permittinq rhe stationing of nuclear  weapons on their territories or terrftorfee

under their control.
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Jordan supports the strict observance of the principles of the United Nations

and the fulfilment of the commitments set out in the Final mumant of the tenth

special session of the General Assembly. As an essential condition for

strengthening trust between States, that dwument calls in particular for a strict

commitment to the principles contained in the Charter of the Wnfted Nations,

emphasizfng  the principles that States shall refrain from the threat or use of

force against the territorial integrity of any State or against its political

independence, and from interference and intervention in the internal affairs of

other States, and shall settle their diaputea by peaceful means.

DieafIWimnt  cannot take place ae long a8 dispute8 and problems disrupt the

international situation. Measures should be tuken to resolve these problems in a

spirit of euuity and justice, on the baSi8 of achieving security for all. The two

super-Powers bear a special responsibility in this respect. They must set a good

example by agreeing to take the road to genuine disarmament by strengthening the

role and effectiveness of the Unbted Nations, by promoting respect for it8 Charter,

and by deterring States that are pursuing aggressive policies from persisting in so

doing, in order that a spirit of confidence and trancruillity  may prevail in

relations among States.

Mr. ALATAS (Indonesia): It can ba said the the First Committee is

meeting this year in an atmosphere of heightened expectation. There have been

concrete achievements at the Stockholm Conference on Security and Confidence

Building Measures in Europe which, in apite of their modest scope, may open the WaY

for the adoption of further measures.

Similarly, the review conference of the biological weapon8 Convention

succeeded in adopting a final Declaration aimed at strengthening its provisionS.

Inpurtant multilateral efforts are under way in the Conference on Disarmament
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concerning chemical waapona. And new proposals and initiatives have heen suhnLttt?d

in Geneva and Vienna on intermediate-ranqe  nuclear fcxcee arul the pro reaaive

r&u&ion of conventional forces In Europe.

Rut a0 wau riqhtly pointed out earlier in the gobate, expectation@ should not

ba confum,d with succe~n. For even a cursory  survey of the current International

Mew will improes  upon WJ the distrsesing  reality of how little actual progrees  we

have  made in real disarmament or arms reduction and bow marginally we have moved

kyond  the mjrs regulation and control of the arms build-up.
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Ihe ever upwar  1 spirallirg  arms race, eepecirlly  in nuclear arma,  has

continlled  unabated and now threatens to cross  the threshold into outer apace as

well. Enormous investments are being funnelled into the research and development

of new generations of veapons and weapon ayatems, both nuclear and non-nuclear,

thue steadily obscuring the distinction between offensive and defensive

CaPabilities  and betwsen nuclear and conventional armamenta, and new

rationalizatione  of old doctrines are advanced to justify their development and

eventual use. Despite the welter of statements, pleaa, exhortations and

resolutions churned out daily on various occasions and in a variety of forums, we

are now, in terms of global arma  outlay and expenditures, aome 53,OOd  nuclear

warheads and $US 1 trillion further away from the goal of disarmament.

It is clear that if we continue to temporize over the arms race, ameliorating

ite manifestations rather than terminating it in erlbatance,  we cun an increasing

risk of equivocating ourselves into oblivion. That unilateral security can t-e

achieved through armaments has proved to be a dangerous myth, and the onLy ration .l

option for humanity lies in seeking common security through disarmament.

