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

AGENDA ITEMS 48-69 (continued)
GENERAL DERATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT LTEMS

Mr_ CASTRIOIV LI AZAMBUJA (Brazil) ¢+ 1 should like first of all, sir, to

join my colleague8 in congratulating you on your election to the chairmanship of
this Committee. I am sure we shall benetit from your able and skiltul yuldance in
diecharglng the difficult taek entrusted to us.

We are meeting in hopeful circumatances, | need not List ln detail the
achievements and promises in reapect of diearmament that have been made over the
last few monthe. Suffice it to aay that there is now momentum where betore therw
was inertial optimism where there was skepticismj constructive action and language
where before rhetoric and confrontation set the tone. We have reason to ve
encouraged both on the regional and on the global scale.

We shall be speaking under tne appropriate item of our ayenda on tne
declaration of the South Atlantic as a zone of peace and co-operation, as well as
on other matter8 that directly or Indirectly affect disarmament neyotiations and
the political climate in which they are conducted.

We join all those who have exprussed satisfaction at the news of tne agreement
in principle reached by the United states of America and the Soviet Union on the
elimination of intermediate- and shorter-ranyge misslles. We have reason to believu
that the agreement between those two Powars will extend to other significant areas
of diearmament. We are cuntident thdt this process, of leyitimate concern to the
international community, will not entail the geographical proliferation of nuclear

weapons; that i S, that the elimination of certain types ob nuclear wuapuns
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from epesific geographical settings will not be foilowed by an increase of nuclear

weapons in other land or sea areas of the globe. We are also confident that those
bilateral efforts will be linked to, and take fully into ascount, the ongoing
efforts in the multilateral forums.

We are happy with the results of the Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development held recently. It was an enaouraging expression of a
general desire to find balance and consensus. We could describe it as a meeting

that refleoted a growing maturity in the United Nations.
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I aannot fail to mention two other reoent Jdevelopments in our field that,
although very different in nature, represent signs of a new era. | am referring to
the entry into force of the Treaty of Rarotonga and the recent visit paid by a
group of international observers = in whioch I took part - to the chemical military
faoilities in Bhikhany in the Soviet Union. Both events nourish our hope of a
sounder political environment and a safer world.

We are less happy with the pace and direction of our negotiations in the
Conf erenoe on Dimarmament. | shall address myself to its work in this statement,
It is obvious that we have failed so far in our eesential task: in the course of
the |ast decade we have not produced any visible international agreements to
reverse the arms race and reduce the risk of armed conflicts.

| do not wish to deragate from the extremely valuable and important work that
the Confersnce on Disarmament has done over the past few years. Brazil has been an
active agent in this process and we fully intend to continue to act forcefully in
the only multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament questions.

Nuclear armaments are in the forefront of the concerns of the international
community . It is therefore only natural that most of the items on the agenda of
the Conference on Disarmament deal with this question and its multiple aspects.
Despite years of continuing efforts by the overwhelming majority of nations, it
seems that we are doomed to see progress in this area only by virtue of bilateral
talks betwern the two supar-Powers -~ ae if the question of putting an end to
nuclear weapons affeated only a handful of countries. We regret therefore that
onae again this year the Conference on Disarmament could not work meaningfully on
the subject, owing again to the absence of an ad hoc committee entrusted with a

clear mandate.
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A closely related matter, namely the oonalusion of a nvclear-weapon test ban,
in our view, remains an important Qraotioal step towardo halting and reversing the
arms race. Efforts were made during this year t» work out a mandate that would
enable the Conferenoe on Disarmament to establish the overdue ad hoc committee to
examine the question. It is our considered opinicn - One which arises from the
Overall mandate of the Conferenoe on Disarmament, and the letter and the spirit of
the Final Dooument of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
diearmament - that the Ad Hoe Committee should be mandated to negotiate fully a
nuclear-weapon test-ban treaty. In this case, too, we have heard that the twe
super~Powers are ooneidering negotiatiny new thresholds and iimits to those tests.
Once more the importance of this question clearly traneaunds the exclusive
interests of the United States and the 8oviet Urion,

The militarisation of outer space has, unfortunately, been a clearly
discernible trend from the beginning of the space eraj this trend has evolved in
the past few years to sombre prospeots of using outer spac® as a new arena for
armed confrontation, This unhappy movement, so far unaheoked, has not yet been
adequately dealt with by the Conferenae on Diearmament. First, that was due to the
absence of a specific organ to work on the problemy now that we have the Ad Hoe
Committee it still lacks a precise mandate. We all know that cater space is being
utilized for purposes other than peaceful co~operation among States, linked to the
logic of the confrontation between the super-Powers. The legitimate interests of
all mankind in keeping outer space as ites Qrovinoe cannot be subdued by perceptions
of a strategic order nourished by and fuelling the East-west competition.

Finally, 1 should like to join my voice te those of otner speakers who have
highlighted the current progress of the Conference on Disarmament in the field of

chemical weapons. The Ad Hoc Committee = with an adequate mandate - is at a
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orucial poiut in its work ou a draft convention. That legal instrument, when
oonoluded, will ban those weapons and provide for the destruction cf existing
argenals.

Doubtless, that will constitute a major aahievement £or the Confecenoe on
Disarwement and mean a real and concrete disarmament measure. Brazil has been
participating and will continue to participate actively in the negotiating process
with a olear sense of responsibility and flexibility. We have consistently
maintained in this context that a chemioal-weapon-elimination convention should in
no way be used as a hindranee to the development of a sound and peaceful ohemioal
industry in any Btate. In the same vein, we have also maintained that provisions
of the text should be applicable to every country, without oreating discriminatory
régimes unfortunately present in other arsas of our endeavours.

We believe that the First Committee aould and should streamline ite procedures
and do more work in less time. Several worth-while ideas and proposals te this
effect have been presented to us. we gartiaularly value that contained in
document A/C.1/39/9, proposed by the Chairman of the First Committee in 1984,

We are called upon to hold the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to diearmament in 1988. Let us act here, in the Preparatory Committee and
in the Conference on Diearmament at Geneva in such a manner that this great
opportunity for oonfidenae building and constcuctive action is not thrown away. It
may be a long time before aonditione an favourable a8 we have now arw cffered again.

Mr. AZIKIWE (Nigeria) ¢ © shaze the warm sentiments expressed by earlier
speakers on your well-deserved election, 8ir, as Chairman of the First Committee at
the forty-second session of the United Mations Gewieral Assembly. | pledge to you
the full support and co-operation cf the Nigerian delegation.

| also take this opportunity to congratulate the other officers of the

Committee.
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Our debate at this session is taking place during a most opportune period for
posltive aation in the field of disarmament. With a significantly improved
international climate for disarmament efforts, the international community is
witnessing an unprecedented and unique period of great momentum and a special gense
of urgency in the efforts of the two super-Fowers to reach oonorete disarmament
measures i= their bilateral talks on nualear and space weapons.

The recent disclosure that the two super-Powers have agreed in principle on
the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and the prospect
that the actual agreement aould be signed this year is a most weloome development -
and should be commended by all peace-loving nations. This development brings the
entire world to the threshold of a new era = an era of fulfilment in the field of
disarmament, an era in which disarmament will cease "> be perceived as Utopian but
as one in which every human being and every nation have the right to live anu
develop their social and economic potential.

