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The meeting was called to order at 10.50 a,m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued}

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISAIUGNZN T ITEMS AND CCNTIhWATICN  OF THE GENERAL  DEBATE

Mr. SAGDEEV  (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian) : Once again the meeting in Reykjavik has given rise to the urgent

question of why the strategic defence initiative (SDI)  is, in Comrade Gorbachev's

words, Aa symbol of obstruction to the whole process of nuclear disarmament". That

is why the exchange of views now taking place in the First Committee reflects

serious concern about the danger of the arms race spreading to outer space. In the

light of the results of the Reykjavik meeting, f should like once again to adduce

the fundamental arguments which demonstrate the danger of the conception of star

wars.

First of all, consideration of this question should take into account the

indissoluble internal link between scientific and technological aspects of this

problem and the military-strategic aspects. In most cases the proponents of SDI

lay stress on the scientific and technological side in an attempt to fire the

imagination of taxpayers with the exciting prospects that might be opened up in

this area by scientific and technological progress. It is precisely for this

reason that we keep on hearing new arguments demonstrating  the need to carry out a

broad research programme leading to development and even‘large-scale testing. But

very little is said about the dangerous military-strategic consequences which would

inevitably be engendered by changing the existing strategic doctrine based on

nuclear balance m However unpleasant the existing strategic situation of nuclear

balance might be, it is a fact with which we must reckon.
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what new aspect8 could emerge as a result of an attempt to change the

strategic eauation  based  on deterrence by a gradual shift t.o the principles of

global defence? The nature of nuclear weapons haa  a levellinq effect on a whole

range4  of military, otrategical,  geographical and technological differencea  between

ths opposing canrps. In this sense  it can be rrtated  that the dynamic framework

within which it would be possible  to remain without disturbing the strategic

balance is Quite  large. Of course, the proslem is to move steadily towarda  a lower

level of nuclrar  oonfrontation, without disturbing this balance, unt we reach  the

point of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. The combination of deterrence

and the elements of strateqic  defence sharply narrow the dynamic range for the

existence of a strategic balarke.

In thia context, even the slightest nuance in the differences of a

qeopolitical  nature and technological level could be eignificant,  not to mention

the fact that insuperable barriere would have been erected in the process  of arms

control for the purpose of lowering the level of nuclear confrontation. For

example, the eetahlishmsnt of rules for the replacement of equivalents in the

procese of diearmament would becolne  virtuall!r  impossible. Indeed, how would it he

poeeible  to colnpare  differences in technology according to current principle8  of

the type of defensive arms  if botl. sides were to embrace ths  SD1  concept? T h e

levelling effect of the nuclear deter ant weapon for defensive  nystems  would he

entirely absent.

bet us Ruppone,  for exaIIIp10, that the defensive system of one side  had a

target accuracy only half! that of the system of the opposing aide. For epectaliets

in t.he field of thie technology euch  a auantitative difference would seem entirely

natural, hut what might  thie lead to, from the et.andpoint  of eetahlishing rules  of

balance? To provide eoual  certainty of hitting the target, the fire powe., , in
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order to offset its lower accur8cv , would have to be qrometrically  increased -

fourfold  in thi8  particular case. This would create insuperable  obstacles to any

attempt to aatahlish a balance.

It ia no accident that, in the many analyses of SD1 carried out even by its

proponents, even theoretical mean8 of a decisive 8hift  to a new type of 8trategic

balance have not been indicated. Rence  the aue8tion  ari8em  of 8011~  k ind  of

potential transfer of SD1 technology to l n8ure an agreed 8hift  to a balance with

element8 of defence. It 8eem8  to ate that it is hardly worth dwelling on the

querrtion of how real thi8 procedure  18 in the light of the policy of the con8tan+

ateppinq up of an embargo even on whet would  appear to be the mo8t platonic type

of technology being carried out by the United State8 Admini8tration.

But, even if the hypothetic81 etrategic  balance of a new type were ever

actually achieved, thie would certainly not mean that it would be etable;  slight

CbngeS,  fluctuations,  could disturb thi8 8tr8tegic  balance. One of the mo8t

dangerou8 varieties of ouch inatabiltty would be the competition between offensive

and defensive weapon8. It wan precisely the recognition of that fact and its

strategic 8ignificsace  that led 14 year8 ago to the conclusion of the Treaty on the

limitation of anti-ballistic missiles. Now attea@ are being made to convince ue

that the miracles of technology are changing the situationI  that moving to

defensive systems in space and laying emphasis on exotic types  of arm, such am

laser beam and accelerated  particle weapons, resolve tho issue  in favour of

defen8ive  weapons. New technological progre8s  to an eoual  degree would also lead

to the incr-asing  sophistication of offensive weapons. Furthermore, as in shown by

history, offensive types of weapon always stand to gain with every nex spiral in

the scientific and technological race.
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It is no accident that in anawt  to the dircucrsion  on the  potential

conpetition  between  dafenca  and offence a criterion  wa#  formulated which has become

know as the  first Nits*, which recluites  economic effectiveness of the defence

stratqy  in comparison rith  tha expanses  of a potential rival in building up

of fensivo  wapons. As estimates based  on various promires  have  shown, without oven

having recourse  to epacial  countac-masures  to combat stratqic  dafance,  the

economic l f ‘ect would & of a ratio of 20 to 1 - or even, let  us say, 10 to 1 - in

favour of offensive weapons.

If the strategic instability that I have mentioned is not conceptually new,

the  appearance of defensive wapons in space opens II?  yet one  more eXtre!IIOlY

dangerous form of instshility. I would call it “space-q rca”.
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Lot UI imagine a hypothotioal situation. T h o r .  are  t w o  8yRWll~tKfCal  8pOC’

d@fOnco mhiold8,  oath  o f  whiah 880080~.  a t’iro  pOWOK  8UffioiOnt  to do8troy.  when

the time oan~8,  1,WO launohod  halli8tic  mi88ilo8.  Now 18t u0 88k  if 8uch  a

dofon8ivo  8y8t.om, a8 a kind of by-product, po8808008  th8 capacity ruddonly to make

Uno Of it8 fiK0  pOWor  to dO8tKOy, to put out of operation,  or to make 8 broach in,

th4 8paco  dofen8ivo  l ChOlOn8 of it8 OppO8ito  numbor. If 80, what proport  ion OF tho

aaunition  would bs 8ufficiont  to l ocompli8h that go811

Wo QOuld  do&z*  801~  v a r y  8implo  o o g o n t  8rgUmOnt8  t o  tha  8Cfeot  t h a t  8uch  a

toohnical  po8aibility  aortainly  l Xi8t8, and m would be talking about .I  much lower

yiold. Tho 80-oallod  military aombat  8tation8  of tho rtratogia  defonoo initiative

would  k moving along trajoctorio8  proviou8ly  known to tho opponent. The numbor  of

thO80  rtatiOn8  would bo oonridorably  loso than the numbor  of balli8tiO  mi88ilO8,

and it vwld bo very difficult to make thorn 80cu~o  again8t  attack. ~oKoovor,  in a

b -atOral 8y8tom  Of orbital 00mbat  8tatiOn8  it will alwuya  pO8oiblO  t0 find nUmbrr8

frosn the cppa8ito  camp which wuld be 8ituatod  at a comparatively 8hort di8tanaO.

