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

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMRNT ITEMS

Mr. KRAVETS (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic)(interpretation  from

Russian): The Ukrainian delegation is particularly pleased to see you, sir, the

representative of the German Democratic Republic, guiding the work of the First

Committee. We congratulate you most cordially and sincerely On your election to

the chairmanship, and wish you all success in carrying out your duties. Our good

wishes go also to all the other officers of the Committee.

To-W, the United Nations bears the major historical responsibility of

breaking mankind's nuclear deadlock. It was plain from statements in the general

debate in the General Assembly that this task has emerged as one of the major

high-priority areas for decision, The First Committee too is devating a debate to

the subject. Halting the arms race, decreasing the danger of war and eliminating

the threat of nuclear catastrophe are vitally important and necessary tOday,

Clearly, these gOals can be attained only  thrOugh joint effort and action: action

by States, their Governments and their peoples.

Obviously, it is not enough to confine ourselves to appeals for peace. We

need concrete actions. That is the approach of the socialist countries t0

resolving urgent problems of world develapment, as proven by the numerous major

foreign policy initiatives put forward by those countries.. The position taken by

the Soviet Union in its talks with the United States sets an example of

flexibility, restraint, courage and patience in pursuing the noble goal Of

maintaining and strengthening international peace and security. That was

demonstrated in the Reykjavik meeting between the General Secretary of the Central

Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev, and

the President of the United States, Mr. Ronald Reagan.
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The USSR and the united State8 of America have recocnired  their special

responsibility a8 regards the maintenance of peace. At Geneva they stated jointly

that nuclear war must never be waged and cannot be won. They stated alao that

neither side would strive to achieve military supremacy. All subaequent ntepe,

actiona and unilateral measures by the Soviet Union have been in unswerving pursuit

of that foreign policy course.

At Reykjavik, the Soviet JJnion put forward a package of new major proposals.

Had they been adopted, these would have initiated a new era in human histry,  a

nuclear-free era. The proposals involved not merely limiting the nuclear-arms

race - a6 was the case of the firer and second strategic arms limitation Treaties

and other trb*tiee - but rather the elimination of nuclear weapon8 in a relatively

short time. That is the eeaence of the n\ajor breakthrough in the world situation,

which was a clear and genuine possibility. At Reykjavik the prospect wau opened

for agreement on SO-per-cent cuts in strategic offensive nuclear wapons:

land-based strategic missiles, submarine-based strategic missiles and strategic

bombers. Great progress was made towards agreement8 on medium-range missiles, and

total clarity was reached on queutions  of verificntion.

In d number of areas the soviet union made considerable concessions. FOf

example, it agreed not to count the nuclear potential of the United Kingdom and

France. Aa a result of that constructive Josition , conditions were created for the

adoption of far-reaching political decisions. Naturally, the Soviet rlnion made the

point that in the course of considerable genuine reductions in and the subsequent

elimination of nuclear weapons the USSR and the United States should not destroy

the machinery that had been curbing the arms race - such as the anti-ballistic

missile Treaty - but should rather strengthrAn  it. The Soviet JJnion proposed that

for the next 15 yeare nejther  side should exercise ite right to abrogate the
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anti-ballistic missile Treaty, during which time an end wuld be put to strateqic

wapone. The eeeence of that propoeal  wau to guarantee compliance with the

provieiona of the Treaty prohihiting the developlrent,  touting and deployment of

space weapone. The Soviet Union did not even call for u halt to work on the

strategic defence Initiative, but for an understanding that tha provisions of the

anti-ballistic miaeils  Treaty would be conplied  with: research  and testing in that

area would be confined to the laboratory.

That seems to be an entirely logical and correct approach to the suestion,

consistent with the interests of both ride8. However, it gave rise to sharp

disagreement by the United State8 of America. The United States Administration  was

adamant that the United States rhould have the right to engage in research and

testing on everything relating to the strategic defence initiative, not only in the

laboratory but in outer space. That would lead to a new spiral in the arms race*

with ruinous consequencea for peace and civilisation.

It wan clear that the Soviet Union could not agree with an approach that would

open up outer epace to weal Ina. In any event, how can there be agreement on the

elimination of nuclear weapons if the United Staten continues to work on improving

them? That is the essence of the fundamental difference between the two sides, and

it proved to be an obstacle to agrtenent.

Yet the positions of the Soviet Union and the united States had never before

been so clcure as t.ley were at Reykjavik. The two sides were on the brink of

adopting far-reaching hietoric  decisions, but because of the unyielding position of

the United States the opportunity wat3 mieaed.

What are the true reason8 for what occurred? Apart from anything elz’f,  they

lie in the 1Jnited States military-business  eatabliahment,  which everyone knows 1s

greedy and ruthless. Yesterday it demanded millions of dollarej  today it demands
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billions. Tomorrow it will demand trilliona. It ia the vieion of those trillions

of dollars generated by the strategic defence initiative, otherwiue known ao “star

warts”, that has bedazzled the big wheels of the military-industrial complex  of the

imperiallet  countrie8,  particularly the United States. "Star ware" has become the

eymbol of the aqgrea~ive  deaigne of United State8 imperialism. Some people in the

[Jnited  States have aimply been hypnotised by the very notion of "star watts";  tbe

powerful. hypnotist here is not a psychiatrist, with hia penetrating gaze, but the

astronomic amoun  I of loot, which ia irreaiatible  to the arms merchants.
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Dar Spiegel, the West German weekly magazine, has called the star-wars

proqramme the spawn of the American r lopoliea.  We must  agree with this

aeeesement. The magaxine reports that aa lonq ago as the 19706 Rockwell

Jnternational, the larqe aircraft manufacturer , published a pamphlet entitled

“Outer  Space, the American Frontier for Growth, Leadership and Freedom”. TodaY I

the IJnited States military-industrial complex is playing the decisive role in

nurturinq and promotinq the growth of ite offspring. Twelve major Pentagon

euppliere determine the rate of the star-wars programme. More than 240 American

military-industrial firms are busily  filling orders for the strategic defence

initiative, and they have let contracts to thousand8  of subcontractors. All of

this information is derived from American sourcea.

An American Eanator has calculated that the creation of the star-ware eyetem

will coat in exceea of $2 trillion, and that its maintenance and modernization  Will

coat ano”her $200 billion to $300 billion per year. Those figures come from a

debate held in the United States Congress. Thus, when speaking of the ainieter

atrateqic  defence initiative we must make eomething very clear: there are many

people, even in the Onited States itself, who are highly ekeptical  shout the

purported defence value of the strategic  defence initiative, and poop-e throughout

the world are cominq  to a greater underetanding  of the threat that initiative

represents aa an attempt to destroy the existing etrategic  balance and achieve

decieive Wrategic  advantage by extending the arma race into space.

The path to international security lies in the elimination of weapons, not in

their continuing technological perfection. Irnpbr  iali0m’Ii political ambitions as

reflected in the strategic defence initiative are designed to ensure  thnt the

United State@ will gain military rupremecy  over the USSR and the socialist

countries to erode the Soviet Union economically dnd, ultimately, to ensure a

commandinq world position  that can enable them to pursue their imperialist
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ambitions ta rule and plunder the weak. Frankly, such ambitions and deeigns  are

totally eensele~s. The delegation of the Ukrainian 6% is of the opinion that we

must all increase our effort8  to establish conditiona that will allow UB to turn

away from confrontation and towards the constructive  search for waya and means of

normalizing international relations, tar resolvi.ng conflicts by politicaL  means and

for icrprcving the international situation aa ? whole.

That is the approach upon which the practical policy of the socialist

countries is baaed when dealing with ouemtions  of disarmament and of limiting and

halting the arms race. Motivated by nuch  consideratiuns,  the eocialist  countriee

have propoeed aa one of the high-priority taaka in creating a coprehenaive

international system of peace and security the cessation of all nuclear-weapon

testing . The importance of an immediate solution to this particularly urgent

problem resides in the Pact that , according to rrpecialistu,  scierrtistv,  politicians

and military leadera,  an end to testing would effectively close off any pot ribility

of improving nuclear weapons. In his reply to the message ineued by the leaders of

Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and the rJnited Republic of Tanzania, the

General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet

Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, streamed that

gSuch  a measure would contribute effectively towards halting the oualitatiVe

and auantitative  growth of nuclear araenala,  and, in our vi, I, it would

conetitute  the point of departure for a movement leading mankind towards a

world without nuclear weapons.” (A/41/541,  Annex, p. 2)- -

The problem of nuclear testing is clearly at the heart of the diecussions we

hold in the First  Committee. The statemsnta  made by many members have stressed  the

fact that, given the political will of States, this is the one auestion upon which

agreement can be achieved at an early date. In this connection, we recall the

words of the United Nations Secretary-General, .rho described the achievement of a
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comprehensive temt  ban as a litmus test of the deternrin.ation of the nuclear-weapon

States to halt the ar.,m race.

The problem of the prohibition of the dangerous testing of nuclear weapons has

a long history. Aa early as April  1954, a prominent political figure of the time,

the Indian Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru , proposed the conclusion of an agreement

on the cessation of nuclear testing as a separate step to lead to more radical

future initiatives towards nuclear disarmament. The USSR ~8s the first of the

nuclear k.?ore to eupport that idea, and on 10 Way 1955, in the sub-conittee of

the United Nations Cananission  on Disarmament, it submitted proposals that, as one

of the high-priority  manure8  in drawing up a programme  for the reduction and

prohibit ion of nuclear weapons, States possessing  atcnic and hydrogen bomba  should,

inter alia, undertake to halt the testing of such weapons. That proposal. is

contained in document DC/SC.1/26/Rev.2.

The Western States eet up obsta,-les  to the implementation of those proposals.

Nevertheless, the Soviet Union and other soci.rllst  countries continued f.0 attempt

to find a solution to the problem of halting nuclear tests. This waa of decisive

significance in the conclusion, in 1963, of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests

in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water, which has become an important

element in the international system of agreements in the arms-limitation and

disarmament field.

A new stage in the international community’s struggle to find a comprehensive

solution to the question  of nuclear-weapon testing was reached with the basic

p r o v i s i o n s  of a treaty o n  that subject  submitted by the USSR at the thirty-seventh

session of the General Assembly. In this connection, it is interesting to note

that that document reflected the viewpoints of many States, particularly on

queotione of verification. In resolution 37/85 of 9 December 1982, tha General

Assembly  referred the USSR proposals to the Committee on Disarmament and called upon
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al? nuclear-weapon States, as L gesture of  g&will, not to conduct any nuclear

rxploaions, starting from a date to be agree6 among them and continuing until the

conclusion of a treaty. Gwing to the dstructionist  position  of a small group of

States - and particularly the United States - the Conference on Disarmament has to

this day not been ahle to undertake negotiations aimed at producing such a treaty.

The trilateral talks between the USSR, the United States and Great Britain

came very clone to achieving agreement on nuclear testing. It would appear that

only one further step wao needed, one more rmall effort, and the problem that is

the OOUTCQ  of euch  anxiety to all mankind could have been solved. st4temente

issued by the American side also gave a8surances to this effect. Speaking at the

first special nession of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the

Vice-President of the United States, Mr. Walter Mondale, stated, inter alla:

“A comprehensive teat ban would make a major contribution co curbiny the

clear competition between the super-Powers. It would lessen incentives for

the development of nuclear weapons by States which do not now possess them,

and thus would reinforce the non-proliferation Treaty.”
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“All nation8 muat  be persuaded to forswear terlting.” (A/S-lO/PV.2,  p. 26)

The fruitful developnent of trilateral negotiationa wan reported by the world

press. On 18 November 19Su The New York Timea, for example, publiehed an article

that included the following etatement:

‘According to reports it would appar that in the course of the year, a treaty

will be concluded on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon teats.”

Unfortunately, all those hopa proved extremely short-lived. The American

side sharply changed its posi+;ion and unilaterally broke off the talka,  and in 1982

it made the banning of teats a long-term task which should be resolved only in the

gensral  context of the disarmament problem. However, the problem of ending nuclear

tests romairra  unrsnolved. We connot permit the position of the United States,

which needs  tests to create new typea and syutems of nuclear and space weapons, to

doom the whole international  cove’ nity to inaction in such an important

long-Manding  problem. what we need is a new, powerful momentum in order to

pr Iduce ~omo  progreae in solving this problem.

A milestone in the many years of struggle for the banning of nuclear testing

was the Soviet Union’s declaration of a moratorium on all nuclear testing, which

has been obaerv-d  now for more than year. The Budapeat Conference of the Political

Coneultatlve Committee of the member countries of the Warsaw Treaty Organization  in

June  o f  th i s  yea r , the Conference of the non-aligned movement at Aarare, the

, leaoers  of the Delhi Six,1 reputable political partiea,  public organizationa and

i eminent scientists and humaniets have taken a very favourable view of what ia a
i
!, :‘ery difficult decision for the USSR from the point of view of politics, eecurity

k and the count r-f’ 8 economy That assessment confirms that the USSR moratorium on

nuclear explosions, being an actual deed, not just a proposal, is in keeping with

, the higher interests of mankind. It makes abeolutely clear how serious and eincer?
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have been the appeal6 for a new policy of realiam, peace  and co-operation. Thin i8

a genuine contribution by a nuclear-weapon Power to the cauee of ridding our planet

of this deadly weapon.

The Swiet moratorium on nuclear testing ha6 become tbe moat noteworthy event

of tho International Year of Peace, proclaimed by the General Aoaelably. Clearly,

if it were to becoma reciprocal on the part of the two aajor nuclear Power6 the

moratorium wanld create favourable condition6 for concluding an international

treaty on the cowlete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon testing.

unfortunately, the United Statea ha6 stubbornly taken an unyielding po8ition.

In answer to the appeal of the USSR to join in the moratorium we continue to hear

nuclear explo6iona in the State of Nevada. The United State6 attempta‘to  justify

i'ca refuanl to end nuclear teating and jofn in the moratorium by various argum6nte

which have been repeatedly shown to be unfounded by both the Soviet aide and

independent experta.

Let u6, for exallple, take one 01 t!mae "argumenta~ according to which it would

ba impoaaible  to verify and monitor obuorvance of _ nuclear-teat ban. Highly

oualified  apecialiata, including American l pecialiatu, have confirmed that the

acibntific!  and technical mean6 that already exist in the USSR, the United State6 of

America and other countries provide the neceaaary degree of aecurlty  that a nuclear

exploblon,  even a small one, would be detected. At Mr. Gorbachev16 meeting with

repreaentatL.,*r'  of the World Forum of Scientiota  on a Conprehensive  Teat Ban, a

F<ofaaaor von A:ppel of Princeton Univeraity, referred to a aeiamograph which

registered a nuclear exploaion of only 0.5 kiloton crrried out 2,000 kilometres

from the actu'rl meaaurfng  device. That shows it is possible to detect even the

mnalleat r.uclear  exploaiona.
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At the same time, in order to eliminate rntirely  so-called verification

difficulties, the 1JSSR has proposed to supplement national technical means hy the

strictest verification measures, including on-site inspection. Agreement to the

installing of American monitorinq  apparatus in the Semipalatinsk area and the visit

of foreign journaliats  to Soviet nuclear tertinq grounds is clear proof of this.

Of great importance also is the proposal of the leaders of the six countries that

experts  from those countries shoJJld meet Soviet and American specialists to look

iOr possible means of verification of a nuclear-test ban. The Soviet Union has

l xprosaed its readiness to make use of that proposal. The ball is now in the court

of the United States Administration.

Recently, the United States has been arguing strenuously that te,t exploaions

are necessary to test the reliability  and effectiveness of nuclear weapons. Rere,

again, specialists have given very cogent proof that testing and verifying the

reliability of existinq  nuclear arsenals can be done just as effectively and far

more cheaply and safely without explosions by confining  oneself to verifyinq the

non-nuclear components of bombs and warheads, and long experience has demonstrated

that. It is well known that since 1974 the United States and the USSR have not

been carrying out tests of a yield of more than I.50 kilotons. At the same time, in

the llnited State8 weapons that exceed that threshold constitutes 17 per cent of the

nuclear arsenal - and no lean, it would appear, in the USSR. Therefore the Soviet

and American sides can be sure of its reliability. There exist no technical or

negotiating problems; only the protagonists’ will and a..mmon  sense are necessary.