Nigeria has always held the view that for a breakthrough to be possible in the
field of disarmament the super-Powers, whioh hold the key in the process, would
have to make a radical change in their attitudes to each other's intentions and
their perceptions of them, The enhanced degree of mutual hostility and suspicion
whioh traditionally characterizes their relations has suocceeded only in impeding
negotiations and preventing agreement. That is the reason why the Nigerian
delegation welcomes the growing spirit of understanding and mutual respect that now
seeks to prevail between the two super-Powers. We also weloome the positive
outcome no far of their bilateral efforts in the intermediate nuclear forces (INF)

negotiationa.
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It i8 our hope that when the agreement is eventually signed and enters into
force it will have a multiplier effect, providing a launohiny-pad for effeotive
negotiations and the euaaeeeful conclusion of agreements in other disarmament areas
now peing considered at both the bilateral and multilateral levels. It is our hope
that this development will indeed serve as the harbinger of concrete agreement6 in
the future. For that purpose, the Nigerian delegation would like to see this

Committee give Tfurther impetus to the ongoing bilateral and stagnating multilateral

negotiations during this session,
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Mu~h as progress in the bilateral negotiations between the super-Powers on
issues of nuclear disarmament is commendable, the same cannot be said about the
state of affairs in the multilateral forum, especially on the priority question of
nuclear disarmament and nunlear-related issues. For instance, the report of the
Geneva-based Conference on Diearmament would readily reveal that its reaord on the
firaet three iesues of nuclear disarmament on its agenda, which are accorded the
highest priority, has been anything but satisfactory.

During the last session of the General assembly, my delegation was greatly
encouraged by the friendly atmosphere whioh prevailed, reaulting in positive
changes in the voting pattern of several delegations on the priority issues of
nuclear disarmament. My delegation was optimistic that a convergence of views
would be reflected on the floor of the Cunference on Disarmament. As it turned

out, this was not the case. The Conference ras unable to set up an ad_hoc

committee on any of the first three priority items on its agenda on nuclear
disarmament owing to the attitude of some nuclear-weapon States, which preferrod
that negotiation8 on issues of nuclear disarmament be confined exclusively to a
bilateral framework.

The Nigerian delegation has always held the view that bilateral negotiatione
on nuclear disarmament are helpful. At the same time we believe that however
useful and necessary bilateral efforts might be, they are by no means a substitute
for multilater negotiatione. These efforts must mutually facilitate and
complement each other in order to be purposeful and affective. They ehould not
hinder, preclude or compete with each other. To create obstacle8 that doliborately
hinder multilateral negotiations is to deny, even to bilateral negotiations, any
universal input in the seekina of eolutione to issues of global concern. such
input should provide a baee for ensuring the universality of disarmament agreements

and thus help to create confidence for adherence.
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My delegation hopes that, with the apectaaular advanae being made in the
bilateral negotiations, tt will now be poasible to allow tne Conference on
Disarnament to perform its role as envieaged in the Final Uooument of the first
special sesslon of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,

For the past 42 years international public opinion, as represented by the
United Nations General Aeeembly, has been calling for an end to the arms race,

especially nuclear disarmament. Successive numerous resolutions of the General

Assembly att.st to this.

A comprehensive nuclear-teet ban is the first and most urgent step towards a
cessation Of tho nuclear-arms race. The impart such a ban would have on nuclear
disarmament is clearly underlined in paragraph 51 of the Final Document of tne
first special session of the General Assumbly devoted to disarmament. Moreover, a
nuclear-test ban woul® s0 create a favourable political atmoeyhere conducive to
negotiations on other measures of nuclear disarmament. The argument that testing
is required to maintain the reliability of existing nuclear stockpiles is used to
justify the continued arms race in its qualitative sense. In view of the fact that
considerable advances have been made in detection Capabilities, all technical or
scier . {fic obstacleg to a verifiable ban would seem euperfluoue and would render
indefensible all arguments that put the blame for lack of progress on inadequate
means of verification. A step-by-step approach to the question of a nuclear-test
ban, such as that which is being contemplated oy the euyer-Powers in their
bilateral talks and which is aimed at allowing testing at agreed and defined
interval6 of time and within agreed yields, falls short of the objectives of a test
ban and could in fact be counter-productive. such an approach would amount to
licensing ruclear testiny within the permitted yield range and at permitted

intervala. It would therefore not prevent qualitative improvement of nuclear
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weapons. Moreover, it would defer indefinitely the yoal of a aompreheneive
nuclear-teat ban.

My delegation would like to call for a greater eenee of urgency in dealing
with the question of a nuclear-teat ban. We ehould not tolerate a situation that
calls for a sense of urgency only when some non-nuclear-weapon 8States decide tn
commence teating.

Currently there are etrong indications that many threshold countries are
deeply engaged in nuclear-weapon programmes. In fact it has been epeculated that
quite a number of them have actually commenced stockpiling nuclear weapons. Cominy
from Africa, where the efforts of the Heads of State and Government of the
Organization of African Unity (OAU) to retain tne continent as a denuclearizea zone
are being sexiously Eruetreted by the nuclear-weapons programme of the racis%
apartheid régime of South Africa, my delegation cannot but view with the utmost
concern the lack of urgency with which the question of a nuclear-teet ban ha8
continued to be handled. It is common knowledge that the_apartheid régime in South
Africa hae not only acquired nuclear capability, but hae actually embarked upon the
development of nuclear weapons with the intenti« n Of terrorizing and destabiliziny
African s:ates. No African would consider himself safe if nuclear weapons attain a
dominant role in South Afrira‘s aggressive strategy. It woula be morally wrong for
apartheid 8~1th Africa to be permitted to pursue its ominous desire. Unless
effective international action is taken to prevent Scutn Africa from acquirainyg
naclear weapons, other countries might be forced to take protective measures, which
could be disastrous to the non-proliferation Treaty.

In addition to nuclear weapons, chemical weapons constitute the most dangerous
weapon of mass destruction. A convention on the complete and effective prohibition

of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons should be



Jv/4 A/C. 1/42/pV. 11
14-15

(Mr. Azikiwe, Nigeriu)
brought into ef fect. This would not only outlaw the acquisition of an entire
category of weapcne of mass destruction, but would also further advance the
contribution thst the Geneva Protocol of 1925 made toward8 efforts to control
weapons of war.

It is within this oontext that my delegation hae taken due note of the
considerable progress made so far on this issue by the Conference on Disarmament.
We would therefore like to appeal to all members of the Conference to intensify
their efforts to ensure the oonclueion of a conventian prohibiting ohemioal
weapons. To achieve & breakthrough in onyoiny negotiations, the draft convencior

muet recognize the sovereign equality of all States.
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Muoh ground hae already been covered in this area, and a convention on
chemical weapong ia now in the home stretch. It is the hope of my delegation that
the few outstauding issues, espescially the complicated question of on-cite
inspection by challenge, will soon be resolved.

