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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 to 65 AND 144 (continued)- -

STATEWINTS  ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITE?G  AND CONTINUATION OF THK GENERAL DEBATE

Mr. CROWRTIE  (United Kingdom) : I am speaking this afternook  on behalf

of the 12 members of the European Community to comment on two items on our agenda,

item 60 (j), “Review of the role of the United’ Nations in the field of

disarmament”, and on item 62 (m), “Review and appraisal of the implementation of

the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade”. On the former

subject . , the ‘Welve  are gratified that at the initiative of a group of African

countr ies led by Cameroon, a review is being carried out of the role of the United

Nations in the field of disarmament. The member States of the European Community

submitted their detailed views on the issues raised, as set out in document

A ‘CN.10/69/Add.l. The subject has been under consideration in the Disarmament

Zommission  for two years now, and we hope that the Commission will be allowed to

complete its work so that a report and recommendations can be submitted to the next

session of the General Assembly, and as necessary to the next special. session

devoted to disarmament.
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(Mr.  Cromartio,  United Kingdom)-

The Tvelve agree fundamentally that the United Nations muat  play a central

role in the l phare of Uiaarmament. Thia is wnaiatant with tha purpoaaa and

principleu  of the Charter, full observance  of which would definitely enhance  the

WntriI~utfon  mado  by the United Nationa.

It ahould, houevor, not be ovorlwkod  that United Nationa  bodies  have l lresdy

nudo  major w’*tributiona  to the cause  of  diearmament  and am8 wntrol.  A number of

agreementa, coma  of great importance, have beon  concluded under the auep13ea  of the

General Aasenbly and other United Nations bodies.

Xt  ia true that in recent years there have been few  MU agreement8 concluded

but in the Twelve’s virw  thfs  la not the fault of the United Nationa;  rather, this

‘ituation reflecta  a period of erosion  of internatiarral  confidence. Apert  from

avoiding actiona  vhich  are wntrary to the Charter, Member*  of the United Nations

can make a contribution to avoiding much a position  in future by atrivlng  for

greater underetanding  on the part of Member States generally of the security

wncepta and principles which guide each otherm  approachem.

Rappily,  in the part few year8 the international climate ham inproved,

neqOtiation8  of var hue  aorta have rc comnenced  or been reinaugurated, and m look

forward to the fruit8 of thla  uhether  outalde or with&n  the United Nations syatem -

for example, the chemical weapons negotiations In the Conference on Disarmament.

As I indicated at tha outset, the Twelve n lccme  periodic review8  of United

Net tona  machinery. It ha been some  years now mince this  mechinery  in the field of

diaarmamant was  laat ra-examined and restructured.

We belleve that the role of the General Aaa~mbly, in particular that of its

Firat  Committee, is eaaential  given the commitment  of the United Nation8 to peaCer

l *Lhrity end a safer world for all. It ie the main deliberative organ of the

United Nations in the field of disarmament where all States, inc;uding  those not
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(Mr.  Cromartie,  United Kingdom)

participating ditmatly  in l pecific negotiations D can nuke  their viewm  felt. Here

l lmo Itmtmm  urn bring to beat their patticulet geographical, regional, mmcutity,

mooial and econaaic  perception*.

U0wv*t,  mm my Uinimtet  of State, ?lt. Renton,  pointed out on behmlf  of  the

Twlwo in thm ganmtml  dobatm  on 14 Octobmc, theto  hms  been e ptolifetatiOn of

temolutionm  and a dmc’ine  in conmenmum. In out view, the ptocemm of deliberation

l nd tm~imw  in the ?itmt  Connittmm  would  gain mignificantly  if tewlutionm Wre

directed  to thm achievement of concrete action. The need for greater efficiency

l nd l ffmmtivmnmmm im made the more urgent  am a remult of the budgetary ctimie  which

the  United Nation8 Cmom.

The Tuelvo  consider that the bimatmmment  Commimsion  ha8  a miqnificant

conttihution ta  make am a dmlihmtative bodyr  its eximtence  permits in-depth

l xanlnation of l pmdfic immuem, which cannot he undertaken mlmewherm. In order  for

this to bm  done l ffmctivmly, it might be useful tb have periodic rotation of the

immuem undat  conmidmtation,

Thm Twlve  l ,tach groat importance to the work  of the Conference on

Dimarnmmmnt  am the pmtmanent  multilateral negotiating body. Clearly, negotiation8

run  take  place only on mubjectm  whet;  co-  ground exists. In the ptmment

aitaummtmnamm,  we bmlieve  that one  of the momt urgent prioritiem in the Confmtence

OOI  Dlmmtbm~n* im the conclusion of an agreement hanninq chemical weapons. Nm

l huuld l lw like to mee the agreed er,larqement  of the Conference take place am soon

am pommible.

TJtninq  from fotumm  of dimcusmion  and negotiation to other areas of United

aatfonm  wtivity, the  Twelve hold that the bent possible u8e  of rewutcem should  ht

rrde and unnwrmmaty  duplication avoided. The Department for Disarmament Affairs

hmm l ptimmty  co-otdinating role in this respect. W C  would wish to emphamire  at

thim poknt that w e much  appreciate the value of the work clone by thrt Department.
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(Mr. Cromattie,  United Kingdon)

we aleo  believe that rtudiem  conducted under United Nation*  auWic*a should  be

tel8ted  clearly to 8peCific  practical objxtive8.

Wo  hlieve that the First  Committee should mu 8bow  to8ttr<nt  in mf88iOnfn9

new 8tudie8, which in any c88e should be the 8ubject  of proper  COn8Ult8ti~.  The

i

Secretary-General's Advrwry  So.rrd  al8o  ha8 an irpottnnt  role to play a8 a

co-otdinating cleating-house for 8tUdiO8  of a mote independent and acadric  natuto

8nd  to avrid  overlapping with one another and with 8tudie8  cartird  Out by eXp@rt8

rppointed  by the Secretary-General. We uelccm  the initiative launched in

te8oluticn  4ll/152 K on the 8ubject  of  8tUdie8.

We believe that pragmatic meaflure8  on the line8 indicated would do ruch  to

iqxovo the UniteE  Wtiono  handling of tli8atmament  iOSws.

1 tuirn now to agenda item 62 (n). The 12  meMet  of tt@ European Corrunity

8hate  the pwpo8e1.  and objective8 of the Second Di8arruwnt  Decti2  proclaiw  by

the United  Nation8 General A88Olably in te8olution  ..5/16  of 1980. They attach the

highe8t  priority to ptogtes8 on atm8 control and di8atment, which they be1i.m  i8

l 8fWItial if the goals  of enhanced 8ecutity  at the lo~8" pO88ible  level8  Of

8tQanWlt8  and inCKOased  confidence and ttu8t  ate to be achieved. Six yOar8  after

it8 adoption the Declaration teaainr  a basi8  for act ',on  by M-tit State8.

sadly, the beginning of the Decede  was marked for a variety of ream308  by R

decteaae in international ttuet and a cotteqoiding  ir,cteaw  in au8picion,  which

naturally had tepetcus8i@n8  for arm&  cOnttO1  and di8atmament. Mote recently the

international atmosphere, and thus the proepect8  for aqteement8,  ha8 ilptoved.  In

our view, the demonstration of compliance with existing agtOennt8  aa  well  aa

greater openne88  about military matter8 will ha&c I thie  proce88.

undoubtedly the area of primary interest is the one where the two PoUet8 with

the overwhelming preponderance of nuclear weapons  as well as the leading  military
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(Mr.  Cromartie,  United Kingdom;-

capability  in space bear special  reaponaibility. The Twelve welcome the heightened

activity in thin  area in the 1st  year and have been encouraged by the mestings

between Presidan’,  Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev which have taken place.

Thouqh no agreementa have been ccncluded,  we have noted with greet in&rest  the

common ground reached between the participant8 in the recent di8curIsiOnfJ  at

Reykjavik. In this respect the Twelve rupport  the draft resolution submitted in

document A/C.1/4l/C.3.

