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The meeting was called to order at 3,10 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 10 69 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITiMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) ¢ The first speaker is the
representative of Bulgaria, Ambassador Dimiter Kostov, who, as Chairman of the
Disarmament Commission, will introduce the report of the Commission (A/42/42).

Mr. KOSTOV (Bulgar ia): | should like on behalf of my deleyation, sir, to
extend to you our gincere congratulation8 on your election to the chairmanship of
this Committee. | am fully confident that with your experience and wisdom you will
guide us efficiently through the weeks of challenging work that lie vefore us, My

beot wishes yo also to the other officers of the Committee and members of the
Secretariat who will assist you in carrying out your responsibilities.

In my capacity as current Chairman of the United Nations Disarmament
Commission, | have the honour to introduce the report; of the Commission on its 1987
session (A/42/42). As at previous sessions, the report consists of four chapters
end two annexes rerlectiny the results of the Commission's deliberations on various
disarmament subjects on the agenda ot its substantive session in 1987. In
particular, chapter 1V contains conclusions and recommendations which July reflect
the progress on disarmament issues achieved by the Commission in May 1987.

The 1987 session was organized in accordance with the mandate ot the
Disarmament Commission as set forth in paragraph 118 of the Final Document of the
first special session of: the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and in keeping
with the guidelines set by the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh and
forty-first sessions in resolutions 37/78 H and 41/86 bk respectively. In those

resolutions the Commission was requested to direct its attention at each
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substantive session to specific subjects and to make every effort to achieve
concrete recommendations on such subjects to the General Assembly at it% subsequent
segsion,

After arduous deliberations during its 1987 substantive session, the
Commiseion adopted by consensus the concrete recommendations it has made to the
General Assembly at its forty-second session, as noted in paragraph 38 of the
report. Those recommendations were either adopted by the four working groups and
the contact group, or by the informal consultation groups, which were responsible
for the various substantive item% of the agenda. 3In that connection, it should be
pointed out that during its session the Commission had been reayested to deal with
seven suhstantive items, an unprecedented number. Among them, two were new item%:
the ayestion of conventional disarmament and the ouestion of verification in all
its aspects, both of which were priority subjects in the field of disarmament.

As members may recall, the Commission again encountered difficulties at its
1987 mession, not only in procedural matters but also in bringing about subatantive
results and concluding its work on some agenda items: this has indeed been a part
of the comaission's heritage. The work of the Commission and its results, as
recorded in the report, truly reflect the present state of affairs in international
relations.

On the other hand, | wish to point out that during this year the Commission
was able to reach consensus on texts in a aumber of important areas in the field of
verification and to make substantive progress on that subject. Moreover,
conaiderable progress was made also in connection with the ouestion of the role Of
the United Nations in the field of disarmament, and some consensus texts were
adopted. It should also be noted that some progress was made on the subject of

conventional disarmament, an issue of universal concern.
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Rut reqgrettably the Commission could not conclule its work on the {tem on the
auestion of reduction of nilitary budqets, despite the fact that there was only onr
paragraph loft outstanding. { hope it can be finalixed at the current session of
the General Assembly. On the auest lon of the nuclear capability of South Africa,
the Commission made only ncminal progress this year, U still maintain that success
could have been schieaved hod del egati on6 approached this question with less
inflexibility and with greater reasonableneas. | hope the Commission will he able
to conclude 1it:. work on the subject at {ts next aubstantive gession. The {tem
regarding the arms race and nuclear disarmement i s generally considered to he the
most difficult on the agenda: the Commission was practically required to
formulate, in minjiature, @ comprehensive programme f disarmament. At this
juncture, it night hg advisahle for delegations to concentrate on certain specific

i ssues {n the nuclear field.
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The recently announced agreement in principle betwaen the Sovie* Unicon and t he
United States on t he elimination of intermediate- and short-range nuclear weapons
mght inspire some thought in this onywsoss ¢ O as {0 promote the multilateral
negotiation process on the issue of nuclear diocarmament. Furthernore, it e hould be
pointed out that Guring this session the Commission undertook substantive
consideration of t he question of naval armaments and disarmament, to which @ number
of delegations attached inportance, and achieved some progress.

Many members of the Commission have recently pointed out that tho Commission
should licit tho imber of items ON 1i:s agenda and devote maximum effort to a few
items for which chances of e uccaam are greaterthan on other jtems. It is probably
true that e ne of the questions undor consideration have been kept On che agenda Of
the Commission for t00 many years With no conclusion, sithough it is duly
acknowledged that the absence Of a favourable international situation has
contributed to such an outcome. To e chituo even a modicum Of success on those
® bjecta, it is indispensable that all members of thm Commission devote effort to
them W ith sincerity of purpose and in a spirit of co-operation and e nnation.
Indeed, the imprcvement of the relationship between the two 8 uper-Powers and their
allies, as « urrently demonstrated, Woul d significantly expedite tha prccess.

With respect t0 the organisation of work of the Commicsion in 3987, we note
Wth regret thar the Commission was again not free of procedural ar~ organizational
diff iculties « namely, the question Of the equitable distribution of chairmarships
among ® ubxidiary bodies and the duration of the session. As membe.s Of the
Commission arm aware, t0 spend valuable time On devising ambivalent work formats {0
® atiefy the conflicting interests of various political and egional groups amnte
to a negation «.«. OUl responsibilities. | hope that the experience of this year

will not be repeated im tra future.
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I n this regird, the neces. y pre-session consultations would be extremely
useful, Furthermore, owing to the current financial ecrisia of the united Nation6
the meeting ® ervicem the Commisasion previously enjoyed have been considerably
curtailed, thus poring difficulties for the appropriate arrangement of meetings
with full =ervices for mubmidiary bodies. A concrete recommendation hae been made
in its report to correct this situation.

Nevertheless, it mhould be noted that, deapite the Aifficulties the Commiamion
encountered in organising its programme of work and subsidiary bodies, the
Commission warn able to allocate the limited time available in a balanced manner to
varicum mubmidiary bodies, particularly in light of the difficult times for the

United Nations.

To conclude, I wimh to echo the sentiment expressed by members of the
Commision that, as part of the overall disarmament process, the efforts undertaken
in recent years to ® trengthen the role of the Commissinn und improve its capacity
to deal effectively with the quemtiona within its purview must be puraued, 8o that
the Commission may e erve am effective machinery for the promotion of negotiationn
on urgent and vital disarmament issues, particularly those of nuclear disarmament
and the prevention of nuclear war, which are closely linked to the survival of all
mankind.  The progreme made during this year on gnome agenda items may pave the way
to revitalizing the function assumed by the Commission.

