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

AGENDA ITEMS 48 19 69
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : In keeping with the programme

of work and the timetable adopted on 1 October, we are today embarking upon our
substantive work. This morning the Committee will begin its general de&ate on all
disarmament items on the agenda, namely, items 48 to 69. Before calling on the
first speaker, | should like in a personal capacity to present a brief general
assessment of the current international situation in the context of the subject we
will be considering together.

It is generally recognized that the problems of arms limitation and
disarmament are complex and deep-rooted, and NO easy solutions have yet been found
despite prolonged and arduous efforts to resolve them. Great patience, persistence
and, above all, the necessary political will have been needed in order to make
Significant progress in this area.

The world has already benefited -from the results of these efforts, waich have
taken shape in the form of various agreements on the bilateral, multilateral and
regional levels. Nevertheless, we have not been able to make significant progress

in solving particularly persistent problems, especially in the nuclear sphere.
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Now, signif i oant evente aretaking place atar spressiveandeven® O3XEQ
® peed, events that for the first time, and particularly fol [ owing the Reykjavik
meeting, Wi || perhaps indeed bring to fruition what had always hitherto been only a
hope for aworld conpletely free of nuclear weapons. The agreement in principle
reached between the Unicn 0Ot Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America to conclude a treatyon the ® |inminatLon of medium- and short~range missiles
marku considsrable progressir. aprom83we hope will ultimtely lead to general
and complete disarmament under effactive international aontrol. wWemust® |80 hope
that the new tal k8 schedulad between those two Sat8will lead to additional
agreements, particularly in the area of strategic weapons., We also note with
satisfaction that both parties have agreed to ® ntsrinto comprehensive,
step-by-step negotiation8 on nuclear tests. The positive results of the Stockholm
Conference on Confidence~ and Security-Building Measuresand Disarmament in Europe
are another i nportant step along the path toward8 confidence-building among States.

Those results and other new and encouraging New wontS we have witnessed in
the international arena have reanimated the spirit of datente, and t he
international community must take this opportunity to adopt effective measures in
all the Areas covared by disacmament negotiations, includingconventi onal weapons.
It {s therefore i nperative nottoreturnt o old polemics or t0 the terrible
confrontation8 of the past, but, rather, resolutely tO tryt O open UP new pathg
that can lead to batter and better prospects for peace.

Atatime when both guper-Powers areaboutt O make decisive progress in
slowing the arms race,the other nation8 ofthe world should not merely stand on
the sidelines. The new prospects for peace that «can now be glinpsed must, on the
contrary, 4inspire them to abandon the traditional attitudes that have often |ad

themto resort to nmilitary meansin order to ensure their gecurity. we must
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henceforth try to adopt constructive and concrete measures to strengthen ourcomon
security in 8 world in which we share 8 common destiry,

It {s to be hoped that progress in bilateral negotiations wll also yield
positive ® ffect8 in multilateral negotiations. In this connection, | believe that
the positive @ vent8 we are witnessing should be echoed in the Conference on
Disarmament at Geneva. That (Conference, the only mltilateral negotiating body in
the field of Aisarmament, ha8 already played a useful role. However, we know that
if it were given the appropriate nandate to deal with the inportant itemB on its
agenda it could more effectively work toward8 a fuller realixation of ite
objectives,

O course, the Conference on Disarmament has nade coisiderable progress,
particularly last year, toward8 the coxclusionof a convention on the total
prohi bition of chenical weapons. However, for a long time it ha8 made no new
progress in other inportant areas. Thu8, it would be desirable for the Conference
to reach agreement on a treaty on the total prohibition of nuclear testing and on a
conprehensive disarmament programme, an area in which it8 conpetent subsidiary
organ ha8already done useful workunder the leadership of the Ambassador of
Mexico, His Excell ency M. Garcia Rohles.

The risk of seeing the regearch and devel opment programmes of the two main
apace Power 8 spread into outer space has now becomea reality with ourentry into
the "Star Wars" era. We must makesustained efforts, especially within the
framework of the Conference on Disarmanent , to prevent the arms race from being
extended into a new environment and to ensure that outer apace wll be used
® xcluoively for peaceful purposas. Thig yearwe are celebrating the twentieth
anniversary of the entry into forca of the Treaty on Principles Coverning the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Quter Space, including the Moon

and O her Celestial Bodies, which was signed on 27 January 1967 andentered into
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(The Chairman)
force on 10 October 1967. W& must work tO e nsure compliance wicth the provisions of
the Treaty.

The regional sccpe Of disarmament is taking ONn new inportance. Many proposals
have been submitted on this subject, some of whici have been inplenented. However,
thexe are other proposals concerning regional disarmament that are gtill fafrom
realization, andin particular those regarding the Declarationon the
Denuclearization of Africa. On the subject of regional disarmament, | should |ike
to welcone the e 8tabli8hment of LUhited MNation8 Regiona Centrtes for Peace and
Disarmament atLob. |, in Togo, and at Lima, Peru.

Security, which is an @ a8ential factor of peace, ha8 always been One O
manki nd' 8 deepest aspirations. The pursuit of the arnB race particularly in the
nuclear field, is aseriousthreat to internationa! peace and security and deprive8
the international community of human and economicresoutces that are® 88ontial to
i t 8 socio-economic devel opnent .

In this connection | should |ike to refer toa docunent getting forth the
viewd of the AfricanState8 on the question of the relationship between disarmament
and devel opnent, adocunent that was distributed a8 an officitl documerit Of the
International Conference on the Relationship betwsen Disarmament ardDevel opnent.
That doaunment states:

"The release of additional resources through disarmament measuresfor the
benefit oS devel opment should neither be conceived aa a burddn to be carried
byaState or group of state8, nor a8 a work of international charity. on the
contrary, i should be a collective endeavour for t he benefit of all, a
necessary contribution that nation8 nmke together tor che consolidation and

preservation of the supreme comm.n goal that ias peace.
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“It is, therefor », nsceesary explore concrete ways and means of

enhaucing the disarmament proceas and to direct resourcea releaeed as a result
of disarmament measures towards economic and social development.”

(A/CONPF.130/4, paras. 15 and 16)

Thanks to our juiat efforts, the International Conference on the Relationship
between Di iarmament and Development was held at New York in August and September of
this year. It underscored the firm will of the international community to achieve
the objectives of disarmament and development for the purpose of strengthonlng
international peace and security and to promote prosperity. The Final Document of
that Conference, and in particular its Programme of Action, contains a number of
recommendations that we muat all sincerely endeavour to implement.

The purpoae of this Committee, the most representative of the multilateral
bodies dealing with disarmament, is to contribute to the process that will,
inter alia, lead to the elimination of the threat of war and, in particular,
nuclear war, to put an end to the arms race, to find ways and meaneg of halting
nuclear testing and the increase of the military nuclear capability and to promote
international security. Many propoeals have been advanced to this end in recent

years and again this year.
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The tine ha8 now come for us to doeverything within cu meanst translate
those proposals into concrete measures. To do that, we mu.tpledge ourselves to the
priorities, objectives and principl e8 get forthin the Finsl Document of the first
spacial sesaion of the Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, whi ch provides the

international community With the necessary guide-linas t0 promote the cause of

peace through disarmament.

At this session we are t0 decide the date8 forthe third special mession O
the General Assembly devoted t0 disarmament to be held in 1988. The success Of
that special session will depend in part on the BUCCE8S of our work he%e in the
First Committes. Por that reason, too, It is up to us to aontributa t hrough
sincere and concrete efforts t 0 the solutionof the most pressing problems of ouk
time. [n sodoing, our Committee Will| no doubt make a constructive contribution to
the successof the forty-second sessionOf the United Rations General Assembly.

Hr . GARCIA RUBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish)s At the outset,

| should |ike to convey to you, Sir, thr Mexican delegation' 8 congratulations and
the satisfacticn with which we welcome your unanimous designacion as CHairman of
the #irst Committee of the General Assembly,which ha8 been assigned important
itemg rel ating to disarmament and international security.Yourbrilliant record
and the aimost three year8 during which you have been the Permanent Representative
of your country to the Unitrd nationg, which have corroborated your @  qudlly
distinguished record a8 Permanent Representative Of Zalre to the United Nations in
Geneva, t he headquarter8 of what ha8 beencalled the only multilater negotiatirg
body On disarmament, guarantee success in the important task on which you are now

embarking, in which you my of course bcassured of the co-operation of the Mexican

del egati on.

W al.80 wish to congratulate tha other officer8 of the Committee.
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We are equally pleased to see in our midst once again Mr. Akashi,
Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs) Mr. Safconchuk, Under-Secretary-
General for Political and Security Council Affairsy Mr. Komatina of the Conference
on Disarmamentj and Mr. Kheradi, the Secretary of the Pivot Committee.

Of the eight. items which, in addition to that on the adoption cf the
Chairman’s annual report to the General Aasembly , were on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament for thim vyear, | have selected four for discussion in
this statenentr a nuclear-test ban, the Comprehensive Disarmament Programme, the
elimination of chemical weapons , and improving and rendering more effective the
functioning of the Conference. | shall now proceed to make a brief analysis of
those items in that order.

On 3 December of last year the United Nationg General Assembly adopted, by the
overwhelming majority of 135 votes in favour, resolution 41/46 A, entitled
*Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions”. i that resolution the most
representative organ of the international community recalled, among other things,
that:

the complete cessation of nuclear-weaporn tests, which has been examined
for more than 30 years and on which the General Assembly has adopted more than

50 resolutions, is a basic objtwtive of the United Nations in the sphere of

disarmament, to the attainment of which it has repeatedly assigned the highest

prior [ty")
and gtreased that!

*... on eight different occasions it has condedmned such tests in the

strongest terms and that, since 1974, it has stated its conviction that the

continuance of nuclear-weapon testing will intensify the arms race, thue

increasing the danger of nucler war”.
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In the same resolution the General Assembly, after reiterating
‘once again it8 grave concern that nuclear-weapon testing continues unabated,

against the wishes of the overwaelming majority of Member States”,
made an appeals

®... to all Stats8 members of the Conferonce on Disarmament, in particular to

the three depoeitary Powers of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water and of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear wcapong, to promote the @ etabliahment by the
Conference at the beginning of it8 1987 session of an ad ho¢ committee with
the objective €. carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty on the
complete cessation of nuclear-test explosionn". (General Amsembly resolution
41/46 A)

Heeding that appeal, the Mexican delegation, together with those of seven

countriee members of the so~called Group of 21 = Indonesia, Kenya, Peru, Sri Lanka,
Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia =~ gubmitted to the Conference a drafp; mandate for
an ad hoc committee on agenda it:o_m 1.

