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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 |TEMS
Sister KEFNAN (Holy See): The Holy See is grateful for the opportunity
to address the First Committee and, i n so doing, would like first of all to offer
congratulations to the Chairman and to the other officers of the Commitctea.

In addressing the First Committee this year, t h e HKoly 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 outaide the competence of t h e Holy See. The two principles are, first, t h e
responsibility of all States for disarmament and, secondly, dialogue and
negotiation as indispensable means in the diearmament process.

Both of those points deliberately place disarmament within the broader context
of peace. In this International Year of Peace it is important to recall that,
while peace cannot be reduced to disarmament, gradual, halanced 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 States and of all peoples. This responsibility, however,
falls in the first place on those States that are the most heavily armed and,
secondly, on those actually engaged in conflict or in situations of confrontation
that could break out into open conflict.

The common responsihility 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 & common stake in
the future of humanity and have not only a right but also a duty to contribute to
th 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. This responsibility for
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peace has now assumed proportions 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 1inks or dependencies of the most
varied kind.

This fundamental and growing solidarity among States has found formal
expression in the Uniced Nations, where States have freely assumed a commitment to
take collective meaaurea for the prevention and the removal of threats to peace.
Certainly, one of the graveet threats to peace today is the existenc. of stocks of
armaments that go beyond the legitimate needs of wif-defence, and whore
destructive power makes their use unthinkable.

The United Nation8 addressed this situation collectively wher it determined on
a programme of action for disarmament in the Final Document of the first special
session 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 is indeed a sign of hope at the end of
this International Year of Peace to seme some progress in certain of those priority
areas, in particular in efforts to reduce nuclear arms through hilatoral talks
between the United States and the Soviet Union, and to ban chemical weapons totally
through neqotiations in the Conference on Disarmament.

The responsibility for the reduction of nuclear arms, an urgent priority,
falls in the first place on the two major nuclear Powers., It is not theirs alone,
however. As Pope John Paul Il said in his 1985 address to the diplomatic corps
accredited to the Holy See:

"This situation of bipolarization cannot condition the latitude for
action and the possihilities of initiative of the other countries; rather,
this reeponsihility of the two Powers - like that of the permanent members of
the Security Council within the United Nations - find6 its justification only

to the extent that it allows other nations to as-ume their place, to undertake
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their initiatives, to exercise 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 expects concrete reductions in nuclear arms, exercise their
responsibility fully when they take into account the legitimate (esires and

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

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

necessary extension in multilateral forums.



RM/3 R/C.1/4)/.7.19
6

(Sister Keenan, Holy See)

The responsibility for the building of a peaceful world falls, in che second
place, on countries at present engaged in war. Regional conflict~, in an
increasingly interrelated world, risk becoming 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 as a means of settling disputes. The growing
recognition »f 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 Il called for a general truce on 17 October, the day on
which the heads of the great religions of the world will be praying for peace. he
aaw it precisely as pening this way to dialogue. In his appeal for the cessation
of all conflict, he stated:

"May the 27 October truce be an incitement for parties in conflict to
undertake or to pursus 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 recourse to the other .aeans that law provides.’
Still others also bear a doubtful responsibility in local conflicts: those

who sell arms indiscriminately to the parties involved. unfortunately, the number
of States that are arms exporters has increased in recent years. Certainly no
wuntry can be denied the mcans to def end itself, but those who aeek benefit8 from
such arms sales cannot be said to be working for peace. On the contrary. Present
initiatives to study this auestion within the unite¢ Nations may help to clarify

the intricacies and conseauences of arms sales and transfers of various types.
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Still other countries 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 negotiations that seek agreement on the higher plane of
the mutual good, the common interest aad 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 example of such a reference to a higher good which
eliminated tbe danger of war between the tw countries.

The second point that the Holy See would like to address relates precisely to
the importance of dialogue and its characteristics. It may he stated as follows:
dialogue and negotiation are the way to peace. Two of the fundamental principle6
of that dialogue are truth anl reciprocity.

Political dialogue is demanding, and yet it may not be refused. There is no
legitimate alternative except that of believing in the supremacy of force, that of
accepting the inevitability of war. To agree to dialogue is not to abandon the
righteousness or truth of a position held. It is not to yield to demande that may
seem illegitimate. It is, rather, to agree to recognize that *here is8 a common
good that goes beyond particular interests and that, in many cases, accommodation
of particular interests is possible in the light of this greater good.

The basic principle of political dialogue - indeed, of any dialogue - is
truth. As applied to disarmament, this includes an adeauate exchange Of
information and mutually agreeable and adeouate means of verification, a word,
moreover, semantically related to the word ‘truth”. The 1986 International Year of
Peace has seen progress in the acceptance, in principle, of adeouate verification
measures in certain current negotiationa. This 18 due in no sinall 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
progress made in negotiations on verification measures of a chemical-weapon ban
will lead to the rapid conclusion of a treaty that will completely eliminate the
existence of those inhumane weapons. Continued reports of their ue» make the
conclus‘on 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 Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and
Disarmament in Europe, as well as with the significant progress made in the
Disarmament Commigsion on guidelines for confidence-iuilding measures m a glooal
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 assure 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 subseaueat negot' ations must recognize
rhis principle. As Pope John Paul Il asked, again in his 1985 addrese to the
diplomatic corps:

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

what (e has refused to concede to others in conformity with their rights?’
In political dialogue concerning disarmament, it is 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 actions of the State are not in accord
with them. Strict respect for reciprocity in dialogue and negotiations is a
necessary cordition for concrete results in disarmament negotiations.

Since dialogue remains an ongoing necessity, it calls for and requires
structures. At the same time, such structures give expression 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 Nations and its work in the field of disarmament.

Mr. _CISSE (Mali) (interpretation from French): I should like to express
to you, Mr. Chairman, my delegation’s great satisfaction at the skill, dynamism : -4
effectiveness 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 deserve, not only because of your personal qualities,
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, I 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 auestiont
security and disarmament on its agenda at a time when the international situation
remains disauieting despite certain glimmers of hope.

In this International Year of Peace proclaimed by our Orqganization, 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 reqardlesa of their
political economic and social systems, share the same aspirations to security and,
the right to survive, and to justice and well-being.

International tensions in many parts of the world still feed on unjust wars,
interference in the internal affairs of States and typical acts of aggceeeion
againet peoples whose Only aspiration6 is to peace, independiences »ra 1 ife.

Conflicts and opposirg interests, particularly between the two 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 States of the third world.

