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The meeting was called to order at 10.15 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 10 69 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT I'N'EMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French){ The tirst speaker is the
representative of France, current president of the Conference on Disarmament, who
will introduce the report of the Conference.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) : | should like tirst of
all, on behalf of my country and as the current President of the Conference on
L'isarmament, to congratulate you, Sir, most warmly O your election as Chairman of
the First Committee. In selecting you, the Committee has placed at 1ts helm 4 man
of vast nxperienCe who, in his own country, in many diplomatic posts in Europe,
Africa and Asia, and in the main forums of multilateral diplomacy, has always been
valued for his outstanding dynamism. We are convinced that, thanks to vyour talents
and your great vigour, the First Committee will succeed in fulfilling the role
assigned to it on the eve of the important forthcoming third special session of the
General Assembly devoted t¢ disarmament. 1 would assure you that my gountry's
delegation will give you its utmost co-operation, in keeping with the keen
friendship that exists between France and Zaire.

I am speaking today in my capacity as Acting Chairman of the Conference on
Dicarmament to introduce the Conference’'s report on its L1987 session. The report
is contained in document CD/787, which has been issued as a supplement to the
Official Records cf the Gineral Assembly (A/42/247). | trust that the report will
be @r use tu members of the First Committee during this session and that it will
provide all delegations with whatever useful elements they may need.

The 1987 session ot the Conference was held on the basis of an agenda and

programmes Of wotk covering both parts of the annual session, from February to
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April and from Junf to August. Wat agenda and those programmes of work are set
forth in paragraphs 7 and 9 of the report. In } following paragraphs the report
contains a summary of the deliberation8 concerning the participation of 8tates not
members of the Conferencs, tha expansion of the membership of the Conference,
proposals for the improved and @ ffoctive functioning of the Conterence, and

measures relating to the financial situation of the United Nationa.
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Sect'!on IlIl of the report, which runs from paragraph 26 to the end, describes
the substantive work of the Conference during its 1987 session. | would note that
for each of the substan tive agenda i terns the report summar izes 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
fts agenda, which concern nuclear weapons. In par ticular it considered ideas and
proposals for the adopt ion of appropriate arrangements for dealing with those items.

With respect to item 2 of { ts agenda, “Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament”, the Conference decided that informal meetings should be held
during its 1987 session on the substance of the item, and that the discussions at
those 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 and 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 items: “Chemical weapons®y
"Prevention of an arms race in outer space"; “Effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons”; “Radiological weapons” yand “Comprehensive programme of disarmament”.

| wish to stress the considerable progreee made in the negotiations held at
the Conference on a complete prohibition of chemical weapons. The informal
consultations 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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resumes its work at next year's session. Appendices | and IL to the Ad Hoc
Committee’s report, which come after paragraph 79 of the report ot the Conference
to the General Assembly, describe the current state of negotiations on a draft
convention, as well as other results of the work of the Ad. Hoc Committee.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee established by the Conference on agenda
item 5, O Prevention of an arms race in outer space”, 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*ing an grms race in outer space, and readiness to contribute to
that common objectivg} It was recommended that the Conference should re~establish
the Ad Hoc Committee with an adequate mandate at the beginning of the 1988 sassion,
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, "Effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons”, is contained in paragraph 85 of the Conference’s :eport. In
paragraph 19 of its report, the Ad Hoc Committee recommended that ways and neans
should continue to be explored to overcome the difficulties e .:ountered in itg work
in carrying out negotiations on that item. Accordingly, it was generally agreed
that the Ad Hoc Committee should be re-established at the heginning of the 1988
sessgion.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on radiological weapons is to be found in
paragraph 88 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 turther contribution to the clarification and better

understanding of different approaches which continue to exist with regard to the
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important subjects under consideration. The Ad Hoc Committee recommended that the
Conference on Disarmament should re-esi.blish thaz Ad Hoc Committes on Radi ol ogi cal
Wapons at the beginning of it8 1988 session and that the Ad Hoc Conmittee should
draw upon the annexes to it8 report a8 abasis for it8 future work.

Finally, the Confarence adopted the report of the adHoc Committee on the
comprehensive programme of disarmamernt, which the Conrference had submitted to t he
Ceneral Assembly at it8 forty-first session. By =zdopting that repnrt, tne
Conference agreed to the recommendation contained therein that the acHoc Committee
should be re-<8tabli8hed at the outset of its 1988 mession, with a view to
resolving outstanding issues and concluding negoti ation8 on the programme in tine
for it8 submission to the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to
disarmament.

A8 President of the Conference, | wish to add thatthe generally favourable
political condition8 in which the work of theConferenca tookplace during the 1987
session pernitted ygenuine progress and created a positive climate for consideration
of a nunmber of gubstantive issues, in particular thet of the prohibition of
chem cal weapons. However, there wasa general feeling at the Conference that
there shoul d be an increased effort to make progreas on certain gubstantive issues
which had been under negotiation for & long tine. None the |ees the in-depth
consideration of these outstanding issues was useful: open exchanges of views, a
better under st andi ng of t he positions of all and the nethodical exploration of
vari ous possibilities are indispensible to the wuccessful functioning of the
Conference on Disarmamant, the gola wultilateral negotiating body in thig area.,

In this connection, | wish to placespecial emphasis on the progress nade this
year in clarifying the problem of verification in general. Atthe 1987 seasion,

del egations fruquently stressed the need for effective international verification
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systems to increase trust and ensure respect for disarmament agreements. This
convergence of views on ver {fication is of central importance for future efforts in
this sph-re, not only within the framework of the Conference but also with respect
to other ongoing negotiations.

Finally, I want to express my grati tude to the members of the Conference on
Diearmnment, the Chairmen of the ad hoc commit tees, and the Conference secretariat
for their suppe~ t and co-operation in the ever-difficult task of preparing the
anr.ual report of the Conference on Disarmament to the Gener al Assembly.

I can bear witness to the fact that the annual report of the Conference on
Disarmament, which | have justintroduced, is the outcome of considerable political
work, although that work may not al ways have besn auccessful. | hope it wi.l
provide the First Committee with useful elenenta for its own consideration of and
decisions on draft resolutions. These in turn will influence the future wo 't of
the Conference. That is the nature of the dialogue and interchange that provide
the pace for thn international community's work in the aphere of diaarmamentr we
bring from Geneva the result of a lengthy effort , and we hope it will lend new
momentum to our WOrk.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) 3§ | should like at this stage
to welcome participants in the United Nations programme of fellowships in
diaarmament whe are present at today’s meeting. | wish them every aucceas in their

work.
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MrJaROsZEK (Poland) : | take great pleasurx, Sir, in associating the
delegation of the Polish People’s Republic with the congratulations and good wishes
already expressed to you on your election to the chairmanship vf the First
Committee, an offlce which, as | recall from my own personal experience, is as
prestigious is it is demanding. The Polish delegation is 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 Movement of Non-Aligned
Countriesa, with its dedication to the cause of disarmament and peaceful
co-oper atior among Sta tes, which Poland and other States parties to the War saw
Treaty share. [ wish to assure you that you will always have the unfailinqg 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.

Engaging in constructive co-operation for the sake of the survival of mrnkind
is the ieast the international, community can do, given the odds it faces in the
nuclear and space age. Today, as ever, peace represents the supreme value. If it
is to be successfully upheld and protected , as it must be, nations must co-operate
to rid the globe of nuclear weapons.

