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

AGENDA ITEMS 46 T0 65 AND 144 (continued}

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITEMS AND CONTINUATION 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 {8DI} is, in Comrade Gorbachev's
words, "a 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, I 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 , 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 coul d energe as a result of an attenpt to change the
strategi c eauation bamed On deterrence by a gradual shiftt.o the principles of
global  defence? The nature of nuclear weapons has a levelling effect onawhole
rangeof nmilitary, strategical, geographical and technol ogical differences between
ths opposing camps, In this sense it can be stated that the dynam c framework

within which it would be possible to remain wthout disturbing the strategic

bal ance is ayitel arge. of course, the proslem is to move steadily towards a |ower
| evel of nuclear confrontation, W thout disturbing this balance, unt we reach the
point Of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. The conbination of deterrence
and the el enents of strateqic defence sharply narrow the dynam c range for the

exi stence of a strategic balance.

In thia context, even theslightest nuance in thedifferences of a
geopolitical nature and technol ogical level could be significant, not to mention
the fact that insuperable barriere would have been erected in the process of arms
control for thepurpose of |owering the level of nuclear confrontation. For
exanpl e, the eetahlishmsnt of rules for thereplacement of equivalents in the
procese of diearmanent woul d become virtually inpossible. Indeed, how would it he
possible t 0 compare differences in technology according to current principles of
the type of defensive arms if bott. Sides were to embrace tha 8DI concept? The
levelling effect of the nuclear deter ant weapon for defensive gystems woul d be
entirely absent.

bet us suppose, for example, that the defensive system of one side had a
target accuracy only half! that of the system of the opposing aide. For specialists
in t.he field of thie technology such a auantitative difference would seem entirely
natural, hut what might thie lead to, from the standpoint of eetahlishing rulesof

bal ance?  To provi de eaqual certainty of hitting the target, the fire powe., in




BG/3 A/C.1/41/PV. 24
4

(Mr. Sagdeev, USSR

order to offset its lower accuracy woul d have to be geometrically increased -
fourfoldin this particular case. This would create insuperable obstacles to any
attenpt to aatahlish a balance.

It is no accident that, in the many analyses of §DI carried out even by its
proponents, even theoretical nmean8 of adecisive shift to anew type of strategic
bal ance have not been indicated. Heance the auestion arises of some kind of
potential transfer of 8DI technology toe n8ureanagreed shift to a bal ance with
element8 of defence. |t seemsto me that it is hardly worth dwelling onthe
question of how real this proceldurs is in the light of the policy of the constant
atepping up of an embargo even on whet would appear to be the most platonic types
of technology being carried out by the United State8 Administration.

But, even if the hypothetic8l strategic bal ance of a new type were ever
actual |y achieved, thie would certainly not meanthatit woul d be stablej slight
changes, fluctuations, could disturb this strategic balance. One of the most
dangerou8 varieties of ouch inatabiltty would be the conpetition between offensive
and defensive weapon8. It wan precisely the recognition of that fact and its
strategic significance that led 14 year8agoto the conclusion of the Treaty onthe
limtation of anti-ballistic missiles. Now attempts are being nade to convince us
thatthe mracl es of technol ogy are changi ng the situation; that noving to
def ensi ve systems in space and |aying emphasis on exotic types of arms, such am
| aser beam and accelerated particle weapons, resolve tho issue in favour of
defensive weapons. New technol ogical progress to an egual degree woul d alsol ead
to theincreasing sophistication of offensive weapons. Furthernore, as in shown by
history, offensive types of weapon always stand to gain with every new spiral in

the scientific and technological race.
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It is no accident that in answer to the die-ussion on the potential
competition between defence and offence a criterion was formulated which has become
know as the first Nitra, which reauires economic effectiveness of the defence
strategy in comparison wich the expenses of a potential rival in building up
of fensive wapons. As estimates based on various premises have shown, without oven
having recourse to special counter-measures to combat strategic defence, the
economic ® f “ect would be 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 | have mentioned is not conceptually new,
the appearance of defensive wapons in space opens un yet ora more extremely

dangerous form of instability, | would call it “space-q ce®.
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Lot umimagine a hypothotioal situation, Thor. are two symmetrical space
defence shields, each o f which esesser a fire power sufficient to destroy, when
the time comes, 1,000 lasunched ballistic missiles. Now let us ask if such a
defensive system, a8 a kind Of by-product, posmesses ths capacity ruddonly to make
une O it8 fire power to destroy, to put out of operation, or to make 8 broach in,
the space defansive ®¢ ChO 8 of it8 opposite number. |f 80, what proport ion of tho
ammunition woul d be sufficient to ® oconpli8h that goal?

We could deluce some vary Bimple ocogont arguments to thy affect that such a
technical possibilitycertainly ® Xi8t8, andwe would be talking about & much lower
yiold. Tho so-called nilitary combat stations of tho strategic defence initiative
would be moving al ong trajectories previously known to tho opponent. The number of
those stations woul d he considerably less than the number of ballistic missiles,
and it would bo very difficult to makethorn secure against attack. Moreover, in a
b .ateral system O orbital combat stations it will always possible to find numbers
from the opposite canp which would be wsituated at a comparatively short distance.
Expert ® 3timatos have shown that such an action can be carried out with just a
small porcontago of tho original weaponry. The #id® that 18 counting On tho
first-strike stratejy would thus havo available to it such a scenario,
theoretically remaining invulnerable to a retaliatory #trike of nuclear retribution.