These generally unfavourable trends in the international scene, dangerously
reinforced by a ccmplex 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 régime is hard pressed, in the Middle East,
in the lIran-lraa war in Asia, in the Korean peninsula ~ where scarcely a day dawns
peacefully, in Kampuchea, in Afghanietan and in Latin America - where the Contadora

Group is, nevertheless, doing useful work.
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This sombre picture is necessarily reflected in the work ard concerne of the
bodies responsible for auestions of diearmament and International security. This
is clearly shown by a perusal of the reports of the Conference on Diearmament
contained in document A/41/27, of the Diearmament Commission in document A/41/42,
of the Ad Hoc Committee 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 series 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 summit seemed in some atrange way to wipe out the effects of a
hila .eral .rapprochement, although the Friendship Games organized in Moscow at the
txginning of July 1986 showed that hopes of such a rapprochement were fully
justified. Above all, the failure of the Reykjavik summit has demonstrated that
the world continues to live under the threat of a nuclear holocaust.

At. a time when the international situation is marked by violence and tension,
my delegat "on would like to make an appeal. Let us decide together to commit
ourselves reeclutcly to working to promote a creative and positive political will,
to strengthen the United Nations as the principal centre for negotiations, and to
increase international co-cperation in all areas.

Faithful to the ideala of the united Nations, the Organization of African
unity (OAU) , the Non-Aligned Movement and the Organization of the Ialamic
Conference (0iC), my country will continue as alwaya to support all proposals
directed to disarmament, *he strengthening of world peace and the strengthening of

individual and collective security of States both great and small.
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Mali will continue to support a8 always, all measures 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 standpcint involve »~ fundamental contradiction.

A new world is ewerging before our eyes, on the thL 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 viezions 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 Union which, as we all know, has also already
renounced the idea of a first nuclear strike.

My delegation would like te encourage the efforts of the United 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 minister of Foreigi. Affairs and International Co-operation of the Republic
of Mali, Mr. Moalbo Reita, speaking on 8 October 1986 in the General Assembly, said:

“The establishment of a true atmosphere of peace in the world will be
possible only when countries, in their day to day life, scrupulously abide by
the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations. We must convince
ourselves that peace depends on the will to negotiate and to strengthen mutual

trust and collective security, and not on confrontation and violence.
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Wall, for its part, reaffirma that it will, in its relation8 with other
States, and in particular with {its immediate neighbours, rigorously abide by
negotiation and the principles of good-neighbourliness set forth by our

Orqganization." (A/41/PV.28, p. 58)

My delegation, because of the facts of the matter, is bound to feel confident,

for the dynamic process of peace is indivisible - even better, it is irreversilLle.
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Mr. KXBEDI (Uganda}: | wish to start by expreaeing our deepest shock and
sorrow at the tragic death of a great son of Africa, President Samora Mtchel of
Mozambiaque. Preeident Machel was a dedicated and leading light ir the fight for
the totsl iiberation of the southern region of Africa, a stand which made him the
target of the racist forces that control South Africa. Hie passing is therefore a
loss not orly to Mozambique but also to the whole of Africa; however, his memory
and insniraticn will live for ever.

I would ask the representative of Mozambiaue to accept the heartfelt
condolences of my President and delegation, and the Government and all the peopie
of Uganda.

| extend to you, Sir, my congratulations and those of my delegation on your
election as Chairman of this very important Connnittee. My delegation is confident
that, with your wide-ranging diplomatic experience and renowned ability, you will
conduct the Committee's deliberationa with skill and impartiality. My
congratulations go also to the other officers of the Committee, and | pledge to you
my delegation's full co-operation.

Although 1986 bas been declared by the United Nations the International Year
of Peace, the turbulent situation obtaining everywhere in the world has been a
constant cause of concern to us all, so much so that mankind has been driven to a
state of despailr and apprehension. In an endeavour to alter this ominous situation
for the better all the nations, large and small, have untiringly worked for peace
and security. Many ideas and propoaale have been put forward, all aimed at
reducing armaments and opposing war.

The desire to sava mankind from . scourge of war and total annihilation by
weapons of destruction has been fully reflect.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 same anxiety and
concern for the fate and well-being of mankind was eaually echoed in the political
declaration of the Eighth summit Meeting of the Non-Aligned Countries held last
September in Rarare, Zimbabwe. In all those forums the guiding principle and
common message haa 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 summit meating between the two
super-Powers in Geneva; that was indeed a source of relief to all “tatea, In their
joint statement the two super-Powers declared that a nuclear war «ould not be won
and must never be fought. They fully acknowledged their responsibility in checking
the arms race and reducing nuclear armaments. In the bilateral negotiations on
arms control and dis.rmament each side boldly put forward a number of proposals and
plans, including 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 »curity 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 measures 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 Reyx avik waa not

a complete failure after all. We understand that agreements of fairly major
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significance were in prospect in Reykjavik am far am strategic and
intermediate-range weapons wore concerned, as well am other aspects of East-West
relations. The one clear message discernible from those developments is that
disarmament agreements are pommible. On the basis of what came of Reykjavik the
leaders of the two super-Powerm should, despite the temporary setback, continue
their tireless efforts ni ned at creating a mafer world for mankind.

While we b lieve that special responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security rests with the nations with the largest military
arasenals, we believe eoumlly that arms control and disarmament must not be left
exclusively in the handm of the moat powerful States. Thore issues are a conc rn
of all States. It must therefore be the remponmihility of all States, big and
small, develaped and developing, to address themmelvem to those issues mo am to
enhance the process of effective, all-round dimarmament.

1t is the honemt view Of my delegation that the ever emcmlating nuclear-armm
race poses a real threat to international peace and security and that the ultimate
aim of nuclear disarmament ® hould be the complete prohibition and total elimination
of all nuclear weaponm. A8 a first ® tep towards mohievfng thmt goal, the two
super-Powers should mutually agree to vtop the testing, pro4 stion and deployment
of all typem of nuclear weapons. At thim juncture, we wish to acknowledge and
commend the unilateral moratorium on nuclear explomion. declared by one of the
super-Powers and extended up to early 1987. Furthermore, we believe that in the
event of the super-Powers agreeing to halt all nuclear-weapon tests, that mhould be
followed by multilateral negotiations for a comprehensive teat-ban treaty to which
all states should accede. The conclusion of much a treaty would be a milestone in
the prevention of the further horizontal 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 ua. My delegation attaches great
importance to the question of conventional disarmament and feele that it should be
considered together with the oueetion 2f nuclear disarmament, because the two
issues are interrelated and influence each other.

To us in the developing world the sale and tranafer of conventional weapons
are a cause of great concern. Aside from being a drain on the scarce resources of
our treasur ies, 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 seriousness of purpose and concern to
the auestion of conventional disarmament.

