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In the abarnoa of the Chairman, Mr. Gutierrez (Costa Rica), Vice~Chairman,

took the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 1y,15 a.m.

AGENDA I'TEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Ma. AL-ALAWI (Bahrain) (interpretation from Arabic)s Allow me first of
all, 8ir, to congratulate you on beshalf of my delegation on youx election to the
chairmanship of the First Committee. We are confidant that with your guidance the
Committee's work wil ba @ 00N SIS0

| ® hould aso lika to congratulate the other members of thr Bureau and to wish
tham ® very al00088 in carrying out their responsibilities.

Diaarmamant and arms control are two of the moat importxnt matter8 dealt with
in the Charter, Article 11 of whioh ® aaigna thorn to the Ceneral Aaaembly for
consideration. That Article ® tipulatea that the General Assembly may consider the
general principles of co-operation in the maintenance of international peace and
® O0OuCity, including the principies governing disarmament and tha regulation of

armaments.
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;its., Al-Alawi, Bahrain)

It would be interesting to compare tha list of disarmament items on thr
Assembly's preasent agency with the list of agenda item8 of which thm First
Committee was seizad at it 8 first session. At that time there was concern over the

arms race and the role of the United Nation8 in bringing about general and real

diearmament. It in hardly s.rprising that today State8 continue to 8tL&Ch great

importance to thoss items.

The main goal of the Orqanization is internation peace and security.
Achievement of that goal ha8 alway® been linked with progress in disarmament. The
arms race, in all it8 forms, is the greatest obstacle to global international

security) it create8 an atmosphere in whigh it {g difficult to trealiZe the United

Nationg goals.

The a:ms race is an enOrmous threat to international peace and security. The
development of military technology impedes the golut.on of problems of disarmament
and internation security. & XOX4SSOA @ XpwliditUto8 grow yearly, and arein large
measure dsvoted to weapons of mass destruction. The amount being spent on the atms
race i8 Btuaggering, g8 figure in the neighbourhood of $1 trilliony it exceed8 the
indebtedness 9f the developing countries.

Given the frantic arms race, there can be no confidence in international peace
and security. Several countries must devote reSOULCE@S to armament instead of
development, food, shelter and health needs. Several multilateral and bilateral
treaties in the disarmament field have been concluded within the United Nations,
but that has not slowed th8 arms race.

It is regrettable to sea the escalation in the arm8 race, which 18 even being
extended into outer space. Nuclear weapon8 are the greatest threat to mankind, and

it 18 therefore important that a halt be put to the arm8 race and that every effort
be made to prevent a nuclear war that would destroy civilisation after it8 long

existence on the planet, The nuclear arm8 race hinder8 peace and effort8
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to reduce international tensions. The international community must urgently
undertake the measures necessary to achieve disarmament.

My country warmly welcomas the agreement in principle reached by the United
States and the Soviet Union concerning the elimination of intermediate and
shorter-range huclear weapons. That is a great achievement and an encouraging 8tep
towarde the goal of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. we hope that the
errorta O acnieve that ® greamant wili be successful and that the two super-Powers
will redouble their efforts in their negotiations at Geneva on offensive and
strategic weapons,

The eetabliahment of nuclear-weapon-free zones ig one of the measures the
United Nations has taken in the field of disarmament. such zones are an important
element in increasing regionrl confidence and international peace and security. My
country welcomes the initiatives of the General Assembly in this connection, in
particular the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle cast. The
Assembly has adopted several reaolutiona to that end, and resolution 47/48, adopted
last year, urged all parties directly concerned to consider seriously taking the
practical and urgent stops required to implement the proposal to establish a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the siddle East in accordance with tho
relevant resolutions of the General Assembly.

The resolution alsc invited thoee countries not to develop, produce, test or
otherwise acquire nuclear weapons. Israel’s continued development of its nuclear
capacity and its refusal to place its nuclear installations under International
Atomic energy Agency (IAkA) safeguard8 constitute one of the main obstacles to the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

Co-operation between the south African régime and Israel in the military,
technological and nuclear fields, notwithstanding united Nations decisions, is

another obstacle to efforts to achieve peace and security and to limit armaments im
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routhern Africa and the Middle Eagt, That co-operation in the nualear field pores
a particular threat to stability and security in the Middle Eagt and on the African
continent.  we recall the Israeli attack against the Iragi peaceful nuclear
installation, which proved Israel's contempt for attempts to use nuclear gnergy for
peaceful purposes.

With regard to the Indian Ocean, my delegation supports efforts .o establish a
zone of peace in that area. The convening of the conference called for in that
regard would er “le the li:roral and other countries of the region to deal at the
highest political level with questions essential to their own security and
independence. we hope that that conference will take place in the near future.

, Our concern over the arms race is increased by its possible extension into
outer space. OQuter space is the common heritage of all mankind, and it should ta
used solely for peaceful purposes and to benefit all countries.

We would note the positive results of the International Conference ypn the
Relationship between Disarmament and Development held recently under tkg auspices
of the United Nations, It emphaaized the close link between disarmament and
development and the negative effects of the arms race on economic development. |t
also focused on the need to free the resources yevoted to armaments anu use them
for economic and social development, particularly in the developing :ountries. The
results of that Conference were positive and emphasized the responsibility of all
countries to implement and realize the goals set forth in the Fina. Document.
International co-operation in arms limitation is still the goal of the United

Nations and of the international community as a whole.
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Today, we live in a world that is interdependent botn economically and in
terms Of security. This is a challenge to which al.l1 countries must respond in
close co-operation. The United Nations is the only global institution for
diplomacy allowing us to find solutions to common problems. There is a need for
international co-operation in intensifying efforts to establish conditions of
confidence and interaction with a view to reaching agreements towards the
® ohievement of the principal goal of the United Nations, the maintenance of
International peace and security.

MC. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): My delegation would like to join
the delegations that have expressed sorrow at the passing away Of
Ambassador Cromartie, who served his country in an outstanding manner as a
representative at the Geneva Conference on Lisarmament.

The German Democratic Republic associates itself with the expressions of high
appreciation for the agreement in principle between the Soviet Union and the united
States on the issue of medium-range missiles, with the expectation that it will
generally improve conditions for further steps towards disarmament and arms
limitation.

We sincerely hope that the talks which started today between Foreign Minister
Shevardnadze and Secretary of State Shultz in Moscow will be very successful. The
General Assembly decision adopted by congensus yesterday convincingly reflects the
great interest of the entire international community in positive results.

All States are called upon to do all they can to advance the disarmament
process also in its regional and global dimensions py establishing a parallel with
the bilateral negotiations. That focuses attention even more on the role and
effectiveness of the multilateral disarmament bodies and is particularly true of

the ceneva Conf erencc on Disarmament.
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The report on this year’s gsassion of the Conference pointa out the
considerable progress that has been made in the elaboration of the convention on
the compiate elimination of chemical weapons. Yet, it alro makes clear how much
remains to be done in order to ensure that the activities live yp to the tasks.

What is especially serious is the lack of efficiency in the arw«as8 of nuclear
arm8 limitation and disarmament and also of tne prevention of an arms race in outer
space. There is a prevailing opinion that today declarations or discussions
without concrete orientation towards the respective aims are insufficient for
fulfilling the high priority tasks of thr Conference.

The current situation cannot be justified, nor does it mwat the growing
poseibilitiesz. The maintenance of peace through disarmament is, by its very
nature, a global problem, and it affects the vital interests of all States withou!
exception. Bilateral accords between the Soviet Union and the United States, as
Well as regional agreements such as envieaged, inter alia, for Europe, are Of
utmost importance. But they will carry their full weight only when they are no
longer viewed as some sort of alternative to the multilateral endeavoura aimed at
world-wide solutions. It is therefore with good reason that the demand is made
finally to apply the principle unacr which the different levels of negotiations
ehould complement and atimulate each other. In this light, a division of labour
conbined with a co-ordinated approach is required.

In practically all subject areas problems have already been identified whose
solutions could be tackled at the Conference simultaneously with other
negotiations. The major nuclear-weapon States and the other militarily significant
countries should feel obliged to participate fully in the search for understanding
also within the multilateral framework. That would certainly promote bilateral

negotiations t00. In this connection we welcome tne information given regularly by
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the Soviet Union about bilateral negotiations, since this help8 to bring mor2
openness into the whole disarmament procese and overcome the exclusive character Of
certain negotiating bodies.

The general recognition of the important role of the Geneva Conference on
Diearmament remain8 the most essential prerequisite for it8 successful work in the
spizit of relevant United Nation8 regolutions. However, reflection is necessary on
how to modify the structure and the method of work of the Conference in order to
improve condition8 £or tangible progress. That will certainly also be a subject at
the next United Natio.s special gession devoted to disarmament. In tnis respect,
consideration should be given, inter alia, to the following; first, whether the
Conference 18, in its present composition, able to meet the requirement of
including all State8 in the disarmament process , and here it would be desirable to
devise a solution whereby global participation is combined with an effective
functioning of workj secondly, whetner it would be in accordance with the
significance of the tasks facing the Conference if it were able to work throughout
the year » apart from a few hreaks; and, tniraly, whether the work of the
Conference, by simplifying procedutes, should focus even more on Bubstantive
questions.