Paul Nitze's second criterion proaiaoly for tho same reason reauiraes
invulnerability for tho space echelons of the strategic defence initiative am one
more condition for hypothetical stability, So far we have not heard of any kind of
scenario that provides for the attainment of this invulnerability that is at all
convincing, Incidentally, in order to make progress in this question, you do not

need nillions ofdemonastrations and tests in outer space.
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8o it is easy to 0O nme that both criteria arein profound internal conflict.
Indeed the atteapt to nmake stations inviulnerahle - for exanple by creating special
armour - would inevitably makethem mich moreexpensive. Now, these varieties of
Strategic instability oy no means exhaust all the inherent flaws of the Strategic
defence initiative. Much has been said about other components of 'he strateg'c
triad which do not overlap with the star ware weaponry. This would open up an
avenne for accelerating an arms race in those components.

The historic lesson of the meeting between the Ceneral Secretary of the
Central Committee ofthe Commun’at Party of the Soviet Union, Conrade Gorbachev,
and Preai dent Reagan in Reykjavi k ham shorn that there is a real hope of finding
political means of elimnating the nuclear threat = that is, the total elimnation
of nuclear weapons. In the light ofthat neeting it has becowme particularly clear
that n large-scala strategic-defence-initiative programme must lose its point
entirely even, it would appear, fromthe etandpoint of {ite proponent

The arguments adduced here to the effect that ever) in this cane the strat~gic
defence initiative would still be necessary, and that it canprovide guarantee8
agai nst possible violations and random acts of nucl ear terrouism, are hardly Ilikely
to convince anyone. For example, X-ray lasers pul ped from nucl ear expl oai onx woul d
becone simply absurd if there were a total renunciation of nuclear ballistic
missiles. Furthermore, this type of strateqic-de:nce-ini lative weapon is in
profound conflict wth the principle of the total elimnation of strategic
ballistic nissilea, and the possibility of such an agreerent is not challenged even
in the minimal version of the American Interpretation. After all, X-ray lasers
have to be installed on special nmissiles carried by subnarines eauipped with
nucl ear warheads for punping radiation. | think no sensible person would agree to

present as a guarantee of the abs ... Of strategic nuclear nissiles an arsenal of
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allegedly defensive missiles equipped with suct muclear warheads. The technical
characteristicre of these missiles for X-ray lasers, as we caa tree from the
discussion, would in terms of its propulsion substantially exceed the
characteristics of strategic missiles, And who would guarantee that the
0dcfensive® missiles would not be used to carry out an initial nuclear strike?

The Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Rallistic Missiles has played and will
continue to play an important role throughout the process of limiting the offensive
armg race. In circumstances of! the discussed unprecedented reduction of stockpiles
of nuclear weapons and means of delivery, the naturel cuestion arises of :ts
further consnl’dation and the limitation of research to lahoratoriee and labortatory
tenting, along with the obligation for 10 years not to make use of the right to
withdraw trom the Treaty. To us this seems very important. This would make the
Treaty the keystone of ensuring stability in the process of nuclear disarmament.

At the same time the level of research and laboratory testing would make it
possible to ensure natural scientific and technological progress. There is a
peacefuli 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, inclucing
international space co-operation, so | shouid like to express the hop that
Americ n strategic thinking will live up to the technological genius of the

American  people.
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Mr. LANG (Austria) : The stairement I am about to make will be devoted in
the first instance to the Austrian position on chemical weapons and to a parsona!
account of the Second Review Conference on the biological weapons Convention. In
the second port of my statement | shall, on behalf of its co-sponsors, introduce
draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9 related to the aforesaid Conference.

The commitment oOf Austria not to use chemical weapons in as old ad this
century. It was in June 1.900 that my country ratified the Hague Protocol on
Asphyxiating Gases, a commitment Austria reconfirmed in 19373 the Geneva Protocol
of 1925, au well as the Austrian State Treaty of 1955, strengthened and amplif led
thia original obligation. Agqaiust this background of a generally applicable
prohibition on the use of chemical weapons the people of Austria watched with
horror the repeatel use of chemical weapon8 in the recent past and witnessed with
distress the ordeal of the victims of chemical warfare who were treated in Austrian
hosp! calés many of them died in spite of the great care they received. Thie
suffering, which occurred due to a clear violation of humanitarian law, prompted
the Avstrian Government to support the endeavours undertaken within the framework
Of the United Nations to uphold the authority of the Geneva Protocol. Austria
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 collection of evidence concerning the
use of chemical weapons was assigned.

The reappearance of this type of weapor of maas destruction must be considered
an the writing on the wall) the relative inexpensiveness of these weapons might
well be an element of temptation to acquire them. But from yet another direction
pressure might arise that increases the potential value of chemical weapons: if
the vision of the leaders of the two super-Powers ~ that all Oor almost all nuclear

weapons were to be eliminated wi¢hin the next 10 years « became a reality, the



AMH/S A/C.1/41/PV. 24
12

(Mr. Lang, Austria)

importance of conventional weapons,including chemical weapons,right well grow.
This perspective of a new and even greater role for chemical weaponeis far from
encouraging, in particular for countries like Aust: «& which find themselves in a
regi on inwhich anmgjor conilict between the two military alliances ri ght easily
spill over into neutral territory.

My del egation noted in the past with interest various efforts and initiatives
ai ned at the establishment of a chemnical -weapon-free sone in Central Europe. We
continue to bel i eve that guch endeavour8 ® hould be taFen not in isolation but
within a broader frumevorX embracing the t hi nning out of conventional weapons in
general . A8 afirst step towards the / 5tal elimination of chenical -weapon or &2 an
interim measure pending theentryinto farce of a chemical weapon8 convention a
moratorium on the production of such weapons could be agreed upon either
imwediately or at least in conjunction with any agreement on nuclear forces.