It was within this perspective that we looked expectantly towards  the

Reykjavik meeting between president Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev, hoping

that a positive and concrete outcome , particularly in the field of disarmament,

would Leld  to a welcome improvement in the international security climate as a

whole. Like others, we are of course very disappointed that it did not turn out

that way, especially after the negotiations apparently came remarkably close to a

histcrical breakthrol on many critical aspects. We draw encouragement, hwever,

front the atated willingnese  of both aides to follcw  through and build on what was

achieved in Reykjavik  in their ongoing talks at Geneva and in the multilateral

forume.
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In retroepect,  it was pechape a hit unrealistic  to expect the leader8 of the

two major Powers to be able to bridge the chasm  OC therr  differences in one weekend

aeseion of negotiatioua, albeit very intensive and Car-reaching. we recognize  that

the pr3cesa of nuclear disarmam nt will of necessity KwuiKO  a finely tuned blend

of both vieion ald realism in approach ae well a6 sustained and practical efCOKtB

based on apecifjc proposals. That is why WC have noted with Interest the idea of

working through a conprebenaive progranune  of nuclear disar:.larnent  in a phaeed,

time-hound framework recently put forward by the Soviet Union and reflected also !.n

the oropoaale advanced by both sides in Iceland.

In thin context, we continue to believe that the achie\cment  crZ a

comprehetiaive  tent ban must retain the hlgheat priority. After mOKe  than three

decadea of debotea  and discuaaiona, it in evident that it would constitute a

crucial mdaeure  in arresting and reversing the nuclear-arms race, preventing

oualitative  refinement and atenuning  horizontal and vertical proliferation of

nuclear waapons. Yet, despite its imperative urgency and exiating treaty

obllgatione, a teet ban hae continued to elude us. Progress has long been etynied

prinlrr~ly  on the meation  of verification, although national and international

meane of detecting violationfi already exist to ensure a high degree of compliance.

Clearly, what has been lacking ie not adeauate  technical safeguards hut the

marehalling  of the necessary political will and determination for the early

conclusion of a treaty banninq nuclear teete.

My delegation and othera have in the paet emphasized  that., pending the

conclusion of a comprehensive teat ban treaty, there should be an innnediato

bilateral moratorium on al.1 teatrr, to be followed by a multilateral one. In thie

regard, my delegation would like to expresa its eupport for the offer made by the

eix Heada  of State or Government in the Mexico Declaration of last August. Tt in
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indeed a timely and realintic  approach to resolving the ouemtion  of verification.

The modalitlee  envisaged in the proposal would make a conmtructive oontribution  in

enhancinq  confidence and dicpelling  doubts  concerning compliance. A positive

response by the nuclear Power8 would constitute a tangible expremmion of their

profeaeionm of co-operation with the non-nuclear Statem on immuem concerning

diaarmament.

The extension of the armm race into outer mpace portendm incalculable

coneeauencee  for disarmament. There can be no doubt that plans to develop m

strategic defence capability and an enlarged mcope for anti-matellite ueaponm  would

introduce further ilestabilizing  elements into the strategic @~nvirollent.  We know

from paat experience that every new development and innovation in weaponm

technolagy, whether defensive or offensive, ham inexorably led to an accelaration

of the arme  race. In the context of outer space that would amount to a quantum

laap in vertical proliferation and umher in an entirely new dimension in the arm8

race. Such developments would also undermine exieting  aglceements on armm

limitation, especially the anti-bmllimtic missile Treaty. FurtheKlOKo,  the

astronomical costs involved in developing a space-based defence mymtea  taken

together with those incurred to counter much a move would inevitahly result in

heightened strategic  competition nnd greater mutual vulnerability and would further

deepen the global economic crisis. It is Imperative, therefore, to stop the

further mil~tarization  of outer space and ensure that that environment im umed

exclueively  for peaceful purposes and for the benefit of all mankind.

For my Government, there is an additional reamon for wncern over thim issue

derivinq from Indoneaia'n  qeographic location and COnfigUKatiOn. Since we ar8 a

country coneistinq of more than 13.000 LsL~wle  girding the equator  acromm  mome

3,000 miles, the unhindered functioning of our apace-based conuiunication matellitem
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is essential to our domestic telecommunications system. The negative implications

for peaceful satellite cotmnunications  of the extension of the arms race into outer

apace cannot  but be disquieting to my delegation. Compounding those dire prospects

is the ciuestion concerning the use of th6 geostationary orbit for military

purposes. unless urgent action is taken, including the strengthening of the

current legal r&lime and the banning of anti-satellite weapons, there is little

doubt that the last Crontj.er  of human endeavour will soon be turned into a new

battlsground.