In this connection we welcome the proposals submitted to the Conference on
Disarmament by a working group under the guidance of the representative of China,
Ambassador Pan. Those proposals deal with the setting-up ot the subsidiary organ8
of the Conference an@ the elaboration of the report, but the subjects can Certainly
be elaborated upon.

Yet, what is required most, now as betore, 18 the political will to draw

consistently on all the Conference’s possibilities for dialogue, negotiations and

agreements, and to do productive practical work regardiny all item8 on the agenda.
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A comprehensive nuclear-test ban has priority. It would essentially

contribute tO the cessation of the arms race in the nuclear fieia and to the
prevention of its spread to outer space. We agree with the opinion of the
Secretary-General, Mr. Peres de Cuellar, in his annual report to the forty-second
session of the General Assembly that the continuation of testing nuclear weapons
would mitigate the value of eliminating one existing type of missile and perpetuate
the arms race.

What is needed is a clear political decision. The main obstacles on the road
to an accord are not of a technical nature. The unilateral moratorium of the
Soviet Unlon on all nuclear explosions has proved that the cessation of tests would
be attainable in a relatively ahort time.

We weicome the agreement recently reached between the USSR and the United
States to start comprehensive step-by-step negotiations on the problem of
nuclear-weapon tests before 1 December this year , and, at the same time, we express

the hope that interim agreements will be achieved rapidly on the way towards a

complete test ban.
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The participation of all nuclear-weapon States, indeed of all countries, ,s needed

to make the teet ban complece and general. The Geneva Conference on wisarmament
should rapidly agree on the necessary organizational framework go that,
aimultaneouely with the Soviet-American negotiations, work on a comprehensive
treaty can be started. Special attention could be attached to the verification
system, which would be baaed on a combination of naticnal means ond international
measures, including on-site inspections. Last June the group of socialist States
submitted to the Geneva Conference on Jisarmament a document entitled "basic
provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests”, which contained,_ inter alia, detailed suggestions for verification. The
sociniist States are also ready to consider constructively proposals by other
States.

A suitable forum f. uiscussing and working out recommendations concerning the
structure and functions of a verification system would be provided by a special
group of scientific experts within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament,
as propasec by Foreign Minister Eduard Chevardnadze on 6 August 1987, and would of
course have to take into account the valuanle work of the Group of seismic exports.

Afi.: four years of standstill it is high time to get things moving at the
Conference. We, for our part, consider a comprehensive teat ban to be more than
ever a moat urgent wmeasure, while others gay it could come about only at the end of
8 long process of phased reductions. In our view, the start of negotiations on a
comprehensive test ban is the shortest way to achieve concrete results. Therefore,
we are very much in favour of a neyotiating mand.te fOor a committee.  gthets =~ who,
incidentally, nave agreed to bilateral negotiations on that subject = still wish ta

evade undertaking a correspoudiny commitment at the Conference.
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At present no agresmu.. on there conceptual issues seems to be attainable.
However, a goal-oriented diecuesion of the principal elements of an agreement would
be possible, to compare positions, eeek to bring them closer together and solve
practical technical problems. Efforts to that end ehould start without delay.
Proposals On tha procedural aepectr have been submitted by socialist, non-aligned
and Western countries. Comparison of these ehowe tnat an understarding can na
reached, provided that each aide meets the other halfway. For example, one ehould
not stick to every comma in the text of a mandate submitted years ago. ToO advance
this important issue at the Conference, this session of the United Nation8 General
Asgembly should adopt, if possible by consensvs, a relevant resolution.

Under the agenda item "pravention Of an arms race in outer space” the
Conference discussed relevant problews ana analysed existing space law with a view
to preparing negotiations. Concrete tasks must be tackled now. A good basis for
that is offered by the wideranyiny propusals and ideas put ftorward by various
countries for future global accords relating to both comprehensive ¢ .ations and
specific measures, Including conf idence-building measures, guch as an international
inepectorate entrusted with extensive powers, as suyygested by the Soviet Union.

The prohibition of anti-satellite weapons could constitute a pajor partial
step. 4aking into account the nroposala of other countries, the German Democratic
Republic and th. ongolian People’'s Republic submittes a document entitled *main
provisions of a treaty on the prohibition of anti-satellite weapons and on ways to
ensure the immunity of space objects" at this year's session of the Geneva
Conference. They believe that the safe functioning of spa~e objects = and we have
in mind all kinds of guch objects - can be ensured only by renunciation ot the
threat or yge of force against space objectsy prohibition of the deliverate

destruction or damaging Of or interference with the normal functioning ot space
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objects and the changing of their trajectoryj and prohibition of the development,
testing ok deployment of anti~satellite systems end tne destruction, under
iriternational control, of already existing systems.

The resolution on the prevention of an arms race in outer space to be adopted
at this session Of the General Assembly ehould call ‘or practical action to be
taken at last. The close relationship between peace on eartn and in outer gpace in
a reality of the nuclear and space age. The batter the prospects for radical 8tep8s
towards eliminating nuclear weapons on earth | ghg MOL® unceaaonable and dangerous
will be the deployment of acme in outer space. We share the hope that the USSR and
the United States will remain committed to their objective of prevanting an arus
race in space and terminating the arme race on tha earth. It would be contrary to
that stated objective if the anti-ballistic missile Treaty wete interpreted and
appliad in a manner inconsistent with its letter and spirit. ‘The prohibition of
® pace weapons is gasential to ensure that international co~operation in the
peaceful exploration of outer space can develop fully, for the benetit of all
peoples, and that relevant material and intellectual resources be used exclusively
for that purpose.

This year we observe the twentletn anniversary of the conclusion ana entry

into force of th; Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Otuner Celestial dodies.
The anniversary of that international instrument, which is rightly called the magna
carta of space law, should prompt all States to do everythiny to enauretnat space
remaina free of weapons in the future also.

Thanks to intensifiea efforts by many delegations and the excellent work of

the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committea, Ambassador Ekeus of Sweden, remarkable

progreas has been made in the neyotiatione on a comprehensive ban o¢n caemical
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weapone. We share the view that the drafting of the convention ha8 entered the
final stage. The negotiations have been accompanisa by moves towArds
confidence-building and openness. Outstanding examples of this are the workahop at
Shikhany and tha vecy recent proposal of the Soviet Government that even betore the
convention is concluded important information be exchanged and its correctness
checked.

Tne German Democratic Republic continues to regard the eetabiishment of a
chemical-weapon-free zone in central Europe &8 an effective step towards the 9glcbal
elimination of chemical weapons. By contrast, the planned rtart of the production
of binary weapons is detrimental to the search for understanding. The forgoing of
productiun ot thoae weapons would, conversely, be considered everywhere a sign of
goodwill.

In the interest of the early ¢onclusion of the nayotiations on chemical
weapons, efforte should focus on the followings first, seeking solutions to the
faw open questions Of a fundamental nature, and in this context we reyard it as
important that the Soviet Union advocates the principle of mandatory inspectiors on
challenge without the right of refusal; and, secondly, backing wup the underetdndiny
reached so Ear on fundamrntal issues by detailed provisions on such things as the
destruction of chemical-weapon stockpiles and their production facilities and
guaranteeing the non-production of such weapons.

The Pugwash seminar to which the German Democratic Regublic serveu as host in
March of this year, including the visit to a large chemical plant, was aimed at
promoting solutions concerning verification of the non-production of g¢nemnical

weapons.
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Exports Prom 17 countries had the opportunity to get acquainted with pertinent
laws and regulation8 as well as with practical arrangenments in the German
Democratic Republic@ 8 chemical industry.

Thirdly, the conditions for neyotistions ghould be improved Further. More
time should be allocatec to the Committee for negotiations during and outside the
sesulons of the Conference on Diearmament. Its challenging tasks would even
justify a permanent session until the finalization of the convention.*

By chairing a working yroup of the Committee, the German Democratic Republic's
delegation har jontributed to the results recorded by the Conference. In the
future, also, it will not lack readiness to play its part.

The present session of the United Nations General Assembly can provide impetus
to the negotiation8 if, while duly commending what has been achieved, it urges tae
Conference on Disarmament to finalize the text of the convention.

All efforts made to reduce and to eliminate arsenals of weapons must merge
with endeavours markedly to improve political relations among States, to solve
conflicts and generally to advance the process of détente.

The principles set forth in the Charter must become the natural norms of
triter-State relations and must include recognition of the realities that emergea 1in
Europe after the Second worla War and mutual respect for the sovereignty and
independence of States.

Mr, ZIPPURI (lsrael) ; wun this first occasicn that my delegation has
addressed the Committee | should like to congratulate you, Mtf. Chairman, on your

election to your Lmportant office and tO express our appreciation ot your skill and

] The Chairman took the Chair.
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competent di.ection Of these deliberations. | also wish to congratulate 411 the

members of thr Bureau.

we in Israel, like States in all other parts of the world, have been ,.satly

encouraged by the progress made in the bilateral talks between the United Staten
and the USSR on the total elimination of long-range and short-range intermediate
missiles from the European and Asian continents. As Vice-Premier and Foreign
Minister Shimon Perea atated in his address t0 the General Assembly on

29 September 1997:

*In a world grown cynical of the super-Powers' increased arms -ompetition
and fearful of the technologlee it has unleashed, the people of Israel
appreciate the readiness of the United States and the Soviet Union to begin 4
process of nuclear disarmament. This is not just a technical accord. 1t is 4
nolitical dictum: no longer can we find military answers to political
problems. wWhat is necessary ace political answers to the military menace.”