Puring the proceedings ~* the Conferance on Disarmument i n Geneva, cheni cal
weapon8 were again by far the most activefield. 8Serious negotiatCon8, involving
act ual give-and-take, made it possible to advance in an effort to reach agreement
on preliminary text8 on a number of important provisions of a convention on
chemcal weapons. & appreciate this 9+ a ® ignifiaant movement forward.  But much
remains to e done and some of the more intractable questions in the area of
verification, scope andthe monitoring structure 0N @ till open. we appeal to the
Conference to redouble it8 efforts to reachthe objective of presenting acomplete
draft to the General Assenbly atit8 next session.

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

Producti on and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biol ogical) and Toxi n Weapons and on

their Destruction, art in particular to the Second Review Conference O that
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Convention, | wish to stress that | considered it a particular privilege for
Austria and for me personally to preside over that meeting. PFor my wuntry, which
found itself for the first time at the helm of a disarmament conference, this
constitutes a particular challenge to engage itpelf even more actively in
disarmament matters. The ® ucceesful outcome of the Conference, which has already
been hailad by several delegationa, war mainly due to the high degree of
flexibility displayed by moat delegation8 and to the common willingness to restore
confidence in the reliability of the Convention, a confidence which was slowly
eroding in tha light of a growing number of allegation8 a8 to the no&compliance by
certain parties with their obligations under the Treaty. The Conference was
therefore faced with a demanding task, which went far beyond that of previous
review conferences. It had to strengthen an ailing treaty régime without the
possibility of major surgery.

The results of the conference, as thev were reflected in the Final Declaration
adopted by consensus, can be ® urrauiret; 48 folluen.

First, the comments rejating to article | give a new and detalled definition
of all biological agent8 and toxins covered by the Convention in order to take into
acwunt recent scientific developments. From a legal viewpoint this definition may
be considered as an extensive interpretation of the original terms.

Sects . commenting upon article Ill on prohibition of transfers, the
Conference stated that potential recipient8 were not necessarily States, but could
also be actors at sub-national levels. fThat ter-orist group8 should not have

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

Conference.



AMH /5 AIC.1/41/PV. 24
14-15%

(Mr. Lang, Austria)

Third, referring to article 1V, the Conference noted inter alia the importance
of legislation reg~rding the physical protection of laboratories, to prevent
unauthorized 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 its convening and functionsl the original scope of ar ticle V was
considerably extended and bilateral procedures were transformed into a multilateral
exercise. In addition, it was agreed to implement a geries of measures (data
exchange related to laboratories, exchunge of information on abnormal outbreaks of
infectious diseases, etc.) in order to prevent or reduce the occurrence of
ambiguities, doubts and suspicions; a meeting of scientific experts is supposed to
finalize the modalities of this &ta and information exchange in the spring of 1987.

Fifth, reference to the use 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 comments relating to article x reflect the
dissatisfaction of many countries, in particular developing countries, with regard
to the present state of international co-operation covering the peaceful uses of
biosclences; the Conference requested the Secretary-General to initiate a process
of discussion and examination to improve the existing institutional set up serving

these purposes.
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seventh, the Conference finally approved provisionally the agenda for the next
review conference, to be held in 1991 at the latest. 1| n this context the
poss ibili ty of leqally bindin; improvements to the Convention is mentioned ,which
could mean either the adoption of an additional protocol or a formal amendment to
the Comwention itself. At that time the States perties might be in a position to
draw on the vet ification provisions laid down in a chemiocal weapons convention,
which according to some expectations could be finalized before the end of the 19808,

Having concluded this brief and certainly incomplete account of the results of
the Ssacond Review Conference, | ghall now turn to the second and last part of my
g ta temen t, the introduction of draft rwalution AA.1/41/L.9, which | present to
the Firgt Committee on behalf of the following countries: Argentina, Australia,
Belgiun, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chile, China, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Finland, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal
Republic of Germany, Hungary, the Islcmic Republic of Iran, Japan, Kenya, New
Zealand, Norway, Poland, Spain, Sweden, the Ukrainian soviet Socialist Republic,
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great B~ itain and
Northern Ireland and, of cowne, Austria. Needless 0 say, additional co-sponsc 8
would be highly weloomes; they are requested kindly to advise the Secietary of the
Commit tee accor dingly .

This draft resolution 1s mainly of a procedural nature. It takes note in a
generax way of the resul te of the Conference md appea's to those States not yet
parties to the Conven*ion to adh¢re to it am soon as possible. It then tr ies to
focus the attention of the sStates partie~ an the forthcoming expert meeting, which
will finalise the modalities for the exciange of’ information and data agreed to in
the Final Declara tion. NO other review conference has ever decided to hold such a

follow-up meeting. In order to organize it properly one has to innovate in a most
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pragmatic manner. Thie {s r.llected in an informal understanding along the
following 1 ines. The ad hoc meeting of gelentific end tochnicel experts is
considered ee en appendix to the Review Conference, which implies that it will meet
under the authority of the President of the Conference and that its costs will be
borne by the States parties in accordance with the rules of the Conference.

Further consultations will be required to identify more technical matters, suct es
the exact structure of the meeting. This delegation will be reedy to served es a
focal point for these consultations.

