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AGENDA  ITi!:MS  4B  TO  69 (continued)

GENERAL IXBA’I’I!:  ON ALL UISAHMAMHNT  I’L’lSMS

The  CHAIKMAN  ( interpretat ion f rom Vrench)  I The  first  speaker  is  the

representat ive  of  France, current president of the Conference on Disarmament, who

w i l l  intraluce  the  report  o f  the  Conference .

Mr. MOHBL  (France) (interpretation from French) : I  should l i ke  tirst  o f

a l l ,  on  beha l f  o f  my country and as the current President of the Conference  on

Liecrmament, to  congratu late  you, Sir, most warmly 0:. your election as Chairman of

the First  Committee. In selecting you, the Committee has placed at Its  helm d man

of vast nxperience  who, in his own country, in many diplomatic posts in Europe,

Afr ica and Asia, and  in  the main forums of  mult i latera l  d ip lomacy,  has  a lways b e e n

valued for  his  outstandlng  dynamism. We are convinced that, thanks to your talents

and your great  vigour , the First  Committee  wi l l  succeed in  fu l f i l l ing  the  ro le

assigned to i t  on the eve of  the important  forthcoming third specia l  sess ion of  the

tieneral  Assembly devoted tc  disarmament. 1  would assure you that  my zountry’s

delegation will  give you its utmost co-operat ion,  in  keeping  with  the  k e e n

f r iendship that exists between France and Zaire .

I am speaking today in my c:apacity  as Actin?  Chairman of the Conference on

I)i?irmament  to  introduce the Conference’s report  on i ts  1987  session. The report

IS  contained in document CD/7M7,  which hati  been issued as a supplement to the

Ufticial  Record::; CP t h e  GzneraL  A s s e m b l y  (A/42/27). 1 t r u s t  t h a t  the r e p o r t  wiL1

be ot use  t:)  members  o f  the First Committee during this session and that  i t  w i l l

provide  a l l  de legat ions  with  whatever  useiul  elements they may need.

The  1987  session ol:  the Conference was held on the basis  o f  an agenda and

programmes oE  work  coverilly  both parts  of  the annual  sess ion,  f rom February to
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April  and fron Junf to Auguet. Wat agenda and those programmeo  of work are set

forth in paragraph6  7 and 9 of the report.  In i following paragraphs  the report

contains a eummary  of the  deliberation8 concerning the participation of Btates  not

rembera  of the Conferance,  the  expansion  of the aenberahip  of the Conference,

proporala  for tha  iqwovod  and l ffoctive functioning of the Ozmferenco,  and

~eatwr~m  relating to the financial situation  of the United Natione.
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Sect!on  III of the report, which runs  from paragraph 26 to the end, describes

the substantive work of the Conference during its 1987  session. I would note that

for each of the substan  Live  agenda i terns the report summar  iaes  the views and

positions of various delegations, thus offering an overview of the essential

elements of the debate and of the work of the Conference.

During its 1987 session, the Conference considered the first three items on

its  agenda, which concern nuclear weapons. In par titular  it considered ideas and

proposals for the adopt  ion of appropriate arrangements for dealing with those items.

With raspect  to item 2 of i te agenda, “Cessation of the nuclear arms race and

nuclear disarmamsnt”, the Conference decided that informal meetings should be held

during its 1907  session on the substance of the item, and that the diecussione  at

tho8e  informal meetings should be reflected in the annual report. At ‘the time of

the adoption of that decision , statements were made by the President of the

Conference  acd by a delegation speaking on behalf of the group of Weatern countries.

The Conference was, however, unable to find an appropriate procedure for

consideration of item 1, “Nuclear test ban”, and item 3, “Prevention of nuclear

war, including all related matters”.

As indicated in the report, the Conference established subsidiary bodies in

the form of ad hoc committees on the following itemsr  “Chemical weapons”~

.Prw*ntion of an arm0  race in outer space”8 “Effective international arrangements

to aamure  non-nuclear-weapon States crgainat  the use or threat of use of nuclear

weaPOniS*)  “Radiological weapons” ; and “Comprehensive programno  of disarmament”.

I wish to stress the considerable proqreee made in the negotiations held at

the Conference on a complete prohibition of chemical weapons. The informal

consultat.ions  to begin in November and the session the Ad Hoc Committee is to hold

in January 1988 will permit active work on the convention before the Conference
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rusumes  its work at next year's session. Appendices I and IL to the Ad hoc- - -

Committee’s report, which come after paragraph 79 of the report oi  the Conference

to the General Assembly, describe the current state of negotiations on a draft

convention, aa well a8  other results of the work of the Ad Hoc Committee.- -

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee eetabliehed by the Conference on agend4

item 5, q Prevention of an arms race in outer s2ncs”, is reproduced in paragraph 82

of the Conference’s report to the General Aseembly. Paragraph 52 of the Ad Hoc

Committee’8 report states that there was general recognition of the importance  and

urgency of preven’tng  an crms  race in outer space, and readiness to contribute to

that common objective. It wan recommended that the Conference should re-eotabliah
,,’

the Ad Hoc Committge  with an adequate mandate at the beginning 01  the 1988  aesaion,

taking into account all relevant factors, including the work of the Ad Hoc

Committee since its establishment in 1985.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on agenda item 6, “EEfrotive  international

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of urna

of nuclear weapons”, is contained In paragraph 85 of the Conference’s Leport.  In

paragraph 19 of its report, the Ad Hoc Committee recommended that ways and means

should continue to be explored to overcome the difficulties  e. .:ountered  in its  work

in carrying out negotiations on that item. Accordingly, it was generally agreed

that the Ad Hoc Committee should be re-established at the beginnIng  of the 1908

sessiotb.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on radiological weapons is to be found in- -

paragraph 68  of the report of the Conference on bisarmar  ent. In paragraph 11 of

its report the Ad Hoc Committee notes that the work conducted by the Ad Hoc

Committee in 1987 made a e.urther  contrCbutj?n  to the ClariEication  and better

understanding of different approaches which continue to exist with regard to the
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important  8ubject8  under conuideration. The Ad Hoc Committee recommended that the

tinference  on Di8arnumont  should  rcoak&Aish that  Ad Hoc Conunittev on Radiological

Weapons at the beginning of it8 1988 8e88ion and that the Ad Hoc Committee should

draw upon tha annexes to it8 report a8 a ba8im  for it8 future work.

Finally, the tinference  8dopted  the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the

comprehen8ivo  program8  of di8araamont , which the ConL'erence  had submitted to the

General Ao8embly  at it8 forty-fir8t  8e88iOn.  By Edopting  that repMt#  tile

Conference 8gKeed  to the reconmnendation  contained therein that the Ad Hoc Committee

8hould be re-•8tabli8hed 8t the out88t of it8 1988 mea8iOrI,  with a view to

r88OlVing  out8tanding  i88Ue8  and concluding negotiation8 on the programme in time

for it8 8UbIIIie8iOn  to the General A888mbly  at its third special  eeieion  devoted to

di8armament.

A8 President of the Conference, I wish to add that the generally favourable

political condition8 in which the work  of the Conference  took place during the 1987

session  permitted yenuine  progress and created  a poeitive  climate for consideration

of a number of eub8tantive  i88u88, in particular thet of the prohibition of

chemical weapons. However, there wa8  8 general feeling qt the Cor.forence  that

there should be an increared  effort to make  progree8  on certain 0ub8tantiVe  issueti

which had been under negotiation for a long time. None khe lees the In-depth

con8ideration  of the80  out8tanding  i88ues  wa8 u8efulr open exchanges of view8,  a

better understanding of the po8itions  of all and the methodical exploration of

various pO88ibilitie8  8ro  indi8pen8ible  to the WCCeesfUl  functioning  of the

Conference on Di8armament,  the sola IwAtilateral  negotiating body in this  acea.

In this connection, I wi8h  to plrrao  8peci81  em&aarie  on the progress made this

year in clarilying  the problem of verification in general. At the 1987 eeaaion,

delegations fruquently 8tre88ed  the need for offactive  international verification
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aystem8  to increaee  trust and ensure respect for disarmament agreement% This

convergence of views on ver ificatiorr  is of central importance for future efforts in

this sphere,  not only within the framework of the Conference but also with respect

to other ongoing negotiations.

Finally, I want to express my grad  tude to the metiers  of the Conference on

Diearmnment, the Chairmen of the ad hoc caamit tees , and the Conference secretariat

for their suppc-  t and co-operation in the ever-difficult task of preparing the

w-ir.ual  report of the Conference on Disarmament to the General AssemblY.

I can heor  witness to the fact that the annual report of the Conference on

Disarmament, which I have just introduced, is the outcome of considerable political

work, although th,at  work may not always have bebn  aucceaaful. I hope it WiAL

provide the First Committee with useful elenenta for its own consideration  of and

decisions on draft resolutions. These in turn will inCLuence  the future wo ‘( of

the Conference. That ia the nature of the dialogue md  inter&range  that prwide

the pace for thn international comunity’a work in the aphere of diaarmamentr w e

bring from Geneva the result of a lengthy effort , and we hope it will lend new

momentum to our work.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation Iron  French) : I should like at this etago

to welcome participants in the United Nations programme of fellowships in

diaarmament who  are present at today’s meeting. I wish  them every aucceas in their

work.
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. JAROSZRR  (Poland) IM r I take great pleasur,.*,  Sir, in  aeeociating  the

delegation  of the Polish  People’s Republic with the congratulations and good wishes

already expreseed  to you on your election to the chalrmtinehip  ~,f  the Firet

Cornnittae, an office  which, art  I recall from my own personal experience, is  aa

Prastigioue  .a  it is demanding. The Polish  delegation ie confident that your

stewardship augurs well for our work because, among other things, you bring to your

office the great moral authority and credibility of the mvement  of Non-Aligned

Countriee,  with its dedication to the cause of disarmament and peaceful

Co-Operation  among Sta tea, which Poland and other States parties to the Warem

Treaty ahare. I wilh  to assure  you that you will always have the unfailinq good

will  and co-operation of my delegation in the discharge of your responsibilities.

My congratulations and good wishes go also to the other Committee officers.

Rngaginq  in constructive co-operation for the sake of the survival of mrnkind

is  the Leant  the international, community  can do,  given the odd8  it faces in the

nuclear and space age. Today, as ever, peace I’epresents  the supreme value. If  it

is  to be successfully upheld and prot.ected  , as it must be, nations must co-operat@

to rid the globe of nuclear weapons.

