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The  meeting  was called to order at  3.15  p.m.

AGJ3NDA  ITEMS 46 TO 65 (continued)

a;ENmAL  DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr.  RAZI  ( I n d i a ) ;- - Allow me at the outset, Sir, to extend to you the warm

felicitations of my delegation on your assumption of  the o f f i ce  of Chairman of the

Fir et Commi the, On behalf of m delegation, I offer you our full and sincere

m-operation in securing a fruitful outcome for the deliberations of th4.s Committee.

Over  the past  decade,  and especially  since the f i rs t  special  session of  the

General Aseenbly devoted to disarmament, held in 1978,  there has been a continuing

escalation in the arms race, particularly the nuclear arms race. There are today

over  60,000 nuclear warheads in the arsenals of nuclear-weapon States. New and

more deadly engines of death and destruction ,  with unprecedented precision,  have

been deployed, Annual glcbal  military expenditures are now close to

SUS 1  t r i l l i o n . tipenditure  on the modernization of existing nuclear arsenals is

rising proportionately faster than military expenditure in general. India and the

other  ncn-aligned  countries at tach great  importance to the proclaimed objectives of

the bilateral  negotiations between the United States of America and the soviet

Unicn: to  prevent  an arma  race in outer space and to terminate the arms Lace  on

Earth, and ultimately to eliminate nuclear arms everywhere.

It was in that context that we had looked forward with hope and great

expectation  to the meeting between President Reagan of the United States and

General-Secretary  Gorbachev of the Soviet  union, held at Reykjavik last  weekend.

We are deeply disappointed that the two leaders were unable to come t0 sn

agr eemen t. Our disappointment is  al l  the greater since we note that  the two had in

fact been very close to  an unders tanding on  far-reaching arms contrcl  measures.  We
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Wge the two t4idem  to otmtinue  their efforts,  eslpeoially  at Geneva, to narrow their

di ffer  enoee, The ieeueo  involvecl  are too important not t0 be aUdremrrec¶,  t0r0 *sib1

to brook any BeLay.

Xt  i s  univeroally  aaknadedged  t h a t  t h e  greabmt  peril  facing  t h e  w o r l d  Icr  t h e

threat to the  eurvivrrl  of  mankind pwed  by the exietenae  of nuolear  weapone. The

General Wpleslbly,  at its first speaial  eemion  devoted to diearmamant,  resolved  by

oonaenslus  and without a esingle  redervatiar  that the reeaval  of the donger c?

nuoleisr arm13  warn  the mst acute and urgent taek of the present  day. Xn  eutmequent

yeare,  t h e  Wneral  Asoe&Jly  haa  scmtinued  to dieaharge  its reeponsibility  b y

a&Qting  reeolutione,  by werwhalming  majoritiee  on the most preoej:rg  areaa  related

to nuolear dieariuamnt,  euoh aa the prevention of nuolear war,  the non-uee Of

nucl.eac’  Weapner  a nuclear-weegone  freese  and a conprehenehe  teat  ban.

Despite the very clear aandmte given by the General AeslenWy  to the mole

multilateral negotiating forum cm  t¶ieerfimiumt , the Conference  on Diearmament,  the

Conferenoe has year after year been denied the pm8ibility  of aomuenoing  meaningful

newtiatione  o n  a n y  sL thoee oeuaial  ieeuee. On multilateral nuolear dieaemuwmt  -

an item on it8  agenda that hae  foe aver  two deaadee  been given the higheet  priOrLtY

by the General  Aeeerobly - the wOrk of the Cmferenoe  rhae  been amfined  to

unetruotured  and purpaeeleee  dieoueeicm,  owing to *he  unwillin(pretm  of a few

&legation6  to pureue m u l t i l a t e r a l  diearmsmnt net$tiaUone  in &at area. T h a t

unfortunsta  etate  of affair8  in reepeot of nuclear diearmament  and the oeeeation of

the  n u o l e a r  arm  race was reflected  aleo i n  t h e  1 9 8 6  oeeaion  o f  the DiearrivxEmt

Crmmieeial,  where NC)  meaningful progreae  wae  noted and where preViOU0Y.y  agreed

formulation@  were placed within square bracketu  for the first time.
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b3ilateral  negotiatione  are no cbubt  important beuaum the two nlilja

nudesr-weapon  Puseru  have greater rptodrgilea  of nualear  weapone  than tie other

nuolear-weapon  Powers. mt time  negOtiatiOna  have to be eupplemented by

raultilateral  onea. The imprativee of the nuclear: age underucore  the uhareii fate

of humanity. Iliearmament  and thy ending  of tha nudecrr  arm3  raue are important not

only for the Becur  ity of the two euper-Pasere  alone,  or even for tha aouur  ity of

the other nualear-weapon  State@,  but for that of mankind aE) a ti~ole.
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&very nstion  therefore haer tdn aqua1 stake in ensuring the pverrervation  of  the

planet that we all t&are. The fata  of our oivjliaation  cannot reet  in the  hem& of

two  St8  ttIa or five sta tel3. The norrnuulear-weapw  Stattm  have the,  BcuOe  right to

(letermine  thebr a w n  Brsatiny.

In this  wnbxt  the six-nation  initiative of the Y.t~S13ra  of Argentina, Greeue~

India,  M~X)YIW,  SweUen  and  Tanxania St~eESti,  i n  t h e  DOfhi  DeolPKati@Yn  O f

28 January  198SI  t h a t  thhr  a g e n d a  o f  dislarmwant  n~tintione  was  a  mtter o f

aanuern  f o r  all  natione  a n d  a l l  peoplea. T h e y  &olaWd  that tWa  ep~ifi0  ItWe

required epeaial  attentions the prevention of the exteneiun  of the arm  caw  into

apace and the eiqRing  of a aarpp~ebenaive bet-ban  treaty. More reoentlys  when  they

8U3t  a g a i n  a t  Xxtapa.  Mexiws  i n  Ruguet o f  t h i s  year,  o n  tfbe  anniverlrary  o f  t h e

Biroehimn devaatetian,  t h e  six  leadera  rrtatiU t h a t  i n  the paet driaadee  w h e n  the

nuckW-wetagon S t a t  3 h a v e  h a d  slmoat  eole realpaneibility  foe wntisolling  the

nualear arm@  ‘raw,  that raue haa  awtinuad  and bec!o~~~  mace  inteW9.  They were

therefore  determinad  tSst  wuntriee  t h a t  pcbeaeaaed n o  nurJlear  arsenala uhould bs

actively involved in all aepeate  of Uiasrmament. They otrassed  that the proteotion

of this planet waft  a  matter  of aonc3rn tir all the people  who live on it. T h e y

aould not aaaept that a few comtriee  alane should  da ~dpt  the  fate of the whole

WOE ld .

In Qtobar 1965  and mbruesy  1986, and again  in April 1966, they appealed to

President  Reagan and General Searotary  Qorbaahev  POr  a moratorium Q\  the testing Of

’ nuolear Weapons, and offered their serving  in the maniticing  of au& a

more  tar  iuin. I n  t h e  l a t e s t  meaabge,  t h e y  chclar~3  thctr oonviotiak  t h a t  a

IROCabXiUm  On nualear  testing  wae  the moat effeotf’te  fir et 6-p  in halting the

nuolear arm  race and eetebliohing  a olimte of confidence. Three appeal8  have,

been  Q)nVeYBdr  inter alia, through an exchange  of w*reapon&?naet at the highest

level  in the ulited  statea  of Amsrioa and the Soviet  Urian.  The problem of adequate
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verification  arrangement3  w a a  rtrioed. nt ~xtapn  t h e  readerr  o f  *he x i x  nationa

0ffktreU  a ccncrote  prcgrelmrv  c, ,101~  ieiop  tim. Wa  welaorim  t h e  feat  t h a t  tie s o v i e t

Union  hae reeponbod  by extending itc unilateral moratorium until January of next

yaar  .