Finally, 1 should not fail to express my gratitude to all delegations for
their understanding and the businesslike manner in which they have conducted the
work of the Commission with a view to fulfilling the task entrusted to it by the
General Assembly. Special tribute mhould be paid to the members of the Bureau of
the Commission = particularly the Rapporteur, Mr. Naehaehibi of Jordan, and the

Chairmen of the various working gronps, the contact group and the consultation
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groups, namely, Ambassador Teja of India, Mr. Tinca of Romania, Mr. Fischer Of
Uruguay, Ambassador Enqo of Cameroon, Ambassador Alatau of indonesia, Ambassador
Mellhin of Denmark and Ambassador Roche of Canada =« for their co-operation and
assistance. On behalf of the Commission, | should also like to express thanks to
the Department for Disarmament Affairs for its invaluable assistance to the
Commission, particularly by the Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs,
Mr. Yaeushi Akashi, and the Secretary of the Disarmament Commission,

Mr. Kuo-chung Lin, as well a8 their colleaquee who serve as secretaries of the
subsidiary bodies of the Commission. Thanks are also due other members of the
Secretariat.

Mr. PHAM NGAC (viet Nam): At the outaet, Sir, | wish to extend to you

our warmest congratulations on your election as Chairman of this important
Committee. I am convinced that with your dedication and diplomatic skills you will
facilitate the success of the work of the First Committee this year.

I ahould also like to extend our felicitations te¢ the other members of the
Bureau and aur sincere gratitude to Ambassador Zachmann of the German Democratic
Republic for his efforts in guiding the work of the First Commjttee during the last
session of the General Assembly.

On the threshold of the third millenium, much has been said about the fateful
optiona for the future = survive together or perish together. The sole rational
joint option is {interaction and co-operation. We atrongly reject the opposite
course, towards confrontation. We are firmly convinced that peace and co-operation
should he securely built on a foundation of disarmament and security for all.

To our dieaatisfaction, a complicated international situation still prevails.
In their continued search for military superiority, some forces are accelerating
the arms race, attempting to spread it to outer space. with the very accelerated

pace of development of military technology, there is less and less time for
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peoples, States and politicians to become aware of the real danger and the limits
of mankind’s possibilities for stopping the elide towazda the nuclear abyss. The
choice for the future must therefore be made boldly and responsibly by all States
together, regardless of their social systems and levels of economic development.

The time has come for us all jointly to make the greatest possible effort to rid
humankind of nuclear weapons as well as other weapons of mass destruction.

The recent important agreement on redium and shorter range missiles achieved
in principle betw:en the Soviet Union and the United States was warmly welcomed by
the whole international community. If the agreement i8 realised, it will be the
first step in the process towards eliminating nuclear weapons since the Second
world War, and the imminent summit between General Secretary Gorbachev of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and President Reagan of the United States will
doubtless bring about other accords more siynificant in the field of strategic
offensive weapons and non-exteneion of the arms race into outer space, as well as
in many other areas which insiatently call out to be included in the agenda Of
international dialogue, thus directly czreating conditions to help avoid a nuclear
crtastrophe and build a world free of nuclear weapons and violence.

In spite of disauieting aspects thst threaten seriously to aggravate the
international situation, the current encouraging trend is gaining strength. This
momentum towards peace and disarmament should be sustsined. Given political will,
disarmament measures can be~uome a reality. while the Soviet Union and the united
States are practically moving towards the ultimate goal of eliminating nuclear
weapons, a decision by other nuclear-weapon Powers to eliminate this kind of weapon

would he an important contribution to the promotion of peace.
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Experience in past decades and current new developments show that in the
nuclear and space age the concept of security through nuclear deterrence is
outdated and that if persisted in could only lead to an all-out conflagration and
the complete extermination of life on earth.

In thie connection we fully rhare the assesament of the Non-Aligned Movement
contained in the Final Document of the eighth eummit Conference, held in Harare
last September, that

“The idea that world peace can be maintained through nuclear deterrence, a

doctrine that 1ies at the root of the continuing escalation in the cuantity

and auality of =uclear weapons and which has, in fact, led to qgreater

insecurity and instability in international relations than ever before, {8 the

most dangerous myth in existence." (A/41/697, p. 24)

New thinking is rejected by conservative forces, There are all manners of
dogmatista and aceptica in the same camp, for it {s not eaey to overcome the
age-old view of the purpose of foreign policy. There is a host of prohblems and
log- jams. But time demands a constructive answer to the auestion, what is to be
done; it demands an alternative to power politics, to nuclear deterrence and to
military doctrines baaed on intimidation.

Our concept of security is based on a comprehe.sive system providing eaqual
security for States in a nuclear-free and secure worlé, without violence in
international relations. We share the view of the Non-Aligned Movement that a
State’s peace and eeurity cannot he ensured through the accumnul ati on of armaments.
As the Harare Appeal on Diaarmament atates:

“In fact, the alternative today is not between war or peac-., hut petween life

and death. This makes the etruqgle for peace and for the prevention of

nuclear war the principal taa’ of our time.” (p. 157)
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The philosophical and moral basis of last Noverer's Delhi Declaration is the
priority of universal human values at a time when the problem of mankind’s survival
has become disturbingly tangible and is dictating the vital need ZIor new thinking
in world politics.

We hold that all States, and above of all nuclear-weapon States, bear a
responsibility to contribute to the common cause of the complete abolition from our
planet of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. The comprehensive
disarmament programme put forward last January by the Generzl Secretary of the
Central Committee oOf the Communist Party of the Soviet Unien, Mikhail Gorbachev,
which provides €cr the phased elimination of nuclear and other types of weapors of
maes destruction by the year 2000, constitutes an important contribution to the
process of radical and comprehensive dissarmament .nd demonstrates new political
thinking and a great sense of responsibility for the destiny of mankind.

The issue of the immsdiate cessation and complete and qeneral prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tescs is of great importance. In this connection the forty-first
session of the General Assembly adopted a number oi resolutions, and the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries have taken a number of bold steps to facilitate
movement along this path, including the USSR's 18-month unilateral moratorium on
all nucleuc¢ explosions. The willingness ct the Soviet Union to restore the
moratorium at any time on a reciprocal basis with the United States keeps the door
open for the immediate cessation of nuclear explosions. At the 1987 summer session
of the Conference on Disarmament the socialist States members of the Conference
submitted a document entitled “Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.” Viet Nam is in favour of the
immediate solution of the problem of a compiete nuclear-test ban and, to that end,
the beginning of full-scale negotiations involving the Soviet Union and the United

States.
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In the struggle to bring about a nuclear-free and non-violent world, such
regional efforts as the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones also have an
inportant role to play. The inplementation of ygye proposals to establish zones
completely free of nuclear weapons depends on the political will and joint decision
of the States concerned in the particular regions. Agreenents on establishing
nucl ear -weapon-free zones nust be in accordance with the generally recognized norns
of international law and nust ensure faithful observance of their truly non-nuclear
status, with suitable verification. The establishment and effectiveness of
nucl ear - weapon-free zones also depends to a large extent on the attitude of other
States, particularly the nuclear Powers, with regard to such zones.

As a consistent advocate of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones,
the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam supports the agreements in force in this field:
nanely, the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Wapons in Latin America = the
Treaty of Tlatelolco = and the South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone-Treaty = the
Rarotonga treaty, and actively pronotes the burgeoning process of transforning
other regions of the globe into nuclear-weapon-free zones. |n this spirit Viet Nam

has reiterated its support for the idea of making South-East Asia a nuclear-free

zone.