It is for that reason that Poland welcomes the tent.ative Soviet-i;nitc:d  States

agreement to conclude a treaty on intermediate-range and ahorter-range nuclear

mieailea. The  President of the Cor~rrcil  of State of the Polish People’s Republic,

Wojciech  Jar uzelski, made that clear on 20 September 1987, when he said:

“The accorde  that have been reached open up a chance for a breakthrough

in years of effort8  aimed at the consolidation of the peace and security of

nat ions . A historic disarmament agreement, tantamount to total liquidation  of

two ominous classee of nuclear weapons, has now come within our rsach. The

tentative agreement reached at Washington is the best proof that it is  only
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through painstaking and  hme8t negotiations  that nation8 can have their

8ecurlty  a88uceU on nw rat ional  foundat ions .”

The  upportunltier  the80 accord8 open up and the posit ive international  cliMte  they

have already gener8ted  8hould not,  and must not,  be ignored. Indeed, al l  menber8

o f  t h e  CommUnity  of natiOII8  must  t&T  fUrtbK  KellOlUtO  etOp8 t0  pKOnr>tO  pKogre8* in

al l  fielda  of di88rmamnt.  both nuclear  and  convent.ional,  with a viw  to curbing

t h e  arm8  race snd  p r w e n t i n g  i t 8  8pread  i n t o  o u t e r  a p a c e ,  whrch  wodd h a v e  grave

oonnequenoea.

I t  w88  preci8ely  tho8e oonsequence8  t h a t  t h e  Poli8h  delsqation  w8nted  t o

eetablieh  beyond 8 r raronable doubt when , at the fortieth ee88ian  of the -oral

Ae80N6ly  in 1985,  ‘Wojoiech  Jaruselski  put  fo rward  a  p roposa l  for  a et.udy on the

van:iou8 impl icat ion8 of the militarioation  of  outer  apace ,  to  ba  prepared by

prominent  expertu  02  di f ferent  nat ional i t ies , under the auepice8  o f  the

Seoretary-Gener  81. we look forward to atudyinq the report when it 1s  completed and

circulated.

I t  w i l l  be recal led that the leader8  o f  the  aeven States parties to  the Her 8cm

Treaty  addressed the he8ic  que8tion8  of wee and peace in  no uncertain term8 at a@

Ber l in  eea8ion  o f  the  po l i t i ca l  Consultatil~e  Commtttaa last  ~sy. lb  quote from the

f ina l  oomomiqui  of that eessionl

“In a nuclear war there can be no winners. For  this reason, the State8

partle8  to  the  Uar8w  Treaty  reaf f i rmed their  be l ie f  that  the overriding t88k

i* t o  prwent  wsc, to  banlah  It  permanently  f rom clvilisatton,  to  pre8erve

pe8ce an earth, to put an end to  the arm8  race and to  move  toward8 conCK*te

mOaSuKe8  Of  diaarnrannt,  pr imari ly  in the nuclear  f i e ld ,  w i th  the a im o f

achiwing complete and general  disarmament. ’  (A/42/313, p.  4)
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The  coarunigui  also reiterated the flefensive  nature of the military doctrine

of  the War ear  Trcntyr

“based on the need to keep the balance of military focces  at th* lareat

possible level am  well aa  the desir&ility  of reducing the military potentials

to  l utficiont levels as required  for deCenceg.  u5)

That ccncept  was  examined in detail in a special Qcument  of the L?erlin  seesion

sntitled “On the Military Doctrine of the State* Parties to the Warm*  Treaty”.

As Secretary-Genera‘ of the Political Consultative Ccamittee  of the stabs

Parties to the War ear  Treaty for the current term , I ehould  like to recall an offer

addressed to the  Statea  members of the Nortir  Atlantic Treaty  Orgapizatton  (NA’IO)  to

hold cnnsultat4qna  anong  authoritative experta, including military specialists, in

Uarsau  or Brussels in order to compare the military doctr inee  of the two alliances

and to ensure thar  are based on ..,&ensivs  principles.

The same  idea is ccntained  .in  point 3 of Preaident Jarurelski’s  plan, which

states that in order for the doctr fr,ee  to be reciprocally  assessed as being

strlotly  defensive,

‘a joint diocueeion  and cokqar  ison  of ailfcary  conceptu  and doctc  ines  and an

analysis of their nature and GavelorLent  ~trends  could prwe  helpful”.

(A/42/413,a n n e x )

The international cr~~~~nity  will be adare,  of course, that these are not mere

Words  and that to support them t,hete  is cn the negotiating table  u list of Specific

far-reaciling  initiatS.veo  ard  proposals  of fundarntal significance for

:warmment. Formulated within the framework at the historic programme presented

hy Wikhail  Gorbachev f,r ridding the  world of nuclear and chemical weapons by the

year 2000, the Swiet proposals have been hailed the world wer. They have

received strong support, and not only from the socialist and non-aligned
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coun  tr ies. They address the entire gamut of nuclear weapons: intermediate-range

and shorter-range United States and Soviet missiles in Europe)  shorter-range

missiles stationed eleev:lere1  tactical nuclear weapons in Europe;  and, finally t

strat.egic  arms. There ie also  the “global double zero*  concept, aimed at the total

removal of two claasea of nuclear weapons from the arsenal8  of the two Powers8

realization of tl  is concept nar seem8 near. If  agreed upon, these measures wrluld

constitute a major turning-po;nt  ita  efforts to avert nuclear tr<  cdy  and free

mankind from its nuclear bondage.

Poland has always sought to make  a positive contribution to disarmament and

international eecur;ty  world wide, in close co-operation with its allies  and  with

the non-aligned and neutral countries as well  as  with those  Western  countries,

especially in Europe, which take a matter-of-fact, practical and realistic Epproach

to international efforts in that regard. Indeed, we strongly believe that in this

interdependent world the security of individual States, whether in Europe  or

elsewhere, must be seen a~ a function of wider secur  ity, both regional and global.

That sober aaeessment played an important role when, on 2 October 1957,

30  years  agO,  Adam Rapcki,  then Polish Foreign Min  ster, submitted  Co  the General

Assembly his plan for a nuclear-free zone in Central Europe. While the west-,

regrettably, was  not ready to entertain the practical implications of the plan, ite

underlying phil~e~.~.  ‘: was well receivtd  far and wide, as was  confirmed by the

Trerty  of Tlateloltrr and  !.~y the idea of the  denuclearization of Africa.

For Poland, this philoaophy is still valid, and very much alive. Its basic

soundness has beer kindrcated  by the sustained appeal the concept of

denuclearization has had in many parts of the world. Let  me at this juncture

congratulate the nations of the South Pacific Forum on the auzcens of their

dedicated efforts to conclude the Treaty of Rarotonga, establishing a South Pacific

nuclear-free zone.
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The plan for decreaainq armaments and increasing confidence in Central Europe

which Wojciech  Jarurelaki, President of :he  Council of State of the Doliah  People’s

Republic, presented on A Way thia year, La in that tradition of concern for, and

dedication to, security in a part oL  Europe where Worth Atlantic Treaty

Organisation  (NA’ID)  and Warsaw Treaty politico-military  qroupinqn come into  direct,

armed contact. A memorandum of tho Polish Go’lernment  settinq  forth the plan In

detail ha*  been transmitted to all interested Stateo. Since it was dealt :*i  th at

length in the general debate in the Assembly by the Minister For Foreign Affair a of

Poland, Marian  Orzechowski, I should like now to comment brtefly  only on those of

its salient points which are of broad, universal rel.evance.

The plan was conceived as a response to the basic and inalienable shared

responsillity of all  St.ates  - large, small and medium-sized - for the state of the

world . It seeks to promote security through direct co-operation of the States

concerned, those covered by the territar  iaL  crcope  of the plan: BeLqium,

Czechoslwak ia, Denmark, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal RepuhLic  of

Germany, Hungary, Luxembourg, the Wetherlands  and Poland.

Poland has concluded that the quality of political, economic and cul rural

relat.ions  in Eucope,  deveLoped  in the wake of t.he  Conference on Sccur  ity and

Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)  and the process which it has set Ln  motion, does not

warrant the hCqh  level of milit.ary  preparedness now obtaintng. Ct. should therefor:e

be possible for the States of the EurOpeM  conttnent  , eupeciaLly  in i ta central

pact, to ensure  for themselvee an undiminiehed  and equal secur  lty  at a mneI.derahLy

lOweK level of military potential.

Undec the plan, that goa1 b’I  Central EUKO~ would be reached throcvh  a graduai

withdrawal and/or reduction of specified, mutually agreed kinds and quantities of

nuclear and conventional arms. Apart from the etipu’ations on  arma  reductions,
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the initiative also provides for appropriate, far-reaching confidence- and

security-buildiny measures as well as for a mechanism for the strict verification

ot compliance.

It is also :Iclttworthy  that the Pol;sh  plan provides for the possibility of

negotiating and t;=tisJucing  parallel , stage-by-stage disarmament mecsuree  in the

whole of Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urale. In this context, we welcome and

support the latest Soviet proposal relating to the reduction ot the level of

military activity in thl:  northern part of Europe dnd  the adjacent areas.

I should like now to turn to the provision in the plan  for joint actions aimed

at. nuch  an evolution of the respective military doctrine8 that t.hey  could

reciprocally be assessed as strictly defensive. Theea  doctrines would have to  be

based cm  the principle of military potential indispensable tor effective defence

only. Consequently, anything in axcese  of that minimum would have to be trimmed

off through co-operation and negotiat.ions. The agreed measures would have to

respect the principles of the equality of rights snd  security of all partie&,

balance and reciprocity. The Polish initiative is now the subject of intensive

bilateral consultations between the intersnted  States.

The Polish plsn,  which has  already come to be kno&n  as the Jaruzeleki Plan,

represents an eminently timely and practical building-block for the creation of a

comprehensive system of international peace and security, which Poland and other

States of the socialist community jointly submitted to the tieneral  Assembly at i. +

forty-f  iret  eeesj.on. It is our intention to pursue that initiative at this

aeaei~~n. To that end, we shall co-ndmrate  closely with the non-aligned countl-ies

and with those Western count,riee  which subscribe to the ultimate goal of the

system - a world free of nuclear arms, a commitment to refrain from the use of

force or threat of force, and broad, universal international co-operation based on
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the principlee  of  equal  r ights and mutual  benef its . We are ready to co-operate

with a l l  States  to  that  end. Addretuainq  mi l i tary  and pol i t ica l  as  wel l  aa economic

and humanit-ariarl  spheres  wi l l ing  to  encourage  and promote  co -operat ion  in  those

spheres and also in regard to ec~loqy, the propc’led  eyst.em  aims - through  a

non-conf rontat iona l , praqmatic  dialog:le  between a l l  States ,  with,wt  c!istinction  o f

size  o r  Statu0, whether military or economic - at creating mater ial,  po l i t i ca l ,

lega l , moral and peychological  guarantees of  peace  and secur i ty  for  a l l .