I wish also to addreae myself to another subject of equal importance to us 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 coicern to us
as littoral and hinterland States. The Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone
of Peace in 1971 by General Assembly resolutlon 2832 (XXVI) acts out the guiding
principles on how the Indian Ocean could be insulated from great-Power rivalries.
Uganda, a hinterland State of the Indian Ocean zone, supports the Declaration nnd
strongly opposes foreign military pressure and t.uaild-up in the Indian Ocean. We
call for the necessary arrargements to be set in motion for the convening of the
Colombo Conference that will pave the way for the implementation of the Declaration.

Another unreeolved auestion that appears every year on the agenda of the
General Aeeembly o2 our Organization since 1965 is the implementation of the
Declaration on the penuclearization of Africa. This issue 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 is a threat to the peace and
secur ity of that region. The minority tégime's policy of apartheid and its
constant incurslone into the front-line States with the intention of destabilizing
those States are further indications of the magnitude and ser iousness of the
8i tuation in the region. our concern is even further magnified by the fact that it
has been established that the racist minority régime has attained nuclear
capability. Coupled with this is the secret collabmcation between that régime and
Israel, which is equally known to have nuclear capability. Those two régimes, by
virtue of thelr collaboration in the clear field, pose a threat to the security
of the African continent.

The inter national community , while thereforo continuing to condemn all nuclear
collaboration between the racist minority apartheid régime of Swth Africa and any
other State, should endeavour to bring about the expedi tious implementation of
General Assembly resolution 2033 (XX).

The subject of the relationeh ip between diearmamcnt and devclopnent has
attracted a lot of interest on the part oOf representatives who have spoken before
me. This is because the subject is Of tremendous interest to all of us, and
eepccially those of us in the developing world. At its tenth special session, the
fi. st devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly emphasizcd this in its Final
Document, where it was stated that

“In a world of finite resources there is a close relationship between
expenditure on armament@ and economic and social development”. (resolution

5-10/2, para. 16)

The same message has been echoed by the panel of eminent personalities on the
rela tionship between disarmament and development. We therefore support the call

for the convcn ing in 1987 of the postponed United Nations Inter national Confer ence
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on the Relationship between Disarmament md Development. The nations participating
i the preparatory process for that Conference have already agreed that disarmament
and development, which are distinct processes in themselves, should be pursued

ser jously, because they both strengthen psace and security and promote prosper ity.

X wish to consider a little further the issue of disarmament and development,
with special reference to the continent of Atrica. My delegation agrees that the
fruits of sclence and technology should be utilized to preserve life, educate
people and eradicate disease and poverty from our midst. Africa appreciates the
fact that the peaceful application of science and technology could tackle very
swiftly some of its most pressing develogmenial problems. \With the appl ica tion of
nuclear science, Africa could tomorrow he rid of mosquitoes, tse-tse flies gnd
other scourges that today inflict untold suffer ing on its people and animals.
Uganda therefore advocates the establishment by Africa as a matter of urgency and
high priority of a regional nuclear research centre to achieve the above
objectives, with the assistance of the United Nations, its agencies, interested
Member States of the Organization and the international community as a whole.

This posi tian was also affirmed in the Tomé Declaration and Programme of
Action, adopted at the Minister ial Regional Conference on Security, Disarmament and
Development in Africa, held from 13 to 16 Awgust 1985. That Declaration marked &
concr ete step towards recogn ition of this triangular rela tionehip.

Like several other members of the Orgmization of African Unity (OAD,, Uganda
is a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and therefore
has a particular interest in article IV (z) of the Treaty, which states that

“Par ties In the Treaty in a position to do ao shall also co-operate in

contr ibuting alone or together with othex States a international

organizationa to the further development of the applications of nuclear energy
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for peaceful purpcses, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon

States Qarty to the Treaty, with due consideration for the needs of the

developing areas of the world”. (resolution 2373 (XXII), annex)

Be fore concluding, | should like to touch very briefly on two equally
important subjects on our agenda: the subjects of chemical wrapons and of an arms
race in outer space.

Chemical weapons also pose a serious threat to mankind and we t. 21 that the
international community has not yet dealt with this issue sufficiently Al though
the use of chemical weapons was outlawed in 1925 by the Geneva Protocol, those
deadly weapons continue to be stockpiled in the arsenals of major military Powers.
Mor eover , there are disturbing reports to the effect that an increasing number of
other States are developing %iem too.

While we suppor t the efforts of the Secretary-General in upholding the
authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol , we wish to reiterate that there is an urgent
need to free the world from the scourge of cremical weapons and other agents. |
therefore urge the international community to do all it can to arrive at the early
conclusion of a comprehensive, effeclive and verifiable convention on chemical
weapons.

Finally, my delegation urges that o:ter space continue to be the heritage of
all, and that its use therefore rennin restricted t peaceful uses and purposes
aimed at benefi ting the whole of mankind. That situation should not be compromised
by the introduction into outer apace of weapons of warfare and destruction.

Mr. AL-ATASSI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabie): 1
take this opportunity, Sir, to congratulate you an your election to the
chairmanship of the First Committee. With your diplomatic qualifications and wide

experience, you will surely guide our work to the desired conclusion. This 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 and security. | wish also to
congratulate the other officers of the Committee on the confidence in them shown by
the Commi 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. Yet, despite ail 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
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 countries 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 régimes in southern Africa and

occupied Palestine .
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Such régimes may further destabilize these regions and conseauently may jeopardirze
regional and international security.

These auestions and issues lead to misgivings and to a lack of confidence
amonq States. They also lead to the exacerbation of tenaion, a sense of
inrecurity, the attendant increase in armaments. and entry into the spheres of the
arms race. Achievement of disarmament ts the duty of the whole international
community because the dangera of the arms race affect the whole world. 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 eliminating the spectre of a nuclear war as well as promoting international
peace and security.

However, we maintain that there is no alternative to the unanimous
responsibility of all States through the international Organization which nurtures
al; efforts aimed at curbing the arms race, especially the puclear one. Proceeding
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 :he
two States to reach more nuclear agieements and to aive 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 is now at £take.
Therefore, it is necessary, in our view, that all the countrise of the third world,
especially the non-aligned, should play a leading role in these momentous jssues.
We wish to pay tribute to the resolutions of the i j;hth Summit Conference of the
Non-Aligned Countries held in Harare concerning the issues of disarmament and of
averting a nuclear catastrophe.