The overwhelming majority of States hope that agreements on ending the

destructive nuclear-weapon tests can he achieved at a very early date. ThiS
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would he a very important step towards the cessation of the arms race. It would be

a kind of prologue to progress in negotiation8 on nuclear armaments and their

elimination  and a radical improvement in the whole international environment.

In the Ukrainian delegation’s view efforts in this field should be undertaken

in all areas. Xr;  this regard, we believe that the IJnited  Nations - where for more

than three deca0rs we have been discussing the question of snding  nuclear-weapon

tests - has not yet exhausted all its possibilities, and it should bring its

resources and possibilities to bear more actively. In the International Year of

Peace we are entitled to expect that the General Assembly will take a decision of a

kind that will fully reflect the demand of the international community for an end

to the senseless perfecting of the meana  of 1~~s destruction and the adoption

without further delay of realistic measures in the fields of limiting nuclear

weapons and of disarmament.

Mr. FAN Gouxianq (China)(interpretation  from Chinese): Allow me at the

outset to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to the chairmanship of this

Conrmittee. My congratulations go also to the other officers of the Committee. I

am convinced that, under your able and experienced guidance, tht, Comittee  will

achieve satisfactory results. I hereby pledge the Chinese delegati.>n’s  full

co-operation.

The year 1986 has been designated the Tnternational  Year of Peace. Yet the

peoples of the world are still deeply worried about the turbulent international

situation. In working energetically for the maintenance of international peace,

they have put forward many proposals and ideas on reducing armament8 and oppo6ing

war.
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It is the common desire of vu-ious countries that the two super-Powers will

set store by the overall interests of world peace and the security of all nations

and take concrete measures on dimarmament. Such a de8ire was reflected in the

Mexico Declaration by the leaderm of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and

Tanrania last August and in the Political Ueclaration  of the eighth summit meOting

of the non-aligned countries held in Rarare, Zimbabwe, la8t Septetnbei.

The past iear has seen a suaxnit  meeting between the united States snd the

Soviet Union. In their Joint statements the two countries affirmed that nuclear

war cannot be won and must never be fought and acknowledged that they bear a

special responsibility for the halting of the acme  race and the reduction of

nuclear arms. In the bilateral negotiations on arm control and disarmament, each

side has put forward a series of proposals and plans, including a proposal for a

SO-per-cent reduction of their strategic nuclear stockpiles. This is a welcome

development. We have also noted the recent achievements of the Stockholm

Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures in Europe. Like everybody

elee, we hope that these resulta  will help bring about a diearmament agreement that

will help ease ter4sion in Europe.

Many countries had hoped that the suxnnit meeting between the United States and

the Soviet Union in Iceland could result in MXWI  agreement8 on diearmament. What

happened there, however, was that the meeting ended in a stalemate am a result of

the wide divergencies in their respective posttions. It is fully understandable

1 why people are disappoi,~ted  over such a result. We believe that in today’s world

dialogue is better than confrontation. The United States end the Soviet Union

@houl&  continue their negotiations in real earnest so as to reach substantive

agreements that are conducive to wrld peace and the relaxation of tensions.

It ouqht to be pointed out that, ae disarmament concerne the security

interesta of all States, every country should iNave a say in this matter. ThP
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great numbef  of anal1 and medium-aiaed countries, whether they are aligned or

non-aligned, developing or dovelo‘  ed, ahould and could play a role of their own on

the cweation of disarmament  and urge the United State8 and the Soviet Union to

negotiate in real earnest. The United Nation8 and other multilateral diearmament

mestinge and ~~~otiatior.~  have provided important forums in which countriea can

participate in mottling disarmament ieauea. Their positive  role should be given

greater play.

Nuclear disarmament haa alwaya been a matter of utmost concern for the

international comanunity. It is a univeraal deaire that the two  major nuclear

Powers will stop their nuclear-arma race and reach an early agreement on

drastically reducing their nuclear weapons so ae to leaaen the nuclear threat to

all countr lee. People also ardently hope that the Conference on Disarmament will

play its role in nuclear diearmament.

To our regret, neither bilateral nor multilateral negotiations have 80 far

been able to achieve any real progress in thia regard. Although infOCnu31

discuaaiona  were held earlier this year by the Conference on Disarmament on the

agenda item of nuclear disarmament, many countries still want to eee the early

eetablishment of an ad hoc connnittee  on this issue.

China conaiatently hold8 that the ever-escalating nuclear-acme race

constitute8 a grave  threat to international poeace and security and that the

ultimate goal of nuclear diearmament should be the conplate  prohibition and total

destruction of nuclear weapona. As a firat atap towards that goal, the two major

nuclear-weapon Statea, which poaaesa more than 95 per cent of the nuCleaC  weapons

in the world, should take the lead f.n halting ! he tenting, production and

deployment of all typea of nuclear weapon8  and drastically reduce all type8 of

nuclear weapons they have deployed anywhere inaide  and outaicle their countrice and

destroy them on the apot. After that is achieved, a troailly repreaentative
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international conference on nuclear disarmament should be convened, with the

participation of all the nuclear-weapon States, to work out measures for nuclear

disarmament by all nuclea---weapon States and the complete destruction of nuclear

weaponm.

In the paet year hoth the United States and the Soviet Union have expceeaed

their readiness to take the lead in reducing their stockpiles by 50 per cent.

China attaches importance to that gesture and hopee to see an early start of the

procees of nuclear diaarmament. Mindful of these developments,  my delegation ie to

submit this year a drait reeolution on nuclear disarmament, which we hope will

receive careful consideration from other delegations.

Before nuclear disarmament fully materializes, all nuclear-weapon Statsa

should, for the aake of reducing the risk of nuclear war, undertake not to be the

firet to u8c nuclear weapons under any circumstances and unconditionally pledge not

to uae, or threaten to use, nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon states and

nuclear-weapon-free zones,  and, on such a premine, an international .onvention with

the participation of all nuclear-weapon. States should be concluded to ban the use

of nuclear weapons.

Over the paet year or so both the United States and the soviet Union have made

proposala on reducing their medium-range mieailes  in Europe. As an Afrian COlIntrY,

China hae every reason to feel concerned about the nuclear threat existing within

ite own region. As the security interests of various regions are interrelated and

influence each other, the mere reduction of intermediate-range nuclear forcce in

Europe will not make Asian countries feel safer if the oueetion of Aaian-baaed

intermediate-range nuclear forces is left undealt with. It is our weition  that

the medium-range miaailee  deployed by either the soviet Union or the United Staten

in both Europe and Asia should be reduced and destroyed eimultaneouely and in a

balanced way.
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For oeveral years the issue of conventional dimarmament has received

increaainq attention in many countries. China alwaya attache8 inportance to

conventional disarmament and b~jlievea that it l hould be pursued aide by aide with

nuclear diaarmament. Like many other countries, we reqard the reduction of nuclear

arms as the top priority. On the other hand, we are of the view that, while

amphasiainq the importance of nuclear disarmament, we muat not overlook the

importance of convectional disarmament, for the two are interrelated and influence

each other.

First, both nuclear and conventional arm@ are basic  conponenta of the total

military build-up oi the two super-Powera  a I the two major military blocs.

Secondly, in a nuclear age there la no insuperable barrier between a conventional

war and a nuclear war. should a conventional war break out in an area with a high

concentration of nuclear and conventional weapona, there would be a p~aaibility  of

it eacalatinq into a nuclear war. Moreover, with the advances in science and

technology, conventional weapona  tend to become more and more destructive.

Hundreds of thousands of lives have been lost in w¶ra  and conflict8  fought with

conventional weapno since the end of the Second world War. Furthermore,

conventional arm8 have time and again been employed  to Intervene in, to aubvort,  to

invade or to occupy sovereign Statea.

FoL all tho6e  reasons,  conventional dimarmament ia of crucial aiqnificance.

We are of the view that the countries poaaeasing the largest conventional araenaIl8

bear a epecial  responsibility  for conventional dinarmament.  It la reasonable  for

them to take the lead by cutting down their conventional arma and troops.
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At present,  hugs nunbum  of l ophiaticatad co;arentional weapons are

oonoentrated in area8 where the two major niliary bloa are conEronting ea&

0th~~ thy pain9 a threat to intunatiaral  Lacurity  md atability. Therefore,

dCa8tiC reductions nbould first and foramoet  te carried out to reckems  that

situation. In the mentime,  other oouItrie8,  rrtiile  maintaining neoauary defanae

capebilitiaa,  should also l mrciae restraint with reapeat to conventional armamanta.

At prwmt maa and mcra courtriea  are l xpas*inq the hope that the mitsd

Nations will give greater attention to dalibarationa  on conventional diaarmamnt.

The Or9miaation ham alread+  pro&ad  n study on conventional  disarmament, thus

paving  the Way for the aonai&raticm  of that queetiur  by all M&nber  Statam. With a

view to aoaalcating  the conventicma1 dfaarmaaent  pcooees;  the Chineee  delegation

will Submit to this Cmittau  a draft reaolut:iJcr,  which we hap will be subject  to

serious diacuuian.

The prvartiar  of an aru raoa in outar apace is attracting ever increasing

atturtian  fraa the international canm\nity. The two courtriaa with the larqwt

SW- ~~bilitiee remain far apart in their positions  on this quution  and are

angaged  in f ie rce rivalry. Already posaeseing  scsm apca weaponry, both of them

are carrying out rosaarch and devalopaant on new types of epce weapons. If the

outer l price arm rI.ce is allowed to gain momentm# it will not arly l wcabata the

existing nucloer ad conventional acme race, thuu touohing off d qualitative

ewalatim,  but w 111 also make the world aitw tlon still aa tenee and turbA Rnt.

China hm a>naistently  opposed an arms race in ou?zer  apaoa, no matter who

carri,rs  it out or what fcxm it takes. mter epce is the common heritage of

mankind, and it should therefore be uead for peaceful pIrpoeaa only, not hemming a

new field ta the arm raue. ‘I@ prevent the arid race from being extended  to outer

f&ace hae thus beoors an imperative task. China atande  Par the demilitarisation  of

outer apaa. To achieve that objective we could ntart  by coneidaring  a



R48/7 A/C. l/ 4lJPV. 7
22

(Mr. Fan Guoxinnq, China)

canprehens ive ban on all forma of outer apce waapon aystemm to remove  weapon

apce. At the same time, there should be a ban on the use or threat of use of

force in ol.ter apIoe, *ether emanating Iran Earth or from apace, and on engaging

in hoatila  acts or the thraat  of au& acts. Earlier this year the Conference on

Diearmament in Geneva re-established its Ad Hcc Coimuittae, which held pceliminarY

dlacuasione  on iaaues relating to the prevention of an arma race in outer apace.

Detapita wide differenceu  in the peitione  hald by various partiem, we balirl  a that

those diacuaaione are worthwhile. We hope that the Conference on Diaarmamenr  will

eet up the M Hoc Comittee  aqain at the start of its 1987 aast3i~,  00 that at;

agreement can be reached through negotiationa on the conplete  prohibition and tots1

destruction of all outer apace weapons. we propose that in order  to create a

favourable atmoaphera  and condition3 for the neqotiaticma all countries with ~pacu

capahilitiee  should refrain from developing, teatinq and deploying outer aFace

weapons.

The pohibition of chemical weapons haa lang been the aspiration and demand of

the peoples of the wald. This Committee has bean cotmidaring this issue fa -Iany

years and has adopted numerous reso.lutione oellinq for the speedy  conclusion of a

convention on the caplete prohibition  md total destruction of chemical weapon@.

At the aewnd review Cuifarenoe  on the biological weapons  Ccnvantiar,  bald last

mcnth, mmy countries expressed their dieaatiefaction  at the prolcnged absence of a

wnven tion , their Ser ious wncarn  over the continued use of theae bar baroua

wea~1.8, and their demand for an acceleration in the process of negotiations on the

anven  tion .

It ie reas8ur inq that thanks to year 8 of endeavour by various wuntr lea, the

negotiations on chemical weapons at this year’s session of the Conference on

Disarmament held out a more encouraging proepect and achieved tangible  progress.

The two countries poaseeaing the Largest chemical arsenals have expressed their
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willingness to accelerate their negotiations. Many countries have put forward

constructive  propoaala. All these are welcome developments. However, we must be

aware of the fact that despite aomo progress in negotiationa a large amount of work

needs to be done and many differences remain to be reaolved before a convention can

be concluded. It is our hope that the two major Powers will take into serious

conaideratlan  the reasonable proposals from various quarters, remove their

differences on some crucial issues, and demonatrste their nincerity  with concrete

actions. The Chinese delegation will, as always, take an active prrt in

negotiations and consultations on chemical weapons and will make its contribution

to achieving the complete elimination of chemical weapona  from the earth.

Disarmament in an important issue that bears on world peace and security, but

it IS not the only one. Disarmament efforts should bs combined with endeavoura to

preserve wrld place  and security, as the two are interrelated and mutually

complementary. It is hard to imagine achieving genuine diaarmamen+  in an

international environment fraught with tension and turbulence and devoid of mutual

trust. To preserve world peace and stability we need not only to achieve effective

disarmament, but also to oppose heqemoniam  and power politics, to check acts of

aggression, expansion and occupation against acvereign Statea and to eliminate

regioral  conflicts.

Peace and development are the two major issuer facing the contemporary world.

The effort towards disarmament is an important component in the cause of

maintaining world peace. Progress in achieving disarmament and development will

benefit peace and security, and the consolidation of peace and security will serve

efforts towarda disarmament and development. The International Conference on the

Relationahip between Disarmament and Development ia therefore of importance, and

has attracted widespread attention in the international community. Regrettably,
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despite a good deal of preparatory work the Conferencr wae postponed. We hope t hat

the Conference will he convened and the neceaaary preparation8  contlnuad.

It is the basic State policy of China to promota steady and sustained economic

qrowth by carryinq out reforma and a policy of openinq to the outside world, and to

ensure the succeseful and uninterrupted development  of economic construction by

purauinq an independent foreiqn policy of peace. That policy will extend into the

next century. Construction and development reauire  a sound, peaceful environment.

As we are concentratinq  our efforts on economic construction, and working for the

gradual improvement of our people’8  livelihood, we have neither the will nor the

capacity to take part in the arms race. China opposes the arms race, especially

the nuclear arms race, snd stands for the conplete  prohibition  snd total

destruction of nuclear, chemical, bioloqical  and apace weapons, and for a drastic

reduction in conventional armaments. At a mans rally held on 21 March this year hy

the Chinese people to mark the Internstional  Year of Peace, Premier Zhao ziyang

outlined the Chinese Government’s nine-point basic position  on disarmament and

declared that China wouI.d no lonqer conduct atmospheric nuclear tests. ‘In .Juna

la,& year the Chinese Government decided to cut the number of its troops hy

1 million, a proceae which will be completed hy the end of this year. Meanwhile,

China has shifted a considerable portion of its military industry to civilian

production and has turned some military installations over to or shared them with

civilian inctitutiona. The Chineee Government and people are ready to make - ant1

indeed have been making by concrete action - their contribution  to the relaxation

of international tension and the maintenance of world Peace.

This year the First Committee is faced with many difficultlee and challenqes

in it6 deliberations on disarmament and security issues. On the other hand, theft’

al.80 exist opportunities for makinq headway. It in the hope  of the Chlncne

deleqation k:hat through the concerted efforts of all. auartern  thin Committee will

achieve positive results in its work.



A/C. 1/4l/W.7
26

Mr. ADENIJI  (Nigeria) : I would 111.4 to extend to you, Sir, my sincere

conqratulations  on your unanimous election as Chairman of the First Conunittee.  It

is a recognition of your personal oua!itiee and your professional capabilities. It

is also a trihute to your country for the positive contribution it has made to

iSSUee of peace and security since it joined the United Nations. I assure you of

the support and co-operstion of my delegation  in the discharge of your onerous

dut leas.

f aho id also like to take this opportunity  to convey to the other officers of

tne Committee 1. ,el.qation’s  felicitations and beat wishes for a successful tenure.