Export  l 8timatO8 have ahown that ruch  an aation can b aarriod  out with ju8t  a

au11 porcontago of tho original weaponry. The 8ide that i8 counting On tho

fir8t-8trikO  8tratey  would  thu8  havo available  to it 8uuh a mconario,

thoOroticaJ.ly  remaining invulnerabl8  to a retaliatory 8triko  of nuclear retribution.

Paul Nitrae’  oecond  criterion proaiaoly for tho 8amo  roa8On  roauiro8

invulnarahility  for tho space  echelon8 of the rtrategic  defence  initiative am #Jne

10110  Condition  for hypothetical 8tability. So far we have not heard of any kind of

8CenariO  that prOvidO8  for the fittainment  of this invulnerability that ie at all

carwincing. Incidentally, in order to make progro88  in thi8  que8tion,  you do not

need millions of dcmonrltrationa  and teats  in outer space.
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So it is 0aSy to q me that both criteria ar6 in PKOfOUtId inteKna1  conflict.

Indeed the attewt  to make stations  invulnerable - for example by creating special

armour - wuld inevitably make them much more  expensive. Now, these varieties of

Strategic instability  .ly no meant!  exhau8t  all the inherent flaw8  of the Strategic

defence initiative. Huch  haa been said about other  cumponenta  of 'he strateg'c

triad which do not overlap with the star wara  weaponry. This would open up an

awmm  for accelerating  an arm8 race in tbome  oomponents.

The historic  leSson  DF th mting  between the General Secretary of the

Central Comnittee  of the Csmnun',et Party of the Soviet Union, Comrade Gorbachev,

and Preaident Reagan in Reykjavik ham shorn that there is a real hope of finding

political meana;  of eliminating the nuclear threat - that is, the tot@1 elimination

of nuclear weapona. In the light of that meeting it has becoma  particularly clear

that n large-acaln  strategic-defence-initiative  programm  vurt  IO- ita point

entirely even, it would appear, from the standpoint  of ita proponent

The arguments adduced here to the effect that ever) in this cane the atrat-gic

defence initiative would  still be neceaeary, and that it can provide guarantee8

against possible violations and random acts of nuclear terronirm,  are hardly likely

to convincc3 anyone. For exaraple,  X-ray laxcro  pulped frota  nuclear exploaionx would

become sinply  absurd lf there were a total renunciation of nuclear ballistic

missiles. F'uKthermore, this type of strategic-detmce-ini dative  weapon is in

profound conflict with the principle of the total elimination of strategic

balriatic  missilea, and the poesihility  of such an agreerent is not challenged even

in the minims1  version of the American Interpretation. After all, X-ray lasers

have to be installed on epecial  missiles cartied  by submarines eauipped with

nuclear warheads for pumping radiation. I think no sensible person would agree to

present am a guarantee of the abp  .N  ? of ntrategic  nuclear missiles an arsenal of
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allegedly defenaivo  missiles equipped with  auct  nwlear  warheads. The t,echnical

charaoteriatlcr  of these missiles for  X-ray lasers, as we co.9  tree from the

diacusaion, would in term6 of its  propulsion subetantlally  exceed  the

characteristics of strategic misniles. And who would guarantee that the

l dc. fensive. missiles would not be u8ed  to carry out an initial nuclear strike?

The Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Rallistic Mirailes  has played and wi!.l

continue to play an important role throughout the process of limiting the offensive

arms  Tate. In circumstances of! the discumsed  unprecedented reduction of stockpiles

of nuclear weapons and means of delivery, the nature1 oueetion  ariaan  of ~t:s

further consnl’dation and the  limitation of research to lahoratoriee and latooratory

tenting, along with the obligation for 10  years not to make use of the right to

withdraw trom the Treaty. To ~8  this seems very important. This would make the

Treaty the keyatone of ensuring stability in the process of nuclear disarmament.

At the name  time the level of research and laboratory testing would make it

possible to ensure natural scientific ad  technological progress. There le  a

peacefui  alternative to the appearance of  the arms race in outer space: research

and exploration of outer space in the interests of all mankind. American science

and technology have made distinguished  advances in this field, incluc:ing

international space co-operation, so I should  like to express the hop that

Eric In  strategic t.hinking  will live up to the technological genius of the

American people.
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Mr. LAW  (Austria) : The statement  I am about t.0  make will he  devoted in

the first instance to the Austrian position on chemical weapons and  to a persona?

account of the Second Review Conference on the biological  weapon6  Convention. In

the second port of rn:r  statement I shall, on behale  of ita co-sponsors, introduce

draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.9  related to the aforesaid Conference.

The conmnitment  of Austria not to USC)  chemical weapons in as old ad thin

century. It was  in June 1.900 that my country ratified the Hague Protocol on

Asphyxiating Gases,  a commitment Austria  reconfirmed in 19371 the Geneva Protocol

of 1925, au well as  the Austrian State Treaty of 1955, strengthened and anpjlif  led

thia original obligation. Agafltst  thirr  background of a generally applicable

prohibition on the u8e  of chemical weapons the people of Austria watched with

horror the repeate’l  use of chemical weapon8 in the recent paat  and witnessed with

distreas  the ordeal of the victims of chemical warfare who were treated in Austrian

hoapi  cals  f many of them died in spite of the great care they received. T h i e

suffering, which occurred due to a clear violation of hun8anitarian  law, prolq&ed

the AtFetrian  GOVeKMlent  to support the endeavours undertaken within the framework

Of the United Nations to uphold the authority of the Geneva Protocol. Aus t r i a

participated actively in the follow up of General Assembly resolution 37/98  D by

putting an Austrian specialist  at the disposal of the Secretary-General, who

established a group of experts, to whom the colI.ection  of evidence concerning the

use  of chemical weapons wan  assigned.

The reappearance of this type of weapor of ma88  destruction must be considered

an the writing on the wall) the relative inexpensiveness  of these weapons might

well  be an element of temptation to acouire  them. But from yet .~nother  direction

pressure might arise that increases  the potential value of chemical weapons: if

the vision  of the leaders of the two super-Power8  - that al l  or almost  all.  nuclear

weapons  were to be eliminated rri&in the next 10 years - became a reality, the
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importmnco  of conventional weaponmJ  including chemical  wapon8,  right well grow-

Thim permpective  of a new and won  greator  role for ahmica  mapone  ia far from

encouraging,  in particular for countriem  like Au8CAa  which find thoneelvae  in a

region in which a major conClict  between the two military alliancom  right earily

spill over into neutral  territory.

My delegation noted in the past with interomt  various  offortr  and initiatives

aimed at the eetabliahmnt  of a chemical-weapon-free sane in C8ntral  Europe. We

tmntinur  to believe that 8uc’r  endeavour8 l hould bm taPon not in imolation  but

within a broader frmme)Ork  embracing the thinning out of conventional  weapons in

general. A8 a fir8t  step torrrdm  the ‘.3tal  elinination of chemical-weapon or 67 an

interim mea8ure  pending the entry into farce of a cMica1 weapon8 convention m

mntatarium  on the production of ruch weapon8  couM  be agrood  upon either

idiately  or at laamt  in conjunction with any mgteement  on nuclemr  forces.

