
United Nations

GENERAL
ASSEMBLY
FURTY-FIRSI'  SESSION

0jJidol Records*

FlHST  COMMI'I'TE'E,
2Mth meeting

held on
31 October 1986

at 3 p.m.
-_-. New York

SUMMAHY  RECORD OF TIIE 28th MEETINti

Chairmanr Mr.-____ ZACHMANN  (German Democratic Republic)

later: Mr.M-d AOK1 (Japan)

CONTENTS

STATEMENTS  ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT  ITUlS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENEHAL  DEUTE

Statements were maoI:

Mr. Issraelyan (Union ot Soviet Socialist Hepubllcs)
Mr. Campora (Argentina)
Mr. Bayart  (Mongolia)
Mr. Crqmartie (United Kingdom)
Mr. Kouassi (Togo)
Mr. Hose (German Democratic I&public)
Mr" McDonagh (Ireland)
Mr. Nengrahary (Afhanistan)
Mr. Pawlak (Poland)

URGANIZATION  OF WORK

A/Cti1/4L/PV.28
31 October 1586
ENGLISH



EMS/3 A / ’  L/Ql/PV.  28
2

The meeting was called to order r)’ 3.25~.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENERAL DEBATE

The CHAIRMAN : Before calling on the first speaker in th? debate this

afternoon, I invite the Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs,

Mr. Jan Martenson, to make a statement.

Mr. MARTENSON (Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs) : On

29 October 1986 the representative of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland, speaking on behalf of the 12 States members of the European

Community , stated that it would be valuable if the Secretary-General could inform

the First Committee of the efforts that have been made concerning Mr. Liviu Bota,

Director of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR), and of

the present situation.

I have been authorised by the Secretary-General to present the following

summary in response to that request, in addition to the information contained in

document A/C.5/41/12,  which is before the Fifth Committee:

Since January the matter has been continuously pursued with the Romanian

author ities. Those efforts have included communications from the Secretary-General

to the Romanian  Government at the highest levels and also through the medium of

personal consulations  with the Permanent Representative of Romania to the United

Nations. Early in 1986’ the Secretary-General designated a special envoy to visit

Bucharest to resolve the difficulties, but, despite repeated efforts, the visit did

not take place.

In recerit weeks the Secretary-General discussed the matter personally with His

Excellency Mr. Ioan Totu, Foreign Minister of Romania, during Mr. Totu’s visit to

New York to attend the current session of the General Assembly.
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On 12 March, the Permanent Representative of Romania informed the

Secretary-General that Mr. Bota had reeigned  hie poet at the United Nations. on

13 March the Secretary-General sent a cable to the Foreign Minister of Romania,

aski,lg that Mr. Bota submit hie resignation in pernon, in accordance with staff

rule 109.2 (c), which reads as follower

“The Secretary-General may rwuire the resignation to be submitted in

person in order to be acceptable”.

On 18 March, Mr. Bota’e  letter of resignation was received in New York through

the United Nations Development Programme (UNDO) resident  representative in

Bucharest. On 26 March, the Secretary-General received a note verbale  from the

Permanent Representative of Romania stating again that Mr. Beta had submitted his

resignation and that Mr. Bota had just been named a Director in the Ministry of

External Affairs, in charge of co-ordinating general international queetiona. In

mid-April, the Secretary-General emphaeired in a note verbale  to the Romanian

Mission that the presence of the Director of UNIDIR was needed at the session of

the Board of Trustees to be held in May,  and that that session would also provide

an occasion for Mr. Beta to submit his resignation in person.

Mr. Bota was not present at the Board of Trustees session in early May,

although he sent a cable expreeeing his regret at his inability to attend for

reasons which could be explained by the Romanian  authorities. The cable was signed

“Liviu Bota, Director, UNIDIR”. On 9 May, the Chairman of the Board of Trustees of

UNIDIR sent a letter to the Secretary-General in which it was stated that the

absence of the Director for wer four months  had placed great strain on the

Institute’s viability, on the Deputy Director and on its very small staff. The

Chairman noted that the wish had been voiced tiithin the Board for greater
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clarification of the circumstances surrounding the absence of Mr. Sota and that

deep concern had been expressed at the reeulting impairment of the Institute’s

functioning. The Chairman urged the Secretary-General to bring the Board’s views

to the attention of the Romanian  Government authorities at the highest level, with

a view to resolving the difficult eituation, The SeCKatary-General took prompt

action on the CC?irman’s requeet by inunediately passing the content of the

Chairman’s letter to the Romanian  authorities.

On 25 June, the Secretary-General addressed a further note verbale  to the

Permanent Repreaentative of Romania to the United Nations, drawing attention to the

fact that there had been no official response to earlier cables, and expressing his

conviction that the case could be resolved satisfactorily in conformity with the

staff rules, which covered the conditions of Mr. Bota*s eervice with the

Organization.

The Mard of Trustees of IJNIDIR  met again in late September and again

discussed the continued abeenoe of the Director of UNIDIR and its effects on the

functioning af the Institute. During the discussion, a cable from MK. Sota, sent

on 23 September, was read out to the Board. In that cable, Mr. Sota stated that he

was being prevented by the Romanian  authorities from travelling to Geneva to

exercise his functions as Director of DNIDIR and also was not allowed to travel to

Ner York to attend the meeting of the Board, of which he was a member.

On 26 September, the,Chairman of the Board of Trusteee sent a further letter

to the Secretary-General, in which he emphaeized that the primary charge of the

3oard was that of ensuring the effective functioning and financial health of the

Institute in order that it might achieve the purposes assigned to it by the General

Assemblv. He observed that the physical absence of the Director had had grave
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effects  on the work and functioning of the Institute. Noting that the

Secretary-General intended to raise the nratter personally  with His Excellency

MK. Io4n TWu, the Minioter  for Foreign Affaira  of kmania, on behalf of the Board

the Chairman requeeted  that the ESoard’e  deep ooncern be brought to the attention of

Mr. T&u, together with an appr?rl  for a solution to be found that would enable the

Institute to function effectively in response  to its mandntee from the General

Assembly while at the same time protecting the intereete of all concerned.



JSM/SW A/C. l/Il/PV.  28
6

(Mr. Mar tenson)

The Secretary-General discussed the matter personally with MK.  Ioan Totu on

30 September. It was agret to keep the question under discussion.

On 28 OctObeK, in another note verbale  to the Permanent Representative of

Romnia, the Secretary-General urged that the appropriate authorities be requested

to provide him with an early reply that would perm!.t  a positive solution to the

present difficulties.

At the meeting with the Secretary-General requested by the Permanent

RepKeSentatiVe, which was held today, the matter was further discussed. The

SecKetary-General  is at present waiting to hear from the Romanian  Government

authorities  and continues to hope for a prompt solution to these regrettable

difficulties.

RK. MARINESCU  (Romania) (interpretation from French) : In listening to

the response just given by the representative of the Secretary-General, which was

largely a repetition  of what delegations have already had an opportunit;’ to read in

the two reports which have been available to them for some weeks now - I refer to

the Secretary-General’s report on the matter we are at present discussing, and his

report on the problem, entitled “Respect for the privileges and immunities of the

officials of the United Nations and the specialised agencies and related

organiza t ions”. Tn this connection, I mo6t  respectfully ask the cepresentative  of

the Secretary-General to be kind enough to give us some supplementary  information.

Would he please tell us; f fret, whether, from the point of view of tb*,

Secretariat, the proper place for consideration of such administrative and

personnel questions is, in fact, the First Committee. I should like to hear the

Under-Secretary-General’e view, bearing in mind the specific sgenda which has been

established for some time now for the First Committee, which should devote all its
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attention to the serious prenent-day probleme of disarmament and international

security, because of a long-established tradition and the urgent need, reCOgnimd

by all, for disarmament bodies, in particular the First Committee, to make their

contribution towards a solution to these important matters of corcern to

everybody. Thus, my first question is, what is the appropriate place for

administrative and personnel question6 of this nature to be discussed?

Uy second question, which in closely linked to the first and to everything

that Mr. Martenoen has said here, is this:  is it possible, from the Secretariat’s

point of view, for one and the aaw question to be discussed in two different

Committees of the General Assembly?

The first report I have referred (A/41/666) was distributed on 6 October 1986,

and the second document (A/C.5/41/12),  dated 10 October, deal, apart from SOme

minor, insignificant details , with one and the same question, som-times wit?

identical wording. My question is, therefore, is it really possible, from the

Point of view of the Secretariat, for one and the same matter to be discussed in

two different Committees at the same time? Perhaps there is even a third document.

with which I am not familiarp I do not exclude the possibility that there may be a

third, or perharr  even a fourth document. Perhaps the Committees of the General

Aesembly, lacking sufficient items to deal with and have to be fed additional items

and have resorted to this particular formula in order to discuss certain matters in

which they are interested, but which have nothing to & with the items on their

agenda, or the organization  of work established at the beginning of each session.

Mr* MARTENSON  (Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs)8  The

Representative of Romania, Mr. Marinescu, has asked whether these issues should be

discussed in this Committee. T should like to simplify my response in the senae

that I am speaking, aa authorized by the Secretary-General of the Organisation, in
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direct reaponae to a question put to him by 12 Member States of the United

Nations. I think, with all due respect, that it would be inappropriate for the

Secretary-General not to reply to such a question. That is the reaaon for my

statement. I understood also that the question arose from the points cn the agenda

of this Commit.tee  covering the Advisory Board and the United Nations Institute for

Disarmament Research.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia) : The subject that haa been raised this afternoon

is an important one. The Under-Secretary-General has juat referred to the

obligationa of the Secretariat. My delegation is aware of the terms of rule 112 of

the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, which allow, and indeed require,

the Secretary-General or his representative to respond to questions put to him by

representative5 of Member States.

The Under-Secretary-General has given us a response thia afternoon to a

question put to him two days ago. @RJ  be quite direct about it, had he not done so,

or been permitted to do so, this afternoon, that would have been a matter of grave

concern to my delegation. The response he has given la valuable, because it

represents a factual account of a situation that is of serious concern to a number

of Member States.

Cur concern resta fundamentally upon our interest in the work of the United

Nationa Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDLR),  which is a subject on the

agenda of this Committee and on which a draft resolution has been aubmitted. In

that sense, I cannot share the view of, or the sense of the queation that has been

put by, the representative of Romania , who has sought to pass this off as merely a

matter of personnel or administration. The works, affairs and activities of UNIDIR

do register on the agenda of this Committee and are a matter of interest and

concern to a number of us that sit in this Committee.
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In tho8e circumrtance8 it 18 entirely appropriate that where it he8 been v :S

cllerr that the affair8 of th8 Inmtitute are being conducted now in the absence of

its Dir8ctor and where it ha8 been made clear that th8t  ha8 harm8d  the affair8 of

t h t  Institute, it is clearly a oue8tlon of concern to this Committee and one which

cannot and should not be pa8sed off as merely a matter of so-tilled personnel  and

administration. One indeed m8y well ask th8 aue8tion to who80 personnel

administration is reference tming made?

The report that wa8 given by the Under-Secretary-General constituted the first

full pub110 acawnt  of events that have taken place in a p8riod of almo8t one year

MW. It ua8 objective, clear and valuable. In those circunutance8  I ark that it

b8 made available to thi8 Cmittee in full at the l arliemt po88ible  moment.

I know that there are aome difficultie8 with regard to documentation the8e

dayr, for the qod reason that our Organisation has financial problem8 and that

this otatement would, in the normal course  of eventa,  dpyar  in the verbatim record

of the Connittee. Normelly, tho8e record8 take some time to appear. Given that

there im, inter alla, a draft resolution eubmitted to the Coetmittee on this

rubject, it 8een8 to me that it would b8 suite wrong if thir  report were to be 8low

in it8 amarance  in full, and certainly if it were not to b8 available prior to

action on that draft re8olution.

In there ciroum8tantm8  I feel bound to ask that the Secretariat find a

rolution  to this problem either by making this report available am a document or

circulating it t0 th8 Cmittee in an inforul way without delay, or by arranging

that the verbatim record in which it will appear k advanced in its production and

brought forward to the Camittee at th8 earliest po88ible  date.

Mr. IUNDBD  0Jorway)r I would  fully endorse the point8 -
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The CHAIKnANt I call on the representative of the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republic8 on a point of order.

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

Russian): Mr. Chairman, I Should like to ask what we are discu8*ing today.

Yesterday it was stated that we would be continuinq statements on specific items on

the agenda of the First Committee and the general debate. Furthermore a list of

speakers was read out, which included the Soviet delegation. Uow, unexpectedly,

for reasons which we do not understand, there has been a statement by

Mr. Martenson, whczh could have baen made later. There was nothing urgent or

extraordinary in his statemenr. out of ainple  respect for the

Under-Sa:~trry-Cme~al  we did not protest against that extraordinary statement.

But now I see that a whole discussion is ensuing on matters which oJ,e not in

today * s agenda. Therefore, I wish to make now the statement which I have prepared

in acco-iance with the programe announced yesterday. Please permit me to make my

statement.

The CSAIKMAN: I f!~Lly  share the concern expressed by the representative

of the Soviet Union in his point of order, because the Conmittee has to listen to

11 speakers at this afternoon’s meeting. Therefore it is my intention not to

prolong the discussion on this matter. I just want to call on the representative

of Norway, who is inscribed on the list of speakers , and after him statement the

representative of Romania hns asked to speak. I will permit him to speak on this

subject, and then I intend to call immediately on the representative of the Swiet

union.

I call on the representative of Poland on a point of order.

Mr. PAWLAK (Poland) : I should like to propose that the atatementu of the

representative ,f Norway and othera on the subject  arising from the Information

given to us by the IJnder-Secretary-General  be poatponed until after the discussion

of the item on our agenda.
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The CRAIRMANr I should like to inform the committee that the

representative of Norway ia not insisting  on apeaklng  at this time. I would aak

the representative of Romania if he insists on speaking at this time. I f  not ,  then

we can hear him after we hear the etstementr  to be made in the Committee. I ahauld

like to reauest all delegations to concentrate on substantive auestions  which

concern all mankind and are to be dealt with as agenda items. In this connection I

would point out tnrrt the content of thia question is considered ir. another Main

Committee of the forty-first seseion of the General Assembly.