The percept ion of  secur ity , 1 Ike mar al and peycholoqical  guarantees of peace,

is  rooted deep in the minda (PI  men. I t  is almost  a  d e c a d e  s i n c e ,  i n  1978,  t h e

General  Assembly,  on the init iat ive  of  Poland, adopted the Declaration on the

Preparat ion  Of  Soc iet ies  for  L i fe  in  Peace . I hOpe  that  the current,  third

peeiOdic  rev iew o f  the  implementat ion  o f  the  Dec larat ion  wi l l  focus  On t)~u

aigniEicant.  ro le  which  that  ticument  halc  played, especial ly wlthin  the  context  o f

obsecvancee OC the Internat ional  Year  of  Peace, in  foeter inq post t ive attitudea  in

international  re lat ions. May I  in  thie  connect ion exprees  our  apprec iat ion to  the

Secretary-General  for  the at.tention  he qave to  the  preparat ion of  hie  repor ts  on

th ia subject .

W e  are  convinced that  in future the Declarat.ion  w i l l  continue  to  promOte  the

shaping  o f  peacefu l  att.itudes  o f  eociet ioe  and that  it8  st.andinq  in  internat ional

l i fe  wi l l  be  strengthened. There fore ,  in  our  op in ion , i t  i s  a d v i s a b l e  to  conaider

the need to  upgrade the international  statue of  the  Dec larat ion .

Poland has been actively involved in al l  mult i lateral  diaara%ment  neqotiatinq

1
1 forume: the Vienna talks on the reduction of armed forces and armament8 in Europe,

the CSCh, in Stockholm, nw meeting in Vienna and, for  over  a  quarter  o f  a  century

nw, the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. We attach major  eignificance  to a l l
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of them, Lf  only because their positive feedback adds momentum to and stimulates

the critically important. bilateral dialogue on nuclear disarmament.

Poland haa  traditionally  taken a very keen interest in accelerat. he pace

of work on the elimination of chemical weapons. ACCoKdingly, we had hoped that,

given the flexibility and accommodation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,

a draft accord would have been in hand by this forty-second session of the General

Assembly. My country, which has never had chemical weapons and intends never to

acquire them, hopes that the General Assembly will brincl  pressure to bear on those

who are dragging their feet. on a chemical arms ban, in order to allow the

Conference on Disarmament to finalize  its work. That accord is urgently needed.
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With regard to  quest ions covered by the report  of  the Conference on

Disarmament for 1987, which has just been introduced by tne President of the

Conference, 1  f ind it  very disturbing that no signif icant movement has so far  been

recorded in Geneva on the a l l - important  issues of  the prevention of  the

militarization  of  outer  space or  the nuclear  test  ban. We should like to hops that

the document containing the “Basic Provisions of a Treaty on the Complete and

General L,rohibition  of Nuclear Weapons Tests” @X/756),  which Poland has sponsored

together  with seven other  socia l ist  States  parttes  to  the  W  craw Treaty ,  w i l l

fac i l i tate  productjve  work in  that  regard  in  1988.

In this  connection,  let  me restate most emphatical ly the nupport  wh ich  Po land

has already expresr  :d at  Geneva for  the constructive and imaginative proposals

submitted by the Soviet Union to the Conference on Disarmament on 6 August.

Speci f ica l ly ,  we  welcome the  suggest ion, wi th in  the  context  o f  a  ver i f i cat ion

system in a chemical-weapons convention, o f  adopt ing  the  pr inc ip le  o f  m,.ndatory

chal lenge inspection.

It  is  with  pro found sat i s fact ion  that  we  have  taken note  o f  the

Shevardnadze-Shultz  agreement reached in Washington to begin, before

1 December 1987,  fu l l -scale , stage-by-stage luegotiations  on the l imitat ion o the

yie ld  and f requency of  nuclear -weapon tcsta, wit.h  a  v iew to  the i r  tota l  prohib i t ion .

We are confident that the agreements reached and the announced

nuclear-test-ban negotiations  wi l l  add substantia l  momenLur  to  the  e laborat ion cf

appropriate draft accords st the Conference on Disarmament rn tieneva.

Let me f inal ly  stress that the confidence hich  ?oland  has placed in the

Conference on Disarmament has never ebbed. We lend ou r  f u l l  suppcrt,  there fore ,  to

the suggestions made at Geneva for enhancing both the Htatus  and the negotiating



JP/mh A/C.1/4L/PV.4
2 2

(Mr.  Jaroazek,  Poland)_-..--.

ability of the Conference on Disarmament. Poland, in  concert  wi th  i ts  a l l i es ,  w i l l

spare no effort  to make a meaningful contribut.ion  to the work ot that forum -

indeed, t.o  al.1 the diearmament forums we are engaged in.

My delegat ion may wish to  speak at  a  later  date  on other ,  speci f ic  problems on

the Committee’s disarmament agenda.

M r . NICHE  (Canada) t The Canadian deleyation congratulates you,  Sir ,  on

your election to head this important Committee. W e  recognise  the very impressive

credentia ls  you br ing to  your  post  as  wel l  as  the v ita l  ro le  that  Atrica  plays in

our del iberations. We sha l l  g ive  you  our  fu l l  support .

The Under-Secretary-General  for  Disarmament Af fa irs ,  Mr.  Akaehi,  and the

members of  the secretariat  may also be assured  of  Canada’s  fu l l  co -operct ion in

advancing the international  cause of  disarmament.

We a lso  congratulate  the  de legat ion of  Costa  Rica  on the  award of  the  Nobel

Peace Prize to President Arias  for  hi.6 peace plan ior  Central  America. That  i s

certainly dn inspirat ion to  us  a l l .

The meetings ot the Firbt  Committee this year are being held at an auepicioue

moment. We are on the eve of a historic agreement between the United States  and

the  Soviet  Union that  wi l l  e l iminate  an entire class of nuclear  weapons and be the

f i rst  accord that  actual ly  reduces the number  of  nuclear  weapons in  the wor ld .

The signing of an intermediate--range nuclear forces agreement at a summit of

the leaders  of  the United States  of  America and the Soviet  Union wi l l  be  an

important advance  in the new openness and willingnetis  ot both super Powers to reach

balanced and veri f iable arms control  agreements. Although the agreement will

e l iminate only 3  per  cent  of  the wor ld ’s  nuclear  arsenal ,  i ts  pol i t ica l

s ignif icance is  enormous, f o r  i t  w i l l  aleo  begin a  process of  bui lding a  better  and

more suitable  East-West  re lat ionship . Builaing  this  Kelataonehip to  enlarge
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understanding and lessen suspicion i6 a major task for Govesnments and peoples

around the world.

There are additional reasons for an optimintrc  spirit to pervade  the

Committee, for in thib  year so far we have seen progress in the negotiations for a

chemical weapons treaty; preparations for a ndw  forum  to negotiate conventional

force reductior.8  in Eur<qe;  the successful application of the Stockholm

confidence-building agreement; an improvement $3 *.he  risk-reduction operation of

the United States and the Soviet Union; a move by Lhe super-Powers towards

negotiations on nuclear testing, with the ultimate  objective of a complete

cessation of tests; an international consensus on the Final  Uccument  of the

International Conference on the Relationship hctween  Disarmament and Development

that broadens the definition of security; and a dramatic increase in JZast-West

exchanges and visits.

Though enormous problems and challenges remain, there is a new, cautious

spirit of optimitim  in international relations. This is particularly noticeable

here at the United Nations, where the despondency over the finalIcia  crisis has

given way to an improved outlook that combines vision dnd  pragmatism. In Canada’s

view, there are new possibilities for creative thinking to resolve the problems ot

conflict and deprivation that still afflict large areas  of the wor1.d.

The International Conference on the RelationshiLp  between Disarma!blent  anrf

Development was an example of this creative thjnking. In fact, the Confsrer-e  was

a landmark, because, for the first time, the 150 participating nations, through

consenszIs,  took a broad approach to  security, emphasizing  that it consists oi

“not. only military, but also political, economic, sociall  humanitarian and

human r ighte and ecological aspects.” (A/CCNP.130/21,  pard.  14)---__

Workiny constructively on all these elements of security , on the one hand creates
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conditions conducive to disarmament , and on the other provides the environment for

the Succeeeful pursuit of development. This ic a big programme and it cc ‘irms  the

over-arching fact of OUK  time, that peace is a multi-agenda process involving

economic and Social development  as well as arma  control measures, the protection of

human rights and an end to racial discrimination.

Continued action to keep thJS  new momentum rolling will make it poesib t o

see  more clearly the first rays of dawn after a long night of impasse.

The East-West negotiating atmosphere hae  an inevitable impact on progress in

other arme  control forums. The positive momentum which has developed has already

had imports.nt  spin-offs at the multilateral level. For example, .lew  developments

in the area of conventional security in Europe offer hope of increased security and

stability at lower levels of armaments on the European continent. D i scurss  ions

initiated by the West earlier this year to examine a mandate for future

conventional stability talks Suggest that negotiations in this increasingly

Important area will be launched in the foreseeable future. Mea?ehiJe,  the

PrOViSiOnS  of the Stockholm agreement, which came into force on 1 January this

year, have facilitated the observatior of sizeable military exercises in Europe and

resulted in two unprecedented on-site inspections.
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While we all eagerly await news of progcees  in the Geneva talks, we should not

lose  sight of the important contributions that can be made at the nati<,nal  level to

promoting peace and disarmament.

What practical contribution can countries such as Canada make to arms control

and disarmament? First, we urge compliance with existing treaties. To deviate

from full compliance is to threaten the basic  credibility and viability of arms

control. Canada attaches particular importance to the maintenance and

strengthening of the nuclear non-proliferation rhgime. We also believe that the

traditional or restrictive interpretation of tne anti-ballistic missile Treaty

should  be maintained. A eecoad  contribution is through gaining support for

confidence-building measures, such ae openneee, transparency and verification, for

these constitute the building biocke of future arms  control and disarmament

agreements. Thirdly, support at the multilateral level strengthens bilateral OK

regional disarmament negotiatione. Meaningful arms  control agreements require a

step-by-step  process  of negotjation  baaed  on, and in association with,

confidence-building.

Canada remains firmly committed to playing an active role in the search tar

peace and disarmament. As the Committee knows, we have devoted considerable

resources to the study of arms control verification. We are convinced that through

our work on this issue we can make a practical and realistic contribution to the

arme control and disarmament procesn. Adequate and effective measures of

verification are the primary mechanism whereby compliance with arms control

undertakings is demonstrated.