The role of the United Nations in disarmanent would pe substantially enhanced
if General Assembly resolutions calling for material steps to turn back the arns
race and establish a noral and political climate in which it is possible to enbark
on genuine noves to linit and reduce mlitary capabilities were actually put into
practice. The Charter requires every State Menber of the United Nations to fulfil
in good faith the obligations assumed by it under the Charter and to give the
United Nations assistance in the maintenance of international peace and security.

Because of the interdependent nature of survival , which has become a reality

of our nuclear space age, all States have a vital interest in ensuring that nuclear
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weapons ate eliminated and that the armo race doer not spread to outer space.
Co-operation among all States, nuclear and non-nuclear, larye and small, has -ow
become a vital necessity and conititutes a guarantee of the successful eolution of
this very important problem. The potential of the United Natiors must be used as
effectively as possible to this ® rrd.

My ststement would be incomplete were | to fail to refer to recent
developments at this session. The deliberation* or the Committee have, as usual,
the benefit of the momentum of the general debate An the Assembly. Thir year, it
has been even more signif icant. The Heads of State or heads of delegation
addressing the Assembly have given the highest priority and devoted an important
part of their rtatementr to the agreements between the USSR and the United States
on medium- and shorter-ranye missiles. Their approval and endorsement can hardly
be conridered merely ®  ymbolicr for the agreementr affect not only peace and
security in Europe but international peace and security as a whole. For this
reason, the agreements have become a common asset, and every nation is in duty
bound to ensure their implementation. In the final communiqué of their meeting
held earlier this month in New York, the countries members of the Non-Aligned
Movement called upon the United States and the USSR to avail themselves of the
present momentum and ta advance towards the achievement of agreements in order te
halt and reverse the nuclear-arms race. In thie spirit we appreciate the
information on the Soviet-United States accords provided in the statement of
12 October by Mr. Petrovsky, the deputy head of the yssR deler ition. We are firmly
convinced that the eucceesful materialization of those agreements and the followirg
accords will be a practical contribution to promoting the establishment of a

nu-lear-free and non-violent world.
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I commit my Adeleqation to the co-operative and resolute search for succesas in
our deliherat fons., You, Mr. Ccha irman, as well as all delegationa, may count on our
flexibility and open-mindedness in the defini{tion of our methods of work and in the
1 anquage to he adnpted. This is a clear indication of my country’s firm support
for the cause of wur)< peace and diaarmament.

MrMANINI_RIOS (Uruquay) (interpretation from Spanish) : First of all,
Mr. Chairman, T wish to join in the well-deaerved conqgratulationa that have been
expreysed to you hy many speakers.

T am not qoing to add anything new with reqard to the position of Uruquay on
d isarmament. My country, a relatively small country in terms of size, population
and limited resources, hae never had an interest in arme. | t a8 been intereated
in mandatory arbitration and the rule of law in relations among States.

Fighty years aqo at the pence conference held at The Haque in 1907, Uruguay
propoaed that this should be the case. §-venty year3 will have lapaed sirce we
included in our Consatitution compulsory arbitration for international conflicts.

We are not involved in international disputes nor do we have any regional
conflicta, We maintain the most peaceful, cordial relations with our two
neighhoura « Argent ina and Brazil. With both we have embarked on an active process
of inteqration.

Rut neither our location in South America nor our geographical location far
removed from the major centres of tension are gufficient refuge, since there is no
area of the world free from the threats posed by modern means of destruction ond
anrihilation.

Nationsa, rich and poor, those with enormous arsenals and qreat armies and the
weal: ones, those located at the sensitive centres of conflict and the peripheral
nations « all face the risk of annihilation; and this brings about more {interest in

disarmament. The qreater the war potential of a State, the qreater the risks, the
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reaponsihilities and the interest i N di sarmament. No new power or infatuation with
power could free them from catastrophe.

While those vhe predict the future reflect on cosmic avatars which {in
thousanda or millions of years will put an end to our galaxy, man'a annihilation on
earth at the hand of man is almost upon us, not since today but since yeeterday.

Intel ligence and science, which created our civilization in 20,000 years, have
gotten out of control and could finish uys in a matter of days or hours. This is
not fiction. It is saying cut loud what we all think and feat.

When in the fourteenth century the Plaque descended on Eu:cope, the great and
powerful lords sought refuge within their cantles in order to survive, mocking
death in their arrogant isolation while seeking diversion i n the Decameron. But
today, with growing destructive forces and a new range of weapons, there is no
possibility of isolation, refuge or protection. Century after cuntury, defences
have crumbled. Walled cities have only touristic value. The Maginot Line of 1940
was an example. No longer do the seas protect the islands, nor the mountain ranges
protect what they aurtound. All Jd!stances are outdated. The threat is everywhere
and risk 1is certain.

Only deterring one Power vis-A-vis another Power has provided a fragile shield
for mankind, more or leas localizing the 10 declared or undeclared wars that are
devastating various parts of the world, while the United Nations has not been able
to control them. Each one of these conflicts ha8 the potential to be the spark
that will make the planet explode.

Let us bhe realistic. Let us be pragmatic. of this forty-second session of
the General Assembly we can expect only smaller etepe. The seven- league hoots
continue to he in the possession of the major Powers, the States which pride

themselves on being members of the Atomic Club or preparing to join it.
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Uruquay - which is neither armed nor a producer of weapons, which hae neither
embarked on an atomic race nor possesses any nuclear power-plants = reiterat hat
it will support unreservedly any positive initiative to limit the risks of «
militant weapone build-up and any tentative efforts at improving prospects,
wherever they or iginate.

On this road, no step, however small, should be despised. All of mankind’s
progress has been baaed on small inventions and discoveries. would that we had
great leaders whose wisdom would help ug to achieve more substantive goals!

The present agreement or convergence in principle between the rulers of the
Soviet Union and the United states of America to explore the partial dismantling of
missiles sends forth a ray of hope in this dense jungle.

Of great importance are the concrete guidelines published in Pravda on
17 September last by the Soviet leader, Mr. Gorbachev. But it is timely to recell
here that a week later, in our General Assembly, the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Soviet Union added details and spoke of

“unity of word and deed, of thought and its realization and the positions that

are in fact adopted”.

In the meanwhile the United Natione should persevere in preparing a political and
juridical infrastructure for effective disarmament.

We agree with the previous Chairman of the Conference on Disarmament,
Ambassador Sieqried Zachmann, who said that, to that end, we must perfect and
simplify our method of work. In 1986, some 72 draft resolutions were submitted, of
which 1less than one third were adopted by consensus. The results were not in

keeping with our qood intention8 or efforts.
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Let u8 make each step sure, Let us take one step at a time. Let us not
forget the counsel given by Don Quijote de la Mancha to hia valet, Sancho Panza, in
entrusting him with the government of the Barataria Islands “There are few

pragmatic gquidelines, Sancho, but they muat be enforced.”
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Mr. ISLAM (Bangladesh): M. Chairman, it is deeply gratifying to me, and
to my delegation, that a person of your em nence should be presiding over our
Commi t t ee. | have no doubtthat, with your prodigious qualities of head, heart and
intellect, you will succeed in guiding our deliberations to fruitful results. My
| offer you and the other officers of the Commttee our warm feiicitationa. |
assure you that within our modesat capabilities my delegation will assist you in the
performance of your onerous responsibilities in every possible way.