Although the Nigerian delegation te the reoently aonoluded Interuational
Conference on the Relationship between Diearmament and Development expraeeed its
dieappointment at the Conference's inability to achieve its ultimate objective, we
welcome the adoption of a framework for future deliberation of the basic issues.
For many years the entire world has channelled & disproportionate amount of
valuable human and material resources into the non-productive military sector. The
Conference would have achieved a major degree of suacess if it had put in place an
organizational or institutional framework to rechannel military expenditure back to
the produotive sector of global economic recovery. Instead, new and tangential
concepts were introduced to justity the arms race. Under the pretext of eneurrng
Jecurity, it was argued that increased military expenditure could be tolerated. We
cannot agree with this logic.

Security cannot be achieved through stockpiling arms. Indeed, the increased
use of arms further endungers the security it was meant to guarantee.

Consequentlv, security cannot be given an over-riding priority over disarmament and
development; rather, they ehould be complementary. Besides, there are several
non-military threats to eecurity, such as the imbalance in global economic
relations and outside interference in the internal affairs of other 8tates.

Indeed, the queet for eecurity through armament.8 has resulted in the distraction of
attention from vital priorities for the improvement of human well-being through
development. It is for thie reason that my deleyation is opposed to any concept
that tends to elevate armed security over other zonsiderations, such ae diearmament

and development.
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The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to diearmament will
provide another opportunity to address these issues. My delegation appeale for a
more realistic approach to the subject. It is8 to be hoped thet at that session the
General Assembly will consider in more detail the concept of a mechamiem to release
additional resourcee through diearmament measures for the putpoee of socio~economic
development, There should be no doubt that less armament would mean additional
resources for the world comnunity.

A eignificant outcome of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament was the eetabliehment of the programme of fellowshipa on
diearmament. 1t is gratifying to note thac the programme hae continued to achieve
the desired objectives, in creating a cadre of publiec officials with in-depth
knowledge on disarmament igsues from Member 8tates, particularly the developing
countries. The increasing interest shown further attests to the programme's
success.

It will be recalled that at the fortieth session of the General Assembly the
Organization, by resolution 40/151 H, expanded the programme to include advisory
sorvices and training programmes in the field of disarmament.

Although the Assembly has already authoriaed limited funds for the new
programmes, the Secretary-General was unable to start them because of the
Organization’s financial position. It ie our hope that, beoauee of the immense
benefits to Member States, the Secretary-General will be in a position to commence
the programmes next year.

I wish to place on record our deep appreciation of the kind gestures of the
Governments of the Union of Soviet Sociallet Republics, the United States of
America, Japan, the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic and

Sweden in inviting the 1987 Fellows to study selected activities in the field of
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arms limitecion and disarmament. The Fellows found the vieits very inetruotive,
and their experience during the tours have further widened their knowled¢ in the
sphere of disarmament.

Extending the arms race to outer space is, in my delegation’s view, too
dangerous to condone. Nigeria has coneietently held the view that outer space
ehould remain the heritage of all mankind, and ehould be utiligzed purely for
peaceful purposes and for the benefit of mankind. My delegation urges the
super-Powers to pursue intensively their bilateral negotiation6 iu a constructive
spirit, to reach early agreement on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Prevention now is better than seeking later the elimination of an arms race in
outer space. Indeed, extonding the arms race into outer space would certainly have
an adveree effect on current agreements in other fields.

The peaceful and equitable use of outer spaoe calls for co-operation and not
confrontation, dovelogment rather than destruction. While the Nigerian delegation
deplores any attempt to use outer epaoe for military purposes, we applaud all
States which have advanced the frontiers of human knowledge by peaceful uses of
outer apace.

Permit me now to turn to the queeticn of effective international arrangements
to assure nNon-nuolear-weapon 8tates against the use, or threat of the use, of
nuclear weapons. This is an issue to which Nigeria attaches priority importancs,

and on which 1 believe an early conclusion is possible, if there is determination

to treat it with the objectivity and seriousness it deserves.

Pending the attainment of total verifiable and permanent nuclear disarmament
and effective guarantees against the use, ot threat of the use, of nuclear weapons,
the means of safeguarding the security of non-nuclear States must remain an
overriding concern of the international community. "his is particularly so since

most non-nuclear-weapcn Statee have, in a legally binding international instrument,
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relinquished the nualeer option, without a complementary commitment by the
nuclear-weapon States to ensure that the non-nuolear-weapon States are not placed
at a permanent military disadvantage.

I mentioned earlier that the General Assembly would next year hold its third
apecial eeeeion devoted to disarmament, During that session the progress made in
the past nine years in tune field of disarmament will be reviewed. It is hoped that
the eeeeion will provide a forum for breaking new ground that could also serve as
input to the bilateral arms negotiations between the super-Powers., The opportunity
further to solidify the achievements of the first two special sessions should not
be allowed to slip away.

It will be recalled that at the first special session the international
community raselved to pursue the attainment of general and complete disarmament
under effective international control. At that eeeeion the Conference on
Diearmament was recognized as the single multilateral diearmament negotiating
forum. The important role that bilateral and regional negoétiations could play to
facllitate the negotiation of multilateral agreements in the field of diearmament
was also recognized in paragraph 121 of the Final Document.

In coneluding, | pledge that the Nigerian delegation will co-operate

positively towarde the success of the third special session.
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my pleasure at the outset to extend to you, on behalf of my delegation,
oongratulations on your election to head this important Committee ot the General
Aeeemhly, which is attributable to your Qrudenoe, experience and expertise in the
international and diplomatic sphere.

| also congratulate the other officeis of the Committee and wieh them success
in their work.

I must also take this occasion to oongretulate my friend Mr. Yasushi Akaeui,
Under-Secretary-General, on his assumption of his important poet. | know of his
competence and exper ience, and am confident he will tulfil hie task successfully.

The forty-second session has been convened at a time of concrete and promising
progress in the Qoeitione of the two super~Powers on substantive questions and
aspects of the disarmament situation.

The fact that a number of constructive initiatives by the leaders of the two
major Powers have emerged is in itself considerable ground for optimism and for
faith in the possibility of reaching an agreement that would eliminate the
horrifying spectre of human annihilation. S8ince this vital i.sue falls within the
purview of this Committee, members are following these development8 with great
interest.

The fact is that concern is not limited to bodies of international &ction end
international negotiating mechanisms. Concern is felt more widely than that, by
popular organizations and individuals throughout the world, for in nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States alike, people realize that the nuclear threat has become
a sword of Damoclee hanging over humanity, General Assembly resolution 41/6l of
last year on the inclusion of the item entitled “World Diearmament Conference* on

the agenda of the current session represents yet anotner demonstration of that
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conocern and is further evidence of the resolve of the international majority to
achieve progress on this issue before oatastrophe strikes.

The 8tate of Kuwait’s firm and keen desire to contribute to the invigoration
Of international effort8 in the disarmament field basically derives £rom Our belief
that the world’s security and peace are at present held hostage to agreement
between the two nuolear bloos and that there will be no stability for mankind
unless the auger-Powere undertake seriously and effeotivaly to eliminate all the
weapons that threaten us with total annihilation. we are iherefore anxious and
hopeful that further oonstruotive steps will be taken, including a Soviet-United
States summit meeting that takes advantage of the current atmosphere and reaponds
to the internationai will and serves human survival.