@uring  the proceedings -=I the Conforanco  on Di8arnmment  in Geneva, chemical

weapon8 were again by far the mmt active  field. Sorioub  negotiatCon8, involving

actual give-and-take, made it po88ible  to advance in an effort to much  agreement

on preliminary  text8 on a nuder  of irportmnt  pcovi8ionm  of a convention on

chemical ueapsn8. We appreciate thio as a l ignifiaant mwement  forward. But much

remains to .M done and 8016  of the more  intractable quo8tion8  in the area of

verification, mcope and th monitoring mtructuro  are l till open. w8  appeal to the

Conference to redouble it8 efforts  to reach the objective of preclenting a colrplete

draft to the General Assembly at it8 next memmion.

Turning now to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developlent,

Production and Stockpiling of Bmcteriological  (Biological) and Toxin Weapon8  and on

their Destruction, ar! in particular to the Second Review  Conference  Of that
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Convention, I wi8h  to rtreoe  that I conaidored  it a particular privilege  for

Austria and for IO per8onally  to proaid.  over that meeting. For  my wuntry, which

found itself for the Cir8t  time at the helm of a disarmament conference, this

constitutes a particular challenge to engage it8elC  even more actively in

disarmament matter8. The  l ucceesful outcome of the Conference, which has already

been hail4  by severe1  delegationa , war mainly  due to the high degree of

flexibility di8played  by moat delegation8 and to the common willingnesr to re8tOre

confidence  in the reliability of the Convention, a wntidence which was slowly

eroding in tha light of a growing nuab8r  of allegation8 a8 to the no&compliance by

certatn  partie  with their obligations under the Treaty. The Confereke  wan

therefdre faced with a demanding  tack, which  went far beyond that of previous

review wnferences. It had to  strengthen an ailing treaty rdgime  without the

possibility of Dajor  surgery.

The results of the Conference, ae  thev were reflected in the Final Declaration

adopted by conaenehe,  can be l urrauiret; aa  Collcr*m.

First,  the comment6  colatinq  to article I give a new and detailed definition

of all biological agent8 and toxins covered by the Convention in order to take into

acwunt recent 8cientiCic  devalopaent8. From a legal viewpoint this definition may

be considered as  an extenrive  interpretation of the original terms.

Secv -. commenting upon article III on prohibition of transi?ere,  the

Conference atatcd  that potential recipient8 were not necessarily States, but could

also be actore  at 8ub-national  levels. ThaL  tar-orist  group8 should not have

access  to biological agents or toxin8 was frequently streaeed  in the debate at the

Conference.
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Third, referring to article IV, the Conference noted inter alia the importance

of legislation regr.rding  the physical protection of laboratories,  to prevent

unaut.horized  access to and the removal of pathogenic or toxic material.

Fourth, whereas in 1980 the final text relating to article v consisted of five

paragraphs, it now covers two pages, and includes the two main agreements arrived

at during the last hours of the Conference. The firrt  such agreement was that the

consultative meeting, already conceived in 1980, was now defined more clearly as

regards ita convening and functions1 the original scope of ar  title  V was

considerably extended and bilateral procedures were transformed into a multilateral

exercise. In addition, it was agreed to implement a sertes of measures (data

exchange related to laboratories, exchrrnge  of information on abnormal outbreaks of

infectious diseases, etc.) in order to prevent or reduce the occurrence of

ambiguities, doubts and suepicicns~ a meeting of scientific experts is suppsd  to

finalize  the modalities of this &ta and information exchange in the spring of 1987.

Fifth, reference to the USQ  of chemical weapons in recent years was made in

the comments related to article VIII by quoting the relevant report of the Security

Council and by appealing to all States parties to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 to

abide by its provisions.

Sixth, the comprehensive oxmnents  relating to article x reflect the

dissatiefaction  of many countries, in particular developing countries, with regard

to the present state of international co-operation covering the peaceful uses of

biosciencesy the Conference requested the Secretary-General to initiate a process

of discussion and examination to improve the existing institutional set up serviny

these purposes.
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seventh, the Conference finally approved prcwimicnally  the agenda for the next

review 03nferenus, to be held in 1991 at the latast. I n  thie  oontext  the

pose  ibili  ty of leqally  bindin; improvements to the Convention ie menticned,  which

could mean  altJier  the  adoption of an additional protocol  or a formal amendment to

the Convene103  itself. At that time  the Stata  prrtias  might be in a poeitim  to

draw on the “en.  ification  pr~Wiaions  laid down  in a chemical  weapons  mnvention,

tiich  according to some expectationa  could be finalired  before the end of the 19806.

Having concluded this brief and certainly inooqrlete  aamunt  of the rertultf~  of

the Seccmd  Review Conference, I ball  now turn to the aeccnd  ard  1-t part of my

s ta temen t, the intrdluction  of draft rwalution A/C.l/Il/L.9,  whi& I present  to

the First Commit.tee  on behalf of the following countrier:  Argentina, Australia,

selgiun  , Ru lgcdr  ia, the Byeloruseian  Soviet &cialist  Republic, Chile, China, Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Finland, the Germa  L’@eaDcratic  zbp~lblic,  the Wderal

Republic of armany, Rungary, the Islamic  Republic  of Iran, Japan, Kenya, New

Zealand, Norway, Poland, Spain, Sweden, the Ukrainian Soviet  Socialist Republic,

the ulion  of Soviet Socialist Rspublice, the ulitad  Kingdom  of Great BT its in and

Northern Ireland and, of courne,  Aufttria. Needlana  bo say, additional oo-eponsar  e

would be highly welooms;  they are requested kindly to advise the Secretary of the

Commit tee actor  dingly  .

This draft resolution le  mainly of a prooe&rel  nature. It takee note in  a

generai  way of the resul  te of the Conference md appea’s to thoee  States not yet

parties to  the Canven?Con  to adhtre  to it am coon  aa  possible. It then tr ice t10

foc~a  the attenti.on  of the Stat-  partie*’  an  the forthcoming expert meeting, which

will finalise the modalities  for the excshange  of’ information and data agreed to in

the Final Declata  tion. NO other  review conference hau  ever decided to hold such a

Eollau-up  meeting. In order to  OKganize  it properly one has to innervate  in a mo6t
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pragmatic mennor. Thie ie rc.?lectad  In  an informel  understanding  along the

following 1 lneo. The ad hoc meeting of 8cientific  end tochnicel experts is

considered  ee en appendix to the Review Conference, unich implies that it will meet

under the authority of  the President of  the Conference and that its costs will be

borne by the !?tat.es  partiem  in accordance with the rule8  of the Conference.

Further consultations will ba required to identify more technical matters, such  es

the exact structure  of tba  meeting. This delegation will be reedy to served  es e

focal point for these consultations.