Raving presented to the Pirst Committee the draft resolution n the Second
Reviaw Conference of the parties to the biological weapons Convention, | wish to
express the sincere hOps that the Committee and the General Assembly will be able
to adopt it by consen~us. Au to the ad hoc meeting of experts, we expect that it
will accomplish its task appropriately end thereby facilitate the full
implementation of the confidence-huilding measures approved by the Conference.

Mr. MASHHADI-GHAHVEHCHI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Since this is the

first time | have spoken, Sir, | should ]1'ke et the outset to congratulate you on
your well-deserved election as Chairman of the Firat Committee 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 ti.e people of Mozambique on the tragic incident in
which President Samora Machel, along with a number of hig aides, was killed. we
still recall the warm end hospitable welcome accorded by Mr. Machel to our
President during his official visit to Mozambique lest Pebruary.

The insane arms race poses a threat to the whole of mankind throuc™ jts
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 influer sa. The balance of power has replaced the rule Of
law as the fundamental basis and practical means of safeguarding security at both
the international and the regional level. Domination, vicolation, aggression, the
threat of and reocourse to force, oocupation of independent coun tr iess and violation
of their aovereignty are practised througuont the world as effective means of
attaining illegitimate ends. Land, 555 earth, space and even outer space are
contaminated by counter-productive rivalries as well a8 political and military
confi icts. Bach day the big Powers become increasingly dominant at the expense of

the oppr essed na lions. International peace and security are more seriously

imperilled more than evor before.

Quite apart from {ts universal dimensions, the cessation of the arm6 race is
of paramount importance to my couwntry owing to its location in a very sensitive and
strategic region. we have witnessed the increase in the spheres of influence snd
nilitary presence of foreign rjval forces in the region.

Bear ing in mind the significance attached to dlsarmament, the eighth summit
Conference of non-aligned countries, in Harare, addcessed a special appeal to the
leaders of the two super—Powers in which it said, inter alia, that mankind has
nwer befcre been SO close to self-anmnihiiation and that the alternative is,
thexefore. not war or peace but rather life ok death, which makes the struggle for
the prevention of the arms race imperative in our time.

Unfortunately the Conference an Disarmament has recorded no sizeable progress
except in the chemical field, and the arms race is on an upward spiral. The
development and per fection Of the weapons o mass destruction threaten the very
survival of our civilization. A nuclear war cannot be won and mu3t nevex be fought.

The develogment Oof nuclear werpons must be stopped 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 race. Deterrence is in fact a justification for
gaining might, to be used for the expansion of spheres of influence. 1 n this

con text, disarmament is a process that contr ibutes to deoolonixation, while the
arms race is a hegamcnistic approach. We believe that reliance on the principle of
common and equal secur ity can guarantee international peace and secur ity in the
future. In this regard, we support the Maxico Declaration of the leaders of the
five continents with regard to ver ification of compl fance with disarmament
agreements between the two blocs.

Another menace to international peace and security is the use of chemical
weapons. The world has been shocked by the news that this deadly weapon has been
used again and again, in flagrant violation of the Geneva Protoocol of 1¢¥2%, As a
result, the issue of the prevention of the prodiction, development, use and
stockpiling of chemical weapons has been taken up by the Conference on D.satmament
as emphatically as the question of n- ~lear arms. Desplte agreement cn those
chemical substances which can be turned into weapons and their inclusion in the
convention, the modalities and nature of the implementation of the provisions of
the convention and the means of ver 1fica tion of compl lance have not yet been agreed

upon.
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It 18 true that, if the right of verification is qranted to every country, it
may pr wide cer ta in grounds for abuse., Put, at the same time, subordinating that
process to the consent of the other countries subject to verifioation creates
Practical impedimenta to the implementation of the treaty. My Government believes
that an international committee should make the final der~ision on the verification
of each case. Such a committee should give top priority to the verification and
destruction of stockpiles and of the means of prwiding ¢hew..al weapons to those
ocountr les identified as users of chemical weapons.

A crucial point that has generated | .merous debates and argument8 {s the
recent proposal to expend the arms race into outer spsve. Giater gpace is the
common heritage of mankind, and all nations are entitled to it for peaceful
purposes, It has unfortunately been turned into a militar ized zon by a few
countries, which have saturated space with military and spy satellites. More than
90 per cent of today's satellites have military purposes. The notion that the
world military Powers hwe to aoguire constant information in order to maintain
mutual confidence in East-West military relations might be a justification for the
presence Of epy satelll tes, but the aphere of action cwered by those satellites is
not confined to the two blocs. Rather, it brings sll countries under their
intelligence reconnaissance. In this regard, we support the formation of an
international satellite monitoring agency, and the obstacles in the way of its
creation should be removed. We beliwe that the arrest of the a-ms race in outer
gpace ig indispensable, regardless of developments on Barth. Nations cannot wait
for the spuper-Powers to reach agreement cm Earth and then talk about outer space,
which will by that time have been completely and irrever aibly contaminated.
Safeguarding the world system of telecommunications, including the satelli tea and

ground stations, is an international obligation.
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Of particular concern is the fact that, despite the efforts of the great
majority of the members of the Conference on Disarmament, this year again it was
not possible to start negotiations on a comprehensive nuclear test-ban. The
unilateral moratoriuim was a positive gestuve., which did not receive a positive
response from the other aide. 1If it is not possible to achieve a comprehensive
agreement at present because of disagreaments on the modalities of verification, a
mutual moratorium can provide suitablo yrounds for the commencement of a
constructive dialogue, while the continuation of tests of will exacerbate tension.
The positive evaluation of seismic methods for the verification of nuclear tests
can probably lead to a breakthrough.