By adopting that draft the Conference would establish an ad hoc. committee on
the item for the purpose of carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty
on the cessation of all nuclear-test explosions. “For the purpose of” is a formula
that can be given the most varied interpretations. For my delcgation, it is an
immediate objective; but for others - for example, the delegation of the United
~-ates, which has 80 stated on several occasions = it i8 a long-term objective.

For that reason, it the draft mandate were to be adopted the Mexiaan delegation

could state for the record ite own interpretation. The United States or any other

delegation could also make known its jnterpretation. In that manner we aould adopt

the draft mandate by consensus, without any of the delegation8 of States members of

the Conference on Disarmament having to abandon their position.
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Purther, the draf: states that the ad_hac committee would set up two working
group8 which would deal with interrelated matterst workiny group 1 would deal with
the content and scope of the ‘reaty, rnd working group 2 would deal, with compliance
and verification. It was therefore clearly stated that none of the aspects of this

question ® ould be left aside.
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Unfortunately, despite the fact that just as at the 1986 sesaion of the
Assembly the vaet majorlty of members were willing to support the mandate, it was
not possible to reach consensus. It therefore seems necessary for the First
Commj. ttee to reiterate thig year in especially strong terms its previous calls for
a solution to this problem, a problem to which the Assembly hag repeatedly attached
the highest priority.

The item on the comprehensive progr amme of disarmament mrv be considered sui
generis; unlike the other { tems on the 1987 agenda of the conference on
Disarmament, the report of the Ad Hoc committee on that subject had been submitted
to the General Assembly at its forty-first session, not at the present,
for ty-second, session

That is why the text of that repor t, unlike the tuxts of the reports of other
ad hoc committees, was not ircluded in the report of the Conference of Disarmament
to the General Assembly (A/42/27), Rather, it is to be found in a separ ate
document (CD/783 of 20 August 1987). pyt that did not prevent the Conference from
accepting the recommendation in the report that the Ad Hoc Committee be
re-established at the outset of the 1988 sessior of the Conference:

“with a view to resolving outstanding issues and concludingy negotiations on

the Programme in time for 1its submission to the third special session of the

General arn:tbly devoted to Aisarmawent®. (A/42/27, para. 91)

When, in my capacity as Chairman of the M Joc Committee, | introduced that
repor t to the Conference oa Disarmament on 27 August last, | said the following
with reference to that recommendation:

“In order that the recommendation achieve its stated purpose, | consider
it my duty to state unequivocally that it would be essential that some memjers

of the Commi ttee ~ and iin some cases this means only one or two = change the
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line of conduct they have been following during the year of work the
Conference is now ending. That L Ilne of conduct resulted, among otner th ings
in the 3% pairs of square brackets contained in the report of the M Hoc
Committea on the comprehensive pProgramme of disarmament to the Conference and
transmitted to the General Assembly at its forty-first session = document
/718 of 26 August 1986, which was the hasis for our work - not growing
fewer, but rather in~<reasing to nearly three time= that numberj the draft text
I am now presenting contains 97 pairs of sguare brackets.”
As an illustration of the line of conduct to which I was referring, | cited the
following exampler
“In the second paragraph of the introduction to the report of the Ad Hoc
Commit. tee, one delegation insisted in distorting the reference to
paragranh 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, by omitting the reference of the
necessity that ‘the new international economic order is strengthened and
consol {dated'. Of course, in the abetcact that delegation could arque that in
1978 when that special session took place, there was a different
Administration in its country. But it is impossible to understand - and even
more so to justify - such a position given that the General Assembly at its
second special gegsion devoted to disarmament, held in 1982 when the new
Mnministration of the country in question had been in power .ur two years =
adopted by consensus a Concluding Document, which contains the following
passage:
‘Member States have affirmed their determination to continue to work

for the urgent conclusion of negotiationa on and the adoption of the

Compr ehensive Progr amme of Disarmament, which shall encompass all
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measures thought to be advisable in order to ensure that the goal of
general and complete disarmament under effective international control
becomes a reality in a world in which international peace and sacurlity
prevatl, and in which a new international econowsic o-der La strengthened

and qeneolidated, ' (A/S-12/32, para. 63)~

Mot eover , in that same Concluding Document, which, | rapeat, had been adopted
by consensus, we read:

“The General Assembly was encouraged by the unanimous and categorical
reaftlrmation by ali Member 8tates of the validity of the Final Document of
the tenth special session as well as their solemn commitment to it and their
pledge to respect the priorities in disarmament negotiations am agreed to in
its Programme of Action.” (para. 62)

Along the same lines, less than two years ago, on 16 December 1985, the
General Assembly adopted, also by consensus, its rarolution 40/152 D, ® ntiti@d
"Co .prehensive programme of disarmament”, the first preambular paragraph cf which
reads as follows:

“Recalling that in paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the tenth
special session of the General Asmembly, the first special session devoted to
disarmament, the Assembly called for the elaboration of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament encompassing all measures thought to be advisable in
order to ensure that the goal of general and oomplete disarmament under
effective international control becomes a reality in which international peac®
and security prevail and in which the new international economic order is

strengthened and consolidated.” (resolution 40/15% D, first pau_‘q.’agh of the

preamble)
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What | have just said seems to me sufficient for an understanding that, an I
sald in Gensva, it the M Hoc Committee on this item is to be able to resolve
outstanding questions and pranptly conclude negotiation8 an the programme, it wil.
be necessary for some rembers of the M Hoc Commi ttee to change thr 1 ine of conduct

they followed in 1987.
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A little over 15 years ago, on 10 April 1972, the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriolr jical
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction was opened t )ature in
London, Moscow and Washington. In the preamble to that inetrument, the State8
Parties to it set forth their recognition that the agreement contained therein
represented merely a first step towards the achievement of another, much broader
step that was defined in Article IX of the Convention, as follows:

“Each State Party to the Convention affirms the recogniged objective of
effective prohibition of chemical weapons and, to this end, undertake8 to
continue negotiations in good faith with a view to reaching early agreement on
effective measures for the prohibition of their development, production and
stockpiling and for their destruction, and on approp:!ate peasures concerning
equipment and means of delivery specifically designed for the production or

use of chomical agents for weapons purposes.” (Resolution 2826 (XXVI), annex,

article 1X)

This is a difficult tank, to which the Conference on Disarmament has
justifiably devoted a great deal of time. Thanks to the effort8 of all its
members, its pace of work has speeded up considerably gince 1984, when it was
decided for the first time to grant the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical weapon8 a real
negotiating mandate,and the political will of its members has made it possible to
surmount obstacles that had seemed insuperable.

We are now entering a decisive stage in the negotiations, one that has rightly
been called crucial to the success of our work. 'n order to achieve our ambitious
objective, it hae been decided that the ecope of the Convention should be a® broad

as possible. consequently, we have identified seven basic activities that should
be prohibited - the development, production, stockpiling,, procurement, possession,

transfer and uae of chemical weapons. Furthermore, those currently possessing
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chemical weapons are thereby obliged to destroy their arsenals, as well ag the
installation8 where those chemical weapons were produced, thus giving the draft
Convention ite character as an authentic inetrument of dimarmament. There is
general agreement with regard to those categorical provision-.

My delegation coneiders that appropriate verification machinery is essential
if an international disarmament acreement is to function eftectively in all its
parts. The draft Convention on chemical weapons is of course no exception to this
rule. Ambitioue in its objectives, the draft we are preparing also estabiishes a
very broad system of verification aimed at guaranteeing full compliance with all
its provieione.

An independent international body set up by the Convention jtgelf would be
responsible for these delicate tasks. We consider this an optimal solution for
quarantaeing the credibility of the instrument. As the Committee will recall, that
was the method chosen by the Latin American Staten when, more than 20 years ago,
they neuotiated the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and the operation of the organ
established in that Treaty has been fully satisfactory.

The main organ of verification will be a consultative committee made up of all
States parties. As the number of States parties is expected to be large, it has
also been considered advisable to establish a subsidiary organ of the consultative
committee, limited in composition, to be called the executive council. This would
be formally subordinate to the first body and would carry out all its function8
when the former wae not meeting.

With regard to the difficult problem of lecision-making, my uelegation favours
the adoption ¢t the simple and unequivocal procedure of a two-thirds majority of
wembers present and voting. We believe that requiring consensus would considerably

hinder the work of the committee and the council gince each of the parties would
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thus have a right of veto, which it could exercise at all times and which would be
detrimental to the smooth functioning of the Convention.

The year that will begin with the work specified in paragraph 13 of the ruport
Of the Ad Hoc Committee, which the Conference on Digsarmament hae aent to the
Goneral Aeeembly aa an integral part of iteg own report, will be a grucial year for
the preparatory work for the Conventian. As a non-chemical-weapon State, Mexico
attacher! great Importance to the conclusion of that Convention, since it would
definitively eliminate that lethal category of weapons of destruction. Let us hope
that 1988 will see the succesas of the efforts that began so many years ago in the
negotiating body, which was then called the Conference of the Committee on
Jisarmament.

The question of improving and rendering nor e effective the workings of the
Conference on Disarmament has been under consideration since the multilateral
negotiating body was set up. This year, in 1987, &4 new body wa8 established for
that purpose, which despite its small membership can be considered fully
representative since two of its members are in the Group of 21, two in the Group of
Western European and Other States, two ip the Group of Socialist states, with
China, the eeventh member, acting as Chairman.

At ita first meeting, the group considered two questions relating to the
subsidiary organs of the Conference on Disarmament and the annual report of the
Conference on Disarmament to the General Assembly of the United Nations. The
conclusions it reached on those two question8 are gummarized in its report to the
Assembly, contained in document CD/WP.286. 1 shall therefore, by way of
example, merely mention that with regard to tke former of those two questions, the
group has made the following suggestions, which could be most effective in
preventing the very long debates we have haa on the establiahment of subsidiary

organs and the formulation of thair mandates.
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In this connection, the Group of Seven gsopased adopting the practice of
establishing ad hoc committees on every agenda item, on the principle that it yas
not necessary for the Conference to re-establish committees at each annual session,
since the resolutio:r establishing them could empower them to continue their work
until they had completed their task and on the principle that every ad hoc-
committee should adopt its own programme of work. [L[f members of tne First
Committee agree with those views, it would he appreciated if they would make that
agreement known in some of their statements.

Given the considerations | have presented -regarding some of the main items
dealt with in the report of the Conference on Disarmament, it is clear that
unfortunately, to date, the multilateral negotiatiag body on disarmament has not
been able to agree on a single draft convent.on or treaty on the item entrusted to
it. Let us hope that the situation will be different next year, which will mark

the first decade since it began its work.
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Fortunately, the situation seems to be different with respect to bilateral
negotiationa between tha two main nuclear Power8 , whoss high off icials entrusted
with foreign relation8 announced on 18 September that they had reached agreement,
in principle, on the conclusion of a treaty on medium~ and short-range nuclear
missiles.