If there are no objections we shall now continue  the general debate and

consideration of specific disarmament items.

Hr. ISSRAELYAN  (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interp.retation  from

Russian) : Mr. Chairman -

The CHATRMAN:  The repreeentative of nustralia  wishes to speak on a point

of order. I hope it is a point of order on this suhstantive matter which is hefore

the First Committee.

Mr. BIfiLER  (Auet  ralfa) :- My point of order is that in the statement I

made a few moments ago I posed a ouestion  to the Secretariat about the early

distribution  of tt,e statement that was made by the representative of the

Secret.ary-General. No answer warn given. It is a valid point of order to ask that

an answer be given to the auest ion I posed, which, may I say was in fact on a

su+‘.nntive  mattlrr.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

MI:. KHERADI  (Secretary of the Committee): I ivish  to point out that the

statrsnent  made by the repre8entative  of Australia, Ambassador Butler, wa6 noted by

the Secretariat. He proposed various alternatives, and, as he very correctly said,

there are verbatim records of these meetings which are available in the normal

course of our proceedings. As regards thie particular meeting I can assure him
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that I will do everything  poeeiblo to l xpedito the production of the record. This

wa8 my IntOnticn  and mince ho made a statement,  a8 I understood  it, rather than a

auery, I alrnply  took not0 of it. I once again azure him that everything pcemihle

will be done to imaue the verbatim record am l xpeditiouely ae poesible.

In l ldition, of courme, if an informal paper containing what was read out by

the Under-Secrotrry-Genoral,  kr. Wartenmon  is -equired after the meeting, there

will be no problem) I an l ure it can be made available, hut informaliy  only.

The C?lAIl?WANr WO @hall hear the l tatemnte devoted tn specific agenda

iten and continuation of the goneral debato.
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Mr. ISSRAELYAW  (IJnion  of Soviet Socialiet  Republics)  (interpretation from-“....-.--..-M

Russian) I YOU called on me, Mr. Chairmsln, and I wao interrupted for no reason hY

the rspreseatative of Auatialia, I shall continue from the point at which I was

interrupted, in the hope that the representative of Australia vi11 not interrupt me

agaiP, alttroagh it is certainly to be expected of him.

The problem of ending and banning nuclear-weapon tests has for many  yesre hen

one of the most important subject8 of debate in the First Committee dur’.ng  the

sessions of the General Assembly. This year’s debate proves convincingly that

solving the problem is becomir,?  a matter of particular urgency.

The Soviet Union has always strongly advocated, and it continues to advocate,

the conplctte  and general prohihitiOn  of nuclear-weapon tests and the opening of

full-ecale talks on the issue.

In Hikhsil  Gorbachev’s reply to the letter from the leaders of six countries

he stated:

“There is today no task more immediate and important than ending all nuclear

testing. We associate this step with the beginning of movement dovn the road

leading to a nuclear-weapon-free wOrld..

The prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests is an ImpOrtant, self-contained

disarmament measure. We believe that the nuclear States could address the issue

now, without waiting for the outcome of the talks under way on other aspects  of the

afmu race. Thus the way would be cleared for creating a nuclear-free varld in the

shortest possible time. A ban cs nuclear-weapon tests would become a prelude to

other, no less hylghty  end specific actions aimed at eliminating the threat. of

nuclear war.

Furthermore, it is becoming increasingly clear that a hreakthrough along these

lines would help undo the already tight knot, which is being further tightened, at

the Soviet-United States talks in Geneva, for ending t.he tests would be a very
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effective step towarc’rl  ending and curtailing the nuclear arma race on Earth and, to

a eignificant  extent, preventing an arms  race in outer apace.

Banning nuclear testing is also perticllarly  urgent tmcau8e, a8 a result of

the unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosiona declared by the Soviet Union

from 6 Auguat 1985, there haa l mrged an entirely new l ituation favourable to en

early solution of thin problem. .

mY ia the world comaunity giving 80 much attention today to the moratorium on

nuclear exploaiona? There are many reaaona. But the main one la that if the

United State8 joined in the Soviet moratorium - and the lateat  extension  of the

moratorium give8 the United states one more chance, it could even be eaid a unique

chance - a serious and reaponaible step would be taken toward8  stopping the

improvement and stockpiling of theae aoat destructive  veapona. To miss the

cpportcnity  thz t haa opened up would be not aimply  a manifestation  of indifference

for the future of menkind, but criminal, as the repreaentative of Austria  rightly

pointed out.

Each aesaion of the General Assembly begina with a minute of silence or

prayer. That symbolic  act hea a profound meaning. It enabire ue to cOnCentrat0  on

ahat has yet to be done, on what has yet to be ecconpliahed,  to concentrate in

silence, not amidst the roar and thunder of nuclear blaate.

The declaration of a moratorium by all the nuclear Power@ - to be followed by

a treaty on the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests - would

have just about the same aignificcrnce  for further progress. In a situation of

world-wide silence  at all nuclear-test aitee, it would be possible to concentrate

on charting the shorteat poasible routes on the rood mep of way8 to a safe world, a

world without nuclear weapons.

..-- -...--.. .-._._- ---.. _--_.
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Snding  the test8 and declaring a moratorium is also a legal problem, firat,  in

the eense  tha t  the  Swie Unioll, the United Staten and Great Britain have treaty

obligation8 to work to hen  experimental explo8ion8  and to curtail the bpirel  of

nuclear rivalry. The8e obligationa  are embodied, in particular, in the 1963 Moscow

Treaty banning nuclear teets  in the three environment8 and in tha Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

It i8 particularly important  to note that the moratorium would put a cap on

the proliferation of nuclear weapotm. The call for the non-proliferation  of

nuclear-suicide technology would receive moral ncpprt. For it ie impossible -

without beoominq  hypocritical - to permade other8 not to obtain or dtve' p nuclear

waaeone  while etubbornly refusing to egree  to end the tenting of such weapon8 and

then to eliminate them altogethQu.

Finally, the dectaration  of a moratorium by all the nuclear Power8 would

contribute eignificantly  to making headway in the humanitarian field, too. Ending

and banning nuclear-we8pon  teat8 i8 ineeparable from the right to life, the right

to live in an ecologically clean world and the right to have confidence in

tomorrow,  confidence which i8 polaoned  by awareneee  of the deadly threat looming

over all of ue. Thia 18 mentioned, for example, in the Mexico Declaration adopted

by tha Head8 of State or Government of ArgentSna,  Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and

the United Rtpuhlic of Tanzania, which reaffirms the right of the world community

to peece and contain8 a commitment

"to protecting thi8 right 80 that the human race may endure." (A/41/%3, p. 3)

Many delegation8 hava pointed out during the debate that the Soviet moratorium

ha8 made it significantly easier to r ‘ut the problem of banning nuclear ueaponrr

teeta on a practical treck - that of negotiations. wa fully agree.
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Our position is clear. via continue to be prepared for any form of talks on

this matter - bilateral, trilateral or multilateral - and for any t.ype of

agreement, provided there are full-fledged negotiations on the cc rplete and

definitive prohibition of nuclear l xplo8ions.

The Conference on Di8armament  must 8erve a8 an important fOrUln  for

multilsteral  talks on the cessation and prohibition  of nuclear-weawn  tests. There

art now on the table several draft treaties on the general and complete prohibition

of nuclear tests,  including the one presented by the Union of Soviet Sociallet

Repuhl ice, separate provieione and ready-made formulas which cover practically all

aspects of the ban on test explosions. It is indicative that such proposals should

have been introduced by reprerentative8 of all groups of countries - socialist,

non-aligned, neutral and Western. Suffice ‘It to recall the Swedi8h draft treaty

and the supplement8 to it, as well as the documents eubnitted  by the delegations of

the German Democratic Republic, Argentina, India, Mexico and of many other

countr it8. Sane of those documents have been on the negotialing  table for more

then a year now, without  any rncuement  whatsoever, although they could help to

resolve the most complicated problem8 with regard to the prohibition of wclear

tests.

In this context, I should like to address in particular the problem of

vtrification, the absence of a solution to which allegedly constitute8 the main

obstacle to reaching agreement.
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In tntroducing ita proposal8 for banning nucle8r testa, the Sovlet Union

stated that it wa8 intere8ted in enforcing the most 8tringant verification of 8uch

a han, including international verification. The Soviet Goverrknent'8  con8ent t0

the installation of American monitoring eguipment  in the 8rea Of Semipalatin8k

clearly proves that. The USSR be8 more than onto expre88ed itU teadin to U80

the offer by the six countrie8  of five continent8 to provide a88iotance in

verifying the cessation of nuclear te8t8, including on-site in8pection - if the

other side, too, accept8 the offer. The Soviet. Un,Lon  ha8 al80 6Xpre88Od  it8

pos;tCve view of the proposal  to organise a meeting of expert8 of the

aforementioned six countrie8, togetr.rr with Soviet and American 8pecialists,  in

order to seek mutually acceptable solutions  to the problem of verifying the

cessation of nuclear tOut8. Recently, the Conference on Di88rmament  endor8sd the

fourth report of the Ad mc Group of Scientifh Expert8 to Co,!eider  InternetlOne

GO-operative Measures  to Detect end Identify Zeiemic  Event8; that report we highly

praised. The USSR proposed that the Group begin to develop a 8yttem of operative

transmission of Level-11 Cata to 8erve a8 a ba8i8 for international 8eismic

verification of a rwclear-te8t  ban.

All that attest8 to the fact that there is no problem with the Swiet Union as

regards the verification of a ban on nuclear touts. In essence, we egree with any

form of verification.

SQ all thtr conditions have now been created to re8olve  po8itively  the question

of banning nuclear test*. Aowever, the United Stat08 --sition  block8 concrete

negQtfatiOn6  on this problem, which ha8 long been ripe for solution. The reason8

for that position, which declare8 the te8t ban to be a ‘very-long-term goal*,  are

well known. It is becoming increa8ingly  clear that Washington 18 motivated by the

desire to retain for the United State8 the possibility  of qualitatively upgrading
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old types of nuclear weapons and develooing  new one8 and thue carrying on the

nuclear-arms race. The true reason for ihe  United State8 Admini8tration's

reluctance to renounce nuclear explosion8  is the deoire to upeet  the exieting

balance of Eorces to its own advantage. Nowevtr, the world demands something

else - namely, that good will be demonstrated, aa ha8 been done by the Soviet

Union c in order to ensure that our pl.ar.at  no longer will be shaken by underground

nuclear explosiona.

A weighty contribution can and must be made by the United Nations to achieving

progress toward the conclusion of a treaty on the general and complete prohibition

of nuclear tests. The United Nations efforts in this major area 8hould be

redoubled and made more dynamic and purposeful.

In a few days the Fir8t  Committee will begin taking decisions on various

disarmament issues. A most important place among them wib; be held by decisions

concerfling  a nuclear-teat ban. We express ovr hope that thO8e  deCi8iOn8 will

provide a new and important stimulus to the long-awaited beginning of negotiations

aimed at ending nuclear explosions.

Mr. CAMPORA  (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) I In this statement

the Argentine delegation will address itself to various agenda items that are Of

particular interest to it.

First, we shall refer to the itom on the naval arms race and disarmalntnt  and

to the link between that item and the declaration of the South Atlantic as a zone

of peace and co-operation. We shall. turn next to chemical weapons, then to the

role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament, and, finally, to

confidence-building measurers.

The consideration of the item on thz naval arms raax arrd disarmament has gone

through a series of stages, and we therefore feel justified in going into some

detail on this matter.
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It will be recalled that, in the first place, a Group of Experts was convened,

under the chairmanship of Ambaseador Alatas , and that that Group prepared a report

whLch wan broadly supported. The report was the basis for a first round of

coneideratinn, in the Disarmament  Commission at its last session, this year, of the

item on the naval arms race.

The report that the Diaarmamant Commission has, in turn, submrtted to the

General Assembly (A/41/42)  contains a summary of the statement by !F F Chairman of

the Commission on the conclusions reached. Unfortunately, the most important part

of that statement by the Chairman of the Disarmament Commission was na t included in

the Disarmanmnt Commission’s report# for reasons that are well known. Hence, we

should like to refer to document A/CN.lO/tU,  dated 29 March 1966, which reflects

the substantive consideration that the Disarmanmnt Commission gave to the question

of the naval arms race and disarmament.

That document - and we take the liberty of reoormaending  that metiers utudy

it - gives an account that highlights the great importance of the item and of the

concepts and points of view voiced by many delegations. The iqxxtancrl  of the item

and the interest it has aroused are very well reflected in the document to which I

am referring. In particular, it clear ly shows that the naval arms race has

generated an unprecedented miritary  presence in various maritime areaa. It ale0

indicates that there has been an increasing nuclearization of the oceans and seas

of the world, with regard both to armaments and to propulsion systems; and that

this situation, when considered in conjunction with the great mobility of naval

forces, explains why the naval arms race has another special characteristic - that

is, the geo~~raphical spread of nuclear weapons.

Another comment in the foregoing report is that certain naval activities that

are carried out in regions or zones far removed from the territory of the State or

States involved have given rise to regional and sub-regional tensions.
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We would ropeat that document A/CN.10/83 - which, unforrunately, i8 not

included in the report of the Diaarument  Cmieaion  to the General Ae6embly - in

our view haa great importance in duly aeaeseing  the need for the united Natione to

deal  in  depth with this iteta 0~ the  n a v a l  arm race.

In particular, the concepto  to which A have referred in regard to the

unprecedentrd  militaty  preeence in various maritime l rea8, as well a8 the

geographical spread of nuclear weapona that ha been generated by the great

mobility of naval forcea, fully apply alro to the l ituation prevailing in the South

Atlantic. For that reamon, those concopte are at the very bamia of the initiative

to declare the South Atlrlntic  a zone of peace and co-operation.
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Indeed , the General Assembly  only a few days ago - to be preciee On

27 October last - adopted resolution 41/U by 124 votes in favour, 1 against and

6 abstentions. That resolution:

“Solemrly declares the Atlantic Ocean, in the region situated between

Africa and South America, a ‘Zone 0; Peace and Co-operation of the South

Atlantic”.