The Twelve  alao welcome the considerable progreao  made thiu  year in the

Conference on Disarmament towards the important objective  of concluding a conplete

han on the production, stockpiling and use  of chemical weapona. Membera  of the

Twelve have played a full part in thim  process.

We were alao plea-d  by the positive outcome of the Setxmd  Review Conference

0”  the biological weapon8  Convention which took place in Geneva in September.

In the Twelve’s own ragion,  the successful  outcome of the Stockholm Conference

oil  Confidence and Becurity  Ruilding  Measures and Disarmament  in Europe wan of great

importance. The confidence and eecurity-building meaI)urea  agreed are a etep in the

eight direction toward8  rtrenqthening  and enhancing security and truet  between

States. Those membera  of the Twelve which take part in the Vienna negotiations on

mutual and balanced force redluctiona  in Central Europe maintain their determination

to continue to seek mutually acceptable solutions and have accordingly made major

efforts to move those negotiations forward.

The Twelve  have continued to play an active part in United Nationa  bodies

devoted to disarmament, including this Committee, where they have brought forward a

,nUmber Qf  re9olUtioWJj  and  also in  the Disarmament  Commianion,  whose  Chairman this

year was  a State member of the European Community.
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The Twelve have been pleased to note that the Disarmament Commission was able

to reach aqceement  on a report on the implementation of the Second Disarmament

Decade A its 1985 session, which in turn reflected resolution 40/152  L adopted by

the First Committee by consensus last year. In our view this pracmatic  and

realistic approach reflects well on the sponnors  of the remlution.
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WC. &EISAII)  (Finland) 8 Today I CJIM  ’ 8.  address some  aspects of the item

entitled ‘Naval armaments and disarmament”. This matter nas been gaining increased

attention in recent years , an can be seen from the reports before the Condttee  and

the discussions that have taken nlace  in both the General Assembly and the

blsarmament  Coam4ission  in following up the United Nations comprehensive study on

the naval arms race.

It is easy to 5how  that a significant naval arma  build-up has been going on

for some time in both quantitative and qualitative terms. This development is not

Only a matter of accumulating capabilities and thus acquiring  new options  for  the

use of naval  forces. Such forces are aPao  being deployed more intensively.

Taking my own region aa  an example, thaie  have been many reports about growing

naval activities in the North Atlantic and in other sea areas close to Northern

Europe. Those activities include patrolling at sea and large-scale naval

manoeuvr es. If these trenda  continrre the result may eventually come to look like a

semi-permanent deployment of strong ;aaval  forces in certain se2  areas. It shoul-3

be noted that submarine incidents in the Baltic Sea have caused concern, especially

in Sweden.

We all know that such phenoraana  can be interpreted differently. They can be

seen in the context of a 5earch  for security and stability on the global level. It

can be argued that the easily observable fact of the naval arms race is not a valid

starting-point for negotiating any arrangements that would deal separately with

naval matters, in spite of some remarkable historical precedents.

It is not my intention to enter into those arguments at the present time. On

the other hand I wish to argue that it is feasible to identify and Agree  on certain

types of measures affecting the  use IJf  naval forces. I have in mind particularly
I
Confidence-building measures in the naval environmunt.
I
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(Hr. Keiaalo,  Finland)-_

The  35 states that participated in the C0nferenc.e  on Confidence and StCU*

Building Mttsures  tnd  D?sarmamnt  in Europe reached an important agreement in

Stockholm last mcnth, leading to the  implementation of much more far-reaching

measures on  the European continent than were previously thought possible. As we

have heard from many apoakors  here in tho Cornittee,  this result has been widely

regarded as an ilqportant  achievomnt  in the broad field of arms regulation. We

hope that tho Conforonca  will deal with the mstter  of maritime confidence and

security-building measures when it resuII1)u  its work.

Hsre  at the  United  Naticms  the  Disarmament  Commission has begun  its

deliberations rolating to the study on the naval arma  race but the Commission has

not yet been ah’.e  to come up with any specific recommendations.

Confidence-building meauuros  concerning sea areas and naval operations have played

a prominent part in its work Until now. We note that gui.do-lines  for such neaeuree

have  been  regardod as a priority i t e m , on which a conacnsus  should emerge  or be

well in sight before ocher  aspects of naval arms regulation can be tackled.

Ea~litr this month,  in a public  speech , the  President of Finland drew

attention to the importance  of naval confidence-building measures. Ha had in mind

Particularly  measure8 that would be applicable to sea areas adjacent to northern

Europe. Intensified naval activities in those artat I have already mentioned have

8ontetinu8 beon  regarded as evidence  of growing tension even  in northern Europe

itself. In our viow such a conclusion does not necessarily follow, but Finland and

the other Nordic countrite can certainly be expected to take a strong interest  in

developments affecting  their naval environment.

1 may  mention in thie  connection that the idea of confirming the well

eetabliahed  and traditional nuclear-weapon-free status of northern Europe thraugh a

Zonal  treaty arrangomnt  hau  been  mre and more  prominently studied and discutstd

in the Noru~c  countries. We would regard the establishment of a Nordic
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(Mr.  Keisalo,  Finland)

nuclear-weapon-free xone  atl having a strong confidence-bullding  dinenaion,  and one

c.~uld  eaaily envisage related oxtenaion  meaauree  concerning the Baltic Sea or even

other adjacent rreu areas being arrived at in agreenant with the rep  wtive

nuclear-weapon StattA  that are active on the higt,  m&s.

mny  other possible  confidence-building measures, applicable also  to the

writers  eurrounding  northern Europe have been referred to both in the documenta

before UEI  and in previous statements  in this Coaittee. The measures could deal

with pre-notification or  Ilava  exercises, with  the multilateraliaation of existing

bilateral arrangements regarding incidents on and over  the high seaaD  with

restrainta on deployments, naval patrols and exercitica,  including axphibioua

exercises, and aany  other qucstioncl  which, t ken together, could result in

disengagement measure8  and becow  the basis for a whole new code of conduct

Legarding  the use of naval. forcea.

We believe that. tura  is one of the areas where co-r security interesta can

be identified and where it should therefore be poesible  to work out Rutually

satisfactory arranqements  on a voluntary basle  for the benefit of all.

The delegation of Finland will be ready to co-operate with other delegations

both  in  the General Assembly and later in the Diearmament  Commission in order to

advance in such a direction.

Mr. PeNAZKA  (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian); The

Czec~~oslovak  delegation wishes  to expound in more detail its views on the question

of the prevention of an arms race in outer apace,  an item which, without any  loubt,

is  one of the main topics  of our debate and indeed of political diecourse in

general ln  the world.

We hqve  already  touched on a number of important and topical military and

political aspects  of this problem, in summing  up our aseeeement of the resu1t.u  of

the Ueykjavik  meeting and those of the Conference on Disarmanmnt. In the preeent
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(Mr.  Penaxka,  Csechoslovakia)

etatearsnt  we intend to l nphamixe the urgent need for a solution  au regards the

practical ectivity of Staten  in epace  and the need to ntrengthen  the traaty basis

for that activity.

I wieh  to pint out that guaranteeing a peaceful statue for apace  is, an we

see  it, a practical taok which ham a direct bearing on our national security and

the developent of TIC  l oonomies. We are fu-  Ay aware of the threat emanating from

the implementaiion  of the program for the development  and  daploywnt of

space-atr ike weapod. We believe that the nilitariz  tion  of space will lead to the

emergence of a qualitatively new military and strategic situation characterized by

a particularly high level of instability end uncertainty. Prograwc  for the

development of space  armamamenta  are already the principal obstacle to the

limitation and elimination of nuclear weapms  and even to a nuclear test ban.
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(Mr. Penazka, Czechoslo,Jakis)-_-lll_

One discerns in the thinkinq  behind the 8trategic  dafonce  initiative (SD11  a

policy of adopting nuclear apace waponm l ymtmas which involve8 the rapid

improvement  of l xinting systems of nuclear  wapon8  and their combination with

~psce-baaed  weapons. This i8 fully confirmed by the development and ongoing

inplemntation of the 8DI progranm. The argument that SD1  could make nuclei3r

wapon8  oh8olete  i8 thum revaaled  to be wholly'meaningless. This theory is refuted

by practice. We are won  1088 perouaded  by arqwnte to the effect that so-called

strategic  dofence  ir necessary  as a kind of barrier  or guarrlntees  in the case of

deception  by the othor  8ido in the prccem8  of the inplomentation  of agreed  cuts in

and the elimination of 8trategic  nuclear weapons. Without any doubt such

guarantee8 can be provided by 8trict  and effective verification measuren, including

all the procedure8 nece8mary  to 88tabli8h  complete  confidence in their

reliability. And it is well known that there are no ob8tacles  to agreenLWt on  such

verification. The d8ngerou8  and de8tabilising  nature of SD1 is revealed mor,t

clearly by the conseouencem  its i@omentation  would have in respect of existing

treaties de8iqned  to curb the arm8 race.