The commitment to non-first-use «f nuclear weapons by countries possessing
them {8 a positive step, although not a very gubstantial one, in the disarmament
dialogue. Expansion of the same non-first-use commitment to conven~ional and
chemical weapons would be a further contribution, particularly if it 18 unambiguous
and ¢ traightforward.

Arother point that should receive ecaal attention in parallel with nuclear and
chemical disarmament is the reduction of conventional forces and weapons. Although
the weapons >f mass destruction pose 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 countries, particulurly the third-world nations, «-e spent on
conventional  weapons. According to the list-makars, some 150 wara involving
80 countries, with 25 million casualties, have been fought since the Second World
War with conventional wespons produced by the Pirat and Second world Ware. My
delegation therefore eupporta zones free of conventional super-Power weapons. The
territorial waters of the non-aligned contries ahculd also be free from any

military bases and manoeuvres in the context of the Rast-West confrontation.
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The link between disarmament and development in a well-establ ished reality.
The Islamic Republic of Iran therefore regrets the postponement of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Dinarmament and Development.
The Preparatory Committee had carried out extensive work and laid dmyn solid
foundations on which it would have been possible to build joint positions. The
questions involved make it incumbent upon us to decide, at this session, on the
date of the International Conference in 1987. we hope that this time sach a
decision will be adopted without further procrastination.

Mr. Chairman, my delegation is confident that, under your wise guidance, the
Commi ttee's wor k will beer fruit in terms of reducing tension and enhancing
dig ac mament .

Mr. AGUILAR (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): Sinoe this is the
first time my delegation has apoken in the Committee, | should like to congca tula te
you, Mr. Chairman, and the other officers of the Committee, on your elections to
your posts and to wish you every success in the performance of your important
task 8. | pledge to you our wholehearted co-operation.

This annual debate on disarmament items could be viwed as a ritual rhetorical
exercise that adds little or no.hing Nnw to the consideration of those items and
the attainment of the objectives sought in this area by the Unitad Nations. There
is, of course, some truth in that analysis, and the pcolifecation of items and
draft resolutions on the subject, far from clarifying concepts and easing the way
to solutions, makes it increasingly difficult to treat a field of this complexity
in an orderly and coherent fashion. It rejuires a great deal of patience ad
discipline to be able to read and to study the intensive and sometimes prolix
documentation available and to consider the advisability of adopting an

ever-increasing number of draft resolutions on those items.
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It can also be stated that disarmament is a subject for specialists md that
very little can be brought to the solutions of these problems by countt ies that do
not = unlike the Ssupex~-Powers and otaer Powers « poscess vVast ar enals of weapon5
of every type.

Nevertheless - and this is the other side of the coin « the participation of
many delegations in these debates year after year reflects the legitimate concern

of all States at the scent progresv that has been recorded in this area of such
vital importance for all peoples, despite all the efforts of the United Nations and
of numerous institutions and persgonalities throughout the world. All States,
large, middle-sired and small, have not only the right but also the duty to
contribute to thie urgent task of halting or reversing the arms race, because, A8

has sc often been said, what is at stake is the very survival of mankind.
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Moreover, although it is true that most States are virtually unarmed and that
the solution of the problem therefore does not lie in disarmament for those who
possess no weapons or only those conventional weapons strictly necessary for their
security and internal and external defence, we all can and must help to increase
the preesure applied by international public opinion for the adoption of bilateral
or multilateral regional or global agreements with the genuine, effective effect of
curbing the arms race and reducing, qualitatively and quantitatively, the weapons
now possessed by the super-Powers and by other Powers.

An assesement Of the progress made on disarmament is espscially meaningful now
when we are still celebrating the International year of Peace. |n recent days we
have seen encouraging signs from States which, because they possess nuclear
weapons, bear a great responsibility towards all mankind. Therefore, we have
welcomed the contacts between the leaders of the two super-Powers. Summit meetings
between the two super-Powers have always aroused expectations concerning possible
agreements to improve the world climate and to promote tangible results in the
dlearmament field. We trust that existing opportunities to make progress in that
area will be duly geized and that formulas to curb the arms race will be found.

At present, there are possibilities in the negotiating process that could
hardly have existed a year or two ago. World attention continues to focus on
proposala to reduce nuclear weapons on both sides , and in particular on the idea oOf
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 increase the number of nuclear arsenals.

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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eliminatfon of nuclear weapons, only through the sunpension Of testing can a limit
he placed on the growing sophiziication and cualitative development of nuclear
weapons and hence on their spread to other environments.

In that reqard, the initiative of the Group of Six is a true reflection of a
Legitimate aspiration of mankind, whose very survival i{a at stake, as has been
noted. That initiative is aimed at persuading those primarily responsible for the
arms 1 ce and for the vast resources it conmmes of the need to engage in
neqot jat 4« W dialogue in order 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 that the suspension of nu Lear-weapon teats stanig
high oa the list of priorities  Unfortunately, to date only one party has decided
to suspend 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 and 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 198& at the Ixtapa, Mexico, sumait meeting of Heads of State Or Government
of the Six clearly demonstrates tF . readiness of those States to make a concrete
contribution to achieving a negotiated moratorium, through measures to facilitate
verification of ¢t.. ban o~ nuclear tests. Those measures *ould include the
establishment of tempcrary monitoring facilities at existing test sites,
arrangements to use existing stations in the United States and the Soviet Union to
monitor their territories oucside the test sites, and inspection of large chemical

exp los ions.
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A8 a member of *thm Conference on Disarmament, Venezuela fee!s that it must
refer to the most important item on the agenda of that sole multilateral United
Nations negotiating tody. | refer to item 2, “Cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmams nt”® , whose inclusion on the agenda is baaed on the relevant
paragraphs of the Fi{nal pocument of the 1978 special eeseion.