Lack of confidence is a factor that still plays a great role in disarmament
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and the arns race. Despite the progress achieved in confidence-building,
verification and communication sys:tems, we still have a lorng way to go. Here, we
have to express our optimiam regarding the positive results reached by the
Stockholm Conference on Confidence B :11ding and Security Measures. We believe that
the success achieved in Stockholm will lead to a strengthening of the atmosphere of
confidence. We maintain that confidence-building is only possible through dialoque
because dialoque will ease tension and remove misurlerstanding. Hence, my country
had hoped ti.  the meeting between the General Secretary of :he Soviet Communist
Party and thr American President, Mr. Reagan, at Reykjavik would pave the way
towards solving many problems of the world, foremost among which is curbing and
reversing the nuclear arms race as well as easing tenaion.

Tf Che nuclear-arms race poses the greatest danger to mankind, it becomes all

«© more acute and . he dangz: of a confrontation 1is intensified should such an arms

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
countries of the world have the common responsibility to take the necessary nnd
effective measures to limit the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful
purposes. There should be an agreement concerning the non-militarfization of outer
space and a commitment not to spread any weapons to it. Therefore, the ineietence
of certain States to militarize outer mpace, confirms their desir« to continue
eecalating armaments in order to achieve greater domination, hegemony and
superiority.

Syria hopes +h- . the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva will make every
possible effort in order to stop the extension of the arms race to outer space.
One of the most important resulta of the first special session of the General

Aasemhly devoted to disarmament is8 the creation of a multilateral negotiating body
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to study the issues of disarmament and to achieve complete and comprehensive
disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva is8 one of the most important
achievements of that. session. Rut what is regrettable is to see the Conference on
Disarmament today p-# tulysed, ineffective and inactive in achieving what the whole
of mankind is aspiring to. The Conference on Disnrmament has not been able do tar
to draft an international treaty that would commit the nuclear Powers not to use
nuclear weapons. A ban on all nuclear tests is the first task of that Conference.
However, it has mnot been able to contribute in this respect.

The nuclear-teut ban has been uni)aterally cryatalized on the part of the
Soviet Union. My country wishea to commend its position in this respect. In the
meantime it appeals to the other party to follw suit in the interests of mankind
as a whole.

Chemical weapons and the danger of its production on a large-scale has become
one of the major preoccupations of the international community. Syria maintains
that a comprehensive ban, prohibition and the need for complete elimination of auch
chemical weapons has become one of tne most important issu : 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 goal.

The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones is an important step on the path of
general and complete diezcmament, This would reinforce international peace and
security. The Syrian Arab Republic supported the peclarations of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in the Indian Ocean, Latin America, Africa and the Middle
East, proceeding from its belief that it is of paramount importance to create such
nuclear-weapon-free zones. Regarding the Middle East, and despite the resolutions
of the General Assembly confirming and reaffirming this fact, year in and vyear out,

this zone in the present situat!on is not fret from nuclenr weapons.
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rsrael ia the only party that possesses the nuclear weapon and it rafuses to
subject its installations to inspection by the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA). Different pretexts on the part of Israel 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 is an
understanding amonqg the States of Latin America, where there is no invader, no
aqgreeeor or occupier of the lands of others; while the situation in the Middle
East is based on anneration, invasion and the occupation of the territories of
others. Israel’s approach is no different from the appioach of the racist régime
in South Africa which is armed to the h.1lt with nuclear weapons, like lIsrael. They
co-operate in the nuclear field, in broad daylight, and with the co-operation of
certain Western countries in such a way as to contravene the provisions of the

Non-Proliferation Tresty.
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The creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle rast leads v » to the

nuclear armament of Israel, which 18 a source of concern and fear for the peoples
of that region and for the whole international community. The several resolutions
adopted hy the General Assembly every year concerning lIsraeli nuclear armament
reflect the concern of the international community regarding Israeli nuclear
activities. So far Israel is refusing to sign the Non-Proliferation Treaty or to
subject its installations to International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspection.

It 18 instructive to recall in this respect for the benefit of the members of
the rirst 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 e sale by a certain mineral company in Luxambourg of
certain amounts of uranium ts Israel, {l1legitimately and in such a way as to
contravene international control measures.

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

revealing the eecrtte of the leraeli nuclear arsenal on the basis of what was
atated by the Israeli nuclear expert, Mordecai Vannnu, who worked for 10 years in
an leraeli nuclear bomb factory. This stated that Israel at present has between
100 and 200 nuclear bombs, and that the nuclear bomb factory is underground, in the
Negev deser t, next to the Dimona reactor. Thus the nuclear threat to the Middle
East as a result of the nuclear weapons posseesed by Israel is an eetabliahed fact.
I cannot discuss disarmament issues without dealing with the link between
disarmament and development. The gigantic expenditure on military budgets hae
impeded economic and social development in a.11 countries of the world. This
excessive expenditure has occurred not only in the developed, nuclear Statea, which

hnvc repeatedly doubled their military budgets, tut also in certain developing
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countries with very modest revenues. These¢ small States, in order to preserve
their independence and resources, allocate 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 between disarmament and development becomes
cryata 1 clear, and this matter has been analysed in valuable studies carr, :d out by
the Uni ted hat ions. In this context, we believe 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 Preparatory
Committee, in its three meetings 4 ng 1986, laid the foundations of the work of
the Conference, the theme of which is tne reduction of military expenditure and the
use of the human and physical resources released thereby in the interest8 of
development in the third world.

The Syrian Arab Republic maintains that international peace and security are
jeopardized by the continuance of the policy of the arms race. Indeed, no one can
deny that -he arms race, especially In its nuclear aspect, 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 interference in the internal affairs of other Siates
all jeopardize international peace and security.

The desire for domination and hegemony is one of the reasons for tenoion, and
it too poses a threat to international peace and security. There are certain
countries that pursue a policy of annexation and expansion, and do not respect the

right of peoples to live in peace and to self-determination. The doctrine of
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such States constitutes a threat to interuational as well as regional peace and
security. It is useful to recall damage done to the international situation hy the
conduct of certain countries because of the implications for international Peace
and security. That conduct is8 made more serious hy the fact that certain countries
possess nuclear weapons; 1 refer to the régimes in Pretoria and occupied

Palestine. The possession of those weapon6 may have certain serious implications
for the régimes in question. My country will deal with this in detail when we
discuss the item on the strengthening of international peace and s-curity at a
later stage of the work of our Committee.

My country, a6 a Mediterranean littoral State, will raise the auestion of
removing the foreign naval fleets in the Mediterranean, since they endanger the
security of the littoral States and their territorial integrity.

In conclusion, Sir, my delegation wishes to assure you of its full
co-operation.

