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The meeting  was called to order  at 10.20 a.m.

STATEMENT BY THE CKAXRMAN

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French): Yesterday  afternoon I

intended  to speak at the end of onr meeting  to inform metiers of the sad news of

the death of Ms Brcellency  M. Ian Cromartie,  Ambassador  of the United Kingdom  of

Great Britain  and Northern  Ireland to the Conference  on Disarmament at Geneva.

Unfortunately  the consultations which I was then holding  prevented  me from so

doing. Therefore  I should like now, on behalf of the entire Committee  and on mY

own behalf,  to present  our most sincere condolences  to the family  of

Ambassador Cromartie as well  as to the delegation  of the Uni$ed  Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern  Ireland.

WiSS SOLESBY  (United  Kingdom  of Great Britain and Northern  Ireland): I

thank you, M r ,  Chairman,  for that kind expression  of condolences  and I take this

opportunity  to thank the many other representatives  who have expressed  to me their

sympathy  over the death of fan Cromar  tie.

he had worked, as members knew,  for many years  in the field of disarmament  in

both Geneva  and New York, and I have myself  learned  in the last few days how

popular he had been and how much  affection there has been  for him. He was deeply

committed  to the cause of disarmament, in particular  to the search for a chemical

weapons convention. It was a personal  commitment  as well  as an official, one. We

in the United  Kingdom delegation  of course  take the news particularly  to heart.

I shall certainly  pass on to Jenny Cromar  tie your  kind condolences,  Sir, and

those of all the other  representatives  who have expressed  them.  Thank you again,

Mr. Chairman, for your words.
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AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (con i. ad)- -

GENERAL  DIBATE  ON ALL DISAlWAMaT ITEMS

M r .  XODRIOO  ( S r i  Lanka)% Let  me at  the  outset  extend on behalf  of  the

Sri  Lanka delegaticn  our  sincrre condolences to the family of  the late

Ambassador Cromar t!. 3 of the United Kingdom. I  w o u l d  b e  g r a t e f u l  i f  t h e

representat ive of  the United Kinqdom would convey these sent iments  to  his  f&milY.

Let me ext.end  to you, Mr.  chairman,  and to  other  off icers  of  the Committoe  the

congratulat ions and good wishes of  Sri  Lanka on your elect ion. Your own porronal

skil ls ,  diplomatic  experience and your record here at  the United Nations are

excel lent  qual i f icat ions for  the work ahead in what  seems  to be a promising sOssiOIi.

what  appears  dilferent during this  session is  the calmer ahnosphore  in  which

we deal with our agonda and the sense of what the United States reprorentative

descr  ihed as “a t ime of  increased expect.ations*. I t .  i s  aclrdemic t o  deba t e  whethor

the present  internat ional  mood is  the cause or  the donseguence  of! a series of

favour able developnen ts. I t  is  imperat ive that  this  Committee benefi t  f rom this

mood.

The  agreement  in principle  between the United States  of  America and the Soviet

Union for  the el imination of  their  land-based intermediate-range nuclrsr  missi les

is to be welcomed,  not  merely because i t  removes an ent ire  class  of  nuclear  weapons

but  because it represents ,  even if  in a  small  way, a  realization o f  t h e  ettiCaCy o f

securi ty-bui ldinq by means of  divest ing rather  than accumulat ing armamenta.

Further , e f f o r t s  are t o  b e  i n t e n s i f i e d  b e t w e e n  t h e  t w o  Pcuers  t o  t a ck l e  p rob l ems

standing in the way of  a  SO per cent  reduct ion in  strat.egic offensive arms. The

Soviet  Union and the United States  have also agreed to commence,  ful l-scale,  though

s tep -by-s t ep ,  neyotiations o n  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g  i s s u e s .
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A aonvontion on chemical wesponr seems now only ii mrrtter of time. Importsnt

QOnOlUSiOnS  on the nexus between diasrm8ment  and development have  been reached

8ffirming  the real i ty  of  both the militcrry  and non-mili tary dimension to the

Security Of individual  States  88 well as  to  internat ional  peace and secur i ty .

An import8nt  region81 peace initi8tive, the South P8cific nuclear-free-zone,

hss found legal form in the Treaty of Rarotonga.

The Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and

Disacm8ment  in Europe has helped to dispel  clouds of  suspicion and mistrust  that

have been rsid to obstruct the way to di8armament  measures. Policiee of openness

h8ve helped to develop greater confidence among mutually exclusive military

8llirnce8.

In 8bOUt  48 hours the Foreign Minieters  of the Soviet Union and the United

States will be coming togethor  to prepare for a summit  meeting between their Heada

of State, which holds much promise.

Despite these favourable developments it is not yet time for joy to be

unconfined. TO rest complacent would be to hold back further develoPment  of the

trends that are being hailed with 80 much enthusiasm.

For 811 i ts  pioneering spir i t , the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement

represent8 only some 3 per cent of the nuclesr armoury. we c a n , of course, take

consolat ion in  the fact  that  we have only 97 per  cent  of  the way st i l l  before us.

furiously enough, 97 is aleo the number of brackets that Ambasrador Garcia Roblea

of Mexico has identified as cluttering the text submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee

to the Conference on Disarmament. The three steps forward which the

intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement represent should not be shadowed by

other  new deployments  in  the nuclear  armoury or  by qual i ta t ive developments  that

would negate  the undoubted achievement  in  the f ie ld  of  intermediate  nuclear  forces .
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The  nuc lea r  ove rk i l l  c apac i ty  s t i l l  l oom8  as  rw8cingly 88 bOfOK0 88 the

greatest  threat  to human eurvival .
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T h e  f e a r f u l  prorpeot  o f  beinq  s u b j e c t  t o  n u c l e a r  a t t a c k  o r  blrokmail  18 a

ma jar 8pprehension  Contr ibut ing to  the insecuri ty  of  non-nucle8r-weapon  St8tes.

Not “11.  nuolear-werpon  States h8vo been willing to yive effective 888ur8nCes

8g8inSt the threat  or  use of  nuclear  weapons against  non-nuclear-we8pon  States.

T h i s  h a s  8180  served to  weakon t h e  non-proliferation rdgime.

Derpi t.O 8 welcome but unrequited  mor8torium on nuclear testing by the Soviet

union ,  t h e r e  is now l i t t l e  rostr8int on t o o t i n g .  T h e  U n i t e d  States-Qoviet

8grOOIMnt  t o  n e g o t i a t e  i s  woloome, b u t  i t  i s  o n l y  8 stert,  w i t h  t h e  ultimrto go81

of  8 comple t e  ban  cm nuclear t e s t i ng  be ing  p ro j ec t ed  f a r  i n to  t he  f u t u r e .  A

defini te  deadline for  ending test ing by all  nuclear  Pwer  a would end speculat ion

and misgiving8 &hat. much-vaunted 8greementa  on nuclear di88rmament  8re being

negated by the  tes t ing of perhaps  deadlier  types of  nuclear  weapons. The

Conference on Disarmament, endowed with an appropriate mdndate,  could faCilit8te

prOgrasS to 8 Comprehen8ive  test  ban and supplement  the  effor t8  of  Uni ted St.atas

a n d  S w i e t  negotiator8.

There would indeed b-?  more than cause for  jubi lat ion should the

intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement be a prelude to significant reductiorls

i n  S t r a t e g i c  n u c l e a r  weapons,  t o  concrete  s t e p s  i r r e v o c a b l y  lcsding t o  8

comprehensive t e s t  ban in  which 011  nuclear  Peers join and to earnest  negot iat ions

snd 8greemOnte  to  prevent  an arms race in  outer  SpeCe.

‘Iloday o u t e r  s p a c e ,  d e s p i t e  i t s  r e m a i n i n g  my8trries,  i s  the prOVinCO  O f  a l l

m a n k i n d ,  and ,  g i v e n  t h e  e f f o r t s  o f  t h e  s c i e n t i s t s ,  open to  the promise of  pesceful

development  and co-operat ion in the interests of all humanity . I t s  “weapcnization”

could curdle  that  promise. Progress  in  the space ta lks  between the Uni ted States

and the Soviet  Union has been deecribed  as leas remarkable than progress in respect

o f  t h e  intermediate-range  n u c l e a r  f o r c e s  i s s u e s . Ou tar Up% must not be Converted
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i n t o  8n amphithe8tro  f o r  gresc-Pawer  gl8diatori8l oontest8.  A s  long 88 the two

grest rp8ce PWers perceive threat8 from each other ,  t h e r e  wil l  oontinue  to  be

confusion between whst 8re considered defensive and what 8re aonsidored  offen8ive

we8pon8,  w i t h  t h e  e n d  r e s u l t  b e i n g  incre88ed 8u8picion,  i n secu r i t y  8nd t ens ion

between  t h e  t w o  Parers  and  g r a v e  t h r e a t 8  t o  UR a l l .

@kiSting  ?.OgiSl  tXO8tiOS relating  t0 OUtOr  sp8Ce, d88pitO  their limit8tiOn8,

should be str ict ly honoured ,  with such l imitat ions being deal t  with by addit ional

8gr eemen ta. Teohnological  advance8 hwe renderod 8011#  8ro88 o f  s p a c e  l a w

obrole ta. The ~ti-b8lli8tiC-mi8SilO Trarty needs to be 6 trengthened to include a

ban on SIIti-88bBllita  waspone  in space.

In the Conference on Disarmament, complex is8uea relating to outer space have

been examined in some depth. I t  i s  neces8ary ncm t o  rncN,  f r o m  t h i s  snalytical a n d

explorstory phase to a direct  s tudy of me8sure8 and ini t iat ives that  have been

proposed, and to bestow on the Conference on Di88rm8mOnt  the neces88ry  mandate for

this purpose.

In this Committee, Egypt and Sri L8nk8, in oo-operat ion 1:1th the non-al igned

8nd other delegations, will seek, if possible by consensus, to ranch agreement on a

resolution for the prevention of an arms race in outer space and the promotion of

the peaceful  development  of  space for  the benefi t  of  al l .

Another initiative on which my delagat!on  has sought the co-operstion  of all

concerns  the  Dsclsraticn  of  the  Indian Ocean 88 8 Zone of  POW%. The 1971

Decl8ration  SeOkS,  i n t e r  alla, to  e l imina t e  f r o m  t h e  I n d i a n  O c e a n  a r e a  t h e  t e n s i o n s

generated by great-Power naval  and mil i tary confrontat ion,  which has had sn adverse

effect o n  t h e  s e c u r i t y  o f  I n d i a n  Ocean S t a t e s . I n  1 9 7 9  t h e  l i t t o r a l  a n d  h i n t e r l a n d

States of the Indian Ocean, meeting in New York ,  adop ted  a  s e t  o f  p r inc ip l e s  o f

agreement for the implementation of the Declaration. Those pr inciple8 included the
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non-use of fOrCan the peacOfU1 8ettlement  of disputes ,  non-int~erfarence  in  the

internal  affairs  of  States,  snd freedom of  peaceful  uavigation - principles,

rograttdbly, not 81~8yS  observed.

It 18 OUC l xpect8tion that, 8hould  the preparatory work for the Conference on

the Zndian Ocean to be held in Coloxbo  not  be completed in t ime to permit  i ts

Oonvebing in 1900, the Conference would be convened at an early date, not later

than 1990. During the pa8t yew, work has been intensified on issues of substance

rdating to  the  establishment  of  a  zone Of peace. The issues involved are complex

8nd  are  not  being underest imated. The Conference in Colonbo would be the most.