This brand new resolution of the forty-first seeston of the General Assembly

also:

‘Calls upon all States . . . in particular the militarily significant

States, scrupu?ously to respect the region of the South Atlantic as a zone of

peace and co-operation, especially through the reduction and eventual

elimination of their military presence there, the non-introduction of nuclear

weapons or other weapons of mass destruction and the non-extension into the

region of rivalries and conflicts that are foreign to it’.

Hence we support the Disarmament Commission continuing to deal with this item,

that is, the naval arms race and disarmament, in its 1987 session, with a view to

appropriate recommendations being submitted to the forty-second session of the

General Assembly.

The relative progress achieved in the negotiations being carried out in the

Conference on Disarmament aimed at drawing up a convention banning the use and very

existence of chemical weapons gives us some cause for satisfaction, since it is on

one of the few items on disarmament where results are slowly coming in.

It is hoped that in 1987 the Conference on Disarmarrmnt  will make sufficient

progress to conclude the convention which, bet se of its overall approach

encompassing all related issues deserves our fullest support.
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We should l.ike to believe that the international community  is gradually moving

closer t.0 a universal, total and lasting ban on chemical weapons.

Therefore we are not able to support any initiative involving a discriminatory

or partial approach. The drrwbacks  and ineffectiveness of any partial approach

have indeed heen recognized in the negotiations.

We continue to hope that the convention will be universal, in the sense that

all States will take part in it. Not only should it be universal, but it should

also he a global convention: d t nhould encompass all types of chemical weapons and

remairr in force for all time.

:&ove all, we believe that the convention rmrak not be discriminatoryr  it

should not create a particular status for any specific COUntIY. No country

individually, or no group of countries, should be author ized to carry out

1nterna:ional  control over the movement of chemical substances. This should be

done by internationar  and national verification systems crexted  under the

convent.ion  itself in order to monitor compliance with the obligations entered into

by the States parties.

The drafting of the convention has, in our view, made sufficient progress, and

we do not believe at this stage that it is necessary to adopt new and specific

systems from those which are already receiving very careful study in the ongoing

negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament.

In the course of the discussions this year and in prev bous years, it has

become obvious that there is a deep-rooted concern with regard to the role of the

United Nations in the sphere of disarmament. That co tern does not stem from a

lack of gu:.?-lines, since the Charter as well as the 1978 Final LIocument are very

clear cut in this respect. The main reason for that concern is the arms race

l.tself, which is con\:inuing  at a dizzying pace, despite the ceaseless work being

carried out by all United Nations bodies dealing with disarmament.
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The role of the United Nations in diearmament  has b&,-n taken up in the

Disarmsnnt  Co~~P3niseion at ita 1985 and 1986 o~~eeione. Both seesione  have allowed

for a broad anchange  of vhws and have also given rise to many proposale. This iS

an item which has been followed up with great interesr by the delegation  of

Cameroon, wb~s contribution to its analysis met be cecognixed.

In oui o~xinion,  the final aesee%,lwnt and the adoption of substantive measures

and recommendatione  to enhance in so far aa poeeible the work of the United Nations

with regard t.0 disaraanant  is a task for the third special session of the General

Asrelnbly  dewl:ed  to dieacmsment, which we hope will he held in 1988.

The Dislrrnurnant Comiseion ha8 virtually ooncluded  the drawing up of

confidence-building meaeures  at: both the worlo &xl  tha regional levels. The

Argentine delegation believes that it is eesential  to m&intain  an awareness of the

obligation to build up mutual confidence in order to consolidate the possibilities

of lasting peace. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of my wuntry,

Mr. Dante Caputo, devoted l pecial attention to this particular aepect in his

address to the Conference on Disarmament  in Geneva on 6 February 1986.

The report of the Diearmameunt  Conrieeion  to the General Aseeably contains a

body of guidelines for confidence building, with regard to both rrultilateral  and

bilateral relations. We wish to take this opportunity to emphasise various

guidelines we believe are of particular importance.

It 18 interesting to note that the report etatee that confidence is based on a

body of interrelated factors, both military and non-military.

The report adds that confidence iar related to a br&.*sd ranga of activities in

the sphera  of interaction between States , and that confidence mat be promoted in

the political, military, economic, socia1, humanitarian and cultural spheres.
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It alno affirnm  that the appropriate  combination of different types of

specific measures  for each reqion must be identified in keeping with the security

perception of the countries in the region and the nature and intensity of the

threats to which they are subjected.

Finally, the report points out - and we believe this to Lo acceptable - that

the Conference on Diearmament  should be able to identify and draw up for

confidence-building measures that are in keeping with the type of aqreemenizs  on

disarmament arbd arm limitation at present being negotiated.
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Hr. BAYART  (Mongolia) (Lnterpretation  from French) I I should like to-

introduce the draft resolution on Disarmament Week, A/C.l/41/L.l4,  wh ch ia

sponsored by Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, the Byoloru88ian Soviet Socialist

~opuhlic,  Cuba, Cxechoslovakia, the Corman  Dmocratic  Republic, the Lao POoplO’s

Democratic Republic, the Ill-rainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Viet Nan and my own

country, nongolia.

The quoation with which the draft resolution  deals needs no coaxaent from me.

For the past 10 ye.lrr Di8armament Week ha8 kon an integral part of world action

designed to make world public opinion aware of the need to halt and roverIle the

nuclear-arms race,anU to eliminate  the threat of a nuclear war.

Disarmament Week is obssrvod throughout the world. It furnishes an occasion

for a number of co) amoniea  and manifestations of various types in many cvuntriee,

as well as in the United Nation6 itself. The  Secretary-General’s reports in

documents A/41/491 and A/41/492 and the statements made here in the First Committee

by the President of the General Asreably,  by the Secretary-General and by the

representatives of the various regional groups at the recent meeting held in

observance of Diaarmanmnt  Week are eloquent evjdence of this.

In hin statement on that occasion, the Secretary-General,

Mr. Javier  Perez de Cuellar, l tatedr

(e in English)

.WO must dovote  our effort8 to the gradual reduction of armaments, both

nuclear and conventional. The difficulty and complexity  of negotiations must

not be allowed to turn nations from this objective, which is shared by all the

peoples of the uor ld. In this week  we give special emphasis to disarmament,

hut it m*lst remain a major, universal concern every day of the year.”

(A/C.l/Il/W  .23, p. 13)
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(continued in French)- -

Speaking on behalf of the Group of Asian States, the representative of Japan

atated:

(apoke  in English)

‘Disarmament Week provides the Member States with an excellent r>pportunity to

rededicate themselves to United Nations efforts to enhance international peace

and security through the achievement of general and complete d,darmament.”

(A/C.1/41/PV.23,  p. 18)

(cant inued in French)

During that meeting, we heard some very interesting proposals for the

diversification of the vat 1s organisational  aspects of Disarmament Week. I refer

in particular to the proposals hy the Minister for Foreign Affairs of t.he

Byelorusnian Soviet Socialist Republic, which reflected our common aspiration to

make more effective uae of the opportunities offered hy Disarmament Week a8 part of

efforts to put an and to the arms race and the danger of war.

My delegation noted with satisfaction the reports auhmitted hy various

specialised agencies, as wel!.  am the raport  of the International Atomic Energy

Agemy (IAEA), on their activities to promote the objectives of Disarmament Week.

We noted with particular intereat the report by IAEA, which reads, inter alis:-

-The IAEA contribute8 act Lively to the cause of arms  limitations and

disarmament within its 4rea of competence.” (A/31/491, pars. IOr

In this connect ion, I should like to note that the General Assembly, in

resolution 34/75 of 11 December 1979, invited relevant specialized  agencies to

express their view8 and suggestions on possible  elements i- ‘.he declaration of the

1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. We regard that as recognition of the role

that orqanizatione in the United Nations systems can play in promoting the

d isarmanent process.



m/g A/C.l/Il/PV.ZR
33

(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

Turrtng now to draft resolution L.14, in etmence  it repeats last year’s

resolution, as well as those adopted i.n prior years, while expressing its grave

concern over the escalating arm8 race, especially  the nuclear-arms race. The draft

resolution stressen the vital importance of eliminating the threat of a nuclear

war, ending the nuclear-arms race and bringing about disarmament for the

maintenance of world peace. Thr draft  resolution recognizes  the important role of

the mass  media in acouainting  the world public  with the aims of Disarmament Week

and measures undertaken within its framework, and invites the Secretary-General to

uae the United Nations mans media as widely as possible  to promote  better

understanding among the wbrld public of disarmament problems and the objectives of

Disarmament Week.

The draft resolution also expresses appreciation to all States and

international and national governmental and non-governmental organizationa for

their energetic support of and active participation in Disarmament Week In 1986,

the International Year of Peace. It invites all States, international

non-governmental organizatione, the relevant specialized  agencies and the IAEA to

parti :ipate  actively in Disarmament Week to intensify activities within their areas

of cowetence wLth regard to disarmament and to inform the Secretary-General

accord ing ly .

Lastly, the draft resolution recuests  the Secretary-General to submit to the

General Aeaembly  at its forty-second enseton a report on the implementation Of its

provisions.

The preamble to the draft resolution refers to the creation of a comprehensive

aystem of international peace and stcurity. The creation of such a eyetem wouM

serve to strengthen the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations  relating to

a eyetem of collective security. It aims at the impl,ementation  of such provieions

in the light Of the nuclear and outer space cenlities of our era.
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In conclusion, I would express the hope that the draft resolution will, an in

the past, be broadly supported by member8 of the First Cormnittee.

Hr. CRCBIAITMB  (United Kingdon) I I am now speaking in my national

capacity am repre8entative of the united Kingdom to introduce briefly two draft

re8olution8,  A/C.l/Il/L.lO  and L.ll.

First, on behalf of the delegations of Au8tralia,  Belgium, Botewane,  Canada,

Dennatk,  France, the Federal Republic of Gormany, Iceland, Italy, New Zeal¶nd,

Norway,  Samoa, Turkay  am well am my own delegation, I have the honour to introduce

to the Cornittee draft re8olution A/C.l/Il/L.lO  on objective information on

military utters.

This draft rellolution  builds further on that adopted last year, as General

Ae8embly re8olution 40/94 I[, with widespread support. The additional element of

draft resolution L.10 in remponme  to cormaente received is the emphasis laid on the

value of much ohjectivo  information on both regional and subregional levels.
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,‘he sponsors of the draft firmly believe that the provieion by States of

objective information on military matters will have a beneficial effect in helping

to establish an atmosphere of greater confidence, a climate in which the likel.ihood

of an outbreak of conflict Is correspondingly reduced. They accord a high priority

to the fostering of such a climate. Equally valuable is the contribution rhich the

availability of relevant information could make to avoiding the sort of erroneous

assessments of the capabilities and intentions of potential adversaries which could

provoke unnecessary military build-ups on the part of States.

In this contaxt, the sponsors keenly appreciate the value of the existence of

a standardised reporting instrument on military expenditure which is being used by

an increasing number of states.

The recomnendatlone made in the draft do nothing to twinge  on the vital

security interests of States. Rather, the draft urges the reporting of information

which many States routinely make publicly available, by way, for instance, of

reporting to national parliaments.

The draft contains a reauest to the Secretary-General to report further to the

General Assembly at its next session on the implementation of the provisions of

this resolution.

We would welcome the comments of other delegations on tha draft resolution,

which the co-sponsors are very ready to take into account. We attach importance to

extending still further the area of consensus on these ideas, which already have

the support of the great majority of the countries representad in this Committee.

In this connection, I am confident that support for the approach enshrined in this ~

I
draft resolution will command even broader adherence than last year in view of the ~

greater readiness to give information recently displayed by one super-Power.  The

co-aponeors of this draft resolution would, of COUCS~, welcome further co-sponsors.



AMR/lO A/C.l/Il/PV.28
37

(Mr. Cromartie, United Kin*)

Secondly, turning to another draft reeolution , I have ths honour to introduce,

on behalf of the delegations of Cameroon, Denmark, the Fedora1 Republic of Germany,

France, Norway and my own delegation, the United Kingdom, the draft resolution

contained in document A/C.l/Il/L.ll,  entitled “United Nations dimarmament  st~Idies”.

Last year I had the honour of introducing a similar  draft resolution, which

wan subsequently adopted by the General Ae8embly without a vote as resolution

40/152 I(. This resolution invited Member States Lc s&nit their views and

proposals on how the work of the United Nation@ in the field of diearmament  studies

can he improved. It also invited the Secretary-General’8 hdvi8ozy  Board on

Disarmament Studies to aubmit a report on the subject to the General Assembly at

its forty-second session. We are gratified that a number of Governments have

already responded to that reciueat  and that the AdVisOry Board continued to diecuas

the matter during the course of its eessionm in 1986.

My delegation is firmly of the view that studies can and do make an important

contribution to a balanced and comprehensive examination of ieeues in the field of

arm limitation and disarmament. Clearly, .s thorough appraisal of the subject of

United Nations dinarmament studies will greatly benefit from the widest possible

cross-section of views of Member States am to how such stuc!ies might be made even

more ef Cective.

The purpose of the drai’t resolution in document L.ll is, therefore, to

encourage thone states which have no’-, pt. done so to auhmit their comments and

ideas. This would facilitate the prep&ration of the AdViPOry Board’s  report and

would ensure that all views are taken fully into account when the subject is taken

up by the General Assembly at its next seenion,

The co-sponsors of draft resolution L.lI.  are confident, that, like ita

predecessor, it will again he adopted without a vote.
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Mr. KOUASSI  (Togo) (interpretation from French) I- - Since I am epeaking  for

the first time before thim Comittse,  permit me, Mr. Chairman, to express to you

and to the other officers of the Conunittee my delegattonBs  earnest and warm

conqratulations on the occasion of your unanimous election. Working mide by side

with you in the General Con#nittee, I was able to appreciate your effectiveness  and

your great capacity for work and your wisdom and, with your permieeion, I should

like to pay thie tribute to you here publicly.