Mr. THOMPSON (Fiji): The world waited, literally with hated breath, for
a 6ucceBsful outcome of the lceland summit. so much waa expected. The
disappointment was de »ly felt everywhere. Nevertheless, a new plateau was
estab’ished and it 18 most gratifying to note that the two super-Power6é are still
actively Bearching for the common ground which eluded “hem in Reykjavik. We
sincerely hope that decisive reductions in nuclear weaponry will soon result and
that the disarmament process we have all long prayed for will begin in earnest.

Yet again we will join in the consensus on moving towards a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. our support for the prin~iple of banning all nuclear tests in all
environments for all time remains steadfast. As was so aptly Btated hy

New Zealand's Deputy Miniaster for Foreign Affairs in the General Assembly recently:
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*No other single etep would do so much to slow the remorseless advance of
nuclear-weapon production and experimentation, or to establish confidence in
the will of the nuclear pPowers to eliminate nuclear weapons from the world‘'s
arsenals. It would be a truly universal arms control measure.” (A/41/PV.13,

58)

We believe 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 give tangihle expression to the objectives of disarmament by
constituting, as we have done, nuclear-weapon-f° ee zones. Such modest
contr »tions, In sufficient numbers, could encircle the world with interlocking
zones free of nuclear weapons.

The South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty, commonly known as the Treaty of
Rarotonga has now heen signed hy 10 countries and ratified by four. It is expected
to come into force within the next two months. We are pleased to learn that most
nuclear-weapon States are giving positive consideration to signing the Protocols.

We remain profoundly affronted by France’s blatant insensitivity to the
legitimate concern of South Pacific Statta concerning its continued nuclear testing

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

Amhasnador Morel of France wrote of# South Pacific sentiments when he said:
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“On each occasion we have been able to show that the criticism wad based
on no objective factor and was in fact a reflection of discrimination against

us."” (A/C. 1/41/PV,10, p. 79)

He then patronizingly claimed:
“On the pretext of establishing a denuclearization régime - without any
reason, given the absence of any threat of proliferation in the reglon - the
Treaty would attempt to impose a régime discriminatory with regard to

France.” (A/C.1/41/pPV. 10, p. 79)

And he went on to make the astonishing assertion that, having stated France's
disagreementa in principle, that country’s a =»vroach would be to exercise its rights
“with the greatest openmindedness.”
He topped this off by concluding that France would
‘exercise our legitimate rights in the Pacific with . . . the fullest respect
for the legitimate interests of our neighbour6 in the region. we hope that
they will Bhow the same respect and the same openmindedness.”

(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 was considered at the m>st recent meeting of the
132-member African, Caribbean and Pacific States (ACP) - European Economic
Community (REX) Joint Assembly at Vougliameni, Greece, from 22 to 26 September this
year. The Joint Assembly consaists of parliamentarians who represent the whole
spectrum of political affiliation of ita member State6 and can thus be considered
jointly representative of electoral opinion in the European Community and the ACP
States. That meeting adopted a resolution which, inter alia, recognized that
France was the only State conducting nuclear tests in the Pacific and that
nuclear-test accidents could not he precluded. The meeting remembered the tragic

example of Chernohyl, that chi'ling 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 its resolution, the Joint Assembly

"Exhorts France furthermore to end its nuclear testing in the Pacific

immediately and take effective measures to prevent further radioactive

contamination as a result of previous tests".

Many other delegatione in their statements in the general debate have
expressed strong support for the South Pacific Nuclear-rre~>-Zone Treaty and the
principles on which it is founded. France, therefore, is becoming increasingly
isolated and conspicuous by its continuing defiance of regional and international
opinion.

Mr. NASHASHIBI (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic) : It gives me great
pleasure, on behalf of my delegation, to extend to you, Sir, our congratulations
Upon your election as Chairman of the First Committee. | would also like to extend
congratulations to the other officers of the Committee, and | wish you and your
colleagues every successa in your endeavoure to further the Committee’s work.

I would also like to expresa our thanks and appreciation to your predecessor,
the Permanent Representative of indonesia, Mr. Ali Alatas, for the diplomatic skill
with which he guided the Committee's work at its last session.

The most serious danger facing the world today is the continued escalation in
nuclear arms. The international community is endeavouring to study all the
appropriate ways and means to achieve complete nuclear disarmamer.t, aware as it is
of the dangers inherent in the nuclear weapons 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 responsibility in
this connection. Under the provisions of the United Nations Charter, the

super-Powers are Buppoeed to bear the primary reeponeihility for the maintenance of
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international peace and security. It may be that they have been prevented from
carrying out that task because of the pervaeive rivalry and competition between
countries and their reliance on military force as a means of dealing with each
other. That imbalance has led to the Bpiralling arms race and to the acaquisition
of armaments, particularly nuclear armaments, which have become ever more
destructive and lethal..

Jordan, like all peace-loving countries, continues to pin great hopes 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 as
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 super-Power, as well as helping to further talks on
issues related to nuclear disarmament and curbing the proliferation of nuclear
weapons. Jordan hopes that both parties will make use of all available
opportunities to continue their dialogue, with a view to achieving progress in
solving the outstanding problems between them.

Jordan views the United Nations as a body through which all disputeg can be
Bettled peacefully, in order to avoid exposing the world to more terrible rivalry
and attempts to acauire and develop weapons of mass destruction. Some countries
are obliged to allocate - large part of their resources to armaments instead of
meeting the reauiremente of their social and economic development. Reports refer
to the vast sums spent on weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, and those sums are
increasing every year in a manner that causes anxiety and fear. All this is
occurring at the ~xpense of development in the developing countries. It. waa for

those reasons that Jordan Bupported the convening of an International Conference
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On the Relationship between Disarmament and Development that was scheduled to take
place at par is this year. We hope that At this session of the General Assembly
appropriate arrangements can be made and guidelines 1aid 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 reach Agreements on curbing
the arms race and on the reallocation of the vast material resources thus realized
to social And economic develgmnent, particularly in developing countries. such
Agreements would also assist those countries to emerge from the financial cr isle
from which many of them are suffering.

The arms race, and particularly the nuclear-Arms race, has reached An
unprecedented level. Mankind today is facing the threat of self-annihilation
bacause of the stockpiling of the most destructive of all the weapons evar
produced. -To avert the outbreak of a nuclear war, we must halt and reverse the
arms race. The States with the largest nuclear arsenals have a particular
resporsibility to embark on nuclear disarmament, curb the proliferation of nuclear

weapons and work to avoid the use or threat of use of such weapons.
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In this connection, 1 should like to refer to the note by the
Secretary-General on Israeli nuclear armament, A/40/520, dated 9 Auqust 1985. That
note states that Member6 of the United 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 weapon
capability. This has also been affirmed in recent press reports, which have
clearly revealed the secret of the Israeli nuclear arsenal, on the basis of
information given by the Israeli technician Vanunu, who worked for 10 years in a
nuclear bomb factory. His statement has been confirmed by A technical
invest iga. group formed by British and American specialists.