Raving presented to tha  Pirrt  Committee the  draft tosolution  jn  the Second

Reviaw  Conference of the  parties to the biological weepona  Convention, I wish to

oxpress  the sinceto  hops that the Committee and the General Assembly  will be able

t o  adopt i t  b y  con8enru8. Au to the ad hoc meeting of experts, we expect that i.t

will  accomplinh  its tauk appropriately end thereby facilitate  the,  full

ilplementetion  of the confidence-huilding mee8urer approved by the Conference.

M r .  MASHHADI-GHASVIW CR1 (Islamic Republic ot  Iran): Since this is the

first time I have spoken, Sir, I should l’.ke  et tha  outsot  to congratulate you on

your we!l-dwrrved  election as Chairman of the First  Comnittw  and  to wish you

success in discharging your weighty responsibilities.

I also avail myaelf of this opportunity to express the deepest condolences of

the Islamic Republic of Iran to t:.o  people of Mozambique on the tragic incident in

which President Samore  ~acbel,  along with a nuder  of hia  aides, was  killed. We

still recall the warm end hospitable welcaue  accorded by Mr. nachel  to our

President during his official visit to Morembiaue  lest Pebruary.

The insane arms race poses a threat to the whole of menkind  throw”*  its

objectives of domination. It is e race pursued by the super-Powers  to  gain

military supremacy through qualitative end ouentitetive arms superiority end to
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expand their spheres of influx,  ~3. The balance of power has replaced the rd.a!  Of

law aa the fundansntal  basis  and practical meana  of safeguarding security at both

the international and the regional level. Daninaticm, vioLatim,  aqqreseion,  the

threat of and reaurse  to foro5,  oocupation  of independent coun  tr ierl  and violation

of their aovereiqnty are practised throslc@alt the world as effective means of

attaining illegitimate en&. Land, 555, earth, npace  and even outer space are

cartaminated  by counter-proActive  rivalries as well as political and military

confb  icts. Each  day the big Powere  become  increasingly dominant at the expense of

the oppr eased  na lions. International peace and encurity  are more seriously

imperilled more than evor before.

Quite apart from iU  universal dimensions, the cessation of the arm6 raoe  is

of pacanount  importance to my coc~ltry  owing to its location in a very sensitive and

strategic region. we have witnessed the increaea  in the epheree  of influence snd

tuilitary  pre5ence  of foreign rjval  forces in the region.

Bearing  in mind the significance attaached  to dlaarmasmnt,  the eighth 5uPait

Conference of non-aliqed  ooultries,  in Harare, addressed  a special appeal to the

leaderr  of the two super-Powers  in which it said, inter alia, that mankind has

nwer befocs  been so cloee  to self-annihilntion  and  that Ule  alternative is,

therefocep  not war or peace but rather life OK death, which makes the struggle for

the prwantion  of the arm5  race imperative in our time.

Unfortunately the Conferemoe an Diearmamnt  has recorded no sizeable  progress

exospt  in the chemical field, and the arms race is on an upward eprral. The

development and petr  fection  of the  weapons 0’. ma6f3  destruction tbreaten  the very

survival of our civilisatia~. A nuclear war cannot be won and mwt  neveL  be fought.

The development  of nuclear uecpnn  must be .!Hxqptd  immediately, as the first
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step, but it seems that so long  as the idea of deterrence prevails there will be no

hope for the ending of the arms raoe. Deterrence is in fact a justification for

gaining might, to be used for the expansion of sphoree  of influence. I n  this

con text, disarmament is a proceea  that Lontributes  to deoolonixation, while the

arms race is a hegamcnistic approach. We believe that reliance (II the principle of

ODnrpon  and equal sear  ity can guarantee international peace and sear  ity in the

future. In this regard, we nupport  the Mexico  Declaration of the leaders of the

five continenta  with regard to ver ificmtion  of compliance  with disarmament

agreements between the two blocs.

Another menace to international peaos and seacity  is the use of cbemic.\l

weapons. The world has been shocked by the news that this deadly weapon has been

used again and again, in flagrant violation of the Caneva  Protocol  of lU25.  As  a

result, the issue of the prevention of the prodrctiar, development, uIIe  and

stockpiling Of chemical weapons has been taken up by the Conference on D,sarmarmnt

as emphatically as the question of w olear  arse. Danpits  agreement cn those

chemical s&stances which can be turned into weapons  and their inclusion in the

conventim, the raodalitiae  and nature of the implementation of the provisions of

the  convention and the means of ver  ifiaa  Lion  of carpal  lance have not yet been agreed

upon.
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It is  true that, if the  right of verifioation  is grmted to wary  oomtry,  it

may pr wide cer  ts  in grounda  for &we. Put, at the aama  time, stiordinating that

process to the consent of the other countriee  abject  to verAficmtion  creates

Practical impedimenta tc  the implementation of the trceaty.  w Qvecnment  believes

that an international canmittee  should  make the final decision  on  the verifioation

o f  en&  case. Such a conrnj.ttee  should give top priority to the verification and

destruction of stockpiles and of the means of prwidinq cber,dal  weapons to thu38

oountriea  idantified  aa users of tiemica  weapons.

A crucial poir.t  that  has  generated I .meroue  debates and argument8 ie the

recent proposal to expend the arma  raoa  into outer spsoa. Cater  spaaa  ie the

common heritage of mankind, and all nations are entitled to it for peaceful

plrpoeee. It has  unfortunately been turned into a militar ized  zon by a few

oomtriea, rhich  hare  saturated space with military and spy  satellites. nore  than

90  per cent of todsy’~  satellites have military purposes. The notion that the

world military Pwere  hwe to squire  conutant  information in order to maintain

mutual mnfidence  in IIaet-Weat  military relations might be a justification for the

preeenw  of epy natelli  ta3, but the sphere  of action cwered by three  satellitee  is

not  confined to the two blocs. Rather, it brings all  ouuntriee  under their

intelligence reconnaissance. In this regard, we support the fornation  of an

international oatellite  monitoring agency, and the obstsclee in the way of ita

creation should be remwed. W e beliwe that the arrest of the a’108  race in outer

apace  ie  indispensable, regardless of developments on Earth. Nations atnnot  wait

fcr  the super-Powers  to reach agreement cm Earth and then  talk &out  outer space,

which will by that time have been oonpletely  and i~revwr5blj  contaminated.

Safeguarding the world system of telecanmwiications, including the sa  telli  tea and

ground stations, ie  an international obligation.
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Of particular concern ie the fact that, despite the effort@ of the great

majority of the members of the Conference on Disarmament, this year again it  wan

not poeaihle  to atart negotiations on A comprehensive nuclear test-ban. The

unilateral moratoriuti  was a positive  geal5sue. which did not receive a positive

responee  from the other aide. If it is not possible to achieve a compreheneive

agreemerlt  at present because of disagraamenta  0;7 the modalities of verification, a

mutual moratorium can provide suitabJc,  Jrounde  for the cwarnancement  of a

constructive  dialogue, while the continuation a?  tests of will exacerbate tension.

The positive evaluation of seismic method6  for the verification of nuclear t8Hx3

can probably lead to a breakthrough.

The commitment to non-first-use of  nuclear weapon8  by countries  poeseseing

them is  a positive step,  although not a very substantial one, in the disarmament

dialogue. Expansion of the same non-fira t-oee cofmnitment  to conventional  and

chemical weapons would be a further cuntrltlution,  particularly if it is  unambiguous

and c traiqhtforward.

