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The neetina was called to order at 18.55 a.m

STATEMENT BY THE CHAI RVAN

The CHAIRMAN.  On this auspicious CQccasion, United Nations Day, the

forty-first anniversary of the founding of the United Nation, | should like to
extend ny congratul ations and best wishes to all Menbers. In his message on this
inportant day the Secretary-Ceneral stressed, inter alia, the fact that
“More thanever before, there is need for thejust and peaceful settlemnment of
regional disputes, the joint effort to reduce armaments, overcone
under devel opment, conbat threats to thecivility of international life and
advance human rights for which the United Nations provides an organised

structure.” (SG/SM/3925, p. 1)

It is opportune at this monent to rededicate our common efforts to contribute
to the attainnent of the noble goals and objectives enshrined in the United Nations
Charter

AGENDA | TEM5S 46 to 65 and 144 (continued)
STATEMENTS ON SPECI FI C DI SARVAMENT | TEMS AND CONTI NUATI ON OF THE CGENERAL DEBATE

The CHAIRVAN. inkeeping with the programme of work andtinetable, tnis

morning the Commttee will proceed to its second phase of work, nanely, statenents
on specific disarmanent agenda itens and continuation of the general debate, as
necessary.

M. PENAZKA (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): The
Czechosl ovak del egation would like to express its views today on a number of
particularly tinely auestions, items on our agenda, and we wish especially to
stress the inportance that we attach to regional neasures for liniting thearms

race and bringing about disarmanent.
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(Mr . Penazka, Cxochosl ovak ia)

i should |ike to highlight onceagainthe cverall constructive and
businesslike nature Of the general debate in our Committee. Many important ideax
have been sxpressed i N the course of our debate and nw, val uabl e proposals have
been put forward. The results from Reykjavik have made an important impression in
that they have created a aualitatively new situation in the approach to key
Probl em of nucl ear disarmament. All this, in our view, creates a very good point
of departure for taking an ent’rely new approach to the practical soluti> n of

urgent issues and the &option of concrete measures.
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We can achieve this end if, by our concertrd efforts and with understanding of our
joint responsibility, we draw on the positive capital accunulated in tho first
stage Of our work.

One of the characteristic features of the discussion this year was the
formation of a new, practical approach to disarnmanent as theessential basis for
the security of all St-tes. That fundamental idea was accurately and concisely
refl ected in the statement of Anbassador Olu Adeniji of N geria, when he said:

“We are convinced that the safe route to the preservation of
global . . . security is through nucl ear disarmanent effectively verified to

allay the fear of cheating.” (A/C.1/41/PV.7, p. 28)

Many ot her representatives rpoke in thesamespirit. W welcone this trend in the
discussion, which whol | y vindicates the i dea of establishing a conprehensive syste
of international peace and security built particularly onconcrete disarmament
measures, the reduction of mlitary expenditures and other political and mlitary
guarantee8 of peace.

we alsobel i eve that a major contribution to consolidating the basis of
universal peace and security would he made bylimting armaments and lowering the
level of mlitary confrontation in those parts of the world where It i# reaching
danger ou8 heights. As a European country situated at theinterface of the two
major mlitary-political groupinge, Czechoslovakia naturally attaches paranmount
inportance to che adoption of such neasures in Europe. Progress inefforts in
Burope to linit thearns race would undoubtedly pronote progress towards the global
solution of these problens. Here we see the conmon responsibility of the countries
members Of the VVArsaw Treaty oOrganization of the North Atlantic Treaty Organizatiosn

(MATO) tO ensuvea peaceful future.
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A molid banis for progress hae been | ai d by the constructive results Of the
first stage of the Stockholm Conference. The ugreementsreached wiil undoubtedly
help to 8trengthen confi dence and security and reduce the threat of war in EBEurope,
and hencelead tc an overall inprovenent in theinternational climate. Al the
countries in the all-European dial ogue took part in reaching those important
deciaions, which testifies to the dialogue*8 vitality and pronise. The Foreign
Ministers of the partier t 0 the Warsaw Treaty, neeting in Bucharestin the U iddle
of ¢this nonth, nade it abwlutely clear that precisely at this tinme we mustgive
fresh momentum t O the Helsinki process in the form of practical steps to reduce the
danger of mlitary confrontation and, particularly, to eliminate nuclear and
chenical weapon8 from the continent. This is one of th--noat inportant areas for
the work of theforthcom ng Vienna meetingof the participant8 in the all-European
proce88, which be. .ns on 4 Novenber.

We consider the creation ofa chenical -weapon free zonein Central Europe and
the Balkans a natter of great urgemncy. Now that nearly all of us welcome t he
progress in wrk t owar d8 a convention on the comprehensi e prohi bition of chem cal
weapons, we must take ful |y into account the fact that the prospects for concluding
the convention might be destroyed if plans were put ‘ntoeffect to deploy binary
chem cal weapon8 in Europe. The very fact that that possibility 1s comi ng closer
to reality is creating a serious ohstacleto the conclusion of a convention on
chem cal wmapons. In our view, that obatacle can and mustbe renoved and we
propose that it be done cwiftly and simply. The creation of achenical -weepon-free
zone enbracing the territory of Cxechoslovakir , the German Denocratic Republic, the
Federal Republic of Germany and posaibly other Ev:opean States would have a
two-fold effect: it would be aninportant nmeasure for building trust and stability

in the European context and it would provide a powerful momentum to effortr to
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hring about a comprehensive prohi bition of thatweapon. Of covrse, we are putting
forward the idea ofthe sone ..»t a8a pre-condition of a comprehensive sol ution,
but exclusively as a measure {0 promote the attai nment of that end.

Wear e uneauivocally in favour of © e ubetantial reduction in armedforce8 and
conventional armaments in Burope, and we understand that the hi gh-priority probl enB
of nuclear disareament must be resolved witiin the aontext of ageneral reduction
of the nmilitary potent1818 of State8, redwing themto a level of reasonable
adeauacy. The parties t0 the Warsaw Treaty, at the neeting of their Political
Consultative Committee in Budapesti n June this year, puvt forward a large-scale
Programme for the reduction of armed forces and conventional armament8 from the
Atlantic to the Ural 8 under strict international control.

Qur approach to conw idating security and dizarmament in Europe alw include8
the complete elimination on areciprocal basis of Soviet and United Statex
Buropean-based medium~range missiles., [|n addition, Soviet | ong-range tactical
missiles Wul d be elixinated from the territories of the German Denobcrati c Republic
and Cxechool waki a. Thus, we are putting f orward a whole series of concrete and
responsible proposals 1O consolidate peace, security anddi earmanent in EBurope.
This is entirely in keeping with the decisions of the firat special session of the
General Assembly on disarmament, Whi ch stressed that effortsto that end nuet be
continued with the utmost energy. It would be very useful if the NATO countries
responded {0 those proposals in a clesrer and more practical way than they have so
far.

An important cat egory ofitems on the Committee's agenda is that concerning
the creation of nuclear-weapon xone8 in various parts of the world. Czechoslovakia
has consistently supported the creation of suchzoneson adenocratic basis and
with the consent Of all the Stateg8 of the regi on concernea. Ve regard this a0 an

i mportant contribution to strengthening international peace and securityand as a
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useful measurefor preventing the spread of nucl ear weapons, whi ch would pronote
efforts to curb the arms race.