The Final mclaraticn adoptedl  at the eighth eumit  Meeting 00 rioa&  of ~tste

or Gcwrrnment  of the Non-Aligned Movement h&l at Barace underlined the Lot that

thhe  UI%vivrl Of mankind had born  hdd hatage to the peroeivw!l  eemrity inarerpta

o f  nuoloe*wea&m~  sts tea+. The leebra of the non-al,igned  courrtrieu  emeaghaa  iiiieU  the

wtremi  urganoy  of adopting immediate meaeuree for the preVention  cf nuclear  war

and f o r  nualeac  dioarmament  i n  ardor  t o  a t t a i n  t h e  objeotive o f  Eiecurity  f o r  a l l .

The eighti  emit  Meeting of the Non-Aligned Movetint atreseed  the urgenuy of

h a l t i n g  t h e  dwalopment o f  anti-eatellite weapon@, diemantling  e x i s t i n g  eyutems~

prthibiting  t h e  introbatian of new weapons  eyetime  intc  c u t e r  epace  and eneuring

Cat  existing treatise safeguarding the peaaoful usee of cutor emce, ati  wtr?l  as

thS 1972  Tr~t~ty  #r t h e  Limitation o f  AntiiMIIiutic Mbeile  ByeWar,, are f!ul:y

hmouced  and ewten8eU,  au neoeeeary, i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  resent  tml'mologiaa~

aduanoee  . The summit  CIeolaration  aleo contained an invitation to the Conferen-  on

~iearnrenent to explcre waye and lPgene  of bringing military eatellites under

internrrticmal  control.

The preeent  stalemate in diearmament  must  be adareesed  thtough  a bol,CI and

innwative approach. The dange~oue  trend of a qualitative nuclear  aaaDp3titiW

l e a d i n g  towar&  a n  a c c e l e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  arum  r&cm  must  be arrested and revereed. A

canprehensive  nuclear  test-ban is imperative. This crould  form th? baeie  of aatual

dienrmallrent,  that is, the reduction and eliminaticn  of nuclear weCqcne.  It may be

rec;rlled  thhot  , in Apr  i.1  1954 , in We immediate  aftermath of the testing of a

nuclear device, Jawaharlal  Nehru spearheaded 0~1  initiative in the United  -tiara
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f o r  a  nuakir  ted-ban. Be  af3ked  f o r  a  nten&tilI  agreement in ref4pect  o f  teBtingr

0v0n i f  etogping  nuolear-weapon  prOducti  wao  n o t  iki3nediately  porraible.

The a l leged absence  of  adequate meam  o f  verificatim  oan no  lmger  be utmd  Lla

an exaue9  f o r  Put t ing  o f f  a  cowqxeheneiva  teat-ban. AUequate  verificstifm  irr mm

available through a network of global  eeiomologiaal  obaervaticu,  f.%#ilitiee  coupled

with &he  e x i s t i n g  oapaoity  f o r  g l o b a l  eurveillance  b y  eatillikee  using

remto-eeneing  inatruiucmte of increseing  refinemmt. This Coiamittee  and the

oen@Cal  Aesed.aYy  bavs  repeatedly mandated  the Conference on  Disarmament  to e&ark

upon multilteral  negot iat ions ,  for  a  ~cmp~ehe~ive  nuclear  teat-ban, the oefS?Iati~

of  t h e  nualmr-arm  ram3  atrd  nuolnsr  diearmmr-ient. The  r e p o r t  o f  t h e  Ccmference  n

Diearmament o n  i t 8  1986  eeerrion lprwidee  a  eorry aacornt  o f  t h e  reaeoie  for  ite

fa i lu re  to  eet  UP a  negotiating  g roup  on  a nuclear teat-ban,  or,  indeed,  on any of

the other  cr it ical  ieeuee re lated ti  nuolear  weapone, BuXing the courf4e  of  ite

war  k. The view  that negotiation8 on a cmqxehensive  test-ban treati  should wait

unti l  ieeuee re lat ing to verification  have been aanpletel.y  keeolvsd  ie

un jue  ti  fi ed  . The ruodmlitiee  o f  a  ver i f i cat ion  eye&m  are dependent upon the

objeotivea,  ewpe  and nature of  the corref3Pmding  camitrmnt~ A verifiaation

SYetam can therefore be coneidered  in  the  context  o f  aatua l  negotiaticme.  w e  Muld

ame  again oall  upon thoi3e  nuclear-weapar  State8  thhat  oppose  neg0tietione  to review

their  goeition  in deference to the almost  unfvereal  demand  f o r  wmmaing  eu&

neg0tiationB.

One of the Central ob  jeCtiVm  of tb.u  Non-Aligned Movement and of the

Six-Nation Intlative, and a majoc  concern of the ulited  Nations,  has been the

prevent ion  o f  a&  arme ram  in outer  epace.  W e  have been tild  thpt  the ult imate

ob ject ive  o f  e apace  defenoe  shield  is  to reduce the r iek o f  nuc lea r  war  by

rendering nuclear weagonlr  in*ff!active. Every  new evolut ion in weibponry  t0 raduue
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the ri@klre firm  exieting nuuleer  P~aep,  ha@”  pnra&xiaally,  led in the  pact  two

deuacbo  to  u pragresrrive  development  of their offenahe  oapability.  The

po~ibiiLiT;y  o f  the Ueatruatian  before  launch  o f  interacntineutal  baUiet.ia  rai~i2W

l’bd tn the  aK~t.iW  O f  Sub8tintithlly  bK*K  t!OKC3BB  thCikl  KfSlqUirOd.

Inclepandent m-entry  vehislee were juetified  a13 a meant3  to overuome  the

defWWiV0  anti-bsllietia-mPieei.le eyiatmW  expectted  to  be built by the  adve~etiry.

Nations wepare  for war  an  the b&ii@  of a wur(lt-uafse  rraenario.  A epaae-baeed

Uefsnca  rryrpter~r  may  also lead to W&e  deveropuent  of gn offensive eystem  that ie much

more  powerful, thus making the  ou Wreak  of nualear war more 1 ikdly. (XIter clpaae

ehould not becmm the aoemio  dimenrion  of’ u terreatrisl  battleground. Xn  any ~488~

any percreived  improvemnt  in the security of the two euper-Powere  will not add to

the ewurlty  of other  IIatione  of the world,  which will continue to remain at the

morcay of  nrlalear-weapon  Statea. tit3  wutst n o t  l e t  o u t e r  epaco beaome  a n o t h e r  a r e n a

of the arm raoe.

The rommrch  and developnent  of weapon  eyeteme  in outer epam will But  greet

@train  an the already fragile eeourity  ayetea. It will trigger a gigantic

qualitative lesp  in the artw  raw  and  will lead  to the squandering  of mater ial

reeouraee  on  suah a male  that the  world%  finanuial  and eocnmio  or ieiu  will be

further accentuated. The Comidttee  should  tocue  it8  attentim  on csrtain epeoifia

meaeuree  upon  which  the Cmference an DirarroslP4nt  could oimaebtrate  ite efforts  in

an otfort t0 wevent an arm raa,  in outer upa%.
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The common peraeptior.3  of Preoident  Reagan  and QtrneraX  t3eurutary  Gorbaahcrv  the

‘u nuclear w&r aannot be won and must never be fought* (A/40/1070,  pe  3) rrhould  bt,

tranelatoU  i n t o  conarete  diearnusment  meauuree. There ie a fundamental inaongrucanae

between  that perception and the aoncept  of nuulear  deterrenae,  which ie the

corner-&one  of the  etretegic doctrine OII  the basirv  of whiah the armo  race goerr  on.