The importance and significance of that agreement led the leader8 of the six
countries members of the Initiative for Peace and Disarmament = Raul Alfonsin,
Andreas Papandreou, Rajiv Gandhi, Miguel de la Madrid, Ingvar Caxlsson and
Julius Nyerere - to issue a Joint Declaration on 7 October, which read8 as followss

"The six nation8 authors of the Initiative for Peace and Disarmament
warmly welcome the agreement in principle reached by the United States of

America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 18 September 1987 on

the complete elimination of all medium-range and ahortur-range land-baaed

missiles. This is a historic first step toward8 the attainment of our common
goal of total nuclear disarmament. We sincerely congratulate President Resagan
and General Secretary Gorbachev fot their effort8 to reooncilo their views.

“In our last joint statement dated 22 May 1987, on the third anniversary
of our firet initiative, we stressed that 'an agreement to eliminate all
intermediate nuclear force8 from Europe would be of considerable significance
and would constitute the crossing of an important psychological threshold'
within the framework of dialogue for nuclear disarmament. The significance of
the agreement between the two super-Powers goes beyond its immediate goal. In
historical terms, it will be the first agreement on the world-wide elimination
of an entire category of nuclear weapong, which in fact means reversing the
trend that has hitherto prevailed in the nuclear—aims race.

“The hope8 of the world are at present focused onthe forthcoming summit

meeting between the leaders of the United States and the Soviet union.
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Bxpressing the hopes of all the peoples of the world, we believe that it may
afford an ideal opportunity for achieving the following important steps
towards nuclear disarmament. It is especially urgent to reach agreements on
the reduction of strategic nuclear weapons, on the cessation of all nuclear
test explosions and on the prevention of the extension af the arms race to
outer space. The recent agreement demonstrates that where the political will
axists all obstacles can be overcome.

*We have alwaye struggled for the attainment of total nuclear
dinarmament. We are determined to continue our efforts and to use all means
possible to reach a more secure world, free from nuclear weapons.”

That is the text of the statement issued by the si{x leaders of the Initiative
for peace and Disarmument. Let us hope that the goal they are pursuing, one that
is ghared by all the peoples of the world, will be reached in the not-too-distant
Suture, thanks to the development and fruition of bilateral and multilateral
efforts such as those | have briefly mentioned in this etatement.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Rcpublics) (interpretation from

Russian): The Soviet delegation ¢xtends !ts greetings to you, Hr. Chairman, in
your post and wishes you success in fulfilling your responsible task.

This year the work »f the First Comalttee is getting under way at a critical
moment. For what is perhaps the first time, there are tangible proepecte for a
breakthrough in the task of eliminating nuclear weapons, a task described as of the
first priority at the first special segsion of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. One year ago the General Assembly, in reeolution 41/86 F, "Ceasation
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,* once again unanimousl y confirmed
that the ultimate goal was the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and called

upon the "188R and the United States, the two leading nuclear-weapon States, to

arrive at agreement to reduce their arsenals at the earlieat possible date.
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There is every justification for claiming that the Unite& Nation8 has baen
able not only to identify the O o8t important problem of auf tinme and to indicate
the way to itr solution, but al 80 that it has, through it8 decisions, provided
impetus to that end. The support of thm United Nation8 as the Foreign Minister of
the Soviet Union, Comrade Bduard Shevardnadze . stated in the General Assembly, was

for us an inportant noral and political factor at the Soviet-American talk8 at

Geneva.

The decisions of the United Nation8 in favour of ridding our planet of nuclear
means of destruction are aonvinaing evidence of the vital importance of the cause
of nuclear disarmament, a cause whict. 88 atated by the General Secretary of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of thr Soviet Union, Mikhu«ll Gorbachev, on
15 January 1986, and a8 reflected in the decisions adopted at the tw.nty-ﬂ.Tenth
Congress of OUK Party, was defined a8 constituting the main thrust of OUK foreign
pol i cy. Mr. Gorbachev's article of 17 September 1987 addressed to the General
Assembly ct it8 forty-second session contains OK concept O a secure, nuclear-free
world, adreamthat is beginning to become reality. The world gommunity now ha8
before it concreteproposa)ssubmitted by the Soviet leadership for it8 discussion
with regard to way8 and nean8 of establishing a comprehensive system of
international peace and security in accordance with the United Natione Charter, one
that woul d exclude nuclear intimdation and under whichthesecurityof all woul d

be a guarantee of the security of each one.
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In its first tatatement in this Committee, the Soviet delegation is instructed
to {nform the State8 Members of the iited Natlons and members Of this Committee
what pag been and is being done by the Soviet Union to comply with the bidding of
the international community.

Au is well known, ac the talks between the Minister for {oreign Affaire of the
USSR, wmr. Bhevardnadze, and the United states Secretary of State, wk. Schultz, held
in Washington from 5 to 17 September of thig year, a number of important
® groamante werergachnd leading to a lowering of the nuclear threat and the
heginning of th. process of real nuclear Jdisarmament.

Por the first time in the whole history of the exietenca nuclear weapons
the major nuclear Powers, the Soviet Union and the United Statee of America,
® uccaeded in reaching agreemcnt Om the elimination of two classeg Of their nuc.ear
arns, ® |y, medium-range and shorter-range missiles. That became poaoible
largely thanks to thr meeting at Reykjavik which opened up the proepecte of a
nuclear-free world and wae a kind of harbinger of nuclear disarmament. The
Reykjavik meeting set the Soviet-American talks on the right track and demonst.:ated
thea practicability of nuclear diearmament.

Of course a great deal remains to be done in order to realize fully the
potential of Raykjavik. But we can already glimpse prospaects not only with regard
to medium-range and shorter-renge missiles; we have geen movement also in the
\atter of banning nuclear teste. Vesy soon there will Legin full-scale talks on
chis range of problems, and it is clear that our 18-month uni{lateral moratorium did
not disappear without trace. It engendered hopes and strengthened the belief in
the possibility of prohibiting teste.

We hope that the forthcoming summit meeting and the concluding of an agreement

on medium-range and shorter-range missiles will give a powerful impetus to the
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search for and finding of golutions for tha whole range of military +nd political
problems and create favourable conditions for forming new concepts of security no
longer connected with the strengthening and buildup of military might.

In a few days, in Mom:ow, the Minister for Forelgn Affairs of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics nnd the United States Secretary of State will hold talks
to finalize the work of tha delegations of the two countries in Geneva. they will
eet out a concrete time frame for the United States-Soviet summit meeting in the
autumn of this year for tha signing of a treaty on medium-range and shorter-range
missiles and foi. consideration of the yhole range of questions involved in
relations between the two countries. A8 a high priority at the Moscow meeting
consideration will be g:ven to thea questions of reducing strategic offensive
armaments, compliance with the Treaty on the [imitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile
Systems, progress in the area of conventional weapons, and the conclusion of a
convention on chemical weapons.

I should like to eay something specifically about the Washington talks. To be
frank, they were difficult, but we were confident of success. We were guided by
the new political thinking, which is oriented towards co-operation, a search for
agreement, and a mutually acceptable balance of interests. It was ou: belief that,
in the nuclear space age, security could only be global, and in respect of
relations between the United States and the USSR they could only be mutual and
equal. Attempts to out-smart each other to achieve supremacy uare fraught with the
most ser ious consequencesn. That is simply unconscionable.

It would be of no advantage to us for the United States to enjoy a less degree
of security than the USSR, because that would lead only to mistrust and give rise
to instability. similarly, in resolving questions with the United States we have
never lost and will never lose sight of the security interests of all other

peoples, including of course all Burope«n peoples.
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Gulded by the new political thinkiny, the Soviet Union, to achieve agreennt
on the elimination of the two classes of nuclear weapons + medium-range anu
shorter-range missiles - left aside the British and French nuclear arsenal 8 and
split the Heykjavik package. Althouyh we preferred and - | will be frank about
this « continue to prefer comprehensive solution y the queetions relating to the
reduction of armaments, to accommodate the wishes Of the Asian States we yave our
assent to the glimination of all our medium-rarrge and shorter-range missiles in the
Aslan part of the Soviet Union. We should also like to draw attention to the tact
that we are destroying many more nuclear warhead8 than our American partners. Of
course, the agreement achieved on thte elimi.ation of two classes cf nuclear weapons
= medi um range and shocter-range nissiles =~ is the result of accommodation and a
common desire to find mutually acceptable solutions.

It was possible to reach agreement at the Washington taiks by working out a
compromise on the question of United States warhead8 for West German Perahing-1A
missiles. The American side agreed that all uUnited States warheads for missiles
with a range of 500 to 5,500 kilometres would be covered by the eliminaticn
proceduras agreed on between the USSR and the United Statee, that is = and | ehould

ike tOo emphasize this particularly - within the franework of a treaty. No
exceptions for any part of these missiles of warheads, including warhecde for t!e
Wert German Pershing-1A misailes, will be made.

To be frank again, the settlement of this question would hardly have been
possible without the support. and aosietance of our alliies in the Wareaw Treaty,
particularly the German Democratic Republic and Czechoslovakia. A positive role
was also played by the atatement of the Chancellor of the Federal Rapublic ot
Germany, Mr. Kohl. For ita part, the Soviet side showed particular consideration

for the special relations between the United States and that NATO ally.
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It will take some time to work out the final text of the treaty. It is
necessary to come to agreement, at the level of experts, on a number of technical
matters that are still oncstanding and to tranrlate into precise legal language the
agreement reached, particularly with regard to the need for an effective
verification syatem. With respect to the phasing of reduction, the American side
proyosed that the medium-range missiles be kept operational but that their number

be proportionataly reduced during the whole period of reductions.
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On our part, it was cur desire that within one year from the date of entry
into force of the tresty all missiles subject to destruction ahould be rendered
inoperative, by removal of their nuclear warheads. Also, the preciss timetable for
reductions wag loft open, to be agroed upon later with due regard t~ all technical
and environmental considerations, and with the involvement of experts in the
framework of the bilateral Geneva talks on nuclear and space weapons.

The Soviet and United States negotiators at Geneva were assigned the task of
completing this wori by 22 October, when the United States Secretary of State,
George Shultz, will begin his visit to Moscow. The pace of work in recent days at
Geneva gives us reason to believe that the delegations will be able to finish their
work within the allotted time. As of today, four principal articles of a future
treaty have been agreed upon. Specifically, agreement has been reached on the
article concerning phasing the elimination of missiles. All in all, the treaty
wi || consist of 16 articles. Broad efforts are currently under way, with
particular attention focused on verification igsues. There are, of course,
technical difficulties, but we do not consider them to be insurmountable.