It is for that reason that Poland welcomes the tent.ative Soviet-Gait:d States
agreement to conclude a treaty on intermediate-range and ahorter-range nuclear
missiles. The President of the Council of State of the Polish People’s Republic,
Wojclech Jar uzelski, made that clear on 20 September 1987, when he said:

“The accords that have been reached open up a chance for a breakthrough
in years of efforts aimed at the consolidation of the peace and security of
nations. A historic disarmament agreement, tantamount to total liquidation of
two ominous classes of nuclear weapons, has now come within our rcach. The

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

security assured on nw rational foundations.”

The upportunitioes these accord8 open up and the positive international climate they
have already generated 8hould not, and must not, be ignored. Indeed, all members
of tnhe community of nations must take furthsr resolute steps to promote progress in
all fields of disarmament, both nuclear and conventional, with a view to curbing

the arms race and prwenting it8 spread into outer apace, which would have grave
consequences.

It was precisely those consequences that the Polish delegation wanted to
establish beyond 8 r raronable doubt when , at the fortieth session of the General
Rssenbly in 1985, Wojciech Jaruselski put forward a proposal for a study on the
various implication8 of the milltarization of outer apace, to be prepared by
prominent experts of different nationalities, under the auspices of the
Secretary-Gener gl, we look forward to atudying the report when it {8 completed and
circulated.

It will be recalled that the leaders of the geven States parties to the War saw
Treaty addressed the hasic questions Of war and peace in NO uncertain term8 at the
Berlin seasion of the political Consultati{ve Committee last May. To quote from the
final communiqué of that sessioni

“In a nuclear war there can be no winners. For this reason, the 8States

parties to the Warsaw Treaty reaffirmed their belief that the overriding task

lst o prevent war,to banish It permanently from civilization, to preserve
peace an earth, to put an end to the arms race and to move toward8 concrete
measures Of disarmament, primarily in the npuclear field, with the aim of

achiwing complete and general disarmament.” (A/42/313, p. 4)
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The communiqué also reiterated the defensive nature of the military doctrine

of the War saw Treaty:

“based on the need to keep the balance of military forces at ths lowest

possible level as well as the desirability of reducing the military potentials

tc @ utficiont levels as required for defence®. (p. 5)

That concept was examined in detail in a special document of the derlin session
antitled "on the Military Doctrine of the State* Parties to the wWarsas Treaty”.

As  Secretary-Genera' of the Political Consultative Committee of the States
Parties to the War #aw Treaty for the current term | ghould like to recall an offer
addressed to the States members of the Nort) Atlantic Treaty Orgapization (NATO) to
hold consultations among authoritative experts, including military specialists, in
Warsaw or Brussels in order to compare the military doctr ines of the two alliances
and to ensure that are based on . _.ensive principles.

The same idea is contained {n point 3 of Preaident Jaruzelski's plan, which
states that in order for the doctr ires to be reciprocally assessed as being
atrictly defensive,

‘a joint discussion and cowpar ison Of milicary concepts and doctr ines and an

analysis of their nature and f4evelogient trends could prove helpful”.

A/42/413,6 x )

The international community will be awasre, of course, that these are not mere
words and that to support them thetae is on the negotiating table a list of Specific
far-reacihiing initiatives and proposals of fundarntal significance for
Jwarmament, Formulated within the framework of the historic programme presented
by Mikhail 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 Europesj shorter-range
missiles stationed elsevheres tactical nuclear weapons in Europes; and, finally .
strategicarms. There is also the “global double zero® concept, aimed at the total
removal of two claasea of nuclear weapons from the arsenals of the two Powers;
realization of t! is concept now seem8 near. If agreed upon, these measures wuuld
constitute a major turning-po.nt in efforts to avert nuclear tr. edy and free
mankind from its nuclear bondage.

Poland has always sought to make a positive contribution to disarmament and
international gecurity world wide, in close co-operation with its allies and with
the non-aligned and neutral countries as well ag with those Western countries,
especially in Europe, which take a matter-of-fact, practical and realistic #wpzoach
to international efforts in that regard. Indeed, we strongly believe that in this
interdependent world the security of individual States, whether in Burope or
elsewhere, must be seen as 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 to 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, its
underlying philos...- - was well recelived far and wide, as was confirmed by the
Trecty of Tlateloltrr and 4y the idea of the denuclearization of Africa.

For Poland, this philoaophy is still valid, and very much alive. Its basic
soundness has beer v indicated 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 suczcess of their

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

nuclear-free zone,
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The plan for decreaaing armaments and increasing confidence in Central Europe
which wojciech Jarurelaki, President of the Council of State of the Polish People’s
Republic, presented on A Way thia year, 1is in that tradition of concern for, and
dedication to, security in a part of Europe where Worth Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) and Warsaw Treaty poiitico-military qroupingn come into direct,
armed contact. A memorandum Of tho Polish Government setting forth the plan n
detail has 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 s of
Poland, Marian Orzechowski, | should like now to commentbriefly only on those of
its salient points which are of broad, universal relevance.

The plan was conceived as a response to the basic and inalienable shared
responsiblity of all States - 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 territor ial acope of the plan: Belglium,
Czechoslwak 1ia, Denmark, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal Republic of
Germany, Hungary, Luxembourg, the Netharlands and Poland.

Poland has concluded that the quality of political, economic and cul tural
relations in Europe, developed in the wake of the Conference on Secur ity and
Co-operation in Europe (C8CE) and the process which it has set in motion, does not
warrant the high level of military preparedness now obtaining. It should therefore
be possible for the States of the European continent = especially in i ta central
part, to ensure for themselvee an undiminished and equal secur ity at a considerably
lower level of military potential.

Under the plan, that goal i{n Central Europe would be reached throueh a graduai
withdrawal and/or reduction of specified, mutually agreed kinds and quantities of

nuclear and conventional arms. Apart from the stipi'ations on arms reduction,
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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 notaworthy that the polish plan provides for the possibility of
negotiating and {;t:wiucing parallel , stage-by-stage disarmament measures in the
whole of Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urals. In this context, we welcome and
support the latest Soviet proposal relating to the reduction ot the level of
military activity in the northern part of Europe and the adjacent areas.

I should like now to turn to the provision in the plan for joint actions aimed
at. such an evolution of the respective military doctrine8 that they could
reciprocally be assessed as strictly defensive. These doctrines would have *o be
based on 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 negotiations. The agreed measures would have to
respect the principles of the equality of rights and security of all parties,
balance and reciprocity. The Polish initiative is now the subject of intensive
bilateral consultations between the jintecrested States.

The Polish plan, which nas already come to be known 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 Genera)l Assembly at i.
forty-f irst sessjon. It is o intention to pursue that initiative at this
sesslon. To that end, we shall co~operate closely with the non-aligned countries
and with those Western countries 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 principles of equal rights and mutual benefits. We are ready to co-operate
with all States to that end. MAldressing military and political as well a8 economic
and humanitarian spheres willing to encourage and promote co-operation in those
spheres and also in regard to ecology, the propcied system aims « through a
non-confrontational, pragmatic dialoguae between all States, wlthout distinction of
gize o r status, whether military or economic = at creating mater ial, political,
legal, moral and pasychological guarantees of peace and security for all.

The perception of security, 1 ilke mor al and psychological guarantees of peace,
i8 rooted deep in the minds of men. It is almost a decade since, in 1978, the
General Assembly, on the initiative of Poland, adopted the Declaration on the
Preparation Of Societies for Life in Peace. 1 hope that the current, third
periodic review of the implementation of the Declaration will focus On the
significant role which that document has played, especially within the context of
obsecvancee of the International Year of Peace, in foetering pos! tive attitudes in
international relations. May | in thie connection express our appreciation to the
Secretary-General for the attention he gave to the preparation of his reports on
th ig subject .