If our debate had commenced last week, we would have basked in a euphoria

which, unfortunately, has proved all too ephemeral. The pas.-ive  end to the

Stockholm Conference on Confidence Und Security Building Measures and Disarmament

in Rurop  last month had given us the impression that n fresh beginning to the

! 9 of peace and security, not only in Pzrope but in the world at large, wns in

the offing. The disposition for making concessions at a crucial time in

negotiation proved to have been the decisive factor in the conclusion of an

agreement at Stockholm. Perhaps it was because they read the signs ns we did, as

positive, that the super-Powers announced that tl1e.v would hold 3 summit - or,

rather, a pre-summit - meeting at Reykjavik. The agenda of that meetinq  was of

qreat relevance to the work of the First Committee and, of course, to the pence and

security of the wrld. It is no surprifie,  therefore, that hopes and expectations

w e r e  raised that, at last, the persists t entreaties of the international

community, as expressed in the draft resolutions annually recommended by the

Committee to the Genera Aesem:.  ly , might have touched the right note. Disarmament,

it \ IS thouqht, was qoing to have the greatest boost since the United Nations

proclaimed that the arms race, particularly the nuclear-arms race, was the most

t
serious prohiem  confronting humanity.
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Today, following the flriluce  of the Reykjavik  meeting to achieve poeitive

results. the world, in wny view, in not back to the precnrioua  positian  of last

week t it ia in a more perilous position. Firlrt,  the arm8 race, as we were told on

12 October when the i\,cclt.lng broke up, is entering an irreversible and more perilous

stage. Secondly, we h#irJa  been shown that, no matter what the international

community says or t.hink#, the decisive factor In the final analysis is the local

erection of a protective shield  against ..d:lear  weapons. That may render nuclear

weapons ohsolete for those in the locality of Lho shiel.d,  but for the rert of ua,

for the rest of humanSt.y, the reality of the effect of the uet of nuclear  weapons

will stil l  rerxln.

Perhaps we should recall that a major factor in considering and finally

deciding  on the uee of nucleas  weapons in 1945 was the perceived inahillty  of the

enemy to retaliate in kind if the nuclear explosion was successful. A6

Sir Wi:!ston Churchill  put it, “the bombs were to give peace to the world . . . they

were to be a miracle of deliverance . . . the end of the whole war in one or two

violent shocks.” But now, it is clear that anyone who contemplates the une Of

nuclaar weapons will have to be willing t.o sacrifice milliona  >f his own citizens,

If not risk global dentruction. The consideration in 1945 that, *Now all this

nightmare picture had vanished* - which described the prceervatlon  of the lives of

those who used the crude nuclear bomb of those days - no longer stands the test of

the nuclear age. In it possible that a protective shield could bring us beck to

the situation of 19157 My delegation doubte this, given the capacity of both

super-Powers to produce weapon6 of great accuracy and very high 7 ield, and given

the ability of one super-Power to match the other in technological achievement.

That is why we believe that the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic

Missile Systems should be upheld.
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International interactions in outer space are fast degenerating into a

situation which will place the arms race rouarely in outer space. With increasing

space technol.ogiee, especially in the field of military connnunicationa  and

reconnaissance satellites, anti-satellite weapons and space-baaed hallimtic  missile

defences have sprung up, with the result that outer space may soon becow an arena

for an unbridled arms race.

In the view of the international cormnunity as a whole, outer spaca should

continue to he the connnon  heritage of all mankind, and its uses should be

restricted to peaceful purposes for the benefit of all. My 3elegation would of

course he pleased to learn from the experiences of those countrias with l pace

technologies, but we would like to learn only of the peaceful uses of outer space.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space should be of the greatest concern to

the Firat  Committee.

We are corlzinced  that the safe route to the preeervation of global, as well as

national, security is through nuclear disarmament effectively verified to allay the

fear of cheating. Some degree of mutual trust is involved, but human technological

ingenuity ia also capable of providing the reasonable assurance that will he

‘eouired.

It is therefore important that genuine efforts be made by the super-Powers to

reach agrtement on deep reductions in their nuclear arsenals. That would involve

the reeumption of the detailed and promising nelotiationa  that were ahorted 1.1

Reyk  javik. Those Powers should also show greater commitment  to halting “;he epread

of nuclear weapons, qualitatively and auantitatively, as well as horizontally and

vertically. My delegation has always taken the position that the foundation of

the nuclear non-proliferation r&gime  is being progressively undermined by the

failure of the nuclenr-weapon State8 to see the rdgime - particularly the Treaty on
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the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) - as i-sing on them an obligation

to halt vertical prolx  feration and to aet in motion the process of nuclear

disarmament. Their present nuclear policies demonatrate total rlisregard  for their

treaty obligations. They do not, therefore, have the necessary moral authority to

insist on horirontal non-proliferation. Vertical proliferation will have to be

halted if horizontal proliferation is to be prevented.

An effective component of the process of nuclear disarmament ie the

discontinuation of nuclear teats. The importance of that step has been emphasized

over and over again by the General Assembly. A comprehensive teat-ban treaty will

not only lessen  dependence on nuclear weapona and render modernization

iqsacticahle;  it will also reduce reliance on the concept of nuclear deterrence.
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My delegation recognises the importance of the ea.abliahnent  of a satisfactory

system of verification to ensure compliance. Howver, that should not be used as

an excuse to avoid negotiations on a comprehensive nuclear teat-ban treaty. After

all, verification arrangements will have to be part am. barcel of any agreement

that will be concluded. In this connection, my delegation calls upon the

nuclear-weapon States, particularly the super-Powra, to consider seriously the

offer made  in the Declaration of the five-continent Conuaittee  in Mexico, in

August 1986. It (u proof positive that the international community is willing to

offer its good offices for an agreement that does not prejudice the security of

tither super-Power.

The Soviet unilateral moratorium on -*Iclear  testing is commendable. We appeal

to all other nuclear-weapon States to take similar action, which would become the

forerunner of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Such a measure, coupled with

genuine multilateral negotiations, will give positive indications of the

seriousness of the euper-Powers to eliminate nuclear weapons from the face of the

earth.

Chenical * l apone conatitule  another type of weapons of maaa deatr\lction that

is gravely injurious to mankind. As stated in paragraph 75 of the Final Document

of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, one of

the most urgent disarmament meastires  is the conplate  banning of their development,

production and stockpiling, as well as the destruction of chemical weapons.

14y delegation therefore welcome8 the efforts at the Conference on Disarmament

to conclude the conventron on chemical weapons and appreciates the re-establishment

of the Ad Hoc Conrnittee  at the Conference’s last session. It was encouraging to

note that three important working groups were established and that some progress

was made In the negotiations.
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that the super-Powers were still unable to

resolve their differenoea over compliance, verification and modalitioa  for

inspection. Those issues, including the approachen to declaration of the 1o:ationa

of chemical-weapon stocks and production facilities , could be reaolved if there

were a genuine willingneaa to facilitate the conclusion of a convention on chemical

weapons. My delegation hopes that the chemical weapons convention will not areate

the “have9 and l have-notn l yaten, which is the bane of the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). The NPT*a experience, where there is

cqntinuoua vertical proliferation in the absence of horirontal  proliferation,

should not be allowed to repeat itoelf. Every Menber Stat- should ba in a position

to abide by its treaty obligations.

The General Ao8embly recognised the significance of the suggested review of

the role of the United Nations in the field of diaarmamer~t  in order to ensure the

Organiration’S  effectiveness in that f told. Consequently, reeolution  39/151 G was

adopted in December 1984 with a directive that the United Nations should consider,

as a matter of priority, the question of its effectivenera  in the area of

diarrmament. The central role of the United Nations in the field of diaarwunent  is

no doubt unqueat ionsble. I’ is therefore gratifying to note that some progress was

made by the OiaSrmanent  CoanirSion  during its consideration of the item at it8

1986 eubatantive  l eaaion. That reflected the apparent deajrr. of the international

community to strengthen the primary role of the United Nationa in all diaSrmarent

matters. We hope that the areas of divergence regarding the l ubatantive aspects of

the draft propoSala  on the subject will he reaolved at the CoS#SiSSiO~‘S

1987 Seaaion.
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Asgatdtnq the l ffectiveneo8 of the United Nation8 in the field of di*armament,

we have noted with con8iderable  interart  the view8 expre88ed by l ome

repreaentstivea  on the ratlonslization of the wrking method8 ol’ the Firlt

Committee. Wo our8elve8 share the concern to make the Firmt  Committee more

efficient, its decisions  clear, consi8tent  and, If I may borrow the word,

-non-prolifsratod”. Porhap8  you, Mr. Chairman, l hould undertake an exercise, with

the a88imtance  of the Bureau and a mm811 reprerentative  group of delm9ation8,  to

explore po88ible  aroaa for improvement of the Committee’8 work. Some of your

predeces8or8  have made sugge8tions  which, nomehow,  were never followed up. It may

be time for u8 to begin to 8ee what can be done.

The nited Nation8 Programme of Fellowmhips on Di8armament,  which was

established on Nigeria’s initiative, ha8 continued to provide an avenue for gaining

expertiw  in the field of di8armanent,  particularly with regard to the need8 of the

develcping  countr ie8. Tt ia pertinent, indeed, to say that 8uch  is the Programme’8

popularity that practically every Member States - including even the super-Power6

themselves - have nominated candidate8 to participate at one time or another. We

note with appreciation the co-operation of Member State8 to enmure the Pxqramme’m

succeeaful operation, in particular theme which have invited the fellowe  to their

countrie8  for 8tudy tours.

The financial difficultia8 of the 1Jnited Nation8 have precluded full

illplomentatfon  of the Programs in 1986. We note, for instance, that the number of

fellonhips  for thl8 year ha8 been reduced from 25 to 20. We alro note that the

Progranwne’8  duration has been reduced from 8ix month8 to momet’  tng like three and a

b tlf months. It mean6 that for 1986 the Programme will conclude when the First
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Connnittee  ia in the general debate stage. That will deprive the fellme of the

opportunity to obeerve and learn from the negotiatlona that usually take place

during the adoption of resolutions by the First  Comnittec?.

While wd appreciate the problem posed by the rlnited Nations financial crisis,

we express the hope that it will  not affect 80 eeverely a Programme  whose

usefulness is a matter of general agreement. We look forward to the

Secretary-General’s report and the proposal which he may make on the inplcmentation

Of the Advisory Services and Training Programmes contained in resolution 40/151 H

of December 1985.

&Social and economic development in all ite ram!fications  and general and

cowlete  disarmament under effective International control were recognized ae vital

objectives of the United Nations by its founding fathers. Article 26 of the

Charter refers to

I
. . . the establishment and maintenance of international peace and security

with the leaat diversion for armaments of the wor’e l1 R human and economic

msources  . . .I).

The adverse impact of armaments and the armn  race on development has been

documented in several 8tUdieS commissioned by the the IJnited Natlone.
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The General ASSembly itself, at it8 tenth opecial mansion, devoted to

disarmament, stated in the Final Document:

“In a world of finite re8ourcem thero is a clone relationsirip  between

expenditure on armaments and economic and social development”.

(General A88embly cemolut_ion S-10/2, para. 16)- -

That relationship ha8 remained basic and has been given high priority in

disarmament con8iderations  mince the first special seosion.  The Panel of Eminent

Per8onalitie8  9n the Relationship between DfSarlMIIent  and Development, a panel

convened a8 part of the preparatory efforts for the International  Conference on

Disarmament and Development , stated in paragraph 10 of their Declarrtion:

“In a world of finite resources, the d+~i~ability  of reallocating

reeource8 away from military purposes toward8 socio-economic development

should move beyond the moral plane and become a political and economic

imperative.” (JJnited Nation8 Publication, Salem No. ~3.96.IX.5)

The General Assembly wa8 therefore being alive to its responsib~ilities

regarding its pursuit of the twin objectives of di8armament  and development when it

adopted it8 re8olution8  38/71 B of 15 December 1983 and 39/160 of 17 December 1984,

on the relatioin8hip  between disarmament and development.

My delegation commends the outcome of the deliberations in the

Preparatory Conrnfttee  establlahed  pursuant to resolution 39/160  of 1964. The

Preparatory Committee has done the job assigned to it by the General A88embly,  but

we regret that the Conference envisaqed on the FIbjet  ha8 had to be postponed.

Bearing in mind its main objective, my delegst!.on firmly support.8 the hrlding of

the International Conference in 1987 and would co-operate with other delegations to

make recommendation8 to the General Assembly to that effect.
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Hr. MARINESCU  (Romania) (interpretation from French): It is a very

great pleasure for me, Sir, to address to you on behalf of the Romanian  delegation

warmest and most sincere congratulations on the occasion of your election as

Chairman of the First Committee. The active role in international relations played

by the German Democratic Ropubl ic , a country with which Romania maintains very

close links of friendship and co-operation; your well known oualities  a8 a diplomat

and negotiator1 and your wide experience in the field of multilateral diplomacy

offer every assurance that under your guidance the work of the Committee  will be

fruitful.

I should also like to express our congratulations to the other officers of the

Comittee  and to wieh them every euccees in carrying  out the responaibilitiee

entrusted to them.

A lucid and realistic analysis of the present international situation  show6

that it remalna  lrerious and complex. The arm8 race, in particular the nuclear-arms

race ie still accelerating. Increasing auantities of weapons, both nuclear and

conventional, are being added to already gigantic arsenalr  and, what is even Ybtae,

the aualitative improvement of such weapons ia making all theme weapons

Increasingly costly and more lethal.

Ae the President of RomanlaP  Nicolae  Ceausescu has rbpeatedly said, the

fundamantal task of our time is to halt the arms race , to change the dangerous

direction of events, now headed for a nuclear catastrophe, and to guide it instead

towards a new policy of d&tente, disarmament, co-operation and peace in the world.

The lack of resolute action to promote disarmament, at this turning point in

man’ B destiny, would be a historic blunder for which no one wuld want to aemume

responsibility.
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We have heen t.old that in Iceland the leaders of ihe USSR and the

United States of America came very close to an unprecedented agreement, which went

as far as the elimination of all nuclear weapons. All meetings of that kind, an

indeed any political actfono, sh<juld  be assessed in terms of their results. Like

other delegations, we regret that the historic opportunity, which was withtn our

reach, was not seized, a development that would have fulfilled the hopes of all the

peoples of the wr Id. In Cact those hopes were disappointed, and the meeting ended

virtually in failure. The lack of results has shown that the policy of tension,

armament and militarization of outer space prevailed , at the expense of specific

progress along the road to disarmament.

We had expected the two great Powers to reach agreements both on the

substantial reduction of nuclear weapons and on the cessation of the militarization

of outer space. Similarly, the conclusion of an agreement on the withdrawal of

nuclear medium-term missiles from Europe wuld have been of great importance.

Another expectation was the initiation of negotiations on a general agreement on

the cessation of nuclear tests. Unfortuna!:ely, none of these agreements wan

reached, which is all the more incomprehennible  and regrettable in that in the

discussions the positions of the two partles  had for the first time come very close.

Those specific opportunities were not translated into practical results

because Lhe American side ineisted  on continuing the Star Wars project, including

the testing of its various components not only in the laboratory  but also in outer

space. That could only lead to a new and dangerous spiral in the arms ;ccce.

Thue a qreat opportunity was miseed to take an important step a1or.g the path

of disarmament and to move on to disarmament measures. It is, however, encouraging

to see the two parties state that the door remains open and that the neqotiatiocs

in Geneva will continue on the basis of proposal8 put forward in Iceland.

.‘X

,
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(Mr. Mar insscu, Romania)

The points on which aqreement wan reached in Reykjavik  represent somethin

9s ined I a good point of departure that should not be wasted. No effort must be

apared to ensure that those points of agreement are given final form in the various

negot 1 at ions. In view of the role of the Soviet Union  and the [Jnited States in the

wrld arena and their responsibility for the fate of peace, everything porslhle

must be done to ensure that the high-level dialoque between the USSR and the United

States continues..

At the same time, since nuclear weapons threaten the whole world and the

problem of peace affect all peoples, all State9 must take a clear stand and make

their contribution in seeing that effective action is taken to promote

disarmamen It is high time to move on from wrds to deedsI  it is hiqh time t.o

translate good intentions into real and lasting agreements capable of halting the

arms race on earth and in outer space.