It has been proved that Israel now has between 100 and 200 bombs and that the
plant where nuclear weapons 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 its nuclear
inetallatione. Since the end of the 1950s, Israel has acquired nuclear and
technological material by illegal means. It was assisted in that undertaking by
the raciat régime of South Africa. | should like to refer to the fact that the
General Assembly, at its thirty-ninth session, noted with concern the continued
Israeli refusal to agree to not to produce or acauire nuclear weapons, despite the
repeated appeals of the General Assembly, the Security Council and the
Internat ional Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) . |t has also rejected the proponal that
it should place its nuclear installations under the IAEA eafeguarde.

The General Assembly has also condemned Israel for ita continued refu.sal to
implement Security Council resolution 487 (1981). The General Assembly reauested
the Security Council to investigate Israeli nuclear activities and the

collaboration of other parties, States and institutions in those activitles.
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The General Assembly has also reiterated its call to the IAEA to put an end to
any scientific co-operation with Israel that might contribute to strengthening
Israel's nuclear capahillties. It rtas also reaffirmed its condemnation of the
Continuing co-operation between Israel and South Africa, which jeopardizes the
security of the entire african continent.

The continuation of Israel's aggressive approach is confirmed not only by the
occupation of Arab territories and the 41 'placement of their population, but also
by the aggression against economic installations, such as the aggreasion ayailnst
the Iraai nuclear reactor, which waas used for peaceful purposes,. and was subject to
the full safequard of the In' ernational Atomic Energy Agency.

Jordan has always supported the resolutions of the General Assembly which call
for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle
Past. Te last resolution was A/40/82 dated 12 December 1985. That resolution
refers to the report of the Secretary-General contained in document A/40/442 and
Add.1, urgee all parties directly concerned to consider seriously taking the
practical And urgent steps reauired to implement the proposal to establish A
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Bsst in accordance with the relevant
resolutions of the General Assembly and, as . means of promotin. this objective
invite.. the countries concerned to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons.

The recnlution call6 upon all countries of the region that have not lone so to
agree to place all their nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy
Agency safeguards and to desist from developing or producing nuclear weapons or
permitting rhe stationing of nuclear weapons on their territories or tercitorles

under their control.
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Jordan supports the strict observance of the principles of the United Nations
and the fulfilment Oof the commitnents Setout in the Final Document of the tenth
speci al session of the General Assenbly. As an essential condition for
strengthening trust between States, that document calls in particular for a strict
commitment to the principles contained in the Charter ofthe Onited Nations,
emphasizing the principles that States shall refrain fromthe threat or use of
force against the territorial integrity of any State or against its political
i ndependence, amnd frominterference and intervention in the internal affairs of
other States, and shall settle their disputes by peaceful neans.

Disarmament cannot take place asl| ong as disputes and problema di srupt the
international situation. Measures should be taken to resolve these problens in a
spirit of eauity and justice, onthe basis of achieving security for all. The two
super - Powers bear a special responsibility in this respect. They nust set a good
exanpl e by agreeing to take the road to genui ne di sarmanent by strengthening the
rol e and effectiveness of the united Nations, by pronoting respect for it8 Charter,
and by deterring States that are pursuing aggressive policies frompersisting in so
doing, in order that a spirit of confidence and tranauillity may prevail in
rel ations anong States.

M . ALATAS (Indonesia): It can be said the the Firat Committee is
meeting this year in an atnosphere of heightened expectation. There have been
concrete achi everments at the Stockhol m Conference on Security and Confidence
Bui I di ng Measures in Europe which, in apite of their nbdest scope, may open the way
for the adoption offurther measures.

Simlarly, the review conference ofthe biological weapon8 Convention
succeeded in adopting a final Declaration aimed at strengthening its provisions.

Important multilateral efforts are under way in the Conference on D sarmanment
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concerning chemical weapons. And new proposals and initiatives have been submitted
in Geneva and Vienna on intermediate-range nuclear furces and the prc reaaive
rectuction of conventional forces in Europe.

Rut as was rightly pointed out earlier in the Jjebate, expectations should not
be confus:d with succeas. For even a cursory survey of the current International
scene will impress upon us the distressing reality of how little actual progress we
havr, wmade in real disarmament or arms reduction and bow marginally we have moved

beyond the m.re regulation and control of the arms build-up.
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The ever upwar ; spirallirg arme race, especiezlly in nuclear arms, has
continued 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
rationalizations of old doctrines are advanced to justify their development and
eventual use. Despite the welter of statements, pleas, exhortations and
resolutions churned out daily on various occasions and in a variety of forums, we
are now, in cerms of global arms outlay and expenditures, aone $%4,00¢ 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
its manifestations rather than terminating it in sabstance, we iun an increasing
risk of equivocating ourselves into oblivion. That unilateral security can te
achieved through armaments has proved to be a dangerous myth, and the only ration .|
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 lead 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 breakthrot on many critical aspects. We draw encouragement, however,
from the atated willingness of both aides to follew 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 retrospect, it was pechape a hit unrealistic to expect the leaders of the
two major Powers to be able to bridge the chasm of the.r differences in one weekend
session Of negotiations, albeit very intensive and Car-reaching. We recognize that
the process of nuclear disarmam nt will of necessity reauire a finely tuned blend
of both vision and realism in approach as well as sustained and practical efforts
based on specific proposals. That is why we have noted with Interest the idea of
working through a comprehbenaive programme of nuclear disar:ament in a phaeed,
time-hound framework recently put forward by the Soviet Union and reflected also !.n
the oroposals advanced by both sides in Iceland.

In thin context, we continue to believe that the achie\ement i a
compreheriaive tent ban must retain the highest priority. After more than three
decades of debates and discussions, it in evident that it would constitute a
crucial measure in arresting and reversing the nuclear-arms race, preventing
auelitative refinement and stemming horizontal and vertical proliferation of
nuclear weapons. Yet, despite its imperative urgency and exiating treaty
obllgatione, a teet ban hae continued to elude us. Progress has long been stymied
primarily on the auestion of verification, although national and international
means of detecting violationfi already exist to ensure a high degree of compliance.
Clearly, what has been lacking is not adeauate technical safeguards hut the
marshalling of the necessary political will and determination for the early
conclusion of a treaty banning nuclear tests.