The United Statue end the Soviet Union ehould,  together with other

nuclear-weapon Statee,  agree to eign  a binding international inetrument forMwearing

the u8e  of nuclear weapons  penlling  the &uhievement  of! nuolear  diearmament.

Nuclear  deterrence to be credible in the laet report  muet threaten nUdear

war. It ie haaed on a balance of terror. Aa  Prime Minister Ra jiv Gandhi haa  put

i t :

*A  tdance  of terror impliee  eventually accepting total annihilation of the

ehemy,  total deetruotion of oneeulf, and moBt  likely  the,  extinrclnn  of SIP

life on pY.anbt  Earth.*

ThQ  u8e  or threat of the use  of nuabar  weapone  woult3  be a crime again&

humanity and a violation of the United Natione  Charter. The two Muper-Power@  and

other nuolear-weapon  Btatee  are now aonecioue  of the dilemma of their rteatYily

increaeing  military and nuclear aroenaY.e  and their  BecreaPring  national security.

Thie problem ban  no ecientifio  or regulatory solution. Anne  control negotiationu

within the framework of controlling number@  and aohieving  strategic  parity and not

addrereing directly the principal threat poeed by the very existence  of nuolerr

‘wc,apone  are of limited utility. John Kenneth Galbraith,  the eminent American

economist, in an interesting  essay on military power written a couple of yraro ego,

made the following interesting analogy:

*Two  boye are in a closed garage with nweral  inches  of gasoline on the

flcor. One hae eix large matches,  the other hae seven crmellur  oneR. They

debate as to who ie strategically superior.*
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No meaningful diearmement  meaeuree  have been  taken. The Non-Proliferation

Treaty hae been euggeeted as a disarmament measure However, all it hae done ia

legitimize the poeeesaion  cf nuclear weapon8  emong  nuclear-weapon St&&.  It h8e

not impeded the nuclear-weapon State6  in their puruuit  of quantitative, qualitative

and geographic proliferation of nuclear weapons. The continued production of

nuclear  weapons with unprecedented power and precieion  and their deployment in

almoet  all pnrte  of the wrlcl  hse  proceeded hand  in hand with a eignificant

increaee  in the total number of nuclear warheede  evairrble  to the nuclear-weapon

Statee. The total number of werheade et the combined strategic nuclear miesileo

and  bomber  forces alone of the United Statee and the Soviet Union between 1968,

when the Treaty wee  signed, and lQ@S  increased more than four-fold, from 5,350 to

over 22,000.

Coneietont with India’s abhorrence of all weapons of mace  destruction, we muet

dcrlw  attention to the new dongere poeed by chemical and biological agent8  in case

they ace used for weapon8  purposes. Their potential lethality hee increased

enormuely  ee e result  of recent ecientific and technological aUvancee. Chemical

weapone  cmtinue to be maintained in battle reedineee  by aome major Powers”  wl.ich

muet there-Ire  hear special  reeponeibility for the earlieet poeeible conclueiou of

a convention on  the prohibition of chemical weapcno. The fulfilment  of euch a

commitment - ahout which we have been reminded by the recently concluded Second

Heview  Conference of the parties  to the biological weapon@  Convention, in Genevs  -

will  mark an important step  forward on the roed  to disarmament. That Review

Conference ended with a eignificant final declaration which reaffirmed the validity

of the Convention and strengthened ite provisions  relating to verification and

intern&ional  co-operation for the peaceful uaee of genetic engineering and

biotechnology.
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Sometimes efforta  are made to divert the attention of the Committee from the

priority area8 of nuclear dieatmamnet  by fwusing  on the erpeniliture  being inourted

by the developing oountrieo  on conventional  weapons. The scale  of expenditure by

the nuclear-weapon States and  their allies on the one hand and by developing

countries on the other cannot be compared. In any case, developing countriee  also

have to spend on their national eeaurity  aa they live in a highly militarized world

Uominated by military allianoes. They muat  have, in this environmen’., a saudiaum  of

conventional prepare41ness.

What is more pertinent is the limitation and reduction of the military

activities and competition among the nuclear-weapon states and their allies. The

8ocelerrating  arms race has managed to spread the theatrea of tension beyond the

boundaries of the great mwero and the military blocs and adverr.ely  affected the

security of non-aligned and other countrise.

It  ie a mattor of regret that the International Conferenoe on the Relationship

between Disarmament and Development wa& llot aonvened in Paris in July 1986. The

increaeing  military expenditure of the major a,ilitary  Power8  has had an adverse

impact  on their own eaonomies and , through the global interdependonoe of the wrld

economy, on other countries as well. The oonoentration of resouroes  and researoh

and development efforts in the military seutor  have reduced productivity, thereby

retarding the overall growth of the eaonomies conoerned. There is a need to make a

f undamen: .:!, politioal  assessment  of the dimeneione  of the relationship betWeen

’ diearmament an4  development. It is my delegation’s haps that during the ourrent

session of the General AoeembLy  a decieion  on Llre dates and vsnue.of  the Conference

will be taken in accordance with the decision taken by the General Assembly at its

reeuved  fortieth session to convene it in 1987.
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The preeent  impaaae and elow movement on the entire range of Uiearmament

i~~uorr  io no iloubt  a reflection on the etateamanehip  and wirrdom  of our timev.  The

impasee  can eucceeefully be broken by mobilizing  the lrupport  and encouragement of

an inPormed  public, which could!  eventually change the very lqic whiah led to

pursuit  of! the (Irma  race. In bin  addreee  in New Delhi in January 1985

Preeidlent Alfonein called upon the necione  of the world and upon all  thd Men  and

women that inhabit it to demand the restitution of our right to life.  He  stated

than that if our voice8  are united our claim will change tho very logic  that hae

prevailed in the arme  raue and led ua  to the present  eituation.

We muet  persevere in our work. The pathe  to diearmament are difficult, but

pureue them we must. PO paraphraee Yawaharlal  Nehru” that alone will make poeeible

eurvival and fulfilment.

Mr. G&SW (Bulgaria) : The general debate in the General Aeeembly, which

concluded a few daya  ago, drew a disturbing picture of international realtione. It

can be  eaid  firmly that the vaet majority of Member States were unanimous on the

main conclueion  that genuine security can be eneured  only through arme  reduction

and by lowering the level of military confrontation. Plout  ing that conclusion

would inevitably result in the precipitation of an unfettered arms  race and nuclear

ohaoe,  which would ineluctably bring ruin to human civilization and life on Earth.
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world U&veloPmente  hsvrc reaohsd  ewh  a atuaial point that particularly

reeponoible  deuieionrr  are needed, and inaotion and  delay ooulg  have dire

conaequenees  for mankind, People@  are entitleU  to expeut  from hecrdo  of State,

partioril.arly  of Btatw pomeseing  nuclear weapons e a demonetration  o f  t h e  wie~¶olo,

fareight@dnaea  end politiaal  uourage reouired  by the realitier of our nuulear  age.

Phir ?a precisely what people81  haU expeuted  from the rummit  meeting in

Reykjauik  between the Qeneral  Baaretary  of the Central Cmittee  ai!  the C~%?niut

Party of the Soviet union t Mikhail Sergeiyevioh Gorbachev, and Preeident Reagan.

