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In the abarnoa ol  the Chairman,  Mr .  Qutiarrar  (Costa Rioa),  Vita-Chairman,

t o o k  the Chair.

T h e  meating  was called  t o  order a t  10.15  a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS  48  T O  69  (oontlnued)

GENERAL  DEBATE ON ALL DIBARMAMENT  ITEMS

Ma. AL-ALAWI (Bahrrin)  (intcqrotstron  from Arabia):  Allow mo  firtlt  of

all, Bir,  to  oongratulato  you on behalf  of  my dologation  on youx elootion  to  the

ohairmanahip  of the  Birat  Committee. WI are  confidant that with your guidance the

Committoa’a  work will ba l uooeaaful.

I l hould also lika to congtatulato  the  other  mambera of thr Bureau and to wish

tham l very au00088 in carrying out their  roaponaibilitira.

Diaarmamant and arm8 control am two ot the moat important  matter8 dealt with

in the Chartar,  Artiolo  11 of whioh l aaigna thorn to the (%naral  Aaaembly for

conaidoration. That Article  l tipulatea that the Ganmral  Aatrembly  may coneider  the

ganoral principloa  of co-operation in the  maintenance of international peace and

l OOUCitY, including the princip:rer  governing diaarmament  and tha regulation  of

armament8.
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It would b8  Lntera8ting  to compare tha lirt  of di8acmament  itrmr  on thr

A8sembly’8  pr88ent  ag8ncy  with tn8 li8t  of agenda item8 of which thm Fir8t

COllUllittO8  Wa8 8OiZlId at i t 8  fir8t  8888iOn. At that tima  there wa8  concorn  ovm the

arme  race and the rolr  of thr United Nation8 in bringing about general and real

diearmament . It in hardly Wxpriring  that today State8 continue to att8ch  great

importance to there  iteb8.

The msin goal of the Orqani8ation  ir internation peace and recurity.

Achirvemrnt of that goal ha8 alwayr  been linked with prwra88  in di88rm8m8nt.  Th@

arms race, in all  it8 forms, ir  the grratert  obstaalo  to  g loba l  intarn8tional

security) it create8 an atmo8phere  in whiah  it i8 d i f f i cu l t  to  realize  the United

Nationu  goala.

The 8:m8  r8ce  i8 an enocmou8  threat to international pa8ce and recurity.  The

development of military technology imp8d.r  thm 8OlUt~On  of probhmr  of di8armament

a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n  security. Military l XpWIditUtO8 grow y8arly,  and 8ro  in 18rg8

measure dsvoted to wraponr  of 111888  dertruction. The amount being rpent on the 8rmr

race  i8 att.ggering,  8 figure  in the nrighbourhood  of $1 trillionf it exceed8 the

indebtedness ,af  the dovaloping  COUntri88.

Givan th8 frantic arm8 race, there can be no confidence in international peace

and security. Sever81  countrie8  mu8t d8vOte  re8ource8  to armament inrtead  o f

development, food, shelter and health need8. Soveral  multilat8ral  and bi lateral

trestibe  in the disarmament field h8vo  been concluded within the United Nationr,

but  that haa  not 8lOWed  th8 arms race.

It  is regrettable to sea thr 88calation  in the arm8 c8ce,  which ir even being

extended into outer epace. Nuclear weapon8 ato  the greatest threat to mankind, and

it is  therefore  important that a halt be put to the arm8 race and that every effort

be made to prevent a nuclear war that would de8troy civilisation after it8 long

existence on the planet, The nUCle8r  arm8 ~8~0  hinder8 peace and effort8
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to ceduco  international  torreione. The international  community muet  urgently

undertake the maasures  neaesaary  to achievm  disarmament.

My country warmly weloomar  the agrooment in Qrinciple  reached by the United

state0  and the Soviet Union concerning the elimination of intermediate and

shor ter- range nuolear  weapons. That i8 a great  achievement and an encouraging step

towarde  the goal of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. We hope that the

ercorce  to aaueve  tnut  l greamant wili be aucceaaful  and that the two super-Powers

will redouble their offortr  in their negotiations at Geneva on offensive and

s t r a t e g i c  weaponr.

The eetabliahment of nuclear-weapon-free zones io one of the measures the.

United Nations has taken in the field of disarmament. Such zones are an important

element in increasing regionrl aonfidence  and international peace and security. my

country welcomes the init iat ives  of  the General  Assembly in  th is  connect ion,  in

particular the establishment of a nucLear-weapon-free  zone in the Middle tiast.  The

Assembly has adopted sovoral  reaolutiona to that end , and resolution 47/4S, adopted

last yearr 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 ,rliddle  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 weapona. Israel’s  continued development  of its nuclear

capacity  and i ts  re fusa l  to  place  i t s  nuclear instal lat ions under International

Atomic tinergy  Agency (IAEA)  safeguard8 constitute one of the main obstacles to the

establ ishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone,

Co-operation between the South African r&lime  and Israel  in the military,

technological and nuclear f ie lds , notwithstanding united Nations decisions, is

another obstacle to efforts to achieve peace and eecurity  and to limit armaments in
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routhern Africa and the Middle Ea8t. That co-operation in the nualear firld  pores

a particular threat to stability and eocurity  Ln the Middle Past  and on the Afriaan

continent. We recall the Ieraeli  attack against the Iraqi peaceful nuolear

installation, which proved Iarael’a  contempt for attempts  to use nuclear enorgy 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 littorpl  and other countries of the region to deal at the

highest political level with questiona  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. Outer space is the common heritage of all mankrnd,  and it  should ta

used solely for peaceful purposes and to benefit all countriee.

We would note the @ositive  results of the International Conference an  the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development held recently under t+,e auepicos

of the United Nations, It emphaeized  the close link between disarmament and

development and the negative effects of the arms ruce  on economic development. I t

alSO focused on the need to free the resources revoted  to srmaments  anti use them

for economic and social development, particularly in the developing :ountriea.  The

results of that Conference were positive and emphasized  the raoponsibility  of all

countries to implement and realize  the goals set forth in the Fina&  Document.

International co-operation in arms limitation is  st i l l  the goal of  the United

Nations and of the international community as a whole.
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Today, we love  in a world that is inLardependrnt  both  aaonomlcally  and in

terma  of security. This is a challango  to which al.1 countries must respond in

close co-operat ion. 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

confidencr  and interaction with a view to reaching agreements towards the

l ohievement of the principal goal of the United Nations, the maintenance  of

International peace and security.

MC. HDSE  (German Democratic Republic): My deleyation  would like to join

the delegations that have expressed sorrow at the passing away Of

Ambassador Cromartie, who 8erVed  his country in an outstanding manner as a

representative at the Geneva Conference on oisarmament.

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-rarqe miss i les , 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 Forrign  Minister

Shsvaednadze  and Secretary of State Shultz  in Morcow  will  be very successful. The

General Assembly decision adopted by connensus  yesterday convincingly reflect8  the

great interest of the entire international community in positive  results.

All States sre called upon to do all they can to advance the disarmament

process  also in its regional and global dimensions oy establishing a parallel with

the bilateral  negotiations. That focuses attention  even more  on the cola  and

effectiveness of the multilateral disarmament bodies and  is PWtLCulaclY  true of

the Geneva Conf erencc on Disarmament.
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The report on this year’s asrrion  of the Conference pointa  out the

considerable progress that has been made in the elaboration of the convention on

the complete  elimination of chemical weaponn. Yet, it alro makes  clear how much

remains to be done in order to ensure that the activities live up  to the tarka.

What is  especially serioue  ia  the lack of efficiency in the ardaa of nuclear

arm8 limitation and disarmament and also of tne prevention of an arms race in outer

apace, There is  a prevailing opinion that today declarations or dircuarions

without concrete orientation towards the respective aims are insufficient for

fulfilling the high priority tasks of thr Conference.

The current eituation  cannot be justified , nor does it mclat  the growing

posaibilitiec. The maintenance of peace through disarmament is,  by its very

nature, a global problem, and it affects the vital interests of all States withoul

exception. Bilateral accords between the Soviet Union and the United Statart  ae

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 aa  some sort of alternative to the multilateral endeavoura aimed at

world-wide solutions. It ir therefore with good reason  that the demand i8 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

combined  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

negotiatione  too. In this connection we welcome the information given regularly by
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the Soviet Union about bilateral negotiatione , rince  thir  he lp8  to  bring more

oPennee8  into the whole di8armament  proce88  and overcome the exclusive  character Of

certain negotiating bodie8.

The general recognition of the important role of the G8neVa  Conference on

Diearmament remain8 the mo8t e88ential  prerequisite for it8 eucce88ful  work in the

8pirit  of relevant United Nation8 resolution8. However, reflection i8 neceeeary on

how to modify the structure and the method of work of the Conference in order to

improve condition8 f9r tangible progreee. That will certainly also be a eubject  at

the next United NatiO.j8  rpecial  eeerrion  devoted to diearmament. In thi8 respect,

coneideration  dhould  be given, inter alia, to the following; firet,  whether the

Conference ie,  in its prerent  comporiti0n , able to meet the requirement of

including all State8 in the dirarmament  procees , and here it would be deeirable  to

devise  a eolution  whereby global participation is combined with an effective

functioning of work!  8econdly,  whetner  it would be in accordance with the

eignificance  of the task8  facing the Conference if it were able to work throughout

the year - apart from a few hceakr)  and, tniraly , whether the work of the

Conference, by simplifying procedurel, ehould  focus even more on eubstantive

questions.

In thi8 connection we welcome the proposals submitted to the Conference on

Disarmament by a working group under the guidance of the repceeentative  of China,

Ambassador Pan. Thoee  propoeal8  deal with the setting-up ot the subeidiary  organ8

of the Conference an@ the elaboration of the report, but the 8ubjeCt8  can Certainly

be elaborated upon.

Yet, what is required most, now a8 beLore, 1s  the political will to draw

coneietently  on all the Conference’s poesibilitiee  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 essent ia l ly

contribute to the cessation of the arms race in the nuclear fiela  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  Union  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 tiay  towards a

complete test ban.