We have alreedy  pointed out that the 1972 Soviet-united States Treaty on the

Limitatiou  of Anti-Ralli8tic  Mismile  Systom8, no matter how freely interpreted,

doe8 not allow the development and to8ting  of ouch  weapons  in space. When the

implementation  of SD1 reache8  the testing  atage other important international

aqreOwnts  will immediately be called into oue8tion  - one of them beinq the 1965

partial test-ban Treaty banning nuclear-ueaprn  tests in the atmosphere, in space

and under watar.

It is admittedly very difficult to draw the line between conventional nuclear

testing in space and the testing of hiqh-capacity nuclear-powred  laser devices.

The aqreaments which are thus threatened include the crucial 1967 Treaty on
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Pr inciples  Goverlning the Activities  o f  States  in  Outer Space. which inposes  on

States parties the obl igat ion not to  p lace  in orbit  ar ~x~nd  the Earth any specc

devices with nuclear weapons or any other types of weapons ol’  mass destruction on

board, and not to deploy such weapons in outer apace  by any other means.

s!.nce  t-he  apace weapons envisaged have a Ir-*+ly  nuclear  hasie  and possesa

imnanac?  destructive power which can at any time he turned against purely

terrastrlal  targets,  it  is  o~ioun  that  ouch weapons  can proper ly  be inc luded in

the category  of weapons of mane destruction. Nor can one overlook certain

statements wade  by the United States this year in connection with the SALT I and

SALT II  Treaties. Thus a c lear  p icture  is  emerging of  the disruptive conecauencee

of  SDI for  exist ing disarmament treaties  and their  future prospects . I f ,  i n  aplte

of the ef forts  and c lear ly  expressed wi l l  o f  the oltc:rwhelminq  major i ty  o f  Statee,

i t  proves inpossible to  prevent  an arms race in space,  this  wi l l  d irect ly  or

indirectly undermine al l  substantive results  in the f ie ld  of  arm6  l imitat ion that

have been achieved in the past, and wi l l  erect  obstacles  which wi l l  b e  very

di f f icu l t  to  overcome for  future  agreements .

That 1s  why we emphasize once again the need for the llnited  Nations to

concentrate on ensuring that, at this  crucial  moment - when time f.s  running out for

action and the need for  act ion is  increasing rapidly - pract ica l  negot iat ions are

init iated to prevent an arms race in space in  a l l  ita  aspects.  Such  negot iat ions

should become the main objective of the Conference on Disarmament.

In this  way we would ‘be makinq a nubetantial contribution to the att,ainment  of

an aqreement on thin  cruc ia l  prob lem o f  our  age  in  the hi latera l  negotiationa
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between the United Statas and the Soviet Union. It is essential  that nil States,

and especially those  with a major space potential, ahould comply strictly with

existing legal reetrictions  on l pace weapone, including thomo  Lzntained  in the 1967

space Treaty and the 1972 ARM  Treaty, and that they 8hould  refrain  from taking any

meaeucee  to develop,  test and deploy weapons, including new types of weaponrr

syatelM,  in space. Furthermore, it ia eemential  to l trenqthen the political and

organiaatior.al  basis for the broadest  poaeible  international co-operation in the

prevention of an acme  race in epace  and in the peaceful exploration of apace.

Czechoslovakia, like many other countries with relatively limited rersources,

can carry out programs for the -rplorstion  of l pace only within the f ramen>rk of

broad international co-operation, that makes it  possible to combine the financial,

material, scientific and tech.Aogical  reeourcee  needed to proceed with joint

projects on a mutually advantageous ba8i8. we have accordingly been taking an

active  Iart  in the international Inter-Cosmos  program  l nd firmly  support  the

develomnt  of comprehensive  apace co-operation among all States of the world.

Although at first siqht  these auestions  did not have a direct bearing on the

work of the Cmittce, they novertheleas  illuatrata  even more clearly why the

preservation of the peaceful statue of space is very much  in the vital interest of

the entire international coannunity. Fir&  of all, the conversion of 6pace  into a

zone of military preparations and confrontation of the lsedinq  space nuclear Powerrr

could not fail to have the effect of undermining international efforts for the

peaceful exploration of space and the utilization of itm  wealth on the basis of

eoual  access  for al 1 States, eince it would materially restrict the scope for such

co-operation. l”or  example, a number of States have alreadlr  expreused  their concern

at the fact that epacc, and in particular the geostationary orbit, is  already

crammed with space  dcvicee. The total number of such devices is under 3,uuu,  and
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yst  \t  im  known  t h a t , under the United States SD1  programma alone, up  to

3,ZUO  milltacy space de  ices, deployed in meveral  tiers, are to be placed in

a p a c e . Zn o t h e r  u~rda, the number  of the apace strike wapone  uould  wceed that of

all  existing space dwicas. And of courmo  w are talking only about the initial

phase and about a single State.

It in not difficult to arrive at the conclusion  that in this  context of a

military occupation of l pace - which is  what it really anrounts  to - peaceful apace

deviceII, including internat  ional  devices , would find it very difficult to find a

place for thawselves  in *pace  orbit.
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Secondly, the projects Par  the militarization of outer  space obviously entail

ser  ioua  P tnancial consequences, not only for the States implementing such projects,

but on a broad, international level. If an arms race starts up in outer space, it

will, in an ever-widening spiral, suck up vast economic, industr ial ,  scientific  and

technological capabilities of many Statea. The first dangerous step in that

direction havt already been taken as a result of the internationalfsatior  of the

strategic defence initiative (SDI) and tht begetting of its European offshoot. It

is already evident that tht net outflow of resources to such programs can, even

by conservative estimates, be calculated in trillione of dollars, and that, even in

the initial stage  of their deployment , their cost will exceed the total of the

current indebtedness of all the developing countries togethtr. It is obvious that

such expendi  turea cannot fail to have an iqact  on the wor Id  economy and will serve

as a factor of serious destabilization in international tconomic  relations.

In fact, the anticipated profits of the transnational  corporatic,ns  and other

contractors under the strategic defence initiative will be ‘-rbined,  directly or

indirectly, at the expense of larger number of States than those actively

participating in it - by means, inttr  alia, of taking resources away from the

developing countries. Thus, the SD1  progralnac  is in clear contradiction with the

purposes of the Unit.ed  Na tione  and its atttmpts to bridge the economic gap between

developed and developing countries, as well as threatening the well-being and

economic security of States. Moreover, as a result of the diversion of the vast

sci?ntific  and technological potential of States to tht development of space

weapons there will be an inevitable reduction in the possibilities for

technolcglcal co-operation in the realm of the peaceful use of outer space and a

proportionate reduction in opportun.ties  for non-discriminatory and egual  access to

the benefits derived from the peaceful exploration of outer space.
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Thirdly, the reread  of the arm8 race into outer 8p8ce, in addition to its

SeK ioue  military, strategic and economic comeqv~nces,  will lead to a 8harp

increaae  in di8trust  and the poo8ible  outbreak of unpredictable conflict 8itUation8

with regard ti space aCtivitie8. From a practical 8tandpoint,  c;he  tank of

harmonizing concrete internationsl  programmer for the peaceful exploration Of Outer

space will be greatly oorplfcated  when it is tho;lght  that their re8ult8  could be

used by either eide to accelerate the pac8 of 8paca  programs  for military

pUKpOSeS  . Looking at thi8 objectively, w8 bel$ev,vr  that this would give a greater

impetus to $sOlat$OK)$8t tendencie8  and to even greater limitation8 being placed On

the exchange of scientific and tetx41010gical  data and the openne8s  of research.