We welcomed thin continuation of the extremely important dialogue between the two

leatling  nuclear-weapon Btatee. Together with the vast  majority of Statae and the

entire international community, the People’s  Republic  of Bulgaria had hoped that

the voting  could have become a rerioue  and fruitful otep  along the long - but

etill the only right - road towards co-operat;lon  in building a eafe world. We

learned with aatiafaction that a very detailed and useful dieoueeion had taken

plaoe at the summit meeting, whiah  had ~ywsle  cloee to reeching  agreement on major

meanurea  to reduce nuolear weapone in all arean. However, it Pa  now alear that a

truly historic opportunity to move toward8 the reduction and elimination of nUcle8r

weapon6  wae  miened. The reaeone for that ohould be very obvious  to any unbiased

pflL-SOR. The refueal  to think and act in waordsnae with the realitiee  of the

nuclear age and to obeerve  the aoIlsvIOn  underotanfling  already reaohed  thnt it ie

impoeeible  to end the arme  raae on Earth without preventing ita  extension into

’ outer @pace  ati  without aaarifiaing  the vital intereats  of mankind on the altar of

military-technologioal euperiority,  ie the obviouo  resmon  for the lack of aonorete

ref3Ulte  in Reyk javik.

We would like to declare frankly that tha insistence  on keeping outer space

open to the arm8  race on the part of one of the partiae  to the eummit  meeting

deepen8 the aenae  of ineeaurity  with regard to the future of our world. Thet stand
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conPronte  mankind with the risk of a new, extremely dangerous round of the arma

race@  w i t h  unpredictable  consequencee  f o r  peaae  a n d  eecurity.  That:  ie w h y  w e  would

like to think and  hope that thilr ie not tha Y.arpt  wclrd  on the part of the, United

Statea Adminietration. We sincerely hope that dislogua will oontinue and that the

experience gained at Reykjavik will not bt!  lost. We hope that the United Statea

Will reconeiiler  it8  poeition, th;te making  i t  poeeible t o  pave t h e  ~a,ay  f o r  a  g r e a t

reductL,n  in, and the eventual elimination of, all nuclear arm%  in oKUer  to

pr000KVe  human aivilization  and all life on Earth.

In view of the event8  of! Reykjavik, the Bulgarian delegation would like to

reiterate ite  view that, in the present-day world, all  ehould  begin  to think in new

terme  in order to guide the political Uecioione  of Governmente. Together with the

other eocialiet  countries,  we are convinceU  that”  in order to achieve  a safe world,

it  will  be necessary to eetahlish a comprehensive eyetem of international peace and

eeOUKity,  the principlea  of which should  be appljcable to the military, poli^.Ical,

economic and humanitarian fields,

ft ie Our  profound conviction that this eyetem  muet be baaed  on direct

guarantee8  that war will be averted and that weapons will not he unleashed.  The

most reliable way of bringing that about ie to eliminate ermamente  and to achieve

dieermament a8  a sound material barrier to Wm.

In order to relrolve thio vital and universal  problem it ie neaeeeary,  firet

and foremoet,  for eaoh  and every one to recognize the etark  realitiee  Of our

nuclear age that bind together the lives of all countriee  and peoplee, namely, that

the world ia  interdependent and that peace ia  int!Iivisible,  whereae  the ongoing arme

race, the exaaerbation  of teneione and the danger of war threaten ue all with

deetruation. The explicit inference to be drawn from those realitierr  is that we

must proceed  forthwith to genuine dirrarmament, whioh  would en&We  the eecurity  of

a l l  Statee, s e p a r a t e l y  se w e l l  ae colle&ively. Attaining the goals of diearmament



RN/s A/C.l/rl/Pv*5
18

(Nr.  Gotaev,  BuY.gar  ia)

ia a global tauk roquiring the concrete effortu tif  all State6  and nationo. In

MrfOrming  it, all internatiod,al  forum&i  ehoultd  be urred  and  the effectivenees  of the

arma-oeduotion  and limitation talks ehould  be greatly etrengthened.

The logio of objective souilrl  development in the lrpaae  and nuclear age Lmpouee

the need for a new &Ue  of politioal  thirnking  and for the adoption of a new.

realietio  approach to the problem of eafeguarding national intereete and security,

ai3  well at3  to international affair8  in general.

Firat, it ie neceeaary to break dtszieively  wit:!  paet conuepte  of war and the

role of armamente, the uee of force or threat of the use of force a8 a mean8  of

reeolving  international, political, economic, ideological and other contradictlone,

including the conflicts between the two Opposing  system8  of eocialiem  and

capitaliem. It ie aleo neceesary  firmly to eetablieh the principle of peaceful

coexiotence  in international affairs, which should  be aaceptod  by all aa a bn0?c

norm of inter-state relationa. Regrettably, come  recent statement6  have once again

demon&rated adherence to the bankrupt approach to negotiations, from *a  position  of

strength*.

In fact, today notmdy  would deny that  war hae become an abeurdity. The

Soviet-American eummit meeting in Geneva aleo reaffirmed tl.  t.  a nuclear war mu%t

never be fought, nor can it be won. Today, howevez,  the recognition of that fact

aY.one  is not enough. ft  mulrt  find direct expreeeion in the national policy and

Practice of States and should  be translated  into concrete action8  to facilitate the