Of fective for urn for secur ing and promoting  the co-per ation of the permanent

menbus of the Security Council ,  the major  users  of  the  ocean and the regional

State8 t0 roalize the object ive8 of the peace zone and to establ ish condit ions of

peace mnd security in the 81: ea ,  eventual ly  through sppropriate arrangements  for  any

intOrn8tiOn8l  agreement th8t  may be reached. The @vernnmnt  of Sri Lanka  has

OffUed  to host one of the preparatory sessions of the Ad Hoc Committee next year

in Colanbo,  and a>nrultations  are proceeding.

The  cOn8iderstiOn  of  is8ue8 relat ing to the naval  8rms race bears 8 ClOSe

r e l a t i onsh ip  t o  t he  Ind i an  Ocean zone o f  peace , and Sri Lanka was one of the

8pOn8Or8  Of re8olution  4l.f59  K, on n8V8l armaments and diearmament. Around

25 per  cent  of  nuclear  weapons are  for  naval  deployment ,  in  i tself  a clear

indicat ion Of the importance of  the iSSUe ,  and  ample  j u s t i f i c a t i on  E o r  i t s  c lose r

scrut iny,  including measures of  naval  disarmament  and quest ions such as freetim  of

pucoful navigatfon, confl ict-prevention and confidence-building  at  sea,  exchange

of inform8tion  and so on.

The 8ttention paid to conventional weapons does not imply a diminution of the

priori ty accorded to nuclear  weapons. The acquis i t ion and product ion of
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conventional weaponry beyond the leqitimste defence and recurity  need8 of a State

c o u l d  o n l y  C e e t e r  s u s p i c i o n  a n d  m i s t r u s t  a n d  oonr t i t u t e  a  de s t ab i l i s i ng  Caotor  a t

the regional  and other  levels . All ied to this  is  the concern of  smal l  countr ies

such as  my own about internat ional  t ransfers  0C convent ional  weapon8 to  i r reqular

fo r ce s  and  s ece s s ion i s t  e l emen t s  t ha t  c an  t h r ea t en  t he  ve ry  t e r r i t o r i a l  i n t eg r i t y

of  States  and sap their  development  potent ia l  by forcing a diverrion of rerouroor

f o r  deeonce. Some such transfers are commercially motivated, but the threat

remains  the  same,  whatever  the  source of the i l legal  supplier . It would be

worthwhile  to  consider  a l l  aspects  of  this  complex quest ion in  some depth at  the

Conference  on Disarmsment  and eventual ly et  the third special  aession of  the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Chemj.cal  wea$ns  hav,  not  yet  become obsolete. Thti  oppo r tun i t y  naJ exist8 to

out law them by multi lateral  act ion. A convention banning their use is virtually  a

ce r t a in ty ,  a l t hough  complex  i s sues  s t i l l  remsin t o  be  se t t l ed . Happ i ly ,  a s  t he

representat ive of  Sweden haa reported, there are no insurmountable political

obs t ac l e s  t o  a  conven t ion ,  and ,  w i th  de t e rmina t i on  and  f l ex ib i l i t y ,  the  arduous

work of the negotiators may doon he crowned with success.

PW the Conference on Disarmament, at which the neqotiationr on chemical

weapons have proceeded, the emerging convention is  a  clear  vindicat ion of  i ts

Capacity as the single mult i lateral  negotiat ing forum on disarrssmsnt. The

reluctance to bestclw  a negotiating mandate on the Conference on Disarmament in

reSpOct of most of  the vi tal  issues before i t  has been a major  factor  in  i ts

impotence and its reduction to the de facto status of being little mote than a

deliberative body on these issues.

The  ConCerence on Disarmamsrt  includes arrpng  i ts  representat ive membership the

mili tar i ly most  powerful  States as well  as  representat ives of  small  States such as
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my own,  symbolising in  a  sense that  consideratia~  of ,  and negot ia t ion on,

diaarmamsnt  isauea is  a  matter  of  concern - both a r iqht  and a  du :y - EOC all

States. The Conference on Disarmament cannot live up to its high purpose if Lt is

not  inveated with a  capaci ty to negotiate ,

We are on the eve of  the third special  session of  the General  Assembly devoted

to disarmament. During thia  for ty-second session we need to set  precise dates  for

t he  spec i a l  s e s s ion . I t  t akes  p l ace  10 yea r  8 a f t e r  t h e  Cirbt.  spec i a l  s e s s ion  o f

the General Aaaembly devoted  to disarmament. W e  sha l l  neel  t o  r ev i ew  proqress  on

the im,leMntati.2.1  o f  t he  F ina l  Document  o f  t h a t  h i s t o r i c  first  special  sessir,n  as

wel l  a s  t he  an t i - c l imac t i c  seconrl. If ou r  ve rd i c t  vee r s  t owards  the negatives,  i t

will still  be an endorsement  of  the  valr?t ty of tne  decisions and recommendations

of the 1978 Document. The Document  must remain unassailed as the cl.asslc stimdard

by which we muat  judge the scant achievements of the last decade, examine the

present  and rs-eetablish goals  for  the Euture. To slide back from the imperatives

of that Document on the a-gument that its zights  w e r e  s e t  t o o  h i g h ,  ?r t h a t  i t s

goals  were too noble,  is  to weaken our  resolve to  safeguard the generat ions  that

c011cw. Realism can sometimes mean taking tile easy way. Let us not compromise on

agreement8 reached. I t  i s  b e t t e r +-J acknowledgu shortcomings in implementation

than to adjust  our  sights  to easi ly at tainable targets .  Times have indeed

changed. The  1978 Document ,  i f  i t  is  a lso to  be changed, must be strengthened, not

compromised. If we compromise on the Document we may well be compromising our

future.
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Mr. TMNUDD  (Finland) I Before beginning my statement, I should like lo

join other  delegat ions in exprneaing our condolences  on the death of  Ian Cromartie.

I  should also l ike to  congratulate  you, Sir ,  on your  election to the

chairmanship of  the Firs t  Committee and to  expreaa our congratulat ions  to  the

off icers  of  the Committee as  well .

For several  years ,  the First  Committee has had the dubious privi lege of

listening to  d i squ i e t i ng  st;tements  o n  t h e  contfnuinq  g loba l  a r m s  r a c e .  T h i s  year,

the s i tuat ion is  somewhat  different . As numerous statements made &ring the

qeneral debate have shown, a  be l i e f  i n  t h e  possibility o f  a  r ea l  b r eak th rough  i n

the f ield of  disarmament  1~ galning ground.

A t reaty abolishinq al l  American and Soviet  ground-launched intermediate-range

nuclear weapons could become a turning-point in the history of nuclear weaponry.

In concluding such a treaty,  both signatories  would also agree that  therr securi ty

could be maintained at a lower level of armaments. T h i s  c o u l d  s t a r t  a  p r o c e s s

leading to a diminished role for both nuclear and conventional weapons in the

maintenance of peace and socur ity .

Al  though the treaty on intermediate-range nuclear  force8 (INF) V Jld el iminate

only some 3 to 4 per cent of al I ex i s t i ng  nuc l ea r  weapons ,  i t s  po l i t i c a l  impac t

could be much greater. As a  t reaty st ipulat ing real  reductions in nuclear

armaments ,  i t  could act  as  a  catalyst  in  other  arean  of  disarmament .  We urge both

the  United States  and the Foviet Union to  cont inue their  effor ts  to  reach agreement

on s t ra tegic  and :+ce arms, conventional forces and nuclear test.inq. T h e i r  j o i n t

achievements  would undochtedly  not  only enhance the securi ty  of  the par t ies

concerned but would also be in  the interest  of  the securi ty of  al l  nat ions.

The  emerg1r.g INF treaty is  historic also from a disarmament-verif icat ion point

of view. T h e  t r e a t y  woul~l  crea te  a  s t r i ngen t  ve r i f i c a t i on  r&lime b u i l t  o n  t h e

p rac t i ce  o f  on - s i t e  i n spec t i on . That regime  could serve as a model Ear compliance
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control  arrangementa in  other  areas . An  adeguato and  e f f ec t ive  ve r i f i ca t ion  eWt.em

is o f  c r i t i c a l  impor t ance  to dioacwlment  agreement.e  and  conf idence -bu i ld ing  in

i teelf .

The positive effect of an INF treaty ahauld  be felt moat strongly in Europe,

where i ts  mil i tary impact  would be considerable. This  alao concerns  nor thern

Europe, since the prospective  treaty would abolish a significant  number of nuclear

weapona  nrw capablk of reaching that  area.

Fqainat thie background,  i t  might  sound inappropriate  tn express  a  few worda

of  caut ion. Finland warmly welcomes reducl’ione  in nuclear armaments, both

intermediate  and strategic,  but in  aeeessing  t,he impact  of prospect ive disarmament

agreementa, my Government muat also take into account regional and comparative

oonaiderat iona.

In  add i t i on  t o  t he i r  ove ra l l  impor t ance ,  arm8 limitation agreements might

inf luence different  regiona or  subregions in  different  ways. Agreements have an

impact on mili tary capabil i t ies and can change deployment  pat terns . Agreements

might  alao influence mili tary research  and development ,  weapon conetruction  and

procurement plans. They might  even influence mil i tary doctr ines. such

conaeguencea demand our attention. They might in some cases even have negative

reg iona l  e f f ec t s .

The potentin: regional  impact  of  future  disarmament  agreements  ir, of  course

d i f f i c u l t  t o  foreaee, especially boEore  those agreements have been signed and have

come i n t o  f o r c e . Cur  aesumpt ion taday regarding future develr  nents must be based

on existing and known arms programmes. Any  d i sce rn ib le  rrends are t h e r e f o r e  f o r

the  IWBt  par t  independent  of  the  new programs  current ly envisaged. 3ur concern

is not caused directly by these prospective agreemenLs but rather by some on-going

negat ive t rends.
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One of the more prraiatent of there trends ia tic increased  deployment. by the

p r i n c i p a l  m i l i t a r y  Pawe o f  air- and aea-launched cruise  misailea  carrying both

conventional and nuclaaz  warheada. Thoae miaai lea are inherent.ly  deatabilizing

owing to diffCcultios of verifioation in regard to  quant i ty .  qual i ty  and

deployment. I)bc&nt  developmenta enhancing their  penetrat ion capabil i ty  have

intensified thoae problems. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  aruiae miaailes  - becbuee o f  t h e i r

tra jeotory .- constitute an  i nd i r ec t  security p rob l em to  neu t r a l  coun t r i e s  l i ke

Finland. Since 1978,  my Qvrrnment has therefore been appealing to all nuclear

Pawere  for  l imitat ions in the deployrent  and development of long-range cruise

miaailea.

Another trend in the acceleratio, of mil i tary research and development. The

continuing technological  arm6  race is a perpetual  proceaa  with  ita own inner  logic ,

conatan  tly pr oducin, nw generation8 of more effective weaponr. ,Phe q u a l i t a t i v e

arma race takes WI particular importance, when nuclear weapons are involved. This

qua l i t a t i ve  arm8 r a c e  ia alao a s s u m i n g  increaeed  eignificance  in  t he  f i e ld  o f

conventional weaponr. I t  c o n t r i b u t e a  t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  t e n s i o n  i n  b o t h  catsea by

creating more eophiaticated  ayatema and counter-systems. Agreed limitationrr in one

area may accelerate the speed of  developniant  in  other  areaa. The need for

meaningf  11  restraints on the qual i ta t ive aepect of  the arms race is obvioue.