A/C. l/4 I/PV.  lb
1 6

(Mr. Rose, German Democratic
Republic)

The participation of all nuclear-weapon States, indeed of all countries, ls  needed

to  make the teet ban complere and general. The Geneva Conference on Oisarmament

should rapidly agree on the necessary ocganizational  framework 80 that,

aimultaneouely with the Soviet-American negotiations, work on a compt~heneive

treaty can be started. Special attention could be attached to the verification

ay8tem, which would be baaed on a combination of,natirnal  means and  international

measures, including on-site inspections. Last  June the group of socialist States

submitted to the Geneva Conference on Yliearmament  a document entitled “batiic

proviaione  of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon

teata”,  which contained, inter alia,  detailed suggestions for verification. The- - -

accit,liet  States  are also  ready to consider constructively proposals by other

States.

A suitable forum f. ~AEcusJing  and working out KeCOiIImendatiOn5  concerning the

structure and functions of a verifiudtion  system would be provided by a special

group  of scientific experts within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament,

ae  ptopoeec’.  by Foreign Minister Eduard Chevardnadze  on 6 August 1987, and would of

course have to take into account the valuable  work of the Group of seismic exports.

Aft<.‘:  four years  of standstill it is hlglr  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 lileasure, while  others say it could come about only at the end of

a 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 neyotiatrng  mandLte  for a committee. uthers  - who,

incidentally,  nave agreed to bilateral  negotiations on that subject  - s t i l l  wish to

evade undertaking a cotrespo:ldiny  conlmitment  at the Conference.



wi/J A/C. 1/41/PV.  16
1 7

(Mr. norso,  German Democratic
Rooublic)

At pr-rrnt  no agraem~.l~  on there conceptual irrues  reome  to be attainable.

HOweVer,  a goal-oriented diecuesion of the principal elements  of an agreement would

be poroibla,  to compare poeitione , eeek to bring them closer  togethar and rolve

practical technical  problems. Efforta  to that end ehould otart without delay.

Proporalm  on ttJ procedural aepectr have been rubmittud by eccialiet,  non-aligned

and Western countries. Comparison of these  ehowe tnat an underetal4lnq  can DO

reached, provided that each aide meeta  the other halfway. For exawple,  one ehould

not etick  to  every comma in the text of a mandate submitted yeare  ago. To advance

thir  important iorue at the Conference, thin  version  of the United Nation8 General

Aaeembly  should adopt, if  poesible  oy  coneenecs ,  a  relevant resolution.

Under the agenda item “Prtivention  of en  arm8  race in outer space” the

Conference diocueserl  relevant problelrls  ano  anslyned exietlny  space law with a view

to preparing negolia?ione. Concrete taeke  must  be tackled  now. A good barir  for

that i8  offered by the wide-ranyiny proweals  and ideas  put forward  by various

countries  for future global accords relating to both compreheneive  P  &tionr  and

Specific  measures, Including cone idence-building measures , nuch  aa an international

inepectorate entrusted with extensive powera , ae auryeeted  by the Soviet Union.

The prohibition of anti-satellite weapons could contltitute  a mayor  partial

step. ‘r&King  into account the ,oropoeale  of other countries, the German Democratic

Republic and  ‘iI&::  iWngol.ian  People’s Repuollc  nubmitted a document entitled “Main

pronvisione of a treaty on the prohibition of anti-satellite weapons and on ways to

ensure the immunity or syacp  obJecta” at this  y*ar’s  seeeion  of the Geneva

Conference. They believe that the safe functioning of spa-e  objects  - and we have

in mind all kinds of nuch  objects  - can be ensured only by renunciation ot the

threat or uee  of force against  space objecte)  prohibition of the lelioerate

destruction or damaging of or intacferenae  with the normal functioniny  ot epece
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object8  and the changing of their trajactory)  and prohibition of the developmrnt,

tenting  O K  deployment  o f  anti-satellile  eyotemu  e n d  tne deetructicn,  under

intrrnational  control ,  of  already existing ryrtemr.

The Keeolution on the prevention of an arme  race in outer apace to be .idoytad

at thir  seerion  of the General Aeeembly  ehould aall  ‘or  prrctical  action to be

taken at lart, The close  relationehip  between peace on eartn and in  outer space in

a reality  of the nuclear and space  age. The batter the proepectr  for radical  stripe

toward8  eliminnting  nuclear weapons on earth ,  the more  unceaaonable  ano danyerouv

will ba the  deployment of acme in outer space. W a ehaee  the hope that the USSR  and

the  UniteU  States  wi l l  remain committed to their  objective of prevontiny  an  acme

race in rpace  and terminating  the arm8  race on tha earth. It would be contrary to

that  s tated object ive  i f  the ant i -bal l ist ic  miss i le  Treaty  wete interpreted and

applieU  in  a manner inconrietent  wi th  itr le t ter  and spirit . ‘The prohibition of

l pace Weapon8  il  aalential  to ensure that incarnational  co-oyer&tion  in the

peaceful  exploration of outer space can develop fully, for the benetit  of  al l

Qeoplee, and that relevant material and intellectual reiiourcea  be used exclusively

for that purpoe..

Thie  year  we  observe  the  twentietn  annivermry  of the cohcJ,u.sion  anu entry

into force of t.*.;  Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the

Exploration and Uue  of Outer Space, including  t h e  kOOn  a n d  OtlIer  Celestial  d3dies.

The  anniverrary  o f  that  international  instrument ,  wbich  ia rightly cal led the magna

carta  of space law, should prompt all States  to do everythiny to ensure  tnat epach

remaina  free of weapons in the future also.

Thanks to intensifies  efforts by many delegationu  and the exceLlent  work of

the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committes, Ambassador Ekeue of Sweden, remarkable

progreaa  has been made in the neyotiatione on a comprehensive ban W-I clleclrlcal
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weapono. We share thr  view that  the draft ing of  the convention ha8 entered the

f inal  stage. The negotiations have been accompanlea  by moves towarda

confidence-building and openness. Outstanding examples of this are the workahop at

Shikhany and  t.119  vcr~y recent  proposal  of  the Soviet  Government  that  even before  the

convent ion is  conl:ludad  important information be exchanged and i ts correctnese

checked.

Tne German Democratic Republic continues to regard the eetabliehment  of a

chemical-weapon-free zone in central Europe ae an effective step towards the glcbal

elimination of chemical weapone. By contrast,  the plannod start  of the production

of binary weapons is  detrimental to the search for underetanding. The forgoing of

productlull  01 thoae weapons would, conversely, be coneidered  everywhere a sign of

goodwill.

In the interest of the early concluuion  of the neyotlatlona  on chemical

weapons, efforte should focus on the following8 first,  seeking solutions to the

fs?w  open questions of a fundamental nature ,  and  In this context we reyard it as

important that the Soviet  Union advocates  the  pr inciple  oE mandatory inapectiora  on

chal lenge without the r ight of  refusal;  and,  secondly, backing up the underetdndiny

reached so Ear on fundamrntal issues by detailed provisions on such things as the

destruction of chemical-weapon stockpileo  and their production facilities and

guaranteeing the non-production of such weapons.

The Pugwavh  seminar to which the German Democratic He@lulic  serveu as host in

March of this year, including the visit to a large chemical plant, was aimed at

prunlotlny  Yoiutionf3  concerniny  veriflcatlon  of the non-production of cnemlcal

weapons.
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Exports Prom 17 oountrieu  had the opportuni ty to  get  acquainted with pert inent

18~8 and regulat ion8 aa  well ae  with  practical  arranqemente  in the Uerman

Domooratia  Republic@ e chemical industry.

Thirdly,  the condit ions for neyotirtione  rhoulcl  be  improved curther. More

time  should be allocatec  to the Committee for negotiations  during and outside the

eeevione  of the Conference on Diearmament. Ita  challenging tasks  w o u l d  e v e n

justify  a permanent meorion  unti l  the Pinalization  of the convent ion.*

By chair ing rr working yroup of the Cummlttee, t h e  clerman  Uemoaratrc  Hepublic’

dahgation  har  :ontributed  to  the reeulte  recorded by the Conference. In  the

future, also, i t  will  not lack readiness to play ito  pa r t .

The present session of the United Nations General Aeeem1ll.y  can provide impetus

to the negotiation8 if, whi le  duly  commendiny what  has  been achieved,  i t  urges  tile

Conference on Diearmamant  to  finalize  the text of the convention.

All  efforts  made to reduce and to el iminate arsenals  of weapon6  muat  merge

with endeavours markedly to improve political  relations amljng  States,  to solve

Conflict8  and qenerally  to  advance the  process of dhtente.

The principles set  forth in the Charter must  become the natural  norms of

triter-State relations and must include recoynltlon  of  the real i t ies that  emergea In

Europe after the Second Worla  War and mutual respect for the sovereignty and

independence of States.

Mr.  XIPPUHI  (lerael)  I On  this  f i rs t  occaeicn that  my deleyatlon  has

addressed the Committee I should like to congratulate you, IMr.  Chairman, on your

election to your Lmportant  office  J~U  to  express  our appreclatlon  ot your skill  and

* The Chairman took tt,t! Chdlr.
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competent dii’rotion  of theee  drliboeationr. I aleo wish to congratulate 411 the

memberr  of thr  Suroau.

We in Israel,  like State8  in abl other partm  of the world, have been me.;atly

encouraged by the progterr  made in the bilateral talka  between the United Staten

and the USSR on the total elimination of long-range and short-range intermediate

misailea  from the European and Asian continentl. Ae  Vice-Premier  and Foreign

Minister  Shimon  Perea atated in  hia addreus  to  the General  Aseembly  o n

29 September 1997:

“Yn  a world grown cynical of the super-Powera’  increased arma  competition

and fearful of the technologier  it haa  unleashed, the people of Israel

appreciate the readiness of the United States and the Soviet Union to begin 4

process  of nuclear disarmament. This ia not just  a technical accord. It ie  4

eolitic41  dictum8 no longer c4n we f ind military answers  to political

problems. Wh4t  io necessary  ace polit ical  anawera  to  the mil i tary menace.”