‘reduction and elimination of major arm9  programmes  and the gradual divereion of the

~~~ourcea thus  releaeed to peaceful economic and  eocial  development;

Our  epace  and mieeile  age? hae  deetr0yc.d  paat  conoepto of eecNritY. Now,

eeourity must  be mutual and, in world-wide term@,  comprehene4,ve. Given the

etookpiling  of weapon8  of mass deetruction  in coloeeal  numbers, eeaurity  cannot and
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must not be baued  on military forue  or on the threat of!  lta uue. This  meane  that

neither nudaar war nor the preparation far it in the form of the arlllt( ram can be

won, nor uan  it gab plitioal  a4lvantagee  for anyone. the continuation of the armn

raue,  anil  even noret  ite tranfsfer  to outer opaot~~  w&xW only moderate the alrprs’ly

frantio  paae of  amazing and mmlerniring  nudaar  weapone. NO  state,  however

POWertfUl  i t  nay  be”  ehouUl  harhour  the  illurion  that i t  aan  Befend  itoelf’through

military-techniaal  meane  and the development of largesaale  Uefenoee alone, whether

on Y.anU  or in outer epace.
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Moreover;the further improvement of military-teohnical  means, and eepeclally

their deployment in outer space , could bring UB to the point where rreaurity  ie no

longer under the control of the po1iticiani3, who could become the prieonere  of

technology and of military-technocratic Pogia. The poesibility  of weaponry getting

out of human control and of a nuclear catastrophe being precipitat4  by an

accidental  et’ror or by n defect in electronio or other (equipment  ie a tangible

rick, not a purely fictional one. 1e  there any need to prove that suah  a

contingency could have dleaatrous  conseuuencee  for mankind?

That is why we have maintained that it le eaeential ahove all to lower the

level  of military confrontation and to ensure eaual  security  at the loweet lmseihle

level of the otrategic  balance, from which nuclear arms  and other weapon8  of maea

destruction ehould  be excluded altogether. Military arsenals should  he curtailed

to the limite  of a reasonable eufficiency  l?or  defence.

Taking Into consideration the paramount importance of thla problem and the

neceeeity of itrr  direct and radioal  settlement , the Soviet Union enunciated on

Y.5 January laet a historic programme for comprehensive security  through

diearmament. The highliyht  of that programme is the gradual elimination of nuclear

arma  throughout the wor ld ,  coupled with an effective proh,ibition of etrike  epaoe

weapone. Thie ita  a  conetructive,  r e a l i s t i c  programme, which opens  the prospect@ of

mankind’s ufse  of nuclear energy exclusively for peaceful purpoaee by the end of the

century. It takee into aacount preeent-day realities,  the views of other States,

including nuclear-weapon Staten , and the  apecial  reeoneihility  of the Soviet Union

and the United States  f o r  achieving the sbjectivect  of nuclear diearmainent. T h e

implementation of this programme would not imperil the eecurity  inters&x  of any

State, a6 it envisagee that the reduction of nuclear aL:ma  should be carried out in

such  a manner aa to maintain approniflate  eauslity of force6  at every etage. In
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4r)Lence  I the programme  ie l!wXly  in aooord  with agreementa  reached at the aumn\it

meeting in Geneva and ie aimed at aooelereting  bilateral negotiatione  on the range

Of icrrrues  relating to nuclear and fqaoe weapfmrs. On the baeitr of the prOgrammel

eignifioant,  equitable and fully verifiable aaerordtt  Can  be reaohed. The mi6eecY

opportunities  at Reykjavik have only reinfortml  that aonviotion on our part.

That bold and resolute etep on the p#rt of the Soviet Union ie an exhmple of

the right way to think and wt at the present  mumentoue  &age  of himman  history.

The Conferenoe oi’ the Movement of Non4ligned  Countries, held  at Warhre,  and

the eix  oountriee of the Delhi  DecPeraeCon have made valuable recommendationa and

PrOpotIale  in this  field of eeaurity and diasrmament.  We fully slupport  theee.

Together with the overwhelming majority of other member  States, the People’s

Republio  of Bulgaria hae  called for keeping outer epaoe peaceful and free of etrike

weapone. Outer apace should be tranoformed into a rrphere  of all-round co-operation

in the exploration and uae of epaoe for the benefit of all peoplee.  Ample

opportunity for euch  co-operation hae  heen  providedl by the *atar peace” propoeal  Of

the Soviet Union aimed at implementing global peaceful reeearch  programmee,

including the eetahliehment  of an international organiaation  in thie field, for the

benefit of all mankind, Strike apace  weaptme  should not he created, and the

prohibition of euch  weapona should  tm eneured by etrengthening the regime of the

1972 anti-ballistic missile Treaty and by complying etriatly  uith  ite provieione.

Of particular ooncern  ie the refuunl  of the United State6  to halt

nuclear-weapon teetrs  and to join the unilateral tnoratorium  on all nuclear

exploeione maintained for more than a year now by the Soviet Union. I t  16  n o

accident that the majority of experta  in thirr  field view the attitude of State8

towards  banning nuclear tetating aa a litmutr  text of their positione  on the i8rIUe6
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of nuclear Uiearrnament  and leusening  the danger of nualear  war. A l l  excu.9ea

aonCerning  t h e  diffiaulty o f  verifioation , alleged soviet superiority and other

spurious pretexts are Completely irrelevant, and Can M longer convince anyone. It

ie no eeeret  that nuoY.ear-weapon  teete  are aonduotetY  with the aim of developing new

strike weapons, .particularly  one of the basio  components of the *star Wars*

initiative, the nuclear-powered X-ray laser, to fight and win a nuclear war. We

cannot but agree with United St&se  Senator John Kerry of Maeoachueettn,  who wrote

in a letter to The New York Timee  that

* . . . it ie ironic that the Strategic nefenoe  Initiative programme,  whose goal

ie to make nuclear weapons @obsolete’,  has beocwne  the main reason for

continuing nuclear testing, eepeoially sinoe  the President hue  destiribed  it on

at leaet  17  ocoaeione.  a8  condating solely of research into ‘non-nuclear’

defenoes”. (The New York Times, 5 October 1986, p. E20)

TatJay,  the entire international community, with the notable exception of

Certain Circles in onto  State, im confident that halting nuclear-weapon tests is the

first, and natural, step toward  Curbing the nuclear arms race. The way to achieve

that obj@ctive  is a mutual moratorium on nuclear explosions by the Soviet Union and

the United States and the immediate initiation of talks on the total prohibition of

nuclear-weapon tests under strict control.

While there is still time for the United States to join in the moratorium,

time is none the less running out. Not only future relations between the two great

Power8  but the proepecte for the international situation as a whole depend largely

on whether the moratorium becomes mutual in the few month8  remaining before the end

of this year or whether it beoomsa  the last Soviet decision of the kind. We are

hopeful that the Cue&ion  of ending and banning nualear-weapon tests will find a
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prnutioal  uolution  a u  won  ae potwible,  UL)  a  uignal o f  t h e  readlinelrrr  of all

countriee  to put an end to the arm  race on Earth and to avoid an  army  race fn

outer space.

NOW  more than ever it is:  necetreary  for all St&era aud  political leaders  to

clhow  realism, a eenee  of responsibility,  and political will in joining, before it

is too late, collective efforte to eneure the survival of all mankind and  a future

free of war and  violence. hs befnre,  the Paople’s  Republic of Bulgaria will

continue to contribute to the beet of its ability  to the efforte to that ena.
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pleaeure  to expreue  to you, sir,  my delsqation@e  pltlarrure  at ncrrring  you prcttiiitlir~g

owr our work. W8 are aonvinoed  that your comp8tenae,  your pcrrnonal  sualiricationu

and your perfect knowledge of diuarmament  problrura  will be of great benefit  to our

CoWNittee  and help uo to uonalude  our WOKS auaoe@ufully.

If en  observation  of the evolution of the international uituation  oftwn

conuietn,  in eetrenae,  in anarygling  the development of!  relationa  trrtwrrnn  the two

super--Powere,  the paat year hati  been particularly cigni!!icant  in that raupeot.