In layinq the foundations of our Grganitation  in 1945, the major Powers at the

OutcOtne  of the moat bloody war in the history  of humanity, forgetting for a moment

their reciprocal mistrust,  had dreamed of the advent of an era of peace*  harmony

and fraternity, if not of! total confidence, among men.

That was why they devoted their very firat resolution to the objective8 of

Peace, dtsarmament,  the elimination of atomic weapons and the peaceful use of

atomic energy.

After four decades of negotiatione, we are still very far from a process of

gradual and balanced disarmament. Can we say that that initial objective ar?emB to

be close today ail the result of the Reykjavik Summit Conference? Are we authorizad

to think that the Governments will BUCCeasfU~ly  take the initiative of etopping the

armaments  race and effectively undertake nuclear disarmament when confronted with a

massive and continuous growth in the number, power and variety of nuclear weapons?

The arma race la today out of all control. And if the founding father8 of the

United Nations cor:ld  come back to witnems  the level and the power which today’s

world haa reached, they would undoubtedly conclude bitterly that the lack of

underetancZinq  of their dream of peace and security  for mankind had produced one of

the most tragic and terrifying paradoxes of our era, because how can we underetend

that, after the horrora of war, our world should have cormnitted itself to an arms
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race brought about by the incessant perfecting of the human species’ capacity for

destruction.

How can we justify  the fact that, despite the inpressive  efforts made by the

United Nations to promote disarmament, $1,000 billion should be spent every year on

arms and that 150 local conflicts should have caused more than 20 million deaths

since the creation of our Organioation?

In intervening in the debate on agenda item 61 of the Firat  Committee,

entitled ‘Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth

Special Session of the General Aseembly” , my delegation is guided by a desire to

make ?.rs contribution to reflection on rpecific  measures which might facilitate the

progressive achievement of general and complete disarmament.

Far from showing the impotence of our Organisation in the face of the excess

Of arms in the world, the paucity of results obtained in respect of disarmament

rather indicates the great complexity of thie ausetion, which IB of such crilcdal

importance and which presupposes a very long-term process.

That means that any human effort inspired by objectives as noble as

internttional  peace and security requires  the deployment  of BuBtained  &forte

despite qropings, failures and aL sorts of &BtaCleB  related to the difficulty Of

combining the requirements of the security of States Members  of the united  Nationa

with the imperatives of a global equilibrium.

Thus it is important, in the search for disarmament, not to lose sight of the

realities of today’s world. We must recognise that every country, large or small,

has vital national security interests. To disregard that would be to totally lack

realism in a world made up of sovereign States.
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rt must he noted that national security cannot be assured by increasing leVOl8

of armaments. Thus we must start reducing the levels of weapons and of armed

torcee in an eauitable  and balanced way, while guaranteeing the right of every

State to undiminished security.

One event of hietoric  significance was ths cossmmoration  last year of our

OrganizationOs fortieth anniversary which provided an exceptional occa8iOn for

States Members to reaffirm their profound cossnitment  to the noble principles,

ideals and objectives which presided at the creation of the united Nations,

specifically iaternational  pe3ce and security. That was an incontestably tangible

manifestation of the commitment of the international anmnunity  to work to

SL then the United Nations as an essential and irreplaceable instrument for the

preservation of balance in international relations.

However, the advent of a world forever rid of the spectre of war cannot result

from simple and ritual proclamations of peaceful intentions. Quite the contrary*

our common will for peace must lead to concrete and persevering actions aimed at

harmonising our national interests with the search for collective seccirity.  The

multidimensional and evolving character of disarmament demands that any effort at

promoting it be undertaken at the regional , national and international levels.

While it is precisely the nuclear Powers which bear primary re8ponsihility  for

the promotion of aeneral and compl+te disarmament, it is alno true that the

disappearance of Lne spectre OF war would be greatly assisted by other countries'

contribution to the creation of collective security in their respective regions-

In view of the complexity of today*8  international context, progress in disarmament

and related security problems takes ever more into acwunt existing situations and

conditions in specific wuntries and regions. The process of the development of

. -- .-_ --.. ..-.-..... .-.-_.  _-_ _ ____
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a global consensus for general and complete disarmament wiil thup.  emerge gradually,

fir et at the national level, then at the regional level , and finally at the war Id

1eveL.

In that regard initiatives taken here and there in the world to strengthen

regional security are very significant. After long and laborious negotiations o\Ier

the Helsinki Agreement, the recent stockholm Agreenrtnt  itself constitutes a message

of peace addressed to the international conmunlty. That msesaye  indCcatee  the r the

permanent concretization of the attachment of the countries of East and West to

ddtente  and peaceful coexistence is an inestimable contribution to reinforcing

international peace and sl-curity.

In this constant search for regional security the developing countries,

concerned as they are with creating the indispensable conditions for their economic

and social progress, play individbrally  and collectively within the framework of

their respective regional organizations  a role that should bs emphaaized  and

encouraged.

The conclusion of the Treaty of Tlatelolco was tangible evidence of the

attachment of the Latin American States to the total and definitive

denuclear ization of thei. region.

The Organization  of African Unity (OAU)  , the League of Arab States, the

Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN;, the Pacific Forum and the Movement

of the Non-Aligned Countries have worked since their creation in support  of the

denuclcxization  of Africa, the Middle East, the Indian Ocean, South-East Asia and

the South Pacific.

As concerns Africa in particular , we must recognirc that its vocation in

support of peace in the world is based on the unshakeable will of the African
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I#, CR f- * .Itroduce  pool.itical, economic, social and cultural conditions that will

Lear1 L d:he achievement of African unity mnd protect that continent from the threat

cf a9greeeSon inherent in t:?ti covetousnase, gee-political  calculations and foreign

interference of which that ontirent  haa been the object.

Since their accession to independence, the African State8 have alwaya devoted

spe@lial  attention to the objectives of peace and security which, ‘.o them, are

essential for the achievement of their aspirations for development, Unity and

genuine freedom. It is no accident that the charter of the Organization  of African

[Jnity  clearly emphaeizes  in its preamble the conviction of its founders that peace

and security must be created and maintainc,l  to permit those aspirations to become a

dvnamic force in behalf of human progress.

In the same s,)irit  the founders of the OAKJ  eetabliuhad a Defence Commit:.ee

which is entrusted *ith, inter alia, creating the neceaeary conditions and

mechanisms 0 make iL possible not only to help Africar ~rritoriee  still under

colonial dominatio? to achieve their national sovereignty hut also to guarantee and

Preserve their dearly achieved independence.

Years have elapsed since IJnited Nation8 experts and others have stressed the

close link between security, disarmament and development, which today is subscribe,’

to by the whole international community.

The Qrqanization  of African Unity, in its offorts  to neck  peace and pcogreaa

in Aft ica, has alw,,yR  pronounced itself firmly in support of gc!neral and cornplrrte

disarmament that will make it poseib1.e  for al: 10 have peat-  a.x¶ securi:l  and

improve the prospects and opportunities that will facilitate the development of

relations of constructlvo  co-operation amnng States. That is why a+ its first

regular sersion in c’airo  in July 1964 the Heads of State or Government of the

African continsnt adopted the Declaration on the Denuclear  ization c.C Africa hy
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which they want to remove  Africa from all the Jangora  of nuclear  mapona. That

thChCatiOn  repcement not only the ooncrete Nanifeatation  of Africa’s  support for

the objactive  of non-proliferation and non-diaaemination of nuclaar  waapna but

also itm detarmination to maintain and conaolidato  intarnational  peace and security.

Africa favour8 peece  and feel8 an urgent nead  for it. The exchange@  of view

that have taken  place at recant GAU minfaterial  meatings  have abown the

international rorrunity*a  l erioua cwncernm  oaueed  by the arma race, in particular

the nuclear armm  race which threatena mankind*a  survival.

We bnlieve that for disarmamant  to be effective and  lasting it must  guarantee

the security  of all State8, aaeure them eaual aecuc‘ity  and create nachanimna  to

maintain peace and settle conflicta  among  Staten, in conformity with the principlea

contained in the United Nation8 Charter.

Bur  region must face the challenge of .:rying to maintain peace and recurity

without thereby wakening our econom”e8  by the diaripation  of our limited CemourceiI

for defence purpomea and military expenditures to meat threats  that confront UI.

The creation of the United Nations Regio~r 1 Centre for Pe8ce and Diaacmament  in

Africa by General Aaoembly  resolution 40/1!31 G of 16 Decetir  1983 la an l ttelapt to

meet  this concern. Almo,  tbe WrJ Conference of Amade of State or Government held

in Add18 ARaba from 28 to 30 July 1386 welcomed the creation of that Centre one of

whoae  objectivea  lo ro promote the world camign  for peaca and diaarument  in the

region.

‘In connection with that campaign, the Centre ia an indiupenaable instrument

for educating, informing and IW billzing  African public opinion in behalf of paacer

the limitation of acme, and general and complete  disarmament. II, functioninq  a8 a
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(10urce  of informstion,  research and sdvica, the organisation of aeminare and

contarencr5, the Regional Cen:re in Africa uumt  combine  the objectives of

di.~~armanent, l ocurity and drvelopent.

Tha !seativshle  value of peace ham urKbubtedly bOen  weI1 perceived  by gzilard,

Bohr, Einstein and Rotblat,  eminent scientiato who, itiiately after making their

contribution to the deaiqn  of the firat atomic bomb, expressed their regret  ard

waged a vigorous campaign against nuclear weapons. In contrnuing their action,

11 famoue scientists - nine of whom have been awarded the NC&~  Peace Prize - ao

early am 1955 signed s manifesto calling upon the l cisnti5ta of the whole world to

work for peace.

‘1 oday , am yesterday , the struggle for peace and disarmament  has no c \ance of

5uccen5  unless it ia waged unceasingly  on all fronta.
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The absolute  neceaaity  of nuclear disarmamant  should not make urn  lose sight of

the fact that, because of the increaaing!.y  in&.erlinked nature of international

relations and the inte?dependcnce of Statea, the tinteat spark could flare up into

a qener  al oonflagr  atio *. Ewen if for Cour decades there has been no generalised

war, local conflicts in the third world have camed great ravage8 and untold

suffer ing I delaying eoonomfc and social pcogcesa in thcee countries.

That is tiy Africa corrsiatently  supports all initiatives to ensure peace,

aeC*‘t  ity and cooperation  lrmcmg  nations, for true pace is the fir et condition for

its stability and development. Africa therefore tollowa  with great interest

chanqee affecting relations between the super-Powe.  ‘I in the context of their

repercussions cm the pcoapecta and posaibilitiea  for peace in the world. we hope

that the Heads of State of those Powers will cc ,tinue the dialogue begun in

November 1905 and continued at Reykjavik, and we hope that in future meetings that

dialoqJ@ will provide an opportunity to take constructive measures leading to the

siTin of effective treaties ol general and canplete  diearmument. The

super-powers have the rceponsibil.ity  and duty to take the initiative and to set an

example, particularly In the field of nuclear disarmament.

In OOnCLusioII,  we reaffirm that there ie a close relationship among

disac mament , detente,  reepect for the right ti self-determination and independence,

the peaceful settlement of disputes and the Btrengthentng  of international peace

and Recur i ty .

Mr * ROSE (German  Demccratic Pepublic): On behalf of the sponsors, I have

the honour of intromcinq  the following draft rcreolutions: draft  resolut,ion

A/C.l/4L/L.6, on nuclear weapons in all aspects; and draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.S,

on non-use of nuclear weapons and prwentlon  <JC  nuclear war.
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I shall be brief, because the texts of thoee  draft resolutions  are b.aed

respactivoly  on resolutions 4O/l52 C and 4U/l52  A, which  were adopted by u large

majority at the last e~s~ion cf the General Aaaembly.

Bath draft resolutions addreae the main issue 0C our tine: aver tinq the

threat of the nuclear self-annihilation of mankind. They contain concrete and

rerllistic  idaas on ways tp halt the nuclear-arms race and prooeed to the reduction,

and ul t.inately the complete elinina  ticn, of nuclear weapone. Thus, they are in

line with the p: ior i ties set out in the Final Document of the fir at special sSasiCn

of the General Aeserably  dwoted to diearmament, &ich Wa8 adouted by CMsenBW.

The draft resolution on nuclear weapons in all aspects (A/C.,1/4l/L.6)  calls

upon the Geneva Conference m Dioarmmmnt m proceeC without delay to mult!.bteC81

negotiations on the cee.Jation of the nuclear-acme raoe and nuclear disarmalant,

including the el&oration  of nuclear disarmament programma,  and to eatabliah  for

thifl purpose an ad hoc coreaittee. This ooncerna  we believe, ia, today more topical- -

and more urgent than ever before, in the light, inter alla, of the recent meeting

at Fteyk javik. Although these issues met with growing interest. during the 1986

seasion  of the Cc~fetence  on Disarmam~t,  no agreemat~t wa6s reached, owing to the

position taken by a few States. The pceanbulat part of the draft resolution

reiterates the need for and urgency of xultilataral  negotiations.

DraEt resolution A/C.l/Il/L.6  weloomas the conviction expcesaed in the joint

Soviet-Lhited States  statement of 21 Nova&or 1985 that a nuclear war cannot he Won

and must never be EouMt. It also note5 with satisfaction that the twc eidem

agreed to accelerate the negotiations aimed at prwentSng  an arms ca e in outer

space and terminatinq the acma tacm on garth. The draft resolution reflects the

awareness that bilateral and mu? tilatetal negotiations on the cessation of the

nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament  muet complement  and stimulate each

other.
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The second  draft resolution (A/C.l./Il/L.s)  expreeees the hope that all

nucleEr-weapon  States  that have not yet done so will Ec\llcw  the example of the

Saviet UIion and the People ‘8 Republic OC China md undertake not ti be the first

to use nuclear weapons. Such an obligation, i C awumed  by all nuclear-wealon

States, would  conetitute an important Ciret step and a siq~ificant

confident-building  measuI’e  aimed at lessening the danger of nuclear war. In that

COntrXt, the Geneva Conference m Disarmament ie requestod in the draft resolution

to consider the elaboration of an international i~retrunmnt  of a legally binding

character.