In an area where dark clouds of despair have always narked the horizon, the
perceptible silver lining of optinm sm gladden8 our heart. | refer to the sense of
growi ng understanding between the major global protagonists on certain specific
issues pertaining to arm8 control negotiations. W are happy at the prospect of an
early agreement elinmnating nedium and short-range weapons. V¢ hope that the
spirit that this will generate will propel the parties concerned towards deeper
cute in strategic weaponry.

Such rays of hope appear to have penetrated and illumned the nmultilateral
forum8 as well. The success of the Stockhol m Conference on diaarmanment in Europe
is indeed heart ening. It is our sincere expectation that this will be followed by
effort8 at conventional armsreduction and disarmament in Europe. Europe in this
respect ha8 truly provided an exanple worthy of emulation. The Geneva Conference
on Disarmament is edging toward8 an understanding on the convention banning
chem cal weapone. W welcome this, as we wel cone unilateral decirions and gestures
of State8 designed to further our goal of arm8 reduction. After all, the
23 nucl ear expl oei one conducted |ast year were the lowest in number since 1961. W

are optimstic about the results of the third special session of the Gener 1l

Assembly devoted to disarmanent, scheduled for i.-xt year, to which ny delegation

will contribute as best we can. Perhape we are not inexorably hurtling toward8
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mutual annihilationl perhaps our deatiny is8 not inevitably leading towards
Ar mayeddon.

Such confidence, however, must not be tranelated into complacency. Let us not
forget that last year 36 wars and armed conflicts were being waged, involving
5 million combatants from as many as 41 nations and resulting in the death of
3 million to 4 million people and suffering for many more.

Let us not forget that significant ruclear and conventional modernization
programmes are under way, and thousands of new warheade will be added to the
nuclear arsenals of nations over the next few years.

Let us also not forget that even a gingle nuclear test explosion, however
confined, would incrementally add to the calamitous pollution of the air we breatne.

And let us not forget that a painful fratricidal war is even now being
relentlessly waged in one of the most censitive area8 of our planet, sparks from
which might yet set the globe aflame.

Let us, therefore, reflect, assess and deliberate aoberly as to how
rationality can guide our conduct in the years ahead, particularly in a sphere in
which chances that can be taken are few and results of rigks are horrendous.

Ic¢ is no secret that my country, Banjyiadeash, has many constraints. It 1is
small in size, large in population and inacdaquate in resources. Our development
efforts, therefore, engage all our energies. So it {8 not surpriuving tha ° we
should want an ambience of peace, both in the region and the globe, so that we can
devote ourselves totally to the solution of our manifold problems = hence Our total
commitment to the Charter and unequivocal dedication to the cause of peace, though
not at the sacrifice of principles. All our positions on disarmament issues are

influenced by this criterion.
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It is true that our world is, as it always has been, far from ideal. There is
no need, however, to live always on the brink of a precipice, constantly haunted Yy
the fear of a slip and a plunge into oblivion. We ghall live in such fear if we
hold our civilization host.age to the infallibility of a single doctrine:
deterrence. There are, of course, many who hold that it has precluded a global
conflict over the last four decades. Others argue that deterrence can be stable in
the’short run, but not in the long run. If it were stable in the long run, it
woul d cease to deter in the short run, for if there were no probability of the use
of nuclear weapons in the long run they would not deter anybody in the shor t run.

I do not wish to enter into a theoretical discussion on the subject. All that. 1
wish to strass is that deterrence is no substitute for disarmament.

No one is 30 naive as to believe that disarmament can be so easily achieved.
Our age is remarkable for the rapidity of the spread, rather than the curtailment,
of destructive weaponry. However, there is a happy development in the burgeoning
belief that the acquisition of nuclear weapons does not necessarily enhance
security. The prol ifer ation of this idea needs to be encouraged, and if this can
be achieved, non-proliferation will beccme a corollary.

If States are to be encouraged to forsake nuclear weapons, they must be
prwided with adequate security aqainst the use or the threat of the use of such
weapons aqainst them by those that possess them. My owa country is a signatory of
the non-proliferation Treaty. But how can recalcitrants be persuaded to accede to
the Treaty if bigger Powers, while harping on the need for horizontal
proliferation, continue relentlessly in their pursuit. of vertical proliferation, or
1f nuclear Powers systematically continue to ignore article VI of the Treaty, undet

which they are committed to pursue arms reduction?
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To that end, a mgjor and necessary reouirement is a conprehensive test-ban
treaty. It would be a major deterrent to the development and qualitative
improvement in nuclear weapons, and would send clear, positive signals regarding
the political wll of the major Powers. Miy | point outthat inthe Dhaka
Declaration of South Asian Reads of GCovernment in Decenber 1985, the |eaders called
upon the nucl ear-weapon States for wurgent negotiations for such a treaty leading to
the conplete cessation of testing, production and deployment of nuclear weapons.

Wile it is indeed true that nuclear weapons pose the gravest threat to world
peace, as has been so clearly enunciated in the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assenbly devoted t¢ disarmanent, it is also a fact that the
current mseries of wartorn peoples derive from conventional conflicts.

Bangl adesh believes that the maintenance of conventional capabilities in excess of
the | egi ti mat e security needs of a State can have destabilising ramfications for
the region and the world. States must not indulge in the acquisition of amg
beyond perceived needs. This heightens suspicion and encourages the arms race.

Wiere such excess capabilities exist, there must be reductions. Reductions
must of course be balanced and equitable so as not to affect adversely the security
reauirements of any State, and so tchat stability is enhanced at lower nilitary
Beve 1s. The principal aim of disarmament efforts is, after all, to increase and
no to dimnish security needs. M Aelegatian would also urge due recognition of
the need for appropriate weighting in additional capabilities for weaker States.

Verification plays an undeniably inportant role in all of this. Bangladesh
wishes to place on record its deep appreciation to Canada for its interest in, and
contribution to, this particular field. There is need to draft appropriate
sniversal and non-discrimnatory provisions for this purpose. The united Nations

system can and should play a relevant , effective and upgraded role. There should
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also he adeauate transparer y and exchange of data or information so as to generate
an atmoephece of peace. Trust is the qreateet deterrent to conflict.

My delagation firmly belleves that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at amonq the States of various
regions constitute6 a very important positive measure. In thig respect, the Staten
of Latin America that forged the Treaty of Tlatelolco deserve our praise. We
welcome the recent entering into force of the Treaty of Rarotonga in the South
Pacific. We wish to see the creation of concentric circles of guch zones, together
with zones of peace, in every region of the world until ouch time as they encompass
the entire globe.

In our own area, we are engaged in the task of implementing the Declaration of
the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. As a member of the Ad Hoc Committee
established for the purpose, Bangladesh will work towards convening the proposed
Conference in Colombo next year. Should the preparatory work not be completad in
time, we urge that the Conference be convened at a date not later than 1990. 1
express my delegation's appreciation to the Government of Sri Lanka for offering
Colomho as the venue for the preparatory session next year.