We are convinced that in future the Declaration will continue to promote the
shaping of peaceful attitudes of eocietioe and that its standing in international
life will be strengthened. Therefore, in our opinion, it is advisable tD consaider
the need to upgrade the international statue of the Declaration.

Poland has been actively involved in all multilateral disarmament negotiating
forums: the Vienna talks on the reduction of armed forces and armament8 in Europe,
the CSCE, in Stockholm, nw meeting in Vienna and, for over a quarter of a century

now, the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. We attach major gigniflcance to all
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of them, if only because their positive feedback adds momentum to and stimulates
the critically important. bilateral dialogue on nuclear disarmament.

Poland has traditionally taken a very keen interest in accelerat. he pace
of work on the elimination of chemical weapons. Accordingly, 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 bring 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 questions covered by the report of the Conference on
Disarmament for 1987, which has just been introduced by tne President of the
Conference, I find it very disturbing that no significant movement has so far been
recorded in Geneva on the all-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 .rohibition of Nuclear Weapons Tests” (CD/756), which Poland has sponsored
together with seven other socialist States parties to the W tsaw Treaty, will
facilitate productive work in that regard in 1988.

In this connection, let me restate most emphatically the support which Poland
has already expres:: at Geneva for the constructive and imaginative proposals
submitted by the Soviet Union to the Conference on Disarmament on & August.
Specifically, we welcome the suggestion, within the context of a verification
system in a chemical-weapons convention, of adopting the principle of m-ndatory
challenge inspection.

It is with profound satisfaction that we have taken note of the
Shaevardnadze-Shultz agreement reached in Washington to begin, before
1 December 1987, full-scale, stage-by-stage negotiations on the limitation ¢ the
yield and frequency of nuclear-weapon tests, with a view to their total prohibition.

We are confident that the agreements reached and the announced
nuclear-test-ban negotiations will add substantial momentum to the elaboration cf
appropriate draft accords gt the Conference on Disarmament )1n Geneva.

Let me finally stress that the confldencc¢ hich Poland has placed in the
Conference on Disarmament has never ebbed. We Jend our full suppcrt, therefore, to

the suggestions made at Geneva for enhancing both the status and the negotiating
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ability of the Conference on Disarmament. Poland, in concert with its allies, will
spare no effort to make a meaningful contribution to the work ot that forum =
indeed, to al.1 the diearmament forums we are engaged in.

My delegation may wish to speak at a later date on other, specific problems on
the Committee’s disarmament agenda.

Mr. ROCHE (Canada) : The Canadian deleyation congratulates you, Sir, on
your election to head this important Committee. We recognize the very impressive
credentials you bring to your post as well as the vital role that Atrica plays in
our deliberations. We shall give you our full support.

The Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Akashi, and the
members of the secretariat may also be arsured of Canada’s full co-operction in
advancing the international cause of disarmament.

We also congratulate the delegation of Costa Rica on the award of the Nobel
Peace Prize to President Arias for his peace plan ior Central America. That is
certainly an inspiration to us all.

The meetings ot the First Committee this year are being held at an auspicious
moment. We are on the eve of a historic agreement between the United States and
the Soviet Union that will eliminate an entire class of nuclear weapons and be the
first accord that actually reduces the number of nuclear weapons in the world.

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 will be an
important advance in the new openness and willingness ©Of both super Powers to reach
balanced and verifiable arms control agreements. Although the agreement will
eliminate only 3 per cent of the world’s nuclear arsenal, its political
significance is enormous, for it will also begin a process of building a better and

more suitable East—West relationship. Builainq this Kelataonehip to enlarge
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understanding and lessen suspicion is @ major task for Governments and peoples
around the world.

There are additional reasons for an optimiatic spirit to pervade the
Committee, for in this year so far we have seen progress in the negotiations for a
chemical weapons treaty; preparations for a new forum to negotiate conventional
force reductiowns in Europej; the successful application of the Stockholm
confidence-building agreement; an improvement in +the risk-reduction operation of
the United States and the Soviet Union; a move by Lhe super-Powers towards
negotiations on nuclear testing, with the yltimat= objective of a complete
cessation of tests; an international consensus on the ¥Final Dccument of the
International Conference on the Relationship betweer Disarmament and Development
that broadens the definition of security; and a dramatic increase in East-West
exchanges and visits.

Though enormous problems and challenges remain, there is a new, cautious
spirit of optimism in international relations. This is particularly noticeable
here at the United Nations, where the despondency over the financial crisis has
given way to an improved outlook that combines vision and 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 world.

The International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmawment ani
Development was an example of this creative thinking. 1n fact, the Confarer-~e was
a landmark, because, for the first time, the 150 participating nations, through
consensus, took a broad approach to security, emphasizing that it consists oi

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

human r ighte and ecological aspects.” (A/CCNF.130/21, para. 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 firms the
over-arching fact of our time, that peace is a multi-agenda process involving
economic and Social development as well as arms control measures, the protection of
human rights and an end to racial discrimination.

Continued action to keep this new momentum rolling will make it possib: to
see more clearly the first rays of dawn after a long night of impasse.

The East-West negotiating atmosphere has an inevitable impact on progress in
other arms control forums. The positive momentum which has developed has already
had importent spin-offs at the multilateral level. For example, waew 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. p{ scusgs 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. Meanwhile, the
provisions of the Stockholm agreement, which came into force on 1 January this
year, have facilitated the observatior of gizeable military exercises in Europe and

resulted in two unprecedented on-site inspections.
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VWhile we all eagerly await news of progrtess in the Geneva tal ks, we shoul d not
lose sight of the inportant contributions that can be made at the naticnal level to
promoting peace and disarmnent.

Wat practical contribution can countries such as Canada make to arms control
and disarmament? First, we urge conpliance wth existing treaties. To deviate
fromfull conpliance is to threaten the basic credibility and viability of arms
control. Canada attaches particular inportance to the maintenance and
strengt heni ng of the nuclear non-proliferation régime. W also believe that the
traditional or restrictive interpretation of tne anti-ballistic missile Treaty
should be naintained. A secoad contribution is through gaining support for
confidence-buil di ng nmeasures, such as openness, transparency and verification, for
these constitute the building biocke of future arms control and disarmnent
agreements. Thirdly, support at the multilateral level strengthens bilateral oK
regional  disarmament  negotiatione. Meaningful arms control agreenents require a
step-by-step process Of negotjation based on, and in association wth,
confi dence- bui | di ng.

Canada remains firmy commtted to playing an active role in the search tor
peace and disarmanment. asthe Conmittee knows, we have devoted considerable
resources to the study of arms control verification. W are convinced that through
our work on this issue we can meke a practical and realistic contribution to the
arme control and disarmanment process. Adequate and effective measures of
verification are the primry mechanism whereby conpliance with arnms control
undertakings is  denonstrated.

If it is to be effective, verification nust be fundamentally a partnership,
like the arms control pgocess itself. It nust actively involve all the parties in

an agreement in a rkgi me whose goal is NMUtual reassurance concerning continuing
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compliance. An effective serification régime is a powerful way of building
confidence. Verification, then, 18 not a luxury or an unusual activity. Rather,

it is a basic and normal process that reflects a legitimate concern about ongoing
compliance vith a commitment. The conduct of verification activities must cane to
be accepted as a neceeeary and normal part of the relatlone between parties to arms
contrel agreements.