W continue to favour the idea of creatinga nucl ear-weapon-free corridor in
Central Furope, and we support initiatives to that end. The Czechoslovak Soci al i st
Republic viewstherecent joint initiative of the Socialist unity Party of the
Gernan Denocratic Republic end the Soci al Democratic Party of the Federal Republiic
of Germany *o create a nucl ear-weapon-free corridor in Central Europe as an
important seep towards the elimnation of that weaponfrom our continent. As|
said earlier, Cxechoslwakia is ready to 4os: in establishing that corridor and to

take part in negotiation8 to this end.
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We woul d also |ike to see the creation ci nucl ear-weapon-free zonesin ot he;
parts Of RBurcoe, such as the Bal kans and the north of our continent.

An important step towards @ trengthening security would he the creation of such
a sone in the Korean peni nsul a, as prrposed by the Democratic Peopl €' s Republic of
| ores, and alw in South-East Asia. V¥ welcome the decision of the States of the
South Pacific Forum to conclude the Roratonga Treaty to create a nuclear-free zone
in that region and believe that it should be guaranteed by all nuclear Powers- W
al so find useful the new Braziltan proposals for the creation of a zone of peace
and co-operation i N the South Atlantic andits declaration asa nuclear-free zone.

Reports about South Africa s nuclear preparation continue to arouse al arm
This goes hand in hand with the grow ng aggressiveness of the racist régime ay ~inst
nei ghbouring African States and the indigenous population of that country and of
the occupied Territory of Namibia. Pretoria’ s nuclear anbitions make even more
danger ous the already expl osive situation in southern Africa.

we profoundly regret that once .igain this year the Di sar manent Commission was
unable, for reasons which are clear to everyone, to agree on the necessary
conclusions and recommendaticns. In essence that has been encouraged by the South
African régime*s policy of force and co-operation with it in, anbng otheru, the
nuclear field. Czechoslovakia is firmly in favour of the Cul | implementation of
the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa and supporte the adoption of
binding and effective neasures to halt Pretoria’s nuclear designs.

W take asinmilar position on the auestion of raraet's nuclear weapons, which
will create a newextremely dangerous deetabllizing factor and heighten tension in

the Mddle East.



BG/S A/C.1/41/PV . 20
12

(Mr. Penazka Cze_c_hf_)qlp\_m_kj a)

The important auestion of creating a zone of peace in the Indian Oceanin
implenentation of the nited Nations Declaration adopted 15 years ago i s ma*in
vary sl ow progrese. We regret the del ays in the work of the Ad Hoc. Conmittee on
the I ndi an Ocean and r Xpresa ovv support Car the efforts of States in the area
which want to aee the Colombo Conference on this subject hel d as noon am possible,
with the partici pati on of the pecmanent members of the Secur ity Counctl.

we woul d like to refer to the new constructive proposals which have appeared
this year, designed to reduce the activities of naval forces in the Pacific Ocean
and the creation of a sone of stable peace and co-operation in the Mediterranean.

we take afavourable view of a series of aubstantial conclusions and
recommendations adopt ed by the Disarmament Commission With regard to the prohl em of
curbing the naval ar "8 race and the extension of confi dence, - bui | di ng measures to
the seam and oceans, We hope that they Wi || become a point of departure for
practical negotiations on theme subjects, on both the glokui and regiona |evels.

In expressing our views on the urgent di sarmanent problems, narrowing down the
sphere ofnmilitary preparationa and the prevention of nuclear war, we have al ways
borne in nmind theneed for atepping up collective efforts,etrengthening
co-operation among State8 and the thrust t owar ds achi evi ng concre-e deci si ons.
Here lies precisely theirreplaceable role of the united Nations. V& support all
rational proposals ai ned at atrengthening that rol €, enhancing t he effectiveness of

Unit ed Nationé machinery in the diearmanent Cield, and respect for and conpliance

with its reaol utiona.

our del egation ham already streamed in the debate the great inportance that we
attach to the task of comprehensjvely strengthening the legal basis For the process
of limting thearnms race and disarmanent. W do so in the belief that, at a

noment of particul ar responsibility when the aueation Of concluding new important
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agreements has become ahigh priority and a genuinely historical poaslhility has
emerged for maki ng a breakthrough towards reducing and elinminating nuclear veapona
and preventing the armsracein outer space, it is unpardonable to diacard whathas
already been achieved. Above all, there must be unswerving compliance by States
with existing treatiea and agreenents in this sphere and total certainty that such
conpliance wll be forthcoming. Here we see a very inportant elenent of trust so
essential for making progress in the disarmanent process in the circumstances of
the nuclear space age.

Mtivated hy thowe considerat ions, we are preaenting for discussion in the
First committee a draft resol uti on ,nthe subject in docunent A/C.1/41/L.2 which,
in our view, deals witi the maj or aspects of this problem W are sure that
adoption by the General Assembly of a broad, constructive and just multilatural
tpproach tothe aueation of observance and compliance Will he a step towards
consolidating the ground ~-ork for the diearmament process. InthissSpirit we are
ready - and | stress this - to co-operate with other delegations.

we al so believe that United Nation8 participation in efforte to resolve
disarmamant ocuestions should be broadened, so am not to curb but rather to
encourage the use of allthe organization’s existing possibilities and vesources in
the inturests of progreas. The multifaceted nature of the diaarmanent problem
requires nothing less. In this regard, we saould |ike to express our appreciation
Of the thorouah report by the United Nations Secretary-General in document
A/41/491, which testifies t O serious work and valuahle contri buti ons by the
specialized agencies and ot her organi aatione and programmee within the Unitec¢
Nations system to the taak Of limting the arnms race and di sarmament within the
spheres of their ompetence. In our view, this positive experience should be used

in the future.




BG/5 AIC. 1 '41/PV.20

14-15
(Mr. Penazka, Czechosl ovaki a)
“tnconclusion, | exprass ny conviction thatthe work of the First Committee
vill he responsible and purposeful and thatits results will reflect the readiness

of States tO0 take action for purposes of di sarmament. W are determined to take

such acti on.

M. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): In my statement today the Soviet delegation intends to refer to the
activities of the Conference on pisarmament in 1986, Nearly all del egations have
in one way or another referred to the work of that nultilateral forum, nore often
than not expressing disappointment and frustration at the results of that work. At
the same time, for a correct assessment of the work of the Conference on

Disarmament during 1986 bl ack and white al one are not enough to colour the picture.
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On the whole, a proper picture of the world todsy = which is reflected in a
concentrated fOrm bothin the United Nations and at the Conference On Disarmament,
is made up of approaches amndtrends that areparallel - sonetines converaen: - and
which frequently intersect at different |evels and on different planes.

The indivisibility of this world nd, at the same time,the complexity of the
chall enges facing it, never make themsulves felt so Strongly anywhere as in bodi es
of nultilateral diplomacy.

The general debate on disarmaunt issues has been going on for two weeks now,
The recurrent theme of virtually all the ® taterents we have heard i S the need to
renove the danger of anuclear conflict which is | coming over mankind, aswell as
the need to proceed to real disarmament. Disarmament has now become - if I may put
it in this way - the challenge of cnallenges facing mankind, a global probl em of
paranount impor tance today . wWhat concerns mankind nost of all and alarms it nost
aboutits future in the continuing arms race. Consequently, all States of the
world - large or small, nuclear or non-nuclear, socialist Or capi tal |et, membersnf
mlitary alliances or non-aligned and neutral - have a vital stakein eolving this
probl em

If we are to prevent nankind fromdrifting towards the nuclear abyss, wemust
set in motion the entire existing system of negotiations and ensure the greatest
poesible efficiency of all disarmament machinery, both bilateral and multilateral.