Indonesia remains convinced that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-frae

zonem  on the basis of arranqements ' eely arrived at among the States of the region

concerned would constitute an important disarmament measure. TUC, years  ago the

member States of the Association of South-Eant Asian Nations (ASEAN)  took a

decision t!o work towards the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

South-East Asia and thus remove the region from the purview of etrategic

competition. Accordingly, efforts have been undertaken to determine the zone’s

scope and meaning, as well as its modalitins  and principles. The working GKOU~'s

effOKt8  have now progressed to the point where a draft treaty can be prepared for

consideration by the Ministers at, it is hoped, their next annual meeting.
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ASEAN has been encouraged in its effortu  in thi.? Kegard  by the success

recently achieved by the South Pacific FOKW in its adoption of the Rarotonga

Treaty establishinq  a nuclear-free zone in the South Pacific. My Government

whale-heartedly welcomed that initiative and will continue to extend its support to

Forum member8 in realizinq  their aspirations. Ultim&ely, a deouclearized zone in

South-East Asia, taken together with the zones encompassed by the Treatier!  of

Rarotonga and Tlatelolco and the Antarctic Treaty, would mean that a vast

contiguous zone would be free from the menace posed by nuclear weapons.

On the other hand, we cannot but express our deep concern at the inovdinate

delay in the convening of the international Conference on the Indian Ocean. That

state of affairs has reeulted in a steady deterioration of the political and

security climate in the Kegion, underscoring the urqency of the early convening of

1 rle Conference. we reiterate our call for its early convening a8 the only viable

forum at ihis time to seek the harmonization  of diverqent views and interests. Its

succeaaful outcome will depend on a firm and resolute conznitment by, first and

foremost, the permanent members of the Security Council, the major maritime users

and the littoral and hinterland States.

In this context also, members are of course aware of the report submitted by a

group of experts on the naval arms race. At this juncture I wish merely to point

aqain to the recommendations contained in that report concerning two basic

objectlveax the achievement through negotiation of effective measures of nuclear

disarmament at sea, and an improvement in national and international arrangements

to ensure the rational and eauitable use of marine resources. We are heartened by

the numher of substantive findings and recommendations put forward during the

meetinqe of the Disarmament Commission laet May, thus emphasizing the interest and

concern of the international community with regard to this issue. The resultant
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uorkinq paper, in our view, constitutes a sound basic for further elaboration of

and agreement on a significant reduction in conventional and nuclear naval arms and

armed forces. My delegation may wish to return to this oueetion at a later date

and diecuee  it in greater detail.

Turning now to non-nuclear issues, my delegation is pleased to note the

progreen made this year in the field of chemical weapons, in addition to that

achieved in the past, which esaentially relates to definitions, the elimination of

arsenals, the iqlementation  of national measures and non-use of these weapons.

Divergencoe  continue to exist on certain key ouestionej none the less, on various

aspects of the consultative committee and the executive council as well ae on

procedures for requesting clarifications , a substantial measure  of agreement has

been reached. It is particularly gratifying to my delegation t.hut the working

group Of the Ad Hoc Committee of the Conference on Disarmament was able to

negotiate a set of draft provisions, including provisiona on the difficult iSSUe of

on-site verification  by challenqe. Given the fact that it is now over 60 years

since the adoption of the Geneva Protocol, the coming Cnto force of a convention on

chemical weapons would constitute a historic milestone and a major achievement by

the Conference on Disarmament. uy delegation believes that, with the necessary

political will and flexibility, the Conference on Disarmament will not fail to

seize this opportunity to achieve auccene on this major issue on its agenda.