Arother point that should receive ecmal  attention in parallel with nuclear and

chemical disarmament is the reduction of conventional forces and weapons. Although

the weapons >f mana  destruction pome  a serious threat to the security, and even the

survival, of mankind, we should also bear in mind that a large amount of the

military budgets of count;ies,  particul&tby  the third-world nations, u-e  spent on

conventional weapons. According to the list-makers,  nome  150  UarB  involving

80 countries, with 25 million caeualtlee,  have  been fought since  the Second World

War with conventional weqone  produced by the  Firat  and Second world Ware. My

delegation therefore eupporta zones free of conventional Iruper-Power  weapon@.  The

territorial waters of the non-aligned contries should  also be free from any

military bases and manoeuvres in the context of the East-West  confrontation.
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The link between diaacmmaont  and development  in a well-esttilirhed  reality.

The Islamic &public  of Iran therefore regrets the postponelpsnt  of the

Intenatiansl  Conferenoe  on  the Relationhip  between Dinarmament and Developent.

The Preparatory Committee  had carried out extensive  work and laid drwn taolid

foundations ar  rrhich  it would have baa  possible to build joint positions. The

questions involved make it inoulbent  upon un  to decide, at thie  eeaeiw,  on me

date of the International Carfecenoe  in 1987. we hope that this  tiae rr+lch a

deciaicn will be adopted without further procrastination.

Mr. Chaicmm,  my delegation is canfideht that,  rndec  your wise guidaoe,  the

Comi  ttee’s  uor  k will beer fruit in terns  of reducing tension and enhanctng

d is ac mament  .

M r . AGUILAR  (Venezuela) (interpretation from manitch): Sinoe  this is the

first time my delegation has apaken  in the Comittee, I should like to conqca tula  te

you,  MC. Chairman, and the other offiara  of the Committee, on your elections to

your posts and to wilfi  you every success  in the performance of your hpoctmt

task 8. I pledge to you our wholehearted co-operation.

Thin  annual debate on  disarmament itearr  oould  be viwed as a ritual rhetorical

exercise that adds little or nothing  nw to the oonsi&cation of those items and

the attainment of the objectives sought in this area by the UIitad Nations. There

it?,  of course, some  truth in that  analysis, and the pcolifecation of items and

draft resolutions QI  the Subject, far from clarifying carcupta  and easing  the way

to  solutions, makes it fncreaaingly  difficult to treat a field of this complexity

in an orderly and coherent faahiar. It coguices  a great deal of pstienoe  ad

discipline to be able to read and to study  the intensive and sometimes prolix

dxumentation  available and to consider the advisability of aQpting  an

ever-increasing nu*ec  of draft ceeolutions  on those  items.
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It can also be statxtd  that disarmament is a abject  for specialists md that

very l itt le can be bcouc_Srt  to the solutions of these problems by cwlntries  that do

n o t - unlike the slrper-Paxare  and otner  Powers - possess  vast ar enals of weapon5

of every type.

Nevcstheleee  - and this is the other side of the coin - the participation of

many delegations in these debates year after year reflects the legitinmte  concern

of all States at the scent progresv that has been recorded in this area of such

vital importmce  for all peoples, despite all the efforts of the Ulited rbtions  and

of numerous  institutions and personalftiee  throughout the world. All States,

large, middle-sired and small, have not arly the right but also the duty to

contribute to thie urgent tank  of halting or reversing the arms race, because, as

has 5c1  often been said, what is at stake is the very survival of mankind.
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Moreover, although it is true that mo#t  States are virtually unarmed and that

the solution of the problem therefore does not lie ln  disarmament for those who

possess no weapons or only those conventional weapons  strictly necassary  for their

security and internal and external defence, we all can and Runt  help to increase

the preesure applied by international public opinion for the adoption of hilateral

or multilateral regional or global agreements with the genuine, effective effect of

curbing the arms race and reducingR qualitatively and quantitatively, the weepone

now poseeased  by the super-Powers and by other Porous.

An asaaament  of the progress made on disarmament ia  OapeciallY  maningful now

when we are still celebrating the International year of Peece. In recent days we

have seen encouraging signs from States whtch,  because they pouee8e  nuclear

weapons, bear a great responsibility towards all mankind. Therefore, we have

welcomed the contacts between the leaders of the two muper-Powers. sunmit  metinga

between the two super-Powers have always aroused expectatlonr  concerning poraible

agreements to improve the world climate and to prcmote  tangible results in the

dlearmament field. We trust that existing opportunities to rake progress in that

area will be duly eeized  and that formulas to curb the  arm8  race will bu  found.

At present, there are poesihilities  in the negotiating process that could

hardly have existed a year or two ago. World attention continues to focue on

proposala to reduce nuclear weapons on both sides , and in particular on the idea of

a 50  per cent reduction in the number of strategic offensive  nuclear warheads.

Unfortunately, we are witnessing a continued intensification of massive programs

to improve the quality and increane  tht number of nuclear arsenala.

It would even seem that the priorities for nuclear disarmament negotiations

set out in the 1978 Final Document have been changed. If the final goal is  the
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eliminat!on  of nuclear weapons, only through the sunpension of testinq  can a limit

he placid  on the growing sophi%; ication  and cualitative  development of nuclear

weapons and hence on their spread to other onvironmtnts.

In that reqard, the initiative of the Group of Six ie  a true reflection of  a

Legitimate aspiration of mankind, whose very survival ia at stake, as has been

noted. That initiative is aimed at persuadinq  those primarily responsible for the

arms ) ce and for the vaet  resources it conswnes  of the need to engage in

neqot iat  i( d dialogue in otder  to guarantee a safer world for all.

A nuclear test-ban treaty is a decisive element in the attempt to halt the

arms race. We think therefore thst  the suspension of nb Lear-weapon teats stnn?s

high 09  the list of priorities Unfortunately, to date only one party has decided

to suoyend  such tests and unilaterally to extend its moratorium on them.

We are convinced of the importance of the problem of verification of a

moratorium. There should thus be due recognition of the attention given to that

problem by the Group of Six. We trust that the Group’s  proposal to the

super-Powers will he accepted ati that an ayreement on the subject will make  it

possible to make steady progress  towards a nuclear test-ban treaty.

As the Secretary-General has rightly pointed out , this is a political rather

than a technical problem. The document on verification measure8 issued On

7 August 19I3  at the Ixtapa, Mexico, euwnft meeting of Heads of State or Government

of the Six clearly demonstrates tb . readiness of those States tu make a concrete

contribution to achievinq  a negotiated moratorium, through measures to facilitate

verification of t:. ban 01  nuclear tests. Those wasures  -wuld  include the

establishment of tempcrnrr,  mo:ritoring  facilities  at existing test sites,

arrangements to use exiflting  stations  in the United States snd the Soviet IJnion  to

monitor their tsrritories  ouiaide  the test sites, and inspection  of large chemical

exp  108  ions.
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A8 a member of t.1~1  Conference on Disarmament,  Venezuela fee!e  that it must

refer to the most  Impwtant  item on the agenda  of that sole multilateral Iln~ted

Nations negotiating body. I refea’ t o  item 2 , “Cessation of the nuclear arms race

and nuclear diaarmanu  nt”  , whoee  inclusion on the agenda is baaed on the relevant

paragraphs of the P’lrru.1  Document  of the 1978  special eeseion.