Recently, the United Nations Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development produced a Final Document. Rut that ig not its most
5 ignif icant product. Tt is the idea qiving currency to the concept that will
henceforth continue to be debated again and again by those who matter and even by
those who do not. Whatever philosophical position we may take on this igsue, |
believe that it has been uneauivocally demonstrated that reduced military spending
can contribute significantly to development.

If nations must wage war, let it be on hunger and digeasc. .f weapons kill

many, poverty kills many more.
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This Committee provides a forum where all States, big and small, can air their
views, And so they shall. My delegation will endeavour to participate, as
effectively as we can, as we progress in our deliberations. The goal we seek is
not an easy one to achieve.

The Roman Senator, Cicero, summoning up his audience to action in a particular
enterprise said:

“If 1 told you that the way was not rough nor steep , nor beset with dangers

and traps, | should deceive you.’

Our path is similarly hazardous. Yet it must be trod, and the journey must be
undertaken. Let reason and caution guide us on our way.

Mr. CHATURVEDI (India) : It gives me great pleasure to felicitate you,

Sir, on your assumption of the office of Chairman of the First Committee of the
forty-second session of the General Assembly. Your diplomatic skills and great
experience will, I am sure, bring new insights into our deliberations. We look
forward to your stewardship of our work and assure you of the full co-operation of
the Indian delegation in the discharge of your responsibilities. 1 should like to
avail myself of this occasion to congratulate all the other members of the Bureau
of the First Committee on their election and also to express our appreciation for
the competent manner in which Mr, Zachmann of the German Democratic Republic guided
the work of our Committee last year,

The First Committee is meeting at a very significant moment in the sphere of
disarmament negotiations. Last month we concluded the first International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development ever held. A

certain amount of scepticism had been expressed about the possible results of such
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a Conference; in fact, even about its validity, The positive results are clear

proof that such doubts were unwarranted. The Final Docunent adopted by consensus

states:

"Disarnanent and devel opment are two of the nost urgent challenges facing

the world today. They constitute priority concerns of the international
comunity in which all nations = developed and devel oping, big and small,
nuclear and non-nuclear - have a common and eaual stake. Disarmament and

devel opment are two pillars on which enduring international peace and security %

can be built.™ (A/CONF. 130/39, p. 14)
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The discussions, conducted at a high political level, deepened our
underetanding of thia relatlonehlp and itsa hearing on human welfata. The
trianqular relationship between security, disarmament and development wa# explored,
leading to a convergence of views that security can no longer he visualized in
purely military terme. In fact, the non-m i tary threats to security have aasumed
increased significance in today's interdependent world, The action programme
emphasizes the need to strengthen the central role of the United Nations in this
field and lista a number of activities to he undertaken.

This reaffirmation gives ug a sense of optimism with which to approach the
forthcoming third apecial sesaion of the General Assembly devoted tn disarmament.
A decade has passed since the first such special seasion wag held in 1978, but the
results of our efforts since have fallen nhort. of our expectations. The
forthcoming third special gession will provide us wlth a collective opportunity
once again to impart the necessary political impetus to multilateral efforts
towards d {garmament . The First Committee therefure bears a heavy rasponsibility
this year and our deliberations assume special Importance.

Other positive trends are also in evidence. In the bilateral framework, the
recent underetanding between the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republica i8 an encouraqing sign. The conclusion of an aqreement on
intermediate-range nuclear forces in the near future would he a step irn t.he right
direction. Its implementation would he the first nuclear disarmament measure
reauiring the actual scrapping of a certain c¢lass of nuclear weapons. It would
indeed he an accomplishment if it were to open the way to further and much larger
reductions iIn nuclear weaponry. We See it as a poaitive first step in the

direction of r idding the world of | he menace of nuclear weapons. Given the



sK/8 A/C.1/42/PV,7
32

(Mr. Chaturvedi. India)

political will, nuclear disarmament does not pose an ineurmountahle obatacle in
terms of either security doctrinea or practical difficulties, such as

verification. The limited glohsl double zero must lead to a genuine, comprehensaive
global zero.

On the multilateral side, the progress made at the Geneva Conference on
Disarnament in neqotiationa towards developing a chemical weapons convention
deserves mention. A number of complex issues which had seemed rather intractable a
couple of years ago now seem much closer to resolution.

These are hut small steps, hut | draw attention to them in the hope that our
work in the First Committee can take advantage of its wider representation to build
upon them. Our agenda gives us the scope and symbolizes our commitment to the
issues of disarmament.

In this context, my delegation attaches the higheet priority to the prevention
of nuclear war, and the cedsation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament, Nuclear weapons are postulated by some as instruments to maintain
peace. As far as we know, no scientist or strategist has been ahle to diatinguiah
between a nuclear weapon intended for use as a deterrent and one for offensive
use. The Final Document adopted by consensus at the first special session of the
General Asaemhly devoted to disarmament states uneau ivocally:

"Removing the threat of a world war « a nuclear war - {s the most acute
and urgent task of the present day.” (Ss-10/2, para.l18)

In this context, it urqes all States, especially nuclear-weapon States, to
consider measures designed to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons
and the prevention of nuclear war through international aqreement, thereby ensuring

that the survival of mankind is not endangered,
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One such measure could be a ban on the use of these weapons through specific
legal obligations assumed by all nuclear-weapon Powers. This s what India
proposed at the second special session of the General Assembly devotad to
disarmament and this 18 what the General Assembly has recommer..ed since, by an
increasing majority, year after year.

While the most effective quarantee against nuclear war is nuclear disarmament
and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, the immediate impact of a non-use
conventicn cannot be underestimated. It would remove not only the threat of
nuclear holocaust that looms over our planet hut the legitimacy attributed to
nuclear weapone as a currency of power. The idea that world peace can be
maintained through nuclear deterrence = a doctrine that lies at the root of the
continuing escalation in the auantity and auality of nuclear weapons and has in
fact led to greater insecurity and instability than ever before in international
relations - is a dangerous myth.

It was this understanding which led the Conference on Disarmament to establish
the subject “Prevention of nuclear war” as a separate item on its agenda almost
five year8 ago. However , it is a matter ¢f coneiderahle regret that. the Conference
on Disarmament has not been able to addreee the subject with the seriousness that
it merits. It has not Found it possible to establish an ad hoc committee even to
consider, let alone negotiate, various measures which could lead us to an agreement
on the prevention of nuclear war. It is to be hoped that the political commitment
expressed at the highest level in November 1985 by President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev that ““a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought’

(A/40/1070, p. 3) can be translated into concrete disarmament measures. Only the

commencement of such an exercise will highlight the fundamental discord between the
perceptions reflected in this jo.nt commitment and the doctrine of nuclear

deterrence which forms the basis of the continuing arms race.
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Closely linked to thla issue ia the appeal to the nuclear-weapon States to
apply an immediate freeze to the production of these weapons and intended fissile
mater jal. Such proposals have already received the widest endorsement by
Governments and people alike. The arguments advanced by some nuclear-weapon States
and their allies that such a freeze would perpetuate existing imbalances are
unacceptable. The achievement of parity in such circumstances becomes a mere game
of numbers and ceases8 to have any practical relevance when each side possesses such
suoatantial over-kill capacities.