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

Ieras  support8  every effort and initrative  that may facilitate dialogue, A

reduction of teneiona and a moderation of the arms t4ce,  both globally ana

regionally, and affirms its re4dineva  to enter into a dialogue witn all its

neighboura in order to reach agreements in this aenee.

However, let me touch on three areas concerning the Middle East,  wnicn have

engaged the General Aeeombly in recent years. Aa  hAB  been made clear by the

UnanimOU8  Keporta of the experte  who were diepatched to the region by the

Secretary-Genersl  of the United Nationa , the dispoeitions  of the 1925 Geneva

PrOtOCOl hAVe been v io lated t ime and t ime again  by lraq - this  despite  appeals  t r o m

the Secretary-General and the Security Council. Recently there haa  been  an

alarming escalation wuen  these chemical weapons  have been used aydinst  civilians.

There ie evidence that Iran has aleo  used similar weapons, and  Syr ia  is  reported to
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be building up a serious chemical warfare capability. While we are encouraged by

the progress mads  in the Conference on  uisamament  in drafting a new comyrenansiva

convention for the banning of chemical weapons , the continuing use of this

prohibited weapon in our region is  cause f o r  consider&As  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 mayor

military blocs, but also  in a regional setting. What is of especial concern to any

Country i s  its  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  i t s  neignbours. Any scheme for the reduction and

abolition of chemical weapons must take account of tile  security needs of all

countries.

Even as the convention is being debated in the Conference on Disarmament,  a

number LIE States have established controls over  the export of chemical precursors

t0 countriae which might avai l  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 the Government of Israel ia 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 snould  inform the deliceratione  of the Conterence

on Disarmament in order that thee’s pernicious means of warfare can be outlawed.

However, the major threat which hangs over our reqlon is rn the conventional arms

race. Conventional wars have been fought in the Middle East, and the tieneral

Assembly SO far has seen ample and unaisyuiseo  evidence that the elimination of

Israel is still  the principal target of many Ar8b countr ies ,  even a t  the  expense  of

what one would assume to be more urgent requirements. liven Iraq a n d  Irdn, lockau

in combat,  ceaselessly proclaim the dk truction  of Israel to be their ultimate

goal. We cannot disregard authoritative declarationti. lndeec, we take them

serio’u3ly. Moreover, these threats are backed up by a military potential ,  which
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exceeds that of Ierael  in every category - men and arms - even in the case of

Syria, let alone any combination of Arab Statee. I ohoulo make special reference

here to surface-to-surface missiles, where the disproportion is particularly

menacing, because the Arab States can oriny their missiles riljht to the frontiers

of Israel, if they were to decide on a renewed thrust, and Iray is officially

reported to have successfully  tested a missile with a ranye in excess of buu

kilometres.

In this context, at the last session of the General Assembly we stated tnat

mutual balanced force reduction in our region is an idea whose time has come. I am

convinced that even without solving all the outstanainy problems of our area, a

basis for the building of confidence could be found were the States of our region

to enter into serious, direct and unfettered  negotiations on mutually balanced

force reduction. There is hardly any sense in continuing the ever-increasing

Spiral  Of armaments which playue the people and States of the Middle tiast. livery

component of the military balance would be included i~r these negotiations.

I urge our neighbouriny States, therefore, to think about olir  proposal to

enter into free and direct negotiations in order  to examine the  possibilities which

exist in the concept of a Middle EaSteKn  mutually balanced force reduction. Even a

serious discussion of such a possibility between the States concerned could

Contribute some of the contidence  so badly needed.

Lastly, the General Assembly has gone along for years with the request to

report on Israeli nuclear armament, and the item is inscribed on the ayenua of this

session of the General Assembly as well. Israel, of COUKSI, objects to so

exceptional a treatment, t0 which no other State of scientific and technicdl

competence is subject, and equally it objects to the insinuations which have been

levelled against it in past resolutions. We shall return  to the Subject in kjrk!Jtc‘K

detail when it comes up for debate. For the moment, let me only remind
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repterentativrr  of the authoeitativo l tatersnt made by Prime Minister  Shamir,

tapeeking a t  t h s  General Aueembly  i n  193,. He midI

*WO beliovo  that the moat  rffrctive  and crrdibls  barr ier  to prol i ferat ion in

10 eeneitive  en  area  a8  the Middle Rant  ie  a  free ly  and direct ly  negotiated

convention l rtabliehing a nuclear-weapon-free zone, based on a eyetem  of

obligatlonr binding on al l  States concorned. Israel etanae  ready to begin

ruch  negotiation6  w i t h o u t  d e l a y  oi preconditione.”  (cO/Pv.18,  p. (16)

We rtill  await the response  of our neiyhboure.
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befoco ua, I ahould like to pay L special  tr ibute to on4 of our colleayuea who ie

no longer with ua. I know that all who have served  with him her-3  at the United

Nations, in Vienna at the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAM)  and in tieneva

at the Conference on Dfarrmament  are saddened to learn of the recent dealh  of

Ambaaaador  Ian Cromartie. Ambassador Cromsrtie  was a nlan  of great intellect and

charm. lie approached all ieeue  with the disciplined mind of a scientitst,  while #At

the aame  time always practlslny  the subtle  art of diplomacy. His  contributions to

arme control and disarmament and to peace were very significant. They ranged from

promoting the peaceful atom to preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapon8  and,

meet  recently, leading the negotiations on a comprehensive ban on chemical

weapons. I would aek the delegation of the United Kingdom to convey to Ambassador

Cromartie’a  widow and family the moat  aincern  condolences from my delegation and of

course  from all others here which share the thouyhta just exyraesed.

It is  an honour and a personal pleasure for me to taka  part once again in the

First Committee’s disarnlament  debate, The Committee has before it some ot the most

v i ta l  ieeuee  of the day,  ieeuee of concern to al l  nations and al l  mankicld. For its

part, the United States of America  views the issues of arms control and disarulament

aa integral parta  of ite  national  security. W4 therefore approach tho debate and

the coneideiation of resolutions in the Committee aa  very serious  business indeed.

If w4  find a formulation unacceptable or wrong, the United Skates delegation

will  not hesitate to say so. If any other deleqatlon  does not fully underetand  any

position that we may have taken , we are always willing to diecuee  the matter in

question  and provide the rersoniny behind  our conclusions.  W e r4sy4ct  the fact

that in some instance8 other countries may view certain ieauea  from a different

perspective than we do and come to difterent  conclusions regaraing  that approach

and what should be done. Even when we disagree with another Member State, we
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strongly defend the riyht  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 idea8 and possibie  solutions can emerye.

The business before us today is not arms control in  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 retLct  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 with 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  accepLablc  o r  m o r e  likelyt  instead , it is to enhance security and strengthen

international  s tabi l i ty.

While arms control alone cannot solve international security problems, arms

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

the likelihood of accrdental  conflict, create a stable military balance ana  change

threatening postures or behaviour. In certain circumstances, arms control and

disarmament may even be able t,7  provide for the removal of certain categor.‘es  cf

weapcns  from national arsenals. However, for such disarmament measures to provide

the enhancement of security intended for all parties,, it .\s necessary that there be

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

in ful l  compliance.

If the promise of greater transparency is elctually  rmplementad  and maintained

among some societies that have previously been closed to outside scrutiny, there

will be a double benefit to arms control. First , it will  be easier to obtain

information on the activrties  of such States that may have implications fur
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arms-control obligations rind 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

State8  iS  convinced that free and open public dehate can  help to create d positive

influence on the attainment of meaningful arms limitation measures and progrese  in

disarmament.

The United States and the Soviet Union have reacher-l agreemant ln 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 INK

missiles with a range of SW  to 1,000 kilo\uatres.

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 r&gime. 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 1s  also committed to an intensive effort to react  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 pha*ed  manner over

seven years from the date  that the treaty comes  into  force. The United states

draft specifies a ceiling of 1,600 on the number oL  strategic nuclear delivery

vehicles and a ceiling of b,OUU  warheads  on those delivery  vehicles. To ensure

strategic stability and place effective limits on the most dangerous missiles

systems, the draft treaty establislles , within the 6,000 warhead limit, a sub-limit

of 4,800 ballistic missile warheads , of which no more than 3,3UO  can be on
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intercontinental ballistic mjsoilee  (JCBM)  and of which no more than 1,650 can be

On permitted ICBM  other than silo-baaed  light or meaium  LCBM with  eix  or fewer

warheads.

The United States drart  treaty bane mobile ICBM  because  of stability  anti

verification concerns and eeeke limits lo codify and sustain a 50 per cent

reduction in tne current Soviet throw-welynt lever. dach  ‘:zirvy  bomber itl counteu

aa  one strategic nuclear deLivery vehicle and each neavy bomber equipped for

yr8Vity  bomba  and short-ranye  attack missiles  would count as one warhead An  the

limit of 6,000.

The draft treaty includea  a  Comprenenslve  verrLicatro,r  rhylme  provrdrny for

the exchanye of data both before and after acme  reduction8 take place, on-site

inspection  to verify the data exchanye and obeerve  tne elimination  of weapon8  and

an effective on-site monitoring arrangement for facilities and temaininy forces

following  the elimination of weapons, Non-interference wrth  national technical

means of verification is, of course,  aleo  required.

Since the earliest days of his Adminlstration President Reagan  nas  established

as his highest priority the achievement of deep, equitable, stabilizing  and

efrectively  veririable  arms reductions in United states  and Soviet  strateyic

offensive forces. The Soviet side has continued to insist that an agreement on

strategic arms  reductions is contingent u+n  the resolution or isvuev rn the

dpEence  and space pact of the Geneva talks, seeking to constrain tne  United  States

strategic defence rnitiatlve  beyona the provisions or 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 kill

or cripple the strategic dafunce  initi,ative , a programme that holds great promLee

for enhancing international security, ensuring etrdtegic  stabil i ty and,  ultimately,

moving away from the concept of mutual aesured  destruction.

