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The nseting was called to order at 3.15 p.m

AGENDA| TEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECI FI C DI SARVAMVENT aGeENnpa ITEMS AND CONTI NUATI ON OF THE GENERAL
DEBATE, AS NECESSARY

Mr. RUKASHAZA (Rwanda) (interpretation fromFrench): Since this is the

first tinme at this session that | havespoken in the general debate onallagenda
itens relating to disarmanment, allow nme to extendto you, Sir, the warm and sincere
congratul ations of the Rwmandese delegation on your unaninous election to perform
the inportant functions entrusted to you by calling on you to quide the work of the
First Committee at the forty-second session of the General Assenhly. These
heartfelt congratul ations are all themorespontaneous and less a matter of duty in
that they are addressed to a worthy representative to theUnited Nations of a
friendly brother and neighbour country, Zaire. Your experience of international
issues and in diplomacy and your personal amalities are our guarantee of the
suceessfulperformance of the duties entrustedtoyou. | assure you of the help
and support of theRwandese delegation, within thelimts of its modest
possihilir tas, in your difficult task ofensuring progress towards di sarmanent.

my congratul ations go also to the other officers of theCommittee, who fully
deserve the confidence placed in them

The problens connected with disarmament are nultifaceted and very conpl ex.
I ndeed, when human life fiest began on earth man imediately started to produce
weapons to provide himwithsecurity hut also, and ahove all, to spread his
domination over all living things, over hisneighhours, over all his fellows. That
arms race has not ceased.

Today we are devel oping weapons of massdestruction that could in a few
seconds destroy all human life on our planet and pollate it irreversibly.
Thereforemuchpatience is called for so that a mutual clinate of confidence maybe

estahl i shed anobng nations and peoples so that they accept a minimal |evel of
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armaments that will not be a danger to mankind hut will nevertheless guarantee
their security.

In my statement | shall not touch on all the disarmament agenda items, first,
because many pre‘rious speakers have thoroughly doveloped certain aueations and set
forth views shared by my delegation; and also hacauee, as work progresses in our
Committee my delegation will, when necessary, speak on individual items. We assure
the Committee that our position ia inspired solely by the United Nations Charter,
which commits Member States to work for peace and help to develop international
relatione with a view to furthering *he prosperity and social and economic progress
to which all peoples aspire.

Our dehatee are taking place in favourable conditione, in a climate of events
that is indisputably of historic importance in the sphere of diearmament. We are
an the eve of the convenins of the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, which in to ha held next year and the preparations for
which are at an advanced stage. Furthermore, our dehatee are taking place shortly
after the agreement in principle between the United States of America and the
Soviet !nian on the conclusion of a treaty aimed at the elimination of
intermediate-range and ehorter-range missiles, not to montion the holding from 24
Auqust to 11 September 1987 of the International Conference on tho Relationship
batween Disarmament and Development, the results of which are a source of
encouregoment for developing countries.

Rwanda 18 a small country in the heart of Afraua, without a coastline or
special resources., Wo are a peace-loving nation and my country therefore bases its
daily actions on the principles of peace, unity and development. Rwanda has no
desire for armaments, because they would aheorh its already limited resources
needed to quarantao tho fundamental right of its people to hotter nutrition, better

health and education.
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In our fourth five~yeat development plan, we have Cocuaod on economic and
oocial development throuyh food self-sufficliency to ensure peace and nocurity even
more completely for our people; peace and security within our bordersa, in our
subregion, in our continent and throughout the world. "hig ia the major concern of
our country, beaause peace is the pre~conditinn of the success of our development
efforts.

For my country peace and eocurity are the result not of over-arming 80 an to
be feared, respected by one's pears, considered a military power, but rather of
confidence shared with our neighbours, our pecrs - in short with all partners
within and outside of our country. The arms race in increasingly sophisticated
nuclear, radiological, chemical, biological and conventional weapons, instead of
eneuring peace and security, constitutes a serious throat to all mankind. 'Today it
is a8 though mankind ware sitting on a powder key that could explode at any time,
spreading destruction, doaolation and annihilation. WQ belleve that man, who haa
been able to invent all theae sophisticated moans of destruction, should ho wiso
enough not to ahuoe them, and that fully justifies general and conplaete
disarmament, especially since the funds thus released could be used for the
peaceful purposes of devalopme::t,

The Rwandese Republic, which is traditionally and resolutely dedicated to
peace and the peaceful settlement of disputes, supports any initiative directed at
tho acceleration of tho process of ynneral and complete disarmament. On the other
hand, we oppooo any action that would make mora difficult and delay tho disarmament
process on our planot and therefore increase recourse to the throat of use of
force, the use of existing arsanals, and t h 0 occupation of territories by foreiyn
armies,

Thus, with regard to nuclear disermamont, my delegation cont inues to have

great hopes of the agreement in principle hetwoon the Wnited States and the Soviet
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Union on the conclueion of a treaty on the elimination of short- and medium-range
misgailes, We hope that the aontinuing negotiationa hetween the two countries will
lead bhefore the end of the year to a speclfic agreement whioh will be applied
immediately. Gf ocourse, only one ostegory of weapons 18 involved, the nuclear
weapon, and within that oategory only a minority of weapons, the important thing 18
that this etep towards mutual trust is taken. It aould create a precedent and lead
to the cong'waion of other agreements on this oategory of weapons.

While remaining hopeful ahout the negotiations under way between the United
states and the Soviet union, my delegation is worried about the trend towards the
acauisition of nualear weapone by other States, which sontributes to the
proliferation of nuclear’'weapons in the world. My country uneauivocally supports
the creation of nuolear-weapon-free zones, especially in South Ar'a, the Pacific,
the Middle East, Central America and Africa. nut we must start hy eliminating from
those regions the nualear weapons already there, and the countries concerned must
agree, in particular, to euhmit their nuclear €acilities to international
verification procedures, whether those of the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA} or those appliocable under the Treaty on the Non=Prolifererion of Nuclear
Weapons. The united Nations and the international community must ~spare no effort
to ensure that reoalaitrant S8tates ahide by the relevant international resolutions
and permit verification by challenge.