The leaders of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania, in the
six-nation initiative, have repeatedly called upon the nuclear-weapon States to
halt all testinqg, production and deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery
systems, to be followed by euhstantial reductions in their nuclear forces.

At the eighth non-aligned summit, held in Harare last year, the leaders of the
non-allgned countries emphasized the increasing risk of nuclear war as a result Of
the continuing escalation of the arms race, especially in the nuclear field. They
stated:

"the greateet peril facing the world is the threat to the survival of humanity

posed by the existence of uclear weapons. Since annihilation needs to happen

only once, removing the threat of nuclear catastrophe is not one issue among

many, but the most acute and urgent task of the present day.” ‘A/41/697,

p. 23, 24)

Another issue very closely related to the aualitative aspects of the nuclear
arms race is the nuclear-weapon-test ban. For mc.e than three decades the
nuclear-weapon Staten have ignored the repeated appeals of the world community to
end nuclear-weapon testing and thus bring to an end the ongoing process of

development and refirement of yet more lethal weapons.
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For a long time the inadequacy of verification was put forward as a
justification for not undertaking such a commitment, put thias can no longer he held
to be true. Developments in seismic monitoring, the offer made by the leader8 of
the six-nation initiative to wverify a moratorium, the results of the deliberations
of the Group of Scientific Experts of the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva and
the possibility of the eetabliahment of an international saismic network clearly
indicate that verification can no longer be used as a pretext to delay the

commencement oOf negotiations on a nuclear-test-ban treaty.
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The maintenance of confidence in stockpile reliability is also cited as a
reason for continued testing. Such physical inspect&on, as part of a systematic
and detailed surveillance programme, is the only way, according to some, to ensure
stockpile reliability. Once again, scientific evidence indicates that such random
testing would provide very little useful information. This is not to deny that
there are technical issues associated with such a treaty, but we must emphasioe
that the basic question is not technical, but political. Given political will, the
negotiations in an ad hoc committee in Geneva could help us to move closer to what
is possibly the earliest appeal in the sphere of nuclear disarmament, which was
first voiced by scientists, some of which had even worked on the Manhattan Project.

In recent years one of the central objectives of the Non-Aligned Movement and
ol the six-nation initiative and a major concern of the United Nations nas been the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. The recent developments with regard to
research into proposed weapon systems to be located or aimed at targets in outer
space give cause for concern, as they iare likely further to exacerbate the already
precarious conditions created by the arms race on earth. What is more, pursuit of
them will serve to unravel such existing arms-control treaties as the
anti-ballistic missile Treaty and the outer-space Treaty. For an increasing number
of developing count r iey, satellites provide access to a technology that can have
immense benefits for economic development, especially in areas like remote sensiny,
meteorology and communicationg. The development of anti-satellite weapons is

therefore a matter ot great concern. That concern was sultably reflected in the

Mexico Declarction issued by the leaders of the six-nation initiative, which states:

"It is particularly urgent to halt the development of anti-satellite weapons,
which would threaten the peaceful space activities of many nations. Weurge

the leaders ot the United States and the Soviet Upiun to agree on a hdlt to
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further tests of anti-satellite weapons, in order to facilitate the conclusion

of an international treaty on their prohibition.” (A/41/518, p. 5)

To be comprehensive and effective such a treaty must not only ban testing,
development and deployment of all anti-satellite weapons but also eiiminate
existing ones. The related sensitive icsues Of verification are complex enough
today. Once such weapons are deployed, the problem will become even more
difficult. Last year, in resolution 41/53, which was adop“ed by an overwhelming
majority of 154 countries, the General Assembly requested the Conference on
Disarmament to establish an ad _hoc committee with a view to undertaking
negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to
prevent an arms race in outer space, The report of the Conference on Disarmament
indicates that the Ad Hoc Committee established for this item has advanced and
developed further in its work and recognizes the inadequacy of the exieting legal
régime applicable to outer space. 1t is to be hoped that following such
recognition it would be possible to move forward and undertake specific and
concrete measures which would prevent the extension of the arms race into outer
space.

Like most resources at our disposal, time too is in short supply. We can
hardly afford the luxury of devoting the limited time available to tue Committee to
less important matters and to partial measures ot disarmament when the work on the
most crucial issues of disarmament remains paralysed. Whole good is not the enemy
of better, a choice does have to be made when both are competing for scarce time.
We must underline our priorities. Issues sech as expenditures by developing
countries on conventional weapons, and nuclear-weapon-free zones, have their place
for discussion but must not divert our attention from the central issue = nuclear

disarmament.
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A number of independent findings by scientists have shown that a nuclear war
fought on even a minimum scale will lead to 4 nuclear winter. Faced with such a
scenario, declaring an area a nuclear-weapon-free zone 18 not necessarily the best
guarantee that it will remain unaffected. So long as the nuclear-weapon Power6
insist on ensuring their security by using ok threatening to use nuclear weapon8,
in complete disregard of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States, no place on
earth is safe, regardless of whether o« not it has been declared a
nuclear-weapon-free  zone.

The year 1986 was celebrated as the International Year of Peace. At its
conclusion, the  Secretary-General, Javier Perez de Cuellar, said:

“Humanity stands today at a crossroad. One road, mapped in the Charte:
of the United Nations, can lead to peace through multilateral co-operation in
resolving the problems of our interdependent world. The other road, well
travelled throughout history, is marked by self-interest, by huge stockpiles
of arms and by limited vision. In a nuclear world, this path can lead to
self-destruction, while the first can lead safely to a new centuxy that will
be a century of progress and peace for all the world.”

We would like to believe that on the evolutionary scale we have wrested from
nature a certain control over our own destiny ana, with that, freedom of choice.
The issue is this: have we also similar'v developed control over our own minds to
cnable us to make the rational choice? What is needed is a new way of thinking
that must encompass a realization that nuclear weapons cannot lead to security,
that no country can be secure if its potential adversaries are insecure, that
security must be common, shared and indivisible. It is to be hoped thet tnis new

thinking lies behind the forthcoming ayreement on intermediate-range nuclear
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forces, for only then can it generate the momentum SO necessary to lead us to our
commo.. accepted goal of general and complete disarmament unuer effective
international control.

Mr. GBEHO (Ghana) s | should like to congratulate the Chairman on his
election to his demanding office; my felicitations are also sincerely offered to
the other officers of the Committee on their election to their various posts. I
trust that under his chairmanship the Committee will effectively address the issues
before it. | should also like to use this opportunity to extend to the former
Chairman, Ambassador Zachman of the German Democratic Republic, appreciation for a
job well done last vyear.

I wish, if I may, since this is the first time | have spoken in the Committee
since our Under-Secretary-General, Mr. Akashi, took office, to pay a personal warn
tribute to him for now being at the helm of the Department for Disarmament
Affairs. I have had occasion to work with Mr. Akashi and his team of stalwart and
educated staff members, and | have no doubt that we are in very capable hands.