'the Soviet. ride views the agreement on short:er-range and medium-range
O i8rile8 = which in itself would have historical significance in terms of genuine
nuclear disarmament « to be a mere beginning, as a kind of prologue to followed up
with further actions leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons
everywhere by the end of the century. Above all, the very process of implementing
the treaty will provide a wealth of unique experience and will help build up trust
in all area0 of jinterrational relatione.

We believe too that the implementrtion of the Reykjavik decision on a
50 per cent cut in strategic offensive weapons of the USSR and the United States of
America, in the context of strict compliance with the anti-ballistic pissile

Treaty, is of crucial importance.
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On the question of strategic offensive weapons, we have submitted some
clarificationO of our position, to accommodate the wishes of the United States:
among other things, we proposed limiting the number of warheads in any of the
components Of the strategic triad to 60 per cent of the total number of the
warheads of strategic offensive weapons. The meeting, however, did not reveal any
new approaches in the United States position or any desire to find a common
language. In fact, everything came back to a repetition of their previous
positions, which had been stated many time5 at Geneva and which are unacceptable to
the USSR because of their one-sidedness. The United States side insisted on
sub-limits, on banning mobile intercontinental ballistic missiles, and on including
the Soviet medium-range Backfire bomber among strategic weapons, and it evaded
serious discussion on the limitation of sea-based cruize missiles and other
subjects.

In our view, the time remaining before the ministerial meeting can, and
should, be used to move forward on this question also, the more so since all the
concrete conditions for a eolution undoubtedly exist.

At the talks w: have made a number of specific proposals for maintaining and
strengthening the ant I-ballistic missile Treaty régime. Specifically, we suggested
consideration of two options.

The first is agreerent on a list of devices to be banned from outer space,
irrespective of their purpose, if their technical characteristic8 exceed agreed
parameters. The Soviet aide streased that with this approach appropriate devices
with parameters below established limita could be introduced into outer space for
any putpose, whether or not they were related to anti-ballistic missiles. Other
research into space based anti-ballistic missile systems would be confined to
Earth-baeed laboratories. Relevant technical parameters for the devices to be

banned from outer space were submitted to the United States aide during the talks.
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The second option is agreement on strict and scrupulous compliance with the
anti-ballistic missile Treaty in the form in which it was signed and ratified. a
gerlous violation of the Treaty by either aide would give the other side the right
to suspend reduction in its strategic offensive weapons.

with either option both sides would undertake not to exercise the right to
withdraw from the anti-ballistic missile Treaty for at least 10 years, thus
vnsuring the strategic stability necessary for the 50 per cent cut. in strategic
offensive  arms.

with either of the options we have proposed, both sides would continue to
comply with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty even after the lo-year period. They
would hold talks on the anti-ballistic missile defence problem as a whole in the
light of the strategic situation existing at that time, including the 50 per cent
cute in strategic offensive arms.

Substantive discussion of urg. meaauree related to the maintenance and
strengthening of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty régime could be initiated at the
meeting petween the Soviet Minister of Defence and the United States Secretary of
Defenee within the framework of the Soviet-United States Standing Consultative
Commission at Gew.eva. The proposal to hold such a meeting has been communicated to
the United States aide. Unfortunately, the United 8Stat«s Secretary of Defense,
Mr. Weinberger, hae reportedly shown no interest in such a Geneva meeting.

An important concrete outcome Of the talks was an agreement to begin, even
before 1 December 1987, full-scale stepby-step talks with the ultimate purpose of
totally banning nuclear tests. We attach particular importance to the 't that
this objective hae been singled out by the United Nations as a priori: y for both

bilateral and multilateral efforts.
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It has been agreed that Soviet-United States negotiations on this matter Wi | |
take place in a single forum. AR a first step, the two #ide# will reach agreement
on verification measures Whi ch will permitratification of the 1974 and 1976
Soviet-United States treaties on limiting underground nuclear explosiona, and will
proceed to formulate further interim | i mi tati ons on nucl ear testing. To those
ends, joint experiments will be conducted to improve verification methods at the

test sites Of the two countries.
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At the same time ~ and I want particulariy to stress this point in this
Committee - the Soviet side continues to deem 1} possible to reach agreement on an
immediate cessation of all nuclear explosions. As an initial step, we have
proposed to the United States that agreement be reached on a substantial limitation
of the yield of explosions - for example, to one kiloton = and of their number, to
four a year.

The agreement just concluded on setting up nuclear risk reduction centres
constituten a positive development in the evolution of Soviet-United States
relations and a step towards building confidence and reducing the threat of war.

Of tundamental significance is the reaffirmation, in the preamble to the
agreement on those centresa, of an agreement reached at the summit level that a
nuclear war must never be fought and can never be won.

It is stipulated that at this stage such centres will be uused to transmit
notification of launches of ballistic missiles in connection wlth tie Soviet-United
States agreements already in force. Subsequently, provided there is agreement by
the two sides, and with due regard for the achizvement of further arms |imitation
agreements, the list of notifications can be expanded.

An in-depth exchange of views with the American side is taking place over the
entire range of issues related to the early prohibition of chemical weapons and
work on a convention on the subject is being accelerated, in accordance with United
Nations decisions. In particular, we have put forward a broad programme of
measures to promote confidence and openness in this area, including proposals for a
bilateral exchange of data on the military chemical potentials of the USSR and the

United States of America and on the verification of that information by means of

on-site inspections prior to the signing of a convention.
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We believe that these proposals, together with the recent Soviet initiatives
with regard to a ban :n chemical weapone, will make it poeeible to find eolutione
to all the key problem8 related to the conclusion of a convention.

Here, as in the matter of nuclear weapons te-:ts, the Geneva Conference on
Disarmament, which has been dealing directly with theee problems, plays an
extremely important and responsible role. It has also been working on a convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapcns.

At the Soviet-United States talks in washington, a great deal of attention was
paid to the question of stepping up work on a mandate to initiate talks on
reductions of troops and armaments in Europe. Regrettably, we have failed to agree
on a formula with regard to the inclusion of tactical nuclear weapons as one of the
subjects for future negotiations. It is our view that the consideration of that
category of weapons = that is, tactical nuclear weapons = within the framework of
the negotiationO is entirely logical and justified.

On the whole, the outcome of the talks in Washington has shown that the goal
aet by the United Nations of ensuring security through disarmament is taking
precise shape. Agreement in principle hae been reached on the firut measure in
history providing for the physical elimination of two classes of nuclea. weapons.

This has proven the ability of ates to break with the vicious logic of the
arms race, to harmonize and assume cbligationa in the interests of international
security and jointly to opt for moderation and gelf-restraint in the mosgt sensitive
area related to national security.

The doubts of the sceptices about the possibility of building a nuclear-free
world have been dissipated. There ehould be neither pause nor delay in erecting

the edifice of a nuclear-free world It 18 our firm intention to ensure
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uninterrupted progress so as to enable mankind to enter the twenty-first century
without the fen of nuclear, cheamical or any other kind of annihilation.

We view the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement and the other
Soviet-United States accords | have rmentioned as important elements in the
supporting structure of peace, which rests on the foundation of the Moscow Treaty
banning nuclear weapon tests in three environments, the Treaty on the
Won-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the ABM Treaty and other extremely important
arms limitation measures. This is precisely the basis of the comprehensive system
of international peace and security that is being shaped right now.

The agreements reached demonstrate the histecric truth and etrength of the
policy of reason and common sense, that very policy which waa formulated by the
United Nations at the first and second special sessions of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament and in the recommendationa of this Committee. Along with
the entire world community, the Soviet Union hopes, and is convinced, that these
agreements wiil put an end to the period of stagnation in the field of disarmament
and will trigger a chain reaction in all areas of arms limitation and reduction.
What is needed to tranelate this certainty into reality are furthe. vigorous
efforts by each and every one of us and the weight of the authority of the United
Natione General assembly at thio forty-aecon session.

The Soviet delegation intends to share with the Committee in eubaequent
sta‘ements its thoughts with regard to the role of the United Nations in the
process of disarmament.

Ms. THEORIN (Sweden) 3 Let me first, Sir, on behalf of my delegation,
congratulate yod on your assumption of the chairmanship of the First Committee. It
is with great pleasure that we welcome a representative from Africa in the Chair,

and we are convinced that your well-known diplomatic skill as well as your
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important experience in disarmament matters, including the presidency of the
Conterence on Disarmament, will assist us in guiding the hectic work at chis
Committee t 0 successful results.

As Francis Bacon said long ago,

“Hope i8 a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper.”
Today we have good reason for hope. Less than a month ago, the Soviet Union and
the United States agreed in principle to eliminate land-based intermediate-range
nuclear weapons. A major agreement on nuclear diearmament, not just on arms
control or limitation, would demonstrate a new trend = perhaps the beginning of a

new era in international relations. If go, it will be an agreement of historic

significance.
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In the pavt diaagreenenta over disarmanent have enbittered relations between
the super-Powers and precluded urgently needed co-operation between them.
Agreements on tha same¢ jssues shoul d now be a means of co-operation on contenporary
problems that range from regional conflicts to the preservation of the natural
environment \\e share, fromactione against world-wide poverty to the prevention of
nuvlear var. The agreement we expect President Reagan and General Secretarv
Gorbachev to sign this year can be of particular =ignificance in helping to bring
about further disarmament. |ndeed, it muetdosoif it 18 tOo become a
turning-point and not juet an exception in a long history marked by failure.

This 18 obvious from the o 8re facr that it will |eave untouched the greater
part = in fact, sone 97 per cent = of existing nuclear arsenals as well as
100 per cen* ot other weapons of masa destruction and of conventional forces. I't
is necesasry to go further.

The immediate bilateral disarmament agenda stouid include najor reductions An
strategic nucl ear arsenals, alrsady agreed in principle, | irposeful negotiations on
rQduotiol . 8 inthe remaining categories of nucl ear weapona, irrespective ot “helir
node of deployment and decisive steps towards a conprehensive nuclear test ban and
the prewvention of an arms racu in space.

The ot her nucl ear Powers mustal so jointhe process, It is indeed a process
from whi ch no State can be excluded, as the security and even the survival of all
ie at stake.

Nuclear disarmament will not detract from but underline, the importance of
conventional and chemical disacmament. In those field8 aswell, progress requires
the constructive and conmitted participation of themajor nilitary Powers, and the

rest of um have both the right and the obligation to contribute.
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Bilateral and multilateral effort5 for nuclear disarmament ghould complsment
and facjlitate each other, af the General Assembly has concluded. %he work in
favour of a comprehensive test-ban treat is a good iliustration of this. In 1987
the five nuclear-weapon Statea have all tested nuclear weapons. They have done so
in defiance of massive internatirnal opinion an9 in disregard ¢f the position of an
overwhelming majority of govereign Statee.