With regard to South Africa, we note with dismay that, although the Heads of
State or Government of the Organinetion of African Unity (OAM), during their fixst
regular session, in 1964, adopted a Declaration on the Deunuclearization of Africa,
the _apartheid State of South Africa is becoming a nuclear State. This situation is
all the more worrying since South Africa is a real threat to the peace and security
not only of the front-line States and all africa hut of ths entire world. My

delegation joins others in reauestiny the General Aassembly to adopt specific,
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immediate meagures to br ing about the denuclearization of Africa and to safeguard
every wvegion whose nationals neek to be free of nuclear weapone,

Turning now to outer epaae, everyone ehould bear in mind that this i8 the
common heritage of all peoplee snd therefore muat ha ueed for fundamentally
peacetul purposes to promote the secientific, tachnological, economic and aocial
development of all natione, of all mankind. Therefore, we muat refrain at all
coats from transferring the headlong arms race on earth, on the ooceans and in the
atmosphere to outer apace, My country believes thet the exploration and use of
space ehculd be carried out in the interest and for the sake of peace, security and
understanding among nations and international co-operation in improving the
well-being of all peoplas,

The history of mankind in in easence the history of armed conflicts between
peoples striving to dominate another people or group of other peoples. The results
of these conflicts, that i&, the lose of human lifa and infrastructure and the
ecological losses, are increaasing at an alarming rate with the sophistication of
weapons. Tho two world wars are still fresh in the memory of mankind. And yet
there are hloody conflicts in many corners of the world with the uae of expensive
modern conventional weapons, which ore a heavy hurden on the slender budgets of
many third world countries. While the major Powers spend enormous sums of money to
develop military arsenals of all kinds, there in terrible poverty in the world:
men dying 04 hungar, living without shelier, without the right to basic health care
or education. That poverty in which nearly two thirds of the world's population 18
stagnating 18 a very eerioue threat to peace anG security, a threat that we cannot
comhat with weapons, no matter how sophisticated they may be.

My delegation would like to take this opportunity to assess at their true

value the encouraging results of the International Conference on the Relationship
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between Disarmament and Development, beoauee thia ralationahip was highlighted by
the aountriee participating in that Conferenae.

In hia statement from thla eoatrum laat September, the Minister for
Co-operation and Foreign Affalra of Rwanda aaaeaaed and aet out his expectationa of
that Conferenoe in the following terwat

*M 3 Rwanda delegation hopes that, in keeping with the ooncluaiona
reached at the end of that Conferenae, specifie proviaione will be adopted to
remove the threat to mankind posed hy tha arms race and to carry out the
trai.sfers that would make posaible epeotaoular scientific aonaueete and impose
awareness of the cortelation established between disarmament and development,
between the neede of eeaurity and the expeatationa of peoples in aeatch Of

progress and prosperity.” (A/42/PV.9, p. 37)
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Our discussions on the eve of the third apecial session of the General
Assembly devoted to diearmament should he an opportunity for ua to be as apeoifio
a8 posaible in helping to improve preparationa for that sessaion end thua better
enaure itS sucaeaa. My delegation is Firmly convinced that She special session
will aontrihute to the formulation of specific, practical and appropriate meaguces
to speed up ongoing negotiationa that will enable us to rohieve results with
far-reaching tepeccusaiona on disarmament, improve the climate of détente ard
aonfidenae in the world, establish general condition6 for peace and eecutity rind,
finally, atrengthan international co-operation for the improvement of the
well-being of all peoples, while respectin~ the national independence of each State.

1 would not wish to conclude my statement without paying special tribute to
United Nations efforts in the disarmament field. As | said at the outsat,
dieatmament iasuea are complex and multifaceted, The General Agsembly has grappled
with the problem of finding solutions acceptahle to all parties; its sfforte are
continuing untiringly and ita relevant bodies are working to find concrete
solutions auickly in order to achieve the objectives of general and complete
disarmament,

Mr. MARTYNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist. Republic) (interpretation
from Russian): For a numbher of years now, the Byelorusslan SSR has been paying
particular attention to the problem of a han on the development and production of
new types of weapons of maga destruction and new systems of such weapons and has
keen undertaking efforts to achieve progress in this sphere. In our statement
today, my delegation would like to dwell on this issue.

In 1948, the United Notions Commission for Conventional Armaments fnformed the

8ecurity Council that, in lts view:
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* . Weapons of mass destruction should be defined to include atomic explosive
weapons, radioactive material weapons, Lethal chemical and blological weapne,
and any weapons developed in the future which have characteristics comparable
in destruative effect to those of the atomic bomb or other weapons mentioned

above.* (S/C.3/27, para. 5)

Thus, the posaihle emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction was
already considered realistic by the international community almost 40 years ago.
The past decades have not led to the creation of euah new types of weapons, and we
can take satisfaction from that. On the other hand, the development of the world
situation now compels mankind to Look at the possibilities of scientific and
technical progress not only with greater hope for its new and favourable fruits but
also with growing alarm ~ alarm because new discoveries and achievementa may turn
out to be unprecedented dangers to the aurvival of mankind. The possible emergence
of new types of weapons of mass destruction la ona of the serious aspects of such a
danger, The trend towards increasing the material and intellectual resource8
allocated to military resesrch and development attests to the fact that this is a
teal threat and we cannot simply close our eyes to it. At the same time, the world
does not have sufficient reswvurces for development and the basic needs of the
population in many of the least developed countries.*

According to data presented in the 1987 Annual Revort of the Stockholm

International Peace Research Institute, expenditures foe military research and

development rose auickly in the 19808, and the 1986 level exceeded expenditures for

1980 by 30 per cent. With regard to the conseauences of such expenditures, the

*Mr. Nashashibi (Jordan), ice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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report reaches ths important conclusion that it is not very likely that those
efforts have strengthened security.