(A/42/pv, 17, p. 19-20)

Israel supports every effort and initiative that may facilitate dialogue, A
reduction of teneiona and a moderation of the arms race, both globally ana
regionally, and affirms its readiness to enter into a dialogue witn all its
neighboura in order to reach agreements in this sense.

However, let me touch on three areas concerning the Middle tast, wnicn have
engaged the General Aeeombly in recent years. As has been made clear by the
unanimous reports of the experts who were diepatched to the region by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, the dispositions of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol have been violated time and time again by Iragq - this despite appeals trom
the Secretary-General and the Security counci. Recently there has Leen an
alarming escalation wnen these chemical weapons have been used against Ccivilians.

There is evidence that Iran has also used similar weapons, ard Syria is reported to
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be building up a serious chemical warfare capability. While we are encouraged by
the progress made in the Conference on Lisarmament in drafting a new comprenensive
convention for the banning of chemical weapons, the continuing use of this
prohibited weapon in our region is cause for consideraule concern,

In addition, all new chemical warfare conventions must be considered not only
from a global standpoint, namely the balance between the super-powers or the major
military blocs, but also in a regional setting. What is of especial concern to any
country is its relations with its neignbours. Any scheme for the reduction and
abolition of chemical weapons must take account of the security needs of all
countries.

Even as the convention is being debated in the Conference on bisarmament, a
number of States have established controls over the export of chemical precursors
to countriae which might avail themselves of these for the production of chemical
weapons. Israel has also published a list of such chemicals for which export
permits are required, and the policy of tnh. Government of Israel is not to grant
such licences for exports where there is reason to fear that they would be used for
the manufacture of chemical weapons.

It is manifest that urgency sgnould inform the delioerations of the Conterence
on Disarmament in order that thesa pernicious means of warfare can be outlawed.
However, the major threat which hangs over our region is in the conventional arms
race. Conventiona wars have been fought in the Middle East, and the General
Assembly SO far has seen ample and undisguised evidence that the elimination of
Israel is still the principal target of many Arab countries. even at the expense Of
what one would assume to be more urgent requirements. tven [ragq and Itan, Locked
in combat, ceaselessly proclaim the d. truction Of Israel to be their ultimate
goal. We cannot disregard authoritative declarations. Indeea, we take them

seriously. Moreover, these threats are backed up by a military potential, which
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exceeds that of Israel in every category = nen and armeé = even in the case of
Syria, let aone any conbination of Aab States. I shoula nake special reference
here to surf ace-t o-surface missiles, where the disproportion is particularly
nenacing, because the Aab States can oriny their nssiles rignt to the frontiers
of Israel, if they were to decide on a renewed thrust, and Ilraq is officialy
reported to have successfully tested a missiie with a range in excess of 600

kil ometres.

In this context, at the last session Of the Genera Assenbly we stated tnat
mitual balanced force reduction in our region is an idea whose time has cone. I am
convinced that even wthout solving all the outstanainy problens of our area, a
basis for the building of confidence could be found were the Sates of our region
to enter into serious, direct and unfettcred negotiations on mutually bal anced
force reduction. There is hardly any sense in continuing the ever-increasing
spiral G arnmanents which playue the people and Sates of the Mdde £ast. livery
conponent of the military balance would be included in these negotiations.

I urge our neighbouriny Sates, therefore, to think about our proposal to
enter into free and direct negotiations in order to exanine the possibilities which
exist in the concept of a Mddle Eastern mutually balanced force reduction. BEven a
serious discussion of such a possibility between the Sates concerned coul d
contribute sone of the contidence so badly needed.

Lastly, the General Assenbly has gone along for years with the request to
report on Israeli nuclear armanent, and the item is inscribed on the agenda of this
session of the General Assenbly as well. Israel, of course, objects to so
exceptional a treatnent, to which no other Sate of scientific and technical
conpetence is subject, and equally it objects to the insinuations which have been
levelled against it in past resolutions. V¢ shall return to the subject in yrvater

detail when it comes up for debate. For the nonent, let ne only remnd
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reprasentatives of the authoeitativo ® tatersnt made by Prime Minister Shamir,

speaking at ths General Ansembly in 1945, He said:
*we believe that the most effective and credible barrier to proliferation in

10 aensitive en area as the Middle Raat is a freely and directly negotiated
convention @  rtabliehing a nuclear-weapon-free zone, based on a system of
obligatlonr binding on all States concorned. Israel gtanag ready to begin

such negotiations without delay o« preconditions." (A/40/PV,18, p. 86)

We still await the response of our neighbours.
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Mr. kMERY (United states of Amer jca): Before turning to the business

befoco us, 1 ahould like to pay & apecial tribute to on4 of our colleayuea who is
no longer with us. 1 know that all who have served with him hers at the United
Nations, in Vienna at the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAgA) and in Geneva
at the Conference on Disarmament are saddened to learn of the recent death of
Ambassador lan Cromartie. Ambassador Cromartie was a man of great intellect and
charm. lie approached all issue with the disciplined mind of a scientitst, while at
the same time always practising the subtle art of diplomacy. His contributions to
arms control and disarmament and to peace were very significant.  They ranged from
promoting the peaceful atom to preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and,
most recently, leading the negotiations on a comprehensive ban on chemical
weapons. I would aek the delegation of the United Kingdom to convey o Ambassador
Cromartie's widow and family the most sincere condolences from my delegation and of
courge from all others here which share the thouyhta just expreased.

It {g an honour and a personal pleasure for me to take part once again in the
First Committee’s disarmament debate, The Committee has before it some ot the most
vital igsues Oof the day, ieeuee of concern to all nations and all mankind. For its
part, the United States of America views the issues of arms control and disarwament
ae integral parts of its national security. w4 therefore approach tho debate and
the coneideiation of resolutions in the Committee as Very serious business indeed.

If we find a formulation unacceptable or wrong, the United stiates delegation
will not hesitate to say 8o. |If any other delegation does not fully understand any
position that we may have taken, we are always willing to discuss the matter in
question and provide the rersoniny behind our conclusions. We respect the fact
that in some instance8 other countries may view certain {ggues from a different
perspective than we do and come to dJifterent conclusions regaraingy that approach

and what should be done. Even when we disagree with another Member State, we
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strongly defend the right of that State to express its views freely and openly. It

is through the free and open exchange of views on the important issues of the day

that new jdeas and possibie solutions can emerye.

The business before us today is not arms control jn the abstract but instead
how we can use arms control to enhance the security interests of all in a manner
consistent with the: Charter of the United Nations.

Arms tend to retlcct the existence of International tension rather than to be
the cause of such tension. ‘Today, as tnroughout modern history, the policies of
aggression, territorial expansion and domination are the principal sources of
Conflict and tension. Without dealing witn the root causes of tension and
conflict, we deal only with the rules of war « an important and legitimate topic,
but hardly disarmament. The purpose of arms control is surely not to make conflict

more accept.able or more likelyj instead, it iS to enhance security and strengthen

international stability.
While arms control alone cannot solve international security problems, arms

control can, under the right conditions, introduce or preserve restraint, reduce

the likelihood of accidental conflict, create a stable military balance and change

threatening postures or behaviour. In certain circumstances, arms control and
disarmament may even be able t: provide for the removal of certain categor'es of
weapcns from national arsenals. However, for such disarmament measures to provide
the enhancement of security intended for all parties,, it is necessary that there be

adequate verification to establish a high degree of confidence that all parties are

in full compliance.

If the promise of greater transparency is actually 1mplemented and maintained
among some societies that have previously been closed to outside scrutiny, there
will be a double benefit to arms control. First, it wili be easier to obtain

information on the activities of such States that may have implications fur
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arms-control obligations and will, it is hoped, facilitate the resolution of
compliance questiona. Secondly, greater openness can lead to a more informed
debate within a society on arms-control positions and military actions. The United
States is convinced that free and open public dehate gan help to create 4 positive
influence on the attainment of meaningful arms limitation measures and progress in
disarmament.

The United States and the Soviet Union have reacher-l agreemant 1n principle to
conclude a treaty to eliminate all United States and Soviet intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles « that is to bay, ground-launcneo long-range INF missiles
with a range of 1,000 to 5,500 kilometres and ground-launched shorter-range INF
missiles with a range of 500 to 1,000 kilowetres.

The United States delegation in Geneva is committed to working intensively to
resolve the remaining technical issues, including details of a comprehensive and
effective verification régime, The United States hopes that the remaining
technical. issues will be resolved promptly. In this regard, as the Committee is
aware, Secretary of State Shultz is in Moscow today working with his Soviet
counterpart on these very matters.

The United States 18 also committed to an intensive effort to reacn agreement
or deep reductions in strategic offensive arms. The draft treaty presented by the
United States calls for roughly a 50 per cent reduction to equal levels in United
States and Soviet strategic offensive arms, carried out in a phaied manner over
seven years from the Jdate that the treaty comes into force. The United states
draft specifies a ceiling of 1,600 on the number of strategic nuclear delivery
vehicles and a ceiling of o,000 warneaas on those delivery Vvehicles. To ensure
strategic stability and place effective limits on the most dangerous missiles
systems, the draft treaty establishes, within the 6,000 warhead limit, a sub-limit

of 4,800 ballistic missile warheads , of which no more than 3,300 can be on
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intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBM) and of which no more than 1,650 can be
On pecrmitted ICBM other than silo-based light or meaium LCBM with six or fewer
warheads.