My delegation and others have in the paet emphasized that., pending the
conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty, there should be an immediate
bilateral moratorium on al.1 tests, to be followed by a multilateral one. In thie
regard, my delegation would like to expresa its eupport for the offer made by the

six Heads of State or Government in the Mexico Declaration of last August. Tt is
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indeed a timely and realistic approach to resolving the auestion of verification.
The modalities envisaged in the proposal would make a constructive contribution in
enhancing confidence and dicpelling dcubis concerning compliance. A positive
response by the nuclear pPowers would constitute a tangible expremmion of their
professions of co-operation with the non-nuclear States on issues concerning
diaarmament.

The extension of the armm race into outer space portends incalculable
conseauences for disarmament. There can be no doubt that plans to develop a
strategic defence capability and an enlarged scope for anti-matellite weapons would
introduce further Jdestabilizing elements into the strategic onvironment. We know
from past experience that every new development and innovation in weapons
technology, whether defensive or offensive, ham inexorably led to an acceleration
of the arms 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 arms
race. Such developments would also undermine exiating agreementa on arms
limitation, especially the anti-bmllimtic missile Treaty. Purthermore, the
astronomical costs involved in developing a space-based defence system 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 militarization of outer space and ensure that that environment is used
exclusively for peaceful purposes and for the benefit of all mankind.

For my Government, there is an additional reason for concern over thim issue
deriving from Indoneaia's gecgraphic location and configuration. Since we are a
country consisting of more than 13.000 isisds girding the eauator across some

3,000 miles, the unhindered functioning of our apace-based comnunication satellites
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is essential to our domestic telecommunications system. The negative implications
for peaceful satellite communications 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 the geostationary orbit for military
purposes. unless urgent action is taken, including the strengthening of the
current legal régime and the banning of anti-satellite weapons, there is little
doubt that the last frontier of human endeavour will soon be turned into a new
battleground.

Indonesia remains convinced that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-frae
zones on the basis of arrangements * sely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned would constitute an important disarmament measure. Two years ago the
member States of the Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN) took a
decision to work towards the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
South-East Asia and thus remove the region from the purview of strategic
competition. Accordingly, efforts have been undertaken to determine the zone's
scope and meaning, as well as its modalities and principles. The working Group's
efforts 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 efforts in thia regard by the success
recently achieved by the South Pacific Forum in its adoption of the Rarotonga
Treaty establishing 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 realizing their aspirations. Ultimately, a deouclearized zone in
South-East Asia, taken together with the zones encompassed by the Treaties 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 inordinate
delay in the convening of the international Conference on the Indian Ocean. That
state of affai:s has reeulted in a steady deterioration of the political and
security climate in the region, underscoring the urgency of the early convening of
t ne Conference. We reiterate our call for its early convening a8 the only viable
forum at vhils time to seek the harmonization of divergent 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 | wish merely to point
again to the recommendations contained in that report concerning two basic
objectives: 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
meetinge of the Disarmament Commission last May, thus emphasizing the interest and

concern of the international community with regard to this issue. The resultant
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working paper, in our view, constitutes a sound basis 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 auestion at a later date
and discuss it in greater detail.

Turning now to non-nuclear issues, my delegation is pleased to note the
progiresa 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 implementatiorn of national measures and non-use of these weapons.
Divergences continue to exist on certain key auestions; none the less, on various
aspects of the consultative committee and the executive council as well ag on
procedures for requesting clarifications, a substantial measure of agreement has
been reached. It is particularly gratifying to my delegation that the working
group Of the Ad Hoc Committee of the Conference on Disarmament was able to
negotiate a set of draft provisions, including provisions on the difficult issue of
on-site verification by challenge. Given the fact that it is now over 60 years
since the adoption of the Geneva Protocol, tke coming Cnto force of a convention on
chemical weapons would constitute a historic milestone and a major achievement by
the Conference on Disarmament. My delegation believes that, with the necessary
political will and flexibility, the Conference on Disarmament will not fail to
seize this opportunity to achieve success on this major issue on its agenda.

Ever since the accident at Chernobyl there haas been heightened concern not
only about ensuring the oafe operation of nuclear facilities but also about the
diaastroue aonatuuences that would follow upon the reltaae of ionizing radiation in
the event 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 same time, the
convention should not in any way stifle or circumscribe access by end activities of
States in developing the necessary technology and establishing peaceful nuclear
fscilitits.

The inherent relationship between disarmament and development can be perceived
only when placed in the larger context of their impact on security, to which both
are intimately linked. We all know that disarmament and development are parallel
and distinct processes. Yet there is a str«ng case for approaching those twin
goals in an integrated manner. The taak is to identify the pre-condition8 and
policies that would make it possible and feasible to eneurt that resources released
by disarmament could and, indeed, would be utilized to promote development. 1€ wWas
in the 1light of these conaiderations that my delegation was looking forward to the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development,
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 harmonize the actions of States through a programme of action that
can best serve the collective aspiraticns of mankind to genuine disarmament and
eauitable economic development.

The cavalier treatment to which the Conference on pisarmament has been
consistently subjected, especially nuclear issues, 18 another disturbing
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 some major
Powers to rise above their political rivalry and competition in pursuit of

unilateral advantage. Nuclear issuea cannot be regarded as falling within their
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exclusive domain. Bilateral and multilateral disarmament and security efforts must
be viewed as mutually reinforcing if effective agreement8 with universal adherence
are to be achieved.

We cannot accept a situation in which the vast majority of States are reduced
to wmere spectators and excluded from assuming their rightful role on issues so
profoundly affecting their very aurvival. They can and nhould be allowed to play a
role in devising and implementing a comprehensive programme leading to general and
complete disarmament,

As a deliberative body with universal participation, the First Committee has
an important role to play and specific contributions to make to the multilateral
disarmament process. By serving a5 a forum for elaborating and clarifying a number
O 1issues O pre-eminent concern to the international community, it has facilitated
tbe formulation of concrete proposals and recommendationa for consideration 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 consensus. The Pact that there
are no easy solutions to disarmament problems should not lead to defeatism 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 disarmamxent is to take
place. That session will provide a historic opportunity to further our common
cause of enhancing the role of the United Natlons in disarmament effortrs. Its
success will be tolly dependent on the dedication of Member States and their
persistence in working to realize common objectives, a goal to which my delegation
Pledges its continued co-operation and unetinting support.