Special responsibility for producing effective measures to avert nuclear war
and to limt nuclear armaments rests with the Soviet Union and the United States.
The USSR is well aware of that. This hasbeen demonstrated by the bold and radical

proposals cover ingthe entire range of Adisarmament, which have been put forward by

the Soviet union during the past year and, most recently, in Reykjavik.
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In his speech on Soviet television on22 October, Mikhalil Gorbachev sai d:

“The Soviet Union hag i nvented maximum good will in Its proposals. Ever ything

that has beensaid to raticnalize and devel op themiemnins valid.”

Yet it would be a m’stake to assume that other States can St and aloof from
active i nvolvenent in the elabocation of concrete neasures designed to limit
weapones, ircluding nuclear weapons. To lookst the solutionof the vitally
i mportant proklem of prwenting a nuclear catastrophethrough the prism of
Soviet-Amer ican talks is clearly to underestinate cheir own responsibility and
thair OWn possibilities. Let each political |eader, invested with high axthority,
ask hinsel f tais question: whatspecific contribution hashiscountry made to the
preservation of human civilization mdthe el aboration of practical measures to
[imt armaments.

Perhaps there are some people Who are satiafied With a situation where a
significant number Of States - representing the overwhelming majority of mankind -
would pe excluded from active participation in solving the issues of war nd peace
nucl ear disarmament and the prevention Of an arms race inouter space. We strongly
oppose such an approach. Today, no one - | repeat, no one - has the right to be a
mere spocta tor of what is Joi Ng On inour very troubled worl d.

This 18 precisely the stand of the Soviet Union in evaluating the place and
role of multilateral diplomacy i n the di sarmanent process. In this, we have been
guided bythe principles of Leninist foreign policy, which advanced the concept of
glcbal arms reductions as far back as the Genoa c nference Of 1922 and fought for
its implementation in Genev:in 1927 within the preparatory commission of the

Disarmament Conference established ' v the League of Nations. Today, Wwe continue to

operate on the basis of those pr inciples.
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Wthin the negotiating mechaniam t oday, a special place belongs to the
Conference On Disarmament, Whi ch, according to the definition contained in the
relevant United Nations documents,is the single multilateral negotiating focwmaon
disarmament. wWeWi sh to stress that it is multilateral and therefore has
considerable negotiating ad legal potential tordealing with the problems before
it

The Sovi et Union attaches (reat importanos {0 the Confersnoe ON Disarmsment.
Inhis message t 0 the Conference last P.bruary, Mikhail Garbachev nobed:

“The Soviet Union Views its participation in the Conference on Disarmament

with a full sense of responsibility deriving fromthe realization that

disarmament i S the rain road leading t0 the establishment Of a newand just
international order nd to the building of © e afewald. It is disarmament
which, by relcising vast mater ial and intellecutal resources, Wi ll|l nake it
possible t 0 realiocate then for the purpoces of creation, economic development
and pr ospec ity .*

In assessing the Cole of the Conference On Disarmament as a forum Of
nultilateral diplommcv. onecamot fail to see that its possibilities, interns of
achievingreal agreementsto linmit the race inall types of arms, are far from
beingful |y utilized as yet.

The positive political capital accumulated by the Conference on Disarmament in
the 1960s and 1970s shows that whenever i ts members have worked from a basis of
realismand recognition of the comunity mi indivisibility of the world, this
particul ar body has proved itself capable of serving the interests of peace. Good
will, a desire for co-operation and a constructive approoach by different States

have enabl ed the Conference to reach reasocnable compromises ad to p »>duce useful

solutions for armslimtati on and disarmament.
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Unfortunately, iN the naat 10 years the Conference has perceptibly slowed down
its performance i n terms of finding concrete solutions to disarmament problems.
The cause of fts inadequate effectiveness and malfunctions iN its work does Not lie
in the imper fection of Conference machinery but rather in the l1ack of political

Will on the partof some Of its parti: ipants.
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It should he aaid very frankly that during thi e period, particularly in the
19808, the United States ignored the Conference on Disarmament as a negoti ating
body. ‘rhe only itemonits agenda or. whichthe united States finally agreed to
enter into neqotiatione, even then only after |ong delays and procrastination, was
t he prohihition of chenical weapons.

Why i s it thatthe Conference on Di sar manent 18 not neqotiating on the
prohibition of nuclear testing, nuclear disarmanent, the prevention of nucl ear war,
Lhe preparation of a convention on strengthening the security of non-nucl ear States
and the prevention of an arms race in outer space? The answer in every case is
beciause the United States is opposed to it, despite therel evant resolutions of the
United Nati ons General Assenbly, and the tenaci ous desire and willingneae of
socialist, non-aligned, neutral and -~ we wiahto nay it explicitly - many Western
countries, t0 engage in such negotiations.

The other day, at a neeting of thia Committee, the United states
representative, Anbassador Ckun, tade a statement which was devoted to multil ateral
aspects of the di sarmament problem If we disnmiss theanti-Soviet baloney which is
the traditional rotten ingredient of all American statements it becomes clear that
the United Staten still intends to oppose the participation of the Stateas of the
world in neqotiatione onmajor diaarmanent problems.

Letus take, for instance, theaueetion of the prohibition of nuclear tests.
Having spoken «nce nore against conducting nultilateral negotiations with a view to
concluding a treaty on the hanning of nucl ear tasts, the United States
representati ve stated, in a way that amounted al nost to an ultimatum that the
Conference on Di sarmanent must agree, without any further delay, to the mandate of
the rel evant Conmmi ttee on the basis Of the Western propoaal , even though - as we

know and | am sure mr. Okun al SO knows - thie proposal does not enjoy the eupport



AP/4h A/C.1/41/PV.20
22

(M. Iseraelyan, USSR

of the overwhelming najority of the member States of the Conference, or indeed of
the United Nations as a whole.

Asto theother top priority problem~ thepreventi on ofanarmsrace in outer
space - here, too, contrary t 0 the negotiating mandate of the Conference on
Disarmament, Mr. Okun magnanimously permtted the Conference to continue with the
discussion of this auestion, but not to conduct actual negotiations. Aefor the
participation of theStates of the world comunity intha negotiations on nucl ear
disarmament and the preventi on of nuclear war, the United States representative did
not evenfind !t necessary to nention «,

So this, in brief, is the main cause of the “infertility”, so to speak, of the
Conference »n Disarmanent in recent years. At tke same time, it cannot be asserted
that during all these years, when tbe Conference has bean getti;:g nowhere, nothing
hae altered. The W nds of change have begun to blow also towards t he
Palais dte Nations where the Conference on Disarmament hol dS itS meetings; they
have injected abreath of fresh air into the routine course of its work. The
latest proposals, advanced by the Soviet Union and other socialist countries this
year, have resulted in a new outlook, compared W th the traditional concepts of and
approaches to suchnotions as international and national security.