The United States dratt treaty bane mobile ICBM pecause of stability ana
verification concerns and eeeke limits lo codify and sustain a 50 per cent
reduction in tne current Soviet throw-weight leveir. vach “eavy bomber 1§ counteq
as one strategic nuclear delivery vehicle and each neavy bomber equipped for
gravity bombs and shott-~range attack missiles would count as one warhead )p the
limit of 6,000.

The draft treaty incluues a comprenensive verificatiou réyime providing fot
the exchanye of data both before and after acrmg reduction8 take place, on-site
inspection to verify the data exchanye and obgetve tne elimination Of weapons and
an effective on-site monitoring arrangement for facilities and temaininy forces
following the elimination of weapons, Non-interference with national technical
means Of verification is, of course, also required.

Since the earliest days of his administration President Reayan hag established
as his highest priority the achievement of deep, equitable, stabilizing and
eftectively veritiable arms reductions jpn United sStates and Soviet strateyic
offensive  forces. The Soviet side has continued to insist that an agreement on
strategic armg reductions is contingent ypon the resolution ot issues in the
defence and space pact of the Geneva talks, seeking to constrain tue United States
strategic defence initiative beyona the provisions ot the anti-ballistic missile

Treaty. This is unacceptable to the United States.
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President Reagan has made clear that he will not agree to measures that would Kkill
or cripple the strategic defence initiative, a programme that holds great promise
for enhancing international security, ensuring strategic stability and, ultimately,
moving away from the concept of mutual assured destruction.

Tne time is ripe for p truly historic otrategio-arms agreement. An agreement
along the lines proposed by the United states would not be a win for the United
States or a loss for the &oviet Union. Instead, it would be a win for both sides
and a win for all mankind. | would not want to suyyest that such an agreement,
including the essential verification ré&gime, i: 1 simple undertaking. It certainly
is not. Today, however, there are grounds for optimism. Soviet willingness to
accept on-site verification measures as a matter of principle is a very welcome new
devel opment. If that fundamental change in position Can be translated into
concrete measures and provisions in various arms-control negotiations, the
prospects for more than one success in the year anead will be very much enhanceu,

We should also not forget the question of nuclear proliferation. The Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is one of the most successful
agreements to date in the field of arms control. It is often said that this Treaty
has prevented the spread of nuclear weapous throughout the more tnan 20 years ot
its existence. But it is not the Treaty alone that deserves credit for the
achievement. Credit must also be given to the woure than 130 parties and otner
like-minded State8 that are aov yet part of the Treaty. However, each year the
dangers of further nuclear proliferation gre underscoreo. Tue United states calls
upon those States that have not yet done so to undertake d binding commitment in
support of the principles of nuclear non-proliteration as reflected in the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear weapons or an equally stringent arrangement.

It is simply not acceptable to have the very signiticant prugress in reducing
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existing nuclear weapons offset by the flagrant spread of nuclear explosive
capability. The potentiul devastation that could occur as g result ot nuclear
conflict i8 aweaome. There would be no winner in a nuclear war, and the defence
posture and foreiyn policy of the United States has been pursued in 8UCH a way to
ensure that such a war 1is never fought.

If nuclear war is a potential niyntmare, nowaver, conventional war is a
devastating reality. since the end Of the Second World War there have been many
eo-called conventional ware in which millions ot people have died, and such wucs
are, unfortunateiy, continuing at this very time. Does the pain of conventional
War become more acceptable if it occurs in smaller doses over an extchded period of
time? we believe that it does not.

In the area of chemical weapons the pant year has seen giygnificant activity,
along with clear evidence that we still have a great deal to do in our efforts to
rid the world of this particularly cruel and innumane form of wartare.

On the positive aide, 1 note in particular a noticeable trend towards
seriously addressing security concerns underlying negotiations and converginy views
in some basic areas of verification. This trend has been influenced in large part
by increasiny Soviet acceptance of on-site veritication easures., 'ne most recent
example Of this trsnd was the acceptance in principle by the Soviet Union this
summer of a mandatory challenge inspection provision. However, the views og all 4v
countries involved in the chemical-warfare negotiatio. . must be taken into account,
and all must work together to develop the concrete provisions to implement the
principles of a chemical-weapons convention. We still must negotiate detailed
procedures that will assure reliable verification, provide undiminished security

for all States during the period of stockpile destruction, monitor non-production

Of chemical weapons by the civil chemical industry anu deal with tne risk that some
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States posing a chemical-weapons threat may not become a Party o the
chemical-weapons convention. In addition, the etcucture, operation, statfiny and
funding of the international body that will implement and monitor the convention
hds yet to be ayreed upon.

We hope further progress in these taoko will pe facilitated by tne @erieda of
visits to chemical-weapona installations now taking place. The United States
welcomed the opportunity for the delegations to the Conference on Disarmament to
visit the Soviet chemical-weapon and testing facility at Shikhany, and we look
forward to hosting the Soviet visit tc our chemical-weapons destruction facility at
Tooe le , Utah, next month, similar to the workshop that we hosted for
representatives to the Conference on bisarwnament in lY83, We hope that these
visits and the subsequent discussion of issues that arise from them will help
define and clarify the practical quustions that must be addressed in negotiating a
chemical-wenpons convention.

While noting the progress that has taken place, wy must aLs8p note the
discouraging fact that the subject of chemical weapone i8 not an academic 1issue,
but one that continues to have a brutal, inhumane reality. Chemical wWeapong
continue to be used, and the threat from proliferation of such WeapPONB remains
urgent and real. Wwe face what amounts to An erosion of international norms of
behaviour and one that must be halted. My Government condemne any and all illegal
use of chemical weapons, anu we believe the Committee 8hould continue to focus
attention on this use. [n particular, we support investigation, under the
direction of the Secretary-General, of allegations of the use ot chemical and
biological weapons, and we believe that further pcrocedures and guidelines for 8uch
investiyations gshuuld b e developed. We also support onyoing etforts to halt tne

spread of chemical weapons. The United States participates in multilateral
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discussions on this problem, and we and the 8cviet Union have mot bilaterally to

consult on it as well, moat recently in Berna earlier this montn. While mucnh has
been accomplished in the 1ast year in the area of chemlcal-weapons armé control,

much remains to be done.

The United states delegation welcomes the positive attitude on the part of
several delegations that has been expresse. towards the process of
confidence-building a8 a means of facilitating armeé control. The measures adopted
in Stockunlm a little over a year ago closely reflect the concrete, militarily
significant and verifiable measursas put forward by western States, se well as by
neutral and non-aligned Staten, at tne beginning of the Conference. Such measures,
and not the well-intended declaratory proposals, can lead to increased
underatanding and enhanced security.

Appropriate confidence-buildiny measures can contribute to a batter political
and security environment by providing a clearer picture of military activities and
intentions and by reducing the likelihood of misinterpretation or miscalculation.
For example, the measures adopted at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and
Security-building Measures ana Disarmament in furope provided for prior
notification of certain military activities, observation of notified military
activities above a certain threenold, exchange of annual forecasts of all
notif lable military activities, and on-site inspection from air or ground, or both,
to verify compliance with agreed measures with no right of refusal.

These measures, if faithfully observed, Will reduce the danger that
unintentional conflict will occur in Europe. However, they do not address the
element that is most threatening to turopean peace and stability: the current
configuration and level of warsaw Pact forces in Europe, particularly in the

central region. The number and deployment of those Warsaw Pact forces cannot be
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justified in terms of defensive needs. |If there ia a serious intention to reduce
tensions in #urope, then why not reduce force luvels butween the Warsaw Pact
countries and those Of countries members Of the North Atlsntic Treaty
Organization (NATO), particularly forwarda-deployed forces in the central region,

down to a level that does not threaten either side?
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In his add-ess to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to diearmament in 1982, President Reagan proposed specific stepa for the
development of a common system for accounting and reporting military expenditures.
The United States delegation bhelieves that a common system for providiny detailed
information on military expenditures in a way that would permit meaningful
comparisona among various countries, could provide a useful tool in several areas
of arme control and disarmament. Perhapa the greatest immediate opportunity for
the use of such information would be as a confidence-building measure in support of
specific arms control agreements. Such an exchange of information, together with a
mechanism for consulting on any questions that may arise, and with appropriate
verification provisions, could be particularly important in dealing with matters of
conventional arms control.

The United states delegation urges that greater attention be given to this
important question and cals on those Member states Who have indicated a
willingness to provide more aformation on their military expenditures fOr the
firgt time, to do SO by using the international system for the standardized
reporting of military expenditures.