Canada was therefore pleased that the ¢oisensus report of the Verification
Working Group at the Disarmament Commission 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 has
advanced the international community’s understanding of how Co apply verification.
For example, the agreement that adequate and effective verification requires the
employment of different techniques, such as national technical means, internat ional
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 c“emical weapons treaty. verification provisions, ot
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 international agenda, and
will introduce a resolution calling for further work on ver:fication at the next
session of the Disarmament Commission.

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

There are also chemical weapons. The confirmed, repeated use of such weapons in
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the Iran-lrag war cannot be too strongly deplored. The known existence and use Of
chewical weapone underline the importance of concluding as soon as poesible a
ccmprehensive ban on these abhorrent weapons. We shou:d note that real progress
has continued during the 1907 aession of the Conference on Disarmament. A treaty
banning chemical wearons will require the moat complex set of verification measures
aver included wn a multilateral arms control agreement. It is therefore important
the th2 negotiators proceed with special care and diligence, making a8 much speed
aB is coneietent with thoroughneas. The Canadian del egation, in close co-operation
with our colleaques from Poland, will put forward a reeolution relating to the
chemical weapons negotiations, for which we shall again be :eking consensus
euppor t.

We shall also again introduce a resolution on the prohibition of the
pr: wtior of fj isionable 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 comprehensive taut-ban treaty
that would end all nuclear explosions by all countries 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 verification, as a atep towards 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
i lsarmament ought t- 'e able to move together on thie critical issue. Meanwhile,
we shali continue to support the Committee on Disarmament's Group of Scientific

Experts in working towards a global seismic monitoring system, using
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Canadlan expertise. we are pleased that Dr. Peter Basham of Cancda has been
selected as co~ordinatox for a major global test as part of the development of an
international ge} smic data exchange.

The attention ot the international community has begun to focus on ths thicd
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Canada remains of
the view that the stakss for that session are 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 negotiations. On the other hand, success would serve to re-establish
confidence in the arms control and disarmament process and would heighten the
importance of Uuited Nations efforts. The Final bocument of the first special
session devoted vo disarmament, adopted by consensus, should remain intact and
unchallenged. We should build upon this document, heeding the lessone learned
since .978. The goal of the third special geggicon devoted to disarmament should be
attainable, the international climate supportive, the preparations extensive.

Canada fully subscribes to the Secretary-General's view, expressed ir. his
annual report, that the third special session devoted to disarmament provides a
valuable opportunity to realize the potential of the United Nations. Moreover, as
the Secretary-General noted, verification

Yis an area in which the United lations can make a significant contribution”

(A/42/1,p. 9)
and Canada expects that the session will advance the practical application of

verification in disarmament agreements.
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Finally, | want to eay a word about how this Committee works. I need not
repeat Canada's commitment to an active and effective multilateral approach to arma
control and disarmament. The United Natione {8 a unique forum a8 a global
sounding-board for #ecur ity concerne. We know it i8 true that the United Naticns
works better when the major Powers are themaelves no-operating, and it is also true
that the machinery here in our hands needs improt . Last year we dealt with
72 draft resolutionsj that number is excessive, especially when many texts compete
with others and only 30 per cent are adopted by consensus. What do they mean to
the average pereon? How can the public comprehend our work?

We feel that unless the First Committee can discipline itself and tighten the
processes it runs the risk of losing credibility and having only a marginal role in
arms-control and disarmament matters. Two thirds of our decisions are taken by
straight majority vote, without regard for the views of a minority whoee support
may be essential for their implementation. That 18 why we put particular emphasis
on the gearch for consensus and on greater efforts at early consultation among all
groups.

Fortunately, a growing number of countries want to streamline the role of the
United Nations in the field of diaarmament and many excellent guggestions have been
n Je throughout the course of the study of the United Nations Disarmament
Commission on this quesation, led by the delegation of Cameroon. Previous chairmen
of the First Committee have been especially act.ve jn rationalizing the Committee’s
work as the centre-piece of United Nations efforts in disarmament. At the first
meeting of the Committee this year Amoassador wachmann, last year's Chairman,
reported the progress made by an informal committee of Friends of the Chair. There
appears to be an emerging convergence of views on certain improvements. These are

chiefly: to start the eubetantive work of the First Committee one week earlier to



BG/Y A/C.Y/42/PV .4
12

(Mr. _Koche, Canada)

glve more time tor consuliat jons and negotiations on draft resolutions with a view
to getting a higher percentage of consensus resolutionsy to combine the general
debate with specific statements to enable the Committee, from the outset, to give
more attention to specific itemsy to advance tpne deadline for the submission of
draft resolutions to give more time for consideration before voting) and to reduce
the number of resolution6 by combining proposals on the same isgsue in order to

att empt to achieve consgsensus.

Canada supports those concrete proposals and encourages you, Mr. Chairman, to
work with the Secretariat to put these reforms into action. We are prepared to
start our work here one week earlier next year.

Earlier, | spoke of the reasons for hope as we contemplate the progress on the
agenda for peace. In this Committee especially we know there aré no rapid remedied
in disarmament; but the long-term strategies and ongoing negotiations are, at last,
making a dent in the arsenals of weapons. We must contribute to the momentum of
this development. The time is ripe to improve Jur own processes and hence the
quality of our work. That challenge should energize us anew.

Mr. MERKULOV (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian) ¢ Allow me to congratulate you, Mr. Chairmar, and the other officers of
the Committee on your election to your important posts. | sincerely wish you every
succegs in your guidance ¢of the proceedings of the First Committee in which we all
repose great hope.

In  today’s interdependent wor 1d, the work of preserving human civilization and
saving it from annihilation in a war in which nuclear and other weapons of mass
destruction would be wused is ¢@f part-icular urgency.

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

mater.al and intellectual resonrces trom the work of economic and social
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development, the elimination of hunger and poverty, the Eight against old and
horrible new d iseases, and improvement of the ecology. All that was convincingly
demonstrated at the recent International Conference on the Relationship 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 this session of the United Nations
General Assembly. our people are worried about how the international situation
will develop: 18 there going to be an increase in tension and confrontation or is
there going to be a strengthening ot peace, a solution ot conflicts and the
expansion of mutually advantageous co-operation?

In this regard, | should like to draw attention to an article by the General
Secretary of the Central committee Of the cCommunist Party of the Soviet Union,

Mr. Mihail Gorbachev, “Reality and safeguards for a safe world”, issued on the
occasion of this gession 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 sSoviet 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 is the Organization
in which such dialogue can be fruitful and should culminate in concrete
recommendations Eok a world organized on the basis Oof new political thinking. we
expreee our readiness, along with other States, to seek paths of peace based on
recognition by the peoples of the world of the community and interdependence Of
their fates, rather than on nuclear furce, selfishness and hostility.

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

be constructed 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
standstill in disarmament talks when there was an urgent need for bold,
ground-breaking approaches to overcome inertia, the Soviet Union on 15 January 1986
Put forward a concrete programme for the creation of a nuclear-free world and a
etage-by-stage elimination of all types of weapons of mass destruction by the end
of this century. Thin was seen by some as a Utopian idea, but the passage of time
has amply proved the validity of the Soviet initiative. On the basis of that
programme it became possible to make a conceptual breakthrough in a whole range of
problems of nuclear disarmament in the Soviet-American summit meeting at Reykjavik.