Furthermore, the poseible reduction of nuclear weapone - which, as I have

said, we warmly welcome and support - may have perceptible consequences in Europe

for  the role  of  conventional  forces. While giving those forces a more central  role

in  the  oweall balance between the two al l iancea,  poasible  agreements  at  the same

t i m e  h i g h l i g h t  t h e  n e e d  f o r  n e g o t i a t i o n e  aimed a t  g rea te r  s t ab i l i t y  th rough

reduct ions in  convent ional  forcea.

Our concern at  possible  changes in the relat ive importance given to specif ic

regions,  in  arms deployment  pat terns and in the qual i ta t ive arms race,  ir l inked to
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o u r  recur  i ty  intereot8. Every nat ion ha8 a lrgitimata r ight  to ,  and a

reeponaibility for, peaor and l oourity. The Finnish Qovornmont  hrr therefore

consistently atrerbed the need for relf-rertraint end l tebility in northern Europe

and the eea aroam in end l djaoent ta it. Our  initiativor i n  t h e  dowin o f  neval

arme control  aim at  aonarete  aonfidenoe-building mearuror,  am indiaated  in  the

wOr king paper proeented  by Finland at the Diearmament  Commiraion laet l pring. Such

meaaurer  r a n g e  f r o m  t h e  porrible multilatoralination o f  t h e  ro-oalled i n c i d e n t

agreement to notificrtion end observation  of naval l xercieoe, ae well as to a

greater  opmnere  on navsl  mttaco theougb  a more regular exchange of information.

Let me  new t u r n  to come o f  t h e  irauee more d i rec t ly  r e l a t ed  to t h e  i t e m s  o n

our  mul t i l a t e ra l  dirarnwment  agenda. F in land  hao consistently a r g u e d  i n  EaVOUr  of

a oompleic* ban o n  n u c l e a r  tosting. A cowreheneive  nuclear- teat  ban would set  real

limitationr on the qualitative improvement of nuclear weaponr. I t  would also help

to elrengthen  the world-wide non-proliferat ion rdgime.  We therefore welcome the

recent announcement by the 80viet  Union and the United States that full-Wale

etage-by-•tege negotiatione  on nucleer-treting ireuee  would begin before 1 December

o f  thir y e a r .
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Wa oontinYe  to be l i eve  thet  a  comprehensive  nuclear-tert-ban t r ea ty  w i th

e f f ec t ive  ve r i f i ca t ion  prwiaione o u g h t  t o  be  nego t i ab l e  r i gh t  n w . Hwever q

aleo recognire  the  va l id i t y  o f  a  g radua l  app roach  ae l ong  a n  i t  ir f i rmly  Q, t o

t h e  u l t i m a t e  g o a l ,  t h e  e n d i n g  o f  a l l  nuc l ea r  teotr i n  a l l  env i ronmen t8  fo r  a l l  t ime .

The new Swiet-American talka complement the multilateral efforts  that have

boen under way at the Conference on Diearmament  in Geneva for quite ~OIM time, with

r e g r e t t a b l y  @cant  resultr. we h o p e  t h a t  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  efforts  i n  this f i e l d

wi l l  nw ga in  nw lnomentum.

F i n l a n d  hae, f o r  ite p a r t ,  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  effortr f o r  a .

nuclear - teat -ban t reaty by making available I te  technical  expert ise in the field of

reismic verification. Finland ie taking an act ive part  in  the development  of an

international data exchange ayatem ,  which would conetitute the necerrary technical

grorsndwork  fo r  r e l i ab l e  mon i to r ing  o f  reismic e v e n t s  f o r  ver i f i ca t ion  purporrt.  We

welcome the steady progreer  being made in thin area.

In  our  viw another priori ty ienue  for  multilatecal disarmament diplomacy 16 a

complete prohibi t ion of  chemical  weapona. F in l and ,  fo r  i te p a r t ,  doea n o t  poaaeSs

chemical  weapona  and wil l  never  aoquire euch weapone. Instead,  Finland has for  the

past  15 years  devoted considerable  reeourcoe  to developing technical  meane  for

verifying ahemicel  diearmament. The  reeulte of  our  research  have  been regularly

placed at  the disposal  of  the Conference on Disarmament .  They are avai lable  to all

others  a8 well .

CcxWderable  progress haa bean made in the negot ia t ions on chamical  weapona.

The  comp1et.e and verif iable prohibit ion of euch weapons on a global  baeie ie, if

not Yet within immediate reach I much closer at hand than even a year ago. On the

key issue of  verif icat ion Eifferencee  have nw been nacrwed, we hop decisively.

Finland welcomes the emerging agreement on mandatory on-cite inspect.ions  upon
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chal lenge. In view of the grave consequences that suepicione of undeclared

chemical-weapons stocks would have for  internat ional  securi ty i f  not  promptly and

sa t i e fac to r  i ly  rammed,  such  in spec t ions  a r e  c l ea r ly  neces sa ry .

Although unrelated to the question of chemical weapons as such, the recent

demonstrat ions of  the workabil i ty of  the inspect ion provisions of  the Stockholm

Conference document are encouraging. We also look forward,  as I  have already

ment ioned,  to  any impetus that  the verif icat ion rdgime  of  a  prospect ive agreement

on intermediate-range nuclear forces between the United States and the USSR may

gire to the chemical-weapons negotiat ions in this  regard.

In our view, the United Nations Disarmament Commission plays an important role

as a global forum for testing new ideas on disarmament. We note with sat isfact ion

that  such issuas as  conventional  and naval  disarmament ,  as  well  as  verificat’on,

have been taken up for aerioue discussion at the Disarmament commission. We look

forward to  cont inuing that  discuesion.

I t  i s  c l ea r  f rom wha t  I  have  a l r eady  sa id  t ha t  F in l and  a t t ach  *s pa r t i cu l a r

importance to the fact that naval armaments and disarmament are on the agenda of

the United Nations Disarmament Commission. This aspect of disarmament. has long

b e e n  averlcoked,  de sp i t e  vene rab l e  h i s t o r i ca l  p r eceden t s .  We  in t end  t o  r eve r t  to

this Subject a t  the  next  sess ion of  the  Commission.

T h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  ve r i f i ca t ion  in  all i t s  a s p e c t s  t h a t  b e g a n  t h i s  y e a r  i n  t h e

Disarmament Commission is a welcome development. Although verif icat ion is  always,

by defini t ion,  connected with specif ic  disarmament  agreements ,  we bel ieve that

there are also commsn  elements  to  verificat.ion that  can be considered at  a  general

l e v e l .

We  a l so  be l i eve  tha t  t he  ro l e  o f  t-the  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  i.n ve r i f i ca t ion  o f

multilateral disarmament agreements needs to he enhanced. Cur  p r o p o s a l  a t  t h e

Disarmament Commission for creating a verification data base to be compiled and



W6 A/C. 1/42/PV.  12
18

(Mr. Tornudd, Finland)

mmaged by the United Nations emanates from this belief. We are pleased by the

response to our proposal. We wil l  continue to work for  i t  a t  the  United Nat ions

Disarmament Commissicn with a view to elaborating a concrete recommendation on

which the General  Ansembly  could act .

One of the few successes in the recent history of disarmament-related

conferences is  the result  of the Internat ional  Conference on the Relat ionship

between Disarmament and Developrent. F in l and  pa r t i c ipa t ed  ac t ive ly  in  t he

Conference. We welcome the adoption of the Final Document by consensus. It was

encouraging that ,  despi te  the varying views of  the part icipat ing countr ies,  i t  was.

possible to overcome differences and produce a substantive document. The

Conference reached a  number of  important  conclusions regarding the relat ionship

between disarmament and development, two processes that ought to support and

st imulate  each other . The Final Document signals a new approach, a fresh start to

the efforts of tack1 ing grave problems. I t  conforms perfect ly to the Finnish view

that every human being has the right to pursue a reaacnable standard of living and

l ive  in  peace . T h e  i m p o r t a n t  t h i n g  i s  t h a t  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  comrrunlty h a s  moved

towards a wider under standing of how to pursue secur 1t.y. In th6 Final Document we

agreed that  securi ty played a key role in the complex and diff icult  relat ionship

between disarmament and development  and that disarmament, development  and security

formed the three pi l lars  of  peace. The Covernmant of Finland is ready to

part ic ipate  in  the work towards the implementation  of the Final  Document.

The General Assembly decided last year to convene its third special session

devoted to disarmament in 1988. The Preparatory Committee for the special session

has already adopted a draft  agenda. Like the agendas of  previous special  sessions,

it  is a  compromise which makes i t  possible to organixe  the work of  the session in  a

flexible manner.
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Finland look6 forward ti the special  session  as a unlvereal and author i tat ive

forum. Its purpose should be to outline an international disarmament strategy

based on the Final  Document of  the f i rs t  special  session of  the General  AssenblY

devoted to disarmament, as well as on the results, meagre as they may have been, of

the second.

The Par t icular  task of  the third special  seesion  should he to  enhance the role

of  the United Nations in  mult i la teral  disarmament  endeavours . There is  need for  a

review of the United Nations disarmament machinery, with regard to procedural

questions, working practices and the composition of some of the main disarmament

bodies. Rationalization and innovat ion in  thaae f ields could permit  the resources

of the world Organizaticn  to  he  more affect ively focused on the central  issues of

internat ional  disarmament ,  to  the benc:it  of internat ional  peace and security.*

*Mr. Nashashibi  (Jordan) ,  Vice-Chairman,  took the Chair.
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Mrs. MULAMULA (United Republic of Tanzania): My delegation has learned

with deep sorrow of the untrmely death of Ambassador Cromartie. We wioh to extend

our deepest sympathy to the United Kingdom delegation.

May I, on my own behalf and on behalf of my delegation, congratulate you, Sir,

on your election LO the chairmanship of this Committee. My delegation is

pa r t i cu l a r ly  p l eased  to  s ee  an  i l l u s t r ious  &on  o f  Af r i ca  p re s ide  ove r  t)riB

important Committee, a Committee which deliberates on issues that are the

corner-s tone of  the maintenance of  internat ional  peace and securi ty . We a l so  wi sh

to express our deep appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassador Zachmann 01 the

German Uemonratic Hepublic, for the Ueiiication  with which he effectively conducted

the proceedings of  the Commit tee  dur iny the forty-f irs t  session.

The Committee is meeting against the beckyround of heiyhtened expectations as

to the outcome of the protracted negotiations between the super-Powers with regard

to the el iminat ion of  deadly weapons of  mass destruct ion. Analysts have given

reasons for the agreements reached between the United States of America and the

Soviet Union. Notwithstanding the reasons advanced, the fact that the two

super-Powers are talking to each other and not at each other is an encouraging sign

offeriny promising prospects . For the same reason we welcome the agreement in

principle to conclude a t reaty on the el iminat ion of  intermediate-  and

shorter-range missiles in Europe and elsewhere. I t  Is t o  b e  hoped t h a t  a n

agreement will be signed; hut by itself , without total and comprehensive

disarmament, the agreement  wil l  solve nei ther  the global  nuclear  arms problem nor

the controversies  surrounding the issues. Therefore , my delegation looks forward,

with guarded optimism, to the forthcoming summit meeting between the leaders of the

two super-Powers, i n  t h e  h o p e  t h a t  t.hey wi l l  g ive  l ega l  fo rm to  a  t r ea ty  on

intermediate-range nuclear  forces (INY)  . We urye  theill a l so  t o  cons ide r  t o t a l

nuclear disarmament.
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While  we welcome the bi lateral  efforts  in  the disarmament n~:yotiations  towards

general and complete disarmament , we share the view expressed by other delegations

that however useful and meaningful bilateral negotiations may be, they are not a

Bube t i t u t e  f o r  mu l t i l a t e r a l  neyotiationsr each must  complement the other, and not

h inde r  o r  p r ec lude  i t . As was s t ressed in  the 1906  Harare Declarat ion of the tL!ads

of State or Government of non-aligned countries , we expect the two Powers to keep

the General  Assembly and the international  community at  large ful ly and official ly

informed of  the progress  made in  the negot iat ions, rather  than compel  us  to  pick

the t i tbi ts  of  information from the media.