Ina situation where the exnmination in political maturity which must be taken
by all mankind asksthe questior. "to be or not to be” as regards civilization on
Earth, many participantr i n the Conference on Di sarmanent have understood that
urgent andvigorous actions are reauired to save manki nd from a nuclear
catastrophe. They havecalled for a decisive renunciation of old stereotypes of
thinking, which have come into conflict with reality, and with notions of security

and waysa and meane of ensuring it.
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The session of the Conference on Di sarmament that ended recently brought to
|'i ght some specific signs and promi sing shoots of new approaches to di sar manent
issues. Where do We see these prsitive changes? There has been a dramatic
increase in theinterest and activivies of States, above all the non-aligned
States, in auestions pertaining to nuclear dinarmanent and the prevention of a
ams race in space. States have become i Nmeasurably nore aware of thejeopardy in
whi ch the world now finds itself; theynowfeel a stronger needafor inmediate
solutions and, whatis nost importarnt, recognize that the renoval of the nuclear
threatis a realistic possibility. Thia has been reflected in the deci siona
adopted at various important internation:l foruns, in distant Harare, and in the
Mexican city of Ixtapa. |t has al SO beer denpnstrated by the results of meetings
of socialist countries in Budapest and suwcharest. The Wi de-ranging decisions
adopted at those foruns also haveadirect inpact on thestate of affair5 at the
Conference on Disarmanent.

The result has been not merely a greater interest on the part of agreat
number of countries in nuclear andspace problenms, but al so the presenting of
specific proposal 5 and initiatives, both at pl anarv mtetings and in special
committees Of the Conference on pisarmamment. A significant number of specific
position papers, proposals and working documentson the main fss_es included in the
agenda of the Conference have been submitted by a Wi do range of countries. For
example, the i SSUes of nuclear disarmsmenc were addressed by non-aligned countries
and China, the auestion of banning space-strike weapons was dealt with in the
proposals and drafts worked out hy the /elegations of Bul garia, Venezuela and
Sri Lanka; and therewere al so sone interesting proposal 5 on banni ng nucl ear
explosions, particularly by the delegaticn of Sweden. In fact it may fairly be
said that over theentire range of problenb concerning nuclear di sarmament and the

prevention of an arms race fnouter space t here was a more substantive discussion
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this year, which can be regarded as an introauction to negotiation, as it were, a
ki nd of negotiating overture. oOne cannot hel p but express sacisfaction at the
results of the work of the seismic experts group.

There are al so groundsfor believing that willingness to reach nore practical

agreenents at the Conference energed in nost tangible form in tthe course of

negoti ati ons on the banning of chemical weapons.
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However, these seedlings are Still weak; they are just a sign of changas for
the better. We al SO have another criterion for asseasing the results of the
Conference - thatis, the verification of the sincerity of the statements by the
del egations in favour of strengthening security and peace.

Matching declarations by concrete deed8 is one of the essential conponent 8 of
the new political thinking. The people of our planet, a8 ha8 already been said,
are weary of enpty rhetoric. And since time immemorial, i ntenti on8 have been
j udged not by words, hut hy deeds. The great Goethe, paraphrasi ng the word8 of the
Bi bl e, sai d through Faust that, i n t he beginning, there was the deed.

willingneas to elinminate nuclear , chenical and other type8 of weapons of mass
destruction is being professed byvirtually everyone, including countries which are
ei t her torpedoi ng negotiations on these subjects or are objecting to negotiations
on these matters within the context of the Conference on Disarmament. But when it
comes 10 concrete steps, the picture change8 drastically. The situation | 00ks
particularly ahsurd - Icannotfind any otherword for It - when some western
countries submitted f or consi derati on at the Conference on Disarmament working
papers onspecific itens onits agenda, including some aquite interesting ones, and
then essentially blocked the possi bil ity of consideration of them within the
framework of the negotiation8 of relevant disarmament problems., It is incredible
but true. So what is reveal ed hereis a pattern of thinking | aggi ng dangerously
behi nd a pattern of action; there 18 a kind of gap between words and deeds.

We propose that this gap, this abyss be closed at onefell swoop. Those who
oppose negotiations favour a series of timorous attenpt8 im the form of
consi deration, study and so forth. Reference8 have already been made here to the
words of Lloyd CGeorge who was auoted as saying that one canonly |eap over the

abyssin a single junp, not intwoorthree. This is exactly what we suggest: to
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begi n work,at |ast, on concrete agreements on the problems of aems |initation and
di sarmament whi ch confront us.

It is altogether inadnmissible for the Conference on D sarmanent not to conduct
negoti ati ons onsuchi ssues as banning nuclear tests, |initing the nuclear-weapon
race and nuclear disarnmanent, preventing nuclear war and an arms race i N outer
space. Those Who oppose negotiation8 are attenpting to drive these problens Into
the background of the Conference. Hower, our experience make8 it auite clear
that these probl ens are the very focal point of world political issues. The entire
range of problenms of nuclear dinarmament and prevention of an arms race in outer
space must |ie, as | am sure they Wi ||, at thevery heart of all the activities at
the Conference. To indulge in w shful thinking that these auestiona can be sol ved
somewhere out si de the framework of the Conference on Disarmament in a failure to
understand the universal nature of the problens of nuclear disarnanment.

There is onenore point | should |ike tomake. As you know, 40 States are
menbers of the Conference on Disarmanent. Howver, their activities are not
equal. Year after year a number of States participating in the Conference on
Disarmament as observers make a muchgreater contribution to thework being done
than some of its meibers.

V& wel come the wish on thepart of any State to pronote progress in
negotiations on di earmanment, regardless of it8 Oficial status. The doors ofthe
Conf er ence should be open to them. The work of the Conferance is, so to speak,
replete with various organisational and procedural discussions and aryoments. At
ti mes the Conference spends more time settling these auestions thbn conducting

negoti ati ons on matters of substance.
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Tne Sovi et Union and ot her socialist countries resolutely oppose this
saaandering Of thetime of «ne Conference, especially in the present situation,
where urgentand effective action is needed. W call for flexibility and
constcuctivism in resolving orqganirational and procedural auestions, and for giving
them the modest pl ace that they deserve.

Let nme summarize What X have said. An ever-greater nunber of States ofthe
Con 2rence on Disarmament are pinaing their increasing hopes for a nuclear-free
worl d o st .ive trends, which are taking shape In international |ife, under the
i nfluence of the new, bold and |arge-scale proposals designedta renmove the threat
of nuclear war and to eliminate nuclear andother typ . ofweapons of mass
destruction from the face of the Earth before the end of the century. It is
precisely this circumstance thatlargely explains a certain positiva shift in the
work of the Conference on Disarmamert in 1986.

Toexploit itas potential capabilities, the Conference on pisarmament shoul d
concentrate on holding productive negotiations, anit is reauired to do by the
Fi nal Document of the first speci al session of the United Nations General Assenbly
on di sarmanment, as well as the annual injunctions, ords+s and instructions by
States Members of t he oOrganization, which are laid down in decisions adopted bythe
General  Assenbly.

Successfulwnrk of tha negotiating machinery will becone possible if al
States participating in the Con srence express clearly and explicitly their will
and readiness to work for and adopt concrete measures in the field of disarmanent.
We hope that ne- ¢ year che Conference on Disarmanent wil. succeed in achieving

progreas in all theitenms on its agenda.
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M . ICA%ZA GALLARD (Nicaraqua)}(interpretati on from Spanishj):My

Galegation wishea t 0 congratul ate you, Sir, on having been el ect ed Chairman of this
Committee of the Asuembly which is responsible for security and disarmamant items,
We are certain that your ability, impartiality and diplomatic experience guarantee
2he success Of the work of this Committee. We also extend our congratulations to
the other officers of the Committee.