Today we note with satisfaction that the needs sown in Reykjavik have begun to
sprout encouragingly. The USSR and the United States of America have achieved
agreement in principle 0N the question of eliminating two categories of nuclear
weapons, medium-range and shorter-range missiles. For the first time in the
history of nuclear weapons there is the prospect of the physical reduction of
nuclear arsenals. This is a concrete disarmament measure and strikes a palpable
blow at the doctrines of a limited use of nucl ear weapons and the so-called
controlled escalation of a nuclear conflict. With the conclusion of a treaty 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 inl 2rest in strengthening the foundations of security on tire
European continent is quite understandable: our people, like B8O many others, have
experienced firsthand the most grievous conjequences of the devastating wars in
Europe, in particular the Second World War. Therefore, the Ukrainian SSR welcomes
this important step designed to strengthen peace on the continent and throughout

the world.
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The agreenent on nedium and shorteir-range missiles has yet another
di nensi on. It will provide an impetus to a 50 per cent cut in stategic offensive
weapons, conbined wth strict conpliance with the Treaty on the Linmtation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems. That approach is entirely in line with the goal
set in the joint Soviet-United States statenments of 1985, namely, t¢ prevent an
2rm8 race in space and to halt it on Earth, to Ilimt and reduce nuclear weapons and
to atrengthen strategic stability. As we have seen, the significance oOf
inplementing the principle fornulated at that tine of a 5U per cent cut in the
nuclear arnmanents of the United State5 and the USSR far transcends the framework
of bilateral Sovi et - Aneri can rel ations. The international community 14 entitled to
expect concrete accords on this subject a8 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.

W are firmly convinced that ¢+* o cessation of nuclear tests is an area upon
which the nultilateral efforts of &States should be focused. It is high time a
solution was found to this question.

At the Geneva Conference on Disarmanent the socialist countriegs submitted a
joint document on the basic provisions of a treaty on the conplete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests. The delegation of tle Ukrainian $SR believes
that that docunent provides a solid basis for opening gubgstantive negotiations. It
summarizes nmany years of experience in dealing with this item both within the
United Nations framework and in other foruns, and it takes into account the new
ideas advanced by many States, including those proposed in the statenents by the
lealers of gix countries on four continents.

The draft treaty is a qualitatively new document that is perneated with the

spirit of new political thinkiny. 'This is evidenced, tirst and forenost, by the
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way in which the guesvion of control and verification is dealt with. The Ukrainian
delegation shares the view that effective verification and control are absolute
prerequisites of the effective implementation of true disarmament measures. In the
light of this, the new document provides for large-scale verification measures. In
particular-, there is the matter of announcing the location of test sites, the
participation of international inspectors in monitoring the nron-conduct of
nuclear-weapons tests, and the establishment, to those ends, of an international
body of inspectors. The reality and feasibility of such forms of verification have
been vividly proved by the joint experiment c¢onductad by Soviet and United states
gcientists in Semipalatinek.

At present all statements to the effect that effective control over the
non-conduct of nuclear explosions is impossible are utterly gtoundleea.

Substantial headway hae been made in recent years in improving national seismic
means of verification. Thus, most of the experts who participated in the Moscow
forum of gcientists for ending nuclear tegtg held in July of last year, came to the
conclusion that nuclear explosions with a yield of 20 to 30 tons could be reliably
recorded at distances of up to 2,000 to 3,000 kilometres. A one-kiloton explosion
has been recorded at a distance of 10,000 kilometres. ‘''hig was confirmed by the
seismic recording of a nuclear explosion in Nevada made in the territory of the
Soviet Union and submitted to the participants at the meeting.

The current level of technical achievements, the many years of experience in
negotiating and debating the problem of nuclear-weapons testing and the Soviet
Union's lo-month unilateral moratori: n on nuclear explosions on its territory have
shown that the conclusion of 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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the United States to open full-eccle talks prior to 1 December 1987 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 States
and for a revitalization not only of bilateral but also of multilateral mechanisms
for producing and implementing disarmament measures. In this area, the Unfted
Nations and its bodies have an important role to piay. We view the United Nations
as the most democratic international forum for solving disarma.~nt problems,
including problems of nuclear disarmament, and for promoting the icea of a
nuclear-free  world. We are convinced that the time has come to involve the
Securi‘ ; 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 <t views among all nuclear Powe:.s 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
Council 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 contributiun 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, {t+ must
intensify its efforts. The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR calls upon the
“onference to implement the numerous United Nations 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 as a freeze, by all nuclear-weapon States, of their arsenals.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR is convir: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 legal
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 als> be served by the adoption of
defensive military doctrines by all nuclear Powers and military alliances,
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
régime of non-proliferation of nuclear 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 pr«! 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 this planet. In the present situation it is
important to work for significant reductions in armed forces and conventional arns,
new generations of which now have destructive effects very close to those of
weapons Of pmassannihilation. This applies above all to Europe, where two world
wars have broken out. There are circles that prefer nerely to lament the problem
of convent ional armanments, 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
States signatories ~f the \WWrsaw Treaty. As we know, that initiative envisages
reaching agreement on considerable reductions in arnmed forces and in nuclear,
tactical and conventional arxms, fromthe Atlantic to the Urals. Unfortunately, the
countries nenbers of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO have so far
failed to provide an adequate answer to that appeal.

The international comunity |ooks forward to an early conpletion of talks
concerning the drafting of an international convention on the banning of chenical
nmeane of waging war. For many years, representatives of some West-rn States have
been attenpting at sessions of the General Assenbly to convince world public
opinion of the alleged superiority of the us“rR in the field of chemcal weapons.
Ve will leave such allegations to the conscience of those who have made them
Today, one fact would seemto be perfectly obvious: work on the convention is the

touchstone that tests the validity ot sincere readiness to do away with that

problem once and for all.
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In that context, the delegation of the Ukrainian 8fR reqrets that, in view Of
the reluctance of some of the negotiators, the Special Committee on Chemical
Weapons has missed an opportunity to hold an additional session to complete work on
the convention. Aas {g known, the Soviet Union has clearly demonstrated its
readiness to achieve early and practic~al iesults in this respect by inviting
experts from 45 countries to the military facility at Yhikhany, where, for two
days, they observed samples of Soviet chemical weapons and methods for their
desatruction.

The Conference ig only one step away from completing the text of the
convention. We must exert the greatest poeoible efforts to fi.d mutually
acceptable solutions to the outstanding issues, including the problem of binary
chemical weapons. It is the duty of the General Assembly to contribute actively to
tne achievement of an agreement that woula nerve the vital interests of all mankind.

The Ukrainian &legation ig of the opinon that, in view of the extent to which
agreement has been reached between the neqotiating States and other countries
concerned, it would be possible for the First Committee to conclude its
consideration of the queetion of chemical weapons by adopting a mingle resolution
on the basis of consensus. Such a decision would be an important prac:ical step
towards the creation of a favourable atmospuere 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 elements throughout the
history of mankind and on ite scale of values. In a nuclear age, when the very
survival of the world is at stake, trust anada mutual understanding should be an
essential element of comprehensive security and should encourage concrete step8

towards disarmament. In view of the integral link between trust and disarmament
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the one should not be contrasted with, or opposed to, tire other; rather, we should
act in accordance with the principle: the more trust, the more disarmament; the
more disarmament, the more trust.

It. 18 incumbent upon every State to do ev. rything in its power to engure that
ideological and politi.al differences, hostility and guspicion should give way to
recognition of the common lot of the human species and the primacy of common huaan
va ues. The United Nations holds broad possibilities of actively promoting
democratic and humanitarian principles in the conduct of international relations.
We are convinced that the role of the Organization as a guarantor of security will
continue to increase.

The delegation of the Ukrainian ssrR is confident that the decisions taken this
session of the General Assembly 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 session and the forthcoming third special session of the General
Assembly on disarmament could ! ay a good foundation for erguring that th: 1990s
become a decade of building a nuclear-weapon-free, non-violent and democratic world.