Although it is i:rue that nuclear-weapon 8tates bear a special reeponeibility
regarding the achievement of the objectives of nuclear disarmament, it is no lesds
true that the other countries, including Venezuela, have the duty and the right to
sound the alarm on a queation of concern to us all: our survival. Hence the
importance of recognizing the negotiating function of the Conference on
Disarmament, in which nuclear-weapon Powers participate along with States
representing more than 75 per cent of tle world's population, which lives under the
threat of a nuclear holocaust. Negotiatione in the Conference on Disarmament
continue to encounter grave difficultiea. The fact is that thus far the Conference
has been unable to discharge its principal responaibility.

Another item that should be givun the same priority af nuclear disarmament is
the arms race in outer space. We have repeatedly expressed our total opposition to
attempts to militarise outer space, which some would claim to be a solution to the
nuclear threat, but which would in fact only spur the arms race. In the Conference
On Disarmament Venecuela has made ohservations and comments On specitic questions
concerning this sabject, and we shall not repeat these here. We should, however,
like to repeat our appeal to the two guper-Powers to show the rolitical will.
necessary to make it possible to achieve concrete ehort-term results in this area
through agreement on an international {inatrument reiterating the basic principle
that outer 8pace ia to be used for peaceful purposes only and thus preventing the

spread of the arms race to that environment.



EMS/8 A/C.1/41/PV.24
29-30

(Mr. Aguilar, Venezucrla)

it seems that the only item under serious discussion and with any real
prospect of agreenent on adraft convention is the one on chetaical weapons. We
stress once againthe urgency of agreeing on aconvention onthe total prohibition
O those weapons.

In our view, United Nations disarmament gtudies have fulfille® a vary
important funotion, particularly a8 thoy contribute to greater public awareness of
the problema O the arms race and disarmament. |n 20 ofthe 22 studies carried -~ut
to date, areport was adopted, in the majority of cases by conasensus. | n .ases
where that is not possible, other means must be used to reflect the varying points
of view. In any ® vent, we must remembe. that guch studies help to create an
informed public opinion in matters uf Adisarmament.

Tho work of tho Stockholm | nternati onal Peace Research Irstitute(SIPRI) Over
the past 20 years show.s how important the dissemination of coliable andspacialized
infurmation on Aisarmament and the arnB race is to peopl 08 and t0 Governments,we
must acknowledge the important work of the Institute over these years and the
contribntion made by eminent personsinvol ved in tho cause of disarmamel t and
connected with SIPR.

With regardto specializatjon on disarmament subjects, it is important 8180 to
acknowledge tho rol o of tho United Nations programme Of fellowships on disarmament,

which ha8 boon particularly. beneficial tofellow8 from developing countries.
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As will be re alled, this programme, which was established following the 1978
special session on disarmament, was designed fundamentally, as is pointed out in
the Final Do -ument, for the developing countries. Owing to the Organization’s
present crisis, the programme’s duration has been reduced. It might be a good idea
to stress the fact that it is developing countries that encounter difficulties in
training personnel in such a specialized area as disarmament and that conseauently
they should benefit primarily from the programme. In that way we could perhaps
contribute to the rationalization of the Organization’s expenditures.

Venezuela is a party to the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Hence, as a country
belonging 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 {8 an important disarmament measure that helps to
8 ' 'ngthen the security of States in the region and international peace and
security in general.

| should like to take this opportunity to refer to agenda item 139, *"Zone of
peace anj co-operation of the South Atlantic’, which has been included in the
agenda of this session of the General Assembly at 8razil's rgauest, since, although
not assigned to this Committee, it is very closely connected with matters rela’ing
to disarmament and international security. 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 disarmawent measure. This is a matter of a measure designed
to avoid an increase of military activity in the zone to prevent its becoming
involved in tensions and conflicts that would breach international peace and
secur ity. Rearing in mind that peace is indivisible and sharing the idea i common

security in the nuclear era. Venezuela supports this initiative.
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We regret that the International Conference On the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development was not held am scheduled, We hope thmt the
postponement of that Conference does not mean s¢ny questionirq of this relationship
a any change of attitude an to tha need to dea. #ith this subject at a high
political level.

In accordance with itm resolution 40/151 |, the General Assembly is to convene
the third speclal session on disarmament, ® mtmhlimh the necessary prepar tory
committee and decide on the date during 1987 for the holding of the International
Conference on the Relationship betwsen Disarmament and Development. In view of the
interest Of the international community mm a whole in these meetings, ~e trust that
these decisions will be taken at » present session.

We are convinced of the important role of the ® pmcial sessions 0f the General
Assembly, particularly the ® emgion held in 1978, whose Final Document is a
framework for the treatment of the ® ubjmct. With regard to the reiationship
between disarmament and development, we are convinced of the beneficial effect on
the social and economic development of all countries of allocating for that purpose
the rem rces that would he freed by disarmasent from the vmmt amounts of money
spent for military purpomem. WNo one cmn doubt the trilateral relationship between
disarmament, security and development. We are working for those three objectives,
which will make peace pomcible.