We hope that the two c’ ICt resolutions, in the light of their subject-matter

and their general importance for the proceee  of arm6 limitation  and disarmament and

for international recur ity, will lreceive  broad support.

Mr. kkzDDNAGH  (Ireland): Aa this is the Piret occari ion this seesio on

which I am speak ing in th ie Comraittee , I should like at the outset to extend to

PUP Sir, my delegntion’a  warm congratulations on your unaimue  election as

Chairman of the First Conaittoe. In Qing 80, I should l.ike to assure you of my

delegatiar’s  full support and co~peratia,  ae pn~ guide the Committee’6

de1 iber atione. Your keen grasp of arm1  oontrol  and diearmament  queetione, together

with your wi b-ranging experience and skill, hold out the promiee of a fruit Cul md

lucceeeful  seseion.

I take this opportunity also to congratulate the other officer a of the

Carmittee and to wish them too every succe~e in carrying out their important tasks.

Mv delegation, 1 ike 80 many other 8, was hear toned by the decision of the two

Super-Powers TV proceed to a summit rnrm ting in Icelard  earlier thie month. We were

impresrTed by the seriousness of purpoee and evident commitment  which they brought

with them to the vital task of trylng to reach common agreement (XI the reaction
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and possibly even the ultinute  elimination of their arsenals  of mass destruction.

&I we know, the meeting at Rsykjavik  ended without agreement. But our shared

regret need not - indeed must r,ot - fn&ce  my sense of despcndaxy.  Wa should be

encouraged by the evidence that two Powers seem to have conm alaor than ever

before to reaching crucial agreements on mmjor arDo control and disarmament

issues. While a historic breakthrough was not achieved, the ounnlt  meeting

succeedsd  in demonstrating that developments of major si~lificarce were ard remin

in prospect and, furthermore, that the super-Pawer  relationship is susceptible to

reasonable and constructive management. The outcome at Reyk javik need not,

therefore, be viawed only aa a Lost opportunity.

The Qgree to which the tuo Powers were able to develop the fluency of their

dialogue in the arms control arena offers encouraging grnwds for bolie\linq that

wide-ranging progress spay etilb  be achieved. From the perspective of thie

Conrmittee,  we may record that, perhaps for the very first time in the aftermath of

a SC pr-Power  summit, both the ulited States and the USSR rendered a valuable

service by coming here and outlining in oanaidsrable  detail their respective

positions in the bilateral ewchanges in Iceland. This they did in terms which can

fa ir ly be descr ibed as oonci 1 istory and for thooming.
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In itself, this is a cause for satisCaction  and could he interpreted as a vote

Of confidence in the role of the Cmittae  as a central component  in the

multilateral disarmament process. The First Committee ia a finely-tuned barometer

of the international political climate, whose effective functioning can be improved

on - o r  inpaired - by the state of aensitiv~ties  in the super-Power relationship at

any given moment. The contributions by the repreaentativea of the two Powers have

helped set the tone for this session which, my delegation hopes, will be a

productive and successful one. Moreover, the wealth of information now available

to us aa a result of the Reykjavik meeting should not anly intensify our awareness

of what is at atake in the super-Power relationship, hut should also enable us to

form more soundly based judgemanta on the complex  and difficult issues which

preoccupy the Connitt Be.

I suggest that what ia now called for from the Committee in return is the

patient and suatained support of all delegations fai the bilateral super-Power

negotiations, which are still under way in Geneva. Those negotiations, and  the

overall conduct of the super-power  relatlonnhip, bear directly on the future and

security of the whole of manh:nd. It is for this reason also that my delegation

believen that the Colnnittee should again demonstrate, in measured and reasoned

term, by the draft resolutions delegations decide to adopt, its c3lletive belief

that the super-Powers bear a profound responsibility for international peace and

security. We have every right to remind them constantly of that responsibility

and, :‘.n  urging and supporting them to persevere in their endeavours, we fectl

entitled to seek from thorn the full discharge  of their  &ligation~ to the

international community at large in the disarmament field.

If I have focused my statement until now on the bilateral super-power

relationship, it is not because my delegati.on considers the mutilateral  disarmament
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process to be any the less significant. As we know, the super-Powers are not the

sole posseaeors  ,P weapons of indiscriminate destruction, even if it is they who

maintain the preponderance of the world’s destructive military capacity. The value

and  importance of the multilateral process  cannot hc gainesid, and my delegation

comes to this session of the Cormittee with renewed grounds for moderate optimism

in the resilience and worth of that process. In several key areas we have

witnessed in the past year substantial steps forward On which this Conanittee  can

justifiably record a note of eatisfacti n.

The successful outcome  of the Second Review Conference on the Biological

Weapons Convention, held last month in Geneva s gives considerable grounds for

satisfaction. The adoption by consensus of the Final Document of the Review

Conference marks a significant advance in terms of reinforcir:g  the authority of

this important Convention, which is a cornerstone of the chemical weapons Control

r&gime. We can now leak forward with confidence to the Thi:d Review Conference,

due to take place not later than 1991.

Of particular interest among the decisions reached at Geneva, to all of which

Ireland fully subscribes, were the cOJmnitments  undertaken by the States parties to

the Convention to increase exchanges of information. Such exchanges constitute

practical means for improving confidence, and it is my delegation’s hope that the

planned meeting of scientific technical experta in Geneva in 1987 will succeed

in elaboratin]  effective measures designed to translate into concrete terms the

commitments already assuwd  by the states parties.

We are al00 pleased to note that a specific item in the important area cf

verification will be included on the agenda of the Third Review Conference. This

decision clearly reflects the widespread view that there is much scope for

improvement in this area. As every delegation here is aware, rapid technological

developments increase the potential for the Cevelopnent  of new biological anri toxin
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Conference should be convened at the earliest possible date. And we trust that all

States parties will, in the meantime, obaerve strictly their obligations under the

Convention, which the Final Document of the second Review Conference expressly

links to the wider negotiations on the prohibition of chemical wespona.

On the subject c chemical  weapons, my delegation welcomes the degree of

progress which ham been made this year at the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva.

Ireland remains firmly committed to the earliest possible conclusion of a

multilateral convention on the total prohibitin~n of the developxnent,  production,

and stockpl~fng  of chemical weapons , and on their complete destruction.

The adoption by tha Conference of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on-II

Chemical Weapons wan indeed a most encouraging development. The report succeclcls in

grafting onto the agreed framework of a chemical weapons convention further

elements which would prevent the misuse of commercial chemicals and which deal with

the elimination of existing stockpiles and of production facilities. These

developments raise our expectation  that next yt:ar this Cmmittee  may at list be in

a position to welccxne the conclusion of an internationally binding and verifiable

hdn  on chemical weapons.

Theae positive  developments should not th’~ever 1~13. us into a false sense of

coe@acency. Any country prepared to commit rwources to the fabrication of

chemical weapona could probably succeed in doing so. This is not mere conjecture.

The continued use of chemical weapons  in batt,ltfield  conditions, in viol!%tfon of

the 1925 Geneva Protocol, is a soberiny reminder of the acute dangers involved. By

the same  token, m arc deeply concerned at any steps designed to modarnize  existing

chemical-weawn  atocke. Neither are partial or intermed P steps acceptable as an

alternat3v.e to B global ban. DesI,lte these unhelpful factors, we remain optimi~tfc

1



JSWat A/C. 1/41/W.28
54

(Mr. t4cLNmagh,  Ireland)

that a chemical-weapons convention is now, finally, within reach. NO State a0ula

act in any way which would hinder the momentum towards this end.

The multilater I process also demonstrated this year its worth at the regional

leve 1. Only last month, a development of considerable political signifies&co took

place, which we hope will have a beneficial iqact on the eecurity  environment of

immediate concern to my delegation. I refer to the successful outcome of the

Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measure8 and Diear!UWWnt

in Europe and to the adoption by consensus  of the Stockholm Document.

The Bet of concrete measures to increase confidence and enhance eeCUritY In

Euwe, set out in the Stockholm Document, represent  a major advance on the steps

aqretid u p o n  at Helsinki in 1975. For my deleqatlon, the success of the Conference

on Confidence and Security  Building Heasuree and Disarmament In Surope marks a high

watermark in the process 0E multilateral negotiations on the regional plane. The

Stockholm Conference wa6 mandated to devise measures to reduce thip  risk of conflict

that could arise from miscalculation of military intentions or through

misirterpretation  of military activities. The remdting  agreement, which will come

into effect on 1 January 1987, elaborates concrete measures on prior notification

and oheervation  of certain military activities, on the er hanga of annual calendara

relating to military activities and on :wasures  of constraint and procedures for

verification and compliance. The enhanced C;PwJree  of openness and predictability

which the implementation  of these measures iq>lies  should contribute in no amalt

way to the creation of an improved climate of security in Europe. In addition t-o

the confidence-bui  Iclinq meaeuree  agreed at, Stockholm, the 35 par .icipating

countries stated their firm determination to continue to build confidence, to

lessen military confrontation and to enhance security  for all. They aleo declared
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their determination to achieve ,brogreee in diearmament. We believe that the

P\itic.rlly hlndtng agreementa reechsd at Stockholm last month  rhould alao help to

[,avc  the way for progretie towards diuat’Mlcent  in all the relevant negotiating

fOKURhB.
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The three areas I have 8inqled out irdicate  how the nultilateral  appromh  to

arms co trol and diaarmamnt is8ues can b8 8uccesofully  applied. And while we ray

record with appreciation the rwtent  to which progre88  hao been made in those

eeparate but interlinked areas, it is with a senre of regret that I rust

acknouledge,  too, thoaa area8 of which the 8amo cannot be 6nl~~. Perhaps nowhere is

that failure more evident than in the continued reluctance of the nuclear-weapon

Statas to negotiate on the conclu8ion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, the one

diaarmamwt  measure which 18 uingled out in the nuclear non-proliferation  Treaty of

1968. 8\11y last year thi8 Connittoe wa8 able Lo welcome the 8atisfactory out:carne

Of the Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference. At that Conference, the

particir  nts expressly called upon the nl Lear-weapon States  to conclude a

comprehensive test-ban treaty. That call at111 fail8 to evoke an appropriate and

positive response fra the nucleut-weapon  State8  and nothing in the ps8t year has

occurred to suggest that uo~thuhilc  movement on the qarertion of corprohenoive test

ban la in the offing. On the contrary, 1986 h8s -ain marked a failure at the

Conference on Disarmament to re8ch 8grbernt on the establishment of an &I hoc

committee which would proceed to multilateral nego’ciation8  on a conprehenaive te8t

ban, which is the fitat item on the agenda of the Conferenca.  The conaequenc%e  of

the continued failure in Oenrv8 are both perplexing and unsettling for the

international COI* lrity in general. One cdn only conclude that the ecntinued

absence of a corycehenaive te8t bm leave8 open the door to the further refineumt,

and increase in the volume of, ths exi8ting  nuclear ar8ona.\8. Not for the first

time my delegation appeal8  to the nuclear-weapon State8  to give a firm mitment

tU half: the tenting of nrclaar  woaponr  and to take urgent 8tepps  to achieve a

negotiated comprehewive te8t ban. We reject the notion that the world can
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continue to maintain. its present d4qr44 of 4tahility  aqainst  the bat-kqrouti  of an

upwardly-4pirall;nq  increaaa  in the quality and notit of armam4nte.  which in

itsalf muet  add to the dangera  inhmzent in nuclaar deterrenc4.  Thers can be no

logical basis f?r the asauraptlon  that th4 unc4rtsAn and, on occasion, precarious

pea 1 the world hRe enjoyed since the Second World War can bra sustained

LrJ~initaly  into the future, while the nucl4rr-arms  rac4 ie p4rmitt4d to run it*

cow40 withcut eff4ctive  intsrnational  con8traint. The super-Power  Leader&;  are

sqreeJ that a nuclear war cannot he won and muet  never be+ fought. Should not that

obvious and shared p4rce,)tion induce the mupd)r-Powera, arvi the other nuclear-.weapon

States, to proceed to the uarly n4qcttiat  ion and conclusl?I8  of a cc~rehennive

tant-hen treaty;

In undotlinitrg ths Lnportanc4  my d414gation  attach48 to thie if,tlue I am no!.

unmlnd:ul of the concerns that COI <inue to preoccupy the nuclear-w*awrl  States. We

racognire  thet there persists a lack of adequate mutual. truat and confidenca,  and

we undei‘otand  the perc4ption that extrancrous  ev4nt4,  such an the outbreak or

intbnsif  ication  of regional  dieputes , can eaeily undermint  such fragile belief  a4

may b4 Colman tc the nuclear-wapon  Staten in the r,fficacy of a compheneiva  test

b a n . We also nc.knowludg4  that a4riouu, but by no means insurmountable, problem4

reMin to be tackled, 44pecially  thoa4 of acOpe, veri f icat ion and ~~onglinru~. RU..

let the mcleat-weapon  States take couraga from the poeittvb atmoephere  g4narated

both at, Reykjavik and by thq nsntiment in inter! :ional. public opinion and let them

returrl ti. GabnP  a , thare to make a sustained e f f o r t .  t o  ,-en the way to the early

conclusion of a comprehensive best-ban trest,y, For the nuclear-weapon Stetes

sho*lld  he in no doubt that th4 internatir  al oonnnunity  is hound t,o draw ite own

conclutcions from their readi.nea4  or reluctance to face this task aquarely. Psi lure

to conclude a comprehensive test-ban treaty can only rsinforce th,s  wideaprsad
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klief ths: ths sonteat for military supremacy. unfettered by affective,

internationally binding meaeur44 of control, remains at the cor4 cif the 4tratsqies

to which they rrub4cr the.