Ever since the accident at Chernobyl there haa been heightened concern not

only ahout  ensuring the oafe operation of nuclear facilities but also about the

diaastroue aonatuuences that would follow upon the reltaae of ionizing radiation in

the avent of an .ttack  on such facilities. Indeed, any State with peaceFul  nuclear

installations  is vulnerable to such attacks or the threat of such attacks. These

compelling rtasona underscore the need to include the auestion  of the prohibition
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of attacks In a convention on radiological weapons. At the came time, the

convention should not in any way stifle or circumscribe (Lcceea by end activities  of

States in developing the necee8ary  technology and establishing peaceful nuclear

fsci l i t i ts .

The inherent relationship between disarmament and developent  can be perceived

only when placed in the larger context of their inpact on security,  to which both

are intimately linked. We all know that disarmament and development are parallel

and distinct processes. Yet there is a strcng case for approaching those twin

goals in an integrated manner. The taak is to identify the pre-condition8 and

policies that would make it posniblt  and feasible to eneurt that resOurCe8 released

by disarmament could and, indeed, would be utilixed  to promote development. It was

in the lfqht of Mesa COnaidtratiOn8  that my delegation was looking forward to the

International Conference on the Relationship batwean Disarmament and Developrent,

which wan to have beer held thia year in Paris. we regret it8 postponmwnt and

therefore welcome the General Assembly’s decision to convene the Conference next

year in order to harmoniee  the actiona  of States through a prograrmm of action that

can best serve the colhctivt  aepiratione  of mankind to genuine di8armantent and

eauitable  economic development.

The cavalier treatment to which the Conference on Disarmament  he8  been

consistently subjected, eapeciallj nuclear issues, is another di8turbing

expression of the erosion of multilateralism. The situation has deteriorated to

the point where the Conference ha8 been prevented from even establishing subsidiary

bodies on any of the priority items on its agenda. These problems in the

multilateral approach can be directly attrihuted to the refusal by 8ome major

Powers to rice above their political rivalry and conpetition  in pur8uit  of

unilateral advantage. Nuclear Csauta cannot be regarded as falling within their
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exclusive domain. I3ilateral and multilateral di8arm8ment and 8ecurity efforts must

be viewed as mutually reinforcing if effective agreement8 with univer8al adherence

are to be achieved.

We cannot accept a situation in which the vast majority of States are reduced

to rlmrt  spectators and excluded from aa8uming their rightful role on ia8ues 80

profoundly affecting their very aurvival. They C8n and nhould be allowed to play e

role in devising and implementing a comprehensive programne  leading to general and

complete di8armament.

As a deliberative body with unlver8al  particip&ion,  the First Committee has

an important role to play and specific contributions to make to the multiPatera1

disarmament process. By 8erwing a5 a forum for elaborating and clarifying a number

Of i88ue8 Of prt-tmintnt  concern t0 the international ctnnmunity.  it has facilitated

tbe formulation of concrete proposale  and recommendationa for coneideration  and

action by other forums.
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My delegation shares the view held by many in this Committee that our work

should continue to be directed towards substantive coueeneun. The Pact that there

are no easy solutions to disarmamaqt  problems should not lead to deEeatism or

cynicism. In this context it may be timely to recall that in two years* time the

third special session of the General Assembly devoted to dieacma,nent is to take

place. That session will provide a historic opportunity to further our common

cause of enhancing the role of the United Natlone  in disarmament efforts,. Its

success will br ‘lolly  dependent on the dedication oP Member States and their

persistence in working to realize  cottunon objectives, a goal to which my delegation

Pledges its continued co-operation and unetinting eupport.

The CHAIRMAN: A number of delegations have requested to make statements

in exerc8  ,e of the right of reply. I remind members that, with respect to rights

of reply, the Committee will follow the procedure to which I referred at an earlier

meeting.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel) a Several delegations have seen fit to repeat their

concern about the alleged nuclear collaboration between Israel and South Africa.