Tne time is ripe for 8 truly historic otrategio-arms agreement. An agreement

along the lines proposed L)) the  United States would not be a win for the United

States or a loss for the Soviet  Union. Instead, it would be a win for both sides

and a win for all mankind. I  would not want to uuyyest  that such an agreement,

including the essential verification r6gime,  IL 1 simple undertaking. It certainly

is  not . Today,  however, there are grounds for optimism. Soviet willinynvoo  t o

accept on-site verification measures as a matter of principle is .‘I  very welcome new

development. If that fundamental change in position  can be translated in to

concrete  measures  and provisions in various arms-control negotiations, the

prospects for more than one success in the year anead  ~111 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 th is  Treaty

has prevented the spread of nuclear  weapoue  througnout  the more tndn  20  yearo  OL

its existence. But i t  is  not the Treaty alone that deserves credit for the

achievement. Credit must also be ylven  to  the IIIorc)  than 130  part ies and otner

like-minded State8 that are ;\OL  ye t  parL of the Treaty. However,  each year the

dangers of further nuclear proliferation dre  underscoreo. Tire  United dtates  calls

upon those States that have not yet done so to undertake d binding commitment in

suPPort  of the principles of nuclear non-prolrterdtion  as reflected in the Treaty

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons or an equally stringent arrangement.

I t  is simply not acceptable to have the very eigl~lflcant  proyreov  in reducing
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existing nuclear weapons offset by the flagrant opcaad  of nuclear explosive

capability. The potenti& devaetatlon  that could occur as M  result  at nuclear

c o n f l i c t  is awesome. There would be no winner in a nuclear war, and the defence

PO6tUre  Jnd  foreiyn  policy of the United States ban been pureued  in sucn  a my  t o

ensure that such a war ie never fought.

If  nuclear war is a potent181  niyntmare ,  nowever,  conventional war is a

devastating real i ty. Since the end of the Second World War there have been many

eo-called conventional waru in which millions 01 people have  d ied ,  and  euch  wtice

are, unfortunateiy, continuing at this very time. Does the pain of conventional

War  become more acceptable if  it  occurs in smaller doses over an UxtCnded  period of

time? We believe that  i t  does not.

In the area of chemiccrl  weapons the pant year hae seen siyniflcant  activity,

along with clear evidence that we etill  have a great deal to do in our efforts to

rid the world of thie  particularly  cruel and innumene  form of  wartare.

On the poeitive  aide, 1 note in particular a noticeable trend towards

seriously addressing clecurlty  concerns underlyrng  negotiations and converyinr  VNWY

in some  basic areas of verification. This trend has been influenced in larye  part

by increasiny  Soviet acceptance of on-site verltlcatlon  rrleasurtls.  Tne most  recent

example of this trsnd was the acceptance in principle by the Soviet Union this

summer of a mandatory challenge lnepection  provisron. However, the  v iews  of: a l l  4U

countries involved in the chemical-warfare negotiatio.  . must be taken into account,

and all munt  work together to develop the concrete provisions to implement the

principles of a chemical-weapons convention. We still must negotiate detailed

i procedures that will  assure  rel iable verif icat ion,  provide undiminished  security

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

I Of chemical weapons by the civil chemical industry unu  deal  wi th  tne risk that some
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Statea  polring  a chemical-weapon8  threat  may  not  become a  Party  t o  the

chemical-weapon8  convention. In addition, the etcucture ,  operation,  etat’tiny  a n d

funding of  the international body that will implement and monitor the convention

h d s  yet to be ayreed upon.

We hope further progress in these taoko w i l l  oe faci l i tated by tne eeriea  of

visits to chemical-weapona inatallatione  now taking place. The United States

welcomed the opportunity for the deleyatlons  to the Conference on Disarmament to

viait  the Soviet chemical-weapon and testing faci l i ty  at Shikhany, and we l o o k

forward to hostiny the Soviet viait  to our chedcal-weapons  destruction  fac i l i ty  at

Tooe le , Utah, next month, similar to the workshop that we hosted  for

repreeentativas  to the Conferttnce  on Uisarbnament  in  1983. We hope tnat tneee

visits  and the subsequent discussion of  issues  that arise f rom them wi l l  help

define and clarrfy  the practical questlone  that  mucrt  be  adJreal)ed  in negotlatrny  a

chemical-wenpons convention.

Whi l e  noting the progress that has taken pl&e , W Y  must alno note the

discOurAging  fnct that the subject of chemical weapone ie not an academic iBelle,

but one t h a t  continue84  to have a brutal,  inhumane reality. Chemical i+eapone

continue to be used, and the threat from proliferation of such weapona  remains

Urgent  And real . We face what amounts to An erosion of international  norlnM  of

behaviour and one that must be halted. My Government condemne any and all illegal

use of chemical weapons, anu we bel ieve the Commit tee ehould  continue to  focus

attention on this use. In part icular ,  we support  invest igat ion,  under the

ciirection  of the Secretary-General , ot al legations of  the use ut. chemical and

biOlOgiCAL  WBA~O~R,  and we beliere  that further yioceduree  and guide l ines  for euch

investiyatmns  should  b e  deve1ope.i. We also support onyoing ettorte  to halt tne

spread of chemical weapons. The Un!ted  States participates in multilateral
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diecureione  on thin  problem, and WI and the Bcviot  Union have mot bi lateral ly  to

conrult  on i t  aa well, moat recently in Yarn5  earlier tilie  montn. While mucn  ha8

been accomplished in the last  year in the area  of chemioal-weapon8  &rmo  control ,

much remains to be done.

The United States  delegation welcomeu the poortive  att i tude on the part of

several delegations that has been expresses  towardc  the process  of

confidence-building an  a  means  of facilitatiny  armo control. The meaeurea  adopted

in Stockuolm  a little over a year  ago cloroly  reflect the concrete,  militarily

significant and verifiable measures  put  forward by Weetern  States, se well as by

neutral and non-aligned Staten , at tne beginning o f  the Conference. Such meaeuree,

and not the well-intended declaratory proposals , can lead to increased

understanding  and enhanced eecurity.

Appropr ia te  confidence-buildlny  measures  cun contribute to  a batter  political

and accurity  environment by providing a alerrer  picture o f  military activities;  and

intentions and by reducing the likelihood of ,niainterpretation  or miscalculation.

For example, the measures adopted at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and

Securi ty-bui lding Measures and Diesc\Pament In Arope  provided for prior

notif ication of certa in  military activities ,  obeervation  of notified mil i tary

activities above a  certain threenold, exchange of annual  forecasts of all

notif  iable  military activities ,  and on-site inspection from air or ground, or both,

to ver i fy  compl iance wi th  agreed measures  with no right of refusal.

These measurea,  if faithfully o b s e r v e d ,  will reduce the danger that

unintentional conflict will occur in Europe. However, they do not address the

element that ie  moat threatening to tiuropean  peace and atability: 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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just i f ied in  term8  of defensive needs. If there ie a eerioue  intent ion to  reduce

tensions in tiurope, then why not reduce force Ievele  bl.+tween  the Warsaw  P a c t

countriee  and those  of countries member6  of the North Atlsntic  Treaty

Organization  (NATO), particularly forwaru-deployed  forces  in  the central  region,

down to a l eve l  that does not threaten either side?
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In his  add*eee  to  the eecond special  aeeeion  of the General Aeeembly devo ted

to diearmament in 1982, President Reagan proposed specific steps  for the

development of a common eyatem  for accounting and reporting military expenditures.

The United States delegation believes  that a common eyetem  for providiny  deta i led

information on military expenditures in a way that would permit meaningful

comparisona among various countries, could provide a useful tool  in several areas

of armr:  control and disarmament. Perhaprr 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 coneultiny  on any questions that may ariee,  and with appropriate

verification provisions, could be particularly important in dealing with matters o f

conventional arme control.

The United States  delegation urges that greater attention be g iven  to this

important question and calls on those Member States  who have indicated a

willingness to provide more uformation  o n  t h e i r  military  expendltures  f o r  tne

first  time, to do so by ueing  the international system  for  the standardized

reporting of military expenditures.

In his  statement to this  Commttee on 16 October, the representative of the

Soviet [Inion,  Deputy Foreign Minister Petrovsky, listed recent Soviet efforts

towards openness - a direction which my Government etrongly  encourages. In t h a t

connection, he noted that a yroup of American congreesmen  had observed the process

of an on-site calibrating experiment using non-nuclear underground explosions near

Semipalaetfnsk,  but  then stated that

, :
/

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

nuclear exploeions”  . (A/C.1/42/PV.S,  p .32)
/
1 That latter remark compels me to reCdl1  briefly the actual Eacts  regarding this

particular matter.
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In seeking improved verif ication measure8 for exieting  nuclear  teat

limitattons,  President Reagan ha8 on several  occasions extended invitations to

Sov ie t  of f ic ia l8  and ecientiete  to visit  our teat cite. In September 1984, for

example, here in the General Aeeembly,  he propoeed  reciprocal  visits  to United

State8 and Sovie t  teat  eitee. That invitat ion was broadened the fol lowing July to

offer Soviet scientists the opportunity to briny any instrumentation devices that

they deemed necessary for measuring yield - and without thn requirement f o r  a

reciprocal visit  by a United States team to a Soviet test mite. Again, i n  Aarch

1996, President Reagan invited a Soviet  ecier?t iiic  delegation to vis it  our nuclear

test Site in Nevada during Apri l  of  that yaar  for the purpose of monitoring a

planned nuclear test and examining the so-called CORRTEX  method of estimating the

yinld  of such explosions. Regrettably, t!:&o  long-standing invitatione,  8Xtend8d

of f ic ia l ly  to  the Soviet GOVBrnmentr have y8t to receive a response from the Soviet

Union.

The IJCoole  of the United  States treasure peace ,  as do all people of gcodwrll.