The current aession of the Gei...:al Assembly began under 4 promising sign,
based on the Reykjavik summit meeting bev...en President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev. The work of the Pirst Committes, deal i Ng with security and
disarmament i tem hasunfortunately not been able to derive penefit from the
results whichwere about to be resched at that meeting. Thel 0gi c of security
through nucl ear and strategic predominance once againprevailed. However, w
should not like to think NOr have w the right to, that all is lost. The dialogue
WuEt continue betwen the two super-Powers, and the voice of peopleg calling for
the elimnation of the threat of nucl ear weapons end the releasing for purposes Of
development and CO-operation of the e wxnoua resources now devoted to the arms

buil d-up shoul d make itself heard ore loudly,
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as St at ed in the General Assembly repeatedly, and in the peclaration of the Hrads
of State or Government of Non- Al i gned Countries at their recent meeting in Harare,
Zimbabwe, the super—-Powers i N their discussions must at 411 tines takeinto account
not only their national interests but also the vital interests of all the peoples
ot the world. This is the only approach that can make the rucleac-weapon States
see reason and the only factor that could become an el enent of persuasion mcre
powerful than all the existing nucl ear arsenals.

It is becaune or this conviction that my country ha8 consistently supported
the effort8 of the Governments of Argentina, Mexico, India, Geece, Sweden and
Tanzania to pronpte peace und disacmament. The purpose of this initiative is to
make known the Vit al interests of the peoples of four continent8 and contribute
through practical realistic and specific initiative8 to the process | eading to the
conpl ete elimination fromthe face of the Earth of all nucl ear weapons. W
therefore feel that the proposals made by this group of countries in the Mexico
Decl aration, adopted in Ixtapa On 7 Aujust this year, which includes 4 specific
proposal on verification measures withthe aimof putting an end to nuclear-weapon
tests, deserve t horough consideration byt he super-Powers. This emecific coherent
and scientific proposal Once again shows that the problens related to verification
cannot and shoul d not be used a8 an excuse t0 continue to prosong negotiations On 4
treaty on the permanent prohibition of 411 nucilear teats byall States in all
environments, which is 4 natter of the highest priority.

While it is true that, 4s stated in the Ixtapa Declaraticn,

“no issue is more urgent and Cr uci al today than of bringing to an end all

nuclear tests™ (A/41/518, D. 4),

it is inportant, especially at this tine, to highlight and reiterate the demand in

that Decl aration that an arms race in outer space be prevented, that the



MLG/pc A/C.1/41/%V.20
32

(Hr. Icaza Gallard, Nicaragua)

development Of . nti-satellite weaponsbe halted undthrt existing treaties
safeqguarding the peaceful uses of outer space andlimiting anti-ballistic missile
systems h.: respected.

We believe it necessary to repeat our well-known position Ccm this matter.
Space iathe heritage of all mankind. Any strategic defence system - or star wars,
as |t has come to be known - constitutes the beginning of the militarization of
outer apace and further escalation ofthe armsrace. Space must be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes. Devel oping countrieslacking in human, material
and scientific resources have a right to participate in such peaceful exploration
and share in and benefit from knowledge derived therefrom 44 anean8 of ensuring
that such activities will be used to bring not destruction and death but
devel opnent and progress to 411 peoples.

Therefore,t he Conference on pisarmament must undertake without delay
negotiati on4 leeding t0 the conclusion ot an ® greeaent or agreements, a8 the case
may be, t0 prevent the extension ofthe arms race in 411 it8 aspects t 0 outer space
and thua pronote possibilities for co-operation in the sphere of the peaceful use
O outer space. Purthermore, the United Stat 'sand the tnion of Sovi et Socialist
Republics, can denonstrate their willingness t0 compromise by raking 2 genuine
effort towards achievement of the Obj ective set forth in the joint statement issued
in Geneva on 21 Novenber 1985, namely, "to prevent an arms race in space andto

termnate it on earth* (x/40/1070, p. 3).

We have noted recently grow ng concern regardi ng the question of conventional
di sarmanment. This concern is legitiaate since approximately 80 per cent of anual
military expenditure world wi de gosson conventional weapons and arme< forces.

However, we view with similar concern the tendency to consider conventional

disarmament i n the wong context and fromthe wong perspective. Thatis why |
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consider it important to recall that the study on conventional disarmanent,
prepared by a Goup of Experts appointed by the Secretary-CGeneral under resolution
36/97 A of the General Assenmbly, and issued last ‘ear, states inter alia:

"Progress towards conventional disarmanent cannot proceed very far in the
absenceof substantial progress in nuclear disarmament. Conventional
disarmament.in isolation would perpetuate existing asymetries in thesecurity
of st-tes in favour of those States which possess nucl ear weapons or ot her
weapons of mass destruction. In certain area8 rimitations and reductions in
conventional weapons and armed force8 without acconpanying reductions ot
elimnation of nuclear capabi'ities in the regi on woul d | eave
non-nucl ear-weapon State8 at « disadvantage. The conventional disarnmanent
Process shoul d not jeopardize the security of anyState and it shoul d be aimed

at achieving general and conplete disarmanent.” (A/39/348, para. 39)

This is in keeping with the priorities established for disarnanent
negotiati ons in the Pinal Document Of the Tenth Special Session of the Ceneral
Adsemblv, which was adcpted by consensus by the Assenbly at its first special
session devoted to disarmanent and fornmally reaffirmed at its twelfth speci 1l
session. Those priorities are the following: nuclear weaponsj; ot her weapoas of
mass destruction, including chenical weapon:s conventional weapons, including any
whi ch may be deened to be excessively injurious or to have indiscrimnate effects;
and reductions of armed forces.

The item on conventional disarmameat iS unjustly and incorrectly taken out of
the context of general and conplete disarmament and discussed from the standpoint
of expenditure on conventional weapons by developing countries. we rust not | ose
sight of the fact that byfar the highest percentage of mlitary expenditure on

conventional weapons and armed forces world-wide is by those States with the
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biggest mlitary arsenals and other nilitarily inportant States. We must never
forget t hat the cessation of the arms race is closely related to the strengthening
of international security, nutual confidence between States and thewillingness of
States to settle their disputes by peaceful means. The study onconventional

di sarmanment, to which | have already referred, also states:

"The interference of thoee States with the largest mlitary arsenals can

greatly deepen local conflicts and plunge regions into protracted turmoil. In

regi ons which may be regarded as strategically or cconomically senuitive, such
turmoil car be a source of considerable threat to international security.’

(paras

That is why the adoption of disarmament measuresinthe conventional field
must be based, as affirmed in the Declaration of the swmmitneeting of the members
of the Non-Aligned Movement i N Harare,ON

“full respect for the principles of non-intervention and non-interference in

the internal affairs of other States and the peaceful settlenent of disputes

in conformty with the Charter of the United Nations”.