I must al.so reoord  at this point my delaqntiongrr  regret ttrat circuautancem

have not 80 far permitted the holding of tha International Confsr4nc4 on the

Relationehip  h4twean Disarmament and Devslcpment, which wao achedulad  to take place

in Part8 in 19R6. Thle til#, last year my deleqation  waa pleased to support th4

decision,  endorsed  by th4 overwhelming nojoci,ty  of member Statas,  that th4

Conference should be convened in 1986. We did ao out of a deeply-felt concern at

the ever-increaeing  divbrnirbn of ktc4rce material reaourcw  to the further

accumulation and modern~aation of arm4ments. Tha wale of cxp4nrlituro  being

channel.led if&Q the uor~d-wide firmament4 ,indllfiltry  continu44 on it4 upward,

inexorable clis%. Reliabla  4tatiWice demonstrate  that acid milit4ry Opending  in

1985 wan running at a fiqure in ~XC&RO of a staggerinrj  )85lJ billion. mar, viewed

against ths aombrs backdrop of widespread mi8nryr  povarrlf  .plnd  human  suffering, this

1~41 of exp4nditurre  is truly d4plorabl4. It constitutes tin obvious and

intolerable atrain  on less-develop4  countries just ae much ao it reflactn  ill on

home of the pollcialr  vurrued iby thona States wh:ch  ara’ more fortunate. It la the

fervent hop4 of my delegation  that, despit4  the scrthack  thir yuar, th4 appropriatca

dwi0iOn  will ‘m taken at thim annsion of the Assembly, that the Conference *ill

take place as #soon 44 poseible  thsra.:fter,  a&l that it will comn4nd  the univ4rrpal

participation of this Organiration.

The avolution 4nd acc4Lernting  pace af I .+w twhnclogirta  taa brought to the

forefront of nur debates the quaation of outer updce, and it is appropciwto  that

thiS CRt~Ullittee  ehould cor.tinuc to prov!.de th4 forlAm for e faub4tantlr?  l nd d4t4,il4d

exchongcj  of viawc on the qrcaring  conc4rn at any prospect.  that out4r space cou:ld
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become the next arena Cot a dangerous and probably irroveralblo  compv ition in

waponry. Outer space must. be conCn.ned ezrcluaively to peaceCu1  uses only, for the

scientific,  economic and social betterment of all Statea. The implications and

Ceasibillty of new space-related technologies cannot yet be accura’cely  aaaessed,

but we do know that their appllcationa can be beneficial to the peaceful

exploitation of this dimension of the cormaon  heritage of mankind. We know too that

technology ralating to outer apace hils  made a positive catntribution  in many ways

germane to the work of this Committmb,  most notably in the field of cmunication

asteAlltes,  which  have strengthened t 10 means of verifying arms control agreements.

But these technologies, both adv.snced  ati emerging , constitute a double-edged

word. Satellite systems which can ,gredict weather conditions with greater

accuracy are adaptable to predict wit.h enhanced precision  the flight of deadly

wapons to designated targets. If the civilian  applicationa  of these technologies

can contribute!  to better understand?ng  oC outer space they can also, in time,

facilitate the quidance  systems of new weapons of mass destruction. Thai: is the

dilemma  beCore uat how can the international community protect itself from the

grim spectre of outer space becoming the next theatre for the development,  testing,

produr,tion and, conceivably, the deploymant  of new weapon system? If we fail to

agree upon effective meanm oC ensuring against this ainoum  possibility, each and

every advance in the Uevelopwnt  of apace weapons will lead inevitably to the

progreasive undermining of international peace and security. Already, adherence to

One Of the pil.kMs  Of the eXifJtinq  a.rms control r&Jim* - the 1972  Treaty on the

Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Hiasile  Systems - has bon the subject of

specula t ion. In our view, that Treaty continuea to require strict observance, in

the letter and in the spirit, by the parties concerned.
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We are none the lees disposed to take a crrutiously positive view of the

bilateral and multilateral negotiations that are taking place on this iss*.a. My

delegation fully endorses the comniement  of the super-Powers to pursue their

bilateral negotiations ard we support their purpose, namely, to prevent an arms

race ln space and to terminate it on earth. This Cmittee bas also been able to

make a worthwhile contribution to preventing the militarixation  of outer space.

Again, last year, one of tbe Cormnittee’s more impressive achievements was a

compromise resolution, which accommodated the concerns of almost every delegation.

That resolution facilitated the work of the Ad hoc Committee of the Conference on

Disarmament the 1986 report of which contine marry  constructive and illpartant

elements, inter alla, it recognizea  ths.t the legal rdgime relating to outer space

must be reinforced, and it underlines the necessity Cor strict compliance  with

extst1r.g  agreements, both bilateral and multi? 3teral. My iceigation  fully shares

that assessment and considers that no effort should be spayed ttb ensure that

substantive work on this issue wf~ll continue at the 19M7 session of the Conference

on Disarmament - TO that erd we look forward to the re-edtabliahment of the Ad hoc

Committee -91th an ndeqbate  and effective maidate. I alma express  the hope (hat

this Comittee  will succeed in the corrent session in adopting a resolution to

which every delegation can subecrlbe.



JP/ .%J A/C.l/4l/PV.20
61

(Mr. McDunagh  I Ireland)

In our atatenent in the Canittee*s  gmeral  d&ate  last year we felt it

neoassary to draw attention to the fact that many or the resolutions tabled here

would be stipted  irrespective of the views of significant groups of states, or of

important indivi&ral  Statas.. we regret to hare to return to this topic once more.

In doing so on this occasicm we should m&se it clear which cataqories  of

resolutions we Cave in mind. We all knaw that conmmsua  resolutions are, by

&finition, thcae tiich caemand the voting support of all delegations. Aleo by

definition, those resolutions whih are put to the vote are divisive.  Put my

delegmttan  would distinguish between tkwe raeolutions  tiich can command the Clear

and widespread supper  t of the great maiority  of delegationa, supper  t which far

transcsnds  the extent of approval given them by a particular regional or Other

grcJping, and those which pAainly cannot.

In this oontext., we are conscious as well of the practioe of repeating on an

annual basiis resolutions which are intended to focus on area3 of contention between

delegations  and which, in out view, 2re not conducive to enLancing the Committee’s

sutbority. This practice demonstrates a weakness in what. should bo our comaitmen  t

to work constructively  towards maximising the areas in ~nich the broadest possible

accanmdn ticm can be reaahed. Fraquontly, too, we have nea) competing

resolutions - mow with the very same titi* - being pressed to a vote when it is

quite evident that the mintmum  necessary degree of poll tical support for them ia

not forthcoming . Thebe  cbser vations, I may add, are ma& while the Committee has

to deal with a ccntinuing  upward trend in the number of draft resolutiona  tabled.

In appealing to delagaO-inns to reflect U-I this situation, we do not intend to imply

that they should feel in any way constraArred  in bringing beiore the Cosmiittee

serious issues of national, regional or glhal mnr3r n , Their right to do so is,

of course, unquestioned.
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CMe other unsatisfactory  aspect of our activities cu3cerns the manner in which

we orqanize our work. The repreemtat’lve  of Indonesia, Ambaseacbr  Alatae, who so

skilfully chaired the Committee last year, made a valuable proposal &en he

suggested the establishment of an informal group which would try to identify

improved methods off r, x,41 iz :;rg our ccmbLex  ad demanding wock. We fully hare

his objective, and we hope, Mr. Chairman, that under your wise guidance some early

movement can be adlieved  in thie area.

However IMny  draft resolutions we may present to the Committee,  the objective

criterion hy *rhich  we should measure their worth ought to bet tb *at extent  are

they likely to contribute to the achievement of practical, realizable  goals in the

field of disarmament? Proposals which fall short of that standard - and there are

1+.‘nely  ta be a number - should be seric sly reoonaidared.  Those Woposals,  on tha

other hand, which meet that criterion and offer the prmpect of enlarging the area

of common ground between delegations, ev+n vhere sldetantive  elements of divergence

rema in, shculd warrant the mtermified  scrutiny of all delegations. In that way *re

may not only succeefl  in improving cur work methods, but. may also enhance the

quality and wurth of our collective cartrfbutirx  to the clearly defined, ultinmte

goal that we share in OIRIKXI  - the eventual creation o,f a state of general and

canpleee disarmament, in Ml& the security sF 5’1 peoples can be effectively

guaranteed.

Mr. NLWCRAHARY  (AfghanfPtsn)  (interpretation from French): I wish today

to speak on item 54, entl.tled “Prevention of an arms  ram in outer apop”,  ta whim

the Democratic Republic of Af’ghanietan attaties  particular importanoe  because of

it!: aeneitive  nature and ita ps~ible  political, mtlitary  and economic implication

fix all ruuntriwcr, including the developing cc~untriee.

Our cmcern  ower the tafforta  of certain imperjaliot  circle8 which, WiahillCJ to

achieve military superiority, have chosen to exl.end  the atms race into outer space,
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lies in the fact that nuclear war cno ulleaahed  will know no geographical OK

ideological frartiera  and will affect all nations, directly or indirectly.

It is mom than 4v4r clear that the cbployment cf a anphistioabsd

apaos-wrapone  ayeten will not only thrwten the security of nuclear-weapon Stat86

but will put all mankind In fear of annihilation. That intolerable situation

demands  atr ict oompl  ianom with agreementa  already concluded aimed at curbing and

halting the arma race cn Earth and eliminating the poaaibility  of its extension to

epac4.

F\lr Werlrore,  if &a urgently neoee8ary  for the international community  -

particularly thoe4 rountriea  with troaendow  apacm potential  and other economically

developed countr iea - to take concrete measures to preserve spaoa  exclusively for

p4ac4fuL purpoaea. In this cartext,  the Deacratic It4public of Afghanistan is

convinced tbst the constructive  propoeala  of the Snviet  Union, in the form of a

detriled  programme ta the total elimination of nuclear weapons by the year 2000,

atiaitted  on 15 January this y*ar by Mr. Gorbachev,  General Secretary of the

Cartral Cuanittee  of the Caamurlat  Party of the Soviet ulian,  aK4 vitally important.

Of oura+,  it will be poaaibL4  to attain thcae goals only if favourable

ccnditiona  are c r e a t e d , with the participation of the other nuclear-v4apcn  States,

and )bove all the u1 itbd Statea of Aaoer ica. W4 share the vibv that tha

renvlciation of th4 QeveLopacllPt, tclsting and deployment of spsc4-etrlke  vaapone

would help to reeve the nuclear thr4at  hanging ov4K mankind. It, iu vlth that

aenaa of Keeporsibility  that thr nuclsar Powers muat  act En order to quacah+.ee the

security of their own peoplr aa well aa that of mankind ae a whole. lb act in any

other: way, as by opcanfng  up other fields3  fou the nuclear-arm0  K 1c4, would

accalarate  t:te military eecslatfion +o the moat dangaroua  deqretr and increase tha

poeaibility  of nuclear var. The sicrprth  summit Ccnferance of the leads of Stat4 or
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Government of the Non-Allwed  Countries  rightfulLy  came to the concllleion  thnt th8

new technology used to prepare Ear the development of nev weapons systems vould add

a meet  danger@us  new dim8nsiUI to th8 arIM r a?.

The Conference also stressed that measures to L velop, test and deploy nw

weapons systems in outer epaoe  would lead to an escalation of the arms race in both

offensive and defensive weapons. On the basis of epcific,  pceciaa conclusions,

the Ccoferenoe  appealed to the leaders of the two corntries with the grsatcet

military potential to continue their dialogue and co-operate fully with a view to

concluding  important disarmament agreements, including an agreement on the

prevention of an ar me race in outat spaa. W believe that they must respond in a

positive  manner to the appeal by the large majaeity 0C. the intaenaticbnal  comaunity

if they are truL.y  in favour of disarmament and the maintenana  af pbace and

stability, thue guaranteeiny the equal  security of all P@WL’=.

The *xia, &claration, adopted on 7 August 1986 by the Heads of State OK

Government of six Statas from five continents, appealed to the Leaders of the

Soviet Uniol) and the United States

"ta continue and to reinvigorate the dialogue  which they started last year; to

eet a firm date for a new meeting betwean  than; and by an approach of nutual

oonpKomise  and conciliation to ensure that such dialogue leads to practical

results in the field of disarmam8nt." (A/Iv518,  p. 5)

Let us see what has happned since the unambiguous  expression both in Harare and in

wxico of the desire of the absolute majority of the intacn  ~.icnal community.
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The Soviet Union took the inLtiativa  of extendlnq  to the United States an

invitation to a meeting between MC. Gorbachev, the General Secretary of the

Communist Party of the Soviet Union, and President Reagan, and f~ put forward a

Beriea  of constructive propoeals  to reduce and then eliminate all nuclear weapone

in a relatively short time. The conce3siorre made by that country considerably

increased the possibility of ceachinq historic agreements. But the other side, the

United Statea - although it is trying to give the impression that its proposals

made possible the attainment of agreements acceptable to the parties - went to

Reykjavik not only with empty hands but, indeed, to defend the selfish inteKestlr of

the military-industrial ccurplex , thue erecting the main obstacle on the path to

disarmament.

The obstinacy of the United States with regard to its right to test and

continue research on all aspects of the star wars programme, not only in

laboratories hut also in outer space , made Reykjavik another missed opportuhity.

Many deleqatione have referred to the aggressive nat:r,e  of that famoue prWramme

and to its objective6 of political blackmail and intimidation of other peoples,

Rence, I shall not discues them in detail.. Nevertheless, I would ask this

quest ion: why is there any need for this program if it is possible to eliminate

all the weapons against which the programme has supposedly been drawn up?

The United Nations r”Lays an important role in the field of disarmament. It i s

therefore e8aential  that, through the collective efforts of all its Members, it

adopt the appropriate meatsurea to eliminate all the barriers - wherever they may be

Eound - in order to ensure that mankind ia saved from the scourge of war. We must

redouble our efforts to build a world of peace, dignity, development and progress
,

I
for all.
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I tem 54: “Prevcntfon  of an arm6 cacu  in outer space”.

Jt if3 almoet 30 years since, In October 1957, the first artificial satellite,

the Soviet  “Sputnik”, began to circle our planet. Rapid progress in apace

exploration has opened new horizons for communication, navigation,  meteorology and

research in different f Lelds. Space nctlvitiea  have hroadcned human knowledqe and

the utieretandtnq  of the universe and have created a new valuahle tool for the

aolution of many of the Earth’s problems.