Mr. BIERRING fienmark) t | have the honour ana privilege of addressing
the Committee on behalf of the twelve States members of the European Community. |
should like fi-st to extend our congratulations to you, Sir, on your election to
the chairmanship of this important Committee and also to the other members of the
bureau. We trust that under your leadership the First Committee will conduct ite
business efficiently and euccesafully and we can assure you of tht full support ot
the Twelve.

The work of the Fri ret Committee, to which we attach considerable importance,
cannot be regarded in isolatlioi. from international development8 in general. Thius

has always been so, but this year we are meeting in gn irternational climate that
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should inspire and influence our work in an increasingly positive manner. A great
deal has happened in East-West relations yn recent months. The United States ot
America and the Soviet Union are at present enyaged 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 focus but the talks also
cover a number of other major issues of interest to East and West, including human
rights and regional conflicts. The Twelve nope that the summit meeting between
President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev will le»d to constructive progress
and concrete results in the comprehensive relationship be .c:n the two Powers. In
the view of the Twelve, it is important to + 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' 3 situa“ion in other areas is not developing in a
eatiofactory manrer. On the other hand, it is also obvious tha: positivy results
in one area strengthen mutual confidence and thus enhance tae possibilities of
progress in other areas.

The Twelve have closely followed recent developments in East-West relations
and have noted a number of encouraging steps towards a more stable and cons:ructive
relationship. The crucial test, however, is the extent to which declarations and
proposals brought forward during *he negotiations will lead to concrete
agreements. In the context of arms contr« 1, increased confiie rce and yrea.>:
openness are fundamental requirements for real progress towards balanced and
verifiable arms contiol and disarmament measures whach will enhance security using
the lowest possible number of forces.

'fhe twelve members of the European Community, —onvinced that peace and

security in 2urope cannot be built by military means alone, attach particular
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importance to the Conterence on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)
process. They stress that tangible and lasting progress in all fields of the cscE
proceas, including full implementation of the provisions within the human
dimension, is indispensable if relations between East and West are to develop in a
cl imate of confidence, an important concomltant of ag:eements on diearmament and
arms control.

Increased information and openness are directly related to the question of
confidence and constitute elements common to arms control and dlsarmament
negotiations, The Twelve have consistently supported a freer, more open flow of
useful and objective information on military matters. The United Nations reporting
system, whereby Member States in different. ge)graphical regions and with different
budgeting and accounting system6 can supply information about their military
expenditurva in a standardized form, 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 particinate in this useful
exercise. For the Twelve, increased information on military matters is an
important prerequisite for achieving agreements on the reduction of armed forces.

Adequate verification is an essential element of arms limitation ¢.4
disarmament agreements. Verification measures differ according to the requirement.6
of the agreement in question, but a general and fundamental criterion is to provide

maximur incentive for etr jet compl Lance.
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Adequate and effective verification »rovisions that act as a deterrent to
circumvention >f an agreemenr*t will oiter 4 necessary u4ssurance to the parties that
the undertaking8 agreed upon are being strictly adhered to. Effective verification
arrangements can thus contribute to a general strenytheniny of confidence among
Staters in che field of arms control.

When considering the wide area of arms ~ontrol and disazmmament | must stress
that for the Twelve all relevant elements of the military balance =« nuclear,
conventional and chemical forces = are 01 the utmoat importance. Nuclear arms
reduction remains one of the highest pr jorities and the United States of America
and the Soviet Union have a crucial responsibility tor achieving substantial and
balanced reduct:ionga in the total Level of nuclear arsenals. The Twelve tnerefore
find it very encouraging that jn September the two military super-Powers were able
to reach agseement in principle to conclule a treaty on the global elimination of
Amer izan and Soviet .and-based intermediate-range nuclear missiles with a range of
between 500 and 5,500 kilometres, thereby removing a whole class of nuclear
weapons, This would indeed be a major achievccent. The Twelve hope that this
recent progreae in the American-Soviet dialogue will give new impetus to the
bilateral neqctiationa on other United States-Soviet nuclear missile and space
eystems. The Twelve attach yreat importance to reaching agreement on 50 per cent
reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenals of, the two sauper-Powers, in accordance
with their earlier agreed objective.

While supporting and encouraging the two countries in their efforts to
negotiate agrcements on reductions of auclear arms, the Twelve gtiess the
importance of strict compliance by all parties with existing arms-control

agreements, including the bilateral United States-Soviet Anti-Ballistic Missile

Treaty ot 1972.
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The guestion of a comprehensive tes ban remains on the agenda of the
Conference on pDisarmament. The gstablishment of an ad hoc connittee on this issue
is st{ll pending, since agreement on the yuestion of the commlittee's mandate has
not yet been reached. The Group of Seismic Experts i8 considering the various
technical problems concerning verification, including the work on seismic data
exchange, and the Twelve are looking torward to the Group's continuing its useful
work.

The Twelve have taken note of the recent United States-Soviet agreement 'o
iuitiate bilateral stage-by-stage negotiations an verification meaeuree, which will
make it possible to ratify the United Staten-USSR 1974 Threshold Test-Ban Treaty
and the 1976 Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty, and on further intermediate
limitations l€ sding to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of nuclear
testing.

The First Committee’. agenda contains, as in previous Yyears, proposals
concernig nuclear-weapon-free zones in certain part8 of the world. Thf creation of
such zones could contribute to atcb“lity 1n the areas concerned, to
non-proliferation and to the disarmament process in general, provided that the
States concerned are prepared to participate on the basis of agreements freely
entered into and in keepiny with internationally recognized principles.

The Twelve attach the utmost importance to an effective international
non-proliferation réglme. Efforts should be made to increase support of the
non-proliferation régime within the international c »mmunity.

The Twelve see an urgant need to achieve concrete results in the field of
conventional arms limitation and disarmament. Conventional disarmament is an

integral and essential part of the overall disarmament process for several reasons.
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It is convent ional weapons that, since the creation of the United Nations and
before, have been the cause of nmany millione of 1lost |ives and untold suffering in
different parts of the world. Furthermore, expenditure orn conventional armaments
and forces accounts for the overwhelming part of all military budgets in the world,
is a gerious economic strain on a large number of countries, and is often an
obstacle to social and economic development. The process 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 security at the lowest possible 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 is
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 measures
adopted at last year's Stockholm Conference, which made a major contribution Lo
improving aecucity and co-operation in Europe. The Twelve hope to san further
progress in thie field as a result of the Vienna Follow-up Meeting of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE). The Twelve underline
their strong interest in the discussions in this connection on further steps to
promote stability through the establi shment in Europe of a stable and secure
balance 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

disarmument agrecments at a regional level.
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The United Nations Disarmament Commission had a substantive consideration of
the question of conventional disarmament at ite 1987 gession. The Twelve
participated actively in the deliberations on this item in the working group
chaired by a member ¢f the Twelve. We look 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 ove
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 priority 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 conveontion.
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Solutiona to some senaitive political and complicated technical problems are,
however, still outstanding. One of the crucial elements is veriticatian, where it
iS necessary to epatablish a stringent régime providing for on-site inspectioh on
challenge when circumstances 80 require, and to secure adequate verification of
non-production of chemical weapons in the chemical industry. The Twelve welcome
the progress made in the Conference on Disarmament this year. We hope that further
constructive steps will make it possible to move closer towards an early agreement
on a comprehensive, world-wide and effectively verifiable treaty emiracing the
total destruction of existing stockpiles of chemical weapons within an agreed
time-frame.