I n  t h a t  r e s p e c t ,  m y  de l ega t i on  exp re s se s  i t s  d i s appo in tmen t  a t  t he  s t a t e  ot

affairs  in the only mult i lateral  negotiat ing body on disarmament  - the  Conference

on Disarmament. Heading through its report, it  is clear that the work done by the

Conference on Disarmament leaves much to be desired. The Conference has once again

demonstrated i ts  inabili ty to estaolish ad hoc committees  on the prior i ty  i tems

l i s t ed  on  i t s  agenda : the nuclear- tes t  ban,  cessat ion of  the nuclear -arms race,

nuclear  disarmament ,  prevent ion of  nuclear  war and all related matters . The

obs t i na t e  pos i t i on  Of  ce r t a in  nuclear-Weapons  States, members of the Conference  on

Disarmament, has regrettably crippled the smooth functioning of that body. We are

informed that  tho only area in  which there have been posi t ive mo(xIr in  the

Conference on Disarmament - as acknowledged by the Secretary-General  in his  report

on the work of the Orqanization (A/42/1) - is  on chemical  weapons.  However,  as  in

previous reports of the Conference on Disarmament, which note  that  the  draf t  text6

do not bind any delegation, the  opening s ta tement  in  ttre appended drat t  convention

d imin i shes  t he  unde r ly iny  pos i t i ve  no t e  i n  t he  r e spec t i ve  r epo r t s . Equally

disturbing are the endless brackets in the text.
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The report and the statement made before the Committee by the Chairman of the

Disarmament Commission at the laet spring session demonstrate yet another

discouraging outcome of multilateral efforts of United Nations bodice  in

deliberations on disarmament.

My delegation is particularly concerned with the inaiynificant  progress made

on an item of great importance to our ragion, and indeed to all peace-loving

nations in the world - the issue of the nuclear capability of South Africa. 1 need

not remind delegations of the danger faciny the international community in the

event that South Africa, in desperaL on and armed with nuclear weapons, might

unleash a major regional war ,  which could precipitate a global confrrntation. The

underlying danger was brouyht to our attention initially oy the Secretary-Cunurol

in his report, which stated:

“Without underestimatinq  the extreme dangers ot nuclear W~+OIIS in general,

they take on especially ominouti  dimensions if in the hands of a r&ime

desperate to preserve white supremacy.” (A/35/41)2,  bara.  gl)

I n  r e t r o s p e c t ,  t h e r e f o r e , the question of South Africa’s nuclear capability cannot

be separated from the intentions of the zartheid  rhgime,  whose policy has been

condemned by this body as a crime against humanity. In the same vein, we urge

those members who have been standing in the way 01 B consensus decieion  on this

matter ,  to  reconsider  their  posi t ions in  the interests  of  humanity ,  for  in  the  eyes

o f  t he  v i c t ims  o f  apa r the id  t he  i s sue  i s  one  o f  l i f e  o r  dea th . ‘The recent

pressures put on South Africa and its announcement that it would sign the Treaty on

the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NW) 1s only a “c: ot on a stick”

intended to t ry to pacify opponents  of  the r6gime who want  i t  expel led f rom the

International Atomic Energy Ayency. For my deleyation, theoe  eflurts a r e  o n l y
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cosmetic  for  they obscure the nature  of  the  problem but  unfor tunately  some

Countries  tepresented  at the annsal meeting in Vienna in September were appeased.

By becoming a eignatory to the NPT, Sou th  Af r i ca  w i l l  a cqu i r e  a  c l ea r  l i c ence  to

jo in  the exclusive nuclear  club for  i t  a l ready possesses a  nuclear  weapons

c a p a b i l i t y . While the NPT has  tird the hands of  the  non-nuclear  States  that  are

pa r t i e s  t o  4.t” i t  ha s  a l l owed  hori:.ontal  p ro l i f e r a t i on  o f  nuc l ea r  weapona  t y

nuclr..r-weapons  S t a t e s . To date, my Government has therefore found no justifiable

reason for  joining th is  t reaty  rbgime.

If I have devoted considerable  time to tnis issue,  it is because the issue of

South African nuclear  weapons capabil i t ies  has f rustrated al l  our  efforts  to

tK&nSlate  into pract ice the DeclWation  on the Denuclearization  of Africa long

since adopted by the OAU. Above all ,  i t  is  an expression of our concern  a t  the

continued nuclear blackmail of independent African States by the racist r&gi111#

w h i c h ,  t h r o u g h  i t s  destabilizing po l i c ies , has  kept  neighbouring COuntrieS  in a

s t a t e  o f  pe rpe tua l  s i ege .

Another area of concern to my deleyation is the contihded militarization of

the Indian Ocean and the military presence there of super-Powers and other maritime

Powers. Efforts to implement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of

Peace through the convening of a United Nations conference have thus tar been

rrustrdted by those same Powers. Tne report of the Au Hoc Committee on the Indian

Ocean to the General Assembly at this session is clear testimony to the deadlock

confronting the Committee with regard to the conveniny  of  an internat ional

conference in Cn,ombo  on the Indian Ocean aa a zone of peace. once again ,  the

Committee is  request ing a  possible  poalPonement  of  the lony-awaited conference.

While Tanzania, a member of the Ad Hoc Committee, joined the consensus in  favour  of

the draf t  resolut ion recormnended to the General  Assembly at  i ts  forty-second
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session, as contained in its report (A/42/29), wo wi8h to place on record our

disapi*ointment  with the decis ion taken to  postpone  the  conterence  to an

undetermined date. My &,vernment  partlculacly deplores  the del iberate  at tempts by

c e r t a i n  c o u n t r i e s  t o  frustrate a l l  e f fo r t s  t o  ho la  t h a t  c o n f e r e n c e  a n d  t o  p r o t r a c t

i ts  preparat ion ad inf ini tum.-.- - One can only conclude that  those s ta l l ing act ions

ref lect  the adamant  refusal  of  those countr ies  to  even contemp1at.e  witndrawinq from

the Indian Ocean.
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The  danger facing the l i t toral  and hinter land States  owing to the mili tary

rivalry in the ocean needs no elaborat ion , f o r  t h e  d a n g e r  is a t  o u r  t r o n t  d o o r .

There  ie a need for  pract ical  act ion to r id  the Indian Ocean of  the  menacing

presence of  great  Powers ,  which hdve blockeG lle work or the Committee. My

delegation was equally dismayed by the refunal  to endorse even the oEfer  by the

Govornment of Sri Lanka to host one of the yre-conference sessions in Colombo.

Nevertheless ,  my delegat ion ie optimietic  that  reason will  prevail  in our

endeavours in this Committee that will ledd to the conveniny  oi that important

conEerence. A f t e r  a l l ,  i t  i s  i n  the  interest o f  u s  a l l  t o  n a v i g a t e  l h r o u g h  s a f e

Waters  and the  a im of  the  conference ie to pave the way for  the restorat ion of

peace in the stormy waters of the Indian Ocean.

In stating our disappointmerit  we are not eayiny that there have been no

posi t ive developments  in other  areas. The holding of  the  Internat ional  Conference

on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development was a vdluable  ecnievament

in  t he  mu l t i l a t e r a l  e f fo r t e  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  Natiorbs i n  t he  f i e ld  o f  dieacmament,

however modest the outcome. In  the  words  ot the  President  of  the Contnrenca,

M r .  Natwar  Singh,

“the  Conference  struck the riyht blow for  the r ight  reason dt the r ight  :ime

and in  the  r ight  forum”.

Unfortunately, the Final Document, which was adopted by consensus,  did not  11~0 up

to the expectationa  and wiehee of many delegations, including my own. I t  d i d ,

however ,  endorse  for  the firet t ime the close aru.l  mult idimensional  reldtionslrip

between disarmament and development. Therefore I auggeet that the document be

cons ide r ed  a s  ou r  i nva luab l e  s t a r t i ny -po in t  f o r  f u tu r e  ac t i on  and  o r i en t a t i on  with

regard to  the at ta inment  of  the object ive of  disarmament  and development . We the
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developing countries have to build on what hae been achieved by our concerted I

efforta and actions in the Committee.

Another  s ignif icant  development  was a  consensus decis ion to hold the third

Ppectal session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1988 and to agree 

Ln the  agenda. It is the hope of  my delegat ion that  the eetablrehinq of  the dates

and venue for the special session will not be made an issue and thus waste the

valuable time of tile Committee.

In COnClUEiion,  Mr. Chairman, I wish to express once again my deleydtion'e

diepleasure with the working methods of the Committee. We are disappointed that

consultationo  helci by you r  p r edeces so r  with r eya rd  t o  t he  rationalization o f  t h e

work of the Committee have not borne results. We therefore find ourselves in the

same precarious s i tuat ion of  having to enclure listening to repetitive statements  in

the general  debate and again in the debate on specif ic  i tems. I t  i s  o u r  h o p e  t h a t

YOU ~111  reconsider the duplrcatlon  involved in the ocyanization of work and

certainly cont inue from where Ambassador Zachmann  lef t  his  consul tat ions,  as

indic,*ted  in your tirst. s ta tement  on the  oryanlzation  of  our work. I  wish to

assure you, Sir ,  of  my delegat ion’s  ful l  co-operat ion in this  endeavour.

MK.  AH-UANC ( S i n g a p o r e )  I On behalf of my daleydtion  I should llke to

cxteqd OUI warm conyratulatiune to you ,  Sir ,  on your  unanimous elect ion as  Chairmdn

of the First Committee. My daloyation a l so  ex t ends  i t s  f e l i c i t a t i ons  t o  t he  other

oEEicecs of  the Commit tee  on their  e lect ion.

A  y e a r  clqu at dbuut  this t i m e  UnIted States  President  Heayan a n d  Soviet

tieneral Sec re t a ry  tiorbachev m e t  a t  Neykjavik  In d s e r i ous  e f fo r t  t o  nar row  t he i r

d i f f e r ences  uver din.lrmament  a n d  o t h e r  issues. A tew weekn ayo the United  btates

dnd  t h e  S o v i e t  U n i o n  drrivrd d t  dn .ryreement  i n  !)rinclple <rn t h e  elimindtloc  t)L t w o

C l a s s e s  01 mediI1m-  and s h o r t e r - r d n y e  IlLclear  ~nlsuileti  - t n e  lntercaediate-ranye
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nuclear forces  agroomont. By the end of this sosaion  of the General Asoombly,

President  Reagan and Soviet  loader Gorbachev wil l  be having another  summit ,  the

th i rd  i n  two  yea r s , to confirm thie agreement and perhaps roach other now

ayroomente.

These events  do not take place accidontly. They ref lect  nome  fundamenta l

changes in  super-Power relat ions and hence internat ional  pol i t ics . They are the

marking-stones of a changing world. No longer  dra the Super-Powers  threatening to

s w a l l o w  e a c h  o t h e r ,  a s  t hey  c l a imed  ea r l i e r  i n  t h e i r  rhe to r i c  o f  t he  co ld  w a r  e r a .