Clearly, the building of reliable security must follow another path = that of
eliminating rather than creating weapons. The direction of military technical
decisions, including the creation of new types of weapons of mass destruction, does
not lead to the strengthening ©f peace and international security. In the
lahyrinth of modern strategic realities this is not merely a dead-end passage but
the shortest way to disaster. The future and genuine sesurity depend on political
dec.sions, A programme to ensure security through disarmament = first and foremost
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass deatructicn =
is receiving ever broader support, Inportant advances have been made or work is
being started on some types of weapons of mass destruction that fall under the 1943
definition; in these circumstances, the problem of a ban on the development and
production of new systems of such weapons is taking on special relevance.

At a time when we are making intenzive efforts to eliminate nuclear, chemical,
bacteriological and radiological weapons, it would ohviouely be unreasonable to
simultaneously leave the door open for the emergence of new types of weapons of
mass destruction. That view is ~7en more jvatified for a non-nuclear and
non-violent world, and the objective of building such a world is shared hy the
wideht circle of States.

In addition, a situation is possible in which even though there 18 progress
towards ever lower levels, and finally a zero level, of existing types of weapons
of mass destruction, nevertheless, as a result of scientific discoveries, there may
be developed a dangerous plan for radically changing the military strategic balance
through the acauieition of new types of weapons of mass destruction which will not

be available, at least for some time, to other parties.
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Furthermore, the ¢re .cion of now types of weapons of mase destruction might
geom "justified” from the militaristic point of view if thoao weapona turn out to
ha lesa expensive, if they can reach their targets morn easily and if they can
annihilate enemy forces with leas severe and less lasting conseauencesa than nualaar
weapons. "The ‘ast of those factors ara capable of loading to a reduction of the
threshold for the unleaahing of war hy means of weapons of maaa deatruction.

In a summary of the posaible and foresaeeable negative conseauencas of the
creation of new types of weapons of mass destruction, we should include a sharp
destabilization of the military strategic situation, a lowering of the threshold of
global military conflict, a new impetus to the arms race, difficulties in the
verification of disarmament a.d an increasa in the gap hetween the development of
military technology, on the one hand, and internotionul efforts to eliminate
armaments, on the other.

The aforementioned considerations seem to provide an answer to the question
one sometimes hears? how timely is the prohlom of a han on new typ of weapons of
mass dasatruction?

Our delegation notes with satiafaction that muuay States are becoming
increasingly aware of the necessity and urgengy of a solution to this problem,
which was first raised in the Unitaed Nations by the socialiat States. Among
others, the Ds:ni NDeclaration on Principles for a Nuclear-weapon-Free and
Non Violent World, adopted in late 1986 hy India and the USSR, lists a ban on tho
manufacture of now types of weapons of mass destruction as one of the concrecte

dinarmament measures that are urgently needed,
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Tha delegationa of Argentina and Egypt have atated that the General Assenmbly
at its third speclal asgagion devoted to disarmament should carefully consider tho
military uses of advances in aclence and technology, in par tloular the development
of new weapons of wmass destruction.

The international community has already done much solid work in this area. |n

the Final Document of | ts first special sesaion devoted to disarmament the General

Aggaenbly notos the need to avert 4 qualitative arms race and to onsure that

scientific and technological advances are uoed solely for peaceful purposes. The

Final Document states that
“effective measures should bhe taken to avoid the danger and prevont the

omecgcnce of naw types of weapons of masg destruction based on new sclentific

principles and achiaevements", (ccsolution S-10/2, para. 77)

General Assembly rosolutions, many of them adopted on the inl t la t ive of the
delegation of the Byelorussian 8SR, propose possible approaches for resolving the
problem ralsed in the ¥inal Document of the first. spacial sesaion on disarmament.
Wo take this opportunity to express out thanks to the many delegations that
eponooced those resolutions and to all who suppor ted tham.

The delegation of the Byelorusaian 8$R is convinced that. prevention in the
moot effective and practical approach to a prehibi tion of tho development and
production of new weapons of mass destruction. Tho history of diwarmament shows
that it is far simpler to achieve a ban on a ylven weapon bhefors that weapon
bewomes apact of active military arsenals, 11! we aret o ike progress, the wor k
aimed at preventing the emergence of new types of weapons of mage destruction must
be made ser ioua and specific) to do th is, the cvolutlon of the situation in this
sphere must be constantly moni tored HO that the question of ini tiating negotlations

on banning t h e weapons concexr ned may be raisedingood time. Tie Byelor ugs Lan S8R
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believes that the Conference on Disarmament, a nmultilateral body for disarmament
negotiations, is the wost affective forum for such wor k

Inour view, the Confercnce on Disarmament could carry out such monitoring
with appropriave assistance from experts. When necessacy, it could make
recommendations for specific ncgotiationo on tho new types Of woeapons of mass
destruction that have boon identified, But th i8 in itself would not bo
sufficient. "To prevent the incorporation of asuch weapons into military arsenals,
wo bolieve, tumediatel y upon the iden tification Of a new type Of weapon Of mass
destruction. all States muet xenouvice the practical development of that weapon and
boyin negotiations on prohibiting it.

Lastly, it would bo logic4l 1f al: States, guided by 4 desire to otrengthcn
gecurity, would refraln from any actions that could load to the olnergence of new
types of weapons of mass destruction or new gystems of such weapons,

The delegation of the Byelor ugaiun 8SR in cuccon tly ongaycd in consul tations
with many othoc doleyations on 4 draft resolution it has proposed, together with a
number of other sponsors, concerning 4 ban on tho development and production of new
typos of woapons of mass degtruction, ‘That draft ceuolution takes into account the
views expreasged in past yoaco by othoc delegations, Wc hopo to achieve broad
agreoemInt awong States 0 n significant neasures in thig atealt is through unified
efforts by 411 Statou that we shall be able to deal with thig serious problem.