If it is to be effective, verification must be fundamentally a prrrtnership,

like the arms control pLoceae  itself. It must actively involve all  the parttes  in

an agreement in a rkgime whose  goal  is mutual reaesurdnce  concerning continuing
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compliance. An effective rerification  r&gime  1s  a powerful way of building

confidence. Verification, then, ie  not a luxury or an unusual activity. Rather,

it is a basic and normal proceee  that reflects a leqitimate  concern about ongoing

compliance with  a commitment. The conduct of verification actLvitLea  muet  cane to

be accepted as a neceeeary and normal part of the relatlone between parties  to acme

t:ontrcl  agreements.

Canada was therefore pleased that the colsenaus  report of the Verification

Working Group at the Disarmament Comieeion  this year agreed that

“verification is a critically important element in the negotiation and

implement ation  of arms limitation and diearmament .”

Moreover, the agreement on the illustrative list of principles of verification hao

advanced the international community’s understanding of how Co apply verification.

For example, the agreement that adequrrte  and effective verification requires the

employmenL  of different techniques, such aa  national technical means, internat  Lonal

technical means and international procedures, including on-site inspections, has a

direct bearing on the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement and the

continuing negotiation of a chemical  weapons treaty. Verification  proviolone,  of

course, formed an essential element in the successful application of the Stockholm

agreement.

Canada welcomes this evolution in the approach to verification, for which we

have pressed for some time. We look forward to its continuing practical

application  to the arms control issues on the current intc:rnational  agenda, and

will introduce a resolution calling for further work on verification  at the next

session of the Disarmament Commission.

Nuclear weapons, of course, are not the only weapons of maas  destruction.

TheLe  are also chemical weapons. The confirmed, cepeated  use of such weapons in
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the Iran-Iraq war cannot be too strongly deplored. The known existence and use  of

chemical  weapone underline the importance of concluding aa coon  as poesible a

crmpreheneive  bau  on these abhorrent weapons. We ehou:d  note that real prograse

haa  continued duking  the 1907 vreesion  of the Conference on Disarmament. A treaty

banning chemical weaPona  will require the moat complex set of verification measures

aver  included in  a multilateral arms control agreement. It is therefore important

the the  negotiators proceed with special care and diligence, making a8  much speed

a6 is coneietent with thoroughneas. The Canadian delegation, in close co-operation

with our col.I.eaguee  from Poland, will put forward a reeolution relating to the

chemical weapons negotiations, for which we shall again be Jeking  conseneua

euppor t.

We shall also again introduce a resolution on the prohibition of the

pr’ hrtior,  of Pi lsionable  material for weapons purposes, which we regard as an

effective means of preventing the expansion and the proliferation of nuclear

weapons.

The realization  of a negotiated and verifiable compreheneive  taut-ban treaty

that would end all nuclear explosions by all countriee  in all environments for all

time remains a fundamental Canadian disarmament objective. We expect again to

co-sponsor such  a resolution , which would inspire the Conference on Disarmament to

establish an ad hoc committee with a mandate to examine the fundamental questions

of scope, compiiance  and veriPiaat.ion, as a atep toward8  negotiating a treaty.

Surely, now that the United States and the Soviet Union have decided to recommence

negotiationa on nuclear testing after a hiatus  of eight years, the Conference on

L iaarmament  ought tz ‘,e able to move together on thie critical iesue. Meanwhile,

we ehalL  continue to support the Committee on  Diearmament’e  Group of Scientific

Experts in working towards a global aeiemic monitoring system, ueing
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Canadiarl  expert iee. W r  are  pleased that Dr. Peter Basham  of Canr.da  ha8  been

select.ed  as co-orddnat.,i)r  for a major global test as part of the development of an

international eef  Amit:  data exchange.

The attention ot  the international community has begun to focus on ths thrrd

special session of th&  General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Canada remains of

the view that the Btalreu  for that session ar(r  enormous. Failure would not only

deal a devastating blow  to the continuation of a meaningful role for the United

Nations in the field #Of  disarmament, but could have negative repercussions for

ongoing negotiationa. On the other hand, success  would serve to re-establish

confidence in the arm&  control and disarmament process and would heighten the

importance of Ul.ite*!  Nations efforts. The Final Docment  of the first special

session devoted LO  dimarmament,  adopted by consensus, should rsmain  intact and

unchallenged. We should build upon this  document, heeding the Leseonfi  learned

since -978. The goal of the third special eea~eicn  riavoted  to disarmament should be

attainable, the international climate supportive, the preparations extensive.

Canada fully eubacribea  to the Secratary-General’s  view, expressed ir. his

annual report, that the third special ssgleion  devoted to disarmament provides a

valuable opportunity to realise  the potential of the United Natione. Moreover, as

the Secretary-General noted, verificat.ion

“ie  an area in which the United iJations  can make a significant contribution”

(AJ42/l,p.  9)

and Canada expects that the session will advance the practical application of

verification in disarmament agreements.
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Final ly, I want to eay a word about how thix  Committee works. I need not

regeat  Canada’LI  commitment to an uctive  and e f fect ive  mult i latera l  approach to  acmn

control and disarmament. The United Natione ia  a unique forum aa a global

sounding-board for eecuc ity concerne. W e  know i t  ie  true that the United Neticns

work8  bettar  when  the  ma jor  Powers  are themaelves no-operating,  and it  is  aleo  true

that the machinery here in our hands needn  impro* . Last  year we dealt with

72 draft  reeolutione~  that number .ie  excessive , especially  when many texts compete

with others  and only  30  per cent are adopted by coneeneue. What do they mean to

the average pereon? How  can the public comprehend our work?

We fee l  that  unleee  the First  Committee can discipl ine iteelf  and tighten the

processes  i t  runs  the r isk  of  losing  credibi l i ty and having only a marginal  role in

arms-control and disarmament matters. Two thirda  of our decision8  are taken by

stra ight  major i ty  vote ,  without  regard for  the viewe  o f  a  minor i ty  whoee  @upport

may be essentia l  for  their  implementation. That ie why we put particular emphasis

on the search  for  consensus and on greater  e f forts  at  ear ly  consultat ion among a;11

groups.

Fortunately, a growing number of countries want to streamline the role of the

United Nations in the field of diaarmament and many excellent euggeatione  have been

0.  Je  throughout the course of the study  of the United Nations Disarmament

Commission on this quention, led by the delegation oE Cameroon. Prcviolra  chairmen

of the First  Committee have been especial ly  act.Lve in rationalizing  the Committee’s

w o r k  as the centre-piece of  United Nation6  ef forts  in  disarmament. At the f irst

meeting of  the Committee this  year  Amoaseador  Wachmann#  last  year’6  Chairman,

reported the progress  made by an informal committee of Friends of the Chair. There

appears to be an tamergAng  convergence of viewe  on certain improvements. Theee a r e

chief ly : to start the eubetantive work of the First Committee one week earlier to
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give  more t ime tar  consuliat  ions  and negotiat ions on draft renolutione  with 8 view

to  yetting  n higher percentage of connensus reeulutlonoj  to combine the general

debate with specific etateme,ntr,  to enable the Committee, from the outset, to give

more attention  to specAEic*  item&l to advance t.ne  deadl ine for  the eubmiealon o f

draft resolutions to give more time for consideration before voting) and to reduce

the number of resolution6 by c:ombining  proposals on the same i12sue  in order to

atl  empt to achieve consen6un.

Canada nupportm those concrete proposals and encourage8 you, Mr. Chairman, to

work  with  the  Secretar iat  to  put  these  re forms into  act ion . We are prepared to

start our work here one week earlier next year.

Ear l ier , I spoke of the reasons for hope as we contemplate the progress on the

agenda for peace. In this Committee especially we know there are no rapid remedied

in disarmament; but the long-term strategies  and ongoing negotiat ions are, at  last,

making a dent in the arsenals of weapons. We must contribute to the momentum of

this  development. The  time i s  r ipe  to  improve 3ur  own processes and hence the

quality of  our w o r k . That challenge should energize  us anew.

Mr.  MERKULW  (Ukrainian Soviet  Socia l ist  Republ ic )  ( interpretat ion f rom

Rueaian)  t Allow me to congratulate you, Mr. Chairmar, and the other officer@  of

the Committee on your election to your important posts. I  s incerely  wish you every

Bucce8s  in your yuidance  oE  the proceedings of the First Committee in which we all

repose great hope.

In today’s interdependent wor Id, the work of preserving human civilization  and

saving it from annihilation in a war in which nuclear and other weapone  of mass

destruction would be used is oE part-icular urgency.

The adverse  effects of armaments car be felt even today: they divert vast

mater;al  ~ncl  int(:Ilect.ual  cet;oI\rcC’s  tram Lhe  w o r k  of racondmic  a n d  s o c i a l
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development, the elimination oE hunger and poverty, the Eight against old and

horrible new d Lseases, and improvement of the ecology. All that was convincingly

demonstrated at the recent International Conference on the Relationflhip  between

Disarmament and Development.

The Ukrainian delegation shares the alarm at the situation in the world today

expressed in the course  of the general debate at thie  eeseion  of the United Nation6

General Assembly. Our people are worried about how the international situation

will develop: Ia there going to be an increase in tension  and confrontation OK  ie

there going to be a strengthening ot peace, a solution ot conflicts and the

expansion of mutually advantageous co-operation?

In this regard, I should like to draw attention to an artrcle  by the General

Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

Mr. Mihail Gorbachev, “Reality and safeguards for a safe world”, issued on the

occasion of this seeelon  of the United Nations General Assembly. The article,

which has been circulated as an official document of the United Nations (A/42/574),

sets out the Soviet approaches to the shaping of a comprehensive system of

international security. At the same time, it is an invitation to dialogue on

problems which are of concern to all mankind.

The Ukrainian delegation believes  that the United Nations ie  the Organization

in which such dialogue can be fruitful and should culminate in concrete

Kecommendatior~e  EOK a world organized on the basis of new political  thinking. We

expreee our readiness, along with other States, to seek paths of peace based on

KeCognition  by the peoples uf  the world ot the community and interdependence  Of

their fates, KatheK  than on nuclear fJrce, selfishness and hostility.

As we approach the building of the edifice of flecurity,  every floor of it must

be constructrd  with the same care and attention. A key element here, in our  View,
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is the problem of eliminating the material means of waging war. Owing to the long

standsti l l  in disarmament talk8  when there  was  an urgent  need for  bo ld ,

ground-breaking approaches to overcome inert ia , the Soviet Union on 15 January 1986

Put forward a concrete programme for tne creation of a nuclear-free world and a

etage -by-stage  e l iminat ion o f  a l l  types  o f  weapons  o f  maas destruction by the end

of  this  century. Thin was  seen by some as a Utopian idea,  but the passage o f  t ime

has amply proved the val idity of  the Soviet  init iat ive. On the basis  of  that

programme it became possible to make a conceptual breakthrough in a wholo  range of

problems of  nuclear  disarmament in the Soviet-American summit meeting a t  Reyk jav ik .