P8aC8 is  more than th8 abeence  of war. True peace can only be enjoyed in an

atmosphere of eecurity,  with  jus t ice  ana the  fu l l  eanye ot human riynta  ana

fK88dOm8. Totalitarian rule is not th8 choice of free men and women. Th8 United

State8  w i l l  not tUKn  its  back on those who currently  suf fer  Jnd8K  tOtdlitaKianlSln,

but who yearn for freedom. A8  Yreeident  Reagan has declared, the peaceful

extension  o f  human  l i b e r t y  i s  t h e  ,Jltimate  y o a l  or American  forergn  p o l i c y . The

beet chance for the survival of mankind and the maeeive  reduction in armament6 by

choice is  the spread of democracy ancl  the promotion  of dvmocratlc  inetitutlons

throughout th8 world. In th8 absence of a clear and present danger, democracies

w i l l  not sustain substantial military rbtablishment  oeyond that needed for their

own national security. llemoccacien  w i l l  rice to the challenge of  aggression - be

i t  direct or directed at our al l ies and friends. Democracies  do not pose  a
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militery  threat to other democracies. I can think of no example in this century

where  a democracy has initiated a war against another demaracy. This does not

mean that there are no disputee  among democracies, for of course  there are.

However, democracies respect the rule of law end  seek a solution  t0  disputes

through negotiation or fair  arbitretion. The vision oE  the United States is a

world where there is freedom and justxce  fcr all  - peaceful resolution of.  conflict.

Mrs.  BERTRAND (Austria): Permit  me to convt,  *o you the congratulations

Of the Austrian delegation  upon your election as  Chairman of our Committee. We 8x1:

confident that under your guidance the Committee will achieve eubetential  results.

Your  Competence in the fields of disarmament and United  Nations matters gives rise*

to the expectation that this session will continue eEf0rt.e  to streamline its work.

My delegation attaches particular importance  to those endeavours. Mey  I also

congratulate the Vice-Chairman and the Rappocteur on their election. I 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

o f  issues, will pick up at Geneva ot:  at another summit where tiley  left off in

Reyk javik”  . (A/C.1/41/PV.3,  p.Z9-30j

We note with satisfaction that our expectations , shared by the entire intsrnational

community, are beginning to be met by the common eftorts  of the two super-Powerb.

The general debate on disarmament items  is taking place at a particularly

f avourc  ble - even auspicious - time. We have started our deliberations a tew weeks

after the succeeeful  September meeting in Washington between the Secretary of Statr

of the United States and the Minister for Foreign Affairs of. the JSW. Pot the

first t ime in histary,  the United States  an0 t h e  US:;It d~j~crd  in principle to
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eliminate all land-bamed  intermediate-canpe  mierilee  between 500 and

5,500 kilometrre. And thus a genuine reduction ot weapone  araenale  will be

achieved. The fact that,  In this particular case,  parity will  be achieved  betW0.n

the United States and the Soviet Union  at zero level,  and that aaequats

verifiaation  meaauree are expected to be agreed upon, ita  of particular and special

eignificance  to my delegation.

My delegation attache8  yreat importance to the continuation of the talk@

taking place in Moocow. We hope that they will coon lead to the rigning  Of a

treaty eliminating all land-baeed long- and short-range intermediate nuclear

weapon8  of the two super-Powers. Due to the overriding importance of the military

potential of these two State8 , a mutual balance between them ia a precondition for

a global balance. In Auetria’e  view, such a global balance should  be realired  at

the lowest  poeeible  level  of  mil i tary forces.

The effort8 now under way in Moecow should soon lead to the next summit

meeting, an event from which Austria expect8 CL  new lnlpetue  to endeavours  leading to

eubstantially  lower levels of nuclear armaments. t~owever,  l e t  LIB not overlook that

the miaeilea  in question account for only 3 per cent of ylobal  nuclear arsenale.

Ninety-eeven per cent of nuclear weapons , as well aa  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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Auetria  therefore hopes that  the Moecow  talks will also lead to an

undlLretanding  on how to approach the question of eubstantial  reductions of

strategic weapons.

Austria attaches particular importance to disarmament  matters in the frcrmework

oE a policy devoted to the maintenance of international peace and security. We

have noted with particular interest  that the process of tne  internationdl

disarmament debate hae recently gained momentum. Austria itself follows a policy

of promoting this  procetie  by constructive co-operation.

We are deeply concerned that 80 far no progress has been achieved to conclude

a compreheneive  nuclear teat-ban treaty. The need tar  such a treaty is  becomlny

ever more evident. Since 1945 the world haa 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, whicn  haa oeen extended several times , expired last b’ebru$-y  irncl that

the time for which it  lasted was not used for substantial progress ln reaching a

World-wide teet  ban. Comparing the first  seven i;ontne  of thlti  year  with  the same

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 tl  powertul

reminder that a comprehensive test-baq  treaty is  of the highest priority on our

disarmament agenda.

In this connection, let me to refer to the Austrian Government’s public  app,e<dl

of 3 February 1987  to the Government6 of the USSR and the United States of

America. In i ts appeal the Austrian Government expressed its conflacn;e  that  an

immediate start of negotiations and the conclusion of the comprehensive test-ban

t reaty without delay woula consti tute a siynlkicant  s t ep  in reducing tne

nuclear-arms race. The Austrian Government called on the Governments of the two
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super-Powers to renounce further nuclear testing , pending the conclusion of such  a

treaty.

We note with satisfaction that there are  however some yositlvo  siyns. The

agreement between the Soviet Academy of Sciences end a group of United Statea

scientists  on scientif ic  co-operation in provlny the possibilitres  or verification

of nuclear tests can be considered a first step towards gaining the neceroary

expertise reliably to monitor nuclear testa. In this  context ,  let  me  recal l  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 resyectlve

territories,  exprebsed  in the Mexico Declaration adopted at lxtapa 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 f inal  rat i f icat ion

of the two partial test-ban agreements of 1974 ana  1976. Although Austria welcomes

the entry into force of those agreement6 , they should not dietract  our efforts from

reaching a %mprehensive  test-ban treaty  as soon as possible.

During the last several sessions we have regularly adopted three resolution6

crllling  for a comprehensive test-ban treaty8  a furthur  resolution introauceu in

1986  called for the notif ication of such  teste. My delegation, which wa8  a

traditional sponsor of some of those resolutions , would suyyest tnat interested

delegat:lo:la 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, sucn an underatandlny  should
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discourage the development of new types  of weapons  with a view to maintaining outer

vace  for peaceful purposea.

Auetrla  e t r o n g l y  urges  t h a t  existlny  treatlee  b e  implamenteu  i n  their  orrgrnal

spirit  and not be subjected to reinterpretation. The implementation of new

t+Chnologiee  outeide an agreed framework would, in our view, cause  immedl;Ce

countermeaJuree  that  would result  in  a  new turn ill  the arms ratPI  thue extending i t

into outer aFace.

AS the nuclear disarmament process is gaining momentum , and soon to reeulr  in

the firet  agreement to deetroy  a whole category of nuclear weapone, questiona

Pertaining to the balance of sonventronal  forces between East  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 tield. In this area the

early conclueion  of a convention on the production , stockpiling and destruction  of

chemical weapon8  and conventional drcaruament measures at the reyional level are,

in my deleyation’s  view, of the utmost importance.

We therefore note with satlefactron  the progress achieved An 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 editiny  of lute  of certdln

lethal and supertoxic chemicals , and confidence-building measures outeide  the

framework of the negotiatlcns  give rise to the hope that the year 191I6 will tinally

bring about the conclusion of a chemical-weapons  convention. In this  reyard,

Austria welcomes the recent invitetlon  of the USSH  extendea to international

representatives and experts on chemical weapons, including those  from my own

Country, to visit  the military facility  at Shlkhany.

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

the Parties to the Convention on the Pronibition  ot the Development, Production and
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StOckpiLing  of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapon8 and on Their

Destruction, a meetiny of expertn was held last April in cienevu. Austria,  which

had the honour to preside over th#J Second Review Conference, rpQruciate8  that the

experts were able to agree by co:naenaua  on a numher of significant meanurea

designed to strengthen the Convention. My delegation will eleborate  on this  agenda

item  at a later stage.

The Third Follow-ut,  B~eeting  of the  Co,qference  on Security and Co-o,+eretion  in

hurope (CSCE),  now taking place in Vienns, har  entered II decieive  stage. Marry

iduea ?f importance to tiuropean  securi ty are on the neyo rltiny taDle.

We expect thz  Confeeence to decide on continuation of the negotiationa  on

confidence and security-building meaeuree. The aucceepl  ot the dtockholm  Contervnce

ia evidence of the yraat  potential of. this  inatrument of co-operutive  recucity

PO1  icy. The exprr&enc  yained eo far with the implementstLon  ot the Ytocknolm

confidence and eecuriiy-building  meaeure6 are encouraging , but mucl:  remainu to be

dOr> to improve thtl present measurea and to elaborate new, more ambitiour  onee.

We also hope that the coneultatione in Vienna between the 23 Siatrs  membere Of

the North Atlantic Treaty Urganization  (NA’I’O)  and the Wareaw  Pact will J.ead  to a

new beginning in the area of conventional acme control aimed at higher etabil;ty  at

oubetantially  lower levels. Huetrla  has great  interest  in the YUCCWB  ot those

negotiationa. While only the 23 alliance States will participate in them, they

Will  Certdinly touch on the eecurlty intereats of all Euroyeen  States. It ie

therefore of particular and  epecial impcrtance  to ue that adequate arrangements are

agreed Upon  to elklure  that the neutral  and non-allyned  CSCC:  dtatea  are  kept  well

informed of the progreee of those talk8  and have an opportunity to make their own

views known.
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Austria  attaohea  partioular impcrtanoo  to diaarmament init iatives at  a

regional or l ubrrg\onal love1  and we noto  a growing tendency in various areas  of

the would not to wait Poe  global, but rather to concentrate on regional,

initiativer. One initiative  derlla  wi th  convontioual  weapons  in Central  e;urope,  a

region with  the highort  ooncontration of conventional weaponry in the world. The

Auetrian capital, Vienna, har for  the past  1S  yeare  hosted the negotiations on the

mutual reduction of forcer and  aeoociatod  measures in Central Europe between

membera  of NATO and the Waraaw  Pact. Austria,  a8 a permanently nautral dtate in

Central  Europe,  would benef i t  from a eucceeaful outcome ot theee neqoti&tions.  We

note thst  unfortunately,  and contrary to  tne  international climate and proyrusti

reached in other disarmament foruma,  the  negotiations on the mutual reduction of

forcea  and alrocirted  mearureo  in central  tiuroge  were not able to capitallze  on

there propit ious developmentr. The European States ehould, however, not relieve

the negotiating parties  of their reeponeioility  Finally to rexh  all agreement, even

of limited roope.