Such information, as we all know, has an iaportant  role to play in Mintainbng  the

necessary level of tru8t.

In such circumstances,  given a high concentration of n$L$tary  8paee  platform8

In orbit, any accidents connected with euch &amd facilftie8  would be exceedingly

dangerous. Everyone will recall the conaternation  created not long ago hy  an

accident to one cf the relatively  81114211 artificial earth 8atellitew  intended for

peaceful pUKm8e9. Technical breakdowns, computer malfunction and incorrect

asseaements  of of such situation8 in control centre8 and the lika  could, in the

case of military apace plstforms, have far more rerious  con88quence8.

All this cannot be swept a8ide  by a8surances  about the peaceful purposes of

the strategic defence  initiative. Cm the contrary, it 8erve8  anly a8 further  proof

of the need to elaborate a broad program of joint Fract,cal  actions by states for

the peaceful exploration of outer rpnce. We feel that the proposal8 put forward hy

the Soviet JJnion  in this regard, including the proposed l 8tablishment of a world

space  organization, deserve the met careful con8Cderation.  We believe that the

elaboration of such a comprehensive programme  for peace in space and t!le
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implementation are indeed

peeihlc,  if an arm8 race in outer npace  can he avoided. On the other hand,

proqreaa  in that direction would aloo  help in canfidance-huilding  and be an

important factor in support of effort* to prevent the militarization of outer Apace.

The multifaceted nature of the prohlem of preventing an arms rarce  in outer

apace and its particularly urqent nature rcwuire  that all States adopt a

responsible, active and constructive appro ch in all forums inTrolved  in its

60lut  ion, and primarily at the Ilnircd  Nations. We drre  hopeful that thia year the

First Committee  wi l l  adopt deciudone coneonant with the qravity of that task,  ant)

we are prepared to participate in their preparation.

Mr. MEISZTER  (Hungary) I In my statement  to3ay  I would like to make a few

qeneral remark6 ahout  the Geneva C+ln?erence  on Disarmament and to deal at some

lenqth with the item on its agenda concerning the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The Geneva Conference on Dinarmament  is  commonly referred tv ae  the only

multilateral disarmament negot.iating  bly  within the IJnited Nation6  system. It is

alSo  rqarded  ae  such hy the Hungarian  People’e Republic, which therefore follows

its activities with particular attention>

The activities of the Conference on Disarmament are extremely labour-  and

t ime-cona2m  ing . The number of meeting8 a-  formal and informal plenary eeaeions,

ad  bc connnittee  meetings, expert meetinge,-. technical workahope  and so on - may be

put at 300  to 400 every year. I do r&t  mean that ae a complaints  1 FerelY  want t0

highliqht  the  fact because it forms  an clemen’:  of our asseeement  and hecause, in

our view, the results  achieved are far from commeneurrte with the input of energy

and time, psrticularl~ with regard to the urgency of solving the auestiona  on the

aqenda of the Conference on Diearmament. An oh-Jective  look at that output reveals

the following.
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(Hr.  Meisztct,  Hungary)-

First, during thir  year*0  session it wae  not poesihle  to carty  out negotiating

activities  in the preparation of an agreement on any of the priority eubjects  - by

which I mean aueetione  of nuclear disarmament - although the overwhelming majority

of delegations were strongly in favour of doing so.
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Secondly, on the second  priority subject, the Prevmtim of the extension Qf

the arms  race to outer space, some negotiating activity my be mid  to hawe  been

going on in the preparation of a treaty, but regrettably such activity can be

regarded as having produced no tangible effect on the real processes under way

outside the conference room. Besides, what is more discuicting,  or@  of the

participants, while engaged in the negotiations, is pursuing or introducing a

practice that is contrary to the search for an agreement for which we are striving-

Finally, in some areas, like negative assurancea , we do not see even formal

progress, while in 8ume  other fields, such as the prohibition of radiological

weapons, we can only speak of moving backward6 rather than forwards.

In expressing such a degree of dissatisfmtian  in connection  with the

Conference on Disarmament, f hasten to  preclude a mi6undarstanding. As ye look at

it, the cause of unsatisfactory activity is in no way in the structure of the

Conference on Disarmaunent  or its  working methods. We are aware that 6cm6 are

inclined to think that the reasons for the unsatisfactory activity of ths

Conference on Disarmament lies fn its structure or inadeuuate  working methods. It

has bums  rather fashionable to calls  for impmving the efficiency of tRe

~onfermce  on Disarmament in this respect, Even if I admit that them ire also ram

and heed  for such improvement , the change6 thst representatives familiar with  the

ConferenCe  on Disarmanent  are referring to, will not and cannot  lead to any radical

change in the essential activity of the Conference on Disarmament because in 0121:

opinion what lies behind the lack of results is the attitude of delegations or the

positton  of the States they represent; As long as a new approach to disarmament is

not adopted by all participattng  States, a veritable negotllating proce66 directed

to the conclusion of disarmament agreements cannot bs expected  to gain wvrsl@ntWR  in

the Conference on Disarmament.
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This brings me to the negotiation8 on Ihe  prohibition of chemical weapons, of

which I should  like to make a special pint. If we stick to the original meaning

of words, it is only in this ares where the Conference on Disarmament can be Raid

to be engaged  in an activity that can be called a negotiating process aimed at Me

8:onclueion  of an agreement. Since nothing less la  at iaeue  than a weapon that in

indisputably one of mass destruction, whose une  the world is not free from despitta

the existence of the Geneva Convention of 19215, the very fact of eerioun

negotiations going on is welcome and salutary - if it ia necessary  to use  the word

‘serious” at all, for when speaking of disarmament no negotiations are auppoeed  to

be conducted that are other than serious. It is not accidental that almost all

speakers have dealt with the negotiation6  on chemical weapons, and many of my

colleagues have been rather optimistic about their poe”.ihle  speedy success, using

such  phrases as “considerable progress”, -significant  progrees*,  -encouraging

prospecte-, “conclusion of a convention is within reach”, and so forth..

However , a closer look at the relevant part of the report of the Conference on

Diearmament and at its 1986 8eeeion  compels us  to point out that while great

interest was shown in the topic ‘- as is indicated indirectly by the fact that 11

States  not members of the Conference on Disarmament also  took an active part in the

work of the Ad hoc Committee, and indicated directly by the fact that during the- -

1966 session 42 official documents were presented by deleqatione - the working

groups nevertheless have succeeded in discussing only small p rtions  Of the

chapters assigned to them. Certain queetione  covered by the report are not based

on consensus, with various delegations expressing reservations regarding them.

Several notion8 are used  without special cla-‘fication. Even in the chapter8

discussed there are many remarks like “to be elaborated’, eignalling that the given

aspects  cannot Yet he clarified in the context of the convention as a whole.
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In the  light of the foreqoing,  I feel that Mr.  Morel, the French

representattve, has given r noteworthy ommessmant  in stat ing that :

(Fke  in French)- -

“However , my  delegation in very huch  aware of the efforts to he made and

the di f f icu l t ies  to  be ovecccme it:  order  to  achieve the reault  that we

desire. We do not agree with the optiaiom  of those who think the neqotiations

can he  concluded next year or  that the objective in within our reach.”