Although it is l’rue that nuclear-weapon States bear a special reeponeibility

regarding the achiewtment of the objectives of nuclear disarmament, it is no less

trwe  that the other countries, including Venezuela, have the  duty and the right to

sound the alarm on a question  of concern to us all: our survival. Hence the

importance of recognising  the negotiating function OP the Conference on

Disarmament, in which nuclear-weapon Powers participate along with States

representing more than 75 per cent of t:w  world’e  population, which lives under the

threat of a nuclear holocaust. Negotiatione in the Conference on Diraraanent

continue to encounter grave difficultjea. The fact is that thus far the Conference

has been unable to dimcharge  it.6  principal responsibility.

Another item that should be gfvun  the same priority aF nuclear dioarmammt  ie

the arms race in outer space. We have repeatedly expressed our total opposition to

attempts to militarise outer apace, which come  would claim to be a solution to the

nuclear threat, but which would in fact only Spur  the acme  race. In the Conference

On DiBarmatMnt  Vener*tela  has made obaervrtiona  and oormnenta  on specific  questions

concerning this ewbject, and we shall not repeat thee8  here. We should, however,

like to repeat our appeal to the two euper-Powera  to show the nolitical  wil!.

necessary to make it possible to achieve  concrete ehort-term results in  this area

through agreement on an international inetrument  reiterating the basic principle

that outer apace  ie to be used for peaceful purposes only and thus preventing the

spread of the arm6  race to that environment.



1
EMS/8 A/C.l/Il/W.24

29-30

(Mr.  Aguilar,  Venotucla)

it 8eom8  that Lha  only itom under 8orious  dimu88ion  and with any real

prO8Fmzt  of agreement on a draft convention  i8  the one on chetaical mapon8. WO

8tr888  once again the urgency of agreeing on a convention on the total prohibition

Of thO8e u0apons.

In our view, Unitbd  Nation8  di8armament  8tudieo  have tulfilleC  a vary

important tumtion,  particularly a8 thoy contribute to greater public awarene88  of

th0 prOb1r8  Of th0  8tlll IC8CO 4Itd  di88CIMl@ent. In 20 of the 22 8tUdie8  carried ?ut

to date, a report  Wa8 adopted, in th8 majority of oa8*8 by COnY8n8U8. In e.aeC~

whmK0  that i8 nOt pO8oiblo,  othor  Man8 mu8t tm uwd to reflect the varying point8

of view. In any l vent, m lW8t remowe&  that 8mh 8tudiO8  help to create  an

infOrUiOd  pub.lia  opinion in a8ttor8  tif di8armament.

Tho work of tho Stoakholn  International P8ace  RO8e8rCh  IP8titUtO  (SIPRI) Over

the pa8t  20 yo&t8  rh@.m  how inport8nt  the di88emination  of coliable and opocialized

infvrmation  on di8arnuaont  and the arm8 race i8 to peoplo8 8nd to Govormmnts.  we

IINI8t  acknowlodgo  the important  work of the Institute  ovoc thO80 yoar8  and the

contrib~:t,,on  mod0  by eminent per8on8 involved in tho caun of di88rmort  and

conmctad  with SIPRI.

With mg8rd  to 8pOCi8liZatiOn  on di8armement  8ubjOat8,  it i8  ifqBort8nt 8180 to

ecknowladgo  tho rolo of tho Ullited  Nation8  program  of follow8hip8  on di8armament,

whiah  ha8 boon particularly. beneficial  to fellow8 from dovelcping  countries.
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A8  will be re  alled,  this programme, which was established following the  1978

special sennion ou  disarmament, warn  designed fundamentally, as is pointed out in

the Final Do  ument,  for the developing countries. Owing to the Organization’s

present crlsie,  the programme’s duration has been reduced. It might be a good idea

to stress the fact that it is developinq countries that encounter difficulties in

traininq  personnel in such a specialized area as disarmament and that conaeouently

they should benefit primarily from the prograzzne. In that way we could perhaps

contrihut.e  to the rationalisation  of the Organization’s expenditures.

Venezuela is a party to the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Hence, as a country

bolonqing  to a nuclear-weapon-free zone, it welcomed the signing of the Rarotonga

Treaty, which establishes a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the South Pacific. The

establishment of such zones is  an important disarmament measure that helps to

s ,?ngthen  the security of States in the region and international peace and

security in qeneral.

I should like to take this opportunity to refer to agenda item 139, ‘Zone  of

peace an.l  co-operation of the South Atlantic’, which has been included in the

agenda of this session of the General Assembly at F)raril*e request,  since,although

not assigned to this Cozzzittee, it is very closely connected with matters rela’ing

to disarmament and international mecurity. On other occasions we have expressed

our support for the principle  of creating zones cf peace in various parts of the

world as a collateral disarmsrnent  measure. This is a matter of a measure designed

to avoid an increase of military activity in the zone to pr@vent  its becoming

involved in tensions and conflicts that would breach international peace and

secur  i ty. Rearing ln  mind that peace is indivisible and sharing the idea 4 coIIIK)n

security in the nuclear era., Venezuela supports this initiative.
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Wo  regret that the International Conference  on the Rolationmhip  between

Dimarmmment  and Developrnnt  was not held am mcheduled. Uo hope thmt the

postponement of that Conference does not mean  my quemtioniwy  of this relationship

Or any change of attitude an to thm  need to deaP  4th  this muhjmct  at a high

political level.

In accordance with itm resolution 10/151  I, the General Assembly  im  to convene

the third special  session on dimarlumnt , l mtmhlimh the necessary prepar tory

comittae  and decide on the date during 1987 for the holding of the International

Conference on the Relationship bmtwon  DimarMment  and Developwnt. In view of the

interest of the international amunity  mm a whole  in thorn  meetings,  de  trust that

thou  decisions will be taken at 8 prement  memmion.

We are convinced of the irportmnt  role of the l pmcial memmionm  of the General

Ammembly,  particularly the l em8ion held in 1978, whom.  Final Doculaent  im m

framework for the treataent of the l ubjmct. With regard to the relationmhip

between dimarmnt  mnd  develmnt,  w are convinced of the beneficial effect on

the social  and mcomnic  developnent  of ml1  countries of allccating  for that purpose

the rem rcem  that would he freed by dimmrammant  from  the vmmt muntm  of money

mpnt  for military purpomem. No  one cmn doubt the trilateral relationship between

dimarmmment,  security anC:  develojaent. w e  are working for those three objectivem,

which  will make peace pomcible.