After a continuoue  proceerr  of!  datcrioration  in relation@  &tween  thu two uountriea,

the Geneva  meeting between  the leader@  of the two euper-Powerr in Nowumber  of!  Ye&

year raieed  hopes that it would usher in an (tra OY  oonf!idenorr  and dia~ogucr  that

could promote the better international relatione rveryontr uo muuh  duuirue.

Throughout the year, however , there wee  an obvjoun  diQf!iculty  irl  maintaining

the renewed diaY.oguo when it oame  to Pulfilling  its promiueu. AU the recent

Yeykjnvik  meeting hae  demonetratod , the two aountriee  ara otill  unahlu  to move

their relatione for any length ot’ tirae out of the turbulent arm  in which they HUWII

tto  o f t e n  a n d  ao inevitably  t o  f a l l .

The reet of the world, and partiouY.arly  the aountrieo of thu third world, nu

concerned aa are the  two principal.  nuolear  Powera  by what ia at otake  in thcrir

negotiationc  - namsly, the survival.  of mankind under the nuclear threat - remainu

on the look-out for the ulighteot aign of inureaPed mutual confidence and eager to

Bee  the beginning of rome pr(MeaH  of negotiation on nuolear  and  rpacr  weapona  that

would truly lead to the realiaation  of!  the goal ret t?orth  in the Geneva  Joint

Btatement af!  21 Novrmber  19Nv  namely,

“to prevent an armfi  raae  in apace and to terminate it on earth* (A/4U/l.U7u,
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Dwing  to their huge nuclear aapability,  and given their raopeatiwe  or combined

abilitiov  to influence international relatione,  the two euper-powere  have e epoial

reeponofhility  to purrrue  and aahieve  the objective af nuclear cYiearnWWt  and to

promote laetlng international peaue  and seuuri;y.

By ita  very nature, however” the nualear  threat in the more intenee Owing  to

ite  indiecriminate  power to sow  Maui  Ueuth and deetrwtion;  every nation and the

entire human  raae are equally threatened with total extination. Thus, eaah nation

hae alb  euual right to be involved in the queet  for true and  effective nuolear

c!iearmamenL. Ae  the United Nation&  Secretary-General etated  in hio statement

during the thirty-ninth eeeeion of the General Aeeemblyt

*I  feel the question may justifiably be put to the leading nuclear Power88  by

what right do they decide the Pate of all humanity?* (A/‘39/PV.97,  p .  119-12U)

Me etatement retains all ite validity, ite timelineee and ite authority today, and

!n p a r t i c u l a r  hie  yemark  Wiitr

“The  international community will no longer be reaeeured by the mere

appearance of progreee,” (A/39/PV.97, p .  122)

and that *Every pereon on thie earth has a eta\ke  in diearmament.a

In that connection, tire United Natione repreeente a unique and irreplaceable

framework for joint action and co-ordination, for negotiatione a8 well ae for

implementation and follow-up action.

Furthermore, tha need for  all States to partioipate in diearmament wjthin  the

onited  Nation@  framework doee not aLie eolely out of polit: .a1  coneideratione. I t

ie aleo  a basic condition for the effective implementation of diearmament meaeuree

precieely to the ex’ant that euch  implementation will require broad end close

Lo-operation among various  countries from different regione of the world, Thus,

there can be no querptian that come  meaningful results,  however modeet, were indeed

aahieved  th.?e  ye&r  at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building
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neaourea  ant3  Dirusrumfient  in Europe on the question  of verifioatlon, whioh hae  for

%o long been a eoorllngly  ineurmountable  obataole to the implementation of

aonfidenae-huildinq  meaeuree  or to the aahievement of any dieerment  agraeUente.

Such resulte  are encouraging  for the aahievelnent  of euch  agreement@,  but there uan

also  be no douht’that in the future core  sophisticated verifioation proutiures  will

be eetabliehed that  will involve a greater number of statee.  The paet year hao

aleo  brought out the need for the broad co-operation required for any plan designed

to deal with the grevenkion,  control aud  containment of possible  acaidenta  oaumd

by the peaceful U~YO of nuclear  energy.

Similarly, there  oan be no queetion  that the verifiaation of any total ban on

nuclear-weapon teeting, which has also been heldl  up as the beelo  obataole  to an

agreement; may  now become eufficientQ  effective - for example by the creation of

eeisrmic  observation poet8  in eelecteU  part6  of the world and by co-operation on a

an ever-larger eaale.

In epite  of its aonrparable  meke-up”  and notwithstanding ite more broadly

repreeentative character, the Conference on Disarmament  h~ci  made markrdly lees

progress since its reactivation in 1979 than did the Conference on Disarmament in

Europe on the eve of this eeeoion. Although same  of the’ results it achieved  are

encouraging, and although negotiationa between the United States and the  USSR are

o%tsn  epoken of a% promising , thu United Nation6 muet neverthelees regain  its

central role in the field of diearmament,  starting with  the condueion  of

agreement6  on priority items on the agenda of the Conference on Diearmamenl’..  Ae

the unique world negotiating body, it muet be enabled fully to play ite role in

this field, and the dialogue between the two super-Powers muat  stimulate its

efforts and not treat it as  a mere byetander.

In thie connection8  intensified efforts ehould  bu  made to reakh  an agreement

on the total prohibition of nuclear-weapon teate  as a firet etep toward6  nuclear
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dioarmament. Indeed, we mutrt  once agaL  expreuo  regret that  for the thiLU

aonoeoutive year tha  name  attitudes prevail that have prevcrntud  the Conferenae  from

Betting  up an aU hm  committee on thin  question.

We mu& ale0  hope that owing to the apparent will to negotiate, whiah  will

have real meaning only if! there ix a real will for negotiation89  to nwaeed,

progreoe Will be Wiakly  made  with regard to the other priority i&emx  on the agende

of the Conference on Diearmament,  euah ae  those dealing with chemiaal  weapons and

the prevention of the  exteneion of the arme  race to outer epaoe. From  &hie

viewpoint, Algeria ie,  pleased with the real progreee m&de  in the field of chemioal

weapona,  and we aleo hope that  negotiatione on drafting a oonvention  on their

prohibition can coon  be  aonoluded.

However, for any favourabla  atmoephere  to have a etimulating inrfluenae  at all

levels of dieacmem&nt  negotiatione , there ie aleo a need for reotraint in

international relatione,  reepeot  for prior agreement@  and a refusal to weaken

exieting disarmament agreemente , no matter how feeble they may appear to be.

The nwlear-arma race 16 obviouely n question that demende  priority

attention. However, the efforts that Pave been devoted to the oubjeat  Par  nearly

~ tm deoacles  ara  still marked by a twropeea  approach. On the one hand, there ia

the vertiaal  nuolear-arm@  raae, whioh oontinuee to accelerate, although from time

to time  come  aontrolo have been introduceu,  ancY, on the other, there ie tbr-m

) question  of  prevention of the horizontal proliferation of nudear weapone, a

aueetion to which real and oonaerted  effurt  ie  being devoted, but frequently to the

detriment of equitable international oo-operation  for the peaoeful  ufaee  of nualear

energy, although even on thet  level the approach ” to put it mildly, varieo widely

in 0aope.
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Thue  it is aUprising  to hear come  alainr that south Afrlaa h&e  a right to benefit

from international co-operation in the nuclear field while  such  co-operatdn  is

withheldl from  developing countries  ae a whole - a@ though Bouth Africa could even

remotely be coneidered  a State like any other” ata  though the poliay of aggreeeion

it hse ruiaed  to the level of c principle of neighbourlineoe,  ha8  not automatically

enable8  its rdgime to tichieve  a decisive  military advantage that it can uue  again&

fte neighboure.

It ie precisely  the disagreement on the nature of the Pretoria rdgime and

whether it poeeerreee  nuclear weapons  that again this  year prevented the Diearmament

Commiesion  from approving a eeries  of reaommenUatione on South Africa’e  nuclear

oapability. Ideed,  some  countriee  prevented a coneeneua  that at one time  appeared

imKdnent.On  fbcts that the international aommunity  and the moet serious  sltudiee  had

definitely establiehed: namely that south Africa ie governed by a minority  raciet

dgime,  which is condemned to dieappear  in the near future, and that the