(co:--.  . 1e  i n  E n g l i s h )

My delegat ion is  inclined  to  t reat  with similar  caution the optimist ic

assessments of the pronahle  developn\ent of the sit  AiOn. We do not,  of  &‘lrRe,

Uuestion  the sincerity of  the aforementioned optimletic  aaacsements  or the

willinqneea  of  de legattona to  part ic ipate  in  euch a eplrit  in the future  act iv i ty

of the Conference on Disarmament. We, too, are ready to do so. At the same t tme,

my  de legat ion wants  Lo  draw  attention to its opinion that,  though the area of

common qround ban  been enlarged somewhat  durinq  the last seeaion of the Conference

on ~iearmament, ser ious divergences wi l l  have to be overcome in the future,  that a

larqe  amount of work remains to be dons and that all delegation8 will have to do

their utmost in order  to make  further progress possible . Al l  thin can be don*,  of

course, hut i t  w i l l  need  t ime, energy,  po l i t i ca l  w i l l  and,  above al l ,  a commitment.

hy  a l l  participatinq  States  not  to  pursue or  start  activitiee  that  might shatter

the foundations of a future reaty.

Tn this context, effort&  to embark on the production of a new type of chemir 11

weapon, sign  l led a!-  a  poeeihility  by one o f  :ht  Memuer Statea,  would  make any

aqreemtnt technicall,;  senatltsa,  once and for all. And I do not see  any good In

pressing for the early drafting of an agrcemen L by means of a threat to produce IT+
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new chemica l  recrpon  and incorporate  in  into the exiatinq  .yraenals. II  w e  are

per fo rce  “pla~f 109  f o r  t ime”, 1  find  i t  better  to  defer  the product ion  o f  the  new

weapon  in  tW nope  o f  reaching a treaty, however l onq  i t  wou ld  take, than to

postpone Sndefrnitely  the conc:lusJ.on  o f  a  treaty beta-de of  a premature

implement,~tior  of  a hastily  adopted decision, which I venture to day  is  not. ca l led

f o r  h y  t h e  rerl’l  eecurity  i n t e r e s t s  OF t h e  c o u n t r y  co~lcerned.

Mrs.  URTRE  de LOZANCJ  (Colombia)  (Interpretatfan  f r om Spanhh):-.-- .  ..-.  - - - - - -

Mr .  Chairman, since my delegatL>n  is speaking For  the f i rst  t ime in this  Committee

at this LWBE  Ion, I  shou!d  l ike  to  conqratulate  you on the e f fect ive  manner in which

you  have RWW  prrsidinq  over  our debates and to convey to you and the other

of f icers  o f  the  Committee  our  fu l l  conf idence  in you&  ahilitien.

A person l iv ing in the th i rd  wor ld  who hears  that bil l ions of dollar8  are

being  spent on weapons  must fee l  perplexed at  seeing that  war  i s  a prior ity and not

social.  development. He must think that devoting such enormous resource8 to

mil itary purposes, and devotiny  so many other  technical  and human resources to the

work of destruction should certainly weiqh  on the conscience of those who are aware

of the dimensions o f  the  tragic  prob lem o f  underdevclopment.

Many of  those resources  arr  spent on the conventional armn race, with the

cctnseauences  w h i c h  t h a t  entaila f o r  t h e  developirrg  muntries. The emphasis which

my dele9at  ion  wishes  t@  plrloe  on convent ional  disarmament  i~1  not  an arbitrary

choice. It .  is due to a tanqlble  and dramatic reality,  t o  the exper ience o f  many

countries  w h i c h  a r e  hleedinq  a s  a result  o f  those  w e a p o n s . Accordingly it  Pm this

auhjec.‘t  OII whi.c:h  I shall. speak today.

Colombia has  welcomed t.be  study on the various aspects of the conventional

arms  race  prepared by the Secretary-General . After many years of  discussing this

1  twn, f o r  the  f  ir-st  t ime in the  rJnited  Nations there has  been a far-ranginq
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review of the character iutica, the cauem  and the effecta  o f  tha convcntiona~  arms

race, and there ha8  heen  a  study of  pr inciples  approachen nnd measures f o r  a

Itmitation  o f  convent iona l  weapona  and for  dimarmament.

Tn o u r  v i e w , this xtudy  is an excellent  contr ibut ion,  one which could aleo

serve  the purpose  of involvinq  the countries  represented  hart: in  a c l inica l

analysis  o f  the qeneral  s ituation and in  the adopt ion of remedial  m@asurem.
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‘rhcsc  can  ba  no doubt that the a&ption of effective meamuref~  towarda

conventloraal  diaormamant  im  of vital importance in the eftortm to reduc  : the danger

of war. The etudy  reminds urn that mince 1945 more than 100 armd conflicts have

OCCllL  red  in the  world, ceuulting  in the lomr  of million6  of human lives. The

developing world hao  been 0~ utage, and of course  the victim, of almost all those

armed confl  lcta, many  of uhich  oould have expanded to create mituations  dangerous

t:o world security, Wxlay,  when WQ  read the newmpapecm  or listen  to the news it

seen18  obvious that armed conflictm  u,re  of an international nature, many  of them

either the result of foreign intervention or encouraged from outside. In then we

see alao an expression of the clammic  theory that it im  IUXC  advantageous and less

dangerous to wage a war  on aommbodv  elme’a  territory and with others aa  tha  main

protagonistn. Thus hia  is not a problem that can be consigned  to the pages of

history1  it is a tragedy that increasingly keepm  pace with the world’s political

development.. The study  goes to the heart of the matter when it says that tt\e

current conventional armor  race is  closely related to political tcn6ion  and

differences between I3amt  and Weat. It also relate* it to tenmions,  conflicts and

confrontations elsewhere in the world.

It  18  thua shown  that the greatemt  danger for mankind etemm  from the extreme

r iv.llry  between  the super-Powerm. The undeniable intrusion of the East-k&t

confrontation in various regions of the world and  the resulting involvemllnt  of

other countries in the arms race, far fran guaranteeing peace, increases conflict

and endangers the security of all States.

The study states that

“If current trends continue it is inevitable that there will not only be

more and continued human euffering  but. aleo a continual rise  in the world98

mil.itary  experditure,  t6 the further detr.imnt  of social and economic

development in the world.” (A/39/348, para. 57)
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In moral terms there is no diECerence  beLween  a man who dies in a war and one

who is condermed  to die from hunger. The major moral problems caused by the aiow

growth of the world economy vis-A-vie the spirallinq  arms build-up and the

justifiable disquat of the peoples at their p r living conditions call for an

innsdiate  response.

We are therefore faced with a flagrant and shameful injustice in which the

developing world serves au the scapegoat in the feuds of others. That aJtuation

could praiat  unless we have the  sense to understand our place and time in the

war  ld . men  we refer to th.? internatlonal context it is not in an attempt. to shirk

cur own responsibility but in order the better to understand past &II?  present

reality. Being aware of its  nn ce,  WC must diagnose and act accordingly.

Everything that we have read ald  experienced about our path  to development

conf  irme  that we cannot apeak  of peace while there is  hunger. WC have also learned

to take a less optimistic view of development than that which is apparently

professed by those who imagine that development, once it has started, will bring

about a gradual reduction in social tension and a gradual increase in the

confidence and satisfaction of the population. That ie a hope  which could lead to

cruehint,  disappointment, becaume  by ita very nature economic development  cannot

bring about a considernble  increase in the standard of living in most backward

areas in a short space of time. On the contrary. the advent of development can

very well be characterized by a growing gap between hopes and achievements - that

is to say,  by a greater awareness of what people lack and less tol.yrance  of poverty

and privilege. For the oppressed masses the path to development can be a time of

nascent hostility, persistent feelings of frustration and growing unrest and

dieeatisCactJon.

The process of deve!J.opnent  also  extort8  a price from those In the yllore

educat,ed  and cultured CircJ.es  in these congJ.omerates. Unavoidable socisl.
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readjustment, the dissolution of the old systems of values, the resentment  caused

by the emergence of new political, social  and economic classes are all factors in

the evolutionary pr0cemS. It ts  therefore a mistake to imagine  that the advent of

development  le  a period of growing social harnonyl  it is m3re  likely to be a period

of d!.vision  and discontent.

Those that attempt to interfere with the peaceful process of development  of

the backward countries, which in itmelf  is disruptive, are well aware of their

vulnerability. Ideologies and weapons, terrorism and subversion, prophecies and

propaganda, all are brought across the oceans and continents and adjusted to the

most diverse and heterogeneous characteristics and idiosyncrasies in order, by

those means, to achieve world domination, which today it is extremely risky to

pursue by means of war. It is therefore not difficult to see expressions of

violence as part of a global scheme, in which there is an interplay of eituationa

which are dangerous to world security.