In his statement to this Commttee on 16 October, the representative of the
Soviet Union, Deputy Foreign Minister Petrovsky, listed recent Soviet efforts
towards openness - a direction which my Government strongly encourages. In that
connection, he noted that a yroup of American congressmen had observed the process
of an on-site calibrating experiment using non-nuclear underground explosions near
Semipalastinsk, but then stated that

“unfortunately, there has been no reciprocal invitation to observe American

nuclear explosions” . (A/C.1/42/PV.8, p.32)

That latter remark compels me to recall briefly the actual facts regarding this

particular matter.
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In seeking improved verification measures for existing nuclear test
limitations, President Reagan ha® on 8everai occasions extended invitations to
Soviet official8 and 8cientists to visit our teat 8ite. In September 1984, for
example, here in the General Assembly, he proposed reciprocal visits to United
State8 and Soviet test sites. That invitation was broadened the following July to
offer Soviet scientists the opportunity to briny any instrumentation devices that
they deemed necessary for measuring yleld « and without thn requirement for a
reciprocal vi8it by a United States team to a Soviet test 8ite. Again, in darch
1996, President Reagan invited a Soviet scientifiic delegation to visit our nuclear
test Site in Nevada during April of that y®ar for the purpose of monitoring a
planned nuclear test and examining the so-called CORRIEX method of estimating the
yiald of such explosions. Regrettably, thuse long-standing jinvitations, extended
officially to the Soviet Government, have y.t to receive a response from the Soviet
Union.

The pcoole of the United States treasure peace, as do all people of goodwill.
Peace ig§ more than the absence of war. True peace can only be enjoyed in an
atmosphere of security, with justice ana the full eanye ot human rignts and
freedoms. Totalitarian rule is not the choice of free men and women. Th8 United
States will not turn its back on those who curtrently suffer ander totalitarianism,
but who yearn for freedom. As Preaident Reagan has declared, the peaceful
extension of human liberty is the ultimate yoal ot American foreign policy. The
beet chance for the survival of mankind and the massive reduction in armament6 by

choice 8 the spread of democracy amd the promotion of democratic inetitutlons

throughout the world. In the absence of a clear and present danger, democracies
will MOt sustain substantial military establishment peyond that needed for their
own national security. Democracies will rige to the challenge of aggression = be

it direct or directed at our allies and friends. Pemocracies do not pose a
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military threat to other democracies. | can think of no example in this century
where a democracy has initiated a war against another democracy. This does not
mean that there are no disputes among democracies, for of course there are.
However, democracies respect the rule of law and seek a solution to disputes
through negotiation or fair arbitration. The vision of the United States is a
world where there is freedom and justice fcr all = peaceful resolution of. conflict.

Mre. BERTRAND (Austria): Permit me to conve, *o You the congratulations

Of the Austrian delegation upon your election ag Chairman of our Committee. we are
confident that under your guidance the Committee will achieve substantial results.
Your Competence in the fields of disarmament and united Nations matters gives rjige
to the expectation that this session will continue efforts to streamline its work.
My delegation attaches particular importance to those endeavours. mMay | also
congratulate the Vice-Chairman and the Rappocteur on their election. | should like
to assure the Bureau of the full suppcrt and co-operation of the Austrian
delegation.

A Year ago, the day after the historic Hoykjavik meeting, Austria expressed in
this room

“the hope that both sides, apparently never so close to agreement on a number

of issues, will pick up at Geneva or at another summit where they left off in

Reyk javik". (A/C.1/41/PV.3, p,.29-30)

We note with satisfaction that our expectations. shared by the entire internationai

community, are beginning to be met Dy the common efrorts of the two super-Powers,
The general debate on disarmament items is taking place at a particularly
f avourcble = even auspicious « time. We have started our deliberations a tew weeks

after the guccessful September meeting in Washington between the Secretary of State

of the United States and the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the ygsk, ¥For the

first time in history, the United States and the Usik agreed in principle to
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eliminate all land-based intermediate~range missiles between 500 and

5,500 kilometres. And thus a genuine reduction ot weapons arsenals will be
achieved. The fact that, In this particular case, parity will be achieved between
the United States and the Soviet Union at zero lavel, and that aaequats
verification measures are expected to be agreed upon, ig of particular and special
significance to my delegation.

My delegation attaches yreat importance to the continuation of the talks
taking place in Moscow. We hope that they will 8con lead to the signing or a
treaty eliminating all land-baeed long~ and short-range intermediate nuclear
weapons of the two super-Powers. Due to the overriding importance of the military
potential of these two State8, a mutual balance between them i8 a precondition for
a global balance. In Austria's view, such a global balance shoula pbe realized at
the lowest possible level of military forces.

The efforts now under way in Moscow should soon lead to the next summit
meeting, an event from which Austria expects a new impetus to endeavours leading to
substantially lower levels of nuclear armaments. However, let us not overlook that
the missiles in question account for only 3 per cent of ylohali nuclear arsenals.
Ninety-eeven pe& cent oOf nuclear weapons, as well as 100 per cent of all the
weapon0 coming under the heading of conventional weapons, will oe left unto had,

at least for the time being.
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Austria therefore hopes that the Moscow talks will also lead to an
undecrstanding on how to approach the question of substantial reductions of
strategic weapons.

Austria attaches particular importance to disarwament matters in the framework
of a policy devoted to the maintenance of international peace and security. We
have noted with particular interest that the process of tnhe international
dissrmament debate hae recently gained momentum. Austria itself follows a policy
of promoting this process by constructive co-operation.

We are deeply concerned that so far no progress has been achieved to conclude
a comprehensive nuclear teat-ban treaty. The need tor such a treaty is becoming
ever more evident. Since 1945 the world has witnessed more than 1,500 nuclear test
explosions. My delegation has on several occaeione welcomed the test moratorium
announced by the Soviet Union on 6 August 1985. We regret therefore that the
moratorium, which haa oeen extended several times, expired last Februery and that
the time for which it lasted was not used for substantial progress in reaching a
World-wide test ban. Comparing the first seven iontns of this year with the game
time-frame of 1986, we learn that nuclear-test explosions have risen from 12
to 27. This considerable increase of nuclear tests snould serve as a powertul
reminder that a comprehensive test-ban treaty is of the highest priority on our
dissrmament  agenda

In this connection, let me to refer to the Austrian Government’s public appeal
of 3 February 1987 to the Government6 of the ussk and the United States of
America In its appeal the Austrian Government expressed its confidence that an
immediate start of negotiations and the conclusion of the comprehensive test-ban
treaty without delay woula constitute a signiticant step in reducing tne

nuclear-arms race. The Austrian Government caled on the Governments of the two
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super-Powers to renounce further nuclear testing, pending the conclusion of 8such ga
treaty.

We note with satisfaction that there are however some positive signs. The
agreement between the Soviet Academy of Sciences end a group of United States
scientists on scientific co-operation in proving the possibilities or verification
of nuclear tests can be considered a first step towards gaining the neceroary
expertise reliably t» monitor nuclear tests. In this context, let uwe recall the
offer of the six Heads of State or Government to establish temporary monitoring
stations in the United states ana the Soviet Union and on their respective
territories, expressed in the Mexico Declaration adopted at Ixtapa on 7 August of
last year.

The exchange of views between experts ot the two Governments, scheduled tor
next month in Washington, will, it is to be hoped, lead to the final ratification
of the two partial test-ban agreements of 1974 ana 1976. Although Austria welcomes
the entry into force of those agreement6, they should not distract our efforts from
reaching a ~cmprehensive test-ban treaty as soon as possible.

During the last several sessions we have regularly adopted three resolution6
calling for a comprehensive test-ban treatyj a furthar resolution introauceu in
1986 called for the notification of such tests. My delegation, which was a
traditional sponsor of some of those resolutions, would suyyest tnat interested
delegatvioas spare no effort in combining their texts, wherever feasible. We shall
revert to this issue at a later stage of our debate.

A matter of particular concern to my delegation is the militarization of outer
space. Austria supports all eftorts to prevent an arms rare in outer space. We

hope that the bilateral Ceneva talks in this context will soon result in an

understanding between tne super-Powers. In OUK view, such an understanding should
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discourage the development of new types of veapons with a view to maintaining outer
space for peaceful purposea.

Austria etrongly urgesthat existing treaties be implemented in their original
spirit and not be subjected to reinterpretation. The implementation of new
technologies outeide an agreed framework would, in our view, cause immedicte
countermeasures that would rasult in a new turn jnthe arms racs. thue extending it
into outer 8pace,

As the nuclear disarmament process is gaining momentum, and soon to result in
the first agreement to destroy a whole category of nuclear weapone, questions
Pertaining to the balance of conventional forces between rast ana West are growing
in importance. Nuclear disarmament efforts should not take place in a vacuum, but
should be complemented by disarmament in the conventional field, In this area the
early conclusion of a convention on the production , stockpiling and destruction of
chemical weapons and conventional disarmament measures at the reyional level are,
in my delegation's view, Of the utmost importance.

We therefore note with gatisfaction the progress achieved ain 1987 in tne
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons of the Conference on Disarmament. The general
recognition of the necessity ot on-site inspection, the editing Of liets Of certain
lethal and supertoxic chemicals, and confidence-building measures outside the
framework of the negotiaticns give rise to the hope that the year 1944 will finally
bring about the conclusion of a chemical-weapona convention. In this reyard,
Austria welcomes the recent invitation of the USSk extendea to international
representatives and experts on chemical weapons, including those from my own
Country, to visit the military facility at Shikhany.