I cannot conclude without referring hrietly to the  need  to mtream?ine  NUJ

sillplify our procedures l nd working mothodm. The nluber  of item  allocated to the

Pirmt  Cmittee  hao gradually increamed and aare  than 700 remolutionm have  now been

mdopted on dimmrurnnt.  Nmwerthelemm, the proliferation of iteL+c  and remolutionm

hmm  no relmtion  to thm  cemultm  of negotiationm  on dimmraament and armm control.
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Every day we 8.0  an increaw  in the number of  itene  and roeolutim8  that are

lacking in real content. It 18 high tir to dopt memurem  to l n8ure better

pre88ntation  and organimtion  of the it8a8  to be cofl8iderd  by thi8  CcYmittM.

The  !%cretary-G8neral  included in hi8 annu81  report the following -nt  on

this  aspect:

'The United Nation8 influenc8  will he enhanced it di8CU88im8  in its various

disarmament form8 can be 80 orgeni8ed  a8 to  l iniaise duplicatim  and reduce

the numher  of re801ution8.a  (A/41/1,  p. 10)

Mr. RANN  (Germm  Democratic Republic):  Uy  delegation vould like to 8peak

today on age.da  item 65, l Relationship between di8a  event  and developrentnr  and

58, "Reduction of military budgets”.

During the general debate many reprenntative8  of State8 erphe8ined  the great

importance  that attache8 to the Internationel  Conference on the Relationship

between Di88rMlnent  and DevelopHnt. That Conferenoe  could be very helpful in

identifying in all  their a8peCt8  the inpliaatim8  of  the 8rR8  KeCe  for  the

international economic 8ituation. It could conrider  way8 and a8an8  of releasing

through disarmament ma8ure8  additionel  rewucaem  for peweful  and creative

purpoeea,  in particulc - fOC  overwming  eUOnOniC  hckbmrdne8s  in many  pert8 of the

world The Cmrman  Lhmocratic  Republic and th8 other Warsaw Treaty rab8r State8

hzlared  in the Budape8t  appal, inter l lia, that  th Cund8  released a8  a result of

reductions of armed force8  8nd  conventional l rn8ment8 ru8t  not be allocated to

other military purpo8e8  but nu8t be wed  far econoaic  and 8ocial  development.

we note  with 8atiefaction  that the Political  Declaration adopted at the eighth

eumit of non-aligned countr  iee, in Warare.  contain8 8ub8tantiv8  8tatement8  on the
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intq  rrelated ouentions  of disarmament and development and atreeaes the importance

of holding the International Conference.

As one cf the sponsors of resolution 40/155  and by filling the poet  of

Vice-Chairman in the Preparatory Cormnittee, the German Democratic Republic  ban

participated in the preparations for the Conference. The elements for a final

document put forward by socialist States are geared to the elaboration of concrete

measures. It ia regrettable that the International Conference envieaged in tbo

resolution did not take place in July-August 1986  although, in our view,

preparation8  had reached a higher level than wan  the cane  with earlier comparable

international conferences. Other delegations here have alro corrmended  the useful

war  done by the Preparatory Committee. A special word of appreciation is due to

the Chairman of the Committee,  Ambassador Dubey and to the Secretary-General of the

Conference, Under-Secretary-General Martennon, and his staff for the great personal

effort6  they have made. We share the view of many other delegations that the

International Conference should be held in 1987 and that the Piret  Committee should

take a decision  to that effect by consen8uII.

The meetion  of the reduction  of military budgets will he a major topic at the

Internat iona l  Conference . Only through such reduction can additional funds be

released for development purposes. In the aforementioned Budapest appeal, the

German Democratic Republic and the other Warsaw  Treaty State8  exprean  their firm

position  that disarmament hmamres  aust  be followed by appropriate reduction@  in

the military spending of States.

It is  common knowledge that proposal8 for the reduc  on of military

expenditures have been on the table for many years. By contrast, some States ham

kept increasing their military budget6  every year and are not willing to enter into

negctiationa  ae suggeeted  by socialist and non-aligned countriee. In the light of
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this  situ tion  it is worth recalling that in 1986 progress  was achieved  in the

Working Group of! the Uniterl  Nations Disarmament Commission which deals vith the

elaboration of principlss  that should govern the actions of States in the field of

free2ir.g  and reducing military budgets. That progress is  also the result of the

flexible approach demonstrated by the socialist States-
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That same approach was displayed by them with regard to reasonable data ,.

exchanges on military expenditures during the negotiating process, on which they

submitted draft texts. If other States would match that attitude and give up

demand8  that  data should be exchanged prior to and irrespective of substantive

negotia  tione, and that military budgets should L .* msde  canparable, it should be

possible to finalize  the set of principles very soon. That would allow us to

proceed to the next phase, that is, to begin substan+ive  negotiations (XI freezing

and  s*aeguently  reacing  military expenditurea.

W y delegation has noted with intereat  and approval  the propoeala submitted by

the Daplty  foreign Minister  of the Soviet Zion,  Conrada  Pet-ovski,  at the tenth

meeting of the Committee on 17 Octcber. In our view, his propoeals  meet practical

requirements - for example, that an international fund of aaaltance  for developing

countries be eet up under an agreement reducing military expenditures, that

disarmament agreementa  should stipulate the amount of resources released, and also

the proportim  to be allocated to assiat developing comtriee  and that negotiations

be started on  the principlea governing such transfers and G.. the establishment of

an appropriate mecharimn.

In conclusion, my delegation would like to recall the appeal contained in the

joint canmrniqud  of the meeting of Foreign Minietere  of the Warsaw Treati State0

held at Bucharest on  14 and 15 October 1986. That contnuniqd  states, inter alia,

that all colntriec and peoplea,  all p-a-loving forcee, are called upon,

“in the spirit of the lofty goals of cne Internstional Year of Peace, to unite

their efforts and to do everything so that  concrete  measures are achieved

directed to nuclear disarmament, the cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests and

the rehction  of armed forces, conventional  armaments and military

expendi tures . ”
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The German Denocracic  Republic favour the adoption by consensus of a

resolution on the rehctian  of military budgets and its speedy implementation.

which would serve the afore‘nentioned  coI1cerns.

The CBAIRMAN~ The last speaker on  the liet  is the representative J>f

Cmada,  who will make a statement in his capacity as current President of the

CUrference  on Disarmament to introduoa  the report of the Conference on Diearmanant,

and I now call upon  him.

Mr. BEESLEY  (Canada), President of the Conference on Disarmanrent: Ailm

me to join preceding speakers in extending to you, Sir, my very warm personal

congratulations on your election as Chairman of the First Committee. As  others

have so ably pointed out, the guidance you have already provided for the Camaittee

during  this session attests to the wisdom of the Gsneral  Asseat,ly  in choosing you

for this  difEicult  task.

As you have explained, I have asked to speak in my capacity as President of

the Carference  ~1 Disarmament before the Camnittee  begins consideration and action

on draft resolutions in order &I  intro&m  the annual report of the Caferenm  on

Disarmament to the General Assetily  on its 1986 session. The report of the

Ccnference  is contained  in document a/732,  issued as dowment  A/il./27. I do so in

the hope that the annual report of tt e Conference will assist the  First Cormuittee

in its deliberations on the draft resolutions sUbmitted  to it that are relevant to

the future work of the Ccnferance.