This baseless allegation hae  been continuously rejected by Inradl  in this CL nmitteo

and in other forums. The facts have been sustained by a recent Unitad Nations

document, A/a)NF.137/CRP.2 of 15 May 1986, prepared by a group compoued of experta

from Nigeria, Sweden, the USSR, Venezuela and France. tiey were appointed by the

Department of Political. and Security Council APiaire  and the United Nation0 Centre

for Disarmament in cc~nsrlltation with the Organisation  of African Dnity. That

document was presented at the World Conference on Sanctions against Racist  South

Afr ice, held at UNEGCC headquarter8 in Paris from 16 to 20 June 1986.
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The Id-page document, entitled “Solfth AEricaL’s  nuclear-.weapon  capability’, te

perhaps thr most comprnheneive  report ever issued by the United Nat.ione, an9

discusseu  every aspect ot ths topic. with one minor and irrelevant exception e

Israel is not even %entioned  in the entl.re document. Why? Because this Wited

Nation8 report recognizes  that all the allegatione accueing Israel of collaborati  14

with Soutn Africa in t le nuclear field are noneenze.

Repeating a lir, Leer and over again doee not make it trlle. ttoweve  r , the lies

aCeinllt lerael attempt to distract the attention of the world from the

well-documented trade in oil between most Arab oil-produciVig  States of the GulE,

Iran and South Africa. My delegation has distributed m the Fourth committee

&:~umertited  evidence of the almoet $8 billi~l in oil sold L~ South Africa by thOS<

Arab States and Iran in a period of five years. Evury year, oil tc the value of

ahost $2 billion was sold by Arab countries to South Africa, and there io little

daub? chat the trade continues.

Thoae two “peace-lovinga States, Iran and Iraq, have both recently entered

into strategic barter arrangements with South Africa, the net value  of which totale

rleiirly  42 billion. According to a Janu(ary 1986 report. by the Egyptian Middle Eaot

Newa Agency, Iran hae aqrced tc cell $750 million in crude oil to South Africa in

exchange for heavy-cmlihre Howitzer=  of the same value. The Iranian agreement  was

probably signed some time late last year.

Al80 la e in 1985, Iran’s arch-enemy, Irnq, entered into a similar

oil -for-weapons deal with South Africa, valuti  at $1 bi-lion. The ILJQ~ deal w1l8

firet.  reported by the- Britieh  mont.hly Euro-Money Trade Izinance Report in- - -

Fahruary 1986 and in the play 1986 newsletter of the Dutch Shipping  Roeearch

Bureau. ‘Ihe bulk of the Iraqi deal, according  to HritivL financial eourced,

ir,volvee 70-;rlilllmt?t.te  Howitzer shell8  prodlrcerl  1,~ :he South Africnn arm’*  industry..
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While the bulleta are being eupp;  led to Irnq,. the oil in the barter deal is not

E~~KI  Iraqi well81 the oil la from Saudi Arabia, which has been supplying oil to

Iraq in nupport of its war uffo~~. British eourcee note that the Iraqi-South

African arrangement in al.re,rdy well under way, and that shipmenta in European

super-tankeru g?obably  started  late in 198s or early thla year.

So, in dealing with asaiatance  to South Africa and conducting military deals

with it, let us look in the direction of thone countriee,  and not be Cooled  by

their attempts to divert the attention of this Committee in the wrong direction.

Mr. de La BAUMJ3 (France) (interpretation from French) I; I should ljke to

reply to stateaclente made earlier by the3 rapreeentative  of Fiji, concerning French

nuclear tetrts. First, I should like to etreee that pcreonal  remarks of the kind we

heard are not acceptable and in no wuy improve the quality of the debate.