In accordance with the Final Declaration of the Second Review Conference of

the Parties to the Convention on the pPronibition ot the Development, Production and
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Stockpliing of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Wapon8 and on Thely
Destruction, a meetiny of expertn wag held last Apnl in Genava. Austria, which
had the honour to preside over thy Second Review Conference, appreciates thatthe
experts were able to agree by c¢onusensus8 on a nunher of significant measures
designed to strengthen the Convention. M delegation will elaborate on this agenda
item at a later stage,

The Third Follow-up Meeting of the Conference on Security and (Co-operation in
hurope (CSCE), now taking place in Vienna, has entered a decierive stage. lsany
iusues 2f importance to buropean security are on the nego ating taole.

Ve expect the Conference to decide on continuation of the negotiations on
confi dence and security-building measurea, The 8uccess ot the sStockholmn Conterence
is evidence of the great potential of. this inatrument of co—operative security
pol icy. The experieng yained so far with the implementation ot the §gtockholm
confidence and securicy-building measures are encouraging, but nucl remaina to be
dors to inprove the present measures and to elaborate new, more ambitious ones,

we al so hope that the coneultatione in Vienna between the 23 8iates nmenbere O
the North Atlantic Treaty Urganization (NATO) and the Warsaw Pact will Jead to a
new beginning in the area of conventional arms control aimed at higher stability at
substantially lower levels. austria has great interest in the success ot those
negotiations. Wile only the 23 alliance States will participate in them they
will certainly touch on the sacurity interests of all European Statea., It is
therefore of particular and gpecial impcrtance to uf that adequate arrangements are
agreed upon to ensure that the neutral and non-aligned CoCE states are kept well

informed of the progreee of those talks and have an opportunity to make their own

vi ews known.
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Austria attaches partioular importance to diaarmament initiatives at a
regionad or ®  ubrrg\onal level and we note a growing tendency in various areasg of
the would not to wait for global, but rather to concentrate on regional,
initiatives. One initiative deals with conventional weapons in Central surope, a
region with the highest ooncontration of conventional weaponry in the world. The
Auetrian capital, Vienna, har for the past 15 years hosted the negotiations on the
mutual reduction of forcer and associated measures in Central Europe between
membera of NATO and the Warsaw Pact. Austria, ag a permanently nautral dtate in
Central Europe, would benefit from a successful outcome ot theee negotiations. We
note thst unfortunately, and contrary to tune international climate and progress
reached in other disarmament forums, che negotiations on the mutual reduction of
forces and associated measures iN Central surope Were not able to capitalize on
there propitious developments. The FEuropean States ehould, however, not relieve
the negotiating parties of their responsipility Finally to reach an agreement, even
of limited scope.

So far my delegation hae concentrated on disarmament negotiations betwzen the
Soviet Union and the United States of America and on other disarmament initiatives
takiny place outride the United Nations. It iy timely to recall .pe central role
of the United Nationa in thir field. The United nations has over the years
established impressive machinery for cnannelling uisarmament etforts;
unfortunately, the machinary available is not utilized to its Eull capacity.

The Conference on Diearmament is unooubtedly the most important part ot tnis
machinery. It {s the cnly global negotiating forum on disarmament. In 194> the
Conference was able to achieve euoetantial progress in the negotiations ¢n a
chemical weapons convention and in preparing the world-wide seismic network, whaich
will be put to tho test in 1988 with a view to proving that complisnce with a

comprehensive test-ban treaty can be adequately monitored. Austria regrets,
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however, that not all committees of the Conference on D!sarmament were in e
position to produce tangible resuits. Thouyh Austria is only an observer to the
Conference, it {s actively participating in its work. The Austrian Gcvernment, in
keeping with its basic belief in promoting international peace and security, will
continue its effort.6 to become & membe: of the Conference on Disarmament. In this
regard, the Austrian Government expresses its hope that difficulties relating to
the enlargement of the Conference, already decided upon at the second special
gasgion Of the General Aeeemoly devoted to disarmament in 1982, will be settled at
the latest by the third special session next year.

The Disarmament Commission is the deliberative body of the United nNations
diearmament machinery. During this year's seseion the Commission had a total of
seven substantive items on the agenda. It goes without saying that an overloaded
agenda creates problems for @ number of snall delegations such as ours. iy
delegation, which has always underlined the importance of verification, notes that
the Commission was able to achieve substantial progress in this area, which for the
first time figured on the Commission’s agenda. This, unfortunately, does not ncld
true of conventional diearmament, the discussion of which snhowed differant views,
corresponding to a North-South division rather than an East-West division, The
item “Reduction of military budgets”, which we expected to be concluded at this
session, did not profit from the yrowing tendency towatds openness. My delegation
is pleased to note that the Working Group on the Review of the Role of the United
Ndtione in the field ot Disarmament was able to come up with agreed counclusions,
wnich ohould goon lead to an improvement in the methods of work, especially in our
Committee.

‘Tne year 1987 also saw the fjirst meeting Of the Preparatory Comnission tor the
third special geusion Of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament. We regret

that this body was not able to agree on the date and lenyth of tne third special
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sass&on of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and deferred decision
thereon to che First Committee. iIn tha view of my delegation, the moet important
task of the third special session devoted to Diearmament 18 to give new impetus to
the disarmamant proceaa. While bullding on the Final Document of the tirst special
session devoted to disarmament, the third special seeaion devoted to diearmament
should not look back in anger, but ahould rather be forward-looking. In view of
the importance of the third special session devoted to disarmament, Auetria would
like to see that third special 8e8slon take place at a high political level.

One of the most important conferences held in recent years was the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament ana Development.
Although the proapecta for a successful Conference did not | 00Kk bright after four
sessions of the Preparatory Committee had beun unable to produce a consensus dratt
final document, the Conference succeeded at last in recogniziny the concern of the
international community about the discrepancy between resources spent on armaments
and resources earmarked for development. The connection between those two areas
via security is no longer subject to debate. It will be the task of the United
Nations further to deepen the understanding of the public of problems connected
wich efforts to reduce armaments expenditure and to increac. funds tor deveiopment.

In conclusion, our description of the United Nations disarmament machinery
would be incomplete if mention were not made of the Department tor Disarmament
Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat. Allow me to welcome ou new
Under-Secretary-General for Disarpmament Affairs, Mr. Akasni, whose experience in
the United Nations augurs well for his new posltion. | should like equally to
extend our thanks to the staff of the Department for Disarmament Attairs for their
dedicated work.

The difficulties and impediments on the way to disarmament are mo:dtnately

great. My deleyation, however, is not prepared to believe that man’s intelligence
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renders uim capabls only Of conatantly inventing new means of mass deateuction
without likewise conferrrny upon him the capacity to take the decisiona necessary

for his survival,

Mr, GUMUCIO JRANIER (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): On benalf
of the delegation of Bolivia it is my pleasure to convey to you, Mr. Chairman. and
to the other officers of the Committee my moat sincere congratulations end beat
wishes for the success of your work. | also wish to express my delegation’s
satisfaction at seeing Undue-Secretary-General Akasni now devoted to tne important
work on disarmament in the United Nations.

Diearmament ir an imperative need for which all States are responsible. With
respact, however, to nuclear diearmament, responsibility lies basically with the
two super-Powers, which have stated their comuitwent to seeking agreement to
dismantle the weapons included in the zero and double-zero propoeale. All
delegation8 have stated in the general debate that they welcome the agreement in
principle which was announced last month on that point. Today Secretary ot State
George Shultz arived {n Moscow te moot with the Foreign Minister of the ussk in
order to develop that agreement further. My delegation joins in the repeated calls

by the international community ana wishes for the gsugcess ot that meeting.
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Since 1945 the United Nations has been stressing the need to establish an
international system based on the Charter, which lays down principles of
international security wniech, if implemented along with machinery for
confidence-buildiny and verification, could provide the basic elements gueranteeiny
a system of peace and security.

The world Organization has dedicated untold effort to the saarch for this
confidrnae-building machinery. It hae highlighted the political and economic
problems .esulting from the arms race and has drawn attention to tne potential
threat of underdevelopment, which hae led t0 an awareness of the neew for a new
international economic ana politicai order.

My delegation therefore considers that the efforts and progress carried out by
multilateral diplomacy in the Conference on Disarmament, in various spec¢ialized
bodies and in other forums provide an appropriate framework for solutions providing
for peaceful coexistence among men ana committing States willingly to realize the
lofty purpoeee of disarmament.

Bolivia has lent its fullest support to all initiatives strengthening
disarmament and the climate of truet that permits implementation of the policies of
détente. In 1963, the President of Bolivia, #r, Victor Paz Estenssoro, joined
other far-sighted Latin American statesmen in promoting the eetabliahment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in Latin America. Their appea led to the ‘Treaty of
Tlatelolco and ite Additional Protocols. My delegation commends all States that
have become pacties to the ‘Treaty and/or its Protocols, but once again we regret
that France has not yet joined them. We invite that country to do 80.

Consistent with its position ot principle, Bolivia 1s a party to the nuclear
non-proliferation Treaty, and takes this opportunity to appeal to States that have

not yet done so to become parties to it. Moreover, We Join other delevcations in
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mentioning the disappointment of non-nuclear-weapon Statee parties to the Treaty a!
the absence of a 8trong commitment by nuclear States parties to chapter VI of the
Treaty.