Today we  note  wi th  sat i s fact ion  that  the needs sown in  Reyk jav ik  have begun to

sprout encouragingly. The  USSR and the United States of America have achieved

agreement in principle on the question of eliminating two categories of nuclear

weapons ,  medium-range and shorter-range missi les. For  the  f i rs t  t ime in the

history  o f  nuclear  weapons there  is  the  prospect  o f  the  physica l  reduct ion of

nuclear  arsenals. This is  a concrete disarmament measure  and st r ikes  a pa lpable

blow  at the doctrines of a limited use of nuclear weapons and the so-called

contro l led  esca lat ion o f  a nuc lear  conf l ic t . Wi th  the  conc lus ion  o f  a t reaty  on

those two categories of weapons a new page of wisdom and political vision has been

written in the history of  Europe,  Asia  and,  indeed,  the whole  world.

The Ukraine’s  in4  ,+rest  in  strengthening the foundations of  security  on t i re

Suropean continent is  quite understandable: our  people ,  l ike  80  many others, have

experienced f irsthand the most grievous consequences  of  the devastat ing wars  in

Europe,  in part icular  the Second Wor1.d  Wa r . Therefore, the Ukrainian SSR welcomes

this important step designed to strengthen peace on the continent and throughout

the world.
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The agreement on medium- and ehorteL-rnlra)r  miesiiee  harl  yet another

dimension. It will provide  an impetue  to a 50  per cent. cut in strategic otfensive

weapons, combined with strict compliance with the Treaty on the Limitation of

Anti-Ballistic Miseiie  Syetema. That approach ia entirely in line with the goal

set in the joint Soviet-United States statements of 1985, namely, tc,  prevent an

BKm8  race in space and to halt it on Earth, to limit and reduce nuclear weapons and

to atrenqthen strateqic  stability. As we have seen, the significance of

implementing the principle formulated at that time of a 50 per cent cut in the

nuclear armaments of the United State5 and the USSR, far transcends the framework

of bilateral Soviet-American relations. The international community id entitled to

expect concrete accords on this subject a5 early as the first half of next year.

As it has officially announced, the Soviet Union is prepared to take the most

vigorous action in this regard.

We are firmly convinced that t"? cessation of nuclear tests is an area upon

which the multilateral efforts of States  should be focused. It is high time a

solution was found to this question.

At the Geneva Conference on Disarmament the socialist countrlee  submitted  a

joint document on the basic pKOVisiVnf3  of a treaty on the complete and general

prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests. The delegation of t:re  Ukrainian SSR  bel.ieves

that that document provides a solid basis for opening eubetantiva  negotiations. It

summarizes  many years of experience in dealing with this item, both within the

United Nations framework and in other forums, and it takes into account the new

ideas advanced by many States, including those proposed in the statements by the

lealers  of eix countries on four continents.

The draft treaty is a yudlitatively  new documerrt that is permeated with the

spirit of ncbw  political tibinkinq. This  iti  evidellccd, tirvt  and foremost, by the
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way  in  which  the  question  o f  contro l  and ver i f icat ion  i s  dea l t  wi th . The Ukrainian

delegat ion shares  the v iew that  e f fect ive  ver i f icat ion and control  are  absolute

prerequieitee  o f  the  e f fect ive  implementat ion  o f  t rue  diearmament  measures. I n  th?

l i ght  o f  thie, the new document provides for  large-scale  ver i f icat ion measures.  In

particular-, there is  the  matter  o f  announcing the locat ion oE  test  sites, the

perticipatlon  of  internat ional  inspectors  in  monitor ing  the fion-conduct  of

nuclear-weapons tests ,  and the eatabllshment,  to those ends,  of  an internationnl

body of  inspectors. The rea l i ty  and feas ib i l i ty  o f  such forms of  ver i f icat ion have

been vividly proved by the joint experiment conducted  by Soviet and United states

scientists  in  Semipalat inek.

At  present  a l l  s tatements  to  the e f fect  that  e f fect ive  contro l  over  the

non-conduct  of  nuclear  explosions is  impossib le  are  utter ly  gtoundleea.

Substantial  headway hae been made in recent ycar~  in  improving :rational  seismic

means o f  ver i f icat ion. Thus, most of the experts who participated in the Moscow

fo rum o f  scientinte  for  ending nuclear  tests  held in July of  last  year ,  came to the

conclus ion that  nuclear  explos ions  with a  y ie ld  o f  20 to  30 tons  could  be  re l iab ly

recorded at  distances of  up to 2,000 to 3,000 ki lometres. A one -k i lo ton  exp los ion

has been recorded at a distance of  10,000 ki lometres. ‘Fhis  was  conEirmed  b y  t h e

seismic recording of  a  nuclear  exploeion  in Nevada made in the terr itory of  the

Soviet  Union and Rubmitted  to the part ic ipants  at  the meeting.

The current level  of  technical  achievements, the many years of  experience in

negotiat ing and debating the problem of  nuclear -weapons test ing and the Soviet

[Jnion’s  lo -month uni latera l  moratori.  n  on nuclear  explos ions on ite  terr itory have

shown that  the  conc lus ion  o f  A  treaty is  indeed feasible. In this  connection the

delegation of the Ukrainian SSR  welcomes the agreement between the Soviet Union and
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to 1 December lY87  on the

limitation and, ultimately, the complete cessation of nuclear testing.

The task of building a safe world calls for the joint efforts of all Strltes

and for a revitalization  not only of bilateral but also of multilateral mechanisms

for producing and implementing disarmament measures. In thie  area, the Unfted

Nations and its bodies  have an important role to p.'ay. We view the United Nations

as the most democratic international forum for solving diaarmal,.?nt  problems,

including problems of nuclear disarmament, and for promoting the idea  of a

nuclear-free world. We are convinced that the time has come to involve the

Secur  i' 4. Council more actively in this process, in accordance with Article 26 of

the United Nations Charter. The  Ukrainian delegation supports the proposal to

initiate a multilateral exchange CE views among al.1  nuclear Powers  within the

framework of the Security Council with a view to finding common ground in their

approaches to possible ways and means of eliminating nuclear weapono. The Security

Cauncil  has an important role to play in producing specific measures to rid the

world of nuclear weapons and to give universal guarantees that they will not be

reconstituted.

The Geneva Conference on Disarmament 3hould make  its own contributlvn  to

nuclear disarmament and to the internationalising of the efforts to create a

nuclear-free and non-violent world. In the past, that body has been effective in

producing a number of major international agreements. At this time, St  must

intensify its efforts. The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR calls upon the

Conference  to implement the numerous  United Nationn  resolutions and to begin, at

long last, relevant negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on practical

steps to prevent nuclear war.
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First and foremoet, there must be a renunciation by nuclear-weapon States of

the use of nuclear weapons and the conclusion of an international convention to

that  effect, as well a8  a freeze, by all nuclear-weapon States, of their arsenals.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR is convin,:ed  that renunciation by the

nuclear Rowers of war against each other and against third States, both nuclear and

conventional, would be of great importance in terms of creating political and logal

guarantees of security and confidencr-building. The Soviet Union and the People’s

Republic of China have unilaterally undertaken to forgo the firet use of nuclear

weapons. The world community expects all other nuclear States to follow that

example.

Confidence-building among States would ale3 be served by the adoption of

defensive military doctrines by all nuclear Fowers  rind  military alliance8,

something that the States signatories of the Warsaw Treaty have called for. We

support the just demands for the establishment of nuclear-free zones in various

parts of the world. A major contribution to the strengthening of global security

would be the implementation of proposals for the establishment of a nuclear-free

corridor in the centre of Europe and for nuclear-free zones in the north of Europe,

in the Ralkans, in the Korean Peninsula and in Sout  n-East Asia.

Further joint efforts are now r uired to strengthen in every possible way the

r&gime  of non-proliferation of nucltar  weapons , especially in view of the growing

nuclear ambitions of Israel, South Africa and some other countries. One of the

challenges facing international relations today is close multilateral CO-Operation

in the safe development of nuclear-power production. Further steps must be taken

to enhance the role of the International Atomic Energy Agency in these matters.

In giving priority to the prc=’ lems involving nuclear weapons and space, we do

not intend to belittle the importance of other issues the solution of which is
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vital for peace and security on thie planet. In the present situation it is

important to war-4 for significant reductrons  in armed forces  and conventional arms,

new generations of which now have destructive effects very close to those of

wttapone  of maa8  annihilation. This applies above all to Europe, where two world

wars  have broken out. There are circles that prefer merely to lament the problem

of convent ional  armaments, whereas the socialist  countries have on many occasions

expressed their readineee to solve it at the negotiating table.

A real way of achieving substantial reductions in armed forces and

conventional arms in Europe has been opened  up by the Budapest initiative of the

State6  eignatories  of the Warsaw Treaty. Aa we know, that initiative envinages

reaching agreement on considerable reductions in armed forces and in nuclear,

tactical and conventional arms, from the Atlantic to the Urals. Unfortunately, the

countries members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization  (NATO) have 80 far

failed to provide an adequate answer to that appeal.

The international community looks forward to an early completion of talks

concerning the drafting of an international convention on the banning of chemical

meane of waging war. For many years, representatives of sOme West-rn  States have

been attempting at sessions of the General Assembly to convince world public

opinion of the alleged superiority of the USI'R  in the field of chemical weapons.

We will leave such allegations to the conscience of those who have made them.

Today"  one fact would seem to be perfectly obvious: work on the convention ie the

touchstone that teats  the validity ot sincere readinees  to do away with that

problem once and for all.
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In that context, the delegation of the Ukrainian SER  regreta that, .in  view Of

t.he  reluctarlce  of some  of the negotiators, the Special Committee on Chemical

Weapons has mieeed  an opportunity to hold an additional eesuion  to complete work on

the convention. An ie known, the Soviet Union has clearly demonstrated itm

readiness to achieve early and practlcsl leaulte in thlu  ruapoct  by invitlng

experts from 45  countries to the military facility at Yhikhany, whece,  for two

days, they obeerved  samples of Soviet chemical weapons and methods for tholr

deetruction.

The Conference ia only one step  away from completing the text of the

convention. We must exert the greatest poeoible effort@ to fi.rd  mutually

acceptable eolutiona  to the outotanding  ieeuea, including the problem of binary

chemical weapons. It is the duty of the tieneral  Aesumbly  to contribute actively to

tne achievement of an agreement that woulu  nerve the vital intaresta of all mankind.