The urgent need for a global ban on chemical weapons nas been demonstrated by
the use of these weapons in the conflict between Irag and Iran. The Twelve are
deeply :onc rrned 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 1987. The experts’
report makes clear that the provisions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol have been
violated repeatedly, despite pressing appeals from the Security Council and the
Secretary-General of the United Nations. The use of theee weapons againat the
civilian population represents an alarming escalation. As the Foreign Ministers
stated in their declaration of 25 may, the Twelve strongly condemn tuese flagrant
breaches and urgently appeal for an immediate end to the use of chemical weapons in
the conflict involving these two countries.

Solving the problems relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer gpace
has for years been considered a matter of urgency by the Twelve. The bilateral
talka in Geneva between the Uaited 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, t he
parties wlll continue and intensify their search Eoc agreements in this area. The
Twelve also hope that the Ad Hoc Committee on Outer Space established oy the
Conference on Disarmament will be able to make progress in its considerations of
the subject, including the examination of the multilateral aspects 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 an important
subject, which has for some years been under consideration in this Committee as
well as in the Disarmament Commission. The Twelve have maintainea a keen and
active interest in the question since we are convinced that, in accordance with the
purposea @#nd principles set forth in the Charter, the United Nations must play a
centrat 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, including
those that are not members of the specific negotiating bodies, can participate i n
the deliberations of disarmament issues.

It is, however, important for us to make efforts to improve the efticiency of
the work of this Committee. Because of the proliferation of 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 | onger be
possi bl e. A continuation of this development could undermine the credibility of
tne Comittee. In the view of the Twel ve it is the extent of meaningful consensus
that is important and not the number of resol uti ons 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 asidered by the D sarmanent Commigsion at its session this
year and a number of constructive proposals for inproving *he work of the
organi sation of the workof this Committee were di scussed, butno agreement was
reached. We hope thatat its session next year the D sarnanent Comm ssion will
succeed in agreei ng upon specific recommendations to be submtted to the General
Assembly, The role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament will also be
an inportant subjectat the third special session of the Gensral Assembly devoted
to dlearmament.

In this respect the continuing reyuirement of a single nmultilateral
disarmament negotiating forum, 38 provided by the Conference on Disarmamant, taking
decislons on the basis of consensus, i S evident. The resolution on the report of
t h8 Conference on Disarmament shoul d |ikew se reflect the fundamental importance Cf
coneensue asthe rule for decision-making in the Conference on Disarmament.

The decision by the General Assembly in its resolution 41/60 G to convene a
third speci al session devoted to disarnmanent was wel coned bythe Twelve, and they
have participated actively in the work of the Preparatory Committee. |n the view
of the Twelve, the third special session should reaffirmand build upon thefi nal
docurment of *he first special sessiondevoted to Disarmament and at the same time
be f orwar d- | ooki ng; the di scussions and consi derati ons should be basedon a
realistic and practical agenda concentrated upon a number of carefully selected
items. The overall objective should be to secure a final docunent that can be
adopt ed by consensus. The Twelve will contribute in a positive and constructive
manner to such a successful outcome of the special session.

The International cConference on the Rel ati onship between Disarmament and
Devel opment 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 wview one of the achievenment8 of this Conference {ig the reaffirmat’on of
the ocrucial inportance of the question of security in any detailed analysis of tha
relationship between disarmanent and developnent: security understood a8 a broader
concept e nconpa88ing social, humanitarian, e rrvironmental,  developmental and
mlitary aspects.

In the deliberations during the Conference, the Twelve dedicated themselves to
the achievement of & result acceptable to all. The Final Document constitutes a
delicate bal ance ofdifferent interests and viewpoints, amtin this wayreflect8
the del i beration8 of the Conference on the rel ati onship betweendisarmament and
devel opnent .

The twelve nenbers of the European Community believe that the process of arns
wntrol and disarmament should apply in all field8 and we attach thé utmost
importance to the ongoing negotiation8 at the bilateral, regional and multilateral
level), vwhich should result in balanced and verifiable agreenent8 on reduced |evels
of armaments. Recent devel opnent 8 seem to have opened up new and hopeful prospects
in e O+ aontrol.

In view of this situation, let ugall get afresh outl ook on the work of the
Pirst Committee. The Twel ve ¢onsider it inportant that this Committee offer
aonnmtructive and stimulating contribution8 to the new developments in the field of
di sar manent . As the influence of the Committee is increased when we succeed in
reaching common ground on various disarmament issues, e erioue effort8 should be
made in order to expand the area ofconsensus. By doing this we can contribute to
the enhancenent o¢f the role of the First Conmttee and the United Nation@ in the
process of disarmament am envisaged in the Charter. The Twelva Will work actively
in order to achieve constructive results in therirst Committee and we call upon

otber States to join us in these e ffortta.
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Mr. TANASIE (Romania) + Mr. Chairman, at tne beginning of our work it was
agreed that in their ® tatoaonta del egations would refrain from congratulating the
officers of the Cormittoo. However, I aannot lot this opportunity pass W t hout
expressing my delegation’s satisfaction and pleasure Al seeing you, a
representative of zaire, a country with which Romania maintains gordiul relations
of friendship and co-operation, presiding over the deliberations of thia
Committee. We should therefore like to extend our heartfelt end warmest
congratul ations to you on your «lection. The unanimsous guppurt you command isin
itself soO eloquent that there is no need for further praise of your personal B
merits. We are convinced that your competence and dynamism will enable us to work
i n circumstances t hat appeart O beideal. We ® houldal SO Jike t0 congratulate the
other members of the bureau and to assuce you all of our co-operation in thr course
of the Conmmittee's work.

In ny etatement today Idonotintend{O dwellonall the disacmssent issues
on the Committee's aganda My delegation will have that opportunity later on in
our general debate. | do wish at this ® tagrto focus the Committee's attention on
a single subject which, in our opinion, {s of crucial importancefor the results of
the work of the Committee this year and for tha future disarnament process. | am
referring to the elinination of intermediate and shocter~cange nuclear miaailea im
Europe andin other parts of the world In the last few years ny del egati on has
constantly brought to the attention of the General Assembly the critical situation
of armanments in Europe.

The nerve centre of tha tension~ the military competition, primarily nuclear,
and the danger of the outbreak of a new world war = was, and still is, undoubtedly

in Europe. It is there that the moat massive concentration of weapons, nuclear and
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conventionsl, continues to exist:it. ia thero that the two military blocs which
came into being, as everyone knows, during .e cold-war period, stand face to face,
giving rise to dist.ust and confrontationy and it is there in particular that the
horizon has been sac<iously darkened by the deployment of new nuclesar missiles,
which has a dangerous desriabilizing effect cn the military balance.

The keen concern that the deployment of aew nuclear missiles and the military
situation in Europe in gener il have generated evrrywhure ham been expressed by tany
Heads of State or Government, by political statesmen or parliamentarians, and by
many prominent political f iguree, by mass media of every persuasion. They have
asked for the cessation of the deployment of such missiles and for an acceptable
solution in conformity with the security .nterests of all peoples, both in Europe
~ad in other parts of the world. Romania has not failed to pronounce iteetf iu
favour of such a solution and has done its utmost to encourage and preserve, when
the need arose, the pursuit af dialogue and negotiations.