One of the features of the first period of the space age that evoked the mo8t

optimism was that the principle of the exploration and use of outer Space

exclusively for peaceful purposes was established as the main quideline of human

activity in this new domain. FIB lonq aqo as 1958 the international WIWWnitY

recognlzed that "oaJt@r  Space should be used for peaceful purposes only" (resolution

1348 (XIII), first preamhular EaKagKaph),- - - - I_ and expressed the wish "to avoid the

CXtenSiOn  of prese;lt national rivalries into this new field*  (ibid., third

Fmhular  paragraph). And that declaration was repeated by the General AssemhlY

in tne following years.

Now thet principle is being threatened. We are approachinq  the threshold

bey ,nd which stories of star wars, 80 far merely a subject for

movie-ecr ipt-wri tern, can turp into reality. Technologies are being developed for

the produe.:tion  cpf space weapons to be used aqainut space-  and ground-based

IdKqetB. To jus Ly these efforts the idea c,f "strateqic  defence" has been put

forward.

The verdict of scientists on these plans is becominq more and more clefi!r: I he

capability  ,~f the "space protection" of populations against nuclear attack remains

completely out of reach. In the statement of the Puqwaah Council on the

thtrty-nixth Puqwash  Conference, held in Budapest on 6 September  1986, ke read the

r<,llowintJ:
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l Nucl8ar weepone  are mo powerful, the ways to deliver them are 80

dlvermr,  people arc so vulnerable, and the performance of complicated defence

im eo unpredictable and failure-prone that no amount of technological

‘Progress’  in strategic defences can tcanefocm the dream of population defence

into reality. Even the more limited ¶im of defending nuclear missiles and

other military targets cannot eucceed  unlees co-operative arms limitation

prevents compensating huild-upe of offensive forces’.

Sgually enlightening ilJ the information published in today’s New York Times

concerning a survey conducted by the Cornell Institute for social and Bzonomic

Research. According to The New York Times , members of the United States National

Academy of Science think that

*President Rcaqan*m  ‘Star warm’ program  cannot produce an effective defence

clgainmt . . . nuclear attack’. (The New York Times, 31 October 1986, p. A361

?‘he production and deployment of space weawns will only extend the arm race

to a new dimenmion, undermine stahility and confidante  among nations and jeopardize

further disarmament  negotiations.

So far there are no such  weapons In the Earth orbit. The world community

still ham an opportunity - perhaps a unique opportunity - to prevent military

rivalry in outer space. That in one of the greatest challanges  of this generation

and of this Organization, and one of the most urgent tasks in huild!ng a

comprehensive system of international security. In tryfnq to make the present

situation offer, we should first of al.1 rafrain  from making it worse. We badly

need .prevent  ive arms control”. It has already provided the world community with a

number of treaties that have prevented milit.ary competition in scme are36 - such as

the Treatfos  concerninq Fntarctica  and the prohibitian of nucl.rar weapons in L.Uzin

America, the sea-bed Treaty, and the ban on the hostile use of environmental
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modif  icstlon  technioues. This cumnon-senae  logic should be urgently epplied  to

outer apace. Am the Secretary-General rightly atates in his last report on the

work of the Organiration:

‘Outer space and the deep mea-bed have until now been kept free from

nuclear deployment. This ia a major achievement of multilateral diplomacy

and, I would add, of human wisdora. It should under no circumstances be

jeopardised”.  (A/41/1,  ~2)

The consequences of the beginning of the .weaponization”  of outer Itmace at. ,uld

be aasesaed in terms not only of its i&late negative impact on international

security, but alro in the longer term. It must be realized that the introduction

of the space waponm  of today will not be the end but the beginning of the

proces-. They are just the top of an iceberg which will gradually emerge if we

embark on this path.

It must he reasonably assumed,  however, that if we do proceed along this path,

in a quite foraeeable future not one or two but mote States can have at their

disposal space-strike weapons. The lesson of 40 yea’8 of “vertical. and

* hor i zonta 1” accelarated  proliferation of nuclear weapons is a good illustration of

the danqera  which we would face.

15ndeavours  to prevent an arms race in outer space are not carried on in a

legal vacuum. There are important bilateral and multilateral agreements in this

field. They define how outer space can be explored arr1 used. I should like to

mention only some of them.

The 1972 Treaty between the Swiet Union and the United States on the

limitation of anti-ballistic missile (ABM) systems prohibits deployment of any ABM

nyeteme except those which are explicitly allowed hy this agreement. It contains a

clear ohligation

“not to develop, test f or deploy ABM systems OK components which bie

sea-hased, air-hased, apace-based OK aohile  land-based”.
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The Treaty wan foomded on a sound premise that limitation of anti-ballistic missile

syetems  18 a slt,stantial  factnr in curbing the race in strateqic  offensive arms and

in dccreaeinq the r iek of nuclear war. mfor tuna tdy this eouad  loqic is re jetted

tiday by the authors of the Strategic &fence  Initiative.

The partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 pz&ihits my nuclear explosion  “in the

atmosphere; beyond  ita limits, Lncludinq outer sp%e”. (ENDC/lOO/Rev.l,  art. I )

The multilateral 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities Of States

in the Exploration and Une of Outer Space ban established important guidelines

*i&i  include, inter al&: the common intereat of all mankind in the exploration

and use of c?qrter  space for peaceful  plr poses; that the expllloration and use of outer

space should be carried out for the benefit and in the interests of all countries;

that States should carry on activities in outer space in the interest of

maintaining intern.~ticxral  peace and 8eCUKity ard pronoting  inteKnatima1

cO-~~peKatirX3  and understanding.

Any analysis of tt se principles must lead to the conclusion that: f i rst ,

deployment of anti-satellite weapona  and anti-missble  defence having such a

negative impact on international  security can hardly be reaonciled  with the Treaty

requirementa~ aecandly, all parties to the Treaty have a legitimate right to

expKeRe their concern at the possible deployment of those weapons and their views

and opinions cannot be disregarded by any State; thirdly, the world commlnity’s

legitimate demands and recommendations  in this field contained in numerous United

Nations General Assen33ly  resolutions, stressing the need to prevent an arms race in

outer space, should be taken inti account most  seriously and implomentcd.

The prime task tDday  is to ensure that the cancrete legal oblig&tiOns

contained in the lY72 bilateral agreement on anti-ballistic  missiles as well as the

qeneral principles gwerninq  the activities of Statea  in outer space following from
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1967 outer space Treaty and othec international agreements, includir7  the Charter

of the United Nations, are strictly obaerved and enforced.

What ie eepecia1l.y  needed is a bona fide interpretation of those obligationa,

rcetraint  in outer apace activities, and respect for the intereata of all Statea.

Any action which could lea; to erosion of those obligations must  be avoided.

This body of law constitutea a valuable foundation on which furltier efforts to

prevent an armn race in outer apace should be based. such efforts are urgently

needed and should aim at supplementing the existing law with other legal

instruments which would close any poseible  channels leading to the weaponization of

outer space.

The best way to nol. the problem is the prohibition of all apace-strike

weapons. A good example of such an approach is the Soviet draft treat]  of

August 1983 on the prohibition of the use of force in oclter apace and Erom outer

space against the tiarth. It provides for a total ban on testinq and deployment of

all space-strike weapons, including any anti-satellite or ballistic missile defence

weapons sys terns. Poland strongly favoura this radical approach. It would ovafcome

the difficult problem of overlapping technologies for anti-satellite and ballistic

missile defence systems and the close relationship existing between those two

9x9 temmE3, which makes it difficult to constrain either  one adequately without

constraining both.

The Reyk]avik meeting between General Secretary Gorbachev and President Reagan

has demonstrated that in order to achieve elimination of nuclear weapon6 from our

globe it is neceesary at the same time to prevent c n arms  race in outer space.

This concern also motivated the Foreign Ministers of the Warsaw Treaty member

States at their recent meeting in Rucharest..



.---.--__CIY_. f
,, ,LI,

t

MIX;/cw A/C, l/4 l/PV.  28
73

(Mr e Pawlak, Poland)

Poland attaches par titular oortanca  to provrrtinq  an arm race in outer

epace. In the opinion of the Polish delegation, tha international community cannot

fall victim to the arms policy of certain States which in their pursuit OE the

ellqsive goal of military superiority are determinad  to deploy apace-based strike

weapons. Epitomized by the Strategic Defence Initiative, such a policy - if

cnrr ied through - would turn outer space into thn fourth dimension of confrontation

and, in the procepa, deal a blow to strategic atability. An the Polish delegation

stressed in this Committee earlier, Poland is kaenly interested in tho early

completion of a study on the diverse coneequencea of the militarisation  of outer

space being prepared by the United Nations Institute on Disarmament and Research.

The need for such a study waa underlined by Wojciech Jaruzelaki, President of the

Council of State of the Polish People’s Republic, in his address to the General

Ar embly during its fortieth session. We hop that such a study will be of great

help in further efforts aiming at prevention of an arms race in outer space,

especially in the work of the Conference on Disarmament. It can also play a most

useful role in making public opinion avare of all the dangers involved in

weaponization of outer space.

We are following with great intereet the work of the Cozfarence  on Disarmament

in this field. We welcomed with appreciation the decision of the Conference to

establish an Ad Hoc Committee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space

Poland noted with satisfaction and took an active part in iiri: Coiimittee’s

uubstantive discussion both on the existing legal dgime of outer space as well ns

on the definition of basic terms and ideas used in this field of disarmament

negotiations. The work of the ConterencL?, however , cannot but give rise to a

certain concern. The Conference has a very special place in the system of

disarmament efforts as the multilateral diuarmamnt negotiating body. Moreover,
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in the field of ou(cer  apace problems it haa received from the United Nations

General Assembly a clear indication as to the way it should proceed.

It has been stressed in numerous General Assembly resolutions that the spread

of an armu race to outer space should.be  prevented by concluding an appropriate

international agreement or agreementa and tha Geneva forum hae been repeatedly

rzquetrced to embark on negotiations with a view to achieving such a treaty or

treaties. Unfortunately, so far no negotiating effort has been undertaken. What

1~ more, there is a clear tendency for soxr Western members of the Conference to

avoid such an effort and to limit the work of the Conference to repeated

consideration of different aspects of this problem. It should be stated again that

the General Assembly has established a clear aim for the Conference in this field,

which is to arrive at a verifiable international agreement or agreements preventing

an arms race in outer apace in all its aspects and guaranteeing that outer  space is

used exclusively for peaceful purposes.

The General Assembly has on many occaaiona  asked the Conference on Disarmament

to intensify the consideration of the queation of the prevention of an arms race in

outer space, hau recommended that this question should be ‘treated as a matter of

priority”, has urged the Conference “to undertake appropriate work without delay”

and called upon Statac “to undertake imaediate measure:, to prevent an arms race in

o u t  r spacea. These are quotations from relevant resolutions oE the General

kisembly
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We would like to believe that those reconmenaationa will be taken into account

by all members of the Conference on Disarmament 80 that the much-needed concrete

negotiations may at last be undertaken and pursued. All States, especially  States

with major apace capabilities, sbo1.11~~ contribute actively to their succeae  and

refrain from any action which could frustrate the achievement of the recommended

goal of such negotiations.

Poland notee  with eatiefaction,  and is encouraged by, the fact that two great

Powera, the USSR and the United Sta+.ea, are involved in bilateral negotiations

which relate in part to preventing the militarisation  of outer apace. We

understand their importance and follow them with hope, but we are EitrOnglv

convinced that those negotiations do not preclude multilateral action.

Outer space should be not only an area of exclusively peaceful activities but

also a dpnafn of constructive inteenational  co-operation. Such co-operation,

leading to a rational co-ordination and molinq  of efforts, can achieve tangible

scientific and economic benefits and extend them to al.1 nations.

Poland velcometr the ambitious Soviet ptogranmm of joint actiona  in the

peaceful exploration and use of outer space presented by the Chairman of the

Council of Ministers of the USSR, Nikolai Ryzkhov, in hie meeeage to the United

Nations Secretary-General. We are of the opinion that that important initiative

should be advocated, not only on ethical, scientific and economic grounds, but also

ae a signif icant part of endeavours aimed at the prevention  of an arma rac,o in

outer space.

Among the many efforts of the United Nations aimed at the prevention of an

arm race in outer space, iC. ia worth mentioning the work  of the Committee on the

Peaceful tlsee of Outer Space. That Committee ha8 been involved in the efforts

directed againat  the militarization  of outer apace since the thirty-sixth session

of the General Assembly, whose resolution 40/162  reuueeted It to continue to
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consider, as b matter of pri Jrity,  ways ard

peaceful purposes. In compliance  with that

means of maintaining outer apace for

mandate, the socialist countries,

including Poland, submitted to the r< cent session of the Comittee  on the PeacefLll

[Jses of Outer Space concrete proposaln designed to keep outer space free of weapous

and to unify the efforta  of States in its peaceful exploration. Thoec proposals

aim, in particular, at the strengthening and developing of the rule of law in outer

space and at establishing a world space orqanization. That approach is based c)n a

conviction that that Crnmnittee  may usefully supplement the efforts of the relevant

disarmament forums and make its own contribution  to the establiehment  of a

comprehensive system of international peace and security in the world.

Finally, while developing the rule of law in outer space, we should also have

in mind the recent studies and opinions of leading scholars in the field. I would

alrote only one of them, a man who was a long-time member of th+ International Grurt

of Justice and its former President, Mr. Manfred Laths,  who apoke at the

International ABtKOnaUtiC81 Congress. He stated:

“The old principle that everything not pronibited is permitted is not valid

today. Freedom  of action is determined by the possibility of infringing upon

the rights of others. Hence the limitation of rights and the need for

co-operation and consultations in all cases where a State may, by its

activity, affect the rights of others. This is of paL’ticular importance with

regard to outer apace.”

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom) : I should like to speak on behalf  of the

twelve States members of the European Community to comment on two agenda  items,

namely, 61 (a), “ConsideraSian of guidelines for confidence-buildinq meaeurea,”

and 58, “Reduction of military budqete”.