In this connection we must also refer to the other side of the disarmament
question, wrich has recently been accorded international attention with the
convening of the important International Conferenue on the Relationship Ystween
Disarmament and Development. The world community's insistence that that conference
be held despite the withdrawal of the most influential party was a clear message
about a bitter contemporary anomaly: the contrast betwsen the generous sums spent
on weapons of destruction and the developing world’s lagk ot basic needs suoh as
food and shelter and resources for development.

By holding that Conference, the incernational majority wished to argue its
case on this issue, usirg evidence, figures and proof, and to rebut the
justifications Qut forward for the nuclear race that contend thrt weanons are a
security imperative! for as the resule of that contention, our world is today
engaged in a dangerous, spiralling arms race of increasing intensity, against which
attempts at containment have proved futile. The position of the State of Kuwait in
the Conference was clear, consistent wlth its philosophy and policies, and

supportive of the purposes and motives of the Conference.
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Since my oountry, Kuwait, is at Qresent Chairman of the Organisation of ths
Islamic Conference, we are honoured to recall what the Chairman of the Cou.erenve,
His Highness the Bmir of the state of Kuwait, S8haikh Jaber Al-Ahmed Al-8Sabah,
called for at the summit meeting last January, when he demanded seourity for all
countries, big and small, the reduction of armaments budgets and the release of a
portion of those budgets for develcpment purposes.

Guided by the call of the Chairman of the Islamic Conference, and taking
advantage of our presenoe here, on behalf of the Iaslamie world, I would urge the
super-Powers to halt all nuclear tests, to conclude a treaty on the comprehensive
prohibition of nuolear tests, to prevent an arms race in outer space and to break
the barriers that obstruot agreement on a verification system to oversee the
parties' observation of wauclear disarmament agreements. We also urge all countries
to prohibit chemical and biological weapons and immediately t© halt their use.
development or storage.

If Kuwait consistently encourages nuolear non-proliferation and the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, its main motive 1& it8 intense
awareness of the threatening nuclear shadow oast over our region by the sionist
entity, which in the early years £ its occupation of Palestine embarked on a
Course of mobilising the energy and resources it seigzed and plundered from the
usurped land and dislocated nation in order to develop a nuolear military
capability, thus intensifying the terrorism and regional intimidation that Israel
had imposed. 8uffice it to mention the official reports from both East and West
and the affair of Vanunu, the Israeli technician who is still on trial for exposing
details of Israel's nuclear arsenal. And six years ago the world was profoundly
shocked whon Israel bombed the Iragi peaceful nuclear reactor, ana was uismayed by
that act’s implications for international efforts with regard to the peaceful uses

of nuclear energy.
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That is not the only bitter reality underlying the many international
resolutions on this question, for lerael's nuclear threat and its flagrant defiance
of relevant international laws have had eerious implications that have apread to
its peer in vice and usurpation, South Africa, whose nuolear oo-operation, in the
light of now-established fact, constitutes a major aspect Of that disgraceful
relationship, every element of which has been gondemned and rejected by the
international ocommunity.

Our strong calls for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones have not
been limited to the Middle East and Africa. They have included Asia, and we still
unwaveringly support the implementation of the 1971 Declaration of the Indian Ocean
as a 4one of Peace. We also support the holding of a aonferenae on that question.

I wish to express Kuwait’'s support for the formulation of effective
incernational arrangements to enhance the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of the use of nuolear weapons, arrangements we have
supported since our Organisation began deliberating them in 1974.

We also join the Committee in all its efforts to implement the Declaration on
the Strengthening of International S8ecurity and the resolution on strengthening of
security and oo-operation in the Mediterranean region and making it free of
military manoveuvres. My country’s delegation also supports the estaklighment of a
new comprehensive system of international peace and security, as Qrcpooed last year.

Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation
from Russian) 1 First, | shculd like to express to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the
other officers of the Committee, my congratulations on your election to the
responsible posts you hold and to wish you success in your work.

I should like also to express publicly what I have already communicated in a
private conversation and to congratulate Mr. Akashi on his new post and to wish him

success in his work.
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We are sure that the Committee's Rapporteur will be able to report that cur
deliberations on the questions before us on disarmament and international seourity
have been productive.

The past week of general debate on disarmament questions has allowed us to
identify at least two characteristica that have not always been present in Past
years and that were a part of virtually all the atatementa. Firat, there is
optimism, geirerated by the proapects of fruitful developments in the field cf
Soviet-United tates disarmament negotiations and, seocndly, there is the
oonstruotive and non-oonfrcntational atmosphere of cur discussions.

Those two factors ean substantively promote a third, namsly, the fostering of
multiiateral efforts in reapect of arms limitation and disarmament. Progreas in
this sphere is both possible and neceeoary for strengthening international seourity
and making it oompreheneive and irreversible. Thin is borne out by today’s
realities. Mutually complementary and mutually enriohing, all of these faotors oan
tojyether prepare the way for a reliable and non-violent peaoe without waxs cr
weapons.

Indosd, if we take the problem of preventing nuolear war, many of those
sitting in this Hall will reoall how hard it was a few years ago to gain acceptance
for the idea of oondemning nuolear war and for resolutions deolaring nuolear war
the gravest eorime against humanity, a crime contrary to human conscience and
reason, tho most monstrous crime against peoples, and an infringement of the
primary human right, the right to life. Today, those multilateral efforts are
bearing fruit. Today, the formula, *A nuclear war cannot, be won and must nwec be
fought,” has been signed by the loaders of the two biggest. nuclear Powers of the
world and enjoys, for all practical purposes, the boundsess support of the ontiro

world community.
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The importance of thias change, albeit 8o far only conceptual, should not be
belittled, Without it, there can be no practical. steps.

A year ago the Secretary-General of the United Nations proposed aetting up a
multilateral centre for Qreveniing nuclear war. A month ago a Soviet-United States
agreement was signed to establish sush oentrea on a bilateral basis. This, in
turn, will further improve chances for implementing the Becretary-General's
proposal, for which we reiterate our support.

Lat 2 take the problems of halting and curtailing the acme race. In the
relatively recent past, attempts were made to convince ua that that waa not a road
leading to security. In the *Study on deterrence” (A/ ./432) the advocates of one
of those views alleged that the arms race was merely = to use his words ~ "a
misleading metaphor”. Today, in the light of Heykjavlk and in the ligat of the
USSR-United States agreement in principle to eliminate two classes of their nuclear
missiles, that assertion is perceived as an amueing oddity.

The emerging Soviet-American agreement constitutea the £irsi Rtage Of a
powerful booster that can take us to the lofty yoal of the full elimination of
nuclear weapons. The next stage should encompass a 50 per cent reduction in
strategic offensive arms of the USSR and United states coupled with guarantees
againet the introduction of the arms race into outer space. The specific proposals
by the USSR in this connection made at the Geneva talks, of which the delegation of
the Soviet Union informed the First Committee on 12 October of this year, attest to
the seriousness of ite approach, which is designed to ensure rapid advancement
towards that goal and to take into account the security intereata of the partners
and universal security.