Secondly, X would omphasize  thnt no one can tell un how tn behave. We will

not lieten to such  atterupte  from anyone, especial1.y  where our security ie

concerned. Agreement8 on the sensitive qlreet.ion  ot: nuclelrr tertinq  aie a well

known fact, it ie clear every day that not everyone agreea on this matter - far

from it. We have noted the divergence of viewa and are true eeeking every

opprtunity  to explain our po4tion  and to engage in discussion calmly, honestI!

and without polemics Last February, in that spirit, we received a delegation from

the countrian which  signed the Treaty of Narotonga,’ among them Fiji. I car say

only that  the talks on that occasion were very ueeful and that we are prepared to

continue them.

On the other hand I cannot but regret the polemic tone adopted by the

dlrlegation of’ Fiji. Political diaagreemente are a fact that can form the basic for

dialown  s Tt iu important to avoid personal  quarrela  in thie context.
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Mr. MASHHADI-GIIAHWHCHI  (Is Lrlmic  Republic of Iran) I It is well known to-

everyone that following t;re victory of the Islamic revolution in Iran we auvored

all our relations with the tuo rcrciat  r6gime8,  those of South Africa an.i of

Israel. We savered all diplomatic  relations with them, aeJ cut off oil supplies to

those two ra ist- 16gimea. Even now those two rdqimee  are indebted  to ue for past

ehipmentb  02 oil during  the former c6gims in Iranr they have not paid their debt.

There in thus no point in mnkinq  thane unsubstantiated and unfounded

accusations againat Iran with a view to obecuring  the strategic relations that

OXi8t  between 9out.h  Africa and I rael in all ii ields, including the nuclear field.
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Oi&XNILATION OF WORK

The MAIRMAN:  We have just cor.cluded the firet phase of our work, the

qeneral debate on all disarmament itemn. Beqinninq tomorrow, 24 October, the First

Corrraittee will proceed to the next phase of its work, namely, ntatements on

specific disarmament  agenda iteme and continuation of the general debate, ae

necessary. Accordinqly  the period from 24 October to 4 November will be devoted

mainly to statements on specific iteme, without, however, precluding the right of

any deleqation  to make statemente  of a general chnracczr during that name period,

particularly if it did not have the opportunity to do 80 during the fir6t phase of

the Conmittee’s work.

It would be highly appreciated if deleqatlons  wishing to speak during the

second phase  of the 2onmittee’g work would inscribe their name8 on the list of

npeakere  aa early ae possible. A large number of delegations nrve Already conveyed

to the Secretariat their intention to opeak  durinq the next phaee  ?f our work. I

would urge other dalegations  wishing to make statements in the Committee during

that period to inscribe their namea on the list of spoakora  at aa early a date a8

in converaient  but, if et all possible, by next Monday or Tuesday. I am making thet

suggestion merely with a vi-w to ensuring that the Comittee  may be in a poaiticm

to organire ita work with the greatest possible degree of efficiency. In this

context, early notification by delegations would enable  the Condttee  to prormsd  in

a rational  and systsm&ic  fashion, thereby helping with conillclidation of meetfnge,

aa necessary. and aleo avoiding the need for extenaione of meetings  a8 wrll ac

niqht or week-end meetings.

I would also like to draw the attention of mmu~erm  to the fact that wo l re

drawinq closer to Thursday, 30 October, which is the deadlina for 8ubmi68ion  Of

draft resolutions on diearmamertit  agenda itemm. I would thereforo requeet

delegations t‘c, eutdt their draft reeolutione  au coon  am poesiblo  in order  to
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enable the Connit  . ..J to keep on echedule  with respellct to its program  of WOI and

t irteble. I tlaank you all very much for your co--ration.

Before adjourning, I should like to inform the Cormnittee  that the

repre8entativer  of the following delegations have inscribed their names on the list

of l poakorn Car tomorrow morning’s meeting: Panama, Czechoslovakia,  the Union of

Bwfot  Socihlist  Republics, Mongoliel,  Nicaragua and Nepal.

The meeting roee at 5.15 p.m.