In cenclus ion, we cxpr ess the hope that at L s for ty~nocond session the
General Aggsombly will make 4 mu jor contribu tion to preventing tho emergence of new

weapons of mags destruction and thereby facilitate proyress towards a non-nuclear,

non-violent world.
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Mr. MEISZTER (Hungary) ¢ | wish today to address the issue of
radiologlcal weapons. EI! rorte to ban cadiologioal weapons have a long hiatory. An
oacly as 1948 a united Nations forum, the Comwission for Conventional Armaments, in
its resolution of 12 August 1948, classified nuclear weapons, vhemical
(hacteriological) weapons and cadiologioal weapons as weapong of ma.80 destruction.
8ince then the disarmament community has been considering in one form or another
tho prohibition of radiologioal weapons, sometimea together with other types of
atms,

Multilateral negotiation8 aimed at their total ban entered Into & more
intensive phone in 1979. It was in that year that the Conference on Disarmament,
then known as the Committee on Disarmament, included as a separate item of its
agenda the question of radiclogical weaponsa, in the larger context of new types of
weapons of mass destruation, Since 1980 that question has been discussed in an
ad_hoc working group, while Prom 1984 on, en M Hoa Committoo of the Confereace on
Disarmament hae been sat up annually to conduct negotiations an the issue. The
yoar 1980 wag colevant for another reason tooi it was then that the idea of the
prohibition of deliborate attacks an nuolear facilities was introduced and added to
the original subject matter. Thus, the task of the Conference on Disarmament that
of agsuring neyotiations with a view to elaborating a treaty or treaties
pt oh ib 1 tiny the development , product ion, stockpiling aud use of radiological
weapons - we call thie “track A", or cadiologioal weapons in the traditional
senge - end prohibiting all attacks on nuolear facilities, which we cell "terack B".

| want to emphasize that it was generally recognized that tho two questions -
prohibition of traditional radiological weapons and a ban on attacks againat
nuclear facilities - were both impor tant issues requir ing solution and that. the

Conferance on Disarmament was the approptiate forum to deoal wi th them.
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The fact that we had before us two distinct, but in a certain way
interrelated, gquestions gave the problem of approach A significant role © i)
very boginning. Theoretically there ace two possibilitiesi either the so-gallad
unitary approach, under which we try to formulate the olementa of one t.eaty
covering both issues, with working groups divided according ta the main treaty
elements, o r t' 1o~called dual approach, where special working groups are set up
on the two q: .ong with a view to formulating treaty elements separately.

Under standably, the method of wor k took on special importance and has always beon
the sub jout o2 laengthy debate.

This phase, preliminary to the nogotiatione, could not be avoided this year
elther., Delegations in the Conference on Disarmament showed a significant degree
of flexibility end opted for the second method. Accordingly, no objection was

raised to a new etruotuce of negotiations t.hcough an approperlate separation of

"tracks" A and B.
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As a result of this tho question of the prohibition of radiological weapons in
the traditional sense of the wotd and tho ban on attacks agafnct nualoar facilities
wae oconsidered separately in two contact groups under the guidance of a
co~ordinator in oaoh group. ‘1wo delegatlonu, those of Japan and Indonesia, agreed
to act ae co-ordinators. At thia point I ghould like to thank the two
co~ordinators, Mr. Hladl wayarabi of Indonosia and Mc. Sadaaki Numata of Japan for
their devoted and vory able work.

We are of coursge aware that by choosing this method of work the Ad Hoe
Committoo, after having tried the so-called unitary approach for tnree consecutive
years, in foot went back to tho position of the early 1980a, to the so-called
double-trook approach. 1 would hasten to add tiat at the same time we did our besat
to Safeguard the intellectual and professional contribution to this cause wuring
the so-called unitary approach as well.

This time wo wanted to examine whether there is a botter possibility of
identifying and, as far as possible, formulating precisely the p:sitions of
different delegations whon tho prooess of formulation is not overburdonod and
over-aomplicatod by tho complexity of the relationship botweon tho two distinct
problem issues.

In this endeavour, tho Ad Hloc Committee yavo evidence of considerable
realiem. It was not on a wild-yoose chase to formulate positions acceptable to all
during this exercisae. Instead it concentrated its work on clearly mapping out
different positions so as to have as complete a register of the positions as
poesible. This was a successful try, even though we are aware that nobody can be
satisfied with that much. So what were we able to accomplish at this year's
session?

We succeeded in identifying the possible olements for the two conventions. We

further succeeded in drafting treaty elements and alternatives to them, where
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ditforences in positiona clearly exist., belegatiors will find tho result of this
yoar ‘s work in annexes T and Il respoctively of theo repor t of the Ad Hoc Committoo
on Radiolegical Woapons under the hoeadings, "pPonaihle olements for an agreement on
the prohibition of radiological weapons" and “Possible elements relevant to the
prohibition of attacks aginst nuclear facilities", Members will find that the two
attachmenta in tho annexes are full of alternatives, and even so every second
formulation 18 Jecorated with an asterisk or with special "nuwbors" indicating the
exiatence of further dissenting opinions. Wwan it, consequently, a futile
exorcise? | do not think so.

In our sober assessmen t the two contact groups under tho ver y intell igen t
guidance of their co-ordinators t h u e cloarly exposed all existing views, all
poss ib lo solution elemen ts . They ther eby laid a sound boa is for in tor sessional
reflection a5 woll as for a good departure towards approaching the different views
at noxt year's seaslon of the Conference on Digarmameny.