In addition to all those destructive factors, the illicit trafficking in arms

has an impact on the international scene. We are aware of the seriousness for

countries such as Colombia of the manipulations of weapons producers and dealers in

trying to establish .his  illicit traffic. Members of the Committee can understand

bett,+r  than most the scope of this trim: and explain how it relates to the

political turmil  in many countries and its effects OIJ  their possibility of peace

and devel.opnent. Those that wnmit  this crime succumb to the temptation of money.

They incite to violence and in most canes  infringe the fundamental values on which

our democracies are based. Their success would be small indeed, however, if it

were not for groups that wish to legitimize thie behaviour because it is lucrative

b u s i n e s s .

We recognize that the greatest obstacle in the  fight against this ewurge in

many countries !9 that the traffic is clandestine in nature. We believe, however,
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Phhdt vigorous and fruitful understanding , encouraged by vehement rejection of

anything that could impede good relations between countries would be the best

contribution towards solving the problem of the illicit traffic in weapons, which

increases international friction and bring8  with it the risk of the escalation to

conflict of already tanse  situatione.

Somstinms  the traffic in arms goes hand in hand with the big business of drugs

and tOKKOK  imn. Unfortunately, these epidemics hit at the same time and with

unlimited cruelty, in a kind of diabolical synchronization, in various  parts  of the

world.

Terrorism  has becom the great endemic plague of our time. It is preeent

e~eKyWheK0, waiting to str ike at a ruler, a leader, a group of soldiers or - even

more cruelly - to attack anyone of any age who happens to be in the place where

the criminal8  Want to c%mmit  an act of violence, demonstrating not so much their

ideals as their' ferocity.

It. : “ not.  easy to know why this type of ccin, , which results only in the

indiscriminate assassinaticn  of fellow human being8, should suddenly  have become

virulent, but the way in which these action0 are co-ordinated  give8 ground for

suspicicn  that there is some hidden focco  which is organizing this fatal chain

reaction, which is generally turned against de11)cKacies, in particular the

demoCKaCies  in the developing world.

When we speak  of democracy we are spea'<ing of freedom, not the romantic

freedom which has been oxpreaIJod in sonnets OK in commissioned works of art, but a

freedom forged in blood, sweat and persistonce. It la he freedom which has been

forged of human clay, which raker man aware of himself,  which means that he is no

longer just a number but a decisive factor with an influence on his rJYn  existence.

That is the freedom which cannot be enslaved by means of weapons.
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In Colombia  we have conquered freedom, but we know that it is a treasure we

must not lock in a chest but must reconquer every single day and in this difficult

stage of our existence, make a new effort to keep it alive-

In Colombia we are well aware of that  dangers to our f reedonm,  as well as of

the obstacles to our development. Thus  we feel compelled to refer to another sore

point, and that is the indiscriminate weapons market which fills the coffer6 of a

few manufacturing countries, as well as the pockets of disreputable individuala,

who exploit human misery. While  ColorPbia  has not had nor has any military

pretensions, we cannot disregard the  considerable increase  in weapon expenditure

throughout the world or the slowing down of the  developDent  process which that

implies. Nor can we disregard the consequent world insecurity and worsening of

international tension that the arms trade encourages. We are not going to dwell on

an anal,ysis  of a phenomenon which can be seen in many countries. we know that the

coneequences, eepe.zially  for developing countries, are extrenrely  serious.

The United Nations experts have analyeed th question and have arrived at

eeveral sad conclusioner

“Imports of weapons can place receiving countries ir a vulnerable situation on

the political and economic levels, in addition  to consuming a valuable share

of their foreign exchange resources which could otherwise be made available

for development. ’

Numerical data and cold percentages, however, cannot truly reflect the cruel

reality. The fact is that behind every figure, every number, there cot  ’ d be

thousands of lives cut down by weapons , and as many others destroyed by hunger.

There is a great deal which is wrong in a world which stockpiles more weapons than

food, which i6  more concerned with military superiority than with hunger and

malnutrition. Where does the evil lie7 The only evil, this is taught to us by the

Saint of Assisi, seems to be the absence of love, since the supreme value ia love
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itself. Lack of love for God or man. There is where the evil lies, represented by

hatred, force and wQr. Evil is therefore represented by hatred, force and war, an

arid soul and an empty heart. In his Ode to the Sun, Saint FCQnCis  says, "Blessed

are those who persevere in peace”. Peace is good.

In conclusion, we wish to refer lz the letter addressed to you by Mr. Dubey,

Chairman of  the Preparatory Committee for the International Conference on the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development. nl‘ delegation wishes to join in

the consenous  which seems to be emerging from this debate as to the decision this

Assembly should take that the Conferenct  should be held, an recommended by the

Preparatory Conrnittee, during the scheduled dates in 1987. Together with other

delegQtiOnS  in this chaher, we are firmly convinced that the holding of the

Conference on the Belationsbip  between Disarmanant  and Development cannot be

postponed.

Mr. AHblED  (Bangladesh): Mr. Chairman, quite in line with the policy of

my delegation, I should like to be very brief in the statement I am going to make

on item 63, that is, the Implementation  of the Declaratiur, of the Indian Ocean  as a

Zone of Peacer report of the Ad Hoc Comittee  on the Indian Ocean.

I should like to draw your attention, first to the baalc  elements of my

country’s foreiq.1  policy which dictates our position on this question. Bangladesh,

IS the Committee knows, is a small country with one of the largest populations in

the world. Our.  problems are many and varied. We should, therefore, like to devote

all our energies to ensure for our peop*e  an acceptable quslity  of life. In part

pursuit of that aim, we have developecd a foreign policy based on principles and not

on expediency that would enable us to carry out our development endeavours in an

environment of peace and stability. It is also becauec of this that we have been

instrumental in the forging Of regional tzo-operation  in South Asia on a ~lructural

basis.
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In view of this, it is obvious that we are not in a position to approve of the

existence of a situation in our region which contains the seeds of potentip!

conflict. As a littoral State of the Indian Ocean, we are deeply interested in

contributing our utmost to ensure a peaceful environment in that area. We are of

the firm opinion that  the implementation of the Declaration of the Indian ocean as

a Zone of Peace would ensure  that.

I should, therefore, like to reiterate unequivocally the support of my

delegation to all the resolutions adopted in the past on this item by the General

Assembly. I should particularly like to recall the decisions of the General

Assembly at its thirty-fourth session, contained in resolutions 34/SO  B to convene

a conference on the Indian Ocean and the subsequent decision of the General

Assembly  at its fortieth session, contained in resolution 40/153  urging the

convening of the Conference at a date not later than 1988. We should like the

Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean to continue all efforts to that end. A l l

measures in that connection should be taken forthwith, including the establishment

of a secretariat for the conference.

W e  are aware that the Indian Ocean is a crucial region to many users. The

success  of our aim would involve and require  the co-operation and assistance  of not

just  the littoral States, but also the  major maritime  Pmers, the hinterland States

and the permanent members of the Security council.

It is our fond hope  that this positive attitude will be forthcoming. We have

a vision of a world where one clay this zone of peace would expand to cover the

entire planet. This might at this otage  appear a remote ideal, but certainly, it

is one for which any meaningful efforts are highly desirable. We expect it.

Mr. von STULPNAGEL  (Federal Republic of Germany):-. Let me, in introducing

cur  draft resolutilm  on the  topic of confidence-building measures (agenda

item 61 (a), draft resolution A/C.  1/41/L. 26) , recall the important step the
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international community made when the representatives of the States Members of the

United Nations debated the “Draft guidelines for appropriate  types of

confidence-building measLrces  and for the implementatton  of such measures on a

global or regional level” during the meeting  of the United Nations Disarmament

~ommiesion  in day  1986. Due to a great degree of positive judgemente  and

flexibility displaysd by all parties involved, it was possible to narrow down

considerably  the divergencies in views on the subject matter, so that finally

consensus on all but two issues could be reached.