They have now agreod to ta lk and to c r ea t e , i t  i s  hoped, a  peace fu l  and  s t ab l e

world. Whatever  the outcome of this  change in their  relat ions,  i t  wil l  have a

profound effect  on al l  nat ions and on world pol i t ics .  This  new ord is one in which

there is  a  greater  convergence of views and interests  of the  two super-powers ,  an

era in which they wil l  aottlo their  own problems and thoao  of  the  world directly,

pe rhaps  l e av ing  l i t t l e  r oom fo r  t he  vo i ce  o f  t he  t h i rd  wor ld .

The following anecdote from Lewis  Carroll , author of ‘Phrouyh the

Looking-Glass ,  best  describes the now, changing world8

“The ~OCTI  they had entered had a tall mirror atandiny in ono corner.

Dodgeon gave his cousin an oranpo and asked her which hand ehe held it in.

When ahe replied ‘The right’ , he asked her to stana  betore the yld8a and tell

h im  in  wh ich  hand  t he  l i t t l e  g i r l  ?n t h e  m i r r o r  wa8 ho ld ing  i t . ‘The  L e f t

hand’,  came the puzzled reply. ‘Exact ly’ , cord Dodyson, ‘and how do you

explain that?  ’ A l i c e  r e p l i e d , ‘If I  was on tho other  s ide :jf the  glass’.

This  anecdote i l lustrates that  the  concepts  of  the  r ight  and the lef t  depend

on one’s  perspect ive. UnitsJ  States-Soviet  relat ions so far  have been colored by

this  mirror  image each has  of  the other . However, af ter  more  than 4~ years of
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gazing at each other from oppoerto ends, they have decided to walk through their

rf:epective  mi r ro r s  t o  see e a c h  o t h e r  i n  o r d e r  t o  y e t  a  correct porspoctrvo  o f  each

otho r .

What have been the CdUSdS  of this change? Unti l  recent ly tno United States

had a nuclear advantage over the Soviet Union. From the Soviet  porspoct ivo at  the

time, 80 long as this imbalance exietod they would have to strive hard to narrow

the gap. The United Statee natural ly t r ied to maintain itn nuclear  load through

the development of advanced nuclear technology ana weapons eystoma in response to

what was perceived as a massive Soviet nuclear build-up. Th i s  i nev i t ab ly  l ed  to

the nuclear-arms race, which over the years could not be maintained witnout severe

strain on their  respect ive economies. Though the Soviet Union did finally achieve

nuclear  par i ty  with the United States , this wae achlovod  at tromendouo oconomlc

c o s t . For some time there was a realization by both super-Powers of the futility

of the arms race. liowever, bo th  s i de s  t r od  cau t i ous ly  on  t he  aisarmament  iesue,

unt i l  recent ly ,  whon the new Soviet  leadernhip, lose bound by the dogmas of the

co ld -war  e r a ,  emeryed.
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A reassessment  of Soviet  nat ional  interests  and foreign policy followed. A

new s ty l e  o f  i n t e rna t iona l  d ip lomacy  - t h a t  o f  ylasnont  - was introduced.

“Glasnost” can be roughly translated to mean “openess”  or “transparency”. Glasnost

has led to new approaches on disarmament issues. Yor the f i rs t  t ime the Soviet

llnion has yone beyond what the two super-Powers were prepared to offer each other

i n  t h e  p a s t . It hae accepted the zero-zero optIon and has advanced a doctrine of

reasonable suEficiency  in mil i tary forces that  cal ls  for  maintaining an adequate

defence, but not investing money in an endless arms race. T h e  r e s u l t  i s  t h e  r e c e n t

intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement.

In th is  neu era of  improved super-Power relat ions,  are we l ikely to see a

better and more hopeful world? What implicat ions wil l  this  have for  Europe,  Asia

and  t he  r e s t  o f  t he  wor ld?  The  new  Un i t ed  S t a t e s -Sov i e t  r e l a t i onsh ip  w i l l  f i r s t

and foremost  have ser ious implicat ions for  the balance of  forces  in  Europe,  where

a n y  s m a l l  s h i f t  i n  ldaet-. ,st r e l a t i o n s  i s  moat f e l t . The IAtlantic Alliance was

based on i ts  re l iance on the United States  nuclear  umbrel la  to  maintain the

strategic  balance with the Warsaw Pact ,  which has superior i ty  in  conventional  arms.

Without  th is  vital  United States  nuclear  umbrel la , t he  de l i ca t e  s t r a t eg i c  ba l ance

in ElIrope would be upset. Faced with thib likelihood, the Western European

countries may have to make a fundamental reassessment of their security and the

basic  assumptiors  on whicn it  is based.

There is little doubt that both the Western and Eastern European groupinys

would l ike to see a  more s table Europe. However, for the Western European

countries this stability is seen to be one based on a balance of forces between thr

two blocs. In their  reassessment  ot  their  securi ty ,  Western Kurt lean countr ies are

likely to be fact!d with two brodd optlonr;  - tedrmin~l,  both with nuclear and

conventional weapons, or  negot ia t ing with their  Eastern I:u.+ean  counterparts  a

mlltual.  rc4uction  01 torots:;. I t  ILi :ilqnil icClnt  that In rt$3l~<>n?JV  lo t h e
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intermediate-range nuclear forces  agreement the Western European countrier do not

want to link European security and dinarmament  to any acctird  reached between the

two euper-Powere on a  bi lateral  basis.

The balance of forces in Asia from a broad strategic perspective ie not a8

delicate an that  in  Europe. However, since the 19708 Aeia has not been sparod  the

super-Power rivalry, a8 witneee the secLoue efforts macd by one party to make

inroad8  in to  t h i s  r eg ion ,  whe re  t r ad i t i ona l ly  i t  had  l i t t l e  i n f luence . Any future

balance of forces configuration in Asia will undoubtedly have to take China into

c o n s i d e r a t i o n . From all  accounts,  i t  has the potent ial  to  be a super-Power.

HOWeVer,  i t  is  s ignif icant  that  the Chinese leaderelllp  has opted for  economic

development rather than militarization. It has taken the ini t iat ive to cut down

its  conventional  forces by a mill ion men. According to a United Natioils

information paper giving questions and anewere  on the relationship between

disarmament and development,

“Chinese mil i tary expenditures  as  a  percentage of  nat ional  output  are

estimated to have dropped by one third from 1379 to lY83. Modernisation of

agriculture, industry and science and technoloqy  is yiven precedence over

military modernization,  and a rapid growth in China’s  economy and l iving

s t anda rds  i s  r epo r t ed . ”

China’s  example should be a model Ear other big Powers  to follow.

Elsewhere in the world similar dilemmas Pace countries, ehould both

super-Powers decide to take a  s tand-off  posi t ion in localized regional  affairs

following qlaenost. In a bipolar cold-war world ,  the super-Powers act ively courted

the third world for alignment in their struggle  for supremacy. However, this ia

likely to change, as ideoloqical  alignment becomes lees relevant to the new

super-Power relationship. The third world countries may have to reassess  their

role in the new, changing world: do they etill want to hold on to the old ways or
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wil l  they  atriko o u t  o n  t h e i r  o w n  to a  re la t ive ly  independent  l i ne? Each country

Will  have to  decide what  is beat  for  itoelf. However ,  i f  the  small dtatea et111

want  to  be in the  mainstream  of IniarnatjJnal  politicm, they wil l  have to keep in

@teP with ‘he  new chanying  world.

AS the  throat  of  nuclear  war  diminishes  fol lowing glasnost  diplomacy and

changed euper-Power relationa, thir doe8 not neceaoP.~ly  mean that order and

s t ab i l i t y  in  the  wor ld  wi l l  au tomat i ca l ly  fo l low. Am I  have illuotrated, new

equat iona of balance of forcea at  the regional  level  emerge,  and countr ies  other

than the two super-Powers  wil l  have to  f ind new alternatives for  their  securi ty.

There  are three likely choices8 firat, the  countr ies  could rearm,  which 1s not  a

welcome alternativel secondly , they could agree to reqionab disarmament for both

conventional  and nuclear  forcer)  and,  thirdly,  they could form new regional

grOUpingS to oolve regional  problems by themeelvee,  without  the use of  force and

without the involvement of the major Pcwera.

The sentimenta expreeeed in debates both in the tieneral Aeeembly debates and

in thie Committee clearly suggest that rearmament la not a eolution to the problem

of  wor ld  peace  and  s t ab i l i t y . I. share  the views of  many delqatee that  glasnost

diplomacy should not be confined  to the two ruper-Powers. It  shol.ld permeate

downwards  to  the regional  level  se well ,  and reyioPn1  diearmament ,  both

convent ional  and nuclear ,  should  be pursued a# the key to a  rrtabilized and balanced

wor Id. Coupled with this  la the  e8tablishm~nt  of  regional  groupings,  not  for  the

purpoee  o f  mi l i t a ry  elliancee, b u t  f o r  the  paaceful  s e t t l e m e n t  o f  d i s p u t e s .  T h e

recent  peace proposals ini t iated by the qroup  of  Central  American countr ies

themselves to eolve their  own regional  problems 18 a  move in  the r ight  direct ion.

One euccesa etory,  of cour8er ie the  Aesociatlon  of  South-East  Asian

N a t i o n s  (ASEW. Before it8 formation,  re lat ions between the nOrAhnmUni8t

South-East Asian countries were charactarized by mirtruot, envy and even contlict.
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Throuyh rcqional  co -ope ra t i on , fol lowing the formation of  ASEANu  a  more poeitive

and understanding relationship ha8 been forged between ite members. Dircord ban

been replaced with regional harmony , stabili ty and economic pro8eeritYo

War and peace are the rerult of human wills and ifitentionr, and not of

weapons. Weapona  are the neane  to wage ware ,  b u t  a r e  n o t  i n  themselves  t h e  causes

of ware. The del iberat ion on diearmament  and arms control  wil l  not  be complete i f

there  is lit t le diecueeion  on the  caueee  of  wars and the  way8 to el iminate them.
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As moat members of the First Committee are non-nuclear-weapon States, Our

s t r e n g t h  l i e s  i n  ou r  c red ib i l i t y  and  be ing  t aken  se r ious ly . I  ehate  t h e  v i e w  of

the representative of Ghana that we should avoid turning this into a forum for

propayanda purpones  or al low it  to be an instrument  for  bloc or  ideological

p o l i t i c s . We should strive to make this Committee a respected arms control forum,

discussing and recommending tangible proyosals on disarmament and verification and

means to  wor ld  peace  and  s t ab i l i t y . The number of revolution8 we adopt is not a

r e f l ec t i on  o f  t he  c r ed ib i l i t y  o f  t he  F i r s t  Commi t t ee ,  but  the  qua l i t y  o f  t hose

r e s o l u t i o n s  i s . I t  we in  this  forum can arrange for  resolut ions of  bet ter  qual i ty

to be proposed and adopted, we will have set a hiyh standard for ourselves and for

fu tu r e  de l i be r a t i ons .

We look forward to your able leadersuip, Mr. Chairman, to yuide the committee

to a discussion of substantive issues concerning disarmament and arms control.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands) I P e r m i t  m e  first o f  a l l ,  S i r ,  t o

congratulate  you, as well as the other members of the Bureau, on the assumption of

important post8 in the Committee. I  also wish to express my grat i tude to

Ambassador Zachmann of the German Democratic Republic for hia excellent work as

las t  year’s  Chairman.