I cannot conclude without referring hrietly to the need tOo streamline ind
simplify our procedures ® nd working methoda. The number of items allocated to the
Pirst Committee hao gradually increased and more than 700 remolutionm have now been
mdopted on disarmament. Nevertheless, the proliferation of iteiw and resolutions

has no relation to the results of negotiations on dimmraament and arms control.
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Every day we see anincreasei N thenunber of {tems and resolutions thatare
lacking in real content |t is high time t 0 adopt measures to ¢ n8ure better
presentation and organization Of the items to be considered by this Committee.
The Secretary-General included in hi 8 snnual report the following cowment on
this aspect:
"The United Nation8 influence Wi ll he enhanced it discusstons in its various
di sarmanent forums canbe 80 organized a8 to @ iniaise duplication and reduce
the numher Of resolutions.” (A/€l/1, p. 10)

Mr. KAHN (German Denpcratic Republic): my delegation vould like to speak
today on agexda {tems 65, @ Relationship between dise sament and development", and
58, "Reduction of mlitary budgets”

During the general debate many representatives of States emphasized the great
importance t hat attaches to the International Conference on the Rel ati onship
bet ween pisarmament and pevslopment. That Conference could be very helpful in
identifying in all their aspects the implications of the arme race for tne
international econonic situation. |t could consider ways and means of releasing
through di sarmanent measures additional resources for peaceful and creative
purposes, in particulc * for overcoming economic backwardness i n RaNnYy pert8 of the
world The German Democratic Republic and the other Warsaw Treaty member States
declared i n the Budapest appeal, inter ® |ia, that the Zunds relcased a8 a result of
reductions of arned forces and conventional @ rm8mentd mast not be al | ocated to
other mlitary purposes but must be used far economic and social development.

we note Wi th satisfaction that the political Decl aration adopted at the eighth

summit of non-aligned countries, in Harare containd substantive statements on the
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int. rrelated auestions of disarmament and development and stresses the importance
of holding the International Conference.

As one cf the sponsors of resolution 40/155 and by filling the post of
Vice-Chairman in the Preparatory Committee, the German Democratic Republic has
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 is regrettable that the International cConference envieaged in tkg
resolution did not take place in July-August 1986 although, in our view,
preparations had reached a higher level than was the case with earlier comparable
international conferences. Other delegations here have alro cormended the useful
wor 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 Martenson, and his staff for the great personal
efforts they have made. We share the view of many other delegations that the
International Conference should be held in 1987 and that the Pirst Committee should
take a decision to that effect by consensus.

The question of the reduction of military budgets will he a major topic at the
International 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 States express their firm
position that disarmament measures must be followed by appropriate reductions in
the military spending of States.

It 18 common knowledge that proposal8 for the reduc on of military
expenditures have been on the table for many years. By contrast, some States have
kept increasing their military budgets every year and are not willing to enter into

negctiations as suggested by socialist and non-aligned countries. In the light of
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1
this situ tion it is worth recalling that in 1986 progress was uchieved in the

Working Group of! the United Nations Disarmament Commission which deals with the

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

freezirg 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
demands that data should be exchanged prior to and irrespective of substantive
negotiations, and that military budgets should i : made canparable, it should be
possible to finalize the set of principles very soon. That would allow us to
proceed to the next phase, that {g, to begin subastan*ive negotiations on freezing
and susequently reducing military expenditurea.

My delegation has noted with interest and approval the propoeala submitted by
the Deputy Poreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Comrade Petvovski, at the tenth
meeting of the Committee on 17 October, In our view, his proposals meet practical
requirements =~ for example, that an international fund of assistance for developing
countries be eet up under an agreement reducing military expenditures, that
disarmament agreements should stipulate the amount of resources released, and also
the proportion to be allocated to aggist developing countries and that negotiations
be started on the principles governing such transfers and c., the establishment of
an appropriate mechanism.

In conclusion, my delegation would like to recall the appeal contained in the
joint commun iqué of the meeting of Foreign Ministers of the Warsaw Treaty States
held at Bucharest on 14 and 15 October 1986. That communiqué states, inter alia,
that all countries and peobles, all p-a-loving forces, are called upon,

“in the spirit of the lofty goals of cne International 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 reduction of armed forces, comventional armaments and military

expenditures.”
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The German Democratic Republic favour the adoption by consensus of a
resolution on the reduction of military budgets and its speedy implementation.
which would serve the aforementioned concerns.

The CHAIRMAN: The last speaker on the 1list is the representative of
Canada, who will make a statement in his capacity as current President of the
Conference on Disarmament to introduce the report of the Conference on Disarmament,
and | now call upon him.

Mr. BEESLEY (Canada), President of the Conference on Disarmament: Allow
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 Conmittee
dur ing this session attests to the wisdom of the Gener al Assembly in choosing you
for this difficult task.

As you have explained, | have asked to speak in my capacity as President of
the Conference on Disarmament before the Committee begins consideration and action
on draft resolutions in order to introduce the annual report of the Conference on
Disarmament to the General Assembly on its 1986 session. The report of the
Conference is oontained in document (D/732, issued as document A/41/27. | do so in
the hope that the annual report of t§ e Conference will assist the First Committee
in its deliberations on the draft resolutions submitted to it that are relevant to
the future work of the Conference.