On thig basis | have the honour to introduce on behalf of the Swedish,
Japanese and Indonesian delegations, as well as my own delegation, draft resolution
A/C.1/42/L.5 entitled, "General and comple te disarmaments prohibi tion of the
dovelopment, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons”. The draft
resolution takes note

"of the pat t of tho report 0f the Conference on Disarmament on

its 1987 sesaion that deals with the guestion of radiological weapons,”
and especially

"ol the recommendation of the Conference on Disarmament that the Ad Hoc

Commit toe on Radiological Weapons should be ro-es tabl ished at the beginn ing of

ita 1988 gens {on ",

Further it requests

“the Conference on Disarmament t» continue its negotiations on the sub ject
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with a view to a prompt conclusion ol its work, taking into account all
proposals presented to the Conference to this end and drawing upon the annexes
to its report an a basis of itg future work, the result of which should be
gubmitted to the General Assembly at its for ty-third seasion",
Finally, it asks the General Assembly
“to include in the provisional agenda of itg forty-third &ession the item
entitled ‘Prohibition of the dwelnpment, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons'",
We hope that the draft resolutios will draw wide support Prom delegations in
the First Committee and that it will he adopted by <consensufi.
Mr. IDULE~-AMOKO (Uganda)ts We are speaking with a profound scnse of
honour and joy, not only because you. Mr. Chairman, have an impeccable record as a
diplomat, hut aiso becauea you hail from a fraternal country that has very close
historic, geographic and cultural bonds with my own. Your prooenco as Cha irman
will undoubtedly enrich the deliberations of the Committee.
Exactly one weak ago today, my President and Head of State,
Mr. Yoweri Musevani, while addressing the General Asgseubly, challenged the
international community in the following terwss
"How are we entering the twenty-first. century? Do we enter it as a
planet whose scientific discoveries and spiritual values have provided 9
common purpose for survival? 0Or do we enter the next centutry poised to use

our space-age technology to prepare the ennihila tion of life on o"* Planet.?”

(A/42/PV. 45, p. 6)

In reference to other international peace campaigns that refuse t.o take due
account. of the social conditions of peoples, my Head of State warned that
"a more fundamental commitment to the improvement. of our socio-economic

conditions is the prime imperative of our times. A hungry man cannot be said
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to en joy a full lLifey a sick man is an incomplote human being. . . . it i8

impogsible to guarantee tho human dignity of tho people in a state of poverty,

disease, ignoronce and econowmic backwardnose. In those circumstances, such
efforts will be rendered peripheral to the real human rights problems

which ... are bagsed on the consequences of underdevelopment.” (pp. 7-8)

To usg, therefore, it seews outright. moral perversion to perceive security in
aolely wili tory terms. A now thinking has already emerged and is taking grounds
that one 18 secure in so Ear as his social and economic environment is hospitable.
Tho aOcurit.y of an individual, ot of a nation for that matter, cannot be measured
by the sheer possession of sophistlcated instruments of death and destruction.

It }Js from this premise that we approach the question of security in it8
global dimensions. Security concepts that 2o not addr ess themeelves to the social
and economic imperatives of our times are futile. That is why we must reject
anachronistic military and strategic doctrines that intlame the arms race, sow
seeds of international discord and endanger international peace and secutity. When
the Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Developmen¢ convened
last August, it was our unrelenting hope that concrete plans would be mapped out. to
realize national and international security in universal terme. We are deeply
dismayed that, though the link between diearmament and development was recognized,
the establishment of a fund that would have boen a tangible consequence of the
disarmament process could not gain popular reception. We hope that this issue will
constitute one of the prooccupations of the third special seasion of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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Amongsat the numerous reports to he conaidered at this sesaion is one on the
United Natione Conference for the Promotion of Tntornationnl Cu-operation in the
Peaceful Usea of Nuclear Rnerqy held at Geneva in March and April 1987. As you are
no douht aware, the Conference was not ahle to agree on universally acceptshle
principles for international co-operation in the peaceful use of nuclear enerqy.
That 18 yet another glaring example of a case in which efforts to promote
international co-operation and harmony have been thwarted through the denial of the
fruits of technological development to the many hy the few.

Tt qoes without sayiaq that hoth doveloped and Jdeveloping countries would
benefit from advances in the nuclear field. Even though small countries like
Uganda cannot afford nuclear power installations, we could ntilize nuclear science
in agr icultural, vster inary, hydrological, medical and other fields. That is why
Uganda has been urging the !inited Nations through its specialized agencies,
particularly the International Atomic FRnergy Agency, to assist the Organixation of
African tinity to host a seminar on nuclear science for peace and development in
Africa. We do not believe that the bhenefits of technical development should he the
domain of the chosen few. We are somewhat perplexed when dubious criteria are used
to determine who does and who does not aualify to receive nuclear technology.

A tragic example of this is the nuclear co-operation rendered to the racist
Pretoria réqime by some Members of the Organixation, a practice that must call for
universal denunciation. We have said before, and we reiterate today, that
apartheid is a crime against humanity and poses a serlous threat to international
peace and security.

We are deeply cornscious of the many entreaties made here that realiam should
charactarize disarmament neqotiations and deliberations. One of the pertinent.

results of such entreatlen is the ayreernent in principle reached between the Soviet
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Union and the United States of America to diemantle their intermediate nuclear
forcee. It is our fervent hope that thie marks the beginning of a stage of
far-reaching eignifioanoe in disarmament negotiations, It i8 hoped that an eaxly
agreement will he achieved, leading to the oonolueion of a comprehensive treaty on
nuclear tests, a ban on chemical weapons and the demilitarization of outer epace in
order to aohieve general and complete disarmament under effective international
control, having due regard to the central role of the United Nationo in the field
of disarmament.

Mr. JAEGER (Denmark) ¢ | have the honour to speak on behalf of the twelve
States members of the European Comiunity on item 62 (¢} of our agenda,
“Conventional disatmament: report of the Disarmament Commigsion”,

While nuclear arms reduction remains one of the highest priorities for the
countries on whose behalf | 8peak, the Twelve have consistently stressed that
conventional disarmament is an integral and essential part of the ovacrall
disarmament process. We therefore welcome the widespread and growing awarenegs in
the international community of the preasing need to achieve concrete results in the
field of conventional arms limitation and disarmament. This has also beon clearly
illustrated in the Committeu by the number of statements made on this subject by a
wide range of countiies made and hy the number of draft resolutions submitted.

The Twelve believe that the aim of the process of conventional disarmament
should he to seek effectively verifiable arms control agreements leading to a more
atable end secure balance of forcee at tha lowest possible level.