The Ukrainian &legation is  of the opinon that, in view of the extent to which

agreement has been reached between the neqotiatinq States and other countries

conce  c ned , it would be possible for the First Committee to conclude ita

consideration of the queetion of chemical weapons by adopting a mingle resolution

on the basis of connenaus. Such a decieion  would be an important prac;ical  step

towards the creation of a favourable atmoeprrere  conducive to the early

implementation of the mandate which the General Aneembly has entrusted to the

Conference on Disarmament.

Trust hae invariably been one of the most important element@  throughout the

hietory  of mankind and on ite scale of values. In a nuclear age, when the very

survival of the world ie  at stake, truet  nno  mutual understandinq  should  be an

essential element of comprehensive security and should  encourage concrete step8

towards disarmament. In view of the Lntegral  llrrk  between trust  and dianrmament
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the  one should not be contracted  with, or opposed to, tire other; rather, we should

act in accordance with  the prlncipler the more trust, the more disarmamentI the

more disarmament, the more trust.

It. is  incumbent upon every State to do ev4 rything in it.s  power to eneur6  that

ideological and politi,al  differences, hostility and ouepicLt3n  should give way to

recognition of the common lot of the human eyeclee and the primacy  of common hu;;.an

V3.Uf3b. The  United Natione  holds broad poseibilitiee  of actively promoting

democratic and humanitarian principles in the conduct of international relations.

We are convinced that the role of the Organizatidn  as a guarantor of security will

continue to increase.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSH  ia confident that the decisions taken this

session of the General Aesembly  will give further impetus to bold and urgent action

to preserve life on earth and change it for the better. It seems  to us that this

forty-eecond :heaeion  and the forthcoming third special session of the General

Assembly on disarmament could ? ry  a good foundation for  epaurinc;  that th: 1990~

becomu  a decsrde  of building a nuclear-weapon-free, n<,n-violent  and democratic world.

Mr. BIERRING  (‘irenmark)  I I have the honour ana  privilege of addressing

the Committee on behalf of the twelve States members of the European Community. I

ehould  like fi’st  to extend our congratulations to you, Sir, on your election to

the chairmanship of this important Committee and alao to the other members of the

bureau. We trust that under your leadership the Firet  Commit.tee  will conduct its

business efficiently and euccesafully and we can assure  you of tht full support oi

the Twelve.

The work of the Fl ret Committee, to which we attach considerable importance,

cannot be regarded in lsolatioh.  from intf?rnational  development8 in general. Thi:s

has always been so,  but this year w e are meeting in dn  ir.ternational  climate that
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should  inspire and influence our work in an increaeingly  positive manner. A great

deal has happened in East-West relations :tn  recent months. The United State8  ot

America and the Soviet Union are at present enicaged  in an intense dialogue - as

demonetrated by the outcome of the meeting held in Washington in September between

the United States Secretary of State and the Foreign  Minister of the Soviet Union.

Measures of arms control and disarmament are the main focIIn  but the talks also

cover a number of other major issues of interest to East and Welt,  including human

rights and regional conflicts. The Twelve nope that the summit meeting between

President Reagan ,Ind  General Secretary Gorbachev will Lend  to constructive progress

and concretri  results in the comprehensive relationship be ..CPII  the two Powers. In

the view of the Twelve, it is important to L.  aintain  a broad scope for dialogue

since we know from experience that tangible and durable progress in one area ia

difficult to achieve if t’  P situs’-ion  in other areas is not developing in a

eatiofactory manndr. On the other  hand, it is alao obvious that  positivd  results

iu  one area strengthen mutual confjdence  and thus enhance t.le  possibilities of

proqress  in other areas.

The Twelve have closely followed recent developments in East-West relationn

and have noted a number of encouraging steps towards a more stable and cone’;ructive

relationship. The crucial test, however, is the exterrt  to which declarations and

proposals brought forward during &he  negotiations will lead to concrete

agreements. In the context of arms contrc  1, increased confi3e  rce and gres,.>-

openness are fundamental requirements  for real progress towards balanced and

verifiable arms control  and disarmament measures which  will  enhance security using

the lowest possible number of forces.

The  twelve members of the Europq‘an  Community, -onvinced  that peace and

security in Europe  cannot be built by military means alone, attach  particular
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importance to the Conl’erence  on Security and Co-operation in Europe (LXCE)

process. They stress that tangible and Insting  progress in all fields OF  the CS&

process,  including full implementation of the provisions within the human

dimension, is indiswnsable if relations between East and West are to develop in a

CZ  imate  of confidence, an import.ant  cancomltant  of ag~:eements  on diearmament and

arms control.

Increased information and openness are directly related to the question of

confidence and ~onetitute  elements common to arms control and dlsarmament

negot.iations. The ‘Delve  have consistently supported a freer, mure  open flcu of

useful and objective information cn  military matters. The United Nations reporting

system,  whereby Metier  States in  different. qejqraphical  regions and with different

budgeting and accounting system6 can supply information about their military

expenditure-  in a standardized  corm, is a valuable  instrument that contributes to

greater clarity in this area. The ‘twelve  regret that there are still many States

within the United Nations which have declined to  particioate in thie  useful

exercise. For the Twelve,  increased information on military matters is an

important pr0rsquiait.e  foor  achieving agreements on the reduction of armed forces.

Adequate verification is an essential element of arms limitation E.hd

disarmament agreements. Verificat.ion  measures  differ according to the requirement.6

of the agreement in question, but a general and fundamental criterion is to provide

maximllm  incentive for etr ict  compl  Lance.
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Adequate and efPectLve  vPcification :,rovirsione  that  act  a~ a  deterrent to

circumvention JE an agreem62r.t  w i l l  otter  d necessary 4amrdnce  to  the part ies  that

the undertaking8 agreed upon are being str ict ly adhered to. Effective verif ication

arranqemente  can thus contr ibute to  a  qeneral  strenytheniny of  conf idence amony

Staterj  in  the f i e ld  o f  arm8  contro l .

When considering the wide area of arms <*ontrol  and drsarmanent  I must stress

thrlt  fo r  the  Twe lve  a l l  re levant  elements of  the mi l i tary balance - nuclear ,

conventional and chemical forcocl  - are  01 the utmoat imPortcince. Nuclear  arms

reduction remains one of  the higheet  p r  ioritiea  and the unit.ed Statea  o f  America

and the Soviet  Union have a crucial  responsibi l i ty  t-or  acnleving  substantial  anu

balanced reducl:ione  in the tota l  Level  of  nuclear  arsenals . The  Twelve tnere fore

f ind it  very encouraging that in September  the  two mi l i tary  super -Powers  were  able

to reach aqseement in principle  to conclcje  a  treaty on the g lobal  eLi;ainstinn  of

Amer  i-an  and Soviet *and-based  intermedlate-range  nuclear  miesilea  w i th  a  range o f

between 500 and 5,500 kilometres, thereby removing a whole clam  of nuclear

weapon8. Thitl  would  indeed be a major  achievccent. The Twelve hope that this

recent progreae in the American-Soviet dialogue will qive new impetus to the

bi latera l  neqct iat iona on other  United Staten-Soviet  nuclear  mieaile  and space

eyeterns. The Twelve attach yreat importance to reaching agreement on 50 per cent

reductions in the strategic  nuclear  arsenals  of ,  the two super-Powers,  in accordance
R

with their  ear l ier  agreed object ive .

Wh i l e  tlugportinq  and encourag ing  the  two countries in  their  etforts  to

negotiate  agrckementa  on reduct ions  o f  :luclear  arms, the Twelve etxees  the

importance of  str ict  compl iance by al l  part ies  with  exibitrny  arms-control

aqreements, Lncludinq  the bi latera l  United States-Soviet  Anti -Bal l ist ic  Miss i le

Treaty  ot  1972.
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The qur6tion  o f  a  compr8h8ne~v8 tee’:  ban remains on the ayanda  o f  the

Conference on Plsarmsment. The  8etabliehment  of  an ad hoc connittee  on this  iesue

is atill  pending, since agreement on ths  t]uestion  of the comm~ttee’e  mandate has

not yet been reach8d. The  liroup of  Se ismic  Bxyerts  in considering the various

technical  problems  concerning vsrification, including the work on seismic data

Oxchange,  and th8 Twe lve  a re  look ing  rorward  to  the  tiroup’s  continuinq  i ts  usefu l

vork.

The Twelve have taken note of the recent United States-Soviet agreement 10

iuitiata  bilateral stage-by-stage nsgotiatione  an  ver i f icat ion meaeuree ,  which wi l l

maka  i t  poeeible  to  rat i fy  the United Staten-USSR 1974  Thre:thold  Test -Ban Treaty

and th8 1976 Peacefu l  Nuclsar  Explosions Treaty,  and on further intermediate

l imitat ions lr #ding to  the u l t imate  ob ject ive  of  the  complete  cessat ion of  nuclear

te8ting.

The First Committee’ . agenda containa,  as in previous yeare,  proponals

concernig nuclear-weapon-free zones in certain part8  of the world. Thf creat ion  o f

such zones could contr ibute to  etab’1it.y  ln  the areas concerned,  to

non-prolif8ration  and to the disarmament process in general ,  provided that the

States conc8rnad  are  prepared to  part ic ipate  on the basis  of  agreements  f ree ly

8llt8Ced  into  and in  keepiny with internat ional ly  recognized  principles.

The Twelve attach the utmost importance to an effective international

non-prolifsration  r&gime. Efforts  should be made to incrsase  support  o f  the

non-pro l i f e ra t ion  regime  within  the  internat iona l  c  mununity.

The  Twelve see an urgant  need to  achieve concrete  results  in  the f ie ld  of

conventional arms limitation and disarmament. Conventlonnl  disarmament is an

integral  and essential  part  of  the overal l  disarmament process for  several  reasons.
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It ie convent ional  weapons that, uince  the creation of the United Nations and

before, havw  Oeen  the cause  of many millions:  of lotlt lives and untold suffering in

difeerent parts  of the world. Furthermore, expenditure on  conventional armaments

and force8  accounts for the overwhelming part of all military budgeter  in the uorLdr

is a serious  economic atrain on a large number of countries, and is often an

obetacle  to social and economic development. The ~rocees OL conventional

disarmament is therefore eeeential for all States in the world and should be

pursued on the global and regional levels. The aim of this process should be to

eeek effective and verifiable  arme-control agreements, which should lead to

increased eecurity  at thti  lowest poosible  level of forcee.