So far my delegation hae concentrated on disarmament negotiations betupon  the

Soviet Union and the United States of America and on other disarmament initiatives

takiny place  outride the United Nations. I t  iu timely to recall cne central role

of the United Nationo  in thir t’iald. The United Watlons  has  over the year8

establirhed  imprereiva  machinery for cnannalliny  diaarikanlent  etrortsl

unfortunately, the machinery  available la not  utilized  to  ittl  Eull  capaci ty .

The Conference on Diearmament ie unooubtedly the moat Amportant  part ut tnis

machinery. It ia the cnly global negotiating forum on disarmament. In 19H:  the

Conference was  able to achieve euoetantial progreau  in the Iieyotiatione  <‘?  a

chemical weapons convention and An  preparing the world-wide seismic network, wh~ctr

wil l  be put  to tho test  in 1986  with a view to proving that compliiince  wi th  d

comprehensive  tes t-ban t reaty can be adequately monitored. Austria regrets,
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however, that not all committeea of the Conference on D!uarmament  were in l

poeition  to produce tangible reaultr. Thouyh Aurrtria  ir only an obrervor  to the

Conference, i t  ie actively participating in itr work .  The Austrian GLvormOntr  in

keeping with its basic  belief in promoting international peace and security, will

continue its  effort.6 to become u membe: of the Conference on Disarmamant. In this

regard, the Aufltrtan Government expreeaes  ite  hope that difficulti.  relating  to

the enlargement of the Conference , already decided upon at tha  eecond epeciel

eoesion  of the tieneral  Aeeemoly devoted to diearmament  in 1982, will  bw  settled  at

the latest by the third epecial  eereion  next year.

The Diearmalsent  Commission ie the deliberative body of the United Narione

diearmament machinery. During this  year’s  aesaion  the  Commiaaion  had a total  of

seven substantive item8  on the agenda. It goerr  without saying  that an overloaded

agenda creates problem&  for a number of mall  delegatione  ruch  a0  OurI.  My

delegation, which has always underlined the importance of verification, notee  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, doea not ncld

true of conventional diearmament, the  discussion  of which rhowed  differant views,

corresponding to a North-South divieion  rather than an East-Went  diviaian. The

item “Reduction of military budgets” , which WF  expected to be concluded at this

session,  did not profit from the yrowing tendency towacdlr  openneoe. My delegation

is pleased to note that the Working Group on the Review of the Role of the United

Ndtione in the Pield  01 Disarmament  was able to come  up with agreed concluaione,

wnich ohould soon lead to an improvement in the methods of work, especially in our

Committee.

‘l’hc?  year lYM7  a lso  uaw  the  first  meetiny of the Preparatory Commieeion  ror the

third special session  of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament. We teyret

that this body was not able  to agree on thu  date dnd lenyth of  tne tnicd  special
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sass&on of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and deferred decision

thereon to ?he  First  Committee. ln  tha view of my delegation, the moet important

taok  of the third special session devoted to Diearmament ie to  g ive  n e w  impetus to

the dimarmament  proceaa. Whila  buildiny  on the Final  Documant of the tiest  spec ia l

aerrion  devoted to dimarmament , the third special seeaion devoted to diearmament

should not look back in anger, but ahould rather  be forward- looking. In view of

the importance uf the  third special session devoted to disarmament, Auetria would

l ike to se0 that third special seasion  take  p lace  at  a  h igh pol i t ica l  leve l .

One of the most important conferences held in recent years was the

Intarnational  Conference on the  Relationship between Disarmament ana Development.

Although the proapecta for a successful Conference did not look bright after four

aessions  of the Preparatory Committee had betin unable to produce a consensus draft

f inal  document,  the Conference succeeded at last  in recogniziny the concern of the

international community about the discreyancy  between cesourcus  qent  on armaments

ana resources  earmarked for development. The connection between those two areas

Vis  security  i s  no longer subject  to debate. I t  w i l l  be the task of the United

Nations further to deepen the understanding of the public of problems connected

wrch  efforts to reduce armaments expenditure and to increae.;  funds tor deveiopatent.

In conclusion, our description of the United Nations disarmament  machinery

would be incomplete if mention were not made of the Department lor  Disarmament

Af fa i rs  o f  the United Nations Secretariat . Allow me to welcome OUK ne*

Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament  Af fa i rs , Mr. Akasni, whose experience in

the United Nations augurs wel l  for  h is  new p~~sition. I  should  l ike  equal ly  to

extend our thanks to the staff of the Department for 1)isarmament  AtLairs  for their

dedicated work.

i,
h’

The d i f f i cu l t i es  and impediments on the way to disarmament are rnordlnately

: great. My deleyation, however, is not prepared to believe that man’s intelligence
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cenilere  him capable  only of conetantly  inventing new means of maap,  deateuction

without likewise conferrrny upon him thu  capacity to take the decieione  neceeeory

f o r  hir  eurvivsl.

Mr.  GUMUCIG  L%ANIEH (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish)1  On benalf

of the delegation  of Bolivia it ir  my pleasure to convey to you, Mr. Chairman. and

to the other offiaere  of the Committee my most sincere congratulations end beat

wiehee  for the eucceea  of your work. I aleo  wish to expreee  my delegation’s

eattrfaction  at  racing Undue-Secretary-General Akaeni  now devoted to tne important

work on disarmament in the United Natione.

Diearmament ir  an imperative need for which all  States  are reeponeible. With

reepect,  however, to nuclear diearmament, responsibility lies basically with the

tW0 super-Powera,  which have eta,Ced their conmlitn~\ont  to  eeeking  agreement to

dismantle the weapone included in the zero and double-zero propoeale. All

delegation8 h a v e  etated  in the general debate that they welcome the agreement in

principle which was announced last  month on that point. Today Seccetary  ot State

George Shultz  arrived tn  Moscow to  moot with the Foreign Minister of the USSH in

order to develop that agreement further. My delegation joins  in the repeated  calle

by the international community ano wishes  for the success  ot that meeting.
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Since 1945 the United Nations ha8 been eteeeeing  the need to eetablinh  an

international eytatem  basvd  on the Charter , which lays down principle8  of

international eocurity  which, if implemented alony  with machinery for

confidence-buildiny and verification , could pcovido  the barb  elementa  gueranteeiny

a  ryetem  of peace and security.

The  wor ld  Organization  haa  dedicated untold effort to the  OearCh for  this

confidrnae-building machinery. It hae highlighted the political and economic

problem8  :esulting  from the arms  lace and ha8 drawn attention to tne potential

threat of underdevelopment, which hae led to an awareneer  of the neeu  for c1  new

international economic an0  pOlitiCai order.

My delegation therefore considers  that  th8 eEforts  and progress carried out by

multilateral diplomacy in the Conference on Disarmament, in various  apecialized

bodier!  and in other forums provide an appropriate framework for solutions providing

for peaceful coexistence among men ana committing State8  willingly to realizc,  tne

lofty purpoeee of disarmament.

Bolivia  has  lent  ite  fulleat  suppor t  to  dll initiatives strengthening

disarmament and the climate of truet  that  permits implementation of the Policies  Of

d&ante. In 1963, the President of Bolivia, +lr. Victor Paz Estenesoro,  joined

other far-eighted  Latin American statesmen in  promoting the eetabliahment of a

nucl9ar-weapon-free  zone in Latin America. Their appeal led to the ‘Treaty of

Tlatelolco and ite Additional Protocols. My delegation commends all States that

have become parties  to the ‘Treaty and/or ita  Protocols, but once again we regret

that France has not yet joined them. We invite that country to do 80.

Consistent with its position or pcrnciple, Bolivia ie  d par ty  to  the  nuclear

non-proliferat ion Treaty,  and takes this  opportunity to appeal  to States that  have

not yet done ‘30  to become partlee  to it. MOKWJV~?K, we Join other delei’ationu  in
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mentioning the disappointment of  non-nuclear-weapon Ststsa  part ies  to the  Treaty  ai

the absence of a strong  commitment by nuclear States parties  to chapter VI of the

Treaty.

In the context of Bolivia’s  commitment to alI  lnitlatlvee  for peace and

diaarmament, my delegation reaffirms itr  eupyort  for  the creation Of

nuclear-weapon-free zones throughout the planet. I n  particulate, we support the

initiative of Brazil  and other countriee  of the region which led to the adoption by

the General Aeeembly last  year of its declaration of a zone of peace arci

co-operation of the South Atlantic. Similarly, my delegation eupporte  like

initiatives for the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean and the Antarctic. Moreover,

since at the time of ita  acceeeion to independence Bolivia exorcieed  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 i(uriny  the yeneral  debate by our

Minister for Poreiyn  Affairs and Worship,  Mr. Guillermo  Bedregal.