In the context of Bolivia‘'s commitment to all initiatives for peace and
diaarmament, my delegation reaffirms its eupyort for the creation Of
nuclear-weapon-free zones throughout the planet. I1n particular, we support the
initiative of Brazil and other countries of the region which led to the adoption by
the General Aeeembly last year of its declaration of a zone of peace ard
co-operation of the South Atlantic. Similarly, my delegation supports like
initiatives for the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean and the Antarctic. Moreover,
since at the time of 1ts acceeeion to independence Bolivia exercised sovereignty
over a portion of coastline on the Pacific Ocean, my delegation reaffirm8 tne
desire of the Government of Bolivia to seek the establishment of a zone Ot peace
and security in the South Pacific, as stated during the general debate by our
Minister for roreign Affairs and Worship, Mr. Guillermo Bedregal.

My delegation wishes also tO nighligut the initiative of an enlightened grout,
of personalities from our region = in the main former Heade of State,
democratically and constitutionally elected « which estaplished the south American
Commission for Peace, Regional Security and Democracy last April a Buenos Aires
under the auspices of the pay Hammarskjold Fo.ndation of Sweden. The Government of
Bolivia wishes especially to welcome that Commission’s initiative on the
establishment of a zone of peace in soutn pmerica and the seas surrounding it, we
consider that the five element8 propoeed as the basis for the eetabliehment of that
sons ot peace constitute a serious point of departure from which the Statea of

south America could in the near future realize that promising initiative.
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In the same order of principle8, my delegation reaffirms once again that outer
space must be free oOf the threat of nuclear weapons ang that technology should be
uged for the dovalopment of peoples and not for the military use of outer apace.

My delegation regrets the resumption of nuclear testing) on tne baslg of the
good will expressed in its deeds by one of the super-Powers which had suspended its
tests for some time, we hope such teating wili be halted. We therefore repeat our
support for the adoption of an international treaty prohibiting nuclear tests.

On the subject Of conventional disarmament, Bolivia wishes to expresa its
concern At the arm8 race, which runs counter to the legitimate aspirations of many
peoples to development and which promotes regional contlict. My deleyation appeals
to countries that manufacture convuntional weapon8 to reduce. if not eiminate
their sales to third-world countries, in particular to Latin America.

In the same context, my delegation reiterates the need for multilateral
negotiation8 to prevent the development of chemical and bioloyical weapons. we
note the recent progress in the Conference on Disarmament, athough much more needs
to be done to conclude work on a treaty that truly improves on the 1925
Convention. My delegation maintains that it is important for the new legislation
to take into account the controls necessary to limit the production and

distribution of chemical weapons by private manufacturerss not only does this take

place in developed countries but these manufacturers are seeklng markets in
developing countries, including those of south America.

Fran the outset Bolivia supportea kha convening of kne International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development, as a park of
its8 foreign-policy tradition ot backing multilateral action to solve the most

important international problems besetting mankindr backwa dness and poverty

resulting from the unbridled arms race between the yreat Powers.
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The adoption of a Final vocument by consansus at that Conference can be
regarded de the basis tor a nultilateral commitnent to solve the problem of the
arms race through the reallocation of resources to solving the problem oOf
under devel opnent . Por small countries, the outcome ot the Conference was not as
encouraging a8 had been hoped, although we cannot deny that the plan of action
could have favourable result.8 it it is correctly inplenented. In any event, the
view that disarmament and devel opnent are closely related and that the well-beiny
O  mankind depencs on that relationship 18 d conceptual breakthrough that the
international community cannot ignore.

Peace is indivisibley it is challenged by the nuclear and conventional arms
race. This Committee and all other multilateral disarmament forums are
contributing to the affirmation of the true foundations of international law and
rel ati ons among peopl es: international peace and security. Bolivia, while a small
State, reiterates 1its total commitment to the principles of the Charter and the
noble purposes of this Committee: to seek disarmament as the best guarantee that
internatlonal peace and security will be attainea.

M. ENGO (Camercon)t Pernit me to conmence with an expression of our
heartfelt condolences to our friends and colleagues 1n the Unlted Kingdom
delegation on the untinely passing of Ambassador lan Cronartie, a colleague who
dedicated his professional life to tlie quest for understanding and the resolution
of disarmament issues. We agk them kindly to convey those sentiments to their

Government and to the bereaved fanily.



3K/17 AIC. 1/42/pv. 16
56

(Mr. Engo, Cameroon)

The traditions of our fathers = yours and ours « do not permit Of inelegant
public demonstration of the satisfaction we share in seging a brother preside over
the proceedings of this important Committee. We shall spare you that predicament.
However, we Pledge to you, a noble son of zaire = a nation with which Cameroon
shares a great fellowship Of common concerns and faith in mutual aspirationa to
regional and aubregional economic ana social development = our fullest ¢o-operation
in the difficult task ahead. We also extend our congratulations to the other
officers of the Committee.

We express our special satisfaction at seeing the dynamism Of the
Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affajirs, Mr. Akaahi, in the service of the
important initiatives of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. We also
welcome the presence Of the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament, a
familiar figure among US.

We upenad the work of the forty-first session of the (General Assembly in a
continuing atmoaphere of doubt, interrupted by some senae of optimism. The fact of
a summit meeting between the leaders Of the two supreme Powers of our time, much
more than the limited auccesa at Reykjavik, kindled a new enthusiasm for reviewing
the possibilities not only for further bilateral initiatives but also for
strengthening multj'asteralism in the quest for international peace and security.

The spirit thus generated appears to have found its way into hitherto
difficult deliberations in varioua Eoruma engaged in the arms-control and
diearmament  process. We are undertaking a critical examination or issues at the
forty-second session, inspired by greater pragmatism against the backyrounc of a
reasonable hope of fostering a new process = a process that could eventually
provide & response to our mutual aspirations to establish permanent conditions
conducive to international peace and security and to the vital component ot

development.
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The Eorty-second ses~ion takes place at a time of important developments.

Once again, the United States and the Soviet Union have advancea the process of
disarmament with an agreement in principle, announced on 17 September 1987,
relating to decisive elements of a future treaty on ground-launched
intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) which would eliminate INF missiles Erom
their respective arsenals. They have demonstrated respect for the fundamental role
of the United Nations by coming here to inform the States Members of the
Organization not only of tne terms of a definite landmark in negotiations, but also
- and perhaps more significantly « of their commitment to continue the negotiating
process at various levels in Geneva and elsewhere,

In this connection, we welcome the adoption by consensus here of the decision
in document A/42/669. The two nuclear giants have publicly and jointly reaffirmed
their belief that the impossibility of victory in a nuclear war renders the cost of
such a war prohibitive. This important development may well launch a new er 1 that
could provide the necessary leadership and reassurance and set the precedent for
other nations driven to embark on the dangerous quest for a nuclear capability by
circumstances and, perhaps, a false idea of national regional security.

Thus, join in warmly welcoming this historic change, even if we must do so
with some circumspection. We uxge that future endeavours be increasingly inspired
by the common good of all mankind. The worlc looks forward to the day when the
arms race will be replaced by a race for better standards of Living in yreater
freedom. ‘Phe Soviet leader, Gorbachev, and President Reagan must be encouraged to
realize that with every step they take henceforth in the field of disarmament they
will be treading the path of histozy. They will oe judged by the extent to which

they keep faith with the universal ethic of peace and security enshrined in the

Charter of the Organisation.
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It {4 in the game Spirit that we recognize the encouraging results of other
efforts, with their varying degrees uf Buccess, in tne aomain of disarmament ana
security. The concluaiona of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security
Building Msasures and Disarmament in Europa have provided an oppnrtunity for the
practical inapectior of military activities botween nations, aomething that could
not have been imagi..d at the beyginning of this decade,

It is of particular relevance to ua that both the Stockholm accord and the
aubarquent eftorta in Vienna have demonstrated the value of exploiting every
opportunity, especially the moat appropriate, for Working out practical and durable
arrangement8 smong States, gstocknolm for the su.opean region and Vienna for the
States of Eastern and Weatern Europe provided the opportunity for examinina bnd
addressing specific problems as part of the global enterprise.

The hope of peace and arms restraint in recent times has taken root in
regional intiativea. The Stockholm ccnclusions and prescriptions Will continue to
inspire similar efforts in other regions. There are positive aignala from Central
America, where the efforis of President Oscar Arias sancuez Of Costa Rica, wnp was
recantly awarded the Nobel Peace Prize, ana other Latin Ametican leeders have set
the stage for the resolution of conflicts, thug ennancing mutual contidence and

truat as well as promoting prospects for peace and co-operation amony States in

that subregion.

It 18 clzar to us that relevant probiens can ba dealt with more easily within
the appropriate regional and aubregional context, taking into account thr specific
conditions existing in the region or eubreyion concerned. States located in the
same subregion or region, often sharing common historical aad fraternal bonds, ace
better placed to identify their concerns and interests awag to formulate a pizn or

strategy For promoting peacet and security in their area. A regionel approach is
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o a component oOf a step-by-step ef for . towards the ultimate goal of general,
global arms control and disarmament.

We can also Look back with some satisfaction to other recent negotiating
endeavours. These inciude the report submitted by the Presidents of the 4l -membet
Conference on bisarmament, the constructive efforts and productivity of rho United
Nations Disarmament Commissior and the adoption of an agenda for the third special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Al there point to a
prevailing mood in favour of proyress towards arms control, disarmament and
security and the imperative need tor increased levels ot confidence aiong Ytater.