International developments illustrate the importance of preventing
nuclear-weapons proliferation. The goal c¢f a multilateral, comprehensive toot-ban
treaty is &8s urgent a5 ever. This has been repeateily “mphasired, by thr
six-nation Initiative, inter alia.

Nor would agreements to reduce nuclear arsenals make a teat ban any }ess
important. On the contrary, an e¢nd to testing would L& an important means of
ensuring that agreement , on nuc. ear disarmament will not rapidly be outflanked by
the unbridled developaant of new genarations of nucl ear weapony.

The two main nuclear Powers have recently announced that they will begin
negotiations with a view to ultimately ending all nuclear testing. This is a
positive development, but the mandate for those negotiations seems to treat a
complete teet ban as merely a distant goal. That is not acceptable. Any agreement
that leave5 room for continued testing 18 clearly insufficient. The time has oome
for a def inits end to all nuclea: testing.

Agreement5 mugt include a clear commitgent to reach a cumprehensive test ban
at an early, specified date. They can be steps in the right direction only if
reductions are militarily significant, imposlng real constraints on the ability of
the parties i¢ Jdevelop nuclear weapons at will. It is important, furthermore, to
amid »llowing such wteps to give rise to new uncertainties about compliance. The

United States and the Soviet Union should be called upon ty report to the
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Conference on Disar.sament on the progress of thelr negotiations. only in that
forum can a multilatecal test-ban treaty be negotiated and concluded.

Both technical ana political progress has recently been recorded in the field
ot teat-ban ver ification. Achievementa in 1 hat yital area gshould be consolidated
and further: developed.

As bilateral negotintions get under way, it g ever more urgent that the
Conference on Disarmament be allowed to assume Its responsibilities in carrying out
substantive work on a multilateral test-ban treaty.

Sweden utyes all other States genuinely committed to a teat ban t.o congider
the possible implications of bilateral negotiations for the role of the
multilateral forum. wWill it bLe pushed aside¢ wWill it. fall into oblivion? Will
it, &6 was the case with the partial test-ban treaty, be asked to sign and ratity a
ready-made product of modeat disarmament value devised in closed sessiona? Will
procedural procrastination continue to stall the work ot the Conferencea on
Disarmament? If suv, the dogmatism of a few, a very few will have exacted a heavy
toll. At. this session of the General Assembly steps should be taken tov make giire
that such an unfortun.te development is avolided.

Bilateral. and multilateral efforts should algso complement each other In
preventing an arms :ace in gpace. Outer space in the province of all humanity,
All. sStates stand to gain from its peaceful. use, all to lose from its militarization.

The 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Balllstic Missile Systems and other
disarmament and armg-limitation treaties must be gsafecuarded. An arms race n
space, An particular if it provokes competit lon between offensive nuclear and
uo-called dafenslive aystemg, may An a ehort time blow apart the little, but yet
important, protectlon offered to us by existing arms-limitation agreements. It is
the main responsibility of the United Stater and the Soviet Union to prevent t his

from occur r ing .
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The Gerwral Assembly shculd urgu the two to reach an early agreemenr. On
concrete measuresto this ewl. |t should furtheimor» reiterate its request to the
Conlerence ON Disarmaaent tO0 consider asamatter of priority the prevention of an
armg race in outer apace.

'he analysis of legal and technical matters undertaken by the Conference has
pronoted a better understanding of the issuez involved. The focus of its work nust
nevectheless be to exanm ne proposals and initiatives put forward. The devel opnent
of anti -satellite weapons iz a potential threatto the vital national interests of
many States. In pursuing the mtter of a global anti-satellite prohibition due
consideration ghonld be given zo all measures to control or constrain
anti-satellite developmentu., Any measureagreed on for restricting the possibility
of carrying outanti-satellite nmissions in areliable way nay reduce crisis
instability and thue benefit internation.l security.

Naval armanments and disarmanent have attracted increased jinternational
attention, and correctly so. A sinple [ook at the map explainge why Sweden, for its
part, attaches highinportance to such matters. My country ia situated in the
North Atlantic area. It is situated between two international bodies of water, the
North Sea and the Baltic, and it has a coastline as long as the United States east
coast from the Canadi an horder to Key weet. Asis W dely recognised, the north
European and North Atlantic area is the subject Of increasing Strategic interest on
the part ofthe two major nilitary alliances. A continued naval aras race would
have negative consequences for security and stability, inter alia, in the north
Europeanand North Atlantic area.

The activities of navies are wide-ranging, from coastal patrol to intervention
in distant conflict, from oelf-defence to global Power projection, from protection

of wvital econom c andotherinterests to vi«lation of the fundanental righta of
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others. They {include age-old gunboat diplomacy a8 well a8 nucl ear detexrence. The
major meritime Power 8 maintain naval foraes ready for doployment in distant areas.
Naval units often operate off the coasts of other countries and even penetrats
their territorial waters. Today, every fourth nuclear weapon is earaarked for

naval depl oyment.  Such weapoOns threaten to bring the nuclesar-arme race to all
part8 of the world. The principle of freedom of navigation allows the nuclear
Poweirs to move those nuclear weapons across the seas and ocean8 and to deploy them
off almost any ocoastal point ot their choice. Indeed, they frequently dogo aga

matter of routine.
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The gruat number of tactical nuclear weapons on board warshi p8 ha8 |argely
been overlook«da. One reason is th. policy pursued by nuclear-weapon Powers neither
to confirm nor to deny the presence of any nucl ear weapon8 on board anyparticular
ship at any particular time. Whateverthe justification for this praotice m ght
have been, it creates legitimate and increased public concern in nany countries,
especially when warships of nuclear-weapon Powers, in accordance wth international
l aw, make use of the right of innocent passage through those countries'terxitorial
waters or call at their ports. A growing internationai public opinion consider8
this practice both arrogant and incomprehensibie. Indeed, the policy neither to
confirmnor to deny doe8 notbuild confidence anong Statest quite the opposite.
whil e naval viaits are intended to beconfidence-building, the practice is in fact
conf i dence- bl ocki ng and shoul d be& abandoned.

Naval nuclear weapon8 acquire additional relativeinportance with the prospect
of agreement8 on land-based nuclear armenal a. ‘The eignificance of such agreements
woul d indeed be much reduced if sea-launched and air-launched cruise mistiles were
to replace the land-baaed weapon8 to be elinnated. The earnestness of t he
declared intention ultimately to elimnate all nuclear weapons could rsally be
called into question.

Limitat ions on see-borne nuclear migsiles should be agreed to, bilaterally
between the maj or nucl ear Power or otherwise. Tactical nucl ear weapons should be
brought ashor e. Negoti at ed restraint neasure8 onnavigation with vessels carrying
nucl ear weapons on board is anotler matter to be explored.

Though regrettably one of the major nuclear Powers ha8 chosen not to teke
part, a valuable discussion on naval armaments and disarmament took place this year
in the United Nations Disarmanent Commission. Sweden notes particularly the

recognition in the Commissionthot conflicts at nea coul d have harnful ® ffact8 for
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the freedom of navigation and other peaceful uses of the gea, and that the
maintenance of that treedcm is an important objective for all neutral Staten
vis-3-vis an ongoing conflict.

Judging from the #ork in the Disarmament Commission, the negotiation of
confidence-building measures at sea may be an area in which there i3 common ground
to be explored. The Conference on Disarmament should he entrusted with the task of
negotiating concrete measures to increase world-wide security at sea. One such
measura would be a multilateral agreement on the prevention of naval incidents.
Such an ®  greaaent complementing, not replacing, existing bilateral agreements of a
similar nature could enhance safety at sea while upholding the traditional freedom
of navigation.

In order to achieve more openness in naval matters in general, other
confidence-building measures on a glowal or regional level could be contemplated.
Among these are prior notification of major naval activities, invitation to observe
naval exerciaea and manoeuvres of a certain aize, and exchange of information on
such matters.

Sweden focused on the importance of naval confidence~-building measures and
disarmament in its reply to the Secretary-General on the occasion of the second
special session on disarmament in 1982. A year later we introduced the General
Assemoly resolution that brought about the United Nations study on the naval arms
race. In our view, the study has been useful both in drawing attention to the
topic and in promoting furt :er action. The next check-point should be the
forthcoming third special gession on disarmament.

Serious negotiations on naval nuclear disarmamen’ are overdue. Naval forces
are not independent of other military forces. They should be seen in their general

military context. Attention should be given to nuclear and conventional aspects.
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To summarize, these are somea Of the measuresthat in ny Government's view
should be conei deredr the practice oOf neither confirmng nor denying the presence
of nucl ear weaponu on board any Ship should be abandoned) limitations on sea-borne
nucl ear missiles should beagreed to and all tactical nuclear weapon8 should be
brought ashore) the legitimate claim of coastal State8 to reasonabl e seaboard
security should be confirmed; the freedom of navigation and Ot her peaaeful uses of
the esea should not be infringed by mlitary activities; a multilateral agremnt on
the prevention of incidertsat sea should be concluded) and confi dence-buil di ng
measures at sea shoul d be negotiated.

The abeol ute craracter Of nucl ear weapon8 makes nuclear disarmament an
abgolutepriority. A though other weapong of na88 destruction may not threaten to
obliterate hunan eivilization, they coul d causecasualties ful |y comparable with
many typ« 8 of nucl ear weapons if. used in densely popul ated areas.

Cheni cal wearonshave not yet been relegated to history. Their recent use
i ncrease8 ourconcernthat they areinstruments of the present and the future, not
of the past only.

The Conference on Disarmament i n Geneva ha8 nade 8t eady progress toward8 a ban
on all chenical weapons. Delegation. have, through flexibility and constructive
action, denonstrated their commitment to a chenical-weapon8 convention. nat of
its el ements are in placey however, some technically and politically c aplicated
natter8 still renain to besolved by the negotiating parties.

The most recent report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapon8 contain8 an
ext ensi ve 80~page draft text of a convention which in many respects is nardly
recognizable conpared with the first draft of 1984. It registers substantial
progress also on some Of the most difficult questions dealt with in the
negotiations, even if conplete agreenents have notyet been arrived at.

Significantly, the report jpclndesinan appendix a text on the state of affaire,
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as seen by the Chairman, on challenge inspection - an indispensable element of g
system for ensuring compliance. Growing interest in organiaetional queetione and
practical matters of importance for the implementation of the convention shows that
States are eager to prepare for its entry into force in the fairly near tuture.
The area of chemical weapons is shrouded in a cloud of secrecy. At this
advanced stage of negotiations the lack of adequate information on the composition
and gize of chemical-weapon stocks is a major problem. The recent invitation by
the Soviet Union to international negotiators is therefore a welcome development.
It i8 our hope that thin will footer a process of increased opennees. Such a
process would enhance the prospect8 for a rapid and successful conclusion of the

negotiations.