eetshliahed  poeeesoion  of nuclear weapons by that regime  is inadmiesible  and

intolerable in every respect. To  maintain the opposite ie once  again to run the

rick,  as the preoent eituation  makee glaringly obvious,  of being proved wrong by

evente at the very moment when all are demanding the breaking of these Y.aet  linke,

which are the fundamental reaeone for the pereietent  slurviva  of the XaCiet

Pretoria dgime.

In the Middle Eaet  the eituation  ie coyarable  to that prevailing in southern

’ Africa. An expaneionist  regime  hae  aaquired  nuclear weepone  and fe attempting to

Prevent the Arab countriee from even obtaining maetery  over the pesaeful  uaee  of

nuclear energy. AB  in the caee  of South Afriaa,  doubts have been Cast  on  To1

Aviv@@  pooeeeeion  of nuclear weapons. EIut  here again the most authoritative

information confirme  that nuolear  weapone  have teen  introduced into the region. To
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New York Times of 5 Octobar la&, the  Zioniot  r&gime  hair  for 20 years been

mnnufautur  ing nuclear weapons ( whiah  ww numhet  Mtween 100  a n d  2 0 0 .  It a l r e a d y

hao the neutron bomb and haa  embarked on the PL  duution  of thermonualear  bombs.

That information aleo oonfirae  the figureo  contained in a report of the United

Btatee  Wniveroity  of Georgetown dated Deoeraber  1984. They confirm what we have

known at least  oince  Moyshe  Dayan’s  declaration of June 1981 aftor the Ieraeli  act

Of aggrenrion  againot  the Iraqi reautor  in T~IUIWX  that *Ia~aol  halr the ability to

produoe nuulear weapons”.

Moreover,  Zionist leadera  have alwayo affirmed that it ie a gM thing for

them that the Arab countries belirkve Tel Aviv hae nuolear weapone. Thue we can Bee

how the Pioniet  rbgirae  adde a new dimenuion  to the rhetoric of deterrence. We are

already familiat’ with the eophietry aocording  to whioh world peace ie preeerved  by

the balance of terror. But in the MiUdle  Eaet the uitustion  for m o & % ~ than 20  years

has been a unilateral threat of an imbalance of terror.

Like the countriee  of southern Afrioa,  therefore, the Arab countries of the

Middle  3ast are denied fulfilment  of their aepiration to make their region a

denuclearized zone.

It ie a fact that tho pr&eea  of negotiating  on disarmament suffered

stagnation and oven took a etep  backwards directly after the adoption  of the Final

Dwueent  of the first epeoial  session of the General AeeambTy  devoted to

dbarmament  . That wau  why, on the eve of the third swh seesion,  my  delegation was

among those that weloomed  the oonvoning of an Intornetional conference on the

relationohip  between the two major ohalY.engee  of our time6 diearmament and

development . That Conferenoe,  which should  have been held in July 1986, wae  in

prinoiple  deferred until 1987. When thie happened, my delegation did not fail to

emphueize  itlo  deep disappointment.
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sinae  the beginning of thitr  eerrsion  of the General ~tlplembly,  m~reovctK~  the

fear of thie Conferenoe  being etrunk  by what might be aalled  the Indian Ocean

eyndrome  have grown, for further poetponemente are clearly envirago&  whiah  in the

final analyeie  would almost  aertainly  mean that the Conferenae wee &xnidl.

Algeria reniaine  convince8  that the poesibdlity of yet another poetponeraent

cannot be raised without mentioning also the diffiaulty  of knowing whethar uome

countries really want  the Confermae to he held  am3  thue aingfing  out thoee who (Ice

reeponaihle for these pootponemente. To reauire  a aoneeneue on netters of

eubetanae even before the Conference ie held, thue making the holding of the

Conferenae ewbjeat  to the will of oertain  delegations, would mean that the

Conferenae baa fallen victim to the already well-known rule of aoneeneue, which ie

but a means to bring the viewe of the vast  majority into line with thoee of a tiny

minority.

In thin reqn?ct,  my delegation fully agree8  with the Chairmen of the

Preparatory Committee of the Conferenae , wcoraing  to whom, unleee  it is held, a8

finally agreed, in 19Q7,  there ie  no point in aontinuing en exeroiee  in whioh both

the areaihility  of the partiaipante  and the argument6  in favour af the  ulrefulnees

of holding the Confer>  noe in euah  aonditione  have been Bxheusted.

The Preparatory Corsnittee,  with the help of the Swsatariat,  did good  Frork.

The group of eminent pereone adopted by aoneeneua  e dcaaument  that ie undeniably

relevant and would at the appropriate time provide a bade  for the Conferenae. A

iingle eeesion  of the Preparatory Committee of two weeks  at the moat  ehouu  be

quite enough, if the general political will ie there to ensure aonditione

favourable  to the eucaeeu  of the Conferenac.

_-
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For tmveral  AecaUes  our world hae faaed  one overriding roalityt t h e  balance

of terror. But the mout  tenaaioue  of mythe  have often had the moat  unexpect&

end. Indeed, having lonq been told that wu>rPd  peaae  ex.lste  beaauee of that on the

whole healthy balance, one suddenly  diecovere  that the eituation is one not of

genuine eecurity but of an arms raae in outer apace,  whiah ie  not eo  hearthy.  Thue

we have a new sophiem  in place of the illueion  of peaoe guaranteed by the threat of

aeeured mutual deetructionr mutuaY.  eecurity aeeured by the famoue  outer-apace

shield.

Although thse new conaept eeeme  attractive such  a project, once again, aan

only  make u8  fear the worst)  Star Ware threatens to transform our pl.anet  into etar

duet.

With regard to technologiaal  progreee, it ie  Often eaid that the world hae

grown emaller. I have in mind the almoet ubiauitoue eupereonic aircrabt, becauee

of whioh  people are inareasingly  inclined to travel and become citiaene of the

world. I am thinking aleo  of the world-wide inmrediate  distribution of new8  made

goreihle  by telecommunicatione. It ie said,  although rather less  often, that what

more than anything elee mlvkee  the world one, rather than united, ie the constant

threat of maae,  anonymoue  death in the twilight of the human race. A more

optfmietic vieion of a world in whioh all li.ve  in increasing solidarity  and

interdapendenoe  oannot therefore be imagined unleee  the threatof  a nuclear

holouauet i8 removed onae and for all. Pereeverance in the quest for peace and

progreee for all nations  in the only adventure capable of making both man and

oiviliaation greater.
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MI;.  AL-KWARI  (Qatar) ( interpretat ion from Arabic) f rt  givet3 me  g r e a t

pleaeuro  to ao1rgratulate  you ) sir,  on your assumption  of the chairmanehip  of thie

important Committee. I wish you every auc~etpe.

I  ehould  also like to cohgratulate the two Vise-Chairmen  and  the Rapporteur on

their election.

The general diaarmament strategy  the outlines of which are contained in the

Final  Document of the Tenth Speoial  Seeeion  of the General Aeeembly, the first

WWial  ueeeion  devoted to disarmament, helt9  in 1978, wae  well received by the

peoplerp  of the world, which yearn for peaoe  and eeourity. The work of the Aeeembly

Bt that epecial  Seaeion revived the hopee  of the people that an end could

ultimately be put to the arme  raw  and to the troubles that afflict the world

becausle  o f  it.

It ie regrettable thet meet of the provisions of the Final  Document remain

uninrplemented  and that therefore the nuclear arme  raae has oontinued, with ite

attendant qualitative and quantitative developmen*q se regards etookpilee of

nuclear weapons. There have been advancee in conventional weapons also and they

have aotually been ueed in loaal conflicte  that still  jeopardize the peaao of the

entire world.

Similarly, the cuecond  epeoial  eeesion  on disarmament, held in 1982, wa8  not

very euuoeeeful. There wae no agreement on any of the &poealo  put forward at

that eerreion  with the exception of two marginal iteme  - the world Diearmament

Cawaign  and the programme  of fellowehipe on diearmament - both having to do with

information and the information media rather than operational aepecte of

diearmament..

There ie a glimmer of hope because of the efforta  of the two organs

eetabliehed at the 1978 sptuzial  seesion - the uiearmsment  Commiueion  and the

Conference on Diearmament in Geneva. The first  hae  conducteD in-depth etudiea, and
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it prowl&e  intereeting concrete  recommendationet the second  is the only

multilateral  negotiating organ avaiY.abfa to the international aommunity for