Heralds of progress are always welcome but we must guard against misguided
optimism.  we n..d to take every available opportunity to maintain the current
momentum. We should like to mention in passing that the current trend towa:ds
inalscriminately cur tailing the duration ot important confe.ences wust be
arrected. Tne widening of 4n emerginy consensus a the United Nations Diearmament
Commission, for instance, was Lettered by doymatic adnerence to the .mpositions of
an unnecessary panic regaiding the induced economic crisis of the Organization. We
etronyly recommend a reversal of tnis trend as far as critical nagotiations are

concerned.
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it would 8180 appear imperative that we xgcognize the limited nature of the
® 10030883 Qutlined here. The ® graumant8 between thg8 United States of America and
the Soviet Union m-ly herald groat timer ahead. They most certainly do not pretend
to £epresunt the resolution of the complex igguas which remain filed away f rom
treaties end common perspectives. The two nation8 have barely begun the real
process of lasting East-West détente and confidence-building. Delicate
nejotiations lie ahead, as United States Ambassador Herbert Okun revealed to us
last week. The issues are complex and very diverse in scope.

The process of eliminating nuclear weapon8 has yet to begin, i -+ without
belittling their potency, we bear in mind that the present agreements relate to
niesiles that are becoming comparatively anachronistic.

These argument8 are not likely to popularize the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) nor to induce an avalanche of favourable
national reaction among other nuclear States, some of which hold onto weapons in an
attempt to maintain visible capability end deterrence. Practically all must
maintain credibility with their own population regardiny their capacity for
self-defence, national security and prestige. Other8 still, engaged in a
profitable trade in ® rma, may be expected Lo offer continuing resistance.

Thus the present ® tmosQhske MUBt be Buch a8 to reject complacency on our part
and to gear us all to yreater effort. A unity of purpose may well be established
by these events, but we mugt never lose gight of the truth that human nature has
never guaranteed instincts for peace. Thoy must be induced by the kunowledye of the
consequences if man’s finest ideals are to be realized.

Yet another product of the current atmosphere apyears to be the rinal
Document, including the action Pprogyramme, adopted at the epoch-making United

Nations International Conference on the Relationship between [igarmament and
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Development.  Our preliminary views are reflected in document A/CONP,130/37. The

Cameroon delegation welcomes the results of the Conference, notwithstanding the
disappointments,

We do wish, however, to emphasize that problems of various regions e r not
necessar ily the same. It isworse ¢00 @ (tMPt to categorise States asif
development and security issues ware identical in all of them. We would draw
concerned attention to the truth that in the African roqlon, at least, ucurity as
such 18 not at the top of the list of problems. It may be generally true that
security is an imperative Tor development. It is more true to say that on Our
continent there is no aecurity as long as the nation8 are plagued by conditions of
underdevelopment.

It is <learly unproductive to insist on discussing peace and security without
first addressing the oppressive issues of hunger, povarty, disease, environment ond
crippling external forces that undermine and preoccupy our internal ® ffort8. | do
not wish to speak at length on this matter because the Minister for Foreign Affairs
Of my country has clearly outlined this in the General Assembly.

It {g in a young nation that the sense of Ffalse security most thrives., The
economic legson that seems to have eluded many leader8 in the industrislized
countries, namely that power must always be defined in terms of the possession Of
sometimes unusable weapon8, continues to elude many third-world countries ag8 well.
A devastating economic c¢risis on a global gcale comes a8 a teacher t0 demonstrate
the evil effects @f armaments on economic development.

For the ¢irst time, woth industrialized and developing cnuntries nave solemnly
declared a universal recognition of the close relationship between disarmament and
development. We believe that the Final Document represents a major Victory for out

uni ersal commitment to multilateralism and for the highest aspiration of the

United Nations system to provide a kaven for the harmoniging of the actions of
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States. The Final Document forcefully provides for and declares our joint effort

® nd desire to ® nhanoe and ® trengthen the commitment of the international community

to disarmament as well am to development, giving impetus to renewed eftorts in both
fields,

We wish to draw attention to the action programme in paragraph 35 of the Final
Document, which outliner mpacitic actions and modalities that would require States
to Pursue new policy decisions. In other areas within the purview ot the
Secretary~General and the United Nations system it calls tor measures to be
implemented. In order to etrengthen the capacity of our Organization to discharge
awh ragponsibilities we strongly urge that sufficient resources be made available,
without prejudice to the ongoing administrative and financial reforms. some of
these programmer are tar more important to the oyatem than merely administrative
ahangem in & major organization much as this.

we would almo like to take this opportunity t0 put on record our appreciation
of the important role played by the Lapartment tor Disarmament Affairs in the
preparatory work ror the Conference and at the conference itself. We trust that
the Department fOr Disarmame .t Affairs will continue to play that role in tho
® tfactiva implementation of the action programme . especially in the areas addressed
to the United Wwationa system.

At its second geries of meetings, the Ppreparatory Committee for the third
® peciml ® o88ion of the General Asaembly devoted to disarmament adopted it8 agenda
(A/42/46) . My delegation regards the Final vocument of the firyt special session
mm 8 landmark statement., It affirmed that the United Nations can and should play a
vital role in the field of arme control and disarmuament. Bzaring in mind that the
outcome of the ® eccnd ® pocial session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament was a disappointment to most deleyations, the Cameroon delegation’s

goal for the Preparatory Committee and the third special session would be based on
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an obtainabla international climate which, we believe, must be supportive. The
Preparations for it murt be balanced, pragmatic ard realistic. The prime
objective, thererore, would be to develop an international conaensus. As a
deliberative body the United Nations offers a unique perspective to disarmament
issues, to the extent that it can speak in harmonizing opinion. In that light the
Cameroon dolegation would urge that all future deliberations give due attention to
the problems encountered at the second special session devoted to diearmament to
enrure that we do not repeat the miatakee made therg.

The 1987 aubatantive gg@sion of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, in

my delegation’s view, exhibited & tendency towards congengus, compromise and

accomwodation.
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The continued appearance of tha item deding with South Africa'a nuclear
capability reflects leyitimatr and widesprsad jinternational concern. Cameroon s
consistent opposition tO the racist apartheid policies of the South African régime
is well known, We do not wish to restate {t here. Youth Africa's failure to
reassure the international community of its peaceful nuclear intentions by full
adherence to the international Non-Proliferation Treaty continues to oe cause for
anxiety and murt be remedied. My delegation wishes to express its appreciation to
Mr. Jue. Figcher of Uruguay, Chairman of Wotkiny troup |, and all participants
representing the vatioue points of view expressed in the Working Group for the
prudence and pragmatism thay e xercleed in the adopted consensus paragraphs in their
report  (A/42/42).

We live in dangerous times, condemned = more than at any moment in nistory =
to coexist peacefully or perish together senselessly, unable to resist the
compulsions of this century’s cechnologicai age. 1t is pernaps too simplistic to
place the blame merely on the inadequacy of political will on the part of
Governments, or to diagiose the absence Of 4 gound universal attitude towacas this
Organisation = an Organization established to foster what may nre be reyarded ag an
ancestral etnic fo. employing it8 international ma~hinery to prumote the economic
and socisl development ‘of all peoplas,

It would appear that the excuses anu explanations popularly pustulated are
mere impish manifestations of a deep-rooted cristis of the inner spirit, g crisis
indeed of the subjugation of the universal conscience. Morality commonly heid by
the great cultures of the world appear8 to be conrietently flouted, erodiny
conf idence amony Stateg in international relations.

The practice of tolerance, peaceful cuexistence and good-neighbourliness were
noble attributes recngnized anu prescribed by the founding fathers of tnis

Organization. They are fundamental fOr safaguarding the great lmaginations ol a
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goneration humbled, bullied and tamed by the horrors of global conflict and
warfare. |t may well be 8af@ to conclude that without this frame of mind, the

political and poycholcgical oontradiotiono of our contemporary world will persist,

atarving our ondeavoura of desperately needed political will, chilling the zeal to
unite human strength to build and to maintain condition8 oOf lasting international
peace, nourishing a generaiized misguided sense of security deriving from the
notion that security can be guaranteed only nhy the possessiun of the moet dangerous
weaponry, inducing illusions of the ultimate gratification of etnical definitions

of peace in terma of the absrnce of armed conflict among the powerful nations of

the time.

The United Nations may, in itg General Aseembly, present the facade of a forum
for unproductive debate to the uninspired. |If it were established for that
purpose, then et least it provioee ii means for releasing the internal teunsiona and
frustrations of stites= frustrations which, unexpressed, may explode with
dangerous consequences.

The time has come when an awareness of a common destiny on this planet should

lead us out of the wilderress of inconclusive debates and stimulate 2 new quest for

concretw and practical solutions t0 the problems whick continue to nag our
so-cailed enlightened generation. We hare can begin by demonstrating that we are
clearly aware of the nature and scope of tne issues we place on the deliperative
liet, that we recognize the ultimate major issues to which subjectivity blinds us
and that we are¢ determined to encourage our respective Governments to embrace
disarmament as a desperate instrument of peace, wecurity and development on our

planet.  Let us take advantage of this atmosyhere 10 launci a new beginning.

The neeting rose ab 12,25 p.m.