One ocuawlonally hears that the concept of complete elimination of nuclear
weapons is neither practicable nor feasible. Yet we have heard the very same

things said about other disarmament ideas that have today already begun to
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materialize. The Byuwlorussian SSR is firmly convinced that the coming years will
witness a practical triumph for thie concept as well. Mankind has no other way to
of securing true freedom of life in condi tione of peace and of delivering i tself
from the conatant fear of annihilation. The year 2000, projected in the integrated

stage-by-stage programme of eeourity through disarmament proposed by the USSR, is a

very realistic date.
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what is8 needed to achieve this goal are efforts by all the nuclear States and
the support of other countries. \We hope that the initial success in the nuclear
disarmament efforts of the USSR and the United States of Amerioa will ale0 prompt
the other nuclear-weapon States to opt for the path of nuolear disarmament, rather
than for prooeeding with programmes to ‘1d up stockpiles of nuolear death.

We are perturbed by some statements such as “We are 4 little nuolear Power"®,
“Let only the USSR and the US disarm”, "We have always been right”, or that the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development
has, allegedly, undermined the prestige of the Unitud Nations. In our view, a
am411 nuclear threet can result in a universal disaster juet es the initial stage
of pregnancy can result in a birth. Nuclear disarmament must be universal and
Complete, and conventional armaments should be at 4 balanced minimum level. To
strike a pose as the possessor of the “ultimate truth” means blocking the way to
dialogue, compromises and agreemehte. The Conference on the Relationship be ween
Disarmament and Development is8 a generally recognized United Na tions success which,
provided that coneensue agreements are complied with, makes it possible to move
further towards shaping a more secure world, resciving the problem of economic
development, and overcoming the backwardness of developing countries.

Two nuclear Powars - the USSR and China - have pledged not to be the f£irst to
use nuclear weapons. The contribution of those unilateral actions to cementing
international security can be significantly stronger if all other uwuclear States
heed the 0411 of the General Assembly and under take similar commitments which can
be embodied in 4 legally binding Qcument. A convention banning ¢he use of nuclear
weapons altogether oould become an important element.

A meaeure of great importance Prom the perspective of strengthening security

could also be a larger step - such as the renunciation by the nuclear States and
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their allies of the first use of nuclear and oonventional weapone and of the u8e Of
force in inter-State - inter-bloc = relations in any aonditiona and under any
oiroumetanoee. Thia is something being proposed by the Warsaw Treaty member States.

It 18 neoeseary to achieve fruitful completion of the eftorts undertaken over
many years to strengthen the security guarantees for non-nuclear uvountries which do
not have nualear weapons on their territory - guarantee8 that would rule out the
threat or use of such weaponn.

Multilateral efforts are a promisang and easential means of enauring nualear
disarmament. The stagnation which still peraiste in this direction, including et
the Conference on Disarmament, and the failure to initiate specific talks are
causing dissatisfaction and bewilderment, to eay the least. For, indeed, much is
being said here about the need for strict compliance with the obligations
undertaken and the importance of consenaua decisiona. Yet we have before us the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament which contains a conoensus-approved obligation of all United Nations
Members to eeek nuclear disarmament. How can this be achieved? It can be done by
appropriate negotiations. Hence the need to launch euoh negotiations =~ in addition
to bilateral talks = at the Conference on Disarmament. Let us finally begin to
reepond to our own appeals and fulfil the consensus obligations assumed previously.

At the same time, it is also possible to search for new forms of making
headway in the area of nuclear disarmament. A special meeting of the Security
Council on this matter could become such a forum.

The aforementioned applies equally to multilateral talks on the prohibition Of
nuclear testing. The chronic failure to begin negotiating in earnest at the
Conference on Disarmament on the substance of that problem casts a shadow on the

sincerity of the declared aspiration for nuclear disarmament. The only real
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obataole to banning nuolear tests i8 the desire to build up and improve nuclear
arms and to develop new types of weapons using nuclear-exploaion energy.

As is well known, the Soviet Unlon haa not only declared its desire to
negotiate a ocomplete snd general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, both
bilateral with the United 8tates and multilateral, but has also undertaken quite a
few major steps to create the beet possible conditions for that, The planned
initiation of full-gcale, stage-by-etage Soviet-United Statee talke on nualear
testing, which will be held in a single forum, is an important result of such steps.

The Byelorussian SSR is oonvinaed that the Conference on Diesrmament should
undertake parallel negotiations whiah would be aimed at a comprehensivee ban on
nuclear-weapon tests by all Statee. The socialist States participating in the work
Of the Conferenae submitted at its last session a dooument entitled "Basic
provisions of a testy on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests” and other proposals, ineluding that on strict, effeotive, matual and
reliable verification, whiah are called upon to ensure that the negotiations get
Off to a serious start from the very outset,

The international aommunity should not ignore a single aonatruotive way Of
achieving 4 gaeneral and complete ban on nuclear-weapon teats. In this aonnrction,
the Byeloruesian SSR holds a positive view of the proposal contained in deneral
Assembly resolution 41/46 B to oonvene a aonferenae with a view to expending the
socopa of the prohibittone provided €or in the 1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuclear-
weapon tests in three environments, to whieh it is a party. Inaiaentally, this
would be in line also with the obligations under that treaty. A more detailed
presentation of the position of the Byelorussian B8R on the yueetion Of nuclear
tests is eet out in doot aent A/C.1/42/2.

The Byelorussian 88r fully supports the proposals on establishing zones of

peace and co-operation in the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean, south-Paet Asia and
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the South Atlantic, denuolearioed sones and corridors, sones free of chemical
weapong, zones with lesser ooncentration of armed forces and armaments, and other
measure8 along these lines.

We applaud the entry into force of the Treaty on a nuclear-free zone in the
South Paeifie and oall upon the United States, Britain and Prance to follow the
example of the USSR and the People's Republic Of China and sign the Protoools to

that Treaty. Such a step would ooneolidate the régime of the non-proliferation of

nuclear weapons and promote the process of nuclear disarmament.
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With reference to the goal of full elimination of nuolear weapons, the
qQuestion ls occasionally asked how it is possible to ensure that they will not
reappear in a nuolear-free world. Thia oan obviously be done if there 18 a ®incexe
deasire to achieve this goal. It oan be said even now that strengthening the régime
of non-proliferation of nuolear weapons, supplementing it with a £ull-scale ban on
the testing of those weapone, and introducing a strict system of appropriate
verification are precisely thoee measures which, given the elimination 9£ nuolear
arsenals, can, together with other ateps, ensure effective guarantees against their
reconstitution.

With reference to the problem of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, we
take note with great alarm of disquieting reports about their possible spread avd
We cannot fail to note that the assertions made over many yeare about the
"productiveness® and ®usefulness" of nuolear deterrence - assertions made with
misguided persistence worthy of better use = have played a considerable negative
role in this regard.