My delegat ion ful ly subscribes to the s tatement  made in this  Committee by tne

representative of Denmark spr,aking on behalf of the member States of the European

Community. Indeed,  the  themes we are  dincuseiny  here these days are  increaslnyly

within the purview of the political co-operation amony the 12 Europcail  member

c o u n t r i e s .

For the Nether lands Government, the  oojectivea  of peace and securi ty,

p rospe r i t y  and  j u s t i c e  a r e  i n t e r tw ined . Disarmament pol icies  should in fact  be

placed within a broad context. Disarmament cannot be achieved if no progress 18

made in  other  areas.
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Salvador de Madariaga,  at  the t ime a senior  advisor  for  the League of  Nations,

once wrote:

“The Solution of the problem of disarmament cannot be found witnin the problelll

i t s e l f ,  b u t  o n l y  o u t s i d e  i t . ”

He continued;

“ I n  f a c t , tne L’roblem of disarmament is not the problem of disarmament. It

really is the problem of the organisation of the world community.”

In the light of such wise remarks, i t  i s  most  for tunate  that  we can discern

some favourable  developments  in  the current  internat ional  si tuat ion. We are

registering signals  of  reform and t ransparency in countr ies  where unt i l  recently

the status quo and stagnation presented obstacles, including on the road to

i n t e rna t i ona l  co -ope ra t i on . We are witnessing important new developments in the

East-West context. The old pat terns  of  East -West  relat ions have proved to be less

static than was believed possible only a short time ayo.

Of course, unce r t a in t i e s  and  r i g id i t i e s  o f  va r i ous  so r t s  c anno t  be  dispe l l ed

overnight . In cer tain areas  of  the world,  devastat ing war and armed ccnrlicts rccg~c

on. Yet  there  now seems to  be clear  perspective for  progress. In  arms control

nWotiations  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  a t t i t u d e s  h a v e  c h a n g e d , tne climate has improved dn(i

concrete  achievements  are  a  prospect .

The Netherlands Government is highly satisfied with the agreement in principle

reached on intermediate-range nuclear forces - the so-called INK agreement - on

18 September. The el imination or  al l  American and Soviet  intermediate long-range

and short-range nuclear  missi les  wil l  be of historic  s ignif icance. For 1:he  Lirst

t ime in the post-war period,  whole categories  ut nuclear  weapons,  lncludinl7  SOMV  ot

the most modern ones, would be dismantled.

T h e  N e t h e r l a n d s  tiovernment  i s  also ancourayeo  by the proyress tt~.~t  IV lw111q

made in the f ield of  reduct ions ot strateqic weapons. We ntrori~jly hol)e th,lt deep
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and verif iable reductions to equal  levels ,  properly structured to enhance

utnbility, will soon follow upon an INF agreement.

We conAider it of great importance that the United States and the Soviet Union

have  ag reed  to  s t a r t  fu l l - s ca l e  s t ep -by - s t ep  neyotlatlonv  o n  limitlny ano

ulti.mately  ending nuclear tests before 1 December 1987. We hope that early

;jrOgreris  Will be made towards the shared c.h]ective  ot a colllyrehensive  test ban.

We trust  that  negot ia t ions on the verif icat ion issue in relat ion to the

threshold test-ban Treaty of 1974 and the peaceful nuclear explosrons  Tlaaty of

1976 wi!.l soon be crowned with success. St r i c t  ve r i f i ca t ion  i s  i n  e s s e n c e

LeChniCdlly  feasibl? and need therefore no longer block the way towards test

reduct ions.

In OUT  etforts to  reach the important  obJe:tive  of  a comprehensive tes t  ban,

wu support  the idea of  a  s tep-by-step programme of l imit ing and suboequently  ending

n u c l e a r  t e s t s ,  paraL..el w i t h  a  p r o g r a m m e  t o  ~‘edu.  anrl ultimately elrmlnate

cat.rqories  of nuclear weapons. It is encouraging tllat recent developn,onts  point in

t h i s  dlrectiun, thus ccnflrminy  the validity of: an approach the Netherlands has

often advocated in the past.

‘This  tJrlnl]s  llle to a tow general  observat ions on the relatlonhrp between the

bilateral negotations between the United States and the Soviet Union and

multilateral etforts in arms control. The  improved internationtil cl imate creates

opportunit ies  Lor progress  in mult i la teral  consultat ion3 and negotiat ions on arms

cuntrul and dlsdrmament.

Al l  nat ions shouLd 1n fact  cooperate in constructive  proposals  fu r

tlisarmament  and shouLd make a contribution in the aedrch  for agreements on haldnced

r+3luct  LOIIM  ~11 drlilaments, drlned torcea  dncl military bu&jetti. lil LdteCdL  and

mllltilateral drms  control and disarmament are in tact complel?entary. We should see
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Fe varSous  reasons, mof,t problems of arms control and disarmament have a

mult i lateral  dimension. E’or the eftect1v.t execution ot certain yroyrammos of drmH

control ,  the co-operat ion or  part icipat ion of  many countriee  may even be essential .

y e t  i n  t h e  p r e s s n t  s t a t e  o f  p o w e r  r e l a t i o n s ,  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  a n d  t h e  Soviet  Unto11

should, a s  key  ac to r s ,  p l ay  a  spec ia l  ro l e .

We are all conscious of the fact tha t the b i l a t e r a l  negotlrriona  b e t w e e n  tne

United States and the Soviet Union on nuclaar  and space matters dKe taking ~Lnce

against a background of widespread ylobal concern. Tnat is one ot the reasons why

d!sarm:.ment  talks should a lso,  whnn appropriate,  take pla in a  broad context .

Besides dealiny  with negotiat ions on a regional basis, the  Conterence  on

Disarmament  should serve as  the appropriate  global  forum where,  paral le l  to  the

b i l a t e r a l  t a lk s  i n  Geneva , nego::idtions  are conducted ttrat are partly Independent

of a n d  p a r t l y  complemt vary t o  Lhe  b i l a t e r a l  t a l k s .
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Thin relat ionship between the  Conference  on Diaarmamsnt  awl the bi lateral

t a lk s  does  no t  onl;r r equ i r e  a  ce r t a in  dove t a i l i ng  P O  ad  to  avo id  dupli<atronl  It

also req*.iiren wisdom on the par t  of  a11 part ies concarned. Wo see for instance no

Use in actions undertaken in the Conference on Uiaarl,lament that would intertere

with the detai led negot iat ions between the eupor-Powers. On the other hand, we

ilOpe t h a t  t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s  w i l l  contlnus  t o  realize t h a t  t h e y  a r e  dealiny wi th

matters of glooal concern. The Conference, aa well as the General Assembly, should

cont inue to  be informed about  the recent  developments  in  the bilateral

.~egotiatione. Proper room should bo given tar the Conference on Oiearmamect to

undertake useful complementary work at the apyroprlata moment. *rtle tS,#,t-Ddrl  iSllUu

is a  c a se  in  ooint, where the bi lateral  and mult i lateral  approach should be

complementary.

This  br ings  me to  the eublect  OL  outer  space. The r e a l m  o f  o u t e r  soace  ho lds

out  great  promise of  scientif ic  co-operat icn and achievements  for  the benefi t  of

mankind. The  world community should take care th%t  mllltary compotitron and

destabilizing m i l i t a r y  a c t i v i t i e s  d o  n o t  become  p r i m e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h i s  vaut

nxpanse  surrounding our  globe. Prevent ion of  an armn race in  outer  space relototi

as  much to  Earth  as  i t  does  to  apace. In  f ac t ,  t he  on ly  ope ra t i c  Ial miss i le

deienco in existence at this moment is ground uaoeu. ‘Thn i s s u e  oL deteneive

systems cannot  be seen in isolat ion from the so-cal led offensive systems. We have

been  witneat;  t o  some  destabilizrny tirst-strike t e n d e n c i e s  i n  tllo l a t t e r  cateyory

over past  decades.

My tiovernment  att%zhes  yraat  imyortirnce  Lo an approach which,  ati par t  01 the

‘10 p e r  c e n t  c u t s , seeks to counCt?c  uuch developments . w e  ala0 w i s h  t o  strest the

i m p o r t a n c e  LJL  c o n t i n u e d  crdherewu  tu t.tw  19/L ‘A’reaI-y  011 the Lilnltdtloll  (,L

Anti-Uall istic Missile SystelnS  and dn understanding between the two countries

Cx~W*2rrled  on pecmit.ted activities u n d e r  t h e  T r e a t y .
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Progresr  i n  a r m r  c o n t r o l  i n  s p a c e  is, of course, graat1.y  dependen:. on p.‘aJKess

in the bi lateral  diacusaions  on the eublect  of spacy,  but  the Conference on

Disarmament  ehould aleo play i ts  role. For two years now, the Conference’a  Ad HOC

Committee on the Prevention of an Arm! Race in Outer space has been dellberatiny.

The debate ,  apar t  f rom interest ing and detai led technical  information given by one

01’  two delegationa,  was ‘or the  most  part  in  yeneral terms. The  disCusslon,  usefu l

in  itself, did not  reach the  stage of orderly and systematic efforte to  def ine  the

iseuen t o  b e  acldresaed i n  d e t a i l . In particular, the Ad Hoc Committee did nc\.

succeed in identifying thr problems to which the Conference on Disarmament should

t r y  t o  t i n d  solUt.ions. The much-discussed quest ion of  detinitlono is only part  of

th in  basic problem. I n  s h o r t , there i6 s t i l l  a lot  of  work to  be done.

Next to  defining eubject-mat,ters  as smh, it would seem poseible that the

Conference on DLsarmamant could play a useful  complementary role in the b.l.lateral

negJtiati0r.s  b y  exp.oring  t h e  posslbillty o f  pa r t i a l  o r  i n t e r i m  solutiono. The

Conference could,  for  eXamphr discuss the substance of coherent arms-Control

measures in the tield  of PrOteCtion ot satellites, a s  t a r  a s  s u c h  sdcollites a r e  ot

a  s t ab i l i z ing  natu re .

The essential  under ly ing idea of sUCh eitorts would be the protect ion of  the

i.any s a t e l l i t e s  t h a t  f u l f i l  a  s t a b i l i z i n y  r o l e  a s  i n s t r u m e n t s  o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n  a n d

crisis manayement, early warning and communlcat’on. The e x a c t  ndt.ure o f  t h e

stabilizing satell i tes to be protected would have to  be determined. We would also

faVOUr exp lo r ing  the  poss ib i l i t y  o f  p roh ib i t i ng  a t t acks  on  h iyh -o rb i t  oatellites.

1 turn now to chemical weapons. I  must  f irst  of  al l  say that  my delegation

was shocked to hear of the untimely de&til ot our trlond dnd colleayucc

Ian Cromactie, who, among other things, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee in

ChneVa  pluyed  s u c h  a  c r u c i a l  role dt LI Crucial  i)llase oi t h e  llt?~Otiati~nt3. He Was d
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greet  friend, and we hone that Ambarsador solesby will convey my dslsgation’s

condolsnoss to his wife Jenny  and to othrc msmbwrm  of the family.

The  us8 of  ohamical  wsapons is  a sad reality. These  weapons continue to b8

used, and their  actual  and potent ial  impact  i s  horrendous. &My Government remains

grea t ly  conosrnscl  b y  rsports, recently oncm again confirmad,  of the use of chemical

weapons in the oontext of the Iran-Iraq cunflict. This iu the more important in

that ovsr  the past year significant progreus  has been made in thr negotiations on

chemical wsapons, notshly  in the hitherto aluch-disputed  and most uensit~ve  area ot

vsrif  ication.