The favourable results achieved at the Stockholm Conferonce, which at one time

seemed inconceivable, are of special importance because they show that

understanding ia still possible  when the approach is one of patience, perseverance

and responsibility.

It is more important than ever that thia ray of hope be regarded as a

beg inninq, as a first step along a path of more resolute action, beaause if we ar*

to break out of the present serious and complex situation there is no alternativn

to negotiation.

It is in this spirit that my delegation wished, in this firnt statement, to

exprees  some views on some aspects of actions pertainin  to disarmament, which

Romania considers of particular importance.



RKS/ll A/C.1/41/w.7
41

(Mr. l4arinercu,  Romania)- - -

My first remarks relate to the formulatio~i  and implementation of a complex

Programme of disarmament.. It is well known that Romania attaches the highest

priority to nuclear disarmament, because in a future nuclear wrld war there would

be neither winners nor losers: nuclear weapon8  would pay no h ked to differing

social r&gimes anI*  wuld virtually destroy our planet.

In that connection, my country aupporte  the proposals put forward by the

Soviet Union for the elimination of nuclear weapone  by the end of this century and

for the cessation of the arms race in outer space. Romania considers ~100 that a

whole ranqe of propoaals put forward by the United States of America and other

States constitute a real bath for disarmament agreements. Romania is in favour of

the cesration  of nuclear teets, which  ie a prereouisite  for slowing and halting the

nuclear arms race, especially in its qualitativa aspects.

Ae a European country, Romania han continued to expreee  it.8 corrc;ern  at the

deployment of new nuclear missiles  in Europe , and has put forward specific

proposals for the rtiduction and complete elimination of sqch weapons in Europe.

My country is working steadily to build confidence anU co-operation among all

the Balkan countrien and to bring about the astablishaent  of a zone free of nuclear

and chemical weapons and free of foLeign  niritary  bases. We also support the

establishment of nuclear- and chemicnl-weapon-free zonem in northel,l and central

Europe and on other continents.

We aupport and give constructive consideration to all ckher proposala for

nuclear disarmamel~t,  from whatever sow~ce, because, aa enphaniaed by tha PreAderrt

Of my COUUiiY, nuclear  disarmament and the elimination of nuclear weapons from our

planet are fundamental objectives which we muat  dc. all in our power to achieve
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(Mr. Mar inescu, Romania)-.-

rel:ogniza  ths priority of nuclear disarmament, it. is a fact that the

peace and SOL -y of peoples can b? assured only through appropriate meatwres

involving the wh.>lo  of the arms race &xl disarmament. In our view, the priority

nature of nuclear disarmament skoul be reen in the framewrk of the organic

interdependence that exists smong nuclear, chemical and conventional weapous.

Thus, Romania thinks it necessary that a complex programme of disarmament be

formulated, to include - apart from the eliminatic~n  of nuclear weapons, which mud

be the principal aim - measuren for the elimination of chemical weapons and for the

substantial reduction of conventional weapona, troops and military budgets and

other measures leading to general disarmament. TP.8  programme should lead to the

s,ep-by-step  elimination of all nuclear weapons by _ .I& end of the century and,

nimultaneouely, to a 25-pe-,-cent reduction over the next five years in conventional

weapons, troops and military expenditures. There should ~leo be efforts  to .qchieve

3 50-per-cent  redr ‘ion by ttSe year 2000.

In our view, the comp?ex approach which forms the basis of such a programme

wuld permit better co-ordination and correlation among various total or pcrtial

mwtwrea in all apheres of flgearmament  by eubordinating  them to the single goal of

qeneral and complete disarmament. The formulation of such a compl.ex programme on

the basis of proposals by all States would make it possible to take into account

the interests of all countries, *?JS i3SWJKing  their right to OoU31 &WWUrity. The

programme should include a&d stimulate  the disarmament offorts  of Stat?-8 on the

world and regional, hilateraL and unilateral levels. ticgotiations :zsed on the

prlnciplee  of the Final. Llocument  of the first special session of the General

Assembly  devcted  to disarmament should he so ordered as to develop simultan .>usly

on several levels end so th.\t those efforts can influence one another with a view

to identifying new diaarmament measures.
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would include mea8ures for the reduction of military expenditure

complex programna  would also strase  the t?terdependencr  b ween

development . It is obviow that any reductton in the burden of

military  expenditure can le4d to an increase in the human and material reeources

available to csrry  out economic and social development progranes  lor thn beneftt

Of 411 Countries, in particular the dewelcging countries.

The formul-‘:ion  of 4ucR a proqramro can he accolrpliahed  only with the

participation of all States. That is why we favour intensified  negotiations in the

Conference on Disar-ament  at Gonova on the draft comprehensive progra4uP8  of

disarmament aid itn adoption at a third special session on disarmament., the

cDnveninq  of which should be called for by the General Assembly at the present

4e4sion.

We wish to speak aleo of unilateral disarmament meaaura8. While we shall

return to thjr auestion, we wish at thir et&go to streee the special contribution

of unilateral action to buildlna  truet  allong 8tate4, :o better understanding of

intentions among partner8 and to the crration  and improvement of a climate

conducive to negotiations. The i m p o r t a n c e  of such unilateral action@ is all the

more obvious when they are followed by similar reciprocal measures.

The final purpose of disarmament  effort4 should undoubtedly be the conclusion

of negotiated agreements to halt the arma race and to reduce or elirinato  various

types of weapons. However, at certain stsgea in the negotiating process -

especially when fear, mietrust  and miaunderotandirqe  appear to move the sides

further apart - unilateral actian enables the parties to express their mlnca.,

desire to overcome these difficulties. The positjvo  effects of unilaterai  meal:Ulres

ndunt  be considered not only in terms OC disarmament negotkations but also in tern,>

*Y their positive influence on the international political climate .
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(Hr. Marinescu, Romania)

It goer without maying that the value of unilateral mea8ure8 lo even great-r

in region8 where weapon8 and nibtr rt are most highly concentrated. We are claar!y

thinking of the oituation  in Europe, where we see the highest concentration of

weapons, where the two large8t  military bloc8 confront each other, and where

we8tion8  of confidence and dimarmament  give rise to the mo8t  complex  problems.

Given thia situation of the relationship of force8 in Europe and given the

decisive role Europ8 could play in achieving di8armament,  first and foremost

aluclear  diaarram8nt, Proeident  Nicolae Crauaescu recently appealed to all the

States of Europe, to the United State8 of America and to Canada to proceed to a

unilateral reduction of at least 5 per cent in weapona,  force8 and military

expenditure, even before adoption of a relevant agreement. Given the extremely

high level of woapono  in Rurope, the Lper-cent  raduction my country has propo8ed

would in no way jeopardise the balance of force8, and would not endanger the

4OCUrity  of any State or group of States whatmoever.
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We expreee the hope that other Stabs will join us in l imilar joint mea8Ure8.

For its part, Romania ia propared between now and the end of thie year to undertsks

4 s-per-cent reduction in it8 we4pon8, troop-etrength  and military expecditure,

after the propoeal has been submitted to the people  in a national refererulum.

Like other unilateral meaaurea  my country ham taken over thr year8 for the

reduction of military expenQitur4, at the root of Romania’8 recent initiative ia

its deeire  to contribute to the initiation of a true disarmament prOCe88  in Rurope

in which it w0;L.l be poaeible to move Cram  words and atatement3 to concrete deeds.

We are convinced that the adaption of measure8  for unilateral reduction in troopa,

weapons and military expenditure by turopaan State8  would he 4 oromising  beginning

that would open the door to eerioue  negotetions  in total accord with the

aspirations of European and world public opinion. That is t.he objective of

Romania's initiative,  and we would rejoice to see other states join us in simil4r

efforts.

The enormoue  human, material, financial and acientifiu reeources ecquandered

each vear  to create deadly weapons Bhould be used to speed up econcnnic  and social

prgrcss. Based on that goal, Romania, together with Sweden, has taken the

initfative within the United Nations of identifyinn the princtplee  governinq the

activities of States in negotiations with regard to a freeze and a reduction of

military expenditures. An is well known, this yecrr the Disarmament COxnni8SiOn

reached general agreement on such principles, with the exception of the one

relating to transparency and data communrcation. We trust that, based on the

prtx.cese achieved by the Disarmament CorRaission, it will he possible at this

session of the General Assembly or at the rorthcoming mession  of the CoR4nl84iOn  to

find 4 formula acceptable to all on the principle atill under discussion. While

reaervlnq  the right to returrl  to this question at a later date, I should like to

raaffirm  that such principles are ltended to harmonize the views of States and to
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consoliclate  mutual confidence among them in or+r to give new impetue to ectivitie8

undertaken on the international level to achieve II freexe  in and reduction of

military budgetn.

Pualitntive  developments that have occurred in the fit d of armamantm,  first

and foremost pzojectu aimed at the militarixation  ot outer apace, call for urgent

action. The production of ever-more advanced weaponry haa unfortunately been a

con&ant  characteristic of the armm  race. Extremely dangeroue at the preeent

Htaqe,  however I le the fact that the application of the meet recent developmente in

rrcirnce and technology to military purponea in radically changing the entire

situation while at the same increasing the scope of the arm8 race and atr harmful

effect upon eociety asi a whole. All of this casts doubt upon the very relevance of

the entire concept of clbarmament  and even armn control as an instrument of the

peace and security of Staten.

The arqumests adduced to justify the programme of placing new

strategic-weapons systems in outer space are no longer convincing, for in the

nuclear era the security of all States, including the nuclear Statue, is not a

problem of technological supremacy but, rather, a political problem.  From its

i ncept ion, the decialon  to move toward8  the development of the rtrntegic  eyeteme in

space hae acted to accentuate mistruet,  tension and animosity, a corollary to the

policy of recourse to and ~80 of fort,-.

An ever-growing number of politicians and experts are coming to believe that

the passage frclm the creation of such eystems to a dangerous deetahllisation  of

interIMItiOnal  relattono  ib cause for considerable nlarm. In fact, tha placing or

even the intention of placing etrateqic systems in apace  increaees  the danger  of

the uee of nuclear weaponar either because of a superiority or inferiority complex

or by accident. The militarization  of outer \+xe irr aleo a factor that stimulatee

the t.echnoloq ical improvement of convent ional weapon@ * It is no at -zldent that in
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the context of the development of euch  weapona  there should be increasing talk

about the need to strengthen and modernise conventional stockpiles.

We should like to take this opporttrnity  to reaffirm Romania’s firm position

a9ain8t any measure aimed at the militarixat~on  of outer apace and to state that

all nations abould he allowed to make use of outer apace solely for peaceful

purposes. In this connection we support the convening o* an international

conference on the oueetion of the use of outer space for neaceful purposes, which

would be entrueted with drawing up a conprehenaive  programme for the use of outer

apace  and space technology on behalf of the economic and eo(.ial  development of all

countries and, first and foremoet, of the developing countries, with adopting a

treaty in this field and with creatir within the United Rations, a special body

to deal with questions  relating to outer apace.

In n broader context we are of the opinion that the time in ripe for the

United Nations to deal seriouely  with the deep implications of progress in modern

science and technology for international relations aa a whole in coming decades and

to adopt appropriate neneuree to ensure that scientific research will be used

eololy in the interests of the pence and development  of all peoples.

My laet remarkn relate to the intensification of activities  in all existing

diearmament  forums. The role and responeibility  that devolve upon the nucleitr

Power8 - primarily upGn  the USSR and the United States - in achieving disarmament

nre well kumm and recognized. The dialogue between the two great Powers is

undoubtedly n positive factor whose impact on the international political climate

cannot be dieregarded.

However important the role of the two great Powera may be, it must he clearly

stated that international problems, the problemd  of disarmament and peace, cannot

be solved by them alone. Experience ha6 ehown  that real and lasting disarmament.

agreements and the guaranteeing oE international peace and security muet he
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ahievad  with the participation of al’ Stitea,  without distinct.ion aa to size Or

military potential.

The la& of concrete resultR in the dialogue between the two grest Power6  muet

not lead to desp ir. On the contrary, such a state of affa ire demande that all *e

uor ld’tl  States - and where mrop  lo ooncerned,  all PllrOpean States - act and

assume their direct reeponsibilities  in order to work out the implemeotation  Of the

agreements needed for diearmamnt and peaoe.

In this connection an appropriate opportunity will be prwided  by the

forthcoming Vienna Ccnferenoe  on Security and Co-operaticm in brcpe, which  should

mark a new milestcne in the procese begun in Stockholm, this time devoted to

dinarmament measures. We believe that through the inteneifioation  of effort8  by

all parties the negotiations, alao held at Vienna, on the reduction of milltar.

forces and armaments in Centre!.  Europe could coon lead to the conclusion of an

ay8 cement.

The ~rticipltion  of all States  in the disarmament process calls for the

nulximum use of the multiLatara1,  deraDcratic mechariam of debate and negotiation in

the field of disarmament, based on the principle of the ~uslity  Of all States a0

established by the first special session of the Cmneral Aseenbly  devoted to

disarmament.

Thus, there is a need to act in a constructive  epir it at the Geneva Conference

on Disarmament , taking into account existing proposals, in order to reach a

sllccessful  conclusion of negotiations on question8 on the Conferencele  agenda, in

particular the drawinq up of an internatt~al  convention on the prohibition and

destruction of chemical weapns.



Bwl3 A/C.l/Il/PV.7
51

(Mr. Warinescu, Romania)

The United Nations, whose central role and primary responsibility in the field

of disarmament have been affirmed and reaffirmed repeatedly and solemnly, must he

implicated even further in all debates on disarmament and muat  further Alrect  its

main effort towards promoting the political will of all States, first and foremost

the nuclear-weapon and other strongly armed States, in order to arrive at concrete

agreements for the cessation of the arms race and disarmament.

It is unacceptable that, on the pretext of financial difficulties, ideas or

proposals are put forward to reduce the activities of the multilateral mechanism in

the field of disarmament, especially at this crucial time that calls for the

intensification of all such actlviti 3s.

Those were the views that my delegation wished to put forward in the context

of this general exchange 0, views. They are based on the need to make a joint

effort to take a qualitative turn in our activities, thus establishing real

negotiations and effective disarmament measures, first end foremost nuclear

disarmament measures. That is realistic, because it is at the very root of the

will clearly expre8eed  by the peoples of the world to live in peace and devote

their efforts and resources to their free and independent development, safe from

any threat of war.

The CHAIRMANn- - - Refore I cell on representatives who wish to speak in

exercise of the right of reply, I should like to draw the Committee’s attention to

the followinq  decision of the General Assembly:

“Delegations should exercise their right of reply at the end af the day

whenever two meetings have been scheduled for that day and whenever such

meeting0  are devoted to the consideration of the same item.

“The nunher  of interventions in the exercise of the right of reply for

an-{ delegation at a given meeting should he limited to two per item.
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"The first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for any

delegation on any item at a given meeting should be limited to 10 minutes and

the second intervention should be limited to five minutes." (Decision 34/401,

paras. 8-10)

I shall not read out those rules on every occasion, but I thought it advisable

to do so on the first occasion that the right of reply is being exercised in the

Committee during this session.

Mr. MOREL (France)(interpretation  from French): X should like to reply

briefly to the statement made this morning by the representative of New Zealand,

who called into question the very principle of our nuclear tests in the Pacific.

For my part, I wish only to recall here the following reply given by our

representative in the Special Political Committee in the course of the examination

of item.70 on the effects of atomic radiation:

"With regard to the position of principle expressed by the speakers on

the continuation of French nuclear tests'in the Pacific, 1,note that this is

discriminatory political opposition against my‘country, and a' reauest not in

keeping with the elementary norms of international law. France does carry

out, on French territory, in accordance with its right and in the exercise of

its sovereignty, actions necessary for its security. This does not affect

peace in the region, the security of States in the region, the health of the

People, or the environment."

Mr. MCDOWELL (New Zealand): New Zealand accepts France's right to

provide for its security. What we do not accept is that France has the right to do

so by undertaking testing activities in the South Pacific that bring a real sense

of apprehension and insecurity to the people and countries of the region. We are

interested in the observation of the representative of France that there is some

contravention of international law involved in our stand and would be fascinated to

examine that at some future time.
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The CHAIRMAN: Before adjourning the meeting, I should like to inform the

Committee that the following delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for

the meeting tomorrow morning: Singapore, Norway, Zaire, Canada and Tunisia.