It 18 conventional weapons that have caused the lose of many millions of lives
in countries throughout the world. Because of the global [ liferation of

conventional arme and technical developments in this area, the devastating power of
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thage arms now exceeds anything the world has ever seen in the conventional field.
Furthermore, the expenditure on conventional weapons is a eecioua economic etrain
on a large numbar of countries. As almost 90 per oent of all military spending is
used for conventional armaments and foreces, not only the major Powers, hut all the
States of the world muet become involved in the prooees of conventional disarmament
in order to release the financia“ resources needed to make a major impact on the
world's serial and economic problems.

Efforts to achieve conventaonal disarmament should be pursued on a global, an
well as on a regional, level. The latter approach may 11 prove to he the most
practicable ror achieving progress in the foreseeable future, In that context we
support the draft eeaolution on regional disarmament submitted by some members of
the Twelve.

The documant adopted by the Conference on Confidence- and Security-building
Measures at Stockholm in September 1986 was a major contribution to the huilding of
trust hetween Statee. The concrete confidence-= and security-huilding measures
embodied in that document represent a significant contribution to European security
as well as to international peace and security in general. We hope to see further
progress in this field.

Conventional disarmament is particularly important in Europe since our
continent is the geographical area in which there is the heaviest concentration of
armed forces in the world, The Twelve attach the greatest importance to achieving
further progress in promoting stability through the estahlionment in Europe of a
stable and secure balance of conventional forces at lower levels. We support the
draft resolutio. suhmitted by States memhers of the Twelve on confidence- and

security-build ing measures and conventional disarmament.
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At the reauest of the General Assembly, the Disarmament Commission considered
the auestion of conventional disarmament at ita session in 1987. we have noted
with satisfaction the report by the Chairman of! the Disarmament Commiseion on the
substantive conaideraticn of tho auestion of aonventional disarmament. The Twelve
participated actively in the deliberationa in the Working Group on that item =
presided over by a member of the Twelve, and although no concluaiono were agreed
upon, we think that the ceport of the Working Croup constitutes a =olid basis for
further negotiations at tho Commission’s moating next year, We support the draft
res.lution on this subject (A/C.1/42/%.12) introduced by a State member of the
European Community.

In conventional disarmament, a8 in other areas of disarmament, increased
information, openness and transparency are prereaguisites for tho achievement Of
agreement on reduction6 of armed forces. The Twelve have consistently advocated a
more free and open flow of objective informotion on military matters. The need for
tranaparency, openness and reliable data is reflected in the draft resolution
submitted hy some members of the Twelve (A/C.1/42/%.,22), We of course support that

resolution.
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The Twelve algso note with interest the draft resolutions introduced by other
States, including those eubmittad by China and Peru, which we are studying
carefully and poaitively.

In looking ahead to the third specia’ -ssion of tho Goeneral Assewmbly dovotad
to dieacmament, we believe that it ehould offer an opportunity to expand the area
of consensus with cogacd to conventional disarmament in the light of developmonts.
in thie field in recent yeats.

I am also speaking today on behalf of the twelve wember States of the kuropean
Community in order to make some commeats on aganda item 60, enticled “Reduction of
military budgets”

The Ywelve hove cungistently and activaly supported endeavours towacdo
international agreements on effective disarmament measures that aould oontcibuto to
ceduoing military budgete. Yuoh agreements should lead to tangible measures of
arma limitation and arms reduction and to increased security at the lowest possgible
level of military oapability.

Global military spending is absorbiny a substantial portion of the human,
financial and technological resources of the world, and coal and effective
reductiona in military expenditures could have far-reaching beneficial effects on
domestic, social and economic conditions in all countries.

As tho military budgets ace 4 heavy burden ot cho economies of all countries,
it is obvious that for Governments in industrialized, as well as in developiny,
countries, there should be a strong mutual interest in seckiny to reduve the heavy
military spending without diminishing security, thercby increasing the allocation
of national and financlal resvurces for a number of urgent humanitarian neods. The
benefits that might be obtained by the reduction of wilitary budgets were also
considered at the recent United Nations Conference un tho Relationship between

Disarmament und Development.
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the Ywelwe havo for many years emphasiged the neeogsuity of establishing agrecd
methode of measuring and comparing military expenditures. 1ransparency and
comparability are necessary prereguisites for starting negotiations of agreements
on their reduction.

An important step in this direction was the recommendation in deneral Assembly
resolution 3%/142 B, which provides a universal framework whereby Ytatee oan report
to tho Secretary-Ueneral about thelr military exponditures in 4 standardised forum.
The standardized international cepoctiny instrument of tha United Nations has
proved to bo 4 valuable ficot step making it possible tor all Member States, which
havo different budyetiny systoms, to supply useful information on their military
expenditures, thercby contributing to yreater transparengy in this field, Wo
therefore ucyo othoc oountcios, and especially countries whoco information on
military budgots is not fully available from public sources, to make use of the
Unitad Nations reporting system.

The United Nations ohould play 4 central role in stimulating negotiations on
disarmament mzasures that could load to tho coduotion of military expenditures.

All Manber States should therefore co-operato with the Organization with 4 view to
discussing and solving tho problomsg related to thie process. By supplying tho
Secretary-Generol w it h dintormation about their military expenditures, Momber States
would support the Organization in carrylng out its role in this field.

Since 1980, the Disarmamont Commigsion has considered the principles that
should govern further actions of States in Lreezing and reducing military budgetas.
T0 our rogret, only very limiteu proyress was maue during this yocar's session of
tho Disarmament Commission. “The momentum achicved at its preceding gession was
thus not maintained. ‘fho 'fwelve, however, hope that the visarmament Commission, at

its session in 1988, will be able to tinalize the dratt principles and solve the
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outatanding 1ssues concerning the vital prinoiples of transwvarenoy and
comparability. The reduction o f military budgets should turthermore be considered
at thu third apecial asession of the Ueneral Assembly devot«J to disarmament. <The
Twelve hope that the outcome of tho Committee's consideration of this subject will
reflect thege points of view.

Me. RAMOS BUSTQH (llonduras) (interpretation from Spanien) s In this first

statement by our delegation, it ie8 my pleasure to associate myself with tho many
expresaiong of! congratulationsg extended to you, 8it, on your election as Chaiiman
of this Committee on aaoount of your well-known experience and qualifications,
which will, | believe, assure the success of our megtings,

I should also like to express congratulations to the other offigers of' the
Committee.