What i8 needed to ensure mankind’8 survival is the complete elimination not
only of nuolear but also of other types of weapons of mass destruction., This
applies, first and foremost, to chemical weapons. We have been closely £ollowing
the work of the Conference on Disarmament and we weicome the progress made over the
past few years in the negotiations on the convention on the prohibition ana
destruction of chemical weapons. Ultimate succese c¢alls for a serious
oonoentration of oonstruotive efforts to further the negotiations and for
deliberate restraint so as not to harm the negotiations through ill-considered
actions. This is how some participants in the negotiation8 are acting. In
particul ar, the declaration by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on

diecontinuing its production of chemical weapons, the f .ct that it hae eet about
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building a plant to destroy chemical munitions, the measures of strict and mutual
verification it has proposed, and finally the recent invitation to participants in
the Conference on Disarmament to visit the military facility in Shikhany all attest
to the sincerity of Soviet intentiona and the concord between its words and its
deeds and, in addition, facilitate progress at the negotiation8 themselves.

We are, however, getting the impression that as the paoe of drawing up the
convention quickens, some other participants in theee negotiation8 are showing a
desire to etep on the brakes. That impression ie based primarily on the intention
to resume production of chemical munitions and in a new, binary form at that.
Production of binary weapons would substantially complicate the work of the
Conference on Disarmament with regard to a ban on ohemioal weapone.

Prevention of the development of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
of new systems of euoh weapone is one of the major problem8 that muet be resolved
to ehape a safe world. The Byelorussian 88R will submit to the Assembly for its
consideration a draft resolution on that subject.

Much 1is being said these days about the importance of iassues pertaining to
conventional armaments. It is important, however, to move from words to practical
deeds. Guided by Precisely such a businedslike approach, the socialist countries
are supplementing the programme for the complete elimination of nuclear and other
weapons of mass destruction with a specific proyramme for strengthening security in
Europe through a mutual stage-by-stage and eubatantial reduction of armed forces
and conventional arme in combination with tactical nuclear systems. The time has
come to reach agreement on a mandate for the second stage of the Stockholm
Conference with a view to initiating talks on the reduction of armed forces and

armaments in Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals.,
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Given a sincere interest on the part of both sides, it might be possible
quickly to resolve the problem of *usymmetries® wherever they exist and to proceed
within an agreed time frame to redressing them, at a lower level of course. This
18 the goal of the eccialiet countries. In these conditions legitimate concetn ie
being expressed over the intention to make up for the Porthooming reductions in
medium- and shorter-range nuclear missiles on which there is agreement in principle
between the USSR and the united States of America by building up conventional arms
and in particular by re-equipping a considerable number of B-52 strategic bombers
with long-range cruise missiles tipped with powerful non-nuclear warheads. Let
alone the fact that this would complicate the issue of monitoring an agreement on
nuclear missiles, to "offset" one type of instrument of sure death by another is
incompatible with mankind's desire for peace and disarmament.

This year the Disarmament Commission hae begun to deal with the problem of
reductions in conventional arms. There has been an interesting and useful
discussion on a relevant draft dooument on this issue and we expect that it will be
continued successfully.

The Disarmament Commission haa also made an important beginning with regard to
verification in all ite aspects. The relevant work on the subject in the
Commission vividly proves that a constructive atmosphere, a spirit of co-operation,
and regard for realities can in fact ensure succetaful headway in such an
important, complex and delicate area as verification.

Progress in the field of disarmament is olosely linked to confidence
building. The attainment, and now the actual beginning, of the implementation of
the 1986 Stockholm agreement also atteet to the great opportunitiae opened wpP by
the sincere desire for co-operation. The tirst on-demand, on~site inspection under

the Stockholm agreement carried out by the United States in the territory of
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Byelorussia hae demonstrated the efficiency of that agreement and will contribute,
we hope, to further progress in buildiny and strengthening confidence. We are
satisfied with the positive statemento made by several delegations on thie issue.
The valuable experience gained at Stookholm should be utilized in other parts of
our planet as well. It stands to reason that it is impossible blindly to apply
detailed prescriptions to other regions. That is indisputable. Similarly, a
skilled physician will not use exactly the same methods in treating different
people. But as a general remedy for the ailment of enmity and suspicion, the
administering of which benefits 8tateas and improves the situation in the region and
ooneegubntly throughout the world, the experience accumulated in the process of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (C8CE) can be ueefully applied
beyond Europe as well.

The attitude of the Byeloruseian SSH to the upcoming third special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament hae been set out in document
A/AC.230/2/Add.6. We Dbelieve that relying on the experience acquired and the
reeulte achieved, the special session will have to outline a programme of action
clearly oriented towards practical disarmament measures, primarily in the field of
nuclear disarmament. Reel disarmament cannot be “shelved”. Putting it off till
tomorrow antails the risk of catastrophe today.

Disarmament is the eureet and most direct road to security = security for all

end consequently for each and every one.
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Mr. BAYART (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian) 1 Allow me first,
2ir, to congratulate you ONn your unanimous election to the high post of Chairman of
the Pirst Committee and to wish you every success. 1 also congratulate the
Vice-Chairmen and the Happorteur on their election. Finally, | congratulate the
Under-Secretary-General, Mr. akashi, and wish him success in his important new post.

I have just learned with great regret of the untimely death in London of
Mr. lan Cromartie, who until recently had for several years represented the United
Kingdom et the Conference on visarmament in Geneva. Ambassador Cromartie was an
outstanding representative of his country. As Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons, he made a great contribution to the negotiations on the banning
of chemical weapons. | ask the deleyation of the United Kingdom to accept our
sincere condolences and to convey to Mr. Cromartie's wife and family our most
sincere feelings of sympathy and friendship.

It is now a year since the Soviet-American summit meeting in Reykjavik. Today
we have an even better basis for asserting that Reykjavik was a turning-point in
the preeent positive developments in world policy, whose harvest we are beginning
to reap. There is a real possibility of a radical shift from the dangerous arms
race to phased disarmament and the beginning of a movement towards a non-nuclear
world. For the first time in history an agreement in principle has been reached
between the Soviet Union and the United States on the elimination of two types of
nuclear weapons = medium-range missiles and tactical missiles - on a global scale.
Mongolia, like all other States tiirougnout the world, views the agreement with
great satisfaction and expresses the hope that its direct and most immediate
consequence will be the conclusion of an appropriate agreement as the practical

realization of new political thinking and action, the first real nuclear disarmament
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measure, It will undoubtedly give a powerful impetus to the implementation of
further, even more important meaaurea of nuclear diearmament and of the decision
made at Reykjavik regarding a 50 per cent reduction in the strategic offensive
weapons of the Soviet Union and the United States, while preserving and
strengthening the anti-ballistic missile Treaty.

We also welcome the agreement reached by the two Powers on the establishment
of centres to consider ways of decreasing the danger of nuclear war, which is alao
in keeping with the interest of strengthening world security. It should also be
emphasised that the Soviet Union and the United States have agreed to begin
full-scale, phased negotiations on a nuulear-weapon-test ban. All theae important
measures should be strengthened and consistently developed, as the realities of the
nuclear and space age demand.

At the forty-first session of the General Aseembly, the socialist aountrioa,
including Mongolia, put forward the idea of establishing a comprehensive system of
international security. That idea can be implemented primarily throuyh
diearmament, first and foremost nuclear disarmament. Given the existing lovel Of
arms, a global nuclear conflict would mean the annihilation of civilization and
perhaps of life itself on this earth. However, the mere recognition of this fact
is insufficient. What is required is well-conceived joint action by the
international community to preserve peace. In other words, the highest wisdom iu
today expressed above all by a refusal to use military force as an instrument of
foreign policy and by the adoption of practical disarmament measures leading to a
situation in which military guarantees of security, which dominate today, arc
replaced by non-military ones, and security itself is ensured not unilaterally and

at the expense of others but on a multilateral basis.