The meeting rose at 5.05 p.m.
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The meeting was called to order at 10.40 a.m.

AGENDA  ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE GW ALL DISARMAMEW'I' ITEMS

Mr. HONG (Singapore): My delegation would like to congratulate you, Sir,

and the other officers on your election as Chairman, Vice-Chairmen and Rapp-orteur.

We note that the Bureau strikes an ideal balance of German efficiency, Japanese

harmony, Canadian impartiality and Burkina Faso uprightness.

That international character reminds me of a story from the Second World War.

There was a group of soldiers, two Oriental and one Western, members of the Allied

forces, walkinq along a jungle path on patrol. Suddenly they came to a bridge

across a stream. The two Orientals inexplicably began bowing to each otherl each

cordially inviting the other to precede him. This went on for ahout half an hour.

The western soldier was at first amused, then bemused, then confused. Finally he

became impatient. Be said, "Since neither of you can agree to proceed# I shall go

ahead.* With that, he strode onto the bridge and, alas, went up in an explosion-

Re had triggered a booby-trap.

The point of the story is simply that there is a need for patience and caution

when facing unknown and potentially dangerous situations. This Committee is

charged with the heavy responsiblity of convincing nations either to disarm or to

reduce their national means of protection and survival. We must therefore expect

to spend a long time in this nable effort, probably decades; Millions of pages and

thousands of resolutions will.be composed in the effort to beat swords into

t ploughshares. Essentially, what we are saying is, "After you,l and the echo is

always, "No, no: after you." As our martial arts fnStrUctQrS  always tell US,

I

i

watch the eyes* not the words. We know the intention is found in the eyes, so we

always need to look behind the resolutions for the motives.
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Small States such an Singapore face particularly acute probleme of security.

W* are not the prime movers; the great  Powera are. For us the framework of global

and regional secllrity  is a “givena. We are not and never will be nuclear Powera.

We understand that the central nuclear balance is basically determined by the two

super-Power8  and other nuclear nationa. Nuclear disarmament  is therefore a

function of th,, relations between those great Powers.

That doea not mean, however, that small States should sit idly by and watch

while the great Powtrm negotiate. The rest of the world constitutes the gallery of

public opinion, to which the nuclear Powre  are accountable for the safety of the

planet Earth and the natural environment. While world opinion is a nebulous thing,

it is neverthtleea effective when great Powers feel the need  to he understood, to

be llupported and to enjoy approval. No nation irr an island, aufficitnt  unto

ilzatlf. That holds true even for great Powers.

Thu8, it behoves small States like Singapore to understand  what is going on,

to analyst and follow trends, to add whatever small pressure we can in the pursuit

of world disarmament and, in our own national and internal actions, to behave

responsibly. We view with regret a certain South-East Asian country that has e

very low standard of living and is oppreqstd by poverty and underdevelopment,  and

yet posscnses an army of 1 million men, in heavily armed, and comits  aggression

against and occupies nations which are even smaller , poorer and more defenceless

than itself, such ns Kampuchea.
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To such a nation, our message is very sigle. To it, we say: Your secur 1 ty

la not to he found in armed violence, neither  in oppressing others. Your security

cannot be eatahlished at the expense of the insecurity of others. Violence begets

violence; it is more productive to negotiate whatever probltlns  exist,  as spelt out

in the JJnited Nations Charter. Dltimately,  you are that loser, because you have

lost time for development w+*ilet other nations are racing ahead, and you are

becoming dependent on the supplier of your arms, thereby opening yourself to

outside influence.

In our opinion, therefore, smaller nations should behave responsibly in the

international network of relations and obligations. Each of us should arrange our

own internal aftairs  so as to minimixe  excuses for external Powers to interfere.

Each of us ahould assiduously exercise the art of good-ntighbourlintss. Aa the

American poet Robert Frost oaid, “Good fences make good neighbours”. Thus, each of

us must understand our regional responsibilities and strive continuously to develop

friendly and co-operative relations with our neighbours.

In this context, Singapore is aware of its inttrnatio?al  obligations to

disarmament and world security. Our beliefs are demonstrated in our signatures on

the following treaties: the Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere,

in Outer Space and under Water of 1963; the Treaty on the Non-Prolifqration  of

Nuclear Weapons (NPT: of 1968; the Convention on the Prohibition of the Emplacement

of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and Ocean

Floor and in the Sub soil thereof, 1971; the Convention on the Prohibition of the

Development end Stockpiling of Bacteriological (BiOlOgiCal)  and Toxin Weapone  and

on their Destruction of 1972 and the Agreement for the Application of Safeguards in

connection with the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and Protocol

of 1977.
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We are studying other international agreements and, in due course, we shall be

acceding to those relevant and applicable conventiona. We are *19o, as part of our

regional responsibility, studying, together with OUK colleagues members of the

Association of South-Rast Aeian Nations (ASEAN),  the aueation of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-naet Asia. similarly, we support various United

Nationa resolutions on arms costrol anr.  disarmament diecuesed in the First

Committee, according to our criteria of seriouenees, balance and fairness,

applicability and non-compromise of our national security and that of our friends

and allies.

Here, we should like to atate  that we are dieappointed that the United Nations

Disarmament Commission has been unable to conclude ite consideration of the review

of the role of the UniteL %tione in the flelU  of disarmament in accordance with

the mandate entrusted to it in General Assembly resolution.  4OJ94  0, which was the

initiative of a group ok African Statea. We urge that at ita next subetantive

session in 1987 thz Disarmament Commission expeditiously conclude its coneideration

of that item, which ie at the core of tho United Nations primary responsibility in

the field of disarmament. We hope that the Commission will el*omit  its findings and

recommendations on th!.s important issue to the General Assembly in 1987.

We also welcome the establishment of the United Natioirt3  Regional Centre for

Peace and Disarmament in Africa. We think that, operating under the mandste

entrusted to it it in General Assembly resolution r0/151 G, the Centre can indeed

make a useful contribution to the cauzle of peace in that region. It is, we

believe, a major step and will lead to arrangements that will qive rise to

confidence and security building measures and disal oament  on the subregional and

regional levels.

Tn 19R4 the Singapore representative in the First Committee addressed the

issue of the central nuclear balance and its impact on cne third world. In 1985 my
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predeceesor addreesed  the iaeue of conventional weapona. He pointed out that more

than 150 armed conflicts have owl l d eince 1945, costing perhaps 20 million

livea, creating 8 million refugees and rerrulting  in untold damage to property and

the environment. He etreeeed  thet the cost of the conventional arms  race ha8

increased, in constant 1981 pricee, from $20.3 billion in 1972 to $34.3 billion in

1982. Of the $800 billion rpent in 1983 on militrlry  activities, at leant

80 per cent was abeorbed by conventional arme and armed forces. The world’s armed

forces are estimateil to total more than 25 million personnel and to poesees over

140,000 main battle tanks, over 35,000 combat aitcrsft,  21,000 helicoptere,  100

naval veeeele and 700 attack submarines.

In our view, therefore, the danger from conventional wnr is aa great ae from

nuclear war. The fsct im that 150 conventional ware have occurred, while no

nuclta:  war hab yet broken out. The dreadful example of thcl Chernobyl accident,

howec  -r, reinforce8 our conviction,  that nucleer  war ie both unwirtnablt and totally

destructive.

The nuclear Power6 are eoberly aware of the nuclear danger and, hence, they

nrt negotiating on how to control and limit the danger of nuclear war. In this

context, we regret that the two ruper-Power6 were not able to come to an agreement

at Rtykjavik. Our regret is tampered by t,he  sober ceslization  that arms control

will now have to proceed in a cooler atmosphere. Wo urge both sidte to continue

their negotiations. We hope that tbert will not be an arms race of a new kind,

which would Buck  in reaourcte  at a time when the world cannot afford it.
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We are not ssying that nationa do not need weapona  for self-defence. We are

I not ao naYve  aa to helieve that all men are rlghteaua. We have heard of groups of

mercenaries trying to hijack powr in 8mnll St@ter. We think that amall nation8

should have the right to protect themaalvea againat  thoae pirate8 and mercensriea,

againet  covetour small imperialists  and latter-day neo-colonialiata.

The evamplt of Switatrland  come8 to min3. It la a amall, well armed nation

which trust8 ita ow citiaena to the extent of allowing them to keep at their home*

their rifles and ammunition. Yet it in a nation which haa proapared in peace for

centuries. Thin is an intereating  axanple of a well-armed nation which haa Yet

managed to live in peace  with ita ntrighboura, thus proving that it 18 the intention

behind the acme that is moat important. Other wise nationo have renotinced

militactsm altogether and their economic succeaa  ia testimony  to their wisdom.

At the same time, we are aware that what la considered  adtauatt armamtnta  for

a small  nation would not be adequate for a great Power leading an allianc.  which it

is committed to protect. Y/t agree that it is hard to draw a line between what ia

adeuuate and what is over-armament, but we believe that the inexorable iron law of

ccc-nomics  will dictate the limlta. There art of course  exanplea of nations which

have preferred to sacrifice their peoples* atandard of living in order to puraue

their imperialistic  ambitiona. we have one well-known case in South-Eaat Asia.

But in general no nation is so rich that it can afford theme e.,mnsive modern

weapons by the thousands and st the name time cater to the expanding need8 and

demands of ita citizena.

We (Ire pragmstic in recognicing that the problem8 of arma control and

diearmamont will last for decaQta# and we understand that because these problems

rslate  to national security  they will last aa long a18 men do not change. As

Saint Auguatine said: "Lord, make me chaste, but not just yet.' Men have faced
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theae problems for centuries. In it6 time the croae-txnu  warn considered too

powerful and un-Christian, and there were effocta  to ban it.

Smell Statea faced with perennial probleme of enauring security in dangerous

regiona may opt for the aamc aolutione am the ancient Greek city-Staten  did when

faced with the might oi Sparta or the threat of invasion from the Permian kingar

they formed alliancea and tried diplomacy to aettla  the problena. Similarly, t-tie

ancient Chineae Statea  formed the vertical alliance when faced with the expandirlg

Chineaa State called Chin, which warn the firet to unify China. The Stata of Chin,

in turn, formed its client Statea into the boriaontal  alliance. Modern ecuivalents

are the Waraaw Pact and the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation  (NATO) alliances.

Such alliancea bring with them incipient dangera of automatic linkage, whereby the

tail wage the dcg and small allies drag the othera into a bigger war. such

alliancea al80 bring the uaual probleme of alliance management: rho is to do what

for whom.

The anawerr  to all thee problema aru very clear; they are within our graap,

but the political will is lacking. Am one of the Tang dynasty Zen maaters  ha8

maid: “Searching for the truth ia like riding a buffalo to look for a buffalo.*

To trust and love our fellow men, whether an individuala, families, tribea or

natlone,  that la the ultimate anawer to arma control and diearmament. That ham

been the anewer  since the time that Cain slew Abel. But that is the idealistic

anawer.

Perhapa a more practical answer ia ahown  by the example of the Aseociation  of

South-Eaat Asian Nationa (ASEAN)  of which Singapore, Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia,

the Philippines and Thailand are membera. It is instructive to compare the

“before” and “after’ picturea. Before ASP.AN  warn created our region suffered from

violent conflicts, border wars and territorial claims) each nation, ignorant of the

other, oriented towards the former colonial Powerr trade, communicationts,  tourism
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and 0 er people-to-people ties were at a minimum. Now we can sincWely say that,

b@cause of ASEAN, there is more peaoa, more stability and more interiicti~ in all

form between the metier Stat&s. me &ltorasting  pint to na’te  is that we have ih

canoe charter preuisicm  for the peaceful settlement of dfsputeo.

The founding fathers of &SEAN were also w.ise in realising the need to move

slowly, at a pace comfortable for the slowest, to concenWate  on the more

achievable sectors8 to be aware of sensitivities, to involve not cnly the

Governments but also the peoples, the media, the academics and the private sectors.

Fr@W@ntly, @SEAN  ie cxmpared to the European ComuuM.$y,  but we should note

me vital dbfferemx: the member States of that Cmsmumity  have been naticm-States

for centuries, while the ASEAN raeuber  States have achieved independpce  only since

the Second P&r ld War. Also, our goals are different, OUK pace, systems and

institutions are dfffermt. me what we have similarly achieved is regicimal peace

and stability. The example of ASEAN is matched by regimal assocations in the

Caribbean, Iatin &uericB,  Muth Asia and Africxu, In a turbulent world, thes;e

regional associations have created oases of peace and fostered habits of peaceful

co-opera tim. .

My argument can be sumed up in a phrase: regionalism is a positive form of

carfidenze building. The following is stated in the *hited F&~~tions '%tbldy on

@onvehtfonab  disarmament”:

“Althou$~  umfidenee-building  measures c whether military or man-military,

camot serve as a substitute for concrete disatmsnent  measures8  they can play

an important xole in progress towards disarmanmt  in that they oan encourage a

climate  of trust and intematiaral cioqxraticm,  whether they are taken

unilaterally, bilaterally or multilater ally. By assisting in the developent

af an tiproved climate  of intgtnatfohal relatisus,  they can help to create

conditions leon&cive to the adopkion of measures of limitation of conventional
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This view rainfaces our points, rrhich  are% first, amall Statea cannot

effectively do much  about the central nuclear balance that la nwtiated between

the great Powerat aecandly  , small Sta tea, hcmever ‘ are af fectad by the conv -3tianal

arma race and are often the victims and/a proxies of great Parer* in conventional

wars; thirdly, befae getting involved in conventional ccnflicta,  small state6

should consldsr the option of regional Lm and good-nei~bourlinwa  and tne peaceful

aettlement of ccnflicter reqicnaliam  ia a positive farm  of confidence-building a

a form of preventive arma control; fourthly, ASBAN  is a good ewnplc of a healthy

regional aaaociation  rhich haa ccntributed such to the maintenance and pre??ervation

Of peace and stability in South Eaat Asia.

In conclusion, our mesaage to emall States faoed with overwhelming problema of

security  atl arnm ccntrol ia that it is mwe proactive to build better and ~10s~

r@laticna with nei ,abouring  Stated than to continue buying arma in a futile pursuit

of security. At the same time . . ehould  arrange our fntacnal  af fa ira a0 aa to

pcNi& no excuae for octoidera to interrvre. Qod government begets peace, which

ia the goal of diearmament and arnm ccntrol. The pat’la  to peace are many, and

small States can take the lar road of confidence-building through co-operative

regicnal~mn while the great Powera  take the high road of nuclear diearmament l

Mr. VRAAWEN (Norway): Iaat year, during the discueaions on disarmament

qscsiione  in thia Committee, we eensed a mae ~~~tructlve  approach than during

preceding aeaaicns  at the General Aatiembly. That development resulted mainly from

imprwaments in the East-West rslationehip  as demonstrated  by the summit meeting in

I
f
\

tineva between the lemdcrs of. the United  Statea of America and the Soviet Union.

j
11: is the hope of my delegation that that trend will ccntinue and be reinfcrced  at

, this session of the Cenecal Asaeely and, of couc’se , psrticxllarly  in this Caanittee.1
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My Government attacbee  great importance to the agreement that warn reached at

the Stodcholm  Conference on a new generation of security and confichnce-building

measures in Europe. Ws believe that this outcome is an impatant ccntribution  to

the efforts aimed at enhancing security a~ the mropean oontinent. At tho same

time it is our hope that such regional meaeuree might be of siqificance ala0 in a

glabal wntext . On the multilateral level we welooma  the agreement at the recent

Review CwfeLance on the biological weapons convention.

The resultm obtained in home limited fields should not ‘cwever obscure the

fact that the mmin  problema  befae us are still to be solved. Amjor  breakthroughs

still eluda us in the moat  fundamental disarmamnt  issues.

We therefae hare the dlsappointrent  expressed in this Comittee  that the

meeting last weekend in Reyk javik between Pros ident magan and

General Secretary  Gabachev did not bring about ccncrete progress  in the fielda of

arm8 control and disarmam6r.t despite the great efforts undertaka. Such progress

would have been of great importance to the b’lateral nuclear and epnce talks in

Geneva se well a8 in other forum of arms control sird diearmanurnt.