My  deleyatlon  wlshee  also to hlghliyht  the initiative of an enlightened grout,

of personalities from our region - in the main former Heade of State,

democratically and constitutionally elected - which eataollshed  the south American

Commission for Peece, Regional  Security and Democracy last April at Buenos Aires

tll1der  the auspices of the uaq Hammdrekjold  Yo.indation  of Sweden. The Government of

Uolivia  wishee  especially to welcome that Commieeion’e  initiative on the

establishment of a zone of peace in Soutn America  and the eeaa surrounding it,  ke

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 States  of

south  America could in the neat future realize  that promising initiative.
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In the 8ama  order of principle8 , my delegation reaffrrme once again that Outer

space must be free of the threat of nuclear *sapone  ana that technology should be

urod  for the dovalopment of peoples and not for the military use of outer apace.

My delegation  regrets the resumption of nuclear testing) on tne baeic  of the

good will rxpre8med  in i ts  deeds  by one of the super-Powerr  which had sumpended itU

teats  for some time, we hope vuch testinq  will  be halted. We therefore repeat our

eupport  for the adoption of an international treaty prohibiting nuclear tests.

On the subject of conventional disarvrament ,  Bolivia  wishes to express  ite

conaern  At the arm8 race, which runs counter to the legitimate aepirationo  of many

peoples  to development  and which promotes regional conilict.  My  deleycrtlon  appsle

to countriee  that manufacture convtintional  weapon8 to reduce. if not eliminate,

their  ralee to third-world countries, in particular to Latin America.

In the same context, my delegation reiterates the need for multilateral

negotiation8 to prevent the developlnent  of chemical and bioloyical  weapons.  We

note the recent progrees in the Conference on Disarmament , although 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 l imit  the production and

dirtribution  of chemical weapons by private manufactureral not  only does this  take

place in developed countries but these manufacturers arc)  seeklng m a r k e t s  in

developing countries, including those of South America.

Fran the outset Bolivia supporteu  kha convening of kne International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development, as a park of

its  foreign-policy tradrtion  ot backing multilateral action to solve the most

important international problems besetting mankindr backwa dnees  and poverty

resulting from the unbrrdled  arms race between the yreat  Powers.
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The adoption oL a Ylnal  Oocument  by consqnsun at that Conference can be

regarded de the basis tor a multilateral commitment to solve the problem of the

arms race through the reallocation of resources to solving the problem of

underdevelopment. Por emall countries, the outcome ot the Conference way  not ao

encouraging a8 had been hoped, although we cannot deny that the plan of action

could have favourable result.8 it it is currectly  implemented. In any event, the

view that disarmament and development are closely related and that the well-being

Of mankind depenr'a  on that relationship 16 d conceptual breakthrough that the

internationsl community cannot ignore.

YeLICe iI3 indivlelblel it ie challenged by the nuclear and conventional arme

race. This Committee and all other multilateral disarmament fOrume are

contributing to the affirmation of the true foundations of internatlonal ldw  and

relations among peoples: international peace and security. Bolivia, while a small

State, reiterates its 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 attarnecr.

Mr. ENGO (Camaroon)r Permit me to commence with an expreesion  of our

heartfelt condolences to our frienda  and colleaquee  in the Unlted Kingdom

delegation on the untimely passing of Ambassador Ian Cromartie, a colleague who

dedicated hia proEes3iooal life to tlra quest for UWAeretdndlng and the retiolution

of disarmament issues. We dsk them kindly to convey those sentiments to their

Government and to the bereaved family.
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The traditions of our fathers - yours and ours - do not permit of inelegant

public demonstration o f  the satisfaction  we share in seeing  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

sharee  a great fellowehlp  of common concerns and faith in mutual aspirationa to

regional  and aubregional  economic ano  social  development  - our ful lest  ceoperstion

in the difficult task  ahead. We alao  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 Affaira, Mr. Akaahi,  in the service of the

important in i t ia t ives  of the United Nations in the f ie ld  cf  disarmament.  We also

welcome the presence  of the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament, a

familiar f igure among  us .

We opened  the w o r k  of the forty-f i rs t  semion  of the tieneral  Assembly in  a

continuing atmoaphere of doubt, interrupted by some senae of optimism. The fact of

a sUmmit  meeting between the leadera  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 lnitratives  but also for

strengthening multi7.&eralism  in the quest  for international  peace and secur i ty .

The spiri t thus generated appears to  have  iound  i ts  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

i provide  4 response to our mutual aspirations to establish permanent conditions
/
j conducive to international peace and security and to the vital cumponent  ;,I.

i development.

I
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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 LYS7,

re lat ing to  decis ive e lements of  a future treaty on ground-launched

intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF)  which would eliminate INF missiles Erom

their respective arsenals. They have demonstrated reepect  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 daflnite  landmark in negotiat ions,  but crlao

- and perhaps more significantly - of their commitment to continue the negotiating

process at various levels in Geneva and elsewhere,

In this connection, de  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 impossibil i ty of  victory in a  nuc lea r  wa r  renders the Cost of

such a war prohibitive. This important development may well launch a new sr  I 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 falee  idea of national regional security.

Thus, join in warmly welcolliing  thrs historic  change, even if we must  do SO

with some circumspection. We ul’ge that future endeavours be increaeinyly  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 Sovret 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 histo:y. They will ue judged by the extent to wlrlch

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

Charter of the Organisation.
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I t  io in the aame spir i t  that  we reccgnlae the encouraging results of other

efforta,  w i t h  t h e i r  v a r y i n g  degreee  d 6ucceoa , in tne aomain of disarmament and

recurity. The concluaiona of the Stockholm tinieronce  on Confidence  and Security

Building Yaaaurea  and Diearmament  in Europa have provided an opportunity  for the

practical  inapectior of military act iv i t ies  botween nations, aomething that could

not have been imag;, .rd  a t  the beyinning  of this  decade,

I t  ia of particular relevance to ua that both the Stockholm accord and the

aubarquent eftorta in Vienna have demonstrated  the value of exploiting every

opportunity,  especial ly the moat  appropriate , fez  working out practical and durable

arrangement8 umong  States, Stmknolm  for the Su<.opean  region and Vienna for the

Statea  of Eastern  and Weatern Europe provided the opportunity for examtniny  bnd

addrsaaing speci f ic  problems as part of the global enterprise.

The hope of peace and arms restraint in recent  times haa takeu  root in

regional  i n t i a t i v e a . The Stockholm ccnclusions  and preacriytions  will continue  to

inspire  similar  efforta  in other regions. There are positive aignala from Central

America, where the efforis  of President Oscar Arias Sanc;>ea of Coata  Rica,  wno was

recsntly  awarded  the Nobel Peace Prize , and  other Latin American  leeders have set

the atage fez  the resolution of conflicts ,  thus  ennancrng  mutual conildencr  ana

truat  aa well aa promoting prospects  for  peace  and co-oderation  amony States in

that subregion.

I t  ia Cl;iar to us that  relevant yrobiasa  can ba dealt with  more easi ly  wathin

the appropriate regional and aubregional context, taking into account thr specific

conditions existing in the region or eubreyion concerned. States located 111  the

aame  subregion or region, often sharing common historical ai\d fraternal  bonds, a c e

better placed to identify their concerns and interests ant t.o  formulate a plan  or

atrihtegy  For promoting peace  and security  in their area. A regionel  approach is



SK/13 A/C.  1/42/PJ.  16
59-60

(MS.  lsngo,  cMl*roorg

01 a component of a step-by-step ef for - towarda  t h e  Iiltimats  g o a l  of general,

ylobal  acrns  control and disarmament.

We can aleo  Look back with BUM  satisfaction to other recent nogotieting

endeavoure. These incAudo the report  submit ted by the Pre8identr  of th8 di-memkr

Conference on Diedrmamunt,  the conetructlve  efforts and productivity of rho United

Nations Diearmdment  Comniiasion and the adoption oL an agenda for the third rpeoial

reaeion  of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. All there point  to  a

prevailing mood in favour of proyress  towards arms control ,  diearmuoent  and

eOCurity  and the imperatrve  need tof  increased levele  ot conf idence emong  Ytater .

Heralds of proyresc  are always welcome but we muat guard againat  mirguided

optimism. we nL:d  to  take  every dvdrlable oppor tun i ty  to maintain the current

momentum. We dhould  like to mention in passing that the current trend towaldr

inolecriminately  cur tailing the uuratron  of important  confe-encea ,nurt  be

aerected. Tne  widening of dn  emerginy consensus at the United Nationa  Diearmament

Commi8SiOn,  for instance, was Lettered by doymatic  dd;)ereme  to the ,mpoeitionn  of

an unnecessary  panic reyaldiny  tile  induced economic crisis  of  the Organiration.  We

etronyly recommend a reversal  of this  trend as far as cri t ical  r~agotiationa  are

concerned.
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It would 8180 appear  imporativr  that we xeaogniae  the limited nakure  of  the

l U0030888 outlined  bore. Th8  l graumant8 between th8 United State8 of America and
.

the SoviaL  Union nry  hrr8ld  groat timer ahead. They mo8t  orrtainly  do not pretend

to repr88Lnt  the Ke8olution  of the cornplan  i8suee which remain  filed  away f  corn

troatior  end uonueon  perrpectives. The two nation8 h8vr  barely begun the real

PC~888  of lerting  Eamt-West  ditenta  end  confidence-bui lding.  Delicate

negotiationa  l i e  ahead, en  United State8  Ambaeaador  Herbert  Okun revealed to  US

l a s t  weok. The i88uo8  aca complex and vary  diverse in scope.

The prooems  of eliminating  nuclerr  weapon8 hae  yet to begin, i :, without

beli t t l ing their  potency,  us bear  in mind that the Queeent  agreements relate to

mie8ile8  that are hemming  comparatively anachronirtic.

There  argument8 are not likely to Qopularizo  the Treety on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapn8 (NPT)  nor to induce an avalanche of favourable

national  roaotion  among  other  nuclear  Stab8 , romo  of which hold onto WedQOno  in an

attempt to maintain viriblo  oapability  end deterrencr. Practically all must

maintein credibility with their own population regrrdiny  their capecity  for

self-defenae,  national reaurity  and prartige. Other8 s t i l l ,  engayed in  a

profitable trade  in l rma, may be expected Lo offer continuing renietance.