There was a second most important event this year, which merits mentioning in

this  connect ion.

By agreeing on a Final Document  at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and

Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe on 22 September 1986, b great

step forward has been made in proving that a process of confidence-building among

the States involved in a region can successfully be sustained over a long period of

time, leading from modest introductory steps to meaningful, observable and

verifiable measures apt to gradually reduce distrust and fear in a region with a

marked concentration of armament, both nuclear and conventional. J3y agreeing on a

set of concrete and militarily significant measures in Stockholm the participating

State8 demonstrated their intent to establish more transparency in military :natters

and to help avoid miscalculation of military activities.
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If strictly applied, the measureu  contained in the Final Document of the Stockholm

Cunference  will help to promote a better assessment  of the military activities of

individual participating States by others in a region enwmpaaeing  the whole  of

Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals. They wuld also diminish the fear of

existing or perceived threats. Thus observance of these measures will smooth  the

path to IpDre  far-reaching negotiations on wnventional stability in the whole of

Europe.

The swat  i;lportant  breakthrough in the Stockholm negotiations, in our opinion,

consisted of the agreement on mandatory on-site inspections to be carried out on

tht face of the earth and from the air. This ia of principal importance for the

entire process of arms  control.

These two events - the results of this year’s deliberations in the United

Nations Diearmament  Coaxaiarion  and at Stockholm - in my view clearly demonstrate

that, both on a regional and on a global scale, concrete, effective and verifiable

confidence-building measures can eerve, in the view of a vaet majority of States,

significantly  to enhance wmpliance  with those provisions of the United Nations

Charter that demand that States refrain from the une  or threat of use of force.

Having given the background of these positive experiences, I revert to our draft

reso lut ion .

During the debatea  of the Disarmaimnt  Cossnission  in Hay it was  uncontroversial

that confidence-building constituted a dynamic process ovar  time. While the set of

guidelines discussed at that time wau  designed to contribute to greater usefulness

and to a wider application of confidence-building measures,  the accumulation of

relevant experience in applying the measures described in the guide1 incs  may lead

to a further development of the text at a later tims.
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Experience can only be gained by trying out some  or all of the measures

described in the guidelines) so nothing should stand in the way of implementing

them aud  then  coming back Lo the relevant United Nations forums and reporting on

the insiyhts  gained  in the process. This is exactly what our draft reeolution  is

all about: to recursmend  that all Metier  Stater of the United Nations maKe  good use

of the findings of the United Wations Disarsenrnt  Comission  by anplementing  these

recommenda t icns.

Three critical argumsnta  have been brought forward. One argumnt  focueas on

the fact that during the deliberations in Uay  it was  not. poaaible  to eliminate two

areas of divergency and thus  the General Assembly could not approve tnose  draft.

guidelines. This argument does not seem to be of major relevance, as the  two areas

IPf that divergency are clearly marked in the guidelines, which exactly for that

rrnsnn  have been entitled *Draft gufdelfnea  for appropriate types of

confidence-building measures and for the iaplensntation  of such measures on a

global or regional level”. AR for the substance of the  remaining divergencies, the

progress achieved meanwhile in Stockhc In has left ma very optimistic  about an

eventual further elaboration of the ou;delines. A group that in May thought it was

not yet ,+nousiblt  to accept consensun showed remarkable flexl’>ility  in Septemaer  &,bti

mat such consensus poastble. This development should indi  ca te that, concerning

the draft guidelines, we might not have to undergo the mat undesirable  expe  ience

of untyi-rq  again the whole parceP  and diecussing  the topic from the st  Irt  -

forgoing all  the laudable efforts put into the work  of drafting those guidelines.

A second critical argument to be heard centrob  rJn  the verification demanda

embodied in the draft guideL  ines. Some States seem  to consider them excessive.

The answer to this argument is: confidence-buildimy,  in  our view, iu  a truly

reciprocal and step-by-step pcocess~  one may se&t  with small  ateDs  and spare some
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of the  L. .er  ones  for later,  but one hanl  e;rentually  to get there. What ia the

k30urce  o f  mietrueP., if not lack of transparency and misinterpretation of the

military activities of the pal  ?ntial  adversary, because one actua1l.y  knows too

little  about  them? Thus a confidence-building process that does not comprise

concrtte  m?anures  is a contradiction in terms.

A third critical argunmnt  revolves around a line  of thought that blames States

interested in promoting confidence-building  for trying to divert the interest of

t.L*  international  community from the  more urgent and pressing tasks of

disarmament. This argument is easy to dixpe’  , The need for confidence-building

‘*as  already clear1.y  rezognixed  at the first sb  Uclal session of the General Assembly

devoted to dfsarmamer,t,,  which in its Pins1  Document statedt

“Collateral ;I&asures  in both the nuclear a,rd convention61 fields,

together uith  ot’ t? measures specifically designed t I 3.ld  confidence, should

be undertaken in order to contribute to the creation of favaurable conditions

for the adopticm  cf additional disarmament measures and to further  relaxation

of international tension.” (feeo?  ution  S-10/2,  para.  24)

The General Assembly, in a series of consensus resolutions, has expressed its

belief that confidence-building measures , where appropriate conditions exint#  will

significantly contribute to facilitating the  process’  of diwarmament  and ha8

recommended consfderI?g  the  introduction of such measures with a view tc  enhancing

security  between States and facilitating progreec; .n arms limi:.*“ion  and

disarmamer.t.. In Stockholm 35 European countrlee  have done exactly that,

underllninc,  thereby the affirmatfaa  that confi,nence-,bu1l.d.ing  measures nd

verification *LLually  lo fur :her  the process of diriarvr)i~natrrt  and do enhance secur  kt.y

between States.
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MY  delegation sincerely hopen  that our draft resolution (A/C.l/Il/L.26)  will

be carried by an mang  votes aa possible.

The CHAMMAN~ I shall now call on those ropresontativcs  wishing to speak

in exercise of the right of reply. I should 1 ike to remind members that, with

respect  to the exercise of the right of reply, the Conuittee  will follpou  the same

procedure as that to which  I referFed  earlier.

Mr.  IUUMND  (Ire-9 (intarprotation from Arabic) t At tha  end of this

morning’e  meeting we had an example of the kronrneas  of the representative  of the

Zionist entity not to collyly  with international rulea,  norm rind  irlstcunrsnta.  He

spoke amply and sensationally, preventing us with the perceptions of the  terrorist

criminal Bhamf  with regard to sound solutions ti rid the Middle  Fast  of ita

current criees  and cata6trcrphes.

One of the Rest  inpartant  factore leading to the continuation of the

catastrophes in this sensitive area of the world  is the presence of Shamir and hiA

henchmen in authority in the Zionist entity. The record all this entity, fraught au

it is with criminal acte, terrorism, q c’rdor and devastation, is  well known. I t  ia

teetim>ny  to the desire of Shamir and-his  representatives for peace  and stability

in the Middle East, a desire that ie reflected  in attenptn at liquidat.ion of  the

Palestinian people and at its forced  doppulation and expulsion  by all possible

Ylaearba. W s  wish to amk the  representative  of the Zionist entity about the entity’s

acts of  aggr  eseion  against Lebanon and the Lebaneeo  people. Wbat kind of weapona,

such  as cluster bombs and others, were used In  that, dirty onslaught against Lebanon?
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we understand that his  involving my comtry in his ntatenent  this mornlnq wan

the reeult  of tim ineptitu,  I yesterday morning during the conslderatlon  of the time

on the ~sraell  aggroaeion  againet  the Iraai  nuclear installations,  which are  under

the internrtlonsl  control of the I-. 11 thet  repreeentative  is indeed keen on

the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone  in the Middle East, why  doe@  hia

entity not sign the NPT?  why  doee  it not  agree to subject  all  i ts  nuclear

installatione  to Lhe  internrtlonal control sy8tem  of the IAEA?
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The representative  of the Zionist entity did not tell us this morning about

the nuclear arsenal or the underground bomb plant In Dirrona)  rather, he spoke about

the Stockholm Confer ense, the Geneva Conference ard the Vienna Conference. Thl?