We share the view that the Wited  Ststee  md the Soviet Urion now face the

real challenge to continue their search for n(lv solutions. Agreement0  o f

potentially mjor siqrificance seem to have been in prospect in lhykjavik  with

regara to strategic and intermediate-range nuclear weapon8  ae well as other aspects

of the East-;‘*.  I relationship. This has shown that agreements are possible. On

tne baeie of what WM achieved in Egykjavik  the aupar-Parer8 should, despite the

regrettable tarrpor  ary set-bad , continua  their efforLa  to crente a safer wald for

mank ind.
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Clearly a apocial  re8pomibility  fa internaticmal security rwta with the

nation8 that have the largeat  q ilitary potentiala. Am8 oontrol and disarmament

q u8t not, however, be aeon l xcluively am a donmin of the militarily mo8t powerful

Sta tea. Question8 of much magnitude concern the entire world connunityt  they

concern all of ~8. It mu8t therefae be the reaponibility of all *he State8 in

thin Cmittee  to develop further the atmosphere we experienced la8t year, thereby

giving a atrwg mmlf~tation of wald opinion on the8e nmttua  and giving imptua

to the international diaarmannt proceaa.

At this stage allow me to point cut that the growing nunbar  of draft

reaoluticm8  in the Firat Collrrittee conatitutea a problem  that should  be conaidored

by all Metier Statea. IM aeem to be facing a development in which 1~~8 and lea8

time can be devoted to examining the isauea on the agenda.

There la clearly a need to continue the process of a treaml ining and

rationalising  the proa~roa  and practioaa  of the Coarnittee with a view to making

them nae effective. An wuhaul of the Coranittee’a  agenda la necessary, and in

this oonnection a further refinement of the cluster  ayatim is in or&r. In thia

reapct I should  like warmly to support  the viewa expreaaed by my colleague

Ambassador Alatas in his statement at the organizational  meeting on 8 Octibu  and

his propollal that the Canm;ittee*a  &airmen of recent yeara, together with thib

8e8aion1a Bureau, ahould meet to dia~aa ways and mans of making the work of the

Camnittee  m o r e  e f f i c i e n t . I can a,aaure  you, 14r. Chairman, that I paracnally  would

be rmdy to participsta  in such an effort whenever YQU dt*em it convenient.

The challenge posed  by nuclear weapons remain8 the mo8t  fundamental isSue

before us. It nuat be a matter of the hiNest priority to re&ca our &pn&nce

upon theme weapons. In our opinion a high level of nuclear  armament8 in itself

pose8 a grave danqr and gives ample reason to seek reductions.
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A reduction in nuclear areennlt,  hwever , will not in itself necessarily lead

to enhanced international aecur ity. The nuclenr issue nhould tier tfore, in our

view, not be seen In iaolatim from other types of weapons. This is re flscted in

the question  of tha wevention of nuclear war - to which Noruny, together wit3 it8

allleo,  attadrcs  thha utmcat  importanoe. The question of the prevention of nuclear

war cannot be con,rjciered separately from the question of the prevention of war in

general. A nuclear war could, in fact, be triggered by the eecalatiOn  of a

convational conflict. What is therefore at 6take is the prevention of war in all

I ta dimenuions  in a nuclear  age.

At the aam time, we support the increased attention devoted to the questicn

of conventional disarmament, also in the nultilatual ccntrxt. Judging from the

hrqman  expr ienc8, l igiiflomnt nuclear diaumamnt  may, in our view, be poaaible

only if adequate attention is given to the role of conventional faces.

In tie field of nuclear diaarmamsnt, Norway sees a cowrehensive  teet ban am

an importat  arm ccntrol  measure, tiich would play a key role in pro=ting the

nuclwc diaarmanent process. It would be a ai~ificant contr ibuticn ho the

prevention of further haixcntal  and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons as

well.

My (;hvernmant  therefore wrlooms  the talks begun in 1986 by the UIited  States

and the Baviet ~lion on the entire soope  of Aasuee relating to nuclear taeting. We

hope that thoee bilateral talks will pave the way for the removal of the obstaclee

that have long preventad progreae in this field. It is our hope that an early

result  of treae talks will be ratification of the threshold teat-ban Treaty of 1974

and the Treaty QI mdergrolnrd  )Ulclear Brploei .w for Penceful Purposes of lY76.

A test ban is not merely an issue between the -riot ulion and the Unitud

states. The Conference on Diaarmamant  should in the first instance ceeume ita

in-depth examination of unresolved practical iesuee in this field, such am
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conpl lance, verificntion  and scope. st is necessary to reach an understanding on

the scope of a test ban. Such d ban should include both nuclecr-weapon  tests and

so-called nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. It abould thun, in our View,

Prohibit  all nuclear explosions in all environments eor all time, and it ehould be

applicable to all StrPtea. At this aeaaion of the General Aaaemblp, we should seek

to arrive at a recommendation to the Conference on Disarmament, based on af! wide a

base of support a6 possible, to utart concrete work on this iaaue at its next

srsaion.

It. is our view that a global seismological network would play an rbmsential

role in the verification of a nuclear teat ban. In the past few years, significant

progress has been made in this field by the scientific expert group of the

Conference on Disarmament. Such a network must ba operative by the time a test-ban

treaty is in force and should ensure a reliable international data exchange on the

baa18 of the moat modern technology available at the time of its estebliahmcnt.

Norway thua welcomes the interest shown by the Soviet Union in 1986 in using the

exchange of waveform data am part of a global system of verification of a teat ban.

For a number of years, Norway has devoted conaiderahle resources to

contributing to the development of a global system. Since its establishment  in

1970, the Norwegian Seismic Array (NORSAR)  has been one of the world’s  largest

aeiamological  ohaervatories. Late year, a new array was inaugurated. The New

Norwegian Regional Seismic Array System (NORMS)  incorporates some of the most

recent technological and scientific advances in the field of seismic array deeign.

Our experience in thin field leads ua to the conclusion that a large number of

auestions  related to verification of a nuclear test ban are, indeed, solved.

A global and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons is urgently needed.

Significant progress hem been achieved during negotiations in the Conference on

Disarmament on a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and
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stockpiling of chemical weapona rvld on their destruction. In l.ight of the need to

intensify  negotiations, my Bvc-nmnt  welcomes the agreement in the Conference on

Disarmament to continue wak prior to the opening of the 1997 session of the

Conference.

My country, which is the candidate of the Wastern  Group for menl~ersbip  in tbe

Conference on Disarmament, ham taken an a< tlve part in those  negotiations. Since

1982, several working papers have been aLlbmitted  concerning verification of the

alleged wo of chel.rical  weapon. Thoee  papers have been based on research result*

from ,*xperiments  undertaken under field conditions and should be viwed in li*t of

the agreement to incaporate a prcbibition  of the 8n3e  of chemical weapons in the

global convention. The Norwagiarr  research progranroe  is aimed at developing

proposals for full-fledged procadurae for verifioatian  of the alleged use of

chemical weapons on a year -round basis. Such procedures would facilitate

implementaiion of the global coflventi~.

A basic and as yet unresolved question is that of the modmlities  for handling

reciueste  fcr orreite  inspection cn challenge. On 15 July, the ulited Kingdom

introduced in the Ccmference on Disarmammt a new proposal whidr  in our view

cons titu tea a genuine and aer ioua a ttrrmpt  to ee tablish a bae is for an acceptable

ccmpomise  on that question.

Another unresolved question concerns  the development of effective pcocearee

for verifying the non-po&ction  of chemical weapons, alth rgh subetantial progress

has been made in 1986 co the concept of lioting chemical aubstancee that would be

Tubject  to control. Norway favours a solution whereby the chemical industry would

be subject to routine inspecti~~n  on a random basis and whereby relevant statietical

&ta would regularly be exdanged.

My Covernnmnt  views with the greatest concern and aerioueneae  the repeated use

of chemical weapona in the Iran-Iraq war, in violation of the Geneva Protocol of
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1925. The 1-e of those abhorrant weapons ir another reminder of the need to

conclude a gl&al convention without furtier delay.

It is therefore the view of my Gavernmsnt  that it. m-t be a matter of the

highest priority for us at this General Assembly to give the Conference on

Disarmament \na&dguoue  support in its negntiatione  on a global ban. All resources

should nay be utilized to finalize  a draft convention in 1987. Intermediate

measures can in no *sy re&ce the need for a canpreheneive gl&al ban.



Er49/7 A/C.1/41/Pv.S
26

(Mr. Waalsen,  Norway)-

The adoption of a final declaration at the second Review Conference of the

States parties to the biological weapons Convention represented a positive step

toward8  etrengthening  the pr3hlbition  of biological and toxin weapons. My

Government attaches particular importance to the supporting strengthening measurea

on which the Conference agreed in order to prevent or reduce the occurrence of

ambiguities, doubte and euepfciona  and in order to improve international

co-operation in the field of peaceful biological activities. The holding of an

ad hoc mteting of scientific and technical experts in March a-l April next year to

finalize the modalitiee  for the exchange of information and data repreeenta an

Innovation in cozrl?ction with the implemc ation of thw Convention.

The Conference on Disarmament managed in 1985 to entablieh an Ad  Hoc Committee

on Outer Space. By examining and identifying iesues  relevant to the prevention of

an arms race in outer apace, the Conference hae done useful and nets eaary iniZia1

work. The deliberationa  have proved the vital importance of all State8 parties

conplying  with the outer apace  Treaty and other treatiee  relevant to outer space.

Apart from the multilateral treaties, the 1972 anti-ballistic mieeile  Treaty

between the Soviet Union and the United States represents a corner-stone of the

existing rbgime. A further evaluation of the existing agreements relevant to outer

space is reauired with a view to agreeing on areas which should be dealt with in

greater depth by the Conference on Disarmament. Efforts  are indeed needed to

prevent the spread of the arme race into outer apace, and it is the firm view of my

Government that outer apace should be reserved exclusively for peaceful purposes.

That resuirea  both hilateral and multilatcrnl  deliberationa.
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It must be a matter of great importance for thin Committee to give voice to

the concern of world opinion that the militarisation of outer space should not take

place, and we therefore urge that a determined  effort be undertaken thie year again

to bring about a single draft resolution that can command ae wide a support an

poesible.

In view of the close relationship betwean diearmament  and jevelopment,  Norway

has actively eupported the holding of a United Nationa Conference devoted to that

matter. We all know that such a Conference was scheduled for this year but that it

has been postponed until 1987. We earnestly hope that the necesvary  decision8 will

be taken at this session of the General ArsciaWy with regard to holding that

Conference as soon as poesible. Considerahle preparations hava alraady been made.

A Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development would, in our

view, represent a first occasion for United Nbtione Member States to address that

relationship in a comprehensive manner. The International Conference would thus be

the beginning of an in-depth consideration of that iasue within the United Nations,

and it would also offer an opportunity to formulate guidelines for future

activities  on the nations1 and international levels in the field of the

relationship between disarmament and develqnrent.

Let me conclude by repeating what I said at the outset: that we hop4 that at

its forty-first session, the General Assembly will be able to carry out an

examination of the crucial issues before it in a spirit of good will and

co-operation, thereby creating a solid basis for future work in the Conference on

Disarmament and in the United Nation8 Disarmament Cononission. At the name  time, a

constructive outcome of our deliberations would aand a powerful signal to other

negotiating forums at this vital etage in the disarmament process.
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Mr. BAGBENI  ADEITG NZENGEYA (Zaire)(interpretation  from Prnnch): When

during the election of the Committee officers  my delegation proposed the candidacy

of Japan for the poet of Vice-Chairman, I had the opportunity to congratulate you,

Sir, on Your election to the chairmanship. I shall therefore not repeat my

congratulations. However, I wish to say how pleased my delegation is at the

outatanding way in which you have guided the work of the First Cotmnittee  since the

beginninq of the aession, in an unfavourable international climate characterized  by

deep distrust.

The hopes aroused by last year’8 meetinq  between the laaders  of the tr * great

Powers, held in November 1985 at Geneva, and by the recent follow-up meeting, held

011 10 and 11 October 1986 at Reykjevik, were frustrated by the total absence of any

political will on the part of the two great nuclaar Power8 to reach agreements on

even partial or gradual nuclear disarmament. My delegation continues to believe

that the two great Powers will be able to overcome their difficulties and resuma

constructive dialogue leading to the elimination of the military nuclear arsenal,

thue creating a climate of trust, dialogue and d&tente.

The present psychological environment should in no way demoralize the mtrbers

of the First Committee or, still less, those of the Conference on Disarmament at

Geneva, for the international community will eventually bring increased moral

pressure to bear on the two great nuclear Powers to meet aqain and jointly seek

ways to reach a nuclear disarmament agreement.

The objectives of this Committee, the Disarmament Commission and the

COnLdrence  on Diaarmanient are to eliminate the threat of war, especially nuclear

war, to seek ways of halting nuclear testing and the growing military nuclear

capac I ty , and to reverse the nuclear arms race with a view to achieving lasting

peace.
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All the nuclear Powers have recognized the negative nature of nuclear

deterrence, especially because since 1945 - when the citiee of Nagasaki and

Hiroshima were destroyed by the first atomic bomb8  - no nuclear war haa taken

place. Strategic nuclear superiority and attempts to limit damage rn the event of

nuclear war would thus appear to be incompatible from the military point of view,

for strategic  nuclear superiority guarantees deterrence while attempts to limit

damage in the event of nuclear war would  aeem to be futile, the destruction of

civilian targets being inevitable in the event of nuclear bombardment.

The theory whereby the role of nuclear weapons is essentially limited to

deterrence has heen  rendered invalid by gradual escalation. The creation of

various nuclear- weapon systems - strategic weapona  with a 6,400-kilometre  range9

irrtermediate-range weapons with a range between 2,400 and 6,400 kilometres, ahort

and medibdm-range  weapons with a range bstween 800 and 2,800 kilometres, and

tacti.cal weapons - cannot guarantee the safety of the areas over which those

nuclear weapons pass or that of areas near the target.
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The unforttmate  nuclear accident that recently occurred at the nuclear

installation at Chernobyl in the USSR was eloquent testimony to the fact that

acientiats  conceive and pro&roe  nuclear weapons in an orderly and conscientious

way, whereas control over the effects of eu& nuclear weapons on human beinqs ae

well as on the environment is still beyond the Rower of human intelligence. Hence

the incalculable destructive consequencea of the exploeion of any so-called nuclear

weapon,  whatever ite range.

The international comaunity  la constantly aware that 50 per cent of the

50,000 nuclear missiles now in the possession of all the world’m nuclear Powers,

which represent a potential nuclear explosive power of a million of the b&a

dropped on Hiroshima, might have been destroyed had an agreement been reached at

Reykjavik. The sasm would have been true of the arsenala  of conventional weapona

of the nuclear Powers, that is, more than 140,000 cosbat tanks, more than

35,000 conbat aircraft, more than 21,000 helicopters, more than l,l.OO  large naval

warships and more than 700 nuclear-attack submarines.

Finally, the nuclear-arms race represents the desire on the part of cer tsrin

mclear  Powers to impcse upon the planet a new atrategi,c  world order, whose Irrime

objective clrould  be to ensure an unparalleled military superiority and an

unccntented hegemony over the  entire globe.

The nuclear rivalry that has resulted makes the antagonists yearn for a

military and technological superiority and thus prevents them from consider inq the

critical economic situation in Africa, the world debt problem etanding in the way

of development in the third world - in short, the poverty, famine and squalor that

afflict a largs number  of third world countries.

It is striking to note that the total amount of the expendituren on nuclear

armaments equals the total indebtedness of all the third wrld countrien. From a

strictly economic  point of view, the economic growth of tha third wcxld countries



M/8 A/C. 1/4l/PV. 8
32

(Mr. Bagbeni Aleito Nzengeya, Zaire)

and their increased participation in world tra&, as advocated in the murth Part.

of the General llgreement  on Tariffa  and Taada (GATT), could act as a stimulant to

the eccmxniee  of all Metier Stateu. It would leacl to mae intensive trade, to

atrcnger  tconomic,  industrial and technological relations and to a cloee

co-operation in various seeres between the third world md the industrial ized and

nuclear Parer 8.