The President of Romania, ox national Parliament and other political and
public organizations representiny a broad epoctrum of gocial life hnve persistently
urged both negotiating parties = the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United stales of America « to reach an agreement as soun as possihle on nuclear
weapon1 in Europe, leading to the halting of the deployment of new nuclear misciles
on the continent and .o their total elimination as a step to a nuclear-free Europe,
on the basis of a new .alance of forces at a lower level of conventional armaments.

Romanja hae als ) carled upon all European States and, first of all, the Ytates
of the two milltary blocs - the North Atlantic Treaty Organbzation (NA10) and the
States parties te¢ the warsaw Treaty = to sssume greater respoasibility and to

tn~enalfy their eftorts to encourage the achievement of an Jgceement on the
elimination cf auclear missiles in Zurope and to bar the nenseluss race towards a

nuclear catastrophe.
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In the aftermath of the summit meeting at Reyk javik last year, which opened a
potent .ally new and hopeful stage in the disarmument neyotiationa, Romania, ugain
uze .ne Soviet Union and the United .tates to take advantage of their practically
identical views on intermedi rtora i¢e misas lee in Europe and to conclude an
agreement on this matter independently of other issaues in their negotisatione in
Geneva.

Faithful co the firm position of Romania, i ts President Nicolae Ceaugesc:.
propoued that the General Assembly, at thf session, launch an appeal to the Soviet
Union and to the United states -- considering that their poaitions ace very clone =
to conclude without delay, this year, a treaty on the elimination of all medium-
and shorter-range nuclear missiles from Europe and elsewhere. States hnving
nuclear waapons on their territory were called upon t0 rénounce such weapons and to
retrain from 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 guch a treaty this year. It now seems that reason has
prsva { led.

In Washington last September, the Minister for Foreign Affairs ot the Soviet
Union and thm Secretary of State of the United Sta:es ganounced in & joint
etstement that their intensive negotiations on the question ot intermediate-range
and shorter-range misailes hau resulted in agraement In principle to conclude a
troaty. They also ~tated that the Geneva delwgations of both sides had been

instructed to work intensively to resclvs the remaini’g techuical issues and

promptly to complete a avatt treaty text.
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Like al | countries 8nd peoples Of the worid, Romania welcomed this
announcement & & MBj Of development ushering | N new prospecte for better Soviet and
Amer«can relation8 with regard to disarmament and 8 nore gtable and peaceful world.

Raferringt O thisparticularly good news, the President of Ry country recently
expressed t he ard it desire oft he ® ntiro Romanisapeople tO see:

“the treaty cowcludea as NOON as possible, thareby reprasenting a genuine

starting-point toward now undertakings on behalf of the ® liminatlon of all

nuclear weapons and of conventional disarmament , a8 well as on behalt of
achieving a new era of co-uperation bullt upon ths democratic principles
between al | State8 of the world'.

I ndeed, we have reached a moment Of historical signiticance. For the {irst
time in nistory it appears possible to get an agresment on the elimination of two
clasmes of nuclear weapins., Certainly, there will be many wocre nuclear weapons
left than those whichwoul d be ® liainated, but we ® u8t begin and this agreement is
& start,

The historical significance of this new trend leads us to believe that the
General Assembly, representing the international community as a whole, should take
a definite stand and speak out i N favour of the urgent gonclvsion ot the treaty.
Such a stand is all the more pertinent and indeed necessary since there are still
some who express reluctance and indecisiveness. It is at least disqguieting to note
that while there has been a very broad response in avour of the agreement in
principle between the Union «f Hovlet Socialist Republicu and the Unived States ot
Amorica and the announcement concorning their further important intention, there
are etill some politician8 in sowe countrieg who are in f-your of the ® Jjavelopment

of nuclear weapons.
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What iS essential now for us all, for those interested in safeguarding peace
and the future of the present civilisation, is not ta lose this momentum, NOt to
let this promising chance slip away.

We Should do our beet to bar anew escalation of the arms race, to prevent the
danger of a nuclear conflagration and to ensure a ® teac’y course of action towards
disarmament, trust among nations, peace and stability in the world.

That jg the reason underlying my delegation’8s decision to propose to the
Committee the adoption of a draft resolution, the main purpose of which jig to
encourage the process of negotiation and, as soon a8 possible, to turn the
agreement in principle between the union of §oviet Socialist Republics and t.he
United states of America into a full-fledged treaty.

The draft resolution (A/C.1’42/L.1) , which i8 attached to the statement just
distrib-ed «nd which | have the pleasure of introducing, notes the joint statement
released by the United states of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics in Washington last September; expresses satisfaction at the agreement in
principle betwtan the two countries to conclude a treaty on the glimination Of
intermediate-range and shorter~rarye missiles in Europe and all over the world, as
well as at their agreement to intensify their efforts to achieve a 50 per cent
reduction in strategic offensive arms within the ftamework of the nuclear and space
calks at Geneva.

After declaring its conviction that the elimination of the intermediats-ranga
and shorter-range missiles would be of crucial Importance for the betterment of the
internattanal volitical climate and would create condition conducive to future
disarmament agreements, the Generai Assembly would appeal to the Government of ti
Union of Sovie’ Socialist Republics and to the Government of the United States Of

America o epare no effort in concluding , at the earliest date, during 1987, the
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treaty on the elimination of these weapons. The Generxal Assembly would also call
upon all European States as well as all interested Statets to do their utmost to
assist the process of negotiation and its successaful conclusion. It would call
upon all States to undertake concrete measures to halt the arms race and to proceed
to disarmament, and first ol all to nuclear disarmament, and to contribute to the
relaxation of international tension and the resumption of the policy « detente, to
t .@ strengthening of international co-operation and respect for the national
indepandence of all peoples.

* Given the urgency and the seriousness of the matter with w ich the draft
reaolution deals, we feel that it is entirely justifiable to ask for its
consideration and adoption as a matter Ot priority at the earliest possible stage
of the Committee's work.

A8 can easily ke seen, the draft resolution borrows extenuively from the ]Oint
® tatement released by the United States and the Soviet. Union last Sep ember, and
contains uncontroversial provisions which invite consensus.

In our opinion, the -4option of this proposal would prove to be the common
denominator in our capacity for action at this crucial timer it would also
demonstrate Ouf determination ae Member Status to wmake it possible tor the United
Natiors to prove equal to the tasks with which it has been untrueted in the
maintenance of international peace and 8ecurity.

It is gratifying to note that the gyeneral debate Just concluded in the plenary
meetings of the General Aseembly emphasized the kean irnterest of the entire
international community in the guccesy of the current Soviet-American negotiations.

However important the role of tho nuclear-weapon St tes =~ and they do have

pr rwary responsibi i ity f o r nuclear d isarmament « |t s the United Nations that has
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been entrusted with the ultimate task of halting and reversing the arms race and
achieving diearmament. In fulfilling its central role in the sphere of
disarmament, the United Nations, and especially the General Assembly as the most
democratic forum, should not wait for results to be registered in the disarmament
process, but should encourage, stimulate, initiate and, when necessary, urge
genuine negotiations and practical measures.

It is our conviction that in the present complex and difficult international

situation, it is nacessary more than ever before to act with the highest sense of
responsibility and to do nothing that might compromise the chance that peace has
been given. It is high time to show political wisdom and the genuine will to
co-operate, to intensify const:zuctive efforts and actions for the 3ake of the
general caus: 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
missiles = would constituce such 1 constructive action at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : Before adjourning this
meeting 1 wish once again Lo remind members of the Committee who wish t.0 take part
in the general debate on all agenda items related to disarmament that the speaker's
List will be closed this evening ot 6 p.m. sharp. I urge delegations who have not
yet inscribed their names to speak to do so before this afternoon's doadline.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.