An evolution in the position of some countciao made it posaibLe  to cover a t

of common ground on suah issuss as the declaration of locations of chemical-weapons

stuckm, the monitoring of non-production in the civil chemical induotry  and on-site

cha l l enge  inspeotions. After years of stagnation the wide rcceptance  of maadatory

cha l l enge  in spec t ions  i s  pa r t i cu l a r ly  g ra t i fy ing .

Looking ahead, it seems to me that these developments are encouraging signs

for the pursuit of negotiations. I share the assessment of the Ctrairman of the

Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Ekeus,  at the end of the summer session that “the

rqnvention  is no longer a distant goal, but a real poesibility”.

None the less, i t  is the last straw that can break the camel’s back, and I am

convinced that  i t  ia not  only  otsaws that  we wil l  have to carry on the sl ippery

road leading to  the convent ion. I mention only the unresolved problema  in the area

Of Control  of the civil chemical industry , the regime  for the destruction of

chamical-weapons stocks and various institu; ional issues.

A major  concern that  we shal l  have to  address  in  the per iod ahead is  the

exchange of data before the signing of the convention. Timely exchanye  ot

information on size and compoaitlon  of existing chemical-weapons etocks and on the
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else  ot the production of chemical weapons , w well  as  information on the actual

?r~UCtion  and use of chemical-weapons key yreoursors by the civil industry, would

be very useful, iP not l ssentisl. such information will not only serve as a

conf  idenoe-buildiny  measure enaouraying &States pactiee to accede to tne convention,

but also help 08 in filling out the details of the drrft convention and making it8

erovisione  m o r e  r ea l i s t i c .
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Speaking about  oonfldencs-building measures,  I  should l ike to take this

Opportunity to extend my Governmsnt9s  very sincere appreciation and that of my

dslegatAn to  t.hs a u t h o r i t i e s  o f  t h r  So,riat U n i o n  f o r  their hosp i t a l i t y  du r ing  our

reornt stay in Moocow  and Bhikhany. We also compliment them on the very effective

o rgsn i aa t i on  o f  t he  v i s i t . We  conaider  th i s  v i s i t  a n  impor t an t  f i r s t  et.ep, a

confidence-building measure ,  which i t  is  hoped wil l  lead to a  fol low-up in the

ssnse I  hava  j u s t  i nd i ca t ed . we  aleo look forward to  fur ther  diecueeione  on the

information supplied - if  possible in wri t ten form - in  the  Conference on

Disarmamsnt i:: Geneva. Western countries have taken similar steps in the past and

will  continue to do so. We hope that  the resul ts  of  the coming Soviet  vis i ts  to

the ohsmiosl  weapons faci l i t ies  at  Tooele ,  U t a h ,  a n d  f u t u r e  b i l a t e r a l  visit8 to

fSCilitiS8 in  other  countr ies  wil l  a lso be brouyht  back to the Conference

Chemical  weapons,  as I  have said,  are actual ly used. I add  tha t  pro l i f e ra t ion

of chemical  weapons is  actual ly taking place. I n  t h o s e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s ,  i t  rs

diffioult t o  r e m a i n  p a t i e n t . Negotiat ions must  lead to success. We call  upon all

CountKieS  to demonstrate courage and inventiveness in overcoming the remaining

se~iou!~ obstacles  on the road to  agreement . After  the conclusion of  the  important

INF nsgotiat ione, chemical  weapons negotiat ions snould get  the priori ty they

deeecve.

INF and chemical  weapons are i l lustrat ions of  an a.c yet only faintly

discernible  t rend in disarmament  ta lks  towards efforts  to  br ing about  the complete

el iminat ion of  whole categories  of  weapone. The Convention on biological WedpoIls

will ,  we hope,  prove to be a forerunner  in,  this respect .

The 1986  Review Conference of the parties to the biological weapons Convention

a n d  t he  mee t ing  o f  s c i en t i f i c  and  t echn ica l  expe r t s  i n  ea r ly  Apr i l  o f  t h i s  yea r

showed tha t  i n  t he  f i e ld  o f  ve r i f i c a t i on  t he  regime  u n d e r  t h e  t r e a t y  c a n  b e
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etrenythened by introducing meaningful  confidence-building meaeuree. Exchange of

information on research,  for  instance ,  may help to  inst i l  confidence that  the

development of new types of weapons is unlikely.

‘I’he  Government  of  the Nether lands at taches great  importance to  p r o y r e s e  i n  the

t Aeld of  conventional-arms control . In Europe, where the 1nnlll0Ky  of the

devastat ions of  the Second World War is  s t i l l  vivid,  t ime has not  in fact  healed

the wounds inf l ic ted by the masnive  use of  conventional  weapoe. Conventional-arms

control  and balanced cuts  in  convent ional  armaments  yo to  the heart  of  the peoples

i n  Qrope. In fact ,  in  Europe, the cont inent  with  the largest  concentrat ion of

amI5 and tortes in the world,  convent ional-arms control  has ,  with the prospect  of

substant ia l  reduct ions in  nuclear  weapons, become more urgent than ever before.

Imbalances  that  threaten etability and securi ty should  be el iminated,  while cllte

are made in the levels  of  conventional  forces.

Against  that  background,  the countr ies  of  the North Atlant ic  Treaty All iance

have put forward a proposal tor a mandate for negotiations with the aim Of

ustabliehinq  ~1  s t ab l e  conven t iona l  balance a t  l ower  l eve l s  i n  t he  area t r o m  t h e

Atlant ic  Ocean to the Urals . I n  t h o e e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  w e  s e e k ,  i n t e r  alia, t o

e l imina t e  t he  capab i l i t y  fo r  l aunch ing  tlurprlse a t t acks  and  in i t i a t i ng  l a rge - sca l e

o f f e n s i v e  a c t i o n . In parallel, we want to build upon and expand on the Stockholm

agreement on confidence- and  secu r i t y -bu i ld ing  measureu.

Emphasis on conventional weapons should, ot course,  in no way be llllited to

Europe. Eighty per cent  of  al l  world mil i tary expenditure goes on  conventional

weapons. Expenditure r ises  tastest in the developing world,  in  countr ies  where

IloverLy  i:; yreatttst. 111  the course 01.  t.hl! Last  t w o  decades  m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e  i n

the third world ha:; yrowh dnnu~lly  by 10 pe? cent  du compared to an annual  world

g r o w t h  o f  3 p a r  r’c!nt.
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We appreciate atatement8  made in the Committee that taetify to a growing

rrcognition of the urgency of the problem. Coventional  w e a p o n s  ‘re not

c o n v e n t i o n a l ,  i n  t h e  8enao o f  customary,  i n  t he i r  impac t .  The i r  c apac i t y  t o  kill,

inflict wounds and de&toy haa far surpansed  the already dramatic and horrendous

proport ions of the  pant, 25 mil l ion people are est imated to have been ki l led by

conventional  arma since 1945 .

Favourable condit ions should be created for  regional  or  subregional  agreements

on the reduction of armaments. Confidence-bui lding measures,  euch as rapid

Communication ryetema,  ehould go hand in hand with agreements to bring down the

love10 o f  armamenta. I n  s h o r t ,  m o r e  opennere  and  e f fec t ive ly  ve r i f i ab le

acme-control treaties are needed ,  a l so  i n  t he  t h i rd  wor ld .

Wo noted from the report  of  the Secretary-General  (A/42/611)  that  in  hi8

let ter  to the Secretary-General  the Chairman of  the Board of  the United Nations

Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) exprerned the wish of some members of

the Board that the former Director of UNIDIH should as soon ae yoeeible  be enabled

t o  b e  preaen? to  aasiat t he  Sec r e t a ry -Gene ra l  i n  t he  r equ i s i t e  t r an s f e r  o f  Powers

to the new Director  of  the  Inst i tute  before  the next  veeeion  o’f  the Board.  We

atrongly support  the view that  Mr. Bota  ehould be enabled to report  in  person to

the Secretary-General .

In hia opening speech  to the Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development, the Secretary-General  expressed the hope that  the

Conference would clarify the issue of the relationship between diearmament and

development. The Conference, in fact ,  succeeda;l  i n  r e a c h i n g  a  conseneu8  o n  a  Final

Document in which the interrelationship of disarmament and development has been

s p e l t  o u t . I t  ie t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  s e c u r i t y  i n  t h e  broadeat s e n s e  t h a t  s h o u l d  guide

the international community in parallel eEforts to promote disarmament and

development.



FME/lZ A/C.1/42/YV.12
49-50

(Mr. van Bchaik, Netherlands)

Asart f rom the  broad policy function fulfi l led by the  Firrt Committeer  the

world community fortunately ha8 at ite diblpoeal  two organs uniquely dealing with

diearmament  mattete: the DLsasmameht Cmrrlrsion  and the Conforonce on

Disarmament. The Disxmament  Comndseion ehould aerve  a8 a forum in which thcr

deliberationo  would help do shape future or ientat ions .  The Conference on

Disarmament ,  necessarily a more reotricted forum, is  - ae it  is  r ightly called -

t h e  ringle mul t i l a t e r a l  nego t i a t i ng  body.

AS  ie recognized  in the Final  Act of  the firet special session on disarmament ,

the machinery of the Disarmament Commission ie an indieponeablo  tool. I t  c a n  dlld

should  foster the disarmament  proceee in a global dialogue  by conceptueliziny

problame,  by mobilizinq  public  opinion, by adopting recommendations and, last, but

most eeaential, by  the  p repa ra t ion  o f  g loba l  treatiee.

However, whatever ita usefulness, Eany people doubt whethoe the machinery has

worked oufficiently well  so far . Ae in  other  part8 of  the United Nat ions system,

the time has come for streamlining, for  considering poasibilitieb of  increasing the

efficiency of  the organs and theic proceduree, fo r  eteering  a  courne  load ing  to

lees repet i t ion and more concentxation  on  the real  ieouee,
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My delegation hopes that the Disarmament Commiar?on,  which has on its agenda

the consideration of that very United Nations disarmsme.?  machinery, will succeed

in  advising on the appropriate  mode for achieving greater  eff iciency.  Allow me in

thir context  also to underl ine tha pol icy-oriented contr ibut ions that  UNIDIR can

make on ways to raise the standard of United Nations  disarmament endeavours.

The for thcoming third special  aeaoion of the General  Assembly devoted to

dirarmament  will provide us with a major opportunity to take stock of disarmament

e f f o r t s . That  session wil l  a lso have the very important  task of  bui lding and

strengthening support by Governments and public opinion for the cause of arms

control and the reduction of armaments. We also hope that  that  eeaaion wil l  give

US guidance on ways to make our deliberations more effective and directed at areas

where there is  potent ial  for  eubatant ive progreaa,  preferably in tho form of

armr-control  agreements  or at  leant  substant ive recommendationn.

Such a task can be accomplished only when it is tackled in a buaineaalike  and

orderly way, without propaganda and rhetoric. I n  t h a t  s p i r i t ,  t h e  N e t h e r l a n d s

intends to  mcrirc  a  pragmatic  and constructive  contr ibut ion to the special  eeaaion.

Po l i t i c8  ie t he  a r t  o f  t he  pos s ib l e  i n  a n  a r e n a  o f  con f l i c t i ng  i n t e r e s t s . The

possible wi l l  neve r  co inc ide  w i th  t he  i dea l .  B u t ,  aa h a s  been  sa id :

“This  Organizstion  [ the United Nat ions]  ie created to  prevent  you from going

t o  h e l l . It  isn’t created to  take you to heaven.”