Allw  me to refer briefly to the contents of the report I am intro&cing

b&y. Metiers will find in paragraphs 7 and 10 the agenda for the 1966 session of

the Conference, as well as the pcogranrPe  of WOK  k for the fir et and seoond  parts of

the annual session. A summary of viewa  expressed in the Conference ar Disarmament

on slhstantive  qu stions  on 3t.a agenda appears under the relevant sections of the

annual  report .



Ml/l0 A/C. l/U./W.  24
3 8

(Mr. Beesley, President, Conference
cn Dii3aCmaIIIetIt!

In the case of the first three item8 Q1  the agenda, relating ta a nuclear

teat-ban, cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,  and

prevention of nuclear war, including all relatsd netters, during 1966 the

CarfOrence  continued ita  efforts to find an appropriate organizational arrangement

for dealing with  them. Although no agreement emerged cn  the establishment of

8Ibuidiary bodies under  those agends  items, much  thougn t and effort were devoted to

achiwing  such agreement. It should be noted in this connection - and this is a

matter of sow  importance - that the Conference was able to agree on the holding of

a series of inforwl meting6 cm  the substace  of agenda item 2, “Cessation of the

nuclearcarms  race and nuclear  disarmamnt,’ and that discuesions  held at those

informal private meetings are also reflected in the annual report under the section

dealing with that agenda item. This is a new developnent,  which made  -px3sible  an

in-depth consideration of the subject and ensured that all metiers  of the mi ted

Nations would be duly informed of those discussions.

Nagotis  tions on a chemical-weapons ban  are ccntinuing  at  an increasing psce.

Progress has been achieved and differences significantly  reduced. Of course, there
,

are sti l l  a nunber of important issues to be resolved, but there 1s  a momentum now

whi& should not be last. The wneulta  tions ti  be held later this year in Geneva,

ae wtll  aa  the additional work in the extended session of the Committw,  scheduled

for January 1987,  may ensure that the momentum is  maintained and should do so, as

well a8  ensuring that further areas of agreement are developd.

frgenda  item  5 was a6nsidered  mainly by an Ad Hoc Comittee,  which held an

in-depth diecussion  on a nutier  of questions relevant to the prevention of an rlfms

raot  in outer space. As d.  result of those deliberations, there was a general

reoogli tion in the Ad Hoc Committee of the impor  tmce md urgency of preventing

that arms race and a readiness to contribute to that objective. It was reuxnnended
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to the Confer~ce  that the M Hoc Ccmmittee  he re-est.ablished with an adrrluate

man&W  at the beginning of the 1987 session.

Views and positions cn the question of effective In terns timal  arc angemen ts  to

ausure  ncn-nuclear-rraapon  States against the use or threat of use of nuclear

ueapcns  ccntinued  to differ, and additional efforts are needed if the present

stalemate is to  be overcorn.

The coapstent  Ad Hoc Cocrrittee  on  Radiological Waapons  conducted  useful work

an the basis  of the  mandate entrusted to it, and  the Ccnference  should consider at

the beginning of the 1987 eessicm  the reaxmnendation  TV re-establ,ish it so that the

SubSid . ’ body my consider the ways and means of how best to proceed further , a

ar+,ject  al  which sam differences of views  remain.



WH/  11 A/C. 1/rl./Pv.  24
41

(Mr. Daoslay,  President, Conference
z Diaarmamen’.  !

During the 1986 sosaion, the  Ad Hoc Coarnittee  on the camprehensive  programme

of disarmament concentrated its work on  certain outstanding  questions relating to

the prograw,  especially those concerning disarmament measiucee. The aceaB  of

agraemnt have been enlarged, but work remain6  to be done on SOILS  questions,  alrch

a8  stages of implementation  and tins  franam. Aa  the Conference warn  expected  20

Submit  to the Genaral Assembly a complete draft of the program-a  at the present

areasion, ir  has been agreed that work on th#e  elaboration of the progranrae  should be

resumad  at the beginning of the 1937  aeonion  with a view to conp?leting  the  task of

the Conference during the first part of its annual rdession.

The Conference aleo oonaidered  during iti 1986 seanion  the expansio;l  of its

menberehip. Aa  noted in paragraph 16 of the annual report, the Socialist Group and

the Wezjtern  Group announced that their candidates for amlabership  were viet  hlam  and

Nor tray  , respectively. The  Conference has agreed to further intsnsify  ita

consul tationa  with a view to taking a positive  decision at its next annual aeetlion

on the expansion of ita mallbership  and will inform the General Aseetily at ‘ta

forty-second eesston  concerning this matter.

Before  concluding, my I emphasize  what im  sometimes regarded a8  a truisx  :

that the wc*k  of ths Conference is heavily influenced by the in’ernational

climat  ” The Conference cannot be content, however, merely to reflect that

climates  it must help lead the way by inproving  it.

It should  be racorded  that all groups  and all delegations collaborat-d  in

attempting  to ensure  that the report  I referred to is as comprehensive while none

the lees aa objective and an  free from counterproducLtve  polemicn  as we could

possibly maka it. At the sam tim,  on banic, substantive  ieeues,  there in  no

doubt that there exieta a widespread wish that the Conference had  done mole  rind  the

hope that we will do better. Yet the progress achieved in some areas, al thorrgh  not
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as great as one would desire, should not be under-estimated. If on some agenda

items the Conference has been unable to move beyond the pre-negotiating phase, the

work done up to now can prove to have been vital when conditions are ripe to move

to concrete negotiations, As the current President of the Conference on

Disarmament, I express the widespread hope that next year the Conference will be

able to concentrate more on substance. By so doing we could lay the foundation for

flltllre  agreeIUentS  WhiCh  are essential to international security, agreements which

are thus of concern not only to the mkmi;)ers  of the Conference but to the whole

membership of the United Nations. All of us here today share with the Conference

on Disarmament a heavy moral duty, not only to the Governments we represent, but to

all the peoples of the world.

As President of the Conference on Disarmament I am fully prepared to engage in

any consultations and pursue any endeavour which might advance the work of the

Conference during the coming year.

In closing, I wish to thank the members of the Conference on Disarmament for

their invariably friendly co-operation in the preparation of this report. On their

behalf, I express our thanks for the invaluable assistance throughout the year

extended by Mr. Komatina, the Secretary-General of the Conference, and his deputy,

Mr. Berasategui and all the members of the secretariat of the Conference on

Disarmament, who gave such outstanding support, advice and guidance to the

Conference, more particularly in the preparation of its report.

ORGAN IZATION OF WORK

The CRAIRMAN: I should like ta remind members of the Committee that, in

accordance with its decision, the deadline for submission of draft resolutions

under disarmament agenda items 46 to 65 and 144 will expire at 6 p.m. on Thursday,

30 October 1986,
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I should also once again like to invite the sponsors of draft resolutions to

kindly introduce them even during the current phase of our work if at all possible.

Before adjourning the meeting, I should like to inform merrbers that the

following delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for this afternoon's

meeting : the Byelorussian  SSR, Peru, the ulited  Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland, who will speak an behalf of the 12 members of the Ehropean

Eccmomic  Community (EEC), Sri Lanka, whose representative will speak in his

capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee  on the Indian Ocean, and Poland.

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m.