For Europe, the need for conventional diaarmament derives from the fact that

our continent has the largest concentration of arms and forces in the world. It ie

very important to achieve a reduction in the levels of conventional forces together

with the elimination of imbalances that threaten stability and security. There i

also a need to build upon and expand the confidence- and security-building meaeuree

adopted at last year’s Stockholm Conference, which made a major contribution Lo

improving aecucity and co-operation in Europe. The Twelve hope to W W I further

progrese  in thie field as a result of the Vienna Follow-up Meeting of the

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE:E). The Twelve underline

their strong interest in the diacueeione  in this connection on further steps to

promote stability through the establishment in Europe of a stable and secure

bulance  of conventional forces at a lower  level.

The Twelve also support efforts in other parts of the world to increase

confidence and security, thereby contributing to progress towards conventional

disarmdment  agrea-mente  at a regional level.
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The United Nations Disarmament Ccmmieeion  had a substantive consideration of

the question of conventional disarmament at ite 19P7  suesion. The Twelve

participated actively in the deliberations on this item in the working group

chaired by u member of the ‘Twel’?e. We Sook  forward to the further consideration  of

this issue by the Commission at its next eubetantive session in 1988 on the basis

of the report from the working group and nope that concrete results will then oe

achieved.

Negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective

prohibition of the development , production and stockpiling  of chemical weapons and

on their destruction are a prrority task for the Conference on Disarmament. The

Twelve reaffirm their  commitment to the total elimination of chemical weapons, and

members of the Twelve have contributed substantially to the work of the Conference

on Disarmament on this subject. Important progress has been made on certain parts

of the text of a draft conventkon.
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Solutiona to 6ome  aeneitive  political and complicated technical problems are,

however, still  outstanding. One of the crucial elements ie  veriticatian, where rt

is necefieary  to eetablish a etringent  r&gime  providing for on-site inepectioh  on

challenge when circumstances  so  require , and to secure adequate verification  of

non-production of chemical weapon8  in the chemical industry. The Twelve welcome

the progrese  made in the Conference on Disarmament this year. We hope that further

constructive atepa  will make it poeebble  to move closer towards  an early agreement

on a comprehensive, world-wide and effectively verifiable treaty em,lracing  the

total destruction  of existing stockpiles of chemical weapons within an agreed

time-frame.

The urgent need for a qlobal  ban on chemical weapons  nas been demonstrated  by

the use of these weapons in the conflict between Iraq and Iran. The  Twelve are

deeply .:onc  rr.cd  at tne unanimous conclueione reached by experts aent to the region

by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, which were contained in the

statement of the President  of the Security Council, of 14 May 1~7. The experts’

report makes clear that the provisions of the 1925  Geneva Protocol have been

violated repeatedly, despite presalng  appeals from the Security Council and the

Secretary-General of the United Nations. The use  of theee weapons against  the

civilian population repreeents  an alarminq  escalation. As the Foreign Ministers

etated  in their declaration of 25 May, the Twelve strongly  condemn tlreee  flagrant

breaches and urgently appeal for an immediate end to the use of chemical weapona  in

the conflict involving these two countries.

Solving the problems relating to the preveutlon  of an arms  race in  outer space

has for year8  been considered a matter of urgency by the Twelve. The bilateral

talker  in Geneva between the United  States of America  and the Soviet Union on this

subject are being followed with close attention by the Twelve, and we hope that, in
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accordance with their declared commitment to prevert  an arms race in space, the

parties will  continue and intensify their search EOC agreements in this atea. The

Twelve also hope that the Ad Hoc Ccmmittee  on Outer Space  established oy the- -

Conference on Disarmament wi.11  be able to make  progress in its connidecationa  of

the rubject, including the exnmination  of the multilateral aepects  of the

quest ion. The work of the Committee muet be carried out on a realistic basis and

must complement the results of the bilateral talks in Geneva.

The role of the United Nations in regard to disarmament is dn  important

subject, which has for some years been under consideration in this Committee as

well as in the Disarmament Commission. The Twelve have maintaineu  a keen and

active interest in the question since we are convinced that, in accordance with the

purpoaer  and  principles set forth in the Charter, the United Nations must play a

central role  in the quest for disarmament. The General Assembly and in particular

the First Committee are useful forums, in which all States of the world, incluaing

those that are not members of the specific negotiating bodies, can participate in

the deliberations of disarmament issues.

It is, however, important for us to make efforts to improve the efliciency  of

the work of this Committee. Because of the proliferation d)f resolutions the

work-load of the Committee has increased and is now close to such a limit that

serious and careful consideration of the many resolutions may no longer be

possible. A continuation of this development could undermine the credibility of

tne Committee. In the view of the Twelve it is the extent of meaningful consensus

that is important and not the number ot resolutions submitted and voted upon. The

budgetary problems of the United Nations further underline the need for organizing

our work in a more efficient way.
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The subject was cc d18idered  by the Disarmament Commioeion  at its 8e88ion this

year and a number of constructive proposals for improving Me work of the

organisation of the work of this Committee were discussed, but no agreement was

reached. We hope that at its session next year the Disarmament Commission will

ruaceed  in agreeing upon specific recommendations to be submitted to the General

A88ombly. The role of the United Nations in the field of di8srmament  will aleo  be

an important subject at the third special session of the G8n8ral  A88embly  d8voted

to dlearmament.

In this respect the continuing reyuirement of a single multilateral

di8armament  negotiating forum, 3s provided by the Conference on Di88ta\sasntr taking

d8ci8ions  on the,  basis of consensus, is evident. The re8olution  on the report of

th8 Conference on Disarmament should likewise reflect the fund8mental  is&MXtanCe  Of

coneensue as the rule for decision-making in the Conference on Oi8armament.

The  decision by the General Assembly in its  resolution dl./dO  G to convene a

third special session devoted to disarmament was welcomed by the Twelve,  and they

have participated actively in the work of the Preparatory Canmaltt8e. In the View

of the Twelve, the third special session should reaffirm and build upon the final

document of <he first  special session devoted to Disarmament and at the 88me time

be forward-looking; the discussions and considerations should be ba8ed  on a

re8li8tic  and practical agenda concentrated upon a number of carefully 8elected

items. The overall objective should be to secure a final document that can be

adopted by consensus. The Twelve will contribute in a positive and constructive

manner to euch  a successful outcome of the special sension.

The International Conference on the Relationship between Di8srmament and

Development was a significant event in 'he United  Nations. The 'welve welcom its

adoption by consensus of a final document.
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In our view  one of the achievement8 of this Conference i8 the reaffirmatton  of

the orucial  importance of the question  of security in any detailed analysis of tha

ralationahip between disarmament and development: 8eaurity  understood a8 a broader

aonaopt  l ncompa88ing roaial, humanitarian, l rrvlronmental, developmental and

military arpect8.

In the deliberations during the Conference , the Twelve dedicated themaelvea  to

the achieveaent  of a result acceptable to all. Ihe Final Document con8tituta8  a

delicate balance of different intere8t8  and viewpoints, ana  in thin way reflect8

the deliberation8 of the Conference on the relationship between dimarmament  and

development.

The twelve members of the European Community believe that the process of arms

wntrol and di8armament  should  apply in all field8 and we attach  thd utmo8t

importance to the ongoing negotiation8 at the bilateral, regional and ru1tilateral

level, which 8hould  remult  in balanced and verifiable agreement8 on reduced levels

of armaments. Recent development8 eeem  to have opened up new and hopeful proopecte

in l rw aontrol.

In view of this mituation,  let u8  all get a fresh outlook on the work of the

rirat c+ittw. The Twelve conaider  it important that this Committee offer

aonmtructive and stimulating contribution8 to the new cleveloI.nnents  in the field of

disarmament. Aa the influence of the Wmmittee  i8 increa8ad  when we eucceed  in

reaching comsm~n  ground on various di8arraament ia8ue8 , l erioue effort8 should be

ude in order to expand the area of con8en8u8. By doing this we can contribute to

the enhancement of the role of the First Committee and the United Nation@ in the

proaeam  of disarrsament  am enviraged  in the Charter. The Twelva  will work actively

in arder  to achieve  conatructirc  results in the Piret  Committee and we call upon

other  States to join us in the88  l ffortta.
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Mr. TANASIB  (Romania) a Nr.  Chairman, at trio  beginning of our work it uau

agreed that in their l tatoaonta delegations would refrain from  aongratulating  the

ofPicere  of the Committoo. Ho~evec, I aannot lot this opportunity pass without

expressing my delegation’s satisfaction and plaxaure  at seeing  you, a

representative of Zaito, a country with whiah  Waania  uinteina  aocdl&l  rolationa

of fric:ndehip  and co-operation, proaiding  over  the  deliberationa  of  thia

Committee. We should thereforo  like  to extend our hoartfolt  end warmest

congratulations to you on your rlaation. Tim unaninoua  support  you aommand  is in

itself  so eloquant  that there is no noed for furthor  ptaiam  of your poraonal ,,

merite. Wa  are convinced that yaw  aanpatunae  and dynuirr  will enable US to work

in circumatancoe  that appaar to h ideal. No l hould also like  to ccmgratulato  the

other members of the  bureau and to aaaura you all of our ao-oporation  in thr c0uf8m

of the Committee's work.

In my etatement today I 40 not intend to dwell on all the dirarmaumt iaauaa

on the Committee's aganda. My Uelegetion  wi l l  heve  that opportunity later on in

our general debate. I do wish at this l tagr to fouua  the  Couittoe'a  attention on

a single subject which, in our opinion, ia of crucial importmae  for the roaulta  o!

the work of the Committee  this ye&r and for tha future  dirrrnxmant  pKoCeau. I am

referring to the  elimination of intermediate  and aborter-range nuclear miaailea ln.

Europe and in other parts of the world. ln thu Last  Sow  yoara  my delegation haa

constantly brought to the attantion  of th*  Genorel  Assembly the critical situation

of armaments in Europe.

The nerve centre of tha tonsion  - the militery  aompetition,  primarily nuclear,

and the danger of the outbreak of a new world uet  - *au,  and rtill  is,  undoubtedly

ill  Europe. It is  there that the moat raaoivo  concentration  of weepona,  nuclear and
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conventlor:aI,  continues to exlnta  it. io  thero that the two military bloc8 which

came into being, an everyone knows, during 4 cold-war period, etand  face to face,

giving  rise to d;rt,uat  and confrontationr  and it im there in particular that the

horizon has been aeiiously darkened by the deployment of new nuc1.es.r  missiles,

which  has a dangerous denLabilizing  effect cn the military balance.