negotiation8 on diearmament  ieeuelr.

We eeeouiate  ourrrelvee  with other delegatione in expreeeing the hope that the

effarte  of thoee twa organe will yield poeitive  reeulte na regard@  a problem On

thiah  the world  oan  no longer afford to poetpone action or to delay decieive

meaeuree that will lead to ite resolution in  such  a ‘:“y  au  to meet the intereete  Of

all countries and safeguard the deetiniea  of future generations.

Ae  my country reflecte  on ite  location on the world map, and inaemuch aa ic

belong8 to the Arab Group, it cannot but point to the grave danger to the whore

world posed by Ierael’e  nuclear armaments. Despite prevariaatione and attempte  at

denial, specialized auartere whose  neutrality and objeutivity  are beyond doubt

teetify that I&e1  has eo far produaed 200  nuclear bomb8  of  varying eizee,  each

having tremendous destructive force and mnking  poeeible  nuclear blackmail. Thie is

the aituation in an area in which only  Israel  poeeeaeee  nualear weapona  and it

refueee  to acaede  to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or to all-Jw  ite nuclear

inetallatione to be subjected  to international eupervieion  - unY.ike  ite neighboura,

which are partiea to the Treaty and accept  international control of the peaceful

inetallatione that some  of them may have.

In view of the recent revelation that Ierael  ia  the sixth nuclear Power of the

world, the United Nation@  has a speaial responsibility to ooncentrate  ite  effort8

and mobilize the international community ati a vhole to declare  the Middle  Eaet a

nuclear-weapon-free zone. The General Aeaembly  hae been cseized of’ thia ieeue  ever

since  ite twenty-ninth eeosion  - for 12 yeara. A t  t h e  last  eeesion  t h e  Aeeembly

urged all the parties concerned aeriouely to consider taking practical etepe  to

turn the Maale  East  into a nuclear-weapon-free zone. It onae  more invited t.he
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Btatee  of the area that had not done so to aoaede  to the Non-Proliferation Treaty

and to allow their nuclear installations to come under international oontcoV..  My

oountcy’s  response, and thoee of the other Arab oountcies  to the Beoretary-General

were unambiguously positive as regards the reaueets  ma&  by the General Asmmbly,

while the Israeli response was based on its insistence on not  acceding to the

Non-Proliferation Treaty and on not allowing its nuclear installations to be

subjected to international control. It saiil  it had reservations and ueed  other

kinds of pcevarir?ation  and deoeit,  which ace reflected in  the Israeli  response

(A/4U/383)  . Comparing those two positione, one is inevitably led to a conclusion

that need not be stated.

However, continuation of the nuclear collaboration between Israel and the

caoist  south African regime still gives my country and all the countries of the

Middle East and kfcica cause  for uoncecn. That a collaboration gives rise to

far-ceaahing dangers that will extend to other area8 and threaten the entice world

with the worst of catastrophes.

The racist Pretoria r&qll;&  has refused to accede to the Non-Proliferation

Treaty or to accept the supervision of the International Atomic Energy Agency

(IAFA), a  f ac t  t h a t  ie r e f e r r e d  t o  b y  t h e  last conferenbe  o f  thu States  pclcties  t o

the Non-Proliferation Treaty in pacugcaph 2u  of its final statement, under the

t i t l e  * A r t i c l e  4”.

The ieeue of the link between disarmament and development has been a foaue  of

concern for the international oommunity  at least since 1950, when the

General Assembly adopted it8 resolution 380  (V), in which it expressed the

determination of every nation to reduoe to a minimum the diversion for armaments of

ite human and economic resource8 and to strive towards the development of euch

reeouccee for the general welfare , with due regard to the needs of the
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under-developet!  areaa  of the world. A t  t h a t  eeonion  India  put forward  a  PrOwBal

for the eetabliehment  of a peace fund under the uupervirrion  of the UniteU  Nationn

to be devoted to purpoeepl  of  development in deveropir,g  regions, a fund that  WOUM

be  replenii3hed  by rravingsl  from aute in armamenta anU from other 8ouroei3.  Bince

1950 the Oenaral  Anrembly  has been seized oi!  the ieruo  year in and year out, one

way or another. The propoeala  of various aountries  have BoUowed one another in

thie  reepect, but there hae been no general agreement, and none of the proporrale

haa been implemented.
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T h e  autronomioal  figuree  o f  g l o b a l  budgtrtu  f o r  wuaponrr  are  a  ale&r  iluriaat.ion

of the grave damage infliated  on  development  by the army raoy and the alloa&Lon  of

a maetrive  por t ion  o f  the  world*e  l imited reeourceu  to  unpro&nlt.ive  military

PurpoeW. The  countries,  o f  the  worltl, partioularly  the developing  oountriuar,

urgently need all  their  l imited renourue81  t o  fonter  the pronprlty  o f  the i r  ywoPl*3n

anal  improve their  utaru9ard  o f  l iv ing  through uooial  and  eaonomio  Uovelam~unt.

We need only noto that  worXU  expetiiturs  on  weapon@  ruaearah  and duvttlo~~MnIt  -

not  on  manufaature  - har reauhrCl more than $30 billion.  half  a mi l l ion  soiontiatu,

engineera anU  technioicrne  are exert ing their  efforta  in  that  work . ThiM

expel Yiture  on  armament%,  in termrr  of human and mntaterial  reuouraYar  ttx~rdn  tota l

expenclrcure  in the fielder  of  energy,  public  health  and food.

Bloated mil i tary epencling ie not l imited to the super-Powerrr  OK the

in8uotrislized  countrierr. The mil i tary hudgetrr o f  duvo lop ing  aountrivo  (IL’@ f a r

g r e a t e r ,  groportionately,  t h a n  thoee  o f  induetrial  statea,  Thilr  ir  a  g r e a t  t r a g e d y

given tho fsat  that  tha poopk~  o f  dlevoloping  countrierr  aontinue  to  nuffer  f r o m

poverty,  diseaua  and Poor  l iv ing condition@. Theso  reavuraebl  aould  bt~  uuud  t o

improve the extremely grave situation, whowe  nnprediutable  aonuuquenao*  aould  h

cataetrophlc,

Like  other  delegations,  my dotegation  weloomoo  the attention given by all  thv

Mumbsre  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  Nation0  t o  the relationship  batwaen diaarmumunt  ant1

development,  aa reflected  in General  AurrembY.y  reso lut ion 40/155. That  rvroolution

reiterated  the  ca l l  fo r  the oonveninq of  the Internat ional  Confurunoa  on thu

Ralationtihip  between Dissrmsmunt an8  Duvulopm@nt, the fit-at  o f  ita  kind under

United Nations autlpicee. The reso lut ion wao  eponsored  by inAuHt.riaX  tWUntr~WtV

d0veloping  countrief3, ati  memheru  o f  varioucr  p o l i t i c a l  blwo,  whiuh  d*>montltrcrtuv

the international  unanimity on the importanoe  o f  th i s  uubjmt. Thu  liilct  t h a t  ttrr:
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resolution warr  adopted without a vote, reflected the ngreement among Member  states

ofi  the eignificance  of the Conferenae at e time when the entire world is in the

midst of an acute financial crieinl  with great inrplicationo  for development

activitiee, especially  in developing countries.

We uommenu  the efforte of the Preparatory Committee for the fnternationsl

Conference for ite  81eriouB,  preciee  atudiee and cletailed  repor+a,  which will

facilitate the functioning of the Conference. ~#e  hope that the Conference will he

convened in 1987 and that it will find eolutione  to the problem  of develoment and

their relationship to increaeed  military expenditures, enshling  the world community

to etrike a compromioe  between  natAona1 eecurity  neede  and development needa”

partioularly Moose  of developing countries. Thin  augura well for a new epoch in

which a higher standard of living and greater prosperity would he promoted for 411

the peoples of this interdepenilent  world, which hae euffered  80  long LPeOaUee

military expenditurea have taken precedence over basir, huaon  featore  relating to

the prosperity of manki-d.

An aooeptable balance  mu& be found between military end developmental

expendituree,  particu1arY.y  in the third world, the countriee  of which look forward

to eharing  in ProWeritY  and progreee  and to a proper standard  of living for all

mankind.

The CHAXRMANr  The following delegation8  are inearibed on the liet of

speaker8  foe tomorrow morning’8  Feting  of the Comitteer Cnechoelovakia, Iraq?

New X%&land  and Hungary.

I’he meeting rotse  at 4.35 e.m.-