It is crucial that the major military Powers manifest a common interest in
working out a fully verifiable and truly comprehensive convention. This common
interest will be no less important in the final stage of the negotiations. There
are no insurmountable political obetaclee to a convention on chemical weapons. I f
all parties demonstrate the necessary combination of determination and flexibility,
the arduous work of the negotiator8 may soon be crowned with success.

Conventional weapons and forces consume some 80 per cant of world military
expenditure; they have been used to Kill some 25 million persons = children, women
and men = in the last four decades. Without conventional disarmament all efforts
for international and regional security will be jeopardiaed.

The resolutions adopted by the General Assembly last year testity to a common
interest in pursuing disarmament also in the field of conventional weapons =
through bilateral; regional and global arrangements. The increased attention paid

to the topic is appropriate indeed; it will not compromise the priority goal of

nuclear disarmament but will rather add to the force and credibility of’ its
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pursuit. Last My the unit 1 Nations Digarmament Commission fell short of reaching
agreement ~n this new agenda {temy however, a good basis has been laid for the
Commi ssion's continued work.

Concern has been expressed in the unitad Nations Disarmament Commission about
the rapi d devel opment of newand exceedingly indiscrimnate and inhumane
conventional  weapons. For instance, the devel opment of laser for anti-pereonnel
battlefield purposes is by no means remotej such technology, wth the main effect
of blinding the advcrsary, is already at hand. The use of laser weapons designed

to cause permanent blindness would be in clear contravention of the fundamental

principles of the law of wurfare.
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The international community should consider a ban on the use of laser weapons for
such purposes, as well as .nthe development and production ot weapons designed tor
that purpose. 8weden will continue to consult on this matter with interested
delegations.

Stability and security in Europe, where the two major military alliances
directly face each other, are essential for world security. The Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europa (CSCE) is an indispensable forum. Sweden
walcomes the intention expressed by members of the two alliances of beginning
negotiations on conventional disarmament to be conducted within the CscCe
framework. Those negotiations should be closaly linked to and carried out
;imultaneously with negotiationa in which all 35 States further develop confidence-
and security-building measures. The purpose of the negotiations {g to strengthen
security by establishing military stability and balance at a substantially lower
level of forces than obtains at present.

The Stockholm Conference achieved considerable results in the field of
verification. Sweden has long emphasized the need for adequate verification and is
encouraged by a growing convergence of views on verification matters. Good headway
has been made by the Disarmament Commission this year, and the Commission should
continua to build upon what has been achieved.

An important matter to consider is how to make optimai use of the United
Nations system in international verification of disarmament agreements.
Development of that role is likely to benefit both verification and the United
Nations itself. Interesting ideas have been presented, including ideas on United

Nations machinery for international verification of compliance.
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One issue for the international conmmunity to look into is the question ot
international arme tranafers. Such transfers have reached alarning proportions.
The issue should be studied in its full political and econonmic context. States
seek to acquirethe meana they consider necessary to exercise their inharent right
of self-defence in accordance with the United Nations Charter. In the light of
regional and Gther efforts to reduce the | evel of armaments, naj or suppliers and
recipients should, however , explore ways of restraining the international transfer
of arms. States could to that effect inmprove their national |egislation an6 means
tor control and inplenentation. Planning for convsraion from nilitary to civilian
production could be encouraged. The practicability of international registration
of mgjor transfers could also be |ooked imto.

A nmonth ago, the International Conference on the Relatlionship Between
Disarmament and Cevelopment adopted by consensue its Final Document. That was &
victory for multilateral workin the fields of both di sarmanent anddevel oprent.
The Final Document points to the benefits of conversion. From now on, all States
WIIl consider reviewing conversion, studying and planning for conversion, Laking
known to their own peoples and to othcr countries the benefit8 of conversion and
their experiences in finding solutions to problens connected with it.

As the Final Document clearly states, disarmanent and devel opment are two of
the nost urgent challenges facing the world today. They are priority concecns of
the international comunity, in which all nations « devel oped and devel opi ng, big
and small, nuclear andnon-nuclear = have a conmon stake. The United Nations'
involvenment with disarmament and development and the relationship between them is

rooted in the Charter of the United Nations itself.
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The Conference paid attention to the Long--standing ld48ue of openhesm
concarr:'og militar ; budgets as a means of bu’ .ing confidence and facilltating
e gte*d reductions of military expenditures. Lt appears that international support
for the principle of openness has grown. In order to create @ comprehensive dsta
base ON global W2 aation: L mi’itary expenditure, all States shoule report their
wnalitary budgets to the United Nntiono.

Ag tho Final. bocument reiterate 35, the world can either continue to pursue the
orug race with charecteristic vigour, or move consciously and with geliberate speed
tovacds wore ® table and balanced soclal and aconomic development within a more
gustainable international economic and political order: it cannot do both.

Through the consensus achieved at the Conference, 149 States are committed not
only to pursue disarmament end development but also to let devel.puent reap the
fruits of disarmament. This is not least important today, when the realization of
int .rnations’} disarmamert has become a more likely prospect.

The Yinal Document ig not a vacuous declaratory statement) it contains 4
comprehansive Action Programmsy which onvisages a series of measures, both national
and international. La®st, butnot least, in keeping with the Action Programme, the
relationship batween disarmamant and development is ta be kept under periodic
rvie by the Ceperal Asa~mbly.

Thers will ta an imgcer’ an* opportunity tor this at the forthcoming third
special O +t#mton de ror~s ¢o disarmament, to be convened in 1988. That special
sesuion widl take | .ace &t a crucial point in time. It could become a mMajor event
in mult 1lx-eral disarmament. Pending questions of the exact t.me and length of the
session should be solved during the present Geueral Assembly session. An events
are uatolding, the special sesmion might be able to registar aignificant proyress
in nuclear dimpimament.. Buc its main purpose should not be t« registe:, but to

genarate progrecs.
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The intcrnntional community must take advantige Of the encourajing trends and
ths po’ [tical momentum. This is& all the more important at a juncture when ir.
pur- . . with positive political devel. ments, developments in the field of
weaponry glve rise to serious cononrn.

Sweden welcomes the outcome of the laast meeting of the Preparatorv Committee.
The agerda envisaged for the special session will make possible a substantial and
forward-looking discussion of the international situation end concrete measures of
disarmament. Our c¢bjective should be not - revise, but to reinforce and
supplement che Final Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament,
a lanamark in the disarmament process, in the light of the latest developments and
today's realities.

Stepe to eliminate the threat posca by nuclear weapons must have the highest
priority et. the coming special cession. However, issues gych as the na ral arms
race, chemical weapons, the preventicn of en arms race in outer space, conventional
disarnament and verification should also be highlighted.

The situation calls for rapid a~tion. The third special session devoted to
disarmament could, ten years after the first special gession an disarmament, begin
a decade of new efforts and new measures of disarmament and arms limitation and of
a new kind of relations between Steteo, baaed upon a commitment to reek security in
co-operation.

The purpore of international disarmament is international sccurity, Its
purpose is also national security. Swedish eftortc for international disarmament
are an iaportnnt factor jwn our overall security policy. They serve to promote our
own national security by reducing international tension and lessening the risk of
open conflict inherent not only in the gxistence of tundemental political

differences but lso in t » very existence of the arms race.
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The international community nas repeatedly stated its oconviction that the arms
race runs counter to the interests of all of us. It has yet to draw the practical
conclusions from this. But there is a glowing, and growing, Jljght of hope to be
seen. \\ can Bgae@ it in the prospect of A firsc nuclear-diearmanent agreenent, O
global chemical di. rmament, of negotiatione tu reduce conventional forces, and of
a first step tovaurdu the ultimate elinination of all nuclear weapons.

W can see it glowing and growiny in the ® yeu of those who have helped nake it
possible by iefusing to surrender to the powerful force ot an escalating aims race.

Hope is a good breakfast, but it 1i8 a bad supper. Indeed. foe supper we need

nore, and something more substantial, than just hope.
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H r . HEPBURN (Bahamas);, | do not. recall the author of this interesting
anecdote, which | feel is parhaps directed to the chairmen of committees and
working qroups. It goes like this:

“One of the hardest thinga to learn is when to pay attention to whet pqoplo

aay about us and when to disreqgard whnt they say about us, for there {8 always

a streak of truth in the most unfair criticism, and usaally something false in

the most sincere compliment.”

Let me simply say, Sir, that the Bahamas delegation is pleawd to see you at
the helm of our deliberations and that you can count on our support.

The late Pauli Murray = author, lawyer, civil rights activist, feminist and
priest - set the tone for my statement today. The following verse is taken from
one of her poems, entitled “Dark Testament and Other Pogma®, where she says:

"Hope is A crushed stalk

Between clenched fingers.

Hope {8 a bird's wing

Droken by a stone.

Hope 18 a word in a tuneless ditty =

A word whispered with the wind,

A dream of forty aCres and a mule,

A cabin of one' g own and @ moment to rent,

A name and a place for one's children,

And children's children at laat.

Hope is & song in a weary throat.”

In one or my previous statemeants in this Committee, I likened my ® upreaeione
of concern about the seriousnesg we attach to the true meaning of general and
complet: digsarmament to John the Baptist's lament of a "vof ‘@ . . . crying {n the

wildernesa®. 1 pondered deeply the windom of speaking in yet another dghate
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without having anything new or constructive to contrioute. It was from Pauli
Murray's autobiographical account of her experiences in trying to combat racial and
sexual discriwmination that | received encouragement. She does not talk abont the
arms race per !_._but she manages to deecrihe the sameé kinds of frustration and
hopelessness that | felt in echoing hollow expressions on the political, social and
sconomic issues before this International Organization, The auestion of the arms
1 wce 18 only one aspect of the whole agenda hut it is no doubt the moat paradoxical
of all in that it produces a mense of ambivalence in the minds of those who would
wish ta See less rhetoric and more action.

Disarmament is Aifferent from natueal disarters and resource deficienclies in
that the power to act resides exclusively with man. But this dramatic fact has
produced more despair than hopefulness. Although we live in an age when mankind
yearns to he in total control of his deatiny, destruction rathar than progresa
seems to he the course of action. This ¢ontrast is so evident that | ne wonders
whether it would not be more advantageoua to be at God's mercy rather than at man's.

When one boqing to r late the documented cogtg of the arms race, the need for
general and complete disarmament becomes all the more urgent. But it seems that
little attention is being given to these costs which, besides continuing to
escalate at a friqhteninq pace, underscore the waste of natural resources. Despite
the view that insight into the unprofitable madness of the arms race {g being
gained by more and more people, there has, to date been only token progress towards
halting and reversing the arms race.