Tht,  keen concern  that the deyloymsnt  of new  nuclear missile8  and the military

situation in Europe in generrl have generated evrrywhure ham been expressed by Irany

Heads of State or tiovernmer?tM  by politir.al  eL.ateemen  or parliamentarians, and by

many prominent political f iguree, by mase  mudia  of every persuasion. They have

asked for  the cessation of the deployment of such missiles and for an acceptable

solution ir;  conformity with the security Lrrteteete  of all peoplea,  both in Europu

~.nd  in other  parts of the world. Homanis  han  not failed to pronounce Ituelf  i#d

favour of such a solution and has done its utmoet to encourage and preserve, when

t.he  need acoac,  the pUKRUih  af dialogue a.ul  negotiations.

The Pceoidant  of Romania, OUK national Parliament and other political and

pubJ.ic  organizations  representiny a broad epoctrum of social  life hnve persistently

urged both negotiating parties - the Union of Soviet Socialiut.  Republics and the

United StaLee  of America - to reach an agreement as aa4n  as possible  on nuclear

weapon3  in Europe,  leading to the haltLq  of the deployment of new nuclear mieailea

on the continent and &o the*r  total elimination aa  a atap  to a nuclear-free Europe,

on the basis of a new -=lance of forces at a lower level of conventional armaments.

RomanlL?  hae als P called upon all European States and, first of all, the 9tcltes

of tha  two nilltary  bloca  - the North Atlantic Treaty Organbzation (NA10)  and the

States parties tc the Warmaw  Treaty - to asnume  greater reaponsjbillty  and to

Ln<eneify  their efforto  to encourage the achievement of an agsecmelit  on the

elinlnation  cf nIxlear  missiles in Europe  and to bar the rlnnselueo  race towards a

nuclear catastrophe.
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Ln the aftermath of the eummit  meeting at Heykjavik  lmt  year, which opened a

potent.ally new and  hopeful stage in the disarmament  neyotiationa, Homania,  rqain

UP- Lne  Soviet Union and the United .,tatee  to take advantage of their practically

identical views on intermedi  rtora rge  missi  lee in Europe and to conclude an

agreement on thir matter independently of other isnuev  in  their negotirltione  in

Geneva.

Faithful co the firm poeition  of Romania, f te Preeident  Nicolae Ceauseec:!-

propoued that the General Assembly, at thf session, launch an appeal to the Soviet

Union and to the United Statee  -- coneidsrinq  that their pooitions  ace very clone -

to conclude without delay, thilr  year, a treaty on the  elimination of all redium-

and shorter-range nuclear missiles from Europe and elsewhere. States hnvinq

nuclear wnapone  on their territory were tailed  upon to ranounce  much  w8sgon~  and to

refrain  fram  raising any kind of obstacles to the achievement ot the treaty.

Furthermore, all countries in Europe and elsewhere in the world ware urged to act

resolutely to achieve such  a treaty this ye&r. It now aeema  that reason Ima

prsva i led.

In Washington last  September, the Minister for Foreign Affair*  oi  the Soviet

Union and thm Secretary of State of the United  Staiea rnnouncad  in Y joint

etstement that their intennive  negotiatione  on tiu,  question ot intermediate-range

and shorter-range minsilea  hao  resulted in agraement In principle to conclude a

troaty. They alno  rtated that the Geneva  deluyations  rrf  both sides had been

instructed to work intensively to reeolvIt  the remaini*,g  techilical issues  and

promptl;r  to complete a dt’ait.  treaty text.
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Like all countrio  8nd people8  of the norld,  Rcn8ni8  welconed  tni8

announcement as a major devolopaent  u8hering  In new pro8pect8  for  better  Soviet and

Amernoan  relation8 with reg8rd  to di88ruwnt  and 8 more 8t8bln  and  peaceful world.

Noferring  to thim p8rticul8rly  good new8, the Pro8ident  of ay  country recently

expres8ed  the a& 7t doeiro  of the l ntiro Rommnirric  people  to 8801

“the treaty coltcludea  a8  noon a8  po88ibl8, thareby repro88nting  a genuine

starting-point toward now undart8king8  on behalf of the  l liminatlon of all

nuclear weapona  and of conventional  disarma*wnt , a8 ~011  80  on behall of

achieving a new  ora of co-operation  built  upon th+  dorwratic  principles

between all State8 of the world'.

Indeed, we have roached  a moatant  of hiotorical  8igniYioance. 70’  t h e  I irut

time in himtory  it app88r8  po88iblo  to get 8n  agroolcnt  on the  oliminqtion  of two

closaeL  of nuclear woapms. Certainly, there  will  be many mora  nuclear weapons

left than those which would be l liainated, but ue  l u8t begin and thi8  agreement is

a start.

T.he historical significance of thim  now  trend  lead8  ue  to balleve  that. the

General Assembly, ropreoenting  the  international o-unity  as a whole, should take

a definite stand and 8peek  out in f8vour  of the urgent conclu8Lon  ot the treaty.

Glrch  a stand is all the  more  p8ctinont  and indood  nwmmary  8inco  there  are etill

some  who expre8a roluctanca  and ind8cilivones8. It i8 at loa8t  dA8quietiny  to note

that while therr  has been a vary  broad roapon8e  in avour  of the agreement in

principle between  the Union tic  biovlat  Sociali8t  Ropublrcri  and the  Uniksd  SLatan  ot

Arrorica  and the  announcemnt  concorning their further inportant  intention,  there

are still  aome  politician8 in W J W B countrioa  who are  in Y-qour  of the l levelopma-nC

of nuclear  weapons.
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What is csaential now far  un  all, for those interested in eafeguarding  peace

and the future of the preae1.t  civilisation, is not ta lose  this mmentum,  not to

let this  promising chance slip away.

W U Should do our beet to bar a new aacalatlon of the arms race, to yrovont  the

danger of a nuclear conflagration and to ensure  a l teac’y couL’ae  oC  action towarda

disarmament, trust amonq  natIona,  peace and stability in the world.

That ia the reason  underlying my delegation’8 decimion  to propose to the

Committee the adoption of a draft resolution, the main purpose of which im to

encourage the procea8  of negotiation and, an  8oon  a8 poraiblo,  to tlJKn the

agreement in principle between the Union of soviet  Socialist Republics and t.he

United State6  of Americ.  into a full-fledged treaty.

The draft resolution (AJC.l.,‘42/~.1) , which im  attached to the at.atemnt  ]u8t

distrib.*+ed  und  which I have  the pleasure  of introducing, notoo  the joint statoaent

released by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics in Washinyton  last Septembart  expresee8  satisfaction at the agreement in

principle betw*?err  the two countries to conclude a treaty on the elimination  of

intermediate-range and 8horter-rarye  n~issilum  in Europe and all over the world, aa

well aa at their agreement to intensify their efforts to achieve a 50 per cant

reduction in strategic offensive arms within the ftamework of the nuclsrr  and space

talke  at Geneva.

After declaring ite conviction that the elimination of the intermediatcrranqe

and shorter-range missiles would be of crucial Importance for the betterment of the

internattanal tiolitical  climate and would create condition  conducive to future

di8armament  ayreements, the Generai  Assembly would appeal to the Government of tl  m

Union of Sovi~:.  SociaLisI.  Wepdblice  and to  the tiovernment  of the United Statea  of

I America t.o epare no eCPort  in concluding , at the earliest date, durAng  1987,  ihe
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treaty on the elimiaation  of  these ‘wealrons. ‘l?w tit?nc-r.rL Assembly would aleo call

upon all  European States as w e l l  as a l l  interested State&r to do their utmost  to

6rai6t  the proceae of negotLation  and its succeasCu1  conclusion. I t  wou ld  ca l l

upon all Statea  to undertake concrete measures to halt the arms race and to proceed

to dCearmamentr  and first  ol’  a l l  to  nuclear  disarmament, and to contribute to the

re laxat ion of international tension and the resumption cl]E  the pol icy  ( 1 detente, to

t  $0  strengthening oL  fnternational  co-operation and respect  for  the  nat ional

indeprrndenca  of  611  peoples.

* Given the urgency and the seriousness of  the nratt.er  w i t h  w ich  the draft

reao lut ion  deala,  w e  Cool that  i t  i s  ent ire ly  just i f iab le  to  ask f o r  i t s

consideration  and adoption ae  a  matter ~,t  pr ior ity at  the ear l iest  possible  stage

of the Coanittee’e  w o r k .

Ae can easily be seen, the draft  reeolutlon  borrows  extenuively f rom the joint

l tatement raleraed  by the United States and the Soviet. Union  last Sep ember, and

contain8  uncontrovers ia l  provis ions  which invite  conuensus.

In  our  opinion,  the -,aoption  of this propootrnl  would prove to be the common

denominator in  our capacity fo r  act ion  at  this  crucia l  t imer  i t  would  a lso

demonstrate out  determination ae Member  Statcrs to  make  i t  kuseible  to r  the ilnited

N6tior.s  to prove equal to  the tasks  with  which  it  has beun untrueted In the

maintenance of international peace and eecurity.

I t  is  grat i fy ing to  note that the qeneral  debate just  concluded in thu  p lenary

meetings of  the Canecal  Aeaembly  emphnvlzed the kean ir.tereet  oC  the entire

international  community in the succeLts  o f  the current Soviet-American negotiat ions.

However important the role OY  tho nuclear-weapon St tos - ar?d  they do have

pr  h4rlary  reaponelbi  J it) f o r  nuclear  cl  iB&rmnmc?nt  - IL III  t h e  United  NationI.  t h a t  hau
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been entrusted with the ult imate task of halt ing and reversing the arms race and

achieving diearmament. In fulf i l l ing its  central  role in the sphere of

disarmament, the United Nations ,  rind especial ly  the General  Assembly as the mOSt

democratic forum, should not wait  for results to be registered in the disarmament

process,  but should encourage, stimulate, init iate and,  when necessary,  urge

genuine negotiations and practical  measures.

It  is  our conviction that in the present  complex and diff icult  international

si tuation,  i t  i s  necessary  more than ever before to act with the highest  sense of

responsibil i ty and to do nothing that might compromise the chance that peace has

been given. It is  high  t ime to show polit ical  wisdom and the genuine wil l  to

co-operate, to intensify conet:uctive  efforts and actions for the sake  of the

general causl  of world peace and security.

We consider that the appeal by the General Assembly, which the Romanian

deleyation has the honour to propose on an issue of extreme importance and

urgency - the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range nuclear

miss i les  - would constitu-e  such ‘1 constructive action at  the present t ime.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : Before adjourning this

meeting 1 witin  once again Lo remind members of the Committee who wish t.o take part

in  tlur general debate on all  agenda items related to disarmament that the speaker’8

List  wi l l  be closed thi.s  evening dt  6 p.m. sharp. 1 urge delegations who have not

yet inscribed  their names to speak to do so before this afternoon’8  doadl ine.

The  meet.iny r o s e  a t  12,20  p . m .