That statement has been borne out by the pcoeperity  achieved by the countries

menbeh  EI of the Atlantic Alliance in the aCtermth of the Saccnd Wcrld War following

implementation of the Wartahall  Plan, a pcoeper  ity that benefited both the Western

countries  and the rest of the wald as well. In 1947, Gecrga Warahall stated:

“Our policy ie not directed against any country cx do x ine, but aga inat

hunger, warty, despair and dlaoe.”

If the international corrmunity of 1945 could harbour sudl a concept of goodwill and

humanity, dear to the philoeo@er  Kant., is it inccaxeivsble  that 40 years later

at 8ama international aonrwnig  d.Sjlt give priority attention to the development

concerns of some  corntries  over and above the ccncerne oE individual hegemony?

This approach was called for repatedly by the Chairman of the Group of 77

rhen introclrcing  in the General Assembly the item on the problem of third world

indebtedness. In 1950, the Indian delegation eubmitted  a proposal for a United

Ua tions peace fund aimed at dweloping the under-dweloped regions by drawing on

fur& to be built up from the savings realized  through arms retiction. That

proposal was followed in 1985 by the initiative of the delegation (.i Sri Laaka,

calling upon the ulited States of America and the Soviet Union to reduce their

military expenditures by 10 per cent in order to allwiate the international

indebtedness of th; roorest nations.

In this connection n! delegation hopee  that the First Committee will be able

to take R dacieion  rn the convening in 1987 of an International Conference on the

RelatIonship  between Disarmament and beveloprlent  and to set a site for that
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Conference. gureudurt:  to General  Aeaeti1.y reaolution 40/155, it wan tr have been

held laet July at Parle,  but, bacauee  of preseing cirmmetanoee,  L>e French

Government, which llad in Jure acted as host tc the International Conference on the

Adoption of Sanctirnzu againat Racist .South Africa, warn unable to acconnodate it.

Given tie disnrmament deairee expreeeed by many delegations of States  MtiUe,

my delegation is mrtrin  kitat a candidate will wme forward to act as hoet to that

Conferencer prcparatione  for which ace ~11 advanced in the Pceparatcry  Coa#nittee.

General and complete!  disarmament can be realizerl  only with effective

international controla.  Therefore, all nuclear Pcwecs, including South Africa,

must aUbmit to the ~thority  of the Inb national Atomic mergy  Agency (IAEA). The

s-me cbligation should extend to all peaceful nuclear facilities to ensure  the

implemeutation  of tbc Treat’1 on the Non-Proliferation of lWclear Wsapone.

In that connection my delegation plupporta  the strict application of the

decision taken in 1964 by the Heads of State or Government of the Organixaticn  of

African Unity (OAU) at Cairo declaring Africa a nuclear-free-zone. The Tla teloloo

Treaty for the Prchihition  of Nuclear Wsapone  in Latin America la already in effect

in implementation of that earlier Treaty.

The pcogrees achieved by the GenwNa  Ccnferencvl  on Disarmament on chemical

weapon8  means that the First Committee hould give serious attention to that

Subject in order to srchieve a prompt agreement. My delegation wishes to pay a

special tribute to t19 Chairman of the W Hoc Canmittee on Chemical Weapons, IIia- -

~cellency  Ambaesndor  Cromartie of the United Kingdom, for the hard war k he has

done  throughout his term an Chairman to canplete negotiations c)? chemical wcapont3

and for the positive contribution he ma& to the drafting of a multilateral

convention on a total and effective prohibition of the development, manufacture and

stockpiling of chemical weapons and cn their destruction. I hope that hie
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Luccee8a, His Excellency mauador Bkrur  of &eden, will be tile WI th mual

dedicatim  to work txwarde  the coqletim of the drafting of the convention.

Within the Ccoforence on Diearmament, the other item on its agenda ocotinue

to form the abject of consibratico  by Ccnferenfm  metiers. We must nota,  however,

that little progress has been mde on questions much as the nuclear-teet ban,

crtseation of the nuclear-acme taoe and nucleac diracmaant. Notwithst.mding  the

ef fat8 mde by the Group of 21 , supported by othor Groups, no COIIIOIYUQ hae

emerged cm the l stablishemnt of a smsidiacy body QI l qenQ item 1, “mclear-test

bmY. The efforts of some oomtries, ad wen thae of the Chairman,  to deaw up a

mandate  for the ad hoc comittee  to be ertablirhed  under egande  item 1 did not

woke a fwourable  rospome from the other cenbece of the Ccoference.

My deleqatioh  hopes that thoee consultations  will oontinue so that thoeo first

two items on the agenda of the Cmference can be given thocouqh coneideration by

8utPeidiary bodies, as ie the case with reqard to certain other items on the aqen&

of the Ccmference co Disarmament.



B(:/9 A/C.l/Il/PV.fl
'36

(Mr. Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya, Zaire)

In thie regard, my delegation wishes to pay tribute to the Chairman of the

Ad Hoc CommitLee  on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, Mr. Garcia RO Lea,

for the enrichment of the Comprehensive Programme of Diaarmament which certainly is

a time-coneunrlng  task the auhstance of which reauiren  more active participation

from Conference members.

There ie also a need to broader the Conference’s membership. My delegation

haa noted the agreement reached by the Conference to appoint two new members, one

repreeentinq the socialist Group and the other the Western Group, hut consultation

continues with regard to the other two members to repreaent the Group of 21.

I My delegation cannot remain insensitive to the concern voiced by numerous

deleqations  at the Conference on Disarmament in the sphere of the prevention of an

I arms race in space. Space, being the common heritage of mankind, should

accordingly he reserved for cxclusivcly  peaceful purpoees so as to promote the

SCl *tific, economic and eocial development of all nations.

The danqer of sec.inq the research and development programmes of the two

leadinq space Powers and the energy of their military rivalry extend into apace  haa

hecome real since the emergence of the “star wars” age. This new spiral in which

the two leading nuclear Powers are engaqed may lead them to the development,

teat irlq, manufacture and, possibly,  even the deployment of weapona systems and

their element6  which may be uaed in, extend to or from apace and could touch off a

I new, irreverbihle  competition in the sphere of space arsenals.

I The Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of the Nuclear Arms Race in Outer Space-.

should press on unrelentingly with its work so as t.o inaxe the nuclear Powers

concerned to halt this race.
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In conclusion, the delegation of Zaire wishea to congratulate Mr. Martenson,

Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament, and Mr. Rheradi, Secretary of the

Committee, and his entire team for their positive contribution  to the preparation

of disarmament conferences and the dissemination of PI lications  on disarmament.

We are sure that this team will spare no effort to prepare meticulously for the

third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmnment.

Mr. ROCHE (Canada) t Last weekend the United States and the Soviet “niOn

hrouqht a hist.oric  disarmament aqreement tantalizingly  close to achievement. S ince

then both super-Powers have informed the world t.hat they will persist in this

effort and build on the progress achieved at Reykjavik. The neqot iators have

alleady  resumed their meetings in Geneva.

Those are highly significant devsl. ,ments  that have produced a renewed

atmosphere of hope as this Cosrnittee begins its deliberations. For, se Prime

Minister Brian Mulroney told the Canadian Parliament this week, the elements are

now in place Cor an onqoinq civilized  dialogue in Geneva which, it is hoped, will

result in General Secretary Gorbachev’s cominq  to the IJnited States aa aqreed

u p o n . The Canadian Prime Minister added:

“T.rere are etumblinq-Mocks  on both sides. Chat ie what negotiations are

all about - sittinq  down with open minds, knowing the objections on both

SidOB, and tryinq to effect an honourable compromise.”

The Canadian Government hopes that people of qoodwill will achieve a

subatantive accord which could he siqned at an early summit. Arms control,

however , is a fragile .xocess; its environment must be protected. It is therefore

doubly important to resist all actions which might be seen as weakening or

unravelling the exiet.ing internation 11 framework on which East-West relations and

arm8 control are built. Compliance with existing agreements is essential.
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It 18 of cour8e a reality of our time that the United Statea  and the Soviet

Union will determine the major a8pact8 of any international framework for global

8ecur ity. But 8ecurity  18 everyone'8 burine88. All of U8 have a 8take in

international security, and all of ua have a reapon8ibility  to play a con8tructiva

role in the arm8-control  procee8.
\

Canada will pre88 on with constructive  work in every multilateral forum that

one day mu8t  achieve the bs818 for a world ccaununity freed from the weapon6 of ma138

destruction. Iceland 8howed th8t  the complete elimination Of ballistic ni88iles in

10 year8 10 now 8eriou8ly  diwu8sed  at the highest level8. The full

implementation of thir hi8toric  opportunity is our task. Iceland wa8 a moment on

the journey, hut the journey goe8 on.

When President Reagan addre88ed the General A8aembly  before the Reykjavik

meeting he 8poke of hope, of a future without Weapon8 of ma88 de8truction.  He

reaffirmed his country'8 counitment to peace, to a more 8table super-Power

rblation8hip,  and to 8Ub8tantial  progreso on arm8 control and di8armament. The

Pre8ident expressed his Government'8 willingnes8  to ratify the thre8hold te8t-ban

Treaty and the Treaty on Peaceful Nuclear EXplO8iOn8 , once agreement wa8 reached on

improved verification procr%rrem. Be offered to consider other limit8 on nuclear

testing in ,aarallel  with arm8 reduction8. It in our hope that the Soviet Union

will find it possible to build on thi8 realistic and welcome,  approach am a firm

foundation for real progress.

When Foreign Minister Shevardnadae came to New York earlier in this session

he, too, gave us rea8on for optimism. Re spoke of relation8 with the United States

as holding promi8e  - of encour8ging  outlines of meaningful agreements between his

country and the United State8. And when we later welcomed him in Ottawa,

Mr. Shevardnadre again repeated hi8 country'8 commitmen to more stable East-west

tie8 and to progres8 on arm8 control.
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But in thi8 l tmo8phere of expectation two note8 of caution 8re in order.

Fir8t, any 8en8e of new momentum can lead to lasting, effective reault8,  only if it

18 backed up by patience, ouiet negotiation and due attention to adeauate

verification, which over the long term will a88ure confidence in compliance.

Secondly, our hopes and expectation8 surrounding the super-Power talk8 and the

bil8teral nuclear and 8paCe negotiations in Geneva, a8 important a8 they are,

8hwld not b8 allowed to dirtract  attention from the neces8ity  for conplementary

progre88 in conventional and multilateral arm8-conttol forun8.

It 18 in thi8 context that we are all much encouraged by the 8UCCe88fUl

conclusion of the Stockholm Conference. The resu1.s  of Stockholm bring new

openness and predictability to the conduct of military affair8 in Europe. The

e8tablishwnt  of agreed procedure8 for air and ground on-8ite inrpection8  is a

landmark achievement - one which will provide an effective basis for other

arm8-control negotiations.

More broadly, the United Natione Disarmament Commission ha8 had a relatively

prOdUCttVe 8e88iOn. The guideline8 for confidence-building  mea8ure8,  on which the

Cornni88ion will report to the General AasemMy, like the Stockholm document, should

provide a useful ba818 for future negotiators. They could be drrwn on to en8ure

those elewntr of confidence, compliance and verification which will be e8sential

component8 Of all effective arm8-control agreements.
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The Ccnforance  on Di8arMmeNt in Geneva has aloo had a more po&ctiVe

88Ssion. If it has still not actrieved agreement cn a global &emiajl  weapon8 bm,

detailed negotiations are interreifying  and there have hecn welcoma signs that the

Soviet Dnirn is prepared to move forward cn verification. MI have particularly

noted the proposal of the UIited Kingdom un challenge irxrpection, which we hope

will provide a basie for practical progre88  on one of the most difficult issues

aeeociahad  with the chemical weapon8 ban.

This sense of poeitive accornpliehment,  h-ever, does not extend to other

issues on the Conference of DielILmanent'rr  agU3&#. ws are frankly disappointed that

progress on a ampreheneive  nuclear te8t ban has been so slur.  M were

particularly discouraged at the failure to agree on n practical mandate for a

subsidiary body to work wnstructively  towards an agreed teat ban. M note and

welcome the fact that the Soviet thion has tdten a more forthcoming approach on

technical matters relating to the e8tablishm8nt of a global seismic mcnitoring

netwcfk. The Australian pcopoeal  for an international seignic netwak is both

consistent with Canada’s concern for a reliably verifiable test bm and an

encouraging step towards the objective of a canpr~eneive  test ban. l&pert-level

talks between Soviet and United Ststes scientists on nuclear testing are a welmma

development tiich all of us hope can pcavide  yet -Iher atap toward8 our ~~IMKM

goal.

The prevention of an arms rata in outer spaoa  is a high priority for Canada.

It was thus disappointing that tha mandate for the subsidiary body on outer pnace

was agreed so late in the aeesicn of the Carferena on Disarmaamnt. Onca the

mandate was agreed, diticussicn was both sober and thoughtful. The existing mandate

1~ clearly demonstrating its usefulness.

Canada played an active part in the Second  Review Conference of the biological,

and toxin weapons Convention. we are heartened by that Conference’s final
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daclaraticn, its 8trcng re8ffirmation  of the princi$.e8  of the Convention and ita

r88tntoment  of the coll~on intere8t  aI1 8hara in etrengthoning  the Ccnvention's

authority and effectivare8a  through pronoting confidence md w-operaticn.

Now, thi8 activity ahars that the world consaunity is not indifferent or

impotent  in building a 8afer  world. There is et111 such to do in the intanaticnal

arena, and Canad pledges ona again to do everything in our power m strengthen

the intonational  machinery of peace. Thie wald-wide activity must reinforce the

effort0 of the super-Parers  to find their bilateral agreement’. Rx we knw eat,

althcugh 86 por oent of the people of the wald do not live in the Wited  States Oc

the !3oviet Unicn, we are all oau@t  up in the fall-out from that relationship of

the two great 8uper-Powers, rhich bogether  po88ea8 95 per cant 02 the more than

50,000 nuclear  weapon8 in the world. Their relationship, as is obvious, affect6

everyme. It i8 in the intere8t8  of everyare tc help imprave  the entire East-West

relation8hip  and, a8 Secretary-General Perez da Cueilar said in his acceptance

8p8aCh  la8t Fridry, t o

"denund of the Bvernment.8  of State8 whiti pOfr8e88  nutioar  weapons . . . that

they reflect upon their rrponibility  tc their people8 md to the planet

itself and pur8Ue policies  that  will lead to the elimination of thelre

ueaporu”. (A/4 vPV.33, p,. 12,

It u8ed  to be 88id that history would be the ludge of one's actions, but in terma

of what we are di8cuasing  here there will be no hietay to write, in a non-future

for human life, if the means to destroy the human  raoe , n<M in the possession of

the two super-Powers, abould ever be unleashed.

Ccns8guently,  the role of the United Nations in disarmament is to construct a

Viable  framework  of multilateral progrees ao as to enhance the pKospsCt  of rmjOK

bilateral agreem8nte. More attention should be paid in this Committee  to consensus
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resolution8 with as such substance as possible, rather than merely tncreasing  the

nuraber of resolutions. At the 1976 session, 10 yearo ago, there were

23 resolutions, 8 of which were adopted by consensus. In 1985, there were

66 resolutions, 20 of which were a&fled by consensus. The growth of nab-con8enuuS

re6olutions, many of which cancel cne another out and split apart the Committee, is

a dubious achievenmnt  and a coa@ete  puzzlement to the outside world. Let uo not

forget that the Final Dxument of the first spatial  session, which rewins the

yardstick by whi& we measure pogroms , was a consensus agreement. Important

advice has been offued by last year-e Chairman, Anbaamador Alatae  oi Indareeia, to

form a small working group to attempt rationalisation of the Co#mlittee*s work.

Mat ia needed to reinvigacate  thy concept of collective security, including

arms control, is not a nw structure or a sat of principles, for we have a

perfectly adequate framework for peace already in plnce in the form Of the

United Nations and its Charter. What. needs to be done is to use it effectively.