We muet ask ourselves why this is 80 and who ia to blame for the stalemate or
the real lack of progress. In this connection, my dele ation cannot hut concur

with the perennia) phrase that appears in many of our resolutiona, that
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"while the reaponaibility for stopping the arme race lies with all States, the
major task remains that of the two super--Powers.”
If cold war teneion has characterized the attitudes of the super-Powers since
the end of the Second World War, it seems that today competitive antagonism is8 a
more apt term. One would have to deduce that such a shift in attitudes suggests a
further 1 Ink in the cumulative process of heightening the danqger of a nuclear war.
Although there would eeem to he obhvious differences in the lanquage of the
auper-Powers, in this nuclear age they are more alike than not in fundamental
wayd. Nowhere is the similarity more obvious than in military hudgeting and in the
production of new and more sophisticated weapons of mass destruction., Tt would
gsseem that there is in the competition a preference tor the concept of “better dead
than defeated”, even though it i8 a well known fact that the words "victory" and
“defeat” are meaningless in a nuclear war.
In 1965, 1T made reference to the 1-te Mrs. Alva Myrdal ! g candid hook The Game
of pinrarmament. T find that the following auote is even more relevant today:
“There are many {nvidiouds effects to liviug in a weapons culture. The
acGguisition of more and more arms, with {tg built-in trends cowards a
continuing arms race, contrihutee to a stcengthaning of the military in the
domestic affairs of all countries. When dictatora and oppressors take and
keep power, they rely apon their military might, on weapons stored and
soldlars trained to uge them. The installation of military réqgimes in Africa,
Asle and Latin America {g among the prominent features of our time. The
present—-Aday power of generals and colonels ia clearly rsiated %0 procurement
of arms, which is often a direct result of military aid. And for policing
such a nation, ordinary weapons such as tanks and machine guns count. Weapol
development makes it ever easiar for the few to dominate the many, thus

constituting a criels for democracy as well "
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The supur—Powers have nevertheless shown their concern at the crazy spiralling
of the arms race in their reacent memorandum of understanding to ban certain medium-
and shorter-range mi4siles, These agreements on arms limitations are extremely
positive decisions which augur well for attaining the goal of general. and co-late
disarmament. Rut given tbe state of affairs, thin welcome agreement is only a drop
in the bucket, and my delegation hopea that there will be oarly follow-up
agreements regarding stockpiling, verification, confidence-building measures,
nuclear-weapor-free zones and compreahensive teat bans, to name a few.

Of course the "Rome-was-not-built~-in-a-day-" theory could apply here, hut we
arc dealing uith an issue that {8 much more sensitive and th:refore werits
accelerated action.

I ehould like to digreas a moment to express my appreciation to the Daputy
Minister of the Soviat Union for the information he presented in his atatsment
reqarding inter_alla_the negotiations taking place between the United States and
the Soviot Union on the subject of the nuclear arms race. My delegation awaits the
account of the United States delegation in due course.

In an effort to balance the rusponaibility to wh.ch | referred earlier,
militarily significant Status as well as developing couutries produce their own
alibis for contributing to the escalating arms race. On the surface thelr claims
may be justifiable, hut they are no less accountable Por the mess in which the
universe i s embroiled. Militarily significant Sta“es need to shake off Lhe desire
to imitate the super-Powers, and developing countries need to turn their attention
to the building of other infrastructuve, rather than overspending on military

budgets which at bast only promote a falme sense of security.
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What is most i{mportant, to developing nations in particular, is that we do not
speak out of both sides of our mouths. We cannot have our cake and eat it too. We
cannot straddle the fence. We cannot take sides in the super-Power atruggle.
These crutches can only help to exacertate tensfon snd heighten the chances for
lack of agreement on important aecur ity matters. Fortunately, our delibarations
follow several stages and often depict: our mood. The current controversy focusus on

disarmamont and development:.
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A final document on this theme wae produced at our recent Conference showing a
definite link between disarmament and development and making ciear that one need
not 4e held hoatage to the other. In our deliberatione we conjurad up an aorta of
monsters that prevented us from uchieviny the true purpose of the exercise, namely,
recognition of the need for interdependence if we are to live in a world that ia
not totally dependent on arms for its security.

Yet | cannot help but wonder how long it will be before this burning issue
becomes a pasgsing fancy. My delegation joins the cry that disarmament cannot be
possible in a hostile atmosphere, hetler it be between the euper-Powers, batween
regions or between two nations. Let u 3 make no mistakes the fall-out - and no pun
is intended here « touches us all.

Another alarming fact is that in our highly technical society we tend to
overlook the human factors involved in manning all of the cechnology requireu .ur
operating an armed world. Risks of accidental disasters cannot be ruled out, as
there have been numerous threate from machinery carrying nuclear arms. The
sophistication of the new weapons of destruction calls for aane operators. For
exampie, report8 of the growing abuse of druge and alcohol by military personnel
who handle these sensitive equipments can only add to the fear we muet feel. about
the genseless esc lation of the arms race.

What those dangerous procedures call for is strategy. One of the specific
mandates of this Committee t# to develop waye und means to halt and 1everse the
arms race. It would seem taht the r -ent plethora or reports by advieory boards,
disarmament conferences and special sessions of international bodies, disarmament
campaigns by non-governmental organizat tons and the many raesolutions adopted in the
past, as well as thcse being drafted for the current and future sessions,

constitute an attempt Lo reapond to some ot the voices and quest lone raised ovr
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the years. In some way8 they tend to allay our fears and even make uas complacent.

As an exampie Of this, we can observa that, iu all of thr axisting conflicts,
cease-fire agreement8 are tenuous. \Ar8 rage on becauss 0pponent 8 are convinced
that victory is power. It g3 clear that wars are not fought 80 thtt peace may
prevail, but rather, that little effort is madeto acquire peace beforehand. what
is even vadder is that, in «imer |ike these, loss of |ives and destruction of
property are beemngiy wviewed as eeaondary. \What come8 through this hardness of
heart 18 that everyone regard8 peace as theoretiaal rather than practicable until
they are denied it through someone else's act of aggression.

In this regard | canno> help but reiterate here the urgeat need for
streanlining the work of the Committee, and indeed the agenda of the General
Assembly as a whole. It would be superfluous frme to go into detail about the
recommendations and suggestions ou ratianalixation that have been discussed ad
naussam i N this Committee. Quffiae it to say that if ve begin ouw wvork @ 8rli.r in
the session, allow nmore time forinforml discussions than for general debate,
expand the "clusterino® concept by combining sinilar themesfor simultaneous debate
and action, decrease the nunber ofresolutions, particularly in respect of the
omnibus texts, and make firm recommendations t0 stagger innocuous items that have
baen on the agenda for nlong time, wthout unduly affecting the sensibility or
arousing tha ire o any representative, we could well be on the road towards
setting the atage for merious and concerted effort8 by allactors in strengthening
our hope that. measures taken over the year8 to bring mend to the competitive armas
race,inter alia, would be implemented, thereby nullify’.ng tha oonf iction that
interests are NOthing more than other voices Crying in the wilderness.

Mr. SASTBADIDIAYA (Indonesia) a | ohould like first of all, on bahaif of
the del egation of Indoneaia, to extend to you, 8iv, our Sincere congtatulations ON

your election a8 Chairman of our Committee. V& are fully confident that your
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dedication to disarmament and your skill in multilateral diplomacy will leaa our
work to a successful conclusion. | ghould also like to extend our felicitations to

the other officers of the Committee and to pledge our co-operation to them in the
discharge of their dutiee.

As the First Committee begina consideration of the agenda items there is cause
for a sense of renewed optimism. The convening of the Inturnational Confecence on
the Relationship between Disarmament ard Development was an important milestone in
giving practical expression to the multidimcneional link between thoge two urgent
shallenges and brought into sharp focus both the military anc the non-military
threat. to national and international security. We were encouraged by the adoption,
by consensus, of a final document providing a sufficiently solid base and a broad
framework for concerted action.

As a result of strenuous and determined efforts in the Conference on
Disarmament, the prospects for a convention on chemical weapong appear brigher now
than at any time in the past. Yet another source of encouragement is the long-
awaited announcement that bilateral negotiations on a ban on nuclear testing are to
resume shortly.

Of particulyr importance is8 the impending agreement between the United States
and the Soviet IJnion on the diemantling of all Intermediate-range and shorter-ranye
missiles. Such an accord would carry profound implications, not only for Europe,
but also for Asia and beyond, thereby contributing a measure of st;ab“,lt_y and
gecur ity . Although thcse forces constitute only 5 per cent of the total nuclear
argenals, and many difficult questiouns are yet to be resolved, the advanced stage
of negotiations none the less demonst! rates a determination to achieve meaningtul

arms limi tat ion and reduction. It is Lo be hopec that an intermediate-range
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agreement, which will be the first ever elimination of an entire category of
nuclear weapons, would be the hachinyer of the further gradual reduction and
eventual elimination of all nuclear weapons. In this connection my delegation
welcomea the information on the Soviet-United States accord just given the
Committee by tha Deputy Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Tetrovsky.

Wiile these are reassuring signs they have not fundamentally changed the stark
realities facing the international community. Aithough we wore heartened by the
commitments undertaken at the summit, meeting held in 1985 between the leadars of
the United States and the Soviet Union to accelerate their bilateral negotiations
on the st crucial issues of strategic and space arms, .uose discussions appear
hardly to have gone beyond rhe preliminary stage. Those who hoped for militarily
significant reductions in existing or planned etrategic weapons systems, or @ven
for a elow-down in the introduction of new and more dangeroue technoloyies, have
thus little gqrounds yor catiefaction. New technologies looming on the horizon
promise more advanced weapons of greater vereatillty and more devastating in theix
annihilating capabilities. Even past ayreementa, which merely codified  isting
military strategies and policies, are lncreasingly being quedtioned ag regarde
their significance and durability. Cuncurrently, the role ot the Conference on
Disarmament {p contending with urgent isgues of global concern has been transformed
from one of multilateral neyotiations to that of g deliberative forum leading to
the diminution of ite responsibility and competence. Meanwhile, global military
expenditures are approachirg the staggering amount of $1 trillion per annum. An a
reoult, the ongoing efforts, welcome au they are, have not led to tangible progress
on & reduction in the number end destructive capacity of etrategic nuclear

armaments.
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It i8 clear that what i8 now of critical importance is that the momentum
generated by recent initiatives should not be allowed to disgipatej rather, it
should be nurtured and built upon 80 A8 t.o enable ur to move forward with a usense
of urgency and reeponaibility. New impetus should be ¢iven to many other critical
{sgues which have been bogged down in indecisive negotiations for years. We
therefore welcome the prospect of a summgt meoting between the leaders ot the two
major Powers with a view to reinvigorating the objectivea which they have uet for
themselves in Geneva.