JP/ed A/C. 1/42/PV. 11
43

(Mr. Baysrt, Mongolia)

Of great significance in preventing not only nuclear but also conventional war
would be the renunciation by nuclear Qowere end 8States parties to
milita-v-political alliances of the first use of both nuclesr and conventiona?.
weapons and the use of force or the threat of i:s use in inter—state relations. In
this connection, pertioular attention should be paid to the fact chat the States
parties o the Warsaw Treaty have de.lured, in a document on the military doctrine
of those 8tates sdopted at their meeting at the end of May this year in Beriin,
that in no eircumstances will they ever begin military action againat any State or
alliance of States if they are not themnelvee the target of a military attack, and
that they will never be tne first to use nuclear weapone. Attention should also be
given to another provision of the document to the effect that the military policy
of the Warsaw Treaty and eaah of the parties to it is dedicated to the prevention
of war, whether nuclesr or conventional. In our view, those principled provisions
are extremoiy imoortant end make a constructive contribution to the cause ot
strengthening trust. In present conditions, giving the military doctrires and
measures of Ststee and military alliances a defensive character is a substant.ve
factor ia strengthening trust and ensuring general ser-tity.*

In his statements in the Committee during the past week, the Deputy Foreign
Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Petrovsky, has put forward a whole series of
realistic proposals and new ideas on ways to ensure international security,
etrengthen trust and carry out verification in the disarmament field. Those
proposals and ideas are distinguishea by their innovative quality enad their bold
formulation of the questions, and they reflect the spirit of new political thinking

and glaenost, or openness. We believe that they deserve serious consideration and

action by all States.

*Mr. Gutierrez (Costa Rica), Vice-Chairman, took the Choir.
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Mongolia believe6 that the faot t hat major progress har been made jn
Soviet~American negotiations is no reason for complaceancy or inuction. On the
contrary, it should serve as a pmerful stimulus to etepping up ef for te by the
international community in all. arose of the struggle to etrenghten international
security and diearmament. Every State, whatever i*s size and affiliation ®© One ©f
other military-political alliance, muast meke its wontribution to the achievement of
those ob jectives., Because of their bilateral nature, the Soviet-Ameriocan
negotiations oannot ensure the full and comprehensive ~esolution of Qrobleme of
nuclear disarmament and other pressing problems. There.ore, Wo believe it 18
necegsacy to engage in graotical dialogie and negotiations at all forums and to
make full use of their possibilities and potential.

It would be in no way oontradiotory to conduct bilateral and multilateral
negotiations in parullel. on the contrary, such negotiations would enrich each
other and lead to more rapid attainment of the ultimate cvjective. frherefore,
Mongolia considers the suggestion that a special meeting or special meetings of the
Security Council be convened to discuss ideas and objectives in the field of
nuclear diearmament to be extremely conetruative. Naturally, we are in favour of
raising multilateral negotiations within the context of the Conference on

Disarmament to a new level of effectiveneas and practical results.
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Mongolia fully shares the view that oonolueion of an agreement on
intermediate~range nuolear miseiles should not be followed by a build=up of weapons
in othrr areas. Quantitative reduotions in nuolear weapons ehould not be replaced
by e qualitative build=up or by the development of new types of weapons and weapon
systems.
Thus, in the light of the nuolear diearmament process that hao now begun, a

ban on nuclear-weapor tests is becoming more urgent. We believe that multilateral

negotiatione on this issue ohould supplement the bilateral Soviet-United States
negotiatione. In that way we would certainly reach the ultimate goal of a final,
world-wide halt to all nuclear-wsapon-test explosions. In our view, a possible
bavis for euch negotiatione is provided by the document entitled "Basic provisions
Of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests",

® ubmitted by the gocialist countries in June 1987 for consideration by the
Conference on Diearmament. The merit of the documen% is that it takes into account
the experience gained through many year8 of dascussion of the question and the
specific views and ideas of many other Statee, including the leaders of the States
of the New Delhi Six, and provides for a wide range of forms and methods of
verification,

Developments in the process of nuclear disarmament are inextricably linked
with the need to keep outer space peaceful and weapon-free. It is generally held
that strict and complete complianca with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty - a
document that can be the fundamental basis for agreements on eubetantive reduotione
in strategic offensive weapons - 18 of great importance in carrying ou. this teak.

We hope that concrete reeulte will come out of the discussion of these
questions at the forthcoming Moscow meeting between the Minister for Foreiga
Affairs of the USSR, Mr. Eduard Shevardnadae, and the Secretary of 8tate of the

United Statee. Mr. George Shultz.
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The provention of an arme rave L1 s outer space is a problem of world-wide
signlficance) it affeutu t.e gecurity and development interests of all 3tates.
Thereiore, Mongolia believes it nevessary to negotiate practical, cffective
measuies eliminating forever the threat of outer space being transformed into an
arena of military rivalry. One such measure could be a system of international
verification to prevent the doploymunt in outer space of weapons of any kind) this
could provide for international inspection machinery. The on-site monitoring of
the launching of objeots into apace is of yroat practical aignificance now, when no
weapone able to strike spucific targets have yet been deployod in 8pace.

In short, we must do everything in our power to prevent a future situation
where we are discussing disarmament in outer space.

Mongolia is a convinced proponent of a complete prohibitiorn of chemical
weapons and of t-heir destruction, and of the elimination of the industrial
facilities that manufacture them. In our view, negotiations at the Conference on
Disarmament On a convention on this subject could be successfully concluded in the
1 ear future if all states involved in the nuyotiations were to demonstrato the
political will needed to reach agreements, and if they were to be open and trustful
towards their partners. An example of such behaviour wau recently provided by the
Soviet Union at its military facility at shikhany, where it showed the parties to
the chemical weapons negotiations its existing chemical weapons and the technology
for their destruction.

Ad a country which does not possess chemical weapons and which does not intend
to produce them, Mongolia is working towards the speedy conclusion of an
international convention on the total pronibition and destruction of such weapons.
To that ond, it has put torward, at tho Geneva neyotiations, a proposal on a

procedure for tho destruction ot chomical-woapon stuckpiles.
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In my statement | huve touohed on only a few of what are in our view the most
important problems on tha First Committee's agenda. To be sure, we have commenta
to make on other issues as well, iasues on whoee resolution the future of the World
depends. | hope later to have the opportunity to speak of these in greater detail.

| wish to end with a quotation from General Senretary Gorbachev's article
"Reality and Safeguards for a Beoure world" which is, in the worde of my Foreign
Minister, an integrated programme of measures to eliminate the danger of war and
eetabliah a reliable system of international security through the collective
efforts Of all Btatee under United Nations auspices:

"People ocan talk a8 much as they like about the need for halting the arme
race, and eliminating militarism, and about co-operation, but nothing will

ohange unless we etart to act". (A/42/574, p. 11)

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) s I should like to convey to the Chairman my
aongratulatione on his unanimous edection to his high goat. It is fortunate that a
personage Of his calibre is presiding over our deliberutions on the problems of
disarmament.