Strict respect for those principles is alsoat the root of disarmament efforts
at the regional level. Sinmlarly, regional disarmanent must be approached in the
right way. We agree that, far from being i nconpati bl e withwor| d-w de activ.ties,
regional initiatives that may be taken in this area Or that are al r eady under way
coul d supplenent or contribute to themif they are carried outwiththe broadest
possible objectives in view In this context, wemusttherefore recall the need to
take into accountworld-wide priorities and, onceagain, the special responsibility
of the States with the biggestnmilitary arsenals with regard to the process of the

reduction of conventional weapons.
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My country strongly supports the security and disarmament efforts of the
Contadora Group and its Support Group in the Central American situation. wWe are in
favour of turning Central Anerica into azone of peace, free of all foreign
mlitary presence. Wthout clear concepts such as these we cannot deal with an
item of particular inportance such as that of the rel ationship between di sar manent
and devel opnent.

In 1981 alone, nilitary expenditure world-wide reached $600 billion. If we
take i Nt 0 account the fact that the upward trend in the last four years is
estimated to have been 3 per cent per year in volune, the level of expenditure by
te end of the century, assum ng the same rate of growth, wll exceed the
$1.02 trillion mark. Cbviously, these nilitary expenditures are the nost inportant

source of funds available for possible transfers throughout the world to benefit

devel oping countries.

These levels of mlitary expenditures are in contrast with the nmeagre results
of thelast Devel opment Decade. The target which was set bythe I nternational
Devel opnent Strategy was thatdevel oped countries should provide 0.7 per ceat of
their gross national product as official assistance to developing countries. It is
estina. ed thatofficial devel opnent assistance |evels by devel oped countries have
since 1970 been nmai ntained at half that amount, and for the momentthere is no
indication that they will even come close to the target.

This is all part of an internatiocnal economisituation which becomes
increasingly critical, affecting mainly the developina countries, and pl aces the
political and social stability of the poor nations in serious jeopardy.

Possibilities for adopting concrete measures, after serious and constructive
consideration of these problens, still exist in spite of the fact that the Paris

international conference ontherel ati onship between disarmanent and devel opnent
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was not held 1w July 1986 asscheduled. 1t should be convened in 1907 and not be
further postponed.

The present international situation is marked byanalarmng trend in favour
of the use of force in international relations. Progress in disarmanent is
impossible in sucha climate. Conflict situations mustbe resolved exclusively by
peacef ul means and non-resort to the threat or use of force must become a basic
norm in International relations. As recognized in the |xtapa Declaration to which
| referred at the the begi nning of ny statements

“In recent times respect for international law has unfortunately reached
one ofits |owest points. The rights -€ the weakest nations are flouted with
inpunity. Treaties are violated at the whim of countries, particularly the
strongest. "

The principle of non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States, recognized today by the International Court of Justice as part of
international customary law, nust be respected, as also the right ofall countries
freely to choosethe political, economicand social system mpat in keeping with the
interests of their peoples. The principle of the peaceful settlement of di sputes
must al so be respected. Lastly, we needto respect the Charter of the United
Nations and to strengthen the mechani snms of the organization, in particular the
Security Council, and to elimnate abuses of the right of veto, so that the Counci l
mey play itsprimary role of nonitoring and keeping international peace and
security. Initiatives aimed at strengthening international security wll therefore

receive the enthusiastic support of our delegation.
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Mr. SAMUDIO (Panama) (interpretation from Spanish) s Permit mefirst to
express the sorrow of the peopl e and Government of Panama over the irreparable loss
of theleader of the Mozambican people, Presi dent Samora Machel. The death of that
illustrious African|eader is a loss not only for his own nation but for all
peopl es who, |i ke those of Mozambigue,, love freedom and peace.

Today, when we are cel ebrating United Nations Day throughout the wld, we
consider it appropriate tonmention those leader8 :*n gave their | ives for peace and
those who continue al ong the path whick thone illustrious |eaders first trod.

At the opening ofthe general debate in this Committee you, Mr. Chairnan, said
in describing the task ahead of the rirst Committee that:

"... the world is confronted with extremely difficult problenms, including

first ofall, the problem of averting the danger of nuclear war. preventing an

arms race in Quter space and ending the arms race on earth”. (A/C.1/41/PV.3,

p-_2)

We are therefore faced with an inportant task, the success of which can only
lead to anaffirmation of the supreme willingness of tha vast nmajority of the human
race for its survival and of the wisdom of their |eaders, especially theleaders of
the nucl ear Powers who shoul d give a positive response to nmankind crying outwith
one voice for the elinination once and forall ofthe danger of a nuclear holocaust.

Questions rel ating to international security and di sarmament have since the
foundati on of the United Nations | ed o many efforts and initiativea. Wiile, as
has al ready beenstated, the attention that the drafters of the Charter attached to
the role of disarmanent in attaining the objectives of the organization seens to
have beenlimited inscope, it is also true that the final overriding goal embodied
ir that instrument was that of “saving succeeding generations from the scourge of

war’. That transcendental purpose centinues to be as valid today as it «as
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41 years ago. We were pleased to Rote that the world |eaders who gathered here at
the opening of the general debate at this forty-ftrst session of the General
Assembly renewed their cormitnent to the principles and purposes of the Che.ter.
Their atatements and their commitments towards the i nternati onal community must be
reflected in the adoption of practical measures to halt and reverse the arms race
and to begin a determined wove towards general and conplete disarmanent.

We are shocked to see however, that in contradi ction with those statenents
the international situation is deteriorating nore rapidly because of the rivalry
between the major Powers and a reactivation of their policies based oh spheres of
i nfluence, which may wel | extend to all areas of the world. The planet becones
nore insecure and unstable and the risk of a nuclear hol ocaust increases, butnot
satisfied with that, they try to justify the extension of their rivalry into outer
space.

My del egati on shares thevi ew expressed by many del egations in the general
debate thatthe arms race, in all its aspects, is at variance with efforts to build
a stable and secure international environment, just as international tension, and
a lack of frank and constructive dial ogue between the nuclear-weapon States

i ncrease the danger of nuclear war.
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My delegation is alarnmed at the fact that, while large nunbers of the people
of the world are [iving in extreme poverty, the vertiginoue incre~se in the
econom c, technical and human resources squandered on nilitary activities
continues. According to the 1986 _yearbook of the Stockholm International Peace
Research institute (SIPRI}, during the first five years of this decade the world
mlitary expenditure grew by over 3 per cent, thus exceeding the expenditure for
the last five years of the previous decade.

According to the same source, the countries that are nenbers of the two mjor
mlitary alliances account for 75 per cent of the total world mlitary
expenditure. Therefore, those countries, particularly the two Powers that head
those alliances, bear the main responsibility to reverse that trend through halting
the arnms race, putting confidence-building neasures into effect and concluding
agreenents on the linmtation and gradual reduction of arnmed forces =zud armanents,
nuclear as well as conventional.

My delegation again expresses its firm support for actions and initiatives to
reverse these trends and facilitate the reaching of bilateral and multilateral
disarmament agreenments, in the context oi aprocess of general and conplete
disarmament under strict international control.