The uUnited Nations has envisaged disarmament and the regulation of armaments
as among the key elements in the establishment of the international security
system. Its first resolution, of 24 January 1946, was, it will be recalled, aimed
at the elimination of the atomic weapon, the first explosion of which occurred
barely two days after the signing of the Charter , as well as any other weapons of

mase destruction which might be developed.
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Those hopes and aspirations, however, have not been re¢alized. Pour decades
after the first explosion the world has not only witnessed countless nuclear
explosions of greater destructive capacity than the explosion of 1946 hut has also
had to put up with a growing number of Member States which possess either the
weapon or the potential for manufacturing it. It would seem, in the circumstances,
that the bitter experience of the Second World War, with its human carnage and the
vast physical destruction it caused, has suddenly been forgotten. Thus, the world
continues to move perilously on a course of self-destruction, towards conflicts
whose consequences could undoubtedly qo beyond past experience and launch mankind
on its final road to certain extlnction.

In its search for a solution the United Net ions has endeavoured over t.he years
to address the problem through several approaches. While its ultimate qoal has
remained general and complete disarmament, it has moved from partial. disarmament
measures to the pro~lamation of disarmament decades, from the holding of special
sessions to the implementation of regional disarmameat measures, from the
contemplation of conf idence-hui 1d ing measures to t he holding of an International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development. These var iousn
efforts to evolve an effective system for dealing with disarmament and its related
issues show the international community’s 8trong faith in the need for new
attitudes and policies which alone can hr inqg new life to the long-ster {le
disarmament  scene.

In Spite of the recent reports indicating a serious commitment on the part of
nuclear Powers to take positive steps in this direction, the fact remains that the
spectre of total nuclear annihilation continues to haunt humanity. 1t is therefore
our shared responsibility to direct all our efforts to laying a solid basis for
international co-operation which would eliminate the awesome threat that the arms

race poses to humanity.
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In this regard, paragraph 45 of the Final Document of the tenth special
session provides useful guidelines by designating priority disarmament issues which
ahould be addressed. The General Aseembly, in turn, has elaborated on these issues
with specitic recommendations, which have been transm'tted to the Conference on
Diaacmament.  Nine years after the adoption of these guidelines, however,
negotiations over the priority issues continue to grind very elowly.

The reconstituted Conference on Diearmament is almost paralysed by its
inability to devise a framework for consideration of these priority issues. In
spite of concessions by the Group of 21, the Conference has been bogged ciown by
ideological and domestic political considerations. 1ta report (A/42/27) now befare
this Committee has, a3 in the case of past reporcs, failed to show progrses in
sign! ficant areas. Fundamental differences remain on several key issues. Perhajs
nowhere hae thias been more clearly demonstrated than in the paragrapha dealing with
the issue of a comprehensive nuclear-teat ban.

Ghana has consist .ntly suppurted General Asser' .y reso.utions on the issue of
a comrehensive test-ban treaty. We strongly believe that the conclusjion of such a
treaty should be among the highest priorities of the r1nited Nations. We believe
also that "a comprehensive test-ban treaty is the litmus teet of real willingness
to pursue nuclear disarmament™. We therefore recall with regret that the historic
opportunity offered by the soviet unilateral moratorium on testing was allowed to
slip away. It is even more regrettable that the opportunity was wasted in view of
the offer of the Soviet authorities to submit the sincerity of their intentions to
ver if {cation.

Ghana reaffirms support for resolutinn 41/64 A, of 3 December 1986, in
particular the egtahlishment within the Conference on Disarmament of an ad hoc

committee with a specific mandate +o commence neqgotiations,
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The proliferation of nuclear weapons is another area of concern to my
Government. Ghana is a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapon8 (NPT) . We acceded to the Treaty, which now has a significant number of
signatories, in the hope that it would serve as a check on Member States which
might wish to join the nuclear club. Regrettably, our expectations have proved
vain, Now a significant number of countries either possess the bomb or have the
potential for manufacturing it. Even more regrettable is our disillusionment over
the failure of the nuclear-weapon States to adhere faithfully to the commitments
undertaken under article VI of the Treaty, in absolute betrayal of the trust
reposed in them by the non-nuclear States parties to the NPT.

About two decades ago to this day the Reads of State of Africa, in their
wisdom, decided to keep the continent of Africa free from nuclear weapons. That
decision reflected a commitment to the objectives of non-proliferation as enshrined
in the NPT and the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones as a means of
fostering co-operation on other wider regional issues.

The apartheid South African régime, however, has consistently frustrated the
African initiative by its clandestine nuclear programme and persistent refusal to
sign the NPT. It was therefore a surprise that a move by African delegations,
including my own, at last September’5 meeting of the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) in Vienaa to deny the apartheid régime access to IAEA facilities was
thwarted by friends of the racist régime.

South Africa’s continued nuclear activities and the problems with regard to
the implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa are already
well known. The matter has been raised in this Committee and other United Nations

forums on c¢ourtless occasions. Some delegations, for one reason or another, have

not gone beyond paying lip-service in what should have been a matter of universal
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concern, Tne fact {8 that South Afrioa sees its nuclaar capabilities as an
inatrument for perpetuating apartheid and for destabilizing the front-line States.
Its nuclear capability and the provision of sophisticated weapons Are the major
factors in the racist régime's continued frustration o f the legitimate aspiraticns
of the Namibian people t0 self-determination and national. independence. | N view of
its record or vaccilation And daceit, one wonders whether the reported announcement
that the south African Government will Aign the NPT could not be yet another ruse
intended to take the international community for a big tide

It is our hope that the friends of South Africa And those delagations which
nspousa the cause Of the apartheid régime will prevail on that country to sign the
Treaty, as it has promised to do.

Universal accession tO the Treaty would allay the fears of nor auclear States,
in particular small countries such as my own, And help promote the climate for
atrengthening international peace and secur ity.

Thia brings me to the aueation of the cessatinn of the nuclear-acme race And
nuclear disarmament. Ghana believes that a comprehe sive ttaaty which would ban
for over the production, development, stockpiling and use of such weapons would
have A tremendous impact on the world scene and augur wall for the future of

mankind. No effort, therefore, ohould be spared to attain this objective..
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In this regard, we welcone the recent reports that the United States of
Arerica and the Soviet Wnion have agreed in principle to conclude a treaty banning
United States and Soviet |and-based shorter~ and mediumrange nissiles. As the
Secretary for Foreign Affairs of CGhana, Dr. Obed Asanpah, said in his statenent in
the Ceneral Assenbly on 24 Septenber this year it

"is a great leap forward on the road to the achievenent of one of the

fundanental objectives of the United Nations - that is, a world wthout

war". (A/42/PV.10, p. 93)

The whole world is waiting to see how the two countries will wutilize this historic
opportunity after Reykjavik. Perhaps the climate for meaningful negotiations has
never been better. Mch of the suspicion and mistrust which in the past have

i npeded neani ngful negotiations would seem to have been dispelled by the recent
efforts to establish effective dialogue and conmunication between the two
countries. The opening of the Rrasnoyarsk radar facilities for inspection by a
United States Congressional delegation and other gestures of sincerity and good
will in our view provide the appropriate climate for meaningful negotiations.