Thur  the prerent  l tmo8Qh8Ke muet be such ao  to reject complacency on our part

and to gear  ue  rll  t o  yroater  effort. A unity of purpore  may well be establiehrd

by these event8,  but we muat  never lose  aighl of the truth that human nature has

never guar8nteed inrtinctr  for peace. Thoy muat  be induced by the knowledye  of the

conoequence8  i f  man’s finort  iderls  are  to  b8  realised.

Yet another product of the current atmoeyhera  arF;)eare  to be the r’rnal

Document, including the action QKaJramMe , edopted  at the epoch-mak!.ng  United

Natione  International  Conference on tAe  Reletlonship  between I)+earmament  and



WI.4 A/C.1/42/PV.16
6 2

(Mr.  Bnqo,  cu8~roon)

Development. Our preliminary  view8  we rofloctrd  in  doaumant  A/Co#?.l30/37. The

Cameroon delegation wrlcomer  the rorultr  of the Conferenoe, notwithstanding  the

dieappointment8.

We do wish, however, to empharire  that QrOblOmB  of variour  region8 l r not

neo888ar  ily the 8am8. It ir  wor8e  to l ttmpt to oategorire  statw aI if

development and securi ty irruor  wore ident ical  in al1  of them. we  would  dr8w

concerned attention to  the truth that in the African cagion,  at lea8tr  88oUrity  a8

such ie  not at the top of the list of problomr. It may be ganerally  true that

security is an imperative  for dovolopment. It  ir  more tru8  to 88y  that  on Our

continent there is no aocurity  a8 long as the nation8 are plagued  by conditions  of

underdevelopment.

It is ~:learly  unproductive  to inrri8t  on dircu88ing  peaca and reourity  without

f i r s t  addeeesing  the oppre88ivu  irrue8  of  hunger ,  poverty,  di80a8ac  rnvironment  and

crippling external forces that undermine and preoccupy our intorn  l ffort8. I do

not wish to speak at length on this  matter because  the Minirtor  for Foroiqn Affaite

Of my country has clearly outlined thi8 in the  Genoral A88ombly.

It is in a young nation that the ecnea of false security moat thrive8. The

economic leeson  that seems to have eluded many leader8 in the  induotrializrd

countries, namely that power mu8t  alwayr  be defined in terms of the  porrorrion  Of

sometimes unusable weapon8 , continues to elude many third-world countrior  a8 well.

A devastating economic crioir  on a global acalo comes a8 a teacher to deswnrtrale

the evil effects of armamenta  on ecvnomLc  development.

For the ,:iret  time, Joth  indu8tcialized  and developing cnuntciol  n8ve  8obmnly

declared a universal recognition of the close relation8hip  between di8araammt  and

development. We believe that the Finab Document repre8ents  a major Victory for: OUT

uni ereal  commitment to multilateraliam  and for the  highert  rrpirhtion  of the

United Nations system to provide a haven  for the harmCnirinq of the  aotionr  Of
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8t8ta8. The  Fin81  Doaumant  forceEully  provide*  for and declares our ]oint effort

l nd denire  to l nhanoe and  l trengthen the commitment of the international community

to dirrrmamont  m8  ~011  am to development, giving impetue to renewed effortm  in both

t irldm.

We  wimh  to dr8w  attention to the action proyramme  in  paragraph 35  of the Final

Dooumant,  whiah outliner mpacitic actions and modalities that would require Statem

to Pursue new polioy  decimione. In other areas  within the purview or the

Bocrotrry-Goneral  and the United Nations syetem  it cal l s  Lor  measure8 to be

implamentod. In order to etrengthen the capacity of our Organization  to discharge

awh rqaponmibilitiom  we mtrongly  urge that sufficient resourcea  be made available,

without prejudice  to  the ongoing administrat ive and f inancial  reforms. some of

thwe  programmer ace tar mOK8 important to the oyatem than merely adminimtrative

ahangem in I, major organiration  much as this.

We would almo like  to take this  opportunity to put on record our appreciation

ol!  the important co10 played by the uspartment  tar  D,sarinament  Affairs in  tne

preparatory work Lot  the Conference and at the Conference itself. We truet  that

the Daprrtment  for Dimarmamc  It Affairs wil l  cont inue to play that role in tho

l tfactiva implamentmtion of the action programme , eayecially  in the areas addreamed

to the United Wationa eyutem.

At itm 8wond  meriem  of meetings, the Preparatory Committee for the third

l peciml l o88ion of the General Asaembly devoted to disarmament adopted ita  agenda

(A/42/46). My delegrtion  regards the Final Uocument of the first  special mesaion

mm 8 lrndmmrk  mtatmment. It affirmed that the United Nation8  can and should play a

Vital  role in the f ie ld  of arms control and disarm,lmerlt. Baariny  in mind that the

I outcome of the l eccnd l pocial session  of the General Aeoembly devoted to

diearmament  warn  a dteappointment  to most ueleydtrons, tne Cameroon delegation’s

goal  for tha Preparatory Committee and the tnird  ui>ecial  ouu6lon  would be baaed on
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an obta inabla  internat ional  c l imate  which,  we believe,  muat  be eupportivr. The

Preparat ions for  it murt be balancad,  pragmatic  ar+d  reelietic.  Tha  pr ime

objective,  thoroforo,  would be to deve lop  an internat ional  coneenrua. 44s  a

delibrrativo  body the Unitad  Nation6  offerr a unique pereyective  to disarmament

i~auem,  to the extent that it  can rpeak  in harmoniziny  opinion. In that l ight the

Cameroon dolegat ion would urge that  a l l  future del iberat ions give due attention  to

the problem8  encountered at the second rpecial  aeeaion  devoted to diearmament t0

enrure that we do not repeat the miatakee made there.

The 1987  aubatant ive  eeoeion  of the United Nations Disarmament  Commierion,  in

my delegat ion’s  v iew,  exhib i ted e tendency towarda  coneeneue,  compcomiae  and

accomwdation.
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The continued appearance of tha itom  dealing with South WErica8e  nuclear

capabili ty reE1ecte  leyitimatr and widraprnad  international  concern. Cameroon 4

consistent opporition  to the  raoirt  gparthrid  policier  of the South African regime

is  well known, W o do not wish to restate it here. Youth Aftica’e  failure to

teaaeure  the international community of ite  peaceful nuclear intentions by full

sdhetence  to  the intrrndtional  Non-Proliferation Treaty continues to oe cause for

anxiety and murt be remdied. My delegation wisher  to  expreom  i ts  appreciat ion to

Mr .  Jub. Filcher  of Uruguay, Chairman of Wotkiny tiroup  I,  ana all pattlcipants

representing the vat ioue  pointr  of view axpreaaed  in the Working Group for the

prudence and pragmatirm  they l xercleed in the adopted consensus  parayraphs  in their

report  ( A / 4 2 / 4 2 ) .

We  live in dangorow  timee,  condemned - more than at any moment in niotory  -

to coexist peacefully or potiah  together aenaelearly,  unable to resist  the

ConWleLons  of thin  century’s  technologicaL age. I t  i s  peraiays t o o  silnplistic  t o

place the blame merely on the inadequacy of political will on the part of

Governn\onts,  or  to  diayhose  the absence  of 4 sound universal attitude towacas this

Organisation - an Organ!zation  ertabliahad  to foster what may np’*  be reyarded 4s an

anC@Stral  etnic  f0; employing it8 international machinery  to  prCmotw  the economic

and socisl  development ‘of all peoplea.

It would appear that  the excueea  ano explanations popularly pul;tulatc:d  are

mere  impieh  manifeatationr  of a deep-rooted crisis  of the inner syjrft,  4 crisis

indeed  of the subjugation of  the un1vetsal  conscience. Morality commonly held  by

the great  cultures of the world appear8 to  be conrietently flouted, erodiny

COnffdenCe amony  States  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  relatione.

The practice of tolotance,  peaceful  coexietence nnc? good-neighbourliness were

noble attrfbuttr  tecognized  anti prescribed by the founding fethers  oE tnis

Organization. T h e y  ore fundsmental  f o r  eafoguarding  t h e  gredt ial4yinat~ons  01 4
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war fa re . It may wall  be Safe to conclude that without this  frame of mind, the

political and poycholcgical oontradiotiono of our contemporary world will peceiet,

8tacVing Our  ondeavoura of dsayerataly  needed political  wi:l,  chilling  the  zeal to

unite human strength to build and to maintain condit ion8 of last ing internat ional

p e a c e , nourishing a ganaralized  misquidea  aenae of  securi ty  der iv ing from the

notion that eecurity  cm be  guarantesd  only hi  the poseer8iun  of the moet dangerous

weaponry,  inducing illasiona  of the ult imate yretification  of etnical  definltionr

of peace in terma  of the aberrnce  of armed conflict among the powerful nationr  of

the t ime .

The United Nations may, in ite General Asoemblj,  present the facade of a forum

for unproductive debate to the uninspired. If it  were ertablirhed  for that

PUrpOBe, then et  leaet  i t  provioee i i  meanr  for releasing the internal  telleione  and

Pruetratione  o f  States - fruatratlons  which, unexptesred,  may explode with

dangerous coneequencee.

The time hae  come when an awacenesn  of a comnxm  destiny  on thle  planet should

lead ux out of the wilderness  of inconclusive  debates and rtimuldte  L new quest for

concretti and  pract ical  solution6  to the problem8  which  continue to nag our

so-called  enl ightened generat ion. W:  hare can begin by demonetrating  that w0  are

C l e a r l y  aware of the nrlturo  and scope of tne 188ue@  we place  on the  delloerative

lia’i,  that we cecognizr.  the ultimate major ieeuer  to which subjectivity blind@  UB

and that we BTCI  determined  to encourage our respective tiovornmente  to embrace

dlearmament  a8 a desperate instrument of peace, recurity  and development on our

planet. L e t  u8 take advantaye  o f  this  atmoe#erc  t o  launcrr  a n e w  beginnrng.

The neeting  coaa  at 12.25 L, .m.