Por that reason, last year we welconmed the agreenent reached in Ceneva on
8 January 1985 between the Governnent of the United States and the Government of
the Soviet Union to start negotiations on various questions relating to space and
nucl ear weapons, strategic as well as internediate-range and to find interrelated
solutions to all these questions. W were also pleased to note thzt the purpose of
those negotiations was to prepare effective agreenments to prevent an arns race in
space and to halt it on earth, and that their final aim was the conplete
elimnation of nuclear weapons everywhere. But We nmust note with concern that our

hopes for rapid and effective agreements remain unful filled.
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the recent neeting at Reykjavik between Presi dent Reaganand General-Secretary
Cor bachev- which is still being carefully acaeeaed - demonstrated once againthat
miatrust between the Powers can hamper the concrete possibility of reaching
specific arms reduction agreements - because Of the Fear, justifiedor unjustified,
of possible future violations of such agreenents.

we are, however, encouraged by the continued efforts tobringthe diverging
positions Of the two countriesCl 0Ser togetherand byt he fact that lea*ingfigures
of the two Guver nments have expressed their commitment tO maintaining the
agreements in principle reached atReykjavik.

My del egation believes that the fact that bilateral negotiations are held by
the r-Powers does notnmake it any less urgent to pursue mil tilateral
disarmanent efforts. In that connection, we firnly support all. initiatives to
strengthen the role of the nited Nations systemin the sphere of disarmanent, in
particular byinproving the functioning of the pisarmament Commission, hy
recognizing the role of the Conference on D sarmanent as a negotiating body, and by
mak ingt he wor kof the Fir at Committee nore effective. In that connection, my
del egation shares the view that while the mainresponsibility for preventing war,
in particular nuclear war, and for halting the arns race nmust he shoul dered by he
nuclear-weapon States, it is noless true thatthe security interests of all the
peoples of the world are involved inthat process, and those interests nust
thtrefore be taken duly into account.

My country repeats itS oconviction that the final goal net by the international
community continues to be general and canplete di sarmanent under strict and
effective international ocontrol; that in set forth in the Final mpcument agreed

upon at the first special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmament.
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ntil that goal is attained, the immediat» purpose of our wecrkon di sarmanent and
international security mustbetO gua:antee the survival of nankind and el iminate
t he danger of war, especially nuclear war, to ensurethat war ceases to be used s
a means 0 settl ing disputes, and to rule outthe use or the threat of the use of
force in interna tiona irela tions. Very little progress has been made W th in the
United Natious systemtowards the fulfilment of t hose goals.

The pDisarmement Commiss‘on, as We see fromits report hardly med forward on
its agenda itens; indeed we can say that. - .xcept for the “Draft guidelines on
appropriate types of confidence-building neasures and for their implementation™ at
the international or regional levels - noprogress was made this year.

We have heard a sinilar assessment from authoritative participants in the
Conference on Di sarmanent, which continuee to make only minimal progress inits
wock, despite many appeal s by the General Assenbly.

I ny delegation’s view, wemustw thout further delay engage in consultations
and constructive deliberations on the sitnation cutaining in tho Di sarmanent
Commission. |t mustbegiven a clear and specific nandate that wiil enable it to
do all the work it was established t0 oo.

With regard to the Conference on pisarmament, we once again appeai to its
member Sta tee, inparticular the nucl ear Powersand the mili tar ily aigni ficant
Stces, t0 show the wisdomtO recognize the seriousness of the situation
confronting the world today and to demonstrate the necessary flexibilit and
political will to begin pronptly negotiations on the whol e range of guestions
assigned to it.

The halting of all a:tivities related to the reeting, production and
deploymert Of nucl ear weapons is an extrenely urgent measure that would promote a

rapid start of negotiations that couldlead to broad agreement onthe comlete
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prot .on of nuclear-weapon tests. A measure Of that kind would be a concrete
indicat. £ the political will of the nuclear Powers to halt the modernization of
tieir nuci-ar arsenals and to begin a process of reduction and balanced and
verifiable disarmament that would culminate in general and complete disarmament.

We enthus iastically eupport the initiative of the six Heads of state or
Goverrmen: of li:jentina, Greece, |ndia, MeXico, Sweden and the United Republic of
Tenzania aeaigned tomake a val uable contribution to the reaching of agreenents
~mong the nuclear-weapon States, and we firnly adhere to the ™Mexico Declaration®
it wed on 7 August 1986 as wel|l as the proposals contained in the “Docunent on
verification neasures’ adopted on that occasion.

Panana regrets that, despite significant rvocress in the preparation of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Digar amament and Development,
the Conference could notbe held this year as scheduledj that certainly was
contrary to the wishes € an overwhelming majority of Mem States. M delegation
hopes that the First Committee will give due consideration t~ this unusual
situation regarding che holding of the Conference and will adopt firm measures to
easurethat the Conference Will beheld in 1997, in conformty with the
recommenda tion Of the Preparatory Committee.

The establ i shment of zones 0Of peace and co-operation iS motherinitiative
that deservs careful oonsideration by the Committee. My country, a member of the
A hoc Committee on the 1.dian Ccean, follows that Committee's workwi th particul ar
interest. and is fully aware oi the difficulties owaectad With *ra establicment Of
such zcn8.6. Nevertheless, we believe that inpetus wilt begivento the efforts to
Prepare for the United Nations Conference on the Indian Oceanif nmore “Yexible

positions are awpted k-y the Powers that have interests in that regicm
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Panau, a member Of the Myvenent of Non-Aligned Countrfea, baaesits foreign
policy in the ophers of international securityand disarmament on the purposes and
principlea enshrined in the united Nations Charter and on the fundanental
principles cont ai ned i n the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Aaserbly devoted to disarmement. 1t is part of nmy country’'s tradition to
attach importance to the observanceof the principle of refraining fromthe threat
or use Of force against t.e sovereignty, territorial integrity and political
i ndependence of any State , am well asthbpr inciples of the inviolability of

international borders and the peaceful settlement of di sSputes.
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The international conduct of ny country is conaistent W th this position.
Togetherwi t h ot her countries of the region, we are jeoining i N the peace-making
effort NOW W del y known as the Contadora process, and We shall continue {0 pursue
Such efforts with all our m ght, overcoming whatever pressures may be brought to
bear.

W have joined in both international and regional efforts t{ O strengthen
international security, pronote confidence and encouragetheprocess of disarmament.

Intheregional context,w-e sharewith other countries in the region positions
of principle concerning the serious situationwhich threatens us with a conflict of
unf or eseeabl econseauences. Ast he Ministers forPoreign Affairs of the Contadora
Goup and its Support Goup stated in the Declaration entitled, *Peace Is Still
Possible in Central America®, issued i N Wew York on 1 October this year:

“the crisis im Central Americaisi ncreasingly serious, and t he risk of
war greater, <Those who believe in a military sol ution are ignorant of the
true nature of the problem. we wish to give a warning as to what is at

stake: the extension Of the conflict, the sharpening Of confrontation, and

wvar."

We havefol | owed closely the keen interest espressed by the leaders of the
main wor | d Power s in holding talks on various regional conflicts. My country hopes
that in defining their conduct with regard t 0 the Central American case, those
Powers Wi || bear i n mind bot h t he specific situations which | ead t 0 t he problems i n
the region, and t he recommendations Of Contadora and, in particul ar, the permanent
basie f Or peace i N Central America established i N { he Carabelleda message.

My country, which has no ambitions in the military Or strategic fields, which
has | ong beentraditionally peace-loving, and has welcomed in itS midst a
population Of sonet hing over 2 million people from al|l parts ofthe globe, wishes

only 10 go ON living in peace, to have it recognized that its geographical position
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® hwid he regarded as a pesceful line Of communication for the use Of all natfons
of the wor | d.