existence of this arsenaL  and  the underground nuclear bomb plant has been revsale&

irrefutably by a technician I ~med  Mordecni  Vanunu. Where is Vanunu now? Wil.1  the

representative  of Xsrael  inform  us of the method used to kidnap him and smuggle him

to Israel? If the Israeli representative really wants the war between my  country

and Iran to cease, why does he not desist from suppl.yl.ny  Kran  with weapons nnd stop

stoking tt,a  fire? He spoke of tbr? presence of conventional weapon arsenal.*  in the

c ,untries  o f  the aren. However, It  is well known that Zsrae.1  possesses the largest

arsenal of such weapons in the area, in addition to the nb*:lear  arsenal  to which he

did not refer this morning. Xn this  respect, we wish once more  to retell  that the

Middle East can become a nuclear-weapon-free zone only if the Zionist entity

abandona  its nuclear arsenal in the areap subjects all tts  installations to

international control and accsdea to tha Non-ProliferatfDn  Treaty. This is due  to

our conviction that there art’  no nuclear weapons in the area other than those

possessed by the Zionist entit.y. Lastly, I wish to state that he did not mention

11’4 ielationn  of  his country with .%uth  Afr ica. I have before me document

A/IVZZ/Add.l of 2 October 1986, from which I will quote paragraphs 8 and 10 on

page 5, which is headed, “Military and nuclear collaboration”:

“Although the collaboration between Israel and the racist rhgime  of

Pretoria in  the military and nuclear field is  kept secret, there  have been

many reports confirming that, such collaboration is expanding  and covers

var LOIMI  fieldo, ranging from scientific exchange in  military  matters to the

goducticn  and procurement of arms.“ (A/4!,/22/Add,l&a.  8)- - - - -
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l xn a paper l ubaittod to the Brrinar  on the ICY *&ergo Signe Lendgren

of the Btookholn  International Peaoe  Rexaarch Inatitute atatad that Iara~l  ia

of wurae the oloxeat  contmt  For South  Afriaa in the Middle Bamt. south

Mrice  ham, as lsntioned  in part I (of the book)  l upelied lu9e amunta of

her&u.,  end alao n ilitary volunteera during Iarael’a  wara with ita Areb

neighhoura  after 1946. In 1967, for l xaqle, (louth  Africe  wea  the  chief

l upp1i.r of #par. parta  of the mirage  fightera  of the Israeli Air Force. I t

aem Ceaaonehle  to l aauma that  technologi~el  c3S--oparatioa  in military R end 0

(roreardr  end development) haa  teken the pleoe  inataad  of direct arw  export8

rinse  the  Ixaael~  arma  induucry  ir  mro  l dvencmd thrn  the South African. In

1962,  P. 0.  Ilcrrair  of NUSCOR  confirmad  in en interview that both Ierael  end

Teiiwen  played a role l x inkrrdiariea  for South Africen erm expor ta..

( I b i d . ,  Marx.  10)

Clr.  tIPDDR1  (Israel)  t We have just heard another perfect example  of the

l ttenptm nado by the ropreaentxtive  of Ireq  ta divert the attention of the

Committee from the oriainrl  ectiona  of hia Govermant  in waging war uain9 inhuman

mthodx  l 9ainat a neighbouring  wuntry. He did not untflu,  mything about the uae

Of 9aar whiob her been wndeaod  by the Security Comcil.  Me  did not mntion

mything  about  the honbing of xhipping  in the Straita  of Rormur  by hia  aircraft.

Ha  did not mention anything about  the attauka  on open cities  in Iuan - although I

nuat  l ay the Ireniana  are not mch  better than the Iraqi8  in that respect. He  d i d

not  mantim  anything l bout the tcerndwe  loas  of life which haa gone cm  in this

bloody wer  for l ix years new, in which over me nilliar  people have  died 1%~  beon

wounded. That he did not mention.

He talked  about the Oovernnnt  of Iarael  as an iqmdiment  to peace in the

I Middle  Baat. I ahould like to remind thu -+preaentative  of Ireg - end m&era  will
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note that I call the repre8entative  by the name of hi8 country. I do not  U8.

titles as he doe8,  not untioning  the nane  of q y oountry. Thi8  i8 an oxaqle of

the real intention of Iraq  awl  other  State8. What they really want i8 the

extermination of Terael,  and lot the Organization keep that wall in mind.  But he

doer not mention the fact that the only peace that has been found in the Middle

East was the peace which the Qvernlent  of 18ra61  amde  with the Oovernment  of Egypt

to the great credit of the leader of Egypt  at that time, Preridont  Sadat,  and of

the Governrent  that made  that peace. The Government that 8igned  that peace

agreement, was  the Governmnt  of the prewnt  Prim WiniotOr,  who was  a rubber  Of

that Government. And I think we 8hould rernber  timt  the only contribution  of the

Government Iraq to peace in the iddle  E88t wa8  to denounce that peace agreement,

and to attack it.

With regard to the South African allegations, I mentioned earlier  in exercise

of my  right of reply, the proven connection8 between many ?-ab  State8 - including

Iraq - and South Africa in the field of oil. There i.8  no nuclear oollaboration

between Israel anB  South Africa. Nobody ha8 baen  able to prwe it. Ndmdy ha8

been able to show that there is any ruch collaboration  beCaU80  it doe8  not exirt.

With regard to 18rael*8  8o-called  sight , we havn  had to am Our8dVe8  beaau8e

we have been attacked six tim8 by our neighbouring  States"  inaluding  'Iraq. 1-q

refused to sign tin  armirrtice  agreement with frrael  aftor  the 1946-1949  war. Iraq

has ~ef!used  to recognize Iar'ael  in any way what8oever.  What would be the sense of

signing  the Non-Prollferatlon Treaty when there be a 8tate of war proclaimI,  not

by us, but by countries like Iraq, between then and 18raeL. I think we all

remember that former Secretary of Stats Dean Ruck,  shortly after the

Non-Prolifsriition  Trraty  was  8igned,  wa8  ark,rd  whether it would have any validity

in the ca@Jy!  of war, and he answered, “no”. I think that the  Non-Proliferation
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Treaty will have a role in th: Middle  East - and w e will elaborate m this later

uhen  W J dhcuer  the relevant  item  on ths  agenda  - only if W C achieve a

nuclear-weapzxl-free  zone,  whi&  would give un  the neceeoary  guarantees which are

lsckin.4 in the Wn-Proliferation  Treaty.

ORGANI’MTION  OF WORK

The CHAIRMAE:.r  An  thera  are mo further upeaksrs  at the end oP’  this

afternoon’8 meting, permit vm to oey  rp few werch. W e  have had a rather long and

arduou8  week  eo far, l swoially in view of the G p.m.  deadline to&y for the

submiaaion of draft re8olutiona  cn  disarmament agenda itsrs. Of courm,  a lot of

hard work is atill  aheed  of u$  au consultaticns  are being held on the draft

resolution6  which have been submitted and as w e continue to seek  aLea  of agreement

and conuensuu  wherever possible. Accordingly, I thought that it would i,d  useful if

I were to sat amide  tomorrow rorning  to allow delagat.iona  to  engage in the

nacacluary  consultations. Hence, it is my intention to hchedulc  only one meeting

toElurrou  at 3 p.m. This will also enable us  to contribute to the conservation  of

the resources muda  availubls  for confec?nca  services by connolidtrting  t,he  list  of

speakors  and thereby eliminating one  meeting.

Before  adjourning the acting, I should like to i,nfotn  metiers  that the

following delegations are inscribed on the list of 8peakere  for tomorrow

afternoon’s  aetingt the  Union of Soviet Soc!alist  Republics, Argentina, Honguiira,

the United ltfngdor  of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, ‘Ihgo,  the German

hvCr8tiC  Republic, Ireland, Afghanistan, Albania, Poland and the United Kingdom

of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, speaking on behalf of the 12 member  Statee

of the European Cor*lnbty.

The next meeting of the Connittee  will be held tomorrow afternoon at 3 p.m.

The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m.-