Later | shall refer to other items on our agenda, but | should now like to
express views on a topic 1O which my delegation attauheo great importance, since it
should guarantee peace and security t o uli regions in the world. We are concerned
over the foar pravailing in tho world because of the continuous development of
coaventional and othoc devastating weapuns.

The delegation 0f Honduras hoe listenad with special interest to the debate
that hoe taken place in which we heard a description of the climate in whach tho
world ie aevolving., We bope that the anguiohed voloeu of all nationg, in particular
of! thoso not possessing nuclaar weapons, will bo clearly heuard by thouve pussesning
euoh weapons of masy destruction. Tha nucluar Powers boar an enormoud
rogponsibility to the human race. “The already wall~known fatal conseguences that
would agise from tho use of nu¢lear weapons i8 still valid. 1t is like a Damocles
Sword hanging over mankind taat could tragically lead to tho total annihilation of

any ¢ign of life on our planet.
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This apine--chilling mituation hae heen given some initial justification
because of the politign-military relationship of a bi-polar oharaotec.
Nevertheless these relationships, inatead of making the world more atahle end
secuve, have intenaified the degree of mlotruot and only helped& to hcing us
Inexorahly closer to disaster. We hope that we can discern a glimmer of hope with
lent September's agreement of principle, which ia deasigned to eliminate the
intermediate-range nuclear wmissile and we hope that this will algo extend to other
types of weapons o f mass destruction., we hope that this will enable the voices of
the international community asking €or disarmament to be more clearly heard.

Talks to reduce preoent levels of weaponry la the responaibility of all
nations not only to hring a halt to the insane acme race, hut also to make progress
alony the path to disarmament In order to ensure stahility for mankind. Them
firet steps should he encouraged and my delegation welcomes them, hoping that the
goodwill will encoucage those 8tates to create a general eclimate of confidence that
will lead to an effective eqceement on disarmament and the adoption of control and
vorification mcasures necessary to ensure compliance. It i8 Important that the
awareneas of guch great problems he translated into action, thuo avoiding the dire
wordg of warning hecoming a reality. In November 1986, it was stated that in a
nuclear war there can he no victors and that such a war muet never be waged. Wo
hope thet the present climate will tead to detente and understanding.

My country, as one that does not possess nucloac weapons, endorsges the terms
submitted hy the Ad Hoc Committee to the Conference on Disarmament and to this

Committee,
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We understand he need to havo an effeotive quarantee against the use or
threat of use of thfe type of weapon by those States that possaess them. Countries
auoh aa ours certainly hope that the super-Powers will agree on world disarmament.
The faot that Honduras is in a denuoleariaed zone and does not possess nuoh deadly
weapons does not exempt it from the devastating effects of a posaible world war.
We are indeed Aefenaelesa and therefore muet resolutely support any effort to find
a common formula to overcome the differences that still exist. This general, baalc
approach muet he set forth in a legally binding instrument that Includes safeguarde
eor its proper implementation.

Tt is crucial that nuclear-weapon Statee take account of the legitimate and
pressing concerns of our Statee as a faithful expression of the necessity of
creating a system of relations between States that are bound together by
understanding and not int- 2rance. We must not dissipate the positive climate that
has been created. Tho non-nuclear-weapon States should view positively anything
that may lead to world peace.

In more specific terms, there is a real possibility that the climate of
uncertainty and tension that has prevailed in Central America over the past eight
years will hecome a thing of the past, The agreement reached at Guatemala by the
five Central American Presidents is an edifying symhcl of hope and understanding.

A little progress has bheen made, and we hope that those first steps will lead to a
stable and lasting peace in each country of Central America and to a harmonious
system of co-operation among the five States of the region, all of which must
contribute to the effort. Development in the region has been halted, and that
situation must he overcome. We need the help of all countries in attaining those

goals.
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I should like to reaffirm that my Government will Cult-1 all the undertakings
agreed upon in the Guatemala agreement a8 & contrihution to peaoe in our continent.

The overall panorama in the field of diearmamant is mere promising than in the
past, It is important that negotiation8 within the Conference on Disarmament
receive renewed impetus to consolidate and strengthen that body so that it may
serve the principles set forth in the United Nations Charter. Aocusat ions and
recriminations must give way to co-operation and understanding, especially among
those who hold the fate of our planet in their hands. The achievement of agreement
in this area 18 no easy task, hut we should not continue to waste our time and
resources in statements that reiterate the will to negotiate without putting that
will into practice. We muet now make genuine efforts to attain the objectives
towards which the great majority of nations are striving.

At the threshold of the twenty-first century we must ensure that future
generations live in a world free from nuclear weapons. We must eliminate the
posalhility of a nuclear holocaust and channel the world's natural and financial
resources, which are now being wasted in the nuclear-arms race, in other and more
henefictal directions, fulfilling the hope of the world’s peoples that mankind may
he freed from fear, disease and hunger.

The CHAIRMAN: Same representativea wish to speak in exercise of the
right of reply. Before calling upon them, | draw the Committee’s attention to the
following decision of the General Aasembly:

“Delegations should exercise their right of reply at the end of the day
whenever two meetings have been scheduled for that day and whenever such
meetings are devoted to the consideration of the same item.

“The number of interventions in the exercise of the right of reply for

any delegation at a given meeting should he limited to two per item.
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"The first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for any
delegation on any item at a given meeting should be limited to 30 minutes and
the second intervention should be limited to five minutes.” (Degision 34/401,

parag. S-10)

| shall now call on those representatives who wish to egeak in exeroiee of the

right of reply.

Mr. FRIEDERSDORY (United States of America)t | nave asked for the floor

today in order to set the record straight regarding some remarks made this morning
by the representative of the Soviet Union. In his statement, Ambassador Nazarkin
pointed to various initiatives the Soviet Union has taken in regard to
chemical-weapons negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament. Unfortunately, he
also stated that the main obstacle which oan delay the talks seems to be the desire
Of some States to gain time for developing binary weapons, and he questioned the
einoerity of the intentions of those who are resuming chemical-weapon production.