The CHAIRMAN: A number of delegations have requested f:0 make statements
in exerc: ;e of the right of reply. | remind members that, with respect to rights
of reply, the Committee will follow the procedure to which | referred at an earlier
meeting.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel) s+ Several delegations have seen fit to repeat their
concern about the alleged nuclear collaboration between Israel and South Africa.
This baseless allegation has been continuously rejected by Tsrael in this C. amittee
and in other forums. The facts have been sustained by a recent uUnited Nations
document, A/CONF.137/CRP.2 of 15 May 1986, prepared by a group composed of experts
from Nigeria, Sweden, the USSR, Venezuela and France. They were appointed by the
Department of Political. and Security Council Affairs and the United NationO Centre
for Disarmament in consultation with the Orgunization of African Unity. That
document was presented at the World Conference on Sanctions against Racist South

Afr ice, held at UNESCO headquarters in Paris from 16 to 20 June 1986.
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The Id-page document, entitled "sorth Africa’s nuclear-weapon capability’, s
perhaps thr most comprehensive report ever issued by the United Nations, an9
discusses every aspect ot ths topic. with one minor and irrelevant exception .
Israel is not even mentioned in the entire document. Why? Because this Urited
Nations report recognizes that all the allegationes accusing lIsrael of collaborati g
with Soutn Africa in t e nuclear field are nonsence.

Repeating a 1ie «ver and over again doee not make it true. However, the lies
aaaingt lerael attempt to distract the attention of the world from the
well-documented trade in oil between most Arab oil-producivg States of the Gulf,
Iran and South Africa. My delegation has distributed «n the Fourth committee
cacumented evidence of the almost $8 billion in oil 80ld .o South Africa by thesc
Arab States and lIran in a period of five years. BEvery year, oil tc the value of
almost: $2 billion was sold by Arab countries to South Africa, and there is little
doubt that the trade continues.

Thoae two "peace-loving”™ States, Iran and lIraq, have both recently entered
into strategic barter arrangements with South Africa, the net value of which totals
nearly 42 billion. According to a Januaary 1986 report. by the Egyptian Middle East
News Agency, lran hae agreed tc seli $750 million in crude oil to South Africa in
exchange for heavy-c~libre Howitze:rz of the same value. The Iranian agzeement was
probably signed some time late last year.

Also la e in 1985, Iran's arch-enemy, Iray, entered into a similar
oit -for-weapons deal with South Africa, valued at $L bi.lien. The Liugi deal was
first reported by the British monthly Euro-Money. Trade_Finance Report in
Fahruary 1986 and in the May 1986 newsletter of the Dutch Shipping Research
Bureau. The bulk of the Iragi deal, according to Britisli financial sources,

involves 70-awillimetre Howitzer shells produced by the South African arme industry..
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While the bullets are being suppi ied to Iraq. the oil in the barte: deal is not
from Iragi wells) the oil is from Saudi Arabia, which has been supplying oil to
Iraq in support of its war ¢fforc. British scurces note that the Iragi-South
African arrangement in alre.dy well under way, and that shipmenta in European
super-tankeru grobably started late in 198% or early thls yecar.
So, in dealing with assistance to South Africa and conducting military deals

with it, let us look in the direction of those countries, and not be fooled by
their attempts to divert the attention of this Committee in the wrong direction.

Mr. de La BAUME (France) (interpretation from French) : | should like to

reply to statewents made earlier by tha rapresentative of Fiji, concerning French
nuclear tests. First, | should like to stresa that personal remarks of the kind we
heard are not acceptable and in no way improve the quality of the debate.

Secondly, 1 would emphasize that no one can tell us how te behave. We will
not liaten to such attenpts from anyone, especially where our security is
concerned. Agreement8 on the sensitive question ot nuclear terting aie a well
known fact, it is clear every day that not everyone agrees on this matter - far
from it. We have noted the divergence of views and are thus eeeking every
opportunity to explain our peo~ition and to engage in discussion calmly, honestl
and without polemics Last February, in that spirit, we received a delegation from
the countries which signed the Treaty of Rarotonga, among them Fiji. | car say
only that the talks on that occasion were very useful and that we are prepared to
continue them.

On the other hand | cannot but regret the polemic tone adopted by the
delegation of’ Fiji. Political diaagreemente are a fact that can form the basis for

dialoque. Tt is important to avoid personal quarrels in this context.
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Mr . MASHHADI-GHAHVEHCHI (Is Lamic Republic of Iran) s It is well known to

everyone that following tae victory of the Islamic revolution in Iran we Bevered

all our relations with the two racist régimes, those of South Africa and of

Israel. We savered all diplomatic relations with them, arl cut off oil supplies to

those two res ist 1égimes. FEven now those two régimes are indebted to us for past

shipments of oll during the former régime in Iran: th:»y have not paid their debt.
There is thus no point in making these unsubstantiated and unfounded

accusations againat Iran with a view to obecuring the strategic relations that

exist between South Africa and 1 rael in all £ {elds, including the nuclear field.
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ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: We have just cor.cluded the first phase of our work, the
general debate on all disarmament {tems. Beginning tomorrow, 24 October, the First
Committee will proceed to the next phase of its work, namely, statements oOn
specific disarmament agenda iteme and continuation of the general debate, as
necessary. Accordingly the period from 24 October to 4 November will be devoted
mainly to statements on specific items, without, however, precluding the right of
any Jdelegation to make statements of a general charact~r during that same period,
particularly if it did not have the opportunity to do so during the first phase of
the Committee's work.

It would be highly appreciated if deleqations wishing to speak during the
second phase Of the Committee's work would inscribe their names on the list of
apeakera as carly ae possible. A large number of delegations nave already conveyed
to the Secretariat their intention to speak during the next phase »t our work. |
would urge other delegations wishing to make statements in the Committee during
that period to inscribe their names on the list of speakers at as early a date a8
ia convenient but, if et all possible, by next Monday or Tuesday. | am making that
suggestion merely with a vi w to ensuring that the Committee may be in a position
to organize ita work with the greatest possible degree of efficiency. In this
context, early notification by delegations would enabl¢ the Committee tO procesd in
a rational and sysatematic fashion, thereby helping with consclidation of meetings,
as necessary. and also avoiding the need for extensions Of weetings a8 well as
night or week-end meetings.

I would also like to draw the attention of mem..ers to the fact that we ® re
drawing closer to Thuraday, 30 October, which is the deadlina f or submission Of
draft resolutions on disarmament agenda items. | would thereforo request

delegations to submit thelr draft resolutions as soon as possible in order to
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enable the Commit . .4 to keep on schedule with respesact to its programme of woi and

timetable. | thank you all very much for your co-operation.
Before adjourning, | should like to inform the Committee that the
representatives of the following delegations have inscribed their names on the list

of ® OO%&O0W cCar tomorrow morning’s meeting: Panama, Czechoslovakia, the Union of

Soviet Saciuslist Republics, Mongolia, Nicaragua and Nepal.

The meeting rose at 5.15 p.m.