FOr more than three decades the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban has
been accorded priority. It is self-evident that guch an agreement would make a
singular contribution to arresting the development of new weapong or refining those
already deployeds it would also constitute a litmus teat of the nuclear Powers'
vommitment to work for far-reaching nuclear-dieacmement measures. Yet serious and
pubstantive negotiations on a comrehensive teat ban have been excruciatingly slow
and in fact have long been held in abeyance, ostensibly owing to concerns related
to the question of verification. However, such aesertione cannot any longer be
sustained an there are no credible technical or scientific impediments to the
monitoring of compliancn through existing national means of verification. There
are also the possibilities provided by on-site inspection, the establishment nf a
global seismic monitoring network and an fnternational seismic data axchange
eystem. Hence, the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty is now a
realistic, attainable objective that brooks no further delay.

My delegation hao alsc noted with intureet the attention now being focused wn
verification in the context of {tg relevance to future bilateral and multilateral
disarmament agreements. It constitutes an essential element, not only for the

promotion of arm-i-limitation agreements, but also a crucial component in their



BG/16 A/C.1/42/PV.3
72

«__+ Sastradidjaya, Indonesia)

implementation. However, the formulation of modalities for a verification system
depends primarily on the purposes, nature and 8copa ¢f the agreements, and may
therefore involve diffocent procedures and techniques. The role of the United
Nations in this area, especially in providing assistance, advice and technical
expertige, and in offering facilities for compiling and managing a verification
data base should be fully explored. In this connection, it is essential to addressg
some of the fundamentai aspects including, inter alia_, the criteria for workable
standards, a clear definition of the interests of both nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States, as well ae the legal, technological and financial
implications attendant upon the establishment of an international verification
agency.

Great strides have been made in science and technology attesting to mankind’s
ingenuity and affecting every sphere of human activity. Regrettably, however, the
capacity for syvstained research 4nd d:velopment in these fields has been
concentcatod in a few highly industrialized countries to the exclusion of the vaet
majority of Statee and, to an unconscionable degree, directed towards military
purposes rather than meeting the pressing eooio-economic npeeds of the world
community. Nowhere is this use of technological prowess more apparent than in the
ongoing efforts to militarize outer space, a development that hae added a new
dimension of grave importance to disarmament.

Instead of utilizing outer Bpace for the common benefit of mankind and in the
interest of all countries, outer space jg on the very~ of being transformed into
the ultimate strategic theatre, in utter disregard of existing commitments,
especially the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. This question cannot be the
exclusive concern of the space Powers, because such activities could ceeult in a
quantum leap in resources expended on armaments and lead to an escalation of the

armg race in both offensive and defensive weapons, thus render ing the threat of
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nuclear war ever more likely. Such arbitrary use or outer gpace would affect the
security interest8 of the non-aligned and neutral nation8 and would have g critical
effect on their ongoing programmes of peaceful satellite communication, especially
on those of States located eubjacont to the geoatationary orbit.

Unless the major Powers adhere strictly to the existing legal restrictions and
limitations on space weapons and refrain from taxing measures aimed at developing,
testing and deploying weapons and weapon eyeteme in outer space, there is little
doubt that the last €xontier of human endeavour will soon be turned into a new
battleground. Over and above thofe, there is an imperative need for new and
far-reaching measures. The anti-ballistic missile Treaty should bc reintorced in
the context of recent technological advances, including provisions to prohibit
anti-satellite (ASAT) weapons. The goal of a comprehensive ban on space weapons
and the promotion of outer space sctivitiee exclusively for peaceful purposes call
for a substantive examination of the issues involved leading to effective and
practical negotiation8 and agreements.

The heightened interest in the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in
various regions of the world 18 fully exemplified by the coming into force of the
Rarotonga Treaty for a South Pacific nuclear-free zone and the ongoing efforts of
the Association of South-Eant Asian Nations (ASEAN) for a South-kast Asla
nuclear-weapon-free zone. Such zones provide viable means for the
non-nuclear-weapon &tates to ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons from their
territories and to help extricate the regions Erom the entanglement of the
competing strategic interests of the major Powers.

In that context, the agreement reached in principle among the States members
of ASEAN has been given further impetus by the substantial progress made on the

! draft treaty for the establishment of such a zone. Atter its submission to the
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forthcoming ASEAN Summit Meeting, Indonesia hopes that a favourable recommendation
will set the stage for its presentation to the otner regional States and to the
naclear Powers for their concurrence and endorsement. As all the nations of South-
East Asia are signatories to the Treaty Oh the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT) , this common denominator augurs well for the success of this init.ative. It
is particularly desirable for our region, which has a long history of endemic
conflicts and instability, an well as external involvement. Indonesia believes
that the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone would also constitute a
positive step in lessening iension and fostering co-operation on other 1 ider
regional issues.

My delegation views with increasing concern the c¢untinued escalation of great
Power rivalry in the Indian Ocean and its vicinity, a region adjacent to South-East
Asia. Such developments cannot hut give rise to heightened tensions which carry
with them ominous implications for the security of the littoral and hinterland
States. As a Littoral State, Indonesia 18 fully aware of the potent threat that
this poses for a strategically located region such as South-East Asia. While we
recognize the riyht of all States to utilize the ocean in the context of
commercial, trade and development co-operation, by the same token we %@ no
justification for use of the Indian Ocean ag a theatre for strateqgic competition.
In our view, the intecrelated complex issues concerning the politics? and security
climate in the Indian Ocean can best be addressed and resolved through the early
convening of the International Conference on the Indian Ocean with the
participat ion of t e permanent members of the Security Council and the other major

maritime users so essential for its guccess.
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In the same context, further consideration Of the question of the naval arms8
race in the Disarmament Commission pursuant to a repert by a group of experts has
resulted in a fruitful exchange of view8 on possible measures of naval
disarmament. Those discussions have confirmed that the naval arms raae, although
part of the global arm8 race, nevertheless displays oertain particular
chatacteristica worthy of a more focused and specialized scrutiny by the
international community. A consensus ha8 also emerged on the ng¢ad for measures to
prevent the harmful @ ffect8 of conflict8 at 8ea On the navigational right8 nf

non-balligerents and the importance of the freedom of navigation for all States.
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Equally important is the wide concurrence of views that confidence-building
measures, both at the global and the regional level, ate especially suitable for
negotiation and agreement. In that regard, specific recognition was accorded to
guch subjects a8 the extension of existing measui.s to the seas and oceans, prior
notification of naval activities, the limitation of #uch activities and the
exchange of information on naval matters. On the basis of the progress made thus
far, my delegation believes that the resolute pursuit of confidence-building
measures would constitute a solid foundation for the consideration of significant
reductions in conventional and nuclear naval arms and armed forces.

A6 regards non-nuclear issues, my delegation notes with satisfaction that the
rucceeeful conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons is no longer a distant
goal, but is a distinct possibility. Negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament
have reached a positive stage owing in large meabure to a sreater convergence ©of
views on the remaining jissues of non-production, fact-finding and the organisation
and functioning of the Consultative Committee. But major questions, including
those relating to definitions and to the modalities for safeguarding chemical
industries for peaceful purposes, as well es a hoet of technical and legal
problems, need to be resolved to justify our optimism about the prospects for an
early conclusion of a ban on chemical weapons. Despite the political and technical
complexities involved, Indonesia believes that, given flexibility # ) mutual
accommodation, it could still be possible to conclude a convention on chemical
weapons in time Co coincide with the convening of the third special session on
diearmament in 1988.

Since the reconstitution of the Conference on Disarmament no acceptable
framework has been found for negotiations on the priority issues. Consequently,
that unique representative forum for the demccratization of disarmament Qquestions

has continued to face serious obstacles. The fact of the matter is that during the
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past eight years ot ita existence the Conference hae not Produced a single
diearmament agreement. The consistent efforta of the Group of 21 to reaolve the
stalemate through compromise propoaale have been repeatedly rebuffed. That
immobility stands in stark contrast to the international community’s preening calls
for custained collective effort to avert the acutely perceived danger of nuclear
war and to terminate the frantic nuclear-armsg race.

That unaccep:able state of affairs can be remedied only when all members of
the Conference on Disarmament exercise their right and duty to participate in the
negotiations that so fundamentally affect thair security. For diearmament
negotiatione, whether bilateral ok multilateral, have too often been held hostage
to the vicissitudes of great-Power relations. The Conierence on Disarmament offers
the only viable means for mitigating the impact of their differences and
contentions in areas unrelated to disarmament efforts. A8 the only authoritative
multiliateral organ for diearmament negotiations, it8 rule must be strengthened, not
weakened, if the problem of nuclear weapons is to be dealt with as & global
quegtion.

The decision to convene a third specis) session on disarmament refl!ectg the
profound sense of urgency with which we all view the incalculable consequences of
the ongoing arms race. The special session will. provide an unparalleled
upportunity to reaffirm, reinforce and supplement the principle8 and the Programme
of Action adopted at the first special session of the General Assembly Jevotod to

disarmament and will thereby facilitate concrete collective action through

constructive dialogue and negotiations to resolve the outstanding issues. My

delegation pledges its Full co-operation in achieving those goals.
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I should like, in conclusion, to mention the World Disarmament Campaign, which
has rendered an invaluable service by providing balanced, factual and objective
information on the implications of the arms race for the future of mankind. The
experience gained Crom the Jakarta nnd Beljing meetings, held respectively in 1986
and 1987, has shown that the Campaign has proven to be an etfective Inetrument tai
reaching out to world public opinion and stimulating greater understandtng and
support for United Natione efforte in the tield ot disarmament. Objective criter ia
should be devised with reyard to the venue, and to participation by
non-governmental organizations t.0 enhance turther the etfectiveneae of the Campaign.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretat ion trom French) § Inp accordance with the
decision taken by the officers of the Committee, the list of speakers in the
general debate on ali disarmament ayenda items will be closed tomorrow, 1uesday,
13 October, at 6 p.m.

I wish algso to note that duriny the general debate | shall make an effort to
announce at the end of each meeting the delegations scheduled to opeak at the
following meeting. In that connection, at the next meetinjy of the Committee, which
is to be held tomorrow at 10 a.m. Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, Chairman Of
the Conference on Disarmament, will introduce the repu.t of the conference. ‘The
other speakers at tomorrow morning’s meeting will be the representatives of Poland,
Canada, Romania, Denmark speaking on behalf of the 12 States members ot the

European Economic Community, and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.

The meeting roge at 12.45 p.m.