In the view of the Twel.ve, the concept of confidence building la particularly

important in a world regrettably frauqht with examples of the ‘we  or threat of use
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of force. We believe the concept is rulevant in the regional as well as the global

context.

Confidence-build ina measurea  are not, of course,  a substitute for disarmament,

but they can promote an atmosphere which is more conducive to progrese  in arms

controi and disarmament.

The most fundamental approach to confidence building is respucr.  for the

principles enshrined in the Charter af the IJaited Nations. If all Member States

respected those vital principles, that would in itself transform the world’s

political  climate.

In addition to this, practical conEidenco-building  measures should be

considered in order to diminish the roots of mm.tual misunderstanding, mlf(truat,

fear and miscalcul.ation.  To be of value, such meaaure6  must be concrete  and

bin linq‘ and appropr lately verifiable. Mere declarations of intent or of

lenaralized  principles 8r.e of little use.

Confidence-building meaeures  should embrace greater openness about military

activities, incl;Jding the provision of objectit information on military matters.

The implemcntat  ion of confidence-building meamurea, step by step, can promote the

ttarosphers necessary for nations to contemplate  real arms-control measures. It i s

heartening that the Diearmament Commission, when it continued its consideration of

conf idence-huildinq meaeuces  this year, reached a large measurn of agreement.

JJnder  ihe chairmanship of a member of the Twelve,, draft guidelines were agreed

except on two issues, on which the Commission preeented alternative formulatic  .

We support draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26,  which is co-sponsored by member States

of the Twelve.

turning now to a concrete example of confidence-building measures, (I process

on the lines 1 have reEerred to has been under way in the Twelve’s own region in

Kurope. I refer to the outcome of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and
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Security  IWildinq  Measures and Dinarmament  In Europe, which concluded lamt month by

reachinq aqreement on a set of confidence and security-building measures. Along

with ethers, the Twelve made a substantial contribution to that result. The

agreement known as the Stockholm Docti;aent is designed to bring about a greater

degree of openness and predictability  about military activities  in Europa, thus

reducing tension, mistrust and the risk of military confrontation.

There are six main elements in the agreement. First, 42 days’ notlce will be

given of military activities - exercise6,  concentrations 6.~3 movements - involving

more than 13,000 troops or 300 tanks. Secondly, observers must be invited to all

such activities involving more than 17,000 troops. Thirdly , the annual forecasts

of notifiable activities will be exchanged for the coming year by 15 November of

the preceding year. Four thly, the Stockholm accord will be verified by means of

on-site inspection, by ground or air or both. Participants will be obliged to

accept , on reouest, up to three such inspections on their territory per year.

Fifthly, military activities in the fi.eld involviua more than 40,000 troops are to

be notified in the annual forecast one year before they would  normally be

forecast. Activitieir  invdving  more than 75,000 troops cannot take place unle8s so

forecast. Sixthly, the participating  States reaffirmed their commitment to thQ

principle of the non-use of force, a reaffirmation drawn from the Helsinki Final

Act and from the JJnited sations Charter.
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The Stockholm Accord represents a significant  and oualitative  step forward

from the modest  confidence-building measures contained in the Helsinki Final Act of

1915. It sets out a set of concrete, pol!tically binding confidence-hullding

measures and gives practical effect to the zone of application (from the Atlant!c

to the Urals)  laid down in the Madrid mandate for the Confererce  on Confidence and

Security Building  Measures and Disarmament itr Kurope. It introduces a greater

degree of openness and pred’ctahility  in European security arrangements, which

should thereby help to reduce mistrust and the risk of miscalculaticn  in times of

tension. Thus, its achievement comes as a welcome impetus for the process

initiated by the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe.

The Accord is the fir& major multllatera)  agreement in the military and

security field which includes nations from the East and West to have been reached

since 1979. It is significant in being the first agreement to provide for

verification through on-site inspection by land, air, or both. These provisions

for on-site innpection will no douht form an important precedent for future arms

control and disarmament negotiations.

Rgually,  the Twelve support effort6 in other regions - in Latin America, in

Africa, and in Asia - which can contribute to a favourahle atmosphere for regional

disarmament measures. We hope that these efforts will prosper.

On the global scale also, the past year has seen developments on

confidence-building measures. Last month in Geneva, the Review Conference of the

Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, vroduction and Stockpiling of

Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction adopted a

number of measures designed to increase compliance with the Ccnvention. A meeting

of expertn next April will follow up thia process.
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It is to be hoped that these important step6 in the area of

confidence-building measures will inspire further measures.

Turning now to the reduction of military budgets, the 12 members of the

European Commu.aI~y, on behalf of whom I am speaking, have retained a consistent and

active int.err:o?  in the subject.

It has L:&!n  estimated that, by 1985, global military epending was running at

the staggering rate of $US 9UO billion per year. Although it is difficult  to be

certain, on the basis of available Cnformation, how accurste thet figure might be,

no one would dispule that military hudgets are absorbing far too great a proportion

of the world’s human, financial, natural and technological resources. This places

a heavy burden on the economies of all countries - big and small, industrialized

and dew loping . There is thus a mutual interest in finding ways of reducing these

expenditures.

If the shortcomings of high military spending and the advantages of reductions

are obvious to us here in the First committee, it is reasonable to assume that

Governments charged with determining the levels of defence expenditure  ate mually

well aware of them. It Cs also reasonable to aeeume  that they take these factors

fully into account when considering priorities in all.ocating resourcea. The

balanc.!ng act is not an easy one. Governments hsve a duty to protect their

national interests, including the right of States to undlminshed security. Defence

in not, therefore, an “optional extra".

Nevertheless, as I pointed out, the international community has a COINWII

interest in looking for mutually acceptable  ways to reduce military budgets.

Agreements on balanced dier.rmament  measure could themselvea make a major

contribution to that objective. Accordingly, the 12 member States of the European

COmUnlty  continue to attach priority to making progress in disarmament
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negotiationa that are currently under way. In addition they have taken an active

Part over the years in work at the United Nations related to the reduction of

military budgeta, including at the United Nations Disarmament Commission.

We are pleased to note that nome progress wan made during the 1986 nesslon of

the Commission on the drafting of principles covering the actions of States in the

field of freezing and reducing military budgets. In developinq the Graft

pr inc iples, the 12 members contributed  to various compromise formulations and noted

that there wau wide acceptance in the Commission of the need for a prior

understanding about the exchange of relevant data and about the comparability of

military budgets. Notwithatandlng the ,.rrogress achieved, much work remains to be

done and we believe that the Disarmament Conmnission  should continue to work on this

subject with a view to finalising the draft principles at its session in 1987.

While a eat of general principles in this area would no douht be useful, compliance

with and implementation of concrete measures in the field of arms control and

disarmament remain of priority importance.

The United Nations reporting matrix, established through General Assembly

resollrtion  35/142 5 provides a universal framework whereby States can supply

information about their military expenditures in a standardised form - that is to

say, in a comparable and non-prejudicial form. It is clear from the range of

countries which have participated in the exercise already that differences in

social and economic systems are not an obstacle to completing  the reporting

instrument. We therefore hope that more countries, in particular from Eastern

Europe, will do so in the future. For while the provision of facts and figures

does not solve all of the difficult problems associated with the reduction of

military budgets, there is no doubt that a freer, more open flow of in,:ormation as

well as tbe political goodwill of all Statea concerned are essential prereouisites

for the conclusion of worthwhile and reli.able  agreements in this Field.
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The CW~t At thie stage of our work, permit me to mke a few

remark& Ae y o u  w i l l  reaallr the deadline for the eubmieeion  of draft reeolutions

on diaarmsmnt  agenda item8 expired yesterday. Deepite  ef forte lPade  in good faith

by all the delegation6  aonaerned , the Comittee  hae onae again cndec3 up with a

large volume  of draft resohtione  untier  the relevant agenaa items. Quite a large

number of drafts namely, 45, have been airaulated 88 official document6  today. The

balance of the &aft reaolutions will become avail&de a8 official tioauraente  by

Monday, 3 November.

With reepeat to the action to be taken on these drafta, members will recall

that, at the organieational meeting on 6 October , I etatea my intention to follow

the useful device of clustering draft resolutions - a device which has evolved in

the course of the past several yeare. In the next few aaye, the Bureau of the

Committee will addrese itself to the draft resolutions with a view to grouping them

into appropriate dusters,  and I think I shall be in a position to provide the

Committee with euggeetione and further information on the matter during the early

part of the next phase of our work.

At thie stage, I also have to bring to the attention of the lommittee the

eituation concerning the item an disarmament and development. You will recall that

a note by the Chairman was airaulated on 29 October eetting  forth the

recommendations of the Bureau of th& Preparatory Conunittee for the International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development, which was

conveyed to me in a letter dated 24 October 1966 (A/C.1/41/7)  from

Ambassador fluchkund  Dubey, the Cheirnlan  of the Preparatory Omunittee.
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In view of the airaumetanaee prevailing at the time, following the adjournment

of our meeting yeeterdey  afternoon , I, in my capacity a8 Chairman of the First

Committee, invited the membere  of the Bureau of the Preparatory Committee and other

interested parties to eit aown with me for informal aoneultatione  in order to

explore thoroughly the poeaibility of reading an agreement on a single  text which

would conetitute  the propoeal  under this agenda item.
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In the course of those intensive consultatione,  however, it became apparent

that perhaps more time would be needed I f a eatisfactory solution wao to emerge.

Nevertheless, since we were faced with a deadline, the interested par%iee  submitted

to me personally two proposals , thereby technically adhering to the aeadline set by

the Commi  Wee.

Subsequently, with the conaurrenae of the parties conaerned,  I requeeted the

Gecretari;t  to withhold issuance for the time being of those +wo proposals to

affora me further opportunity to hold the necessary aoneultations  to determine

whather  the Committee might be in a paeit  n to produae a single text on this issue

that would be acceptable to all.

I am confident that representatives understand the delicate nature of the

consultations  that I intend to underLake and, accordingly, 1 would Pppreaiate  it if

the subject-matter could be held in abeyance in the course of our formal

discussions at this juncture so as to faailitate the process of my further

consultations.

I understand, following the necessary consultations , that the procedure that I

have just outlined will be acceptable to the Committee. Sinae  I hear no objeation,

it will be 80 decided.

Lt was so aeciaed.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on representatives who wish to epaak  in

exercise of the right of reply, I w&uld  advise them that the Conunittee will follow

the procedure outlined by me at a previous meeting.

Mr. MASHHADI-GHAWEHCHI  (Islamic Republic of Iran) z There are concrete,

well-defined and exact subjects and items on the First  Committee’s crowded  agenda.

I do not know why a few delegations prefer to use  this forum to seek to justify

their groundless and baseless accusations.
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One day when the subject of nuclear-free zones in the Middle Eaet and Africa -

two very important i terns  on the Commi ttee’a agenda - were being coneidered  suddenly

repceaentativea heard some irrelevant and, more important, bacleleae accusations

about oil trade between the Pretoria cdqiam, the Arab States and the Islamic

Republic of Iran. Another day when the Cseue of the uae of chemical weapons - also

an agenda item - was being discussed, anuthcr voice, that of Irgq,  repeated the

old, obsolete and fabricated accusation ubout Iran’s arma purchaaea.

To show representativea the realities, X should like to draw their attention

to aome news items reported in the Western press.

On 21 March 1986, Jerusalem Post reported a& follower

“reporto, based on Washington sources, have confirmed earlier statement6 that

Iraq has requested . . . arm and military advice from Israel”.

It added the following regarding relations between the United States and Iraq in

furtherance of these matters:

Viplomatic  ties were reeumed  in 1983”  Y that is, between Iraq and the United

States - “and Saddam Hussein’s boycott- af Egypt for signing the Camp David

accords has been dropped. Subsequently I Iraq received $1.5 billion of

American credits to purchase wheat, cicc and barley.’

The Daily Telegraph of 24 March 1986 reported:

“Iraq wants to buy the Iaraeli ‘Drone’, an unmanned reconnaL=ance

aircraft equipped with sophisticated monitor :ng equipment which could be used

to pinpoint Iranian field positions.

“America wa,>ta lsrael to sell thia and other arms to Iraq because of

graving fears that the Iraqi Government will not be able to resist long-term

military pressure from Iran.”
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The same paper added%

“Apar t  f rom se l l ing  I raq  the  ‘Uconc’ t h e r o  i s  a l s o  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t

(Mr .  Maohhadi-Ghahvohchi,  I s lamic-.-
k3public  of  I ran)

Israel  [will]  5011 i ts  collection of Soviet  weapons captured during paet  wacs

with i ts  Arab neighbours.”

Those art icles show the reali t ies and therefore these ace known to all  and

sundry.

Mr. MAUMOUD  (Iraq) ( interpretat ion from Arabic)  : I  do  no t  be l ieve  tha t

there is  anyone present in this room who has forgotten the reports about

collaboration in arms supplie5  between Iran and the Zionist entity.

We categorically deny what was said a moment ago by the representative of ICan

about an arms link between Iraq and the Zionist  entity. On  the  con t ra ry ,  the re  i s

a close and significant arms link between Israel and Iran, which was specifically

defended by the spokesman of the so-called Iranian Parliament,  Hashemi Rafsanjani,

who 5 ta ted : “These ace Israel’s previous debt5 and we have to collect  them.”

Moreover,  the Argentine aircraft  crash two years ago on Soviet terri tory - an

a i rc ra f t  tha t  was engaged  in  the  t ranspor t  o f  weapons  f rom Is rae l  to  I ran  -

irrefutably revealed the existence of an arms l ink between the two rBgimes.

F ina l l y , a b o u t  a  month  before  tha t  Danieh  sa i lo r s  sa id  tha t  the i r  ships went

to Iran carrying Israeli  weapons,

The CHAIRMAN : I  have to inform members that the following delegations

ace inscribed on the l ist  of speakers for the meeting on Monday morning: Sri

Itanka, the Union of Soviet  Socialist  Republics , the German Den’occatic  Republic, the

United Arab Emirates, Hungary, Australia,  Iraq,  Botswana, Romania,  Poland, Brazl.l

and Austc ia.

The meeting rose at 6.20 p.m.