These two countries together possess about 95 per cent of the world s nost
devastating weapons. The world therefore has an intrinsic interest in the ongoing
devel oprrent s. It is our hope that the agreement will open up further East-Wst
negotiations and give an inpetus to the disarnanent process.

No reason for stockpiling nuclear weapons = whether deterrence or the
so-called defensive doctrine = can in any way dinmnish their awesone threat to
humanity. The argunent that deterrence provides stability is flawed, since it does
not take into consideration the inescapable tension and deep mistrust entailed by
the concept of deterrence. VW believe the surest way to avert the danger of

nuclear war lies in the elimnation of nuclear weapons. until nuclear disarmament
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is achieved, all ahould observe their Charter obligations = in particular, the
obligation to refrain from the threat and use of force and to resort to peaceful
aettlament of disputea.

We all have a stake in world peace. This implies that we should all
co-operate in reversing the present unhappy trend in international relations. In a
wor 1d where massive expenditure, estimated to reach the trillion-dollar level by
the turn of the century, i8 incurred on arms, while millione of mankind lack
shelter and the basic necessities of life, disarmament and development undoubtedly
are the two major challengea facing the worid today.

That was why the Government of Ghaha welcomed the convening of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development,
hel: from 24 Auguet to 11 September this year here at the united Nations. The
conclusions of that Conference might not have satisfied the concerns of every
delegation. The fact that we were able to adopt s consensus docum nt, however,
ehould be a source of encouragement. We believe the Committee should take up where
the Conference left off to keep up the momentum. The Ghana delegation will
co-operate with any delegation or group of delegations in this regard.

The arms trade in conventional weapons deserves no less attention. In his
report on the work of the United Nations submitted to th2 General Assembly at its
current gesssion, the Secretary-General placed the problem of conventional weapons
in its proper perspective, when he said:

"The acquisition cf large quantities of sophisticated arms by developing

countries places a severe strain on badly needed resources while adding

nothing to the strength of their economies. Fur thermore, it adds to external
debt and creates a secondary demand for imports that increases their

dependence.” (A/42/1, p. 9)
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Most conflict@ since the Second World wai have been oentred in the developing
countries. Both paet and present corilicts have born or are being fought with
conventional weapons. The ongoing lIran-lraq war {8 an exaellent ® xunple of the
disaster that conventional weapons can cause and the urgent need to move away from
such weapons. This placer pacticular importance on conventional disarmament.

The Final Document of the tenth special session provided adequate procedures,
in paragraphs 81 to 85, for addressing the issue. We hope that urgent attention
will continue to be given to thir area of the arms race, without prejudice to the
scale Of priorities established in that Document. It goes without saying that we
all have a responsibility to see that tha root causes of the conflict8 in the
developing countries are eliminated. Thin implies an obligation to refrain from
all acts of subversion and the fomenting of local conflicts which can be ®  xploitwi
by third parties.

There is one particulr bright spot = the negotiationa on a chemical-weaponr
ban = which deserves mention. There js a distinct possibility that in the not too
distant future we may see an agreement banning such weapons.

We note and welcome the commendavle progress being made in the Confer nce on
Disarmament on the draft treaty. We applaud those countries that have or¢anized
workshops and offered facilities with a view to overcoming technical and political
sensitivities that might stand in the vay of the speedy conclusion of a draft
treaty. For a credible treaty the current negotiations should, among other things,
seek to produce a document that would be an improvement on the 1925 Geneva
Convention) in particular, it chould close all loophole8 in that Convention, in the
light of the extensive use Of the banned weapons in current conflicta. The

negotiation6 should also be directed towards the search for adequate ® afeguardo

against private firma and jndividuals that may wish *> take advantage of loopholes
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in thair nati onal legislations to overcome thr prohibitions and restrictions that
may QI ® nrhriwd in the trasty.

As in the past, the Disarmament Commission has again submitted a report on
uncompleted work after its three-week maeting last spring. Apart from the little
progresas made on the ftems relating to the role of the United Nations in the field
of disarmament, NO significant progress was registered with respect to the other
six itess which the Commission examined. That was not unexpected, given the
controversial nature of some of ¢-01 ©® grnda {tems. Nevertheless, and without
questioning the motives of any partner, my deleyation ix amased that, for example,
some delegations WOUl d 90 to the extent that they have in the part to protect the
racist South African régime in its practice of the euvil system of ®__ mrthaid.
Meaningful progress demands a reneved approach, involving radical revision of
present hardened ® ttitudoa. Any ® ttolrpt to find an easy way out by calling for the
deletion of any of the items on the ground that the Commission has ® xhaurtod its
resources would amount to an abdication of responsibility ® d a lack 02 faith In
the human spirit. Ghana would oppose any such move.

The auestion of enhancing the ® ffoutivonorr of this Committee's working
methods has ® nga9od the attention of several delegations, We support thr proposal
that present and part Chairmen rhould ® xahxngo views on the matter. The clustering
of resolutions ham proved a valuable method of reducing the number of draft
resolutions. It has also helped avoid duplication of drafts and final texts which
rhould be transmitted to the Geneva Conference, alteady overburdened with work. TO
complement these rffortr, delegations rhould refrain from introducing drafts merely
because they wish their names to be associated with one Or other issue ¢0 e ofo a

propaganda point.
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In our view, the objective should be the introduction Of initiatives that
would have a significant impact on the disarmament process. Fur thermore, we should
avoid long, drawn-out debates, ae at the 1996 session, on issues that take up the
time and resources Of the Committee merely to satisfy ideological differences of
embarrass a particular group of delegations. That is not to imply that we wish to
deny the sovereign right of delegations wigshing to express their Government's

viewpoint. The truth is that what this Committee requires at this crucial moment

is not an exponential growth in the number of draft resolution8 but ratha¢
selective practical initiatives that will advance its work.

It goes without saying also that small delegations which in the past have ude
themselves willing sponsors of draft resolutions should reappraise their
attitudes. Uncommitted small delegations could allocate the resources available to
them jin such a way as to ensure that the draft r¢solutions that leave this
Committee are balanced and objective, with the necessary impact on United Nation8
efforts in the sphere of disarmament and arms control. What we, a8 small
delegations, should remember is that weapons, whether Pershing lIs or $$-20s, are
all inatrumento of destruction and not museum piecer. Ideological difference@ ray
give rise to conflicts, but weapons Kill with the e <om cruelty whether they are
from the East or froa the West. Let us therefore be guided by objectivity and
avold being swayed by a particular delegation o« group of delegations in
delermining our support for draft resolutions.

In conclusion, we wish to reaff irm Ghana's commitment to peace. 3Since joining
this Organization we have worked tirelessly for the attainment of that objective.
We shall therefore continue to associate ourselves courageously and single-mindedly

with international efforts to promote conditions appropriate for world peace.

The meeting roge at 4.50 p.m.