Mr. ADAM (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): We should l ike to

congratulate you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of this important Committee

dealing u;th issues of disarmament  and securi ty. YOUK  pos i t i ve  con t r ibu t ion  in

this connection is  well  known to al l . We also congratulate  the other  off icers  of

the Committee on the trust placed in them. We should also l ike to congratulate

Mr. Akadhi on the assumption of hi8 new high post and wish him every bucceaa.
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We shall always remember 1997 as the year in whioh everything seemed quite

poeaiblet there appears to be a chance for arms l i m i t a t i o n , which was not foreseen

within  the  f ramework of prevail ing international  circumatanaea  and of  existing

SeKiouS  COnfliat8 that might undermine international co-operation  on security

iseues# the two super-Powers have shown a new interest in negotiating to reach an

imjortant  agreement#  loaders  in  Europe have s tar ted an intensive dialogue  with  a

view to reaching agreement  on prerequisi tes  for  their  countr ies’  necurityr and an

important  State  - China  - hae begun to demobilize 1 mill ion of  i ts  mili tary forces

a s  a  p o s i t i v e  i n i t i a t i v e .

On  the  other  hand,  in  th is  a tmosphere  of the relaxat ion of  tension,  some big

Powers are undertaking certain steps that could undermine existing agreement88  some

Circle8 are queLlI  toning the validi ty of the idea of  disarmament  itself1 third world

countries  are accelerat ing the arms race at  an alarming pacer the flamea  of

r eg iona l  con f l i c t s  a r e  raging1  \nd t he  wor ld  a l so  f i nds  itrelf in  a  grey  a r e a  a8

regardtr  i t s  aecur  i t y .

We are therefore faced at  this  session  with a  more complex task,  and the FiKBt

Commit tee  must  deal  with this  real i ty  with more aar iouaneaa and objectivity.  Ire

Should also refrain f rom past  practicea  that  were  aometlmea  characteeized  by a

drive to achieve certain gain8 and a desire to prove the validi ty of  narrow

s t r a t eg i c  and  mi l i t a ry  doc t r i ne s  and  rulee.

The  fUtUKe of  internat ional  securi ty  ha8 acquired a  new dimension einco the

Convening of the Reykjavik Summit of  last  October . We must admit here that we have

embarked upon a new path that may not be very clear! however, on 18 September  that

path led the Soviet  Union and the United States  or’ America to egcee in principle on

the el iminat ion of  their  intermediate-  and shorter-range nuclear  weapons fKOm

Europe. Chances for concluding bKOadeK  agreements seem possible. Leaders ot the
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two countries have rxa~cinod  patience and made conceeeionv  that may extend to other

a r e a s , such na t h e  c o n d u c t i n g  o f  nliclaar t e a t s ,  nuclear  proliterat,on ana incldet.ts

on t h e  hlqh seas. We should like note J c i t e  o n e  p o s i t i v e  example, t h a t  i s ,  t h e

agreement reached thin year r,t the  StocKholm Conference on Confidence- and

Security-building V-sauces  and Disarmament 1 n Europe ,  which aims at  strengthening

trust between European countries and minimizing  the chances of surprise attack.

In this  short  s tatement  my delegat ion wil l  not  be able to deal  with al l  the

important itemu  before the Committee! therefore , we hope to be able to comment on

some o f  t h e m  a t  a  l a t e r  s t a g s . 38 Sudan, a developing, non-aligned country,

s t r i v ing  l i k e  t h e  grea t  ma jo r i ty  o f  countries t o  h a l t  t h e  ,luclear -arms  r ace  ano t o

prevent  once and for all  the prol iferat ion ot  nuclear  weaprjns, attache0 the utmost

imPWtanC0  to queetione of disarmament and eecurlty.  With that in mind, we shall

concentrate  on the fol lowing issues.

T h e  ceseation  o f  all n u c l e a r - t e s t  explosiona i s ,  i n  o u r  view8 t h e  f i r s t  s t e p

towards curbing the nuclear-arma race and putting a stop to the production of new

Senerations ot such weapons, which may be d-ven more etfective  and lethal. Despite

the fact  that  the Genera?.  Assembly has bee: .  discussing this i tem since i ts  ninth

session,  we have not yet  elaborated a treaty prohioitiny  all nuclear - test

exp los ions ,  b y  ali S&tori ,  in  all envirormente and for  ever. T h e r e f o r e ,  r.uclear

explosions 41’e  taking place contrary to  the wish ot  the overwhelming ma]ority  of

Member StdteS.
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“ve n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  StaLse  have  no t  ye t  rrcceded t o  t h e  non-proliferation

Tr Ly. The Conference on Disarmament hae not succaeded in carrying out its

mand: ‘.e, because of the excueeo giver. by some big nuclear-weapon Statea. Wbi Le we

support the view of the Group of 21 and the Conference on Disarmament, we also

agree that  extatinq  means  of verif icat ion are suff icient  to ensure compliance. The

argument that tuch meana ate not yet available cannot be uaed aa an excuse to

continue to improve nuclear weapons and produca  new generations of them. We do not

reject  the principle of developing means of verif icat ion within a reliable regime

of verification and monitoring in the framework of an international agreement based

on complete trust.

Immediate cessation of nuclear-weapon tests and their prohi,bition have become

a priorit,? need. Therefore, all countries must agree without delay to eetablish an

international system Cor monitoring compliance with a moratorium, especially ar one

Member State applied such a moratorium for acme  time , on the basis of its estimate

of the accelerating arms race.

Secondly, J come to the establial.~~~r*nt or nuclear-weapon-free zones and

denuclearized zones. Althouyh an effective international convention to ensure the

security of non-nuclear weapon States ayalnst  the threat or the use of such weapons

has not  yet  b-en  concluded, the cal l  for  the eatabliehmtnt  of  nuclear-weapon-free

zones and denuclearized zones i gaining  strength day by day.

We are witnessing renewed efforts by the countries of the Middle  East t0

establ ish nuclear-weapon-free zones in  the  reyion, espec ia l ly  s ince  I s rae l  a lone

poedesses nuclear weapons and insists  on continuing development, product,Qn  and

testing,  without acceding to the non-proliferation Treaty and without agreeinil :is~

far  to  subject  all  i ts nucvlear  activities  to the Internat ional  Atomic Energy Ayency

(IAEA) safzyu.  rds system, and also wrthl>ut approviny  tile estab’iohment  of  a
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nuclear-weepon-free rono in  the  Middlr  East. Boaau80 o f  t h a t  porition, w e  a r e  f a r

from achieving and 8trengthening  paaoe and security in an l aonomically and

rtrategicall:/ important  region. F o r  a l l  thomr reaeone,  w e  support  t h e

eatabl. Ihment of  nuclear-weapon-free  aon. alro in Latin America,  the South

Paoif Lc, L,he  Indian Ocean and Central Europe.

What  1  have ju8t r a i d  alao applies to Afrioa. The 1964 Cairo  Declarat ion on

the denucloariaation  of Africa h3o  bean l ugportod by the General Assembly at

*uccee~ive  8ersionr  s ince  1965. At its last rer8ion the General  Aneembly  renewed

itr -all to  a l l  Stat&a to  conrider  a n d  rospect t h e  c o n t i n e n t  o f  Afr i ca  and  itA

surrounding areae a6 a nuclear-weapon-fro*  gone , l ince the  implel  entatioli of the

Declaration would be an important measure  to l naure the non-prolif  ration of

nuclear  weapon8 and promote internat ional  peace and securi ty.

A t  t ha t  noesion  i t  a l ro  expreaaed  grave c o n c e r n  ahout  S o u t h  Africa’@

poaaersion  Of a  IkIclear-weapon  capability and i t s  cont inuat ion of  the development

o f  s u c h  a capabi l i ty . It condemned South Africa in thrl rerpect and also condemned

all forine of nuclear co-operation with that racist r&glmo bj any State,

co rpo ra t i on ,  i n s t i t u t i on  o r  i nd iv idua l . However, countrier with the technical

means refuse to help the international community to l xpome that activity and 40 not

provide any off icial  information on the rereacch  carr ied out  by South Africa.

Raciet South  Afr ica does not  subject  its nuclear  facilitiee to inepection  by the

IAEA. We faca a clear threat to international poacr and l scurity, with a eeriouri

eecalation O f  t h e  t h r e a t  a n d  b l a c k m a i l  practi#@d b y  t h a t  r4cig.t S t a t e  against  all

the peoples of  Africa. We should troat with a11 l eriournoee the conclusiona

reached by the report  of the United Nation6 Inatrtuto for Disarmament kieeearl.ti un

S o u t h  Africa’s  nuclear  capabi l i ty . The Securi ty  Council  ie rtill duty-bound to
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plug tho pro&ant  holon in the arms ombargo against South ACric6, in order to mako

the embargo more effective  in ail areas, including co-operation with Mouth Africa

in  the  nuclear  field.

1 turn now to biological and chemical weapons. The internationab community i8

&ill closely following the negotiationa at the Corrfarrnco  on Diearmament on tho

COnClUfIiOn  of a  mult i la teral  convention on the complete and effect ive prohibit ion

of tho development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their

doatruction. Despite  the progreen achicvea last  year , the convention has not boen

elaborated, although it  ie imminent.

There are other important leeuea  - including conf  idence-bullding measures,

security and conventional diaarmament, prevention of an b.ms race in outer apace,

the naval arms race, the relationship between disarmament and development - on

which my delegat ion would l ike to preeent  i ts  viewe  at  a  later  stage. However, we

ehould like now to express our view on the role played by the United Nations  and

ite  rubaidiary  bodies  in  the f ield of  diearmament. In hie report on the work of

the Orqanizat icn,  issued or  9  September  this year, the Secretary-tieneral  .~crye;

“The  Charter of the IJnited  Nations defines the principles to be followed

in gaining peace in the fullest meaning ot what true peace entails. ‘These

principles have lost  none of their  relevance  or validi ty.  What hae too often

been lacking is  the readiness of  Member States  to put  aside nat ional

differencea and national  ambit ions and work together  within  the  Uni ted Natioha

in accordance with these principles towards common goale.” (-1, p.17)

The Disarmament Commieeion’s  report this year hab emp’asized that the main

objective of Ihe Uni ted Nat  rona  is to saLeguard  InteinatFonaL peace and eecurity.

It refers explici t ly to the fact  that  t rue and lasting peace can be achieved only
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through tho l ffcctivo inplomentation  of the eocurity system provided for in the

Charter. It al80 emphaaisor  the important role played by multilateral agreements

in connection with rii8armament meaaurea to SafeguaKd  international peace and

eecurity,  and paya duo attention to the effectivenees of the key rolb played by the

Security Council in that regard.

Although wo appreciata  all the efforte at the bilateral and regional levels in

the field of conventional and nuclear  diearmament, we conaider it important that

such efforta complement thoro mado by the rnternat~anal  community and Its

negotiating and deliberative  bodioa,  80 that the Organization  may not be deprived

of its moat  eacrod duty, provided for by the Charter, esyeclally  when thoee

negot.aLione  are relatod to tho wider ob]octivee and interests of other countrier

and of the international community in general.

We do not want our Organization  to be turned into a forum for rhetorical

speeches and a safety valvo for tho majority ot Lts Members, which have no say, in

present circumetancoa, in many of the important international issues.

The meeting,ro8o  at 12.20 p.m.