If this were simply another case of the Soviet Union taking unwarranted credit
for the achievements of others, our delegation would not intervene. Progress is
progress, and it i8 not important who receives the accolades 80 long as there 18 a
convergence of views and continuing progress towards a chemical-weapons
convention. 1 cannot, however, sit by while the sincerity of the Unitea States
delegation is called into question.

The Soviet statement accuged the United States of sowing mistrust and lacking
sincerity with regard to the chemical-weapona negotiations.

The United States delegation rejects those charges.

Ambassador Nazarkin linked both of those allegations to the scheduled United
States pinary modernization programme. This modest binary programme, approved with
deliberation and all due coneidcration by the Adainistration and the Congress, js

necessary to correct in some small measure the liuge Soviet build-up in chemical
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weapons, which continued unahated until early thio year, when the Soviets first
admitted poeseesion of chemical weapons and later announced they had ceased
production.

The United States welaomed thia admission and announaement of cessation,
partiaulerly since the united 8tatea unilaterally ceased produotion of ohemicol
weapons in 1969 and hee not produced any of theee munitiona for 18 yeara.

During the 18 years of the United States moratorium the immense Soviet arsenal has
become a threat to the eaourity of the United Statee and our allies in Western
Burope. This imbalance is hoth threatening and destabilizing.

During the long United States moratorium and the continuing Soviet build-up we
continued to negotiate in good Paith on a chemical-weapons convention in Geneva.

As Will be recalled, Vice-President Bush eubmittrd a convention on bhehalf of
the United States at Geneva in 1983, which contained many of the inspection and

verification features ignored and opposed hy the Soviets until this year,
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The Soviet statenent also referenced a new proposal of the Soviet union On
bilateral exchange of data. In fact, what the Soviet tmion did was to accept lock,
stock and barrel the 1984 proposal of the United States ~ a proposal that, despite
the persistent importunings of the United States del egation, the Soviet tmion had
hitherto refused to address substantively.

Anbassador Nazarkin al so alluded to a propesal which the Soviet wnion put on
the negotiating table for mandatory challenge inspection without the right of
refusal. |f this so-called proposal sounds famliar it is because it was first
presented in ep/suo, the United States draft conventional weapons convention
introduced in the Conference on Disarmament several years ago. Mandatory challenge
inspection is a concept only recently accepted by the Soviet union

In other remarks which do not appear in his distributed text,

Anbassador Nazarkin seenmed to state that the Shikhany visit was the first of its
kind. He may he forgiven for failing to nention the workshop for Conference on

Di sarmanent representatives hosted by the United States at Tooele, Uah, in 1983
since his CGovernnent chose not to attend. W are pleased that the Soviets have now
agreed to pay sucha visit to Tooel e.

In each of these instance8 it is perhaps inaccurate to describe Soviet conduct
as new initiatives. They have simply auit saying no. This is not to disparage
such novenent of the Soviet delegation, because it has enabled the Ad sec Committee
on Chem cal Weapons to make unprecedented headway.

The United States believes that progress on chemcal weapons was made at
Ceneva this year. W anticipate even nore progress at the intersessional and
bilateral neetings later this year in Geneva. Certainly we are hopeful about

prospects for progress in 1988. But we are notnegotiating a chem cal weapons
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convention in Geneva for the sake of a convention, or measuring our progronn
against artificial deadlines, pseudo-urgency or generated pressure appliad hy
neqotiating States posaessing a preponderance of atocks, Our purpose in belnq in
Geneva working on a chemical-weapons han is to attain a convention thot enhances
the security not only of the United States of America and its allies, hut ol all
States throughout the world, Characterizing the role of the United States of
America in this process as mistrustful and insincere does not contrihuto positivoly
to the efforts of all of us to han chemical weapons.

Mr. MOREL (Francs) (interpretation from French) : 1 am speaking in
exercise of France's right of reply following the statement made this morning hy
the representative of the Soviet Union on the aquestion of chemical weapons. lio
alluded to two countries and, hecause of the way he doscribed their positions, a
very serious substantive comment by France is necessary. We cannot allow that
description, although general and awvparently Indirect, to confuse the point of view
which France has expressed regarding chemical weapons, in particular, during tho
last few months, and which T went into in great detail in wmy statement, to be
presented aa it has been presented this morning hy the representative of the Soviet
UInion,

The position stated is ours. Tt has been and remains our position, There is
no duestion of two countries having made a joint choice. The problem is auite
different; | speak of whet concerns the French Government, and France is making
this proposal from its own point of view. We are in no way trying to defend a
particular right with regard to one or other type of production. We are trying to
remind all parties to the convention of a real problem, that of gecurity, which

jeopardizes the credihi 1 i tv and proper functioning of the convention dur ing the



FMB/ 10 AIC. 1/42/vV.24
43-49

(Mr. Morel, Prance)

firat 10 years after ita entry into force - that is, during the phase of the
destructic~ of stocks, of which we stress the necessity, which is disputed by
none. Raual gsecurity is essential for all parties at all times during the

implementation of the convention, hut particularty during the first L0 years.

I ehall not go back over the substance of the auestion, hut | helieve that-
rather than engage in an exnggerated or polemical presentation of our position, it
would he better to undertake a thorough study of this prohlem of securitv that
faces all countries. Thin ia a real problam. The debates in Geneva Seems to
demonstrate that this auastion is appreciated. We do not claim to propose a final
solut ion. We have submitted a certain numher of ideas to the negotietors at the
Conference on Disarmament. If we stresn this point it is becauss for a long time
now this prohlem has been deferred; it has been said that it ahould he discussed
later. Our argument at a time when negotiations are being stepped up, when the
real stakes are on the table, is that later will he too late. This is a serious,
urgent problem which deserves somethfny bhaetter than a caticature of the position of

my country.

The meeting rose at. 4.40 p.m.