In the Treaty Concurning the Pers=nent Neutra’ity and (peration of the Panama
Canal , signed on 7 September 1977 with the United States, Panamm, as the sovereign
State over whoseterritory ne Canal 4s buile, in article 1I declares the
neutrulity of the Canal:

. . . in order that bothin time of peace and in tinme of war 4t shall remain

secure and open to peaceful transit hy the vesselas Of annations onterns of

entire eaquality, so that there will be M Aiscrimination again:t any nation or
its citizens o« subjects, concerning the conditions o charges of transit, or
for any other reason, so that the Canal, and there ore the Isthmus of Panama

shall not be the target Of repcisals inanyarmnmed conflict between Ot her

nat ions of the world®.

This system of neutrality, whichis the foundation stone of the universal and
peaceful nature of this inter-ocean waterway can, of course, only be conpleted by
the co-operation and commitment i n observing it of neighbouring countries, the nain
users of the Canal, the majornilitary Powers, and all the wuntriea of the world.

Thus, 1y delegation is grateful to these countries which have acceded to the
Protocol to Treaty Concerning the Permanent Neutrality and Qperation of the Panana
Canal for their valuahl e support, and invites all nembers of the international
community tO jOin inour efforts to ensure the effective neutrality Of this
inter-ocean waterway and to make the Panama Canal a real instrument for serving
peace and the development of world trade.

M/ delegation wishes t0 State emphatically that the temporary presence of
mlitary forcesin the area adjacent to the Canal arethere, as stated in
article Ivof theTreaty for the sole purpose of protecting and defending the Canals

*... to net the danger resulting from an arned attack ok other actions which

”

threaten the security of the Panama Canal  of ships transiting It



JSM/qv/haf A/C.1/41/PV.20
48

(Mr. Samudio, Pananm)

Therefore, any activity qoing beyond whatwan specifically agreed upon must pe
considered as a violation of the letter and spirit of the Treaty and a8 anill egal
act outside international law.

It {8 NOW commonplace t0 hear the leaders of 4. fferent wuntrieo and of all
persuasions declare publicly that a nuclear war cannot be won and must neverbe
fought. This Committee has an inescapabl e duty t» safequard present and future
generation8 against anyrepetition of the hol ocauete of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

MK. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): The purpose Of my statementis torefer again to
Article 26 of theCharter, which 8peciCically provides that the Security Council
shall deal with diearmament. |t umesthe word “shall*. Wwhen the Charter ® peakm
about the General Aaaenhly dealing Wi t h disarmament, it says "may”. It is
mandat ory for the Security Council to deal wth disarnmanent.

Therefore, resolution 40/151 A wan adopted overwhel mingly, calling On the
Security Council to conformwith the provisiona of the Charter anddeal with the
auestion of disarnmanent, whichit has never dealt with. A year has passed and
nothing has happened, and therefore | wish to raise the aueation again this year.
Article 26 remains there,and it is very inportant thetit should be complied with.

The Keaol uti on reauested the Secretary-CGeneral to report on this matter to the
General Aaaermhly. I hope that the Secretary-CGeneral has made OK will make t he
reauvested report to the General Asaenhly with regard to the aueation of the
Security Council hecoming involved withthe matter of disarmament. There are many
reasons Why it is very inportant that theSecurity Council should do thie. |f the
CGeneral Assembly adopts a resol ution on disarmament W thout unanimity - wWith even g
singl e negative vote - it can besaid that therewas no consensus. Butif the
Security Council votes to act in accordance with the Charter's requirements
reqarding disarmament, a permanent Menber which is in disagreement can veto the

proposal. A Security Council resolution ondisarmanent, which canbe vetoed, is
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thus a very different natter from a Geieral Assembly resolution, which Rust be a

oonsensus Natter.

That is the problem raised in t he resolution I proposed. | hopsthat the
Secretary-General has made ok Wil | maka areport that Wi | | strengthen the posi ti on
tht the Security Council muetdeal with disarmanent.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on thoue representatives who wish to
speak | n exerci se of the right of reply.

May | remnd Menbers that, in accordance w th GeneralAssembly
decision 34/401, the number Of irterventions in the exercise of the right of reply
for ® nydelegation atagiven meeting shoudbe linmted to two per item The first
intervention i n the exercise of ..e right of reply should be |inmted to 10 mnutes

and the second | nterventi on should he limted to 5 m nutes.
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Mr. THOMPSON (Fifi): Thatthe representative of France chose to
interpret my statement yesterday on French nuclear teating in the Pacificas a
personal challenqge is nost regrettable. The statenent of mydel egation wasin no
way personally directed and | should like to make thatauite clear. M delegation
was nerely responding to certain points which the French representative had made in
his statenent on 17 October.

The representative of France slso stated that noone woul d he permitted to
dictate to France, especially where its security intereats we concerned. My
del egation certainly would not want to give theimpression of wanting to dictate to
anyone, in the same way, as w assume that France does Nnot try to dictate to uson
what vi ews we should hol d onowr OWN security and safety interesta.

FPinally, ny del egati on welcomes Prance's willingness t0 discuss th South
Pacific nuclear-free-sane treaty. wehope that it will join cther nuclear-weapon
States and sign the protocolsto the treaty.

Mr, MAHMOUD (Iraa) (interpretation from Arabic): | ehould like to reply
to chargea made by the Zi oni st representative in this Comittee and to recall that
all the avail ahl e information makes it clearthat there is an organic link hetmen
the raci st régimes in Pretoria and Tel Aviv. This link embracesall areas O
co-operation - economic, political, wnilitary, information, and in particular in the
nuclear field. Informationis also available in documents published by the United
Nnti ona confirming t he exi stence of that co-operation. whichis ai med specifically
agai nat the Arab nation and the Arab peopl es. The charges of the Zi oni st
representative yasterday \ere designed to cover up that co-operation between the
raci st régimes. In the Pourth Committee, reference was made i N a paragraph Of a
draftresolution t 0 CcO-operati on between the Zi oni st régime and the South African
régime. With respect to that draft resolution, Whi Ch was precented by the African

Group, the repressntative of | Srael reauested a separate vote on that particul ar
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paraqraph. |f there were no such co-operation hetween the two raci st entities, I

wonder why the countries of the world would mention Israel hy nane and condemn its
co-cperation with the South African régime?

In due course, my del egation will speak on the subject of the nuclear capacity
of the South African régime and its coll aborati on with the Zionist entity in that
field. T should |ike to state here that the position of Iraa is one of principle -
namely, atotal enbargo on the South African régime ~ and no charges will serve the
purposes Of the Zionist régime.

ORGANIZATION COF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: Before adjourning the meeting, | ehoul d like to inform
menbers of the Committeethat on Tuesday, 28 October 1986, at 10.30 a.m, the First
Committee will hol d a specizl meeting in observance of Disarmament Week. | should
also like to inform membersthat on that same day the meeting of the United Nations
Pledging Conference for the Wrl d Disarmament Campaign Wi || he convened at 3 p.m.
in this conference room.

The fol | owi ng del egations are inscribed onthe |ist of speakers for Monday
morning' s meeting: Peru, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Bulgaria,

Af ghani st an, the German Democratic Republic and Romania.

The neeting rose at 12.35 p.m.