Allow me to refer briefly to the contents of the report | am introducing
today. Metiers will find in paragraphs 7 and 10 the agenda for the 1966 session of
the Conference, as well as the programme of wor k for the fir et and second parts of
the annual session. A summary of views expressed in the Conference on Disarmament
on swstantive qu stions on ;tg agenda appears under the relevant sections of the

annual report.
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In the case of the first three item8 on the agenda, relating ta a nuclear
teat-ban, cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, and
prevention of nuclear war, including all related netters, during 1966 the
Conference continued its efforts to find an appropriate organizational arrangement
for dealing with them. Although no agreement emerged an the establishment of
subasidiary bodies ynder those agenda items, much thougn t and effort were devoted to
achieving such agreement. It should be noted in this connection - and this is a
matter of some importance = that the Conference was able to agree on the holding of
a series of inforwl meetings on the substance of agenda item 2, “Cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,* and that discussions 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 develogment, which made pugsible an
in-depth consideration of the subject and ensured that all menbera of the Uni ted
Nations would be duly informed of those discussions.

Negotla tions on a chemical-weapons ban are continuing at an increasing pace.
Progress has been achieved and differences significantly reduced. Of course, there
are still a nun’ber of important issues to be resolved, but there {8 a momentum now
which should not be last. The consulta tions to be held later this year in Geneva,
a8 vell as the additional work in the extended session of the Committee, scheduled
for January 1987, may ensure that the momentum is maintained and should do so, as
well as ensuring that further areas of agreement are developed.

Menda 1tem 5 was considered mainly by an Ad Hoc Committee, which held an
in-depth discussion on a number of questions relevant to the prevention of an arms
rac: in outer space. As & result of those deliberations, there was a general
recogni 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 reocommended



RM/ 10 A/C.1/41/PV. 24
39-40

(Mr. Beesley, President, Confer ence
on Disarmament)

to the Conference that the M Hoc Committee he re-establ ished with an adequate
mandate at the beginning of the 1987 session.

Views and positions cn the question of effective In terns tional arc angemen ts to
assure non-puclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons continued to differ, and additional efforts are needed if the present
stalemate is t0 be overcome.

The competent AMd Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons conducted useful work
on the basis of the mandate entrusted to it, and the Conference should consider at
the beginning of the 1987 session the recommendation to re-establish it so that the
subsicd + body my consider the ways and means of how best to proceed further , a

subject on which some differences of yiews remain.
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During the 1986 session, the Ad Hoc Committee on the comprehensive programme
of disarmament concentrated its work on certain outstanding questions relating to
the programme, especially those concerning disarmament measures. The areas of
agraemnt have been enlaiged, but work remains to be done on sons questions, sach
as stages of implemantation and time frames. As the Conference was etpected o
submit to the Genaral Assembly & complete draft of the prograsn..e at the present
session, i¢ has been agreed that work on the eaboration of the programme should be
resumed at the beginning of the 1937 session with a view to completing the task of
the Conference during the first part of its annual wession.

The Conference also considered during its 1986 session the expansion of its
membership. Aa noted in paragraph 16 of the annual report, the Socialist Group and
the Weutern Group announced that their candidates for membership were viet Nam and
Nor way , respectively. The Conference has agreed to further intansify its
consul tations with a view to taking a positive decision at its next annual session
on the expansion of i{ts membership and will inform the General Assembly at 'ts
forty-second session concerning this matter.

Before concluding, my | emphasize what is sometimes regarded as a truisw
that the werk of ths Conference is heavily influenced by the in*ernational
climat . The Conference cannot be content, however, merely to reflect that
climate; it must help lead the way by improving it

It should be recorded that all groups and all delegations collaborat~¢ in
attempting to ensure that the report | referred to is as comprehensive while none
the lees as objective and as free from counterproduciive polemics as we could
possibly maka it. At the same time, ONn basic, substantive issues, there is no
doubt that there exieta a widespread wish that the Conference rad done mote ond the

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

itens the Conference has been unable to nove beyond the pre-negotiating phase, the
work done up to now can prove to have been vital when conditions are ripe to nove
to concrete negotiations, As the current President of the Conference on
Disarmanent, | express the wdespread hope that next year the GConference wll be
able to concentrate nmore on substance. By so doing we could lay the foundation for
future agreements which are essential to international security, agreements which
are thus of concern not only to the memobers of the Conference but to the whole
nenbership of the UWdited MNations. Al of us here today share wth the Conference
on Dsarmament a heavy noral duty, not only to the GCovernments we represent, but to
all the peoples of the world.

As President of the Conference on Disarmament | am fully prepared to engage in
any consultations and pursue any endeavour which mght advance the work of the
Gonference during the comng Vyear.

In closing, | wsh to thank the menbers of the Conference on D sarmanent for
their invariably friendly co-operation in the preparation of this report. On their
behal f, | express our thanks for the invaluable assistance throughout the year
extended by M. Komatina, the Secretary-General of the GConference, and his deputy,
M. Berasategui and all the nenbers of the secretariat of the Conference on
Disarmanent, who gave such outstanding support, advice and guidance to the
Gonference, more particularly in the preparation of its report.

RGN [ZATITON OF WRK

The CHAIRMAN: | should like %o remnd nenbers of the Conmittee that, in

accordance wth its decision, the deadline for subnmssion 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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| 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 neeting, | should like to inform members that the
following delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for this afternocon's
meeting ¢+ the Byelorussian SSR, Peru, the tnhited Kingdom of Geat Britain and
Northern Ireland, who wll speak on behalf of the 12 nenbers of the Buropean
Economic Community (EEC), Si Lanka, whose representative wll speak in his

capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hc Committee on the Indian Ccean, and Poland.

The neeting rose at 12.15 p,m.