The agreement in principle between the two super-Powers on the elimination of
all medium-range missiles is indeed a reason for optimism - and surely a reason for
hope, for it eignale a breakthrough on the fundamental issue of the nuclear ager
whether the euper-Powers can safeguard their security by themselves or whether they
must do 80 through co-operation. It also signals their political intentlon to
dampen their rivalry, and to collaborate. That in itself is a great step forward.

Another hopeful sign for peace is the fact that the Soviet leader,

Mr. Qorbaohev, aalled for a strengthening of the United Nations peace-keeping role
in the world and for invigorating the Security Council. That is a very significant

staep, for to build collective security our primary concern should be to restore to
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the United Natione its intended effectiveness as required by the Charter, through a

United Nations force. 1t is only when nations can aonduot their international
relation8 in an atmosphere of mutual trust and security that they will be able to

take steps toward8 actual diearmament and put an and to the arme race.

The preamble to the Charter declares the determination of the peoples of the
United Nations “to save succeeding generation8 from the scourye of war® and to that
end to unite their strength in aolleative motion for the maintenance Of
international peace and security.

Thie is a time of historie traneformrtiono, with all manner of poesibilities.
We must not 1st thoee possibilitiles remain unexplored. An open-minded pursuit of

agreementa, away from mutual fear and distrust, is neoeeeary now, Both

super-Powers have abundant grounds for confidence. A basic ohange of approach is

imperative.
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We should move away from the extreme antagonisme of the arme race that have
brought ue to the very brink of seif-destruction and towards c-operation for
colleztive security in the common interest For peace and survival.

The way to disarmament is not through mera negotiations on disarmament. ‘the
philoeophy and process of how to reach the objeotives of a non-nuclear world are to
be found in a system of international security in an improved world order.

Developing events in the international field have brought into sharp focus the
inability of the Security Council to give effect to its decisions owing to the lack
of a United Nations form. Why ehould we be left without a United Nations force?
I have never understood that, and 1 still do not. In recent years a series of
unanimously adopted Security Counail decisions have been ignored and bypaseed with
impunity by those concerned. The characteriotio importanae of Security Council
deoieione derives from the faat that it is the only organ of the United Nations - |
repeat, the only organ - whose decisions are enforceable and muet be inplemented.

The actual operation of the system of international security, however, has
been aborted from the very start of the United WNatione owing to the original
default of the Security Counail, and particularly of its permanent members, to
conclude the agreements for a United Nations force, as expressly required by
Article 43 of the Charter, which is fundamental. As a result, the whole structure
Of security through the United Nations has remained paralyeed and inoperative.

In the present oircumstances, in which the Security Council is left without
the means of enforcement action, there being no United Nations force, its
decisions, by remaining unimplemented, lose their validity and become a pretence.
It is a well-known adaye that law without the means of enforcement is no law.
Similarly, a Security Council without the means of enforcement is no Security

Council, but a pretence.
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The practice hitherto of prooeeding directly to disarmament negotiations
without any reference to concurrent measures for security through the United
Nations is a sterile exercise, as has been amply demonstrated by unproductive
negotiations on disarmament over decades. 8uch a practice, moreover, causes many
to have the misguided impression that international security is meant to be the
outcome of disarmament. That is not true at all. It is a notion that is contrary

not only to the Charter but also to all logie. It is putting the cart before the

horse and expecting it to move. The result is stagnation. In ordey to be
productive negotiations on disarmament must proceed with due regard for the
concomittant requirements of effective international security.

It hue to be fully recognized that a closely interdependent world of numerous
sovereign nations cannot function towards peace and survival without an effective
international organisation. We have one. We have the United Nations. But the
United Nationas has to become effective by being enabled to answer to its primary
purpose. The rirst step in that direction is foe the 8ecurity Council, and
Particularly its permanent members, to rectify their original error by proceeding
to implement the provisions of Article 43, in Chapter viI of the Charter. This has
not bean done, and it should be done as possible.

Article 26 of the Charter specifically provides that Security Council
shall = 1 repeat, “ehall” -~ deal with disarmament. It uses the word "shall.” When
tho Charter aspeaks about the General Asrembly dealing with disarmam:unt, it says
“may*, not “shall.” The Security Council, therefore, has a duty to proceed with
regard to disarmament. Whereas the General Assembly may or may not, it is
mandatory for the Security Council to do so. 1 raised this issue the year before
last in the hope that something would be done in this direction = that is, that the
Security Council would undertake to deal with disarmament, complying with the

provisions of the Charter, Article 26 of which uses the world “shall”. J
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undrratand that nothing baa been done in thia direction, and I want to bring this
to the Committee's attention, Nothing hae been done = unless 't is something that
has not come to my knowladga, That may be ao, of aourea. But if nothing has been
done, | ask that the situation ba remedied and that Artiala 26 be complied with.

It uses the word "shali®, and in therefore mandatory.

General Assembly raaolution 40/151 A, introduced by Cyprus in 1985, was
adopted overwhelmingly. It calls upon the 8ecurity Council to aonform with the
provisions of the Charter and deal with the question of disarmament, with whiah the
Security Council has navar dealt, although the Charter provides that it *"shall” do
so., |t ignores the Charter by not doing so, and it ignores also the resolut:lion
adopted at the suggestion of Cyprus, whiah oalla on it to deal with the question of
disarmament.

My delegation haa bean dedicated end aommittad to the quest for the beat waye
end means towards progr¢ 38 on dioarmamant and related international security,
partioularly towards overcoming the inertia in negotiating bodies and the resulting
abnormality of the situation.

We strongly believe that the only wav to halt the arms raaa ie = and | stress
this - through the collective security provided for in the Charter. The arms race,
which 18 a preparation for war, ie a negative agyroaah to the attainment of a
paaaaful world. It oannot be oountarad by another negative, euah as parity in
weapons or the doetrine of deterrence. Thoaa doctrines, in effect, engender anu
intensify the arms race.

Because of the wide extent of its radiowstive affacte, the nuclear weapon can
no longer hit pert of the globe without destroying or at least damaging other
parts. It is thus illusory to think that the target of any attack can be a

particular country or group of countries. The target is the Earth itself. Thus,
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the nuclear weapon serves to create awareness of the close link of interdependence
among all nations and peoples that transcends all their differences. Seen es the
potential noraliaer of man, the nuclear weapon has in a sense becomeacal’.for
Co-operation and peace. The inplications of non-co-operation have nade evident the
necessity of co-operation for peace and security.

True national interests are bestserved by serving the interest of tht world
community. Such concepts as "the brotherhoad of man," which a few years agjo were
consi dered remote and unattai nabl e i deals, have now become a practical reality and
a demandi ng necessity.

In our tine and in this age of the United Nations atrulyrealistic approach
to problems i s one gui ded by principles. As bagHammarskjold said, "In our present
day the United Nations sheds upon the world of practical policies the |ight of

moral principles witten in the Charter. It is in this light that mankind can find

its way to peace."

The neeting rose at 5 p.m