It is a source of pride to Canada that cne of last year*6 resolutions  that was

adopted by consensus was a atistantive  Canadian resolution, “Verification  in all

i ta acrpectam, which highlight8 the importance of verifiomtion aa a key element in

the arms oontrol negotiating process. Underlying every arm8 control. issue ie the

question of confidence - of assurance of car~fliance,  ad thus of verifioatiar.  We

in Canada are certain that verification cannot be left aeide a8 a l ubsidiary

element of arme control. On the cont..rary, thouqh  the concept of verification must

never be seen as an obstacle to be thrown up against serious armI oontrol

negotiation, it must be an integral and essential part of all acme cOrbtrO1

agr eemen ts .

Canada intends to take the lead again this year in putting forward a similar

draft reeoluticm. Our ain will be t, reaffirm the importance of effective

arrangements for verifioation, arrangements baned on eound technics1  oompatonce  and
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principlea *hiti  can be carefully tailoced  to fit specific agreements. Canada

wants the General Assembly to have the Disarmanant Coam~ieaiar ooneidec verifioation

at the eacliest possible oppoctlnity.  We hope that, aa last yeacl  all Mnbec

Statea will join in supporting this important undectek ing.

A year ago the Canadian Govecnment  developed a pcogramme of action for the

remaining half of the Second Disarmament  D~ca&. This pcogcaane continues to focus

on practical solutions tc\ acnm ccntcol pobleam, on laying the essential gcoundwack

fOC  the creation of oonficknoe  and tcuet vital to arma oantcol agreements.

Ae pact of  Wis pcogcamme of  act ion the Canadian Gwernment continues  to

provide some 1 million Canadian dollars to the Vecificstion  I&search  Unit in our

Dapactment of External Affaics. That urit has continued its wuck on key iaeue8

celating to a limitation of nuclear testing leading to a conprehensive test ban, a

global &emioal ‘weapons  convention and the prevention of an acme  race in ou tee

space. nb asaiet  in laying the foundations for a aompcehensive test ban, the

Canadian Government is upgrading its seismic array in our own Northern Tecci tory.

Just last weak we hosted a successful technical workshop in Ottawa at whi&

16 ooMtries, including the Lhited States and the Soviet I&ion, were represented.

CUc oommitment  to the International Seismic Data Ekohange remains firm.

Vecifioaticn  has now become an international  concern, and Canada welcomes the

statement issued by the six nations of the five-continent peace initiative at their

recent s-it meeting in Mxioo that they seek oo-opecation  with non-nuclear States

in intecnaticmal  vecifioeticm  arrangements related to future nuclear djqarmamnt.

We in Canada ace certain that , in putting our effects  into a programme of action

whioh oonoentratee  on practical solutions and co-operating with other nations, we

ace on the right traok.

Canada’s  ooss~itment to verifiable and balanced urns oontcol and disarmamnt

rem ins absolutely f icm. The Canadian Prime Minister himself has recently again
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set out the six policy area0  of our Gfwecnmnti negotiated radioal re&ctionm in

nuclear forces and the enhanament  of atcategic etabilityt  q aintmanoo and

atcengthming  of the nuclear non-pcolifecation righe) suppoct foe a mpcehenive

bet ban tC~aty a8 a fundamntal  and abiding objective of Cmadian foceiv policy;

negotiation of a chenioal  weapons hen) pcevantion of an acme  race in outer Speoet

and Confidence-building meanurea  to facilitate the ceducttan of millLacy  forao in

Europe and l laetiece.
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Again, at this United Nations seasion - and in the Conference on Dieacmament -

Canada will be looking for early progress in these aceam of crucial concern to us

a l l . Among these, the one perhaps closest to cealization is a global

chemical-weapons ban. This is a vital issue, on which constructive proposals have

heen made and in regard to which there shou1.d  be no insurmountable obstacle to

narly agreement.

We shall  continue to pacticipato in the search for effective meana  of ensurinq

that. outer space b7 wed only for peaceful , xposes. Canada actively continues to

eeek a comprehensive nuclear-test han an a fundamental arms control objective. The

Seccbtary  of State for External Affairs has told the General Assembly - On

24 September - t.hat a nuclear-test ban is an objective towards which concrete steps

can and should be taken now. We believe that what is needdsd  for effeotive  cerults

iM to begin mck inaediately,  working step by step, without  pro-conditions, todacdz

a lasti,q,  mutually acceptable and verifiable comprehensive test ban. Pcoqress

towards the limiting and ending of all testing is esaenttal.

High on Canada’s list of priorities is the need to strengthen still fucth,>r

the nuclear non-pcolifeKation  cdgime, to gu:Pcd aqainmt  the apcead of nuclear

weapons technology, and to limit In every wsy possible the possibility of

atcidental  nucieac weapons disaster. Encouraged aa we ace by the reef f icmat ion of

the Non- roliferation  Treaty (NPT) at the 1985 RsvJ.ew Conference, we are also

COnSCtOus  of the need for nuclear-weapon States to implement acticla  VI on tl.:

cessation of the arms race.

In the long and cslnplex  struggle for peace, tvo issues stand out above all

others - disarmament and developncnt. While it is true that those two great goals

reauire a peaceful atmosphere for their reallzation,  pcogceas muat  be made in each

area to establish the conditiona for peace. That is why the forthcoming Untted

m WWum4t%tmal Cmnf?ecmnue  am the Relationmhip  between Disarmament and
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Develupanent is so important. The participating nationa in the preparatory process

have already agreed that disarmament and development, which are in themselves

distinct prooesses, should be vigorously pursued becauae they both strengthen peace

and seourity and promote prosperity. An international panel of eminent

personalities has advised the Conference that current levels and trends in global

military expenditures *stand in sombre contrast to the state of the world

economy”. Canada is heartened by the substantive progress made at the third

Preparatory meeting last June and believes the main conference should be held in

July 1987 in New York.

On my travels across Canada this year, I found a high level of interest in and

concern for disarmament. I also met an unprecedented response to the-declaration

of the International Year of Peace, Canada’s International Year of Peace prograsuae

has been substantive. Two weeks ago, as happened all around the world, we marked’

the International bay of Peace: bells rang in communities from coast to coast in

Canada in an alouuent peal for peace. And people gathered under the bells of the

Peace Tower in Ottawa to mark the International Day of Peace.
.

A commemorative postage rtarap and a fine gold mint coin were issued as part of

the Government’s International Year of Peace prwrasune, to commemorate what should

be a milestone in man's search for peace and security; Two days %ater, under the

same Peace Tower, I accepted the peace torch from athletes participating in the

first Earth Run, which is sponsored by the United Nations Children’s Fund

(UNICEF) . And, in a mov$ng symbolic act, I handed it on, much in the way that what

we have done this year will be handed on in the future. The International Year of

Peace will thus be an inspiration to people and Governments everywhere to make

their own contribution to peace.

I have spoken of new hope and commitment. f have referred to a sew sense of

expectation surrounding the super-Power relationship - an expectation merely
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heiqhtened by the meetinq  at Reyk javik. If, as we earnaatly desire, that lead8 to

substantive agreement on crucial nuclenr oueationa, we muat  see the euccean  an a

spur to qreater effort and concrete results on multilateral arms-contra ieauas.

Anal  +*ven  if aqreement on nuclear weapons reductions continues to elude the

super-Powers, it wllr then be all the more important to press on. Wherever and

whenever we can - in the United Nation8  First Committee, in the Conference on

Diearmclment,  in the Disarmament Commission - we must redouble our efforts towards

aqr0emer.t  OLI those important arms control issues where all of ua can realistically

expect to Play an immediate and direct role.

The portonts are more encouraqing  now than they have been for many years.

Results will not cane witho!!t effort, and the stskea are hiqh. But the tank - the

reward for success and the penalty for failure - is everyone’s. Canada, for one,

will cqntinue  to work in every way possible towards our common goal of a world of

confidence, security, trust and peace.

Mr. RUUZIRI  (Tunisia: ( interpretation from P’rench)  : Mr. Chairman, first- -

let me ta’re this opportunity 01: saying how happy my (..,leqation  iri to 6ae you

quiding over our work. Your eminent personal aualitiea, well known to us all, your

dedication to the caune  of dinarmament and your command of international security

matters will quarantee that this year our work will meet the expectertione of all.

I am nuce that the competence of the other officers, whom I am pleaaed to

conqrat.ulatc  here, will not fail to provide you the assistance you need in carrying

out your important task.

In thin International year of Peace, hlch the international communit\’  in

cclehratinq  with such ardent hope, our deliberations on ourstions of dia-+rn* tllent

nnd international eecurity are tak!nq place in an Mmonnhere of broth anxiety pl’d

hope.
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There is anxiety, because WC) continue to witness an international zitumtion

atill haunted by the existence  o focal pointa of tension endangering internsti~nal

peace and security, The persistence  of theme conflicts and their inherent risk of

qeogrophical  expanrfon empharira  the urgency and the need for political will tc

find peaceful eolutionn.

The developinq countr  lee, which are the stage for tragic armed conf I.icts in

the world today, have for their part become the area of deployment and teatinq for

increasingly sophisticated and lethal weapons, which daily  csuse thousands of

deaths and injoriem. Arme  supply contracts, which continue to increase and thue

benefit the military-industrial  conplexea of the military Powers, cannot fail to

condemn the developing  countriea to costly expenditurea, thus hampering their own

economic and social development.

There la anxiety, furthermore, becsuae the unbridled arm race. the dangers of

which Tunisia has often brought to the attention of the internat!onal  community,

continues unabated. Military expenditures hy the major Powers are now stated in

term8  of billions of dcllars,  thus wanting vast resources in men, money and

scientific know-how which our world 80 badly need@,  particularly in the crisis m

ICC now experiencing.
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Hunger, poverty and underdevelopment thus pereist,  while aetrcnanical  sum8 are

daily spent in a sphere that can bring UII only death and desolation. We cannot

alL)w thle inertia to ccntinuet the increasing interdependence  of today.8

international relations should make us all to think about ways of putting an end to

thie absurd ccntradiction. The de~~elopment  nations mullt  uldastand  that their

eoonanic development  in the medium or 1rJng term dependa  on thLt of the developing

countries and that the gap separating the NortJ from the garth  cannot. but ham

harmful consequences for 19.31~  own economies.

The gradual reallocatLon  to oconrnic and social development of the maaaive

reaour  e8 nar spent in tho military sector would  re&cm the danger to our planet

and ensure the well-being and prosperity of all the peoples of the world,  including

three of tF 0 developing countr 10s. That would be to the benefit of all, includinq

the developed comtriea,  rJhich could then dtwote  all their resources to ecclnomic

and social development in their a*n oountr  ies, while having reduosd the risk of war

and ccmflagration.

This is a noble goal, a challenge that we must all take up, for our collective

interest is involved. We hope therefcxe that this year there wil.1 be the necessary

plftk ‘al will to ensure the convening in 1987 of the United Nations Conference on

the Relationehip  between Disarmament cmd Development, which wau to have been held

last aurmner  . We fervently hope that participation in that important Conference

will be aa broad as possible eo Ulat we can urite our efforts and achieve the

reaultrm  the international oonaunity hops for end expscte.

That in not the arly area here a common effort in required. We cannot fa i 1

to not-a  the alarming proliferation of nuclear weapona  that ie taking place in the

Middle Eaat and in Africa without any firm action being taken. Numerous and

consietent  reports  appear every day about the ever more obvious risk faced by
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African and Arab States a6 a result of the continuing  clcme collabaatian  behrOOn

Israel and gouth Africa in the nuclear field and their aoquisiticn  of nuclear

weapona, thus nullifying the efforts of Arab and African countries to make the two

wean nuclesr-weapon-free  aonaa. Can we turn our Wsditet  Wean &a into a lake of

peaoe and ettbility ahen Israel haa beme the waLd’8  sixth atomic Paver and

possesses an impressive range of nuclear ueaponm, including neutron and hydrogen

bombs 7

My delegstico  does not intend this year to review the various iteme on our

agenda, an we have dare at previous sessions. on the cmc hard our position ha#

been set out and elucidated cm aevera? oocasi~s  in the Conrnittee,  and on the other

many earlier speakers, have clearly described the dangers inherent in the present

international situation, oonsi&red  in detail the varioue phases  of the arm race

wer a period of years, and voioed their grave ccncerrm,  which are rhared  by my

delegation. I wish, however, to dwell briefly on a few aepects of the world scene

(Uer the past year that give cawre for a revlval of hop and trust.

Last autumn’s sutmnit  meeting between the leaders of the two super-Pavers  was

the atarting point for a new seriee of ccntacte  between those t3fo countries.

Dialogue has been re-establiehed  md proposals and cormter-proposals  have been put

forward) and on the beeis  of the content and scale of those initiatives we believe

we can discern a genuine determinatis~n to engage resolutely in a seriouvl

negotiating process tiich cou1.d lend, given the necessary political will, to

substantial arm8  re&ction or disarmament agteelabnts.

Although no specific results have baen achieved, the contacts have not been

broken off. The Geneva negotiations mntinue tirelessly; meekinge amg experts

continue; .md, eotting  aside tiertain nutual accusations regarding fam, both sides

I continue to I @affirm their readiness to read-, .,greementfd given a similar readiness

on the other side.
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In that context of the relations between the two great Powers, and East-West

relations in qeneral, the encouraging results of the Stockholm Conference a month

ago should be seen in the liqht,  of the positive atmosphere that has characterized

the relations between the two blcce for over a year now.

There ie thus good reason for the common asaeomnent  of tt.e final. document

adopted by the participants in the Stockholm Conference aa historic. For our part

ue hope it will have beneficial effect6  both on relations between the two mtl itary

pacts involved and on international relations in general.

Laat weekend’s aunxnit  meeting between the Soviet  and United Staten leaders

monopolized  world attention and qave rise to great hopee. Important proposals were

put forward and common ground appears 1 bu emerging, particularly concerning

medium-range miseilea  deployed in Europe arld Asia. Although, unfortunately, nn

agreement was ueached, the summit clearly showed that, with a minimum of trust and

the political will to neqotiate and achieve resulta, even the thorniest problems

can be reBolved  to the eatisfaction  of al.1 parties. Did not the problem of the

deployment of medium-renqe  mieeilea in Europe lese than three years ago trigqer the

moat uerfoue crfeie  in Eaet-West relatione oince the Cuhan mieaile  crisis?

The most serious concern ha, been expreesed for many fears now. The Heads of

State of six countriee  from different region8 of the world frequently appealed to

the United States and ! oviet leader8  to spare no effort to relieve the world of the

nuclear threat and to conclude agreement8 to that effect. core recently, the Headn

Of State Ot Government of non-aligned countries, meeting in Harare last September,

addreencd letters to each of the two Heads of State asking them to aqree on ways

and means to beqin a qenuine  nuclear disarmament procees to eliminatinq  the danqer

hanyinq over mankind.
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we are deeply convinced, however, that the United Nations must play a central

ro1.e In the aueation  of dinarmament. The Organization’a  universality  arxl undoubted

influence yrediepos;t  it inevitably to play a major role, particularly in the

prc.sent situation of dialogue between the Powers that shoulder a larqe part of the

responsibility with regard to the arms race.

Hence, it is a prerogative, indeed a duty, of our Organization  to take the

opportunity provided by the possibility of a forthcoming sunmit, and by area11 of

aqreement that are obviously within our grasp, to make a sol.emn and urgent appeal,

in its turn and while the Aasembly ie in session, to the two disLinguished leadera

to ensure that their next meeting is crowned by substantive aqr:aments  covering all

the areas where agreements are possible.

The Tunisian delegation therefore hopes that the General Assembly will &he

this opportunitv and join its voice and influence to thoae of the dietinguished

p.~rsonalitif?H and all the non-aligned countries that have been constantly appealing

to the two major nuclear Powera  to be reasonable and meet the expectatione  of the

whole of the international community.

This endeavour deserves all our attention. It COUP have positive

repercussions, particularly if, as we moat sincerely hope, it is given the broadest

possible  support.

The CHAIRMAN: I wish to inform the Committee that the namee  of the-

fol.lowinq  delegations are on the list of speakers for the meeting this afternoon:

nenmark, Mongolia, Bhutan and Burkina Faso.

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.- - -


